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We have identified two errors in our article:
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1) misstatement of the primary analysis plan: the primary analysis plan is the intention-to-

treat comparison of the pooled non-control doses group versus control with time to primary 

outcome measured from randomization for all participants, not the analysis which compares 

experience on best dose versus control dose. The primary analysis was stated correctly in 

our statistical analysis plan developed at the start of the trial. Importantly, this correction is 

not a protocol change; rather, the description of primary analysis in the design paper 

incorrectly stated what we had pre-specified in our statistical analysis plan.

2) inconsistent use of the term “best dose”: the “best dose” is the non-control dose identified 

during dose-finding stage as best at preventing the primary outcome; in some sentences, 

“best dose” was used incorrectly to denote the pooled non-control doses group.

We regret the confusion caused by our errors.
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