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IMPROVEMENTS IN THE CLINICAL PROFILE Ui=ES REASONS ATTRIBUTED FOR SENSOR DAMAGES

OF T2DM PATIENTS (N=425) AT 6 MONTHS 20
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collated glucose report, requires no patient
Interaction or finger-prick calibration, is
totally pain-free and user-friendly. We have
a well trained and dedicated diabetes
management team consisting of clinicians,
diabetes educators, dieticians, nurses,
pharmacists and device technicians at our
comprehensive diabetes centre that
supports patients to achieve better
treatment outcomes.

Significant clinical improvements were noted in FSLP
group (Table). Majority recounted a positive experience with
FSLP (Figure: 1A). Reasons for sensor failures were identified

(Figure: 1B).

CONCLUSIONS

FSLP led to clinical improvements and was widely
: : ; Willingness to repeat the procedure 90.4%
appreuated. These bEﬂEﬁtS come at the cost Of extra time Cost effectiveness of the procedure (especially-no. of test strip required) 80.13%
and efforts spent in analyzing, interpreting and translating the 0 50 100 150
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findings into therapeutic and behavioural modifications. PATIEIT TESPOISES

POSITIVE EXPERIENCES WITH
FSLP USE AS RECOUNTED BY THE PATIENTS

Discreet and convenient use
Complete glycaemic profile over several days and easier interpretation of report
Painless sensor insertion

More productive clinician-patient interaction facilitating better disease manage
Increased quality of life

Pre-calibrated mode aiding in lesser finger-pricks than CGM and SMBG
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