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Median {IQR) ratings for the practical aspects of using usual rescue analgesic and a placebo of each of the fentanyl products together
with overall satisfaciion or impression

Aspect : Usual medication Sublingual tablet Buecal/sublingual tablet Nasal spray p Value*
Accessibility 3(2-6) 5(2-7) 5(3-7) 7(7-7) <0.01
Administration 1(1-2) 1(1-2) 2 (1-4) 2(2-3) <0.01
Palatability 4 (2-4) 2 (2-3) 4 (2-6) 4 (2-4) 0.01
Overall satisfaction 2(1-2) - - - -
Overall impression - 3 (1-4} 4 (4-6) 4 (2-6) <0.01

‘Scores of 1, 4 and 7 represent extreme positive, neuiral and extreme negative responses, respectively.
*For the effect of product on aspect examined.
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a sublingual tablet : 2 4. a buccal/sublingual tablet : 5 4. a nasal spray : 17 4
Ease of administration
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a sublingual tablet : 1 4. a buccal/sublingual tablet : 4 4. a nasal spray : 1 4
Palatability
- a sublingual tablet & a buccal/sublingual tablet TH 72 Tz,
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Overall impression, prepared to use and most preferred
prepared to use
a sublingual tablet : 27 4, a buccal/sublingual tablet : 18 4. a nasal spray : 17 4
most preferred
a sublingual tablet : 18 44, a buccal/sublingual tablet : 2 41, a nasal spray : 6 4
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