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ABSTRACT 

Background: The effectiveness of the domiciliary use of high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy 

(HFNC) in patients with chronic hypercapnic respiratory failure due to chronic obstructive 

pulmonary disease (COPD) remains controversial. 

Objectives: To investigate the efficacy and safety of domiciliary HFNC use in stable hypercapnic 

COPD patients. 

Methods: This multicenter, open-label, randomized controlled trial enrolled patients with stable 

hypercapnic COPD. Over 52 weeks, we compared long-term oxygen therapy (LTOT) alone versus 

domiciliary HFNC plus LTOT (HFNC/LTOT). The primary endpoint was the frequency of 

moderate/severe COPD exacerbations. We also compared changes from baseline levels in arterial 

blood gas, SpO2, pulmonary function, health-related quality of life (HRQOL), and a six-minute 

walk test. 

Results: We enrolled 104 patients in total; from these, we removed mismatching patients and then 

assigned 49 and 50 patients to HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups, respectively, for safety analysis; 

47 and 46 patients for HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups, respectively, for efficacy analysis. Thirty-

seven (79%) and 41 patients (89%) in HFNC/LTOT and LTOT, respectively, completed the final 

evaluation. HFNC significantly reduced the frequency of COPD exacerbations and prolonged the 

duration without moderate or severe COPD exacerbations over the 52-week study period (p = 
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0.002, p = 0.032, respectively). The adjusted odds ratios (95% confidence intervals [CIs]) of the 

frequency of COPD exacerbations in LTOT against HFNC/LTOT was 2.85 (1.48, 5.47). The 

median survival time (95% CI) to the first COPD exacerbation with moderate or severe for the 

LTOT group was 25 weeks (14.1, 47.4); however, the HFNC/LTOT group did not reach the 

median survival time. HFNC also caused statistically significant differences (p < 0.05) in the 

SpO2, FVC (%FVC), and FEV1 (%FEV1); however, these improvements were transient. There 

were no other improvements in arterial blood gas, pulmonary function, HRQOL, or six-minute 

walk test parameters. In addition, no safety concerns were identified for HFNC.  

Conclusions: HFNC may be a reasonable therapeutic choice in stable hypercapnic COPD patients 

with a history of exacerbations. 

Trial registration number: UMIN000028581, NCT03282019 

(http://www.umin/ac.jp, https://clinicaltrials.gov/)  

Keywords: high-flow nasal cannula; chronic hypercapnic respiratory failure; chronic obstructive 

pulmonary disease; long-term oxygen therapy 
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INTRODUCTION 

Advanced-stage chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) is characterized by 

severe airflow limitations, severely limited performance, and systemic complications.[1] 

This disease progressively leads to chronic respiratory insufficiency, often characterized 

by hypercapnia or hypoxia. Once patients develop chronic hypercapnic respiratory failure, 

their prognosis worsens, and they experience a deterioration in their condition.[2] 

Moreover, they are more likely to develop exacerbations, with poor outcomes in terms of 

mortality and recurrence of exacerbations.[3] 

One treatment option for patients with chronic hypercapnic respiratory failure is 

noninvasive ventilation (NIV) in an at-home setting. Previous randomized controlled 

trials have demonstrated that NIV use improved physiological parameters and survival 

rates and reduces readmission rates following hospitalization for COPD exacerbations.[4-

6] However, certain barriers to NIV use can compromise treatment compliance and even 

lead to its failure, including interface discomfort, sleep disturbances, and intolerability 

caused by patient-ventilator asynchrony.[7-9] Therefore, there is an unmet need for 

alternative treatment strategies that are both well tolerated and easy to administer. 

High-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy (HFNC) is a gas delivery system providing 

heated, humidified air by nasal cannula, with supplemental oxygen as required. HFNC 
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creates a lower level of positive airway pressure than NIV does, has a washout effect in 

pharyngeal dead space, decreases inspiratory resistance, and can improve mucus 

clearance.[10-13] HFNC has been widely studied in adult intensive care units for treating 

patients with acute hypoxemic respiratory failure[14, 15] and after extubation.[16, 17] In 

addition, there is growing evidence that HFNC can be beneficial in patients with chronic 

respiratory failure.  

In a recent meta-analysis of several randomized trials, HFNC was shown to reduce 

the arterial partial pressure of carbon dioxide (PaCO2) and the number of exacerbations 

in stable COPD patients and to increase health-related quality of life (HRQOL).[18] 

However, most current studies have focused on the short-term effects of HFNC, with 

sparse data on its long-term effects. In a randomized controlled trial assessing 12 months 

of HFNC use in an at-home setting in Denmark, consistent use of HFNC reduced the 

frequency of COPD exacerbations and hospitalizations.[19] However, this Danish study 

recruited COPD patients with chronic hypoxemic respiratory failure, with only half of 

them being hypercapnic at inclusion. In another randomized trial, HFNC significantly 

reduced the number of exacerbation days and increased the time to first exacerbation in a 

mixed population of COPD and bronchiectasis patients for 12 months. However, it is still 

unclear whether long-term use of HFNC can be effective and safe for the most severe 
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COPD patients with chronic hypercapnic respiratory failure. 

In the current study, it was hypothesized that the long-term use of HFNC in COPD 

patients with chronic hypercapnic respiratory failure would reduce the number of COPD 

exacerbations and improve mortality rates, HRQOL, and physiological parameters. 

 

MATERIALS and METHODS 

This trial was an investigator-initiated, multicenter, open-label, parallel-group 

randomized controlled clinical trial with a 1:1 allocation to either long-term oxygen 

therapy (LTOT) alone or domiciliary HFNC plus LTOT (HFNC/LTOT). Patients were 

recruited from 42 hospitals in Japan. The inclusion and exclusion criteria are presented in 

Table E1. Briefly, men and women aged 40 years or older with daytime hypercapnia 

(PaCO2 ≥45 mmHg and pH ≥7.35) and Global Initiative for Obstructive Lung Disease 

(GOLD)[20] stage 2-4 disease receiving LTOT for at least 16 hours per day for at least 1 

month prior to providing informed consent were recruited. Patients were required to have 

had an exacerbation (moderate or severe; judged by the investigators) within the past 1 

year. Patients were in stable condition, free from a COPD exacerbation (of any severity) 

within the 4 weeks prior to enrollment. Patients who had used nocturnal NIV within the 

past 4 weeks or HFNC within the past 1 year were excluded. Patients who had any history 
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of obstructive sleep apnea syndrome (OSAS) or were highly suspected to have OSAS 

based on clinical findings were also excluded. All patients were receiving optimal medical 

therapy according to GOLD guidelines[20] in addition to LTOT at the time of enrollment. 

Changes to medication, commencement of rehabilitation, or use of NIV were not 

permitted throughout the study period, except temporarily (less than 14 days) in patients 

with COPD exacerbations. This trial was conducted in accordance with the principles of 

the Declaration of Helsinki and the Ethical Guidelines for Medical and Health Research 

Involving Human Subjects (Japanese Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare). The study 

protocol was approved by the Kobe University Clinical Research Ethical Committee 

(C180079), and written informed consent was obtained from all patients before 

participating in the trial. This study is registered at ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT03282019) 

and the University Hospital Medical Information Network Clinical Trials Registry 

(UMIN-CTR; UMIN000028581). This trial was registered on the UMIN website prior to 

enrollment of the first study participant. 

 

Interventions 

Patients who met the eligibility criteria were randomized to receive either LTOT 

alone or domiciliary HFNC/LTOT. Randomization was performed using a permuted 
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block method at the Translational Research Informatics Center in Kobe, Japan. All study 

participants were instructed to continue their prescribed LTOT during the daytime. Study 

participants allocated to the HFNC/LTOT group were instructed to use HFNC for at least 

4 hours per night during sleep at flow rates of 30–40 L/min in addition to LTOT. HFNC 

was administered using the myAIRVO2® device, which provides humidification and 

high-flow medical gas via an Optiflow nasal cannula interface (Fisher & Paykel 

Healthcare, Auckland, New Zealand). The investigator was permitted to adjust the 

nocturnal oxygen flow rate in order to maintain a peripheral oxygen saturation (SpO2) of 

≥88%. If subjects reported discomfort with HFNC use, the investigator could down-titrate 

the flow rate to a minimum of 20 L/min. Training was provided before the start of HFNC 

by trained doctors and nurses in order to habituate study participants to HFNC. Study 

participants were also allocated time to adapt themselves to the interface and machine and 

were trained to operate and maintain the machine by themselves at home. Study 

participants were discharged after they were comfortable with using the machine and all 

at-home study procedures.  

 

Follow-up and Measurements 

All participants were followed throughout the 52-week study period, and regular 
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study visits were scheduled every 4 weeks. Participants were instructed to complete a 

daily diary, and records were reviewed at each study visit to determine whether 

respiratory symptoms met the criteria for COPD exacerbation. At every visit, doctors also 

verified the COPD treatment regimen and adherence with HFNC (only for the 

HFNC/LTOT group) and evaluated for any adverse events (AEs), hospital admissions, 

and SpO2. In addition, participants were assessed for HRQOL, sleep quality, and dyspnea 

and underwent pulmonary function testing (PFT) and the 6-minute walk test (6MWT) at 

12, 24, and 52 weeks and at admission, if needed. A deviation of up to 1 week was 

permitted.  

Participants completed a daily diary to record any increases in upper respiratory tract 

symptoms (e.g., nasal discharge, sore throat), increases in lower respiratory tract 

symptoms (e.g., dyspnea, sputum, cough, wheezing), fever, or use of systemic 

corticosteroids or antibiotics.[21] A COPD exacerbation was diagnosed if one of the 

following symptom patterns were experienced for at least 2 consecutive days: either two 

or more of three major symptoms (increases in dyspnea, sputum purulence, or sputum 

volume) or any one major symptom in addition to one of the following minor symptoms: 

increase in nasal discharge, wheezing, sore throat, cough, or fever.[22] A mild COPD 

exacerbation was defined as being resolved without use of systemic corticosteroids or 
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antibiotics. A moderate COPD exacerbation was defined as necessitating treatment with 

systemic corticosteroids and/or antibiotics. A severe COPD exacerbation was defined as 

requiring hospitalization, including an emergency admission. 

Adherence was confirmed by the myAIRVO2® usage time obtained directly from 

the log record of the device. HRQOL was assessed using the St. George's Respiratory 

Questionnaire for COPD (SGRQ-C)[23] and the Severe Respiratory Insufficiency 

Questionnaire (SRI) as disease specific questionnaires.[24] Quality-adjusted life years 

(QALYs) were evaluated using a five-level version of the EuroQol five-dimensional 

questionnaire (EQ-5D-5L)[25] to assess the economic benefits of HFNC. Sleep quality 

was assessed using the Japanese version of the Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI-

J).[26, 27] The subjective severity of dyspnea was measured using the modified Medical 

Research Council (mMRC) scale.[28] PFTs were performed by trained operators in 

accordance with the international guidelines.[29] Predicted pulmonary function test 

values were calculated based on Japanese Respiratory Society guidelines.[30] 

Arterial blood samples and SpO2 values measured using pulse oximetry were 

assessed in the morning with patients in the supine position for 5 minutes under oxygen 

therapy at the flow rate prescribed by their treating physician. The 6MWT was performed 

while receiving oxygen, according to the ATS guidelines.[31]  
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Study Outcomes 

We defined the primary and secondary study endpoints as follows: 

1. Primary endpoint 

Counts per 52 weeks or frequency of moderate or severe COPD exacerbations 

2. Secondary endpoints 

1) Time to first moderate/severe COPD exacerbation 

2) Time to death by all causes: overall survival (OS) 

3) Frequency per 52 weeks of COPD exacerbations with all severities 

(mild/moderate/severe) or severe severity only 

4) Changes in the total SGRQ-C score and each component score (i.e., symptom, 

activity, and impact scores) 

5) QALY calculated by the EQ-5D-5L score 

6) Changes in HRQOL scores (SRI, PSQI-J, mMRC scale) 

7) Changes in arterial blood gas measurements (pH, PaCO2, PaO2, HCO3-, BE) 

8) Changes in SpO2 

9) Changes in pulmonary functions (VC, %VC, FVC, %FVC, FEV1, %FEV1, 

FEV1/FVC, FEV1%, DLCO, %DLCO) 
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10) Changes in 6MWT measurements (walk distance, SpO2 at pre and post-test, 

modified Borg scale at post-test) 

11) Time to commencement of long-term NIV 

12) AEs caused by myAIRVO2® therapy 

In these definitions, changes represented the differences in values between baseline and 

at each scheduled measurement. 

 

Sample Size 

The required sample size was determined to be 120 patients in total, including a 

nearly 10% rate of potential dropouts. We determined this sample size based on patient 

recruitment feasibility and with consideration that the evaluable size per treatment should 

be 53 patients at a minimum. We determined that this size could detect an effect size of 

1.0, which was the difference in the mean count of COPD exacerbations per year 

(moderate or severe) between the HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups, with a 90% power, a 

two-tailed type I error rate of 5%, and an estimated population standard deviation of 1.58. 

 

Statistical Analysis 

We expected that many patients would not experience a COPD exacerbation during 
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the study, leading to a data distribution with many zero counts and a very skewed 

distribution. To remedy this issue, we used a generalized linear regression model (GLRM) 

in which the distribution family was a negative binomial distribution, with treatment, 

gender, and GOLD stage as factors and age as a covariate. The model's base level was 

HFNC/LTOT, male, and GOLD stage 2. We also carried out a goodness-of-fit test (chi-

squared test) for fitting data. 

We used Kaplan-Meier curve analysis for the secondary endpoints of 1) time to first 

moderate/severe COPD exacerbation and 2) OS, and examined a null hypothesis that the 

two treatments curves would be identical using log-rank testing. We also calculated 

median survival times with 95% confidence intervals (CIs) if the curves reached the 

median survival time. 

To compare the adjusted mean or the least-squared mean (LSM) of the effects of 

HFNC/LTOT and LTOT at each measurement week, we used a Mixed Models Repeated 

Measurements (MMRM) technique,[12] in which the fixed effects were treatment, time, 

and interaction term and the random effect was the patient, and we assumed an 

unstructured variance-covariance matrix for time. We applied the MMRM technique for 

secondary endpoints 4); 6), except the mMRC scale; and 8).  

Using t-tests, we compared changes in secondary endpoints 7), 9), and 10) between 
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the treatment groups. If the p-value was less than 0.05 for any item in 7), we confirmed 

the result using the MMRM technique and considered that the MMRM's result should 

give a conclusion for the item. We also used the Fisher's exact test for categorical data 

from the mMRC scale.  

To evaluate the QALYs calculated by the EQ-5D-5L, we used a covariance 

(ANCOVA) analysis with a factor of treatments and a covariate of baseline scores.  

These analyses were performed using SAS 9.4 and Ri 386 3.4.3. We set the 

significance level at 0.05 for statistical tests and did not adjust the significance level for 

repeated tests because this study had an explanatory purpose. We defined the safety set 

(SS) and full analysis set (FAS) as the data sets intended to analyze "patient backgrounds 

and AE" and "primary and secondary endpoints," respectively. 

 

RESULTS 

Patients 

We initially enrolled 104 patients but excluded 5 due to a lack of study treatments, 

resulting in 99 patients in the SS. Because six patients did not provide self-records for 

COPD exacerbations, we removed them from the Safety analysis data Set (SS) so that 

there were 93 patients in the Full Analysis data Set (FAS) for efficacy analysis. All 
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patients in the SS and FAS provided safety and efficacy data for our intention-to-treat 

basis analysis.  

The number of the HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups in the FAS were 47 and 46. At the 

52nd week, 37 out of 47 and 41 out of 46 patients remained for the final evaluation. 

 

  Table 1 shows patient demographic data, smoking history, GOLD stages, and currently 

prescribed drugs, with no statistically significant differences (SSDs) in these variables 

between the two treatment groups. 

 

Treatments 

The mean (SD: standard deviation) for the use of HFNC/LTOT was 7.3 (3.0) hours per 

day. During the study, including baseline, the means (SD) of oxygen flow rate (L/min) of 

patients in HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups at rest were 1.53 (0.95) and 1.64 (1.00), 

respectively (p = 0.577). The mean (SD) of the total flow rate (L/min) in the patients in 

HFNC/LTOT was 28.5 (4.57). 

 

Frequency of COPD exacerbations 

The unadjusted sample means (HFNC/LTOT, LTOT) of the frequency of a) moderate 
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and severe, b) all-severity, and c) severe-only COPD exacerbations were (1.0, 2.5), (3.8, 

5.3), and (0.3, 0.5), respectively. Figure E1 shows histograms of the frequencies of a), b), 

and c). 

Three GLRM models were used to evaluate the frequencies of a), b), and c)-type 

COPD exacerbations for the primary endpoint, as well as the secondary endpoint 3). The 

models showed that the adjusted odds ratios (95% CIs) for a), b), and c) were 2.85 (1.48, 

5.47), 1.40 (0.91, 2.16), and 1.54 (0.74, 3.22), respectively, when comparing the LTOT 

and HFNC/LTOT groups at baseline. We found an SSD in the LSM of the frequency of 

moderate and severe COPD exacerbations between the two treatment groups, with a p-

value of 0.002. The p-values for treatment effects for b) and c) were 0.126 and 0.250, 

respectively.  

 

Time to first moderate/severe COPD exacerbation and OS. 

Figure 1 shows Kaplan-Meier curves for the time to first moderate/severe COPD 

exacerbation and the OS. A log-rank test for the time to first moderate/severe COPD 

exacerbation rejected the null hypothesis that the two survival curves were identical (p = 

0.032). The median survival time (95% CI) for the LTOT group was 25 weeks (14.1, 

47.4); however, the HFNC/LTOT group did not reach the median survival time. In 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 23, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257508doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257508


19 

 

contrast, we could not reject the null hypothesis for OS (p = 0.947), and both treatment 

groups did not reach the median survival time. Two patients in each treatment group died 

during this study. 

 

SGRQ-C (total, symptom, activity, and impact scores) 

LSMs with standard errors for total, symptom, activity, and impact scores using the 

SGRQ-C scale at 12, 24, and 52 weeks are shown in Figure 2. There were no SSDs in 

LSMs for any scores at any observation time points between the two treatment groups, 

except for in the impact score at 12 weeks (p = 0.028). The LSMs (95% CIs) of the total 

impact scores for the HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups at this time point were -3.57 (-8.19, 

1.04) and 3.81 (-0.75, 8.36), respectively,  

 

QALYs 

Using ANCOVA, we compared the QALYs between treatment groups, adjusting for 

the baseline EQ-5D-5L score and treatments; however, there were no SSDs in QALYs 

between the treatment groups (p = 0.270). 

 

HRQOL 
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For SRI and PSQI-J scores, we compared the LSMs between the treatment groups at 

12, 24, and 52 weeks (Figure 2). We did not find any SSDs in the LSMs of changes in 

SRI or PSQI-J scores at any observation time points between the two groups. The p-values 

for SRI scores at 12, 24, and 52 weeks were 0.187, 0.547, and 0.218, respectively. 

Similarly, the p-values for PSQI-J scores at 12, 24, and 52 weeks were 0.432, 0.940, and 

0.159, respectively. 

The Fisher's exact test was used to examine differences between mMRC categorical 

scale patterns between the treatment groups at 12, 24, and 52 weeks. There were no SSDs 

at baseline, 12, 24, or 52 weeks, with p-values of p = 0.365, p = 0.775, p = 0.852, and p 

= 0.922, respectively. 

 

Arterial blood gas analyses 

Figure 3 and Table E2 show box plots and descriptive statistics for arterial blood gas 

measures, respectively. The t-test was used to compare sample means (unadjusted means) 

of the changes in arterial blood gas measurements between the treatment groups at 12, 24, 

and 52 weeks. There were no SSDs in the mean values, except for in the PaCO2 at 12 

weeks (p = 0.039); however, we could not confirm this SSD using the LSM with the 

MMRM technique (p = 0.058). 
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SpO2 

At baseline, the sample means ± standard errors of SpO2 for the HFNC/LTOT and 

LTOT groups were 94.8 ± 3.15 and 95.3 ± 2.51, respectively, without a SSD (p = 0.331). 

Figure 4 shows the LSM changes in SpO2 at observation time points from 4 to 52 

weeks. We repeated the measurement 14 times but did not find any SSDs between the 

treatment groups at any observation time point except for at 52 weeks (p = 0.010). The 

LSMs ± standard errors of the changes in SpO2 in the HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups at 

that week were 1.01 ± 0.33% and -0.20 ± 0.32%, respectively. 

 

Pulmonary function 

Table 2 shows descriptive statistics at baseline and at 12, 24, and 52 weeks, with p-

values obtained using the t-test to compare the sample means of changes between the 

treatment groups. Although there were no SSDs at baseline, we found SSDs in the FVC 

and %FVC at 24 weeks and in the FEV1 and %FEV1 at 12 weeks (p = 0.0173, p = 0.0148, 

p = 0.0448, p = 0.0263, respectively). The mean ± standard error of these items in the 

HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups were 2.14 ± 0.54 L, 2.07 ± 0.62 L, 66.74 ± 15.74%, 65.41 
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± 17.79%, 0.68 ± 0.23 L, 0.65 ± 0.21 L, 26.89 ± 9.23%, and 26.86 ± 9.32%, respectively. 

There were no other SSDs between the treatment groups at any observation time. 

 

6MWT 

At 12, 24, and 52 weeks, there was no SDDs between the treatment groups for the 

mean values of changes in walk distance (p = 0.059, 0.678, 0.177, respectively), changes 

of SpO2 between pre-test and post-test (p = 0.609, 0.434, 0.937, respectively), or the 

modified Borg scale (p = 0.427, 0.845, 0.306, respectively).  

The mean (SD) of the differences in the walk distance between baseline and 12, 24, 

52 weeks in the HFNC/LTOT group was 12.48 (44.26), 14.01 (62.83), and 8.8 (72.17), 

respectively; in LTOT groups, -11.13 (60.18), 8.19 (52.94), and -12.85 (55.34), 

respectively. Thus, the p-values to test the mean between treatments at 12, 24, 52 weeks 

were 0.059, 0.678, 0.177, respectively. 

 

Time to noninvasive positive-pressure ventilation (NPPV) 

Only three patients in each treatment group needed long-term NPPV, and the means 

± standard errors of the duration of NPPV use for the HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups 
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were 188.0± 8.9 days and 234.7 ± 178.3 days, respectively. A univariate test was unable 

to be performed due to the small number of patients with this event. 

 

Adverse events 

The majority of AEs of at least a moderate degree appeared in several patients in both 

treatment groups. The types of AEs that had more than a 5% frequency in the 

HFNC/LTOT and LTOT groups were infections and infestations (26.5% and 32.0%, 

respectively) and respiratory, thoracic, or mediastinal disorders (38.8% and 42.0%, 

respectively) (Table E3). 

 

DISCUSSION 

In this study, we evaluated the efficacy and safety of HFNC in addition to LTOT 

alone in hypercapnic COPD patients over 52 weeks, and found that HFNC/LTOT could 

reduce the COPD exacerbation frequency and prolong the duration between moderate or 

severe COPD exacerbations. There were several variables with SSDs between the 

treatment groups, including the SGRQ-C impact score (in the 12th week), SpO2 (in the 

52nd week), FVC and %FVC (in the 24th week), and FEV1 and %FEV1 (in the 12th week). 

Although there were no SSDs in arterial blood gas parameters, HRQOL scores, QALYs, 
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or 6MWT results, there were favoring trends for HFNC in all those parameters. AEs were 

infrequent in both groups, suggesting that HFNC/LTOT is a safe treatment. To our 

knowledge, this is the first study to demonstrate that HFNC can be effective and safe for 

the most severe COPD patients with chronic hypercapnic respiratory failure. 

Previous studies conducted in similar settings support our finding that domiciliary 

HFNC can reduce the frequency of moderate/severe COPD exacerbations. In a 

randomized trial, Storgaard et al. reported that 12 months of HFNC in a home setting 

could reduce the frequencies of COPD exacerbations and hospitalizations in chronic 

hypoxic COPD patients, with hypercapnia in only half of patients.[19] In another 

randomized trial, Rea et al. demonstrated that HFNC significantly reduced the number of 

exacerbation days and increased the time to first exacerbation in a mixed population of 

COPD and bronchiectasis patients.[32]  

The current study, however, differs in several important ways from these previous 

ones. First, our study involved the novel rationale that the most severely sick subgroup of 

COPD patients would be the most likely to benefit from domiciliary HFNC. Therefore, 

the current study enrolled only severe COPD patients with chronic hypercapnia and 

hypoxia who were using LTOT at baseline, which is an important difference from the 

previous trials. Second, adherence to HFNC was relatively good in the current trial (mean 
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[SD] of 7.3 [3.0] hours/day) compared with that in previous trials. HFNC was used only 

1–2 hours/day in Rea's study and was continued during the observation period in only 

half of the patients in Storgaard's study. Lastly, the number of institutions was much larger 

in the current study, which enabled our results to be generalizable to a larger population.  

Despite the reduction in the number of moderate/severe COPD exacerbations in this 

study, there were only modest effects on physiological parameters and HRQOL. Although 

there were favorable changes in the SGRQ-C impact score, SpO2, and some pulmonary 

function parameters, they were only transitory. Therefore, we cannot clearly explain the 

observed improvement in COPD exacerbations based on these changes. The 

improvement in the SpO2 at 52 weeks was remarkable; however, a longer observation 

time is necessary to confirm if this improvement is long lasting. Nevertheless, it may be 

possible to assume that the observed reduction in COPD exacerbations resulted from the 

combined effects of those favorable physiological changes.  

Although worsening airflow limitation (a lower FEV1) is associated with an 

increased risk of COPD exacerbations, many other potential contributors have also been 

reported, including a prior history of exacerbations, lower quality of life, chronic 

hypercapnia, impaired sleep quality, and chronic mucous hypersecretion.[33-36] 

Considering those predisposing factors, it is reasonable to associate the combination of 
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multiple factors (although the contribution of each one is small) with the observed 

reduction in the number of COPD exacerbations. In addition, it may be possible that our 

method of assessing COPD exacerbations using a daily diary was more sensitive than 

other parameters for detecting changes in disease. Moreover, the improvement of PFTs 

found in the HFNC group might have resulted from the reduction of COPD exacerbation, 

which could accelerate lung function decline.[37] In contrast, several parameters, such as 

HRQOL and the 6MWT, might take a longer period of time to improve, because they 

have been established over a long period of time.  

In spite of the significant improvements found in SGRQ-C and PaCO2 in our pilot 

trial,[38] there were numerical improvements of only 1–2 mmHg in the PaCO2 and by 

only 4–8 points in the SGRQ-C total score, without significant differences, in this study. 

These improvements were smaller than those reported in previous studies, in which 

HFNC was demonstrated to improve the PaCO2 by 3–8 mmHg[39-42] and the SGRQ-C 

total score by 7.8 points.[38] The lack of a significant and continuous improvement in 

these parameters in the present study is thought to have occurred because we evaluated 

participants for a longer period of time. In addition, this study included only the most 

severe COPD patients; therefore, the results were influenced not only by the treatments 

but also by the progression of COPD. We also evaluated blood gas measurements in the 
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daytime several hours after cessation of HFNC and did not evaluate carbon dioxide during 

night. These factors may have led to an underestimation of improvements in physiological 

parameters. 

The mechanisms by which HFNC leads to long-term improvement are unclear and 

remain to be elucidated; however, HFNC is believed to have two major advantages over 

conventional oxygen delivery systems, resulting in better physiological effects. First, 

HFNC can effectively provide humidified and heated gas to the airways, leading to 

enhanced lung mucociliary clearance.[13] Mucociliary clearance has been well 

established as a first-line defense mechanism of the bronchial tree.[43] The most common 

cause of a COPD exacerbation is an infection of the lungs or airways; thus, it is 

reasonable to assume that HFNC can reduce the number of COPD exacerbations by 

influencing the retention of airway secretions. Moreover, improvements in mucociliary 

clearance can enhance recruitment and reduce patient respiratory workload.  

Another beneficial physiological effect of HFNC is its flushing of the anatomical 

dead space with the assistance of a positive airway pressure effect, resulting in a lower 

workload when breathing.[10-13] Many studies have shown that HFNC improved 

breathing patterns and reduced PaCO2 in stable COPD patients.[38, 41, 44] The 

combination of these mechanisms may contribute to the beneficial outcomes observed in 
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this trial. Moreover, HFNC can improve swallowing dysfunction[45] which may cause 

aspiration pneumonia or exacerbations.[46] 

The total flow rate of HFNC is of real concern in clinical settings. In an interventional 

study, flow rate-dependent improvements were observed in the breathing patterns and 

PaCO2 of COPD patients when changing from 20 L/min up to 50 L/min of a total flow 

rate.[39] In the short term, a higher flow rate has not been shown to decrease patient 

comfort;[47] however, in many long-term trials of COPD patients, HFNC was 

administered mainly at 20–30 L/min,[19, 38, 42] taking into account the balance between 

effect and comfort. In this trial, the total flow rate was initially targeted for a relatively 

high flow rate of 30–40 L/min. The observed flow rate, however, was around 30 L/min, 

which might be due to patients' comfort levels.  

This study had several limitations. First, the lack of a double-blind design was an 

issue. Unfortunately, the use of a sham device was not possible because it was difficult to 

blind patients to flow, heat, and humidity, with both patients and clinicians being able to 

identify a sham device. Instead, the presence of a COPD exacerbation, which was the 

primary outcome, was diagnosed based on participants' diaries by a central review panel 

who were blinded to treatment allocation. Second, we did not adjust the significance level 

for repeated measurements because our study had an explanatory purpose. However, if 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 23, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257508doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257508


29 

 

we consider the Bonferroni correction for significance levels, the levels should be 0.0125 

and 0.004 for the SGRQ-C impact score and pulmonary function testing and the SpO2, 

respectively. Accordingly, these significance levels were less than all the p-values 

observed in repeated measurements. 

 

CONCLUSION 

In stable hypercapnic patients with a recent history of COPD exacerbations, HFNC 

reduced the frequency of COPD exacerbations and prolonged the duration between 

moderate or severe COPD exacerbations over the 52-week study period. However, we 

could not clearly explain the mechanisms underlying this improvement using our data. 
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Table and Figure Legends 

Table 1. Patient demographic data, smoking status, GOLD stage, and prescribed drugs. 

HFNC, high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy; LTOT, long-term oxygen therapy; BMI, 

body mass index; GOLD, Global Initiative for Obstructive Lung Disease; LAMA, long-

acting muscarinic agent; LABA, long-acting beta agonist; SD, standard deviation 

 

Table 2. Pulmonary function at baseline and at 12, 24, and 52 weeks   

P-values show the results of t-tests used to compare the sample means of changes in 

parameters between treatment groups. The changes are the differences between baseline 

values and the observed values under treatments. HFNC, high-flow nasal cannula oxygen 

therapy; LTOT, long-term oxygen therapy; VC, vital capacity; FVC, forced vital capacity; 

FEV, forced expiratory volume in 1 second; DLCO, diffusing capacity for carbon 

monoxide; W, week; SD, standard deviation 

 

Table E1. Inclusion and exclusion criteria  

Table E2. Arterial blood gas analyses 

This table includes descriptive statistics for arterial blood gas analyses at baseline and at 

12, 24, and 52 weeks. P-values show the results of t-tests used to compare sample means 
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of changes in parameters between treatment groups. The changes represent the difference 

between baseline values and the observed values under treatments. HFNC, high-flow 

nasal cannula oxygen therapy; LTOT, long-term oxygen therapy; W, week; SD, standard 

deviation 

 

Table E3. Adverse events 

This table shows the frequency of adverse events of at least a moderate degree. HFNC, 

high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy; LTOT, long-term oxygen therapy; SOC, system 

organ class; PT, preferred term; SAE, severe adverse event; CI, confidence interval   

 

Figure 1. Time to first moderate/severe COPD exacerbation and overall survival (OS). 

The upper and lower graphs show Kaplan-Meier curves for time to first moderate/severe 

COPD exacerbation and OS, respectively. The solid and broken lines indicate the 

HFNC/LTOT and LTOT-alone groups, respectively. 

 

Figure 2. Least-squared means (LSMs) with standard errors of health-related quality of 

life (HRQOL) scores. 

Top-left: St. George’s Respiratory Questionnaire (SGRQ-C) total score, top-right: SGRQ-
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C symptom score, middle-left: SGRQ-C activity score, bottom-left: Severe Respiratory 

Insufficiency Scale (SRI) score, and bottom-right: Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI-

J) score. Solid and broken lines indicate the high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy 

(HFNC)/long-term oxygen therapy (LTOT) and LTOT-alone groups, respectively. 

 

Figure 3. Box plots for arterial blood gas analyses. 

The left and right boxes summarize the unadjusted observational data at each time point 

in the high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy (HFNC)/long-term oxygen-therapy 

(LTOT) and LTOT-alone groups, respectively. 

 

Figure 4. Least-squared means (LSM) with standard errors for peripheral oxygen 

saturation (SpO2). 

The solid and broken lines indicate the high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy 

(HFNC)/long-term oxygen therapy (LTOT) and LTOT-alone groups, respectively. 

 

Figure E1. Histograms of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) exacerbation 

frequency. 

The top, middle, and bottom figures show the frequency of "moderate and severe," "all-
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severity," and "severe-only" COPD exacerbations, respectively. The left and right 

columns represent the high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy (HFNC)/long-term 

oxygen therapy (LTOT) and LTOT-alone groups, respectively. 
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Table 1. Patient demographic data, smoking status, GOLD stage, and prescribed 

drugs 

 

 
 

Characteristic 

HFNC/LTOT  

n (%) 

LTOT  

n (%) P-value 

Sex Male  44 (89.8) 44 (88.0) 1.000 

 Female  5 (10.2) 6 (12.0) . 

Age  Mean 72.9 75.16 0.114 

  SD 7.43 6.67 . 

BMI  Mean 20.21 20.38 0.815 

  SD 3.57 3.64 . 

Smoking history Current  0 (0.0) 2 (4.0) 0.495 

 Past  48 (98.0) 48 (96.0) . 

 Never  1 (2.0) 0 (0.0) . 

 Number of 

cigarettes 

per day 

Mean 31.67 30 0.565 

  SD 14.7 13.85 . 

 Years Mean 39.63 39.84 0.918 

  SD 11.17 9.35 . 

GOLD stage 2  1 (2.0) 4 (8.0) 0.445 

 3  10 (20.4) 11 (22.0) . 

 4  38 (77.6) 35 (70.0) . 

LAMA§ N  1 (2.0) 7 (14.0) 0.0594 

 Y  48 (98.0) 43 (86.0) . 

LABA§ N  2 (4.1) 4 (8.0) 0.678 

 Y  47 (95.9) 46 (92.0) . 

Inhaled steroids§ N  22 (44.9) 19 (38.0) 0.544 

 Y  27 (55.1) 31 (62.0) . 

§: Duplicate counted 
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Table 2. Pulmonary function at baseline and at 12, 24, and 52 weeks 

 
 

 

Category Group  Baseline W12 W24 W52 

VC HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 2.19 (0.51) 2.31 (0.54) 2.28 (0.50) 2.24 (0.50) 

  N 46 41 38 36 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 2.25 (0.54) 2.25 (0.60) 2.32 (0.62) 2.27 (0.61) 

  N 43 42 40 39 

  P-value  0.853 0.898 0.351 

%VC HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 67.25 (14.31) 70.27 (13.89) 69.56 (14.33) 68.2 (14.38) 

  N 46 41 38 36 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 69.73 (14.68) 70.21 (17.72) 71.66 (17.47) 70.6 (17.37) 

  N 43 42 40 39 

  P-value  0.742 0.783 0.420 

FVC HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 2.01 (0.54) 2.14 (0.56) 2.14 (0.54) 2.05 (0.56) 

  N 46 41 38 36 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 2.12 (0.62) 2.05 (0.63) 2.07 (0.62) 2.07 (0.63) 

  N 45 42 40 39 

  P-value  0.154 0.017 0.888 

%FVC HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 63.12 (15.80) 67.01 (15.83) 66.74 (15.74) 64.02 (16.39) 

  N 46 41 38 36 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 66.89 (17.09) 65.55 (18.57) 65.41 (17.79) 65.92 (18.69) 

  N 45 42 40 39 

  P-value  0.127 0.015 0.917 

FEV1 HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 0.64 (0.22) 0.68 (0.23) 0.67 (0.26) 0.66 (0.25) 

  N 46 41 38 36 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 0.66 (0.19) 0.65 (0.21) 0.68 (0.24) 0.65 (0.21) 

  N 46 42 40 39 

  P-value  0.045 0.606 0.265 

%FEV1 HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 25.59 (8.40) 26.89 (9.23) 26.41 (10.07) 26.27 (9.62) 

  N 46 41 38 36 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 27.08 (8.94) 26.86 (9.32) 27.31 (8.98) 26.69 (9.42) 

  N 46 42 40 39 

  P-value  0.026 0.462 0.388 

FEV1/FVC HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 32.65 (8.86) 32.5 (8.48) 31.53 (8.53) 32.76 (8.77) 

  N 46 41 38 36 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 32.53 (10.14) 32.43 (9.63) 34.13 (14.03) 32.14 (10.52) 

  N 45 42 40 39 

  P-value  0.181 0.349 0.202 
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Table 2 Continued 
 

 

Category Group  Baseline W12 W24 W52 

DLCO HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 6.9 (2.42) 6.78 (2.42) 7 (2.69) 6.9 (2.21) 

  N 33 36 31 30 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 6.74 (3.27) 6.75 (3.79) 7.07 (3.69) 6.18 (3.32) 

  N 24 28 29 28 

  P-value  0.415 0.763 0.850 

%DLCO HFNC/LTOT Mean (SD) 52.27 (22.32) 49.31 (24.08) 54.26 (26.38) 49.27 (18.73) 

  N 33 36 31 29 

 LTOT Mean (SD) 47.91 (20.51) 49.09 (26.17) 50.81 (23.67) 44.36 (22.98) 

  N 24 28 29 28 

  P-value  0.286 0.695 0.918 
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Table E1. Inclusion and exclusion criteria 

Inclusion criteria 

(1) Men and women aged 40 years or older 

(2) Diagnosed with chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) 

(3) Global Initiative for Obstructive Lung Disease [20] stages 2–4 

(4) Receiving long-term oxygen therapy for at least 16 hours per day for at least 1 month prior 

to providing informed consent 

(5) Hypercapnic respiratory failure (PaCO2 ≥45 mmHg and pH ≥7.35) at the time of screening  

(6) Having a COPD exacerbation (moderate or severe; judged by the investigators) within the 

past 1 year 

(7) Willing to provide written informed consent to participate in this study 

 

Exclusion criteria 

(1) Having severe and unstable comorbidities or an active malignancy 

(2) History of or highly suspected to have obstructive sleep apnea syndrome 

(3) Diagnosis of asthma 

(4) Having a COPD exacerbation within the previous 4 weeks 

(5) Nocturnal noninvasive ventilation use within the prior 4 weeks or high-flow nasal cannula 

oxygen therapy within the past 1 year 

(6) Cognitive impairment or a psychiatric disorder 

(7) Considered ineligible by the investigator 
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Table E2. Arterial blood gas analyses at baseline and at 12, 24, and 52 weeks 

 
 

Category Group  Baseline W12 W24 W52 

 HFNC/LTOT Mean 7.38 7.38 7.38 7.38 

  SD 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 

pH  N 47 41 40 37 

 LTOT Mean 7.39 7.39 7.38 7.38 

  SD 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.04 

  N 46 43 42 38 

  P-value . 0.3838 0.1844 0.1178 

 HFNC/LTOT Mean 51.38 49.87 50.04 50.87 

  SD 4.96 6.05 6.7 8.28 

PaCO2  N 47 41 40 37 

 LTOT Mean 50.50 51.09 51.00 51.65 

  SD 5.03 6.37 6.85 8.57 

  N 46 43 42 38 

  P-value . 0.0386 0.1813 0.5202 

 HFNC/LTOT Mean 80.37 77.96 79.52 84.82 

  SD 21.75 21.84 22.2 23.36 

PaO2  N 47 41 40 37 

 LTOT Mean 84.10 80.35 80.80 77.37 

  SD 21.85 18.79 17.96 14.53 

  N 46 43 42 38 

  P-value . 0.5828 0.5213 0.0625 

 HFNC/LTOT Mean 29.74 28.88 28.77 29.44 

  SD 2.67 3.21 3.06 3.65 

HCO3-  N 47 41 40 37 

 LTOT Mean 29.72 29.79 29.27 29.24 

  SD 2.74 3.34 3.33 3.67 

  N 46 43 42 38 

  P-value . 0.1245 0.5044 0.53 

 HFNC/LTOT Mean 3.95 3.30 3.16 3.69 

  SD 2.34 2.86 2.52 2.87 

BE  N 47 41 40 37 

 LTOT Mean 3.90 3.95 3.39 3.51 

  SD 2.37 2.74 2.75 3.02 

  N 45 43 42 38 

  P-value . 0.1709 0.6579 0.5405 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 23, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257508doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257508


44 

 

 Table E3. Adverse events  

 HFNC/LTOT LTOT 

SOC Name PT Name n (%) 95% CI SAE n (%) 95% CI SAE 

Cardiac disorders  3 (6.1) 1.660–11.394 2 2 (4.0) 1.660–11.394 1 

 Cardiac failure congestive 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Cardio-respiratory arrest 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854 1 0 (0.0) -  

 Palpitations 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854 1 0 (0.0) -  

 Tachycardia 0 (0.0) -  2 (4.0) 0.488–13.714 1 

Ear and labyrinth disorders  1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Positional vertigo  1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

Gastrointestinal disorders  0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  

 Large intestinal polyp 0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  

General disorders and administration site conditions  2 (4.1) 0.498–13.979  0 (0.0) -  

 Pyrexia 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Performance status decrease 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

Hepatobiliary disorders  1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Cholecystitis 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Cholecystitis acute 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

Infections and infestations  13 (26.5) 20.574–39.291 5 16 (32.0) 20.574–39.291 5 

 Bronchopulmonary aspergillosis 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Influenza 1 (2.0) 0.629–8.601  2 (4.0) 0.629–8.601 1 

 Nasopharyngitis 2 (4.1) 0.629–8.601  1 (2.0) 0.629–8.601 1 

 Pneumonia 9 (18.4) 14.481–31.689 4 13 (26.0) 14.481–31.689 4 

 Septic shock 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854 1 0 (0.0) -  

 Urinary tract infection 2 (4.1) 0.629–8.601 1 1 (2.0) 0.629–8.601  

 Respiratory tract infection 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854 1 0 (0.0) -  
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Table E3. Continued        

 HFNC/LTOT LTOT 

SOC Name PT Name n (%) 95% CI SAE n (%) 95% CI SAE 

Metabolism and nutrition disorders  0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  

 Dehydration 0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  

Musculoskeletal and connective tissue disorders  2 (4.1) 1.112–10.023  2 (4.0) 1.112–10.023  

 Arthralgia 1 (2.0) 0.246–7.108  1 (2.0) 0.246–7.108  

 Tendonitis 0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  

 Immobilization syndrome 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

Nervous system disorders  0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  

 Cognitive disorder 0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  

Renal and urinary disorders  2 (4.1) 0.498–13.979 1 0 (0.0) -  

 Pollakiuria 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Renal failure 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854 1 0 (0.0) -  

Respiratory, thoracic, and mediastinal disorders  19 (38.8) 30.657–50.741 11 21 (42.0) 30.657–50.741 10 

 Chronic obstructive pulmonary 

disease 

15 (30.6) 24.176–43.518 9 18 (36.0) 24.176–43.518 8 

 Dyspnea 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Hemoptysis 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854 1 0 (0.0) -  

 Pneumothorax 2 (4.1) 1.660–11.394 2 3 (6.0) 1.660–11.394 2 

 Respiratory failure 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854 1 0 (0.0) -  

 Upper respiratory tract 

inflammation 

1 (2.0) 0.246–7.108  1 (2.0) 0.246–7.108  

 Lung cyst 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854 1 0 (0.0) -  

Skin and subcutaneous tissue disorders  0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  

 Urticaria 0 (0.0) -  1 (2.0) 0.051–10.647  
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Table E3. Continued        

 HFNC/LTOT LTOT 

SOC Name PT Name n (%) 95% CI SAE n (%) 95% CI SAE 

Vascular disorders  1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  

 Hypertension 1 (2.0) 0.052–10.854  0 (0.0) -  
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 Figure 1. Time to first moderate/severe COPD exacerbation and overall survival 

(OS). 
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 Figure 2. Least-squared means (LSMs) with standard errors of health-related quality of life 

(HRQOL) scores. 
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 Figure 3. Box plots for arterial blood gas analyses. 
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 Figure 4. Least-squared means (LSM) with standard errors for peripheral oxygen saturation 

(SpO2). 
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 Figure E1. Histograms of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) exacerbation 

frequency. 
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