To whom it may concern:

This letter is regarding ***, date of birth ***.  I have been treating *** for atrial fibrillation since ***.  This treatment regimen has included Pradaxa.  During this time *** has done well with this therapy.

I recently received notification that Pradaxa would no longer be covered for ***.  I am writing to appeal this decision.

I specifically selected Pradaxa to prevent an ischemic stroke in this gentleman with nonvalvular atrial fibrillation.  In the RE-LY trial Pradaxa was superior to warfarin for the prevention of the isolated end point of ischemic stroke (N Engl J Med 2009; 361:1139-1151).

[bookmark: _GoBack]Pradaxa was specifically selected instead of Eliquis or Xarelto as these agents did not demonstrate superiority for the prevention of the isolated endpoint of ischemic stroke.

In the ARISTOTLE trial Eliquis demonstrated superiority to warfarin only when a combined endpoint was utilized.  For the isolated endpoint of ischemic stroke, the p value was 0.42 (N Engl J med 2011; 365:981-992).  In the ROCKET-AF trial, Xarelto demonstrated only non-inferiority to warfarin for a combined end point (N Engl J Med 2011; 365:883-891).

Given the above, I believe that *** should remain on Pradaxa.  If you do not agree with this, please specifically address the rationale for the decision as relates to the trial findings indicated above.

Sincerely,


NAME



