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Study id  Maintenance therapy Inclusion criteria No previous 
transplant n/N 

(%)  

One previous 
transplant n/N 

(%) 

Two previous 
transplant n/N 

(%) 

RCT 

Trompeter et al. 
2002 

TAC+AZA+CCS 

vs. 

CSA+AZA+CCS 

Primary kidney and retransplantation 
permitted 

9/103 (91%) vs 
14/93 (87%) 

8 (7%) vs 
12(11%) 

1 (1%) vs 2 (2%) 

Non-RCT 

Garcia et al. 2002 
BAS+TAC+AZA+CCS 

vs. 
BAS+CSA+MMF+CCS 

Not reported Not reported Not reported Not reported 

Antoniadis et al. 
1998 

CSA+ MMF+CCS 

vs. CSA+AZA+CCSb 
Not reported Not reported Not reported Not reported 

Benfield et al. 
1999 

(OKT3 or CSA)+MMF 
+ CCS 

vs. (OKT3 or CSA)+ 
AZA+CCS 

Not reported Not reported Not reported Not reported 

Staskewitz et al 
2001 

 

CSA+MMF+CCS 
vs. CSA+AZA+CCS Receiving first or second transplant 

from cadaveric or living related donor 
4/65 (3%) vs. 1/54 

(0.5%) 
4 (3%) vs. 1 

(0.5%) 
N/A 
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