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A randomized controlled trial over 2-4 weeks in season is the
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symptomatology to that experienced during pollen season, a
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Surveys:
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» Continuous data were compared using Mann-Whitney ¢ 5 e The overall comparability of symptoms is evidence
Test for non-parametric data *difference between groups, p < 0.05 that the EEU is a valid model for the study of SAR.

This study was self-funded.



