
GLAUCOMA

DP MONITOR : “�What has the performance of my product been for new prescriptions recently  
issued in 1st line treatment of Glaucoma?”

DP MONITOR : “How should I be positioned on 2nd line treatment?” Analysis of 1st switches

Who are my competitors as 2nd line 
after BB failure?
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Reasons for
change

2nd line treatment
introduced

I . 	 O b j e c t i v e s

II.	The strengths of glaucoma stethos monitor

III.	K e y  R  e s u lt s

GLAUCOMA STETHOS MONITOR is the only multicountry monitor for the follow-up of both 
new prescriptions and the entire market with its 2 modules – DP Monitor and TM Monitor.

DP MONITOR
“Dynamic prescriptions”

“what physicians currently choose when  
starting or changing Glaucoma treatment”

TM MONITOR
“Total market”

“snapshot” of OHT and OAG patients monitored

Marketing: 	� Supplies all the data required for segmentation, estimation of segment size, positioning,  
strategy monitoring, follow-up and anticipation of product performance.

Multicountry: 	 Exploitable at local and European level.

Flexibility: 	� Ad hoc analysis of any market segment: 
	 - size of segment 
	 - product performance in the segment.

Rapidity: 	 Results in less than 6 weeks after field study.

Subscription: 	 Limits costs.

Simplicity:	� Entire data base available as MRTable 
Glaucoma Monitor dedicated Project Manager – hotline

In the last quarter, a significant increase  
of Travatan to the detriment of Carteol

A sound basis for reliable statistical analysis

Which 1st line 
treatments are 

changed?

Performance of my product 
as L2 after BB failure

In L2, BB failure remains a considerable 
prescription source



TM MONITOR : “�How many correspond to my annual pool of 2nd line patients?” 
Annual patient flow

Untreated

% patients OHT/OAG treated

L1 L2 L3 L4

18% 13%

Extrapolation to 
epidemiological data

IV.	METH    O D O LO GY

V. 	 Samples

VI.	Co  n ta c t s

VII.	 C  l i e n t s

Data gathered on real patient cases

PFIZER – ALCON – MSD  

DP MONITOR =
12 latest new prescriptions
- 3 started as L1
- 9 switches

TM MONITOR = prospective study
The 10 next patients seen

Analysis per line = L1, L2, L3, L4+ x 1 wave/year

Physicians Patient cases /wave

DP TM
DP

TM
L1 L2 L3 L4+

France 120 120 240 240 240 240 1200

UK 80 80 240 240 240 240 800

Germany 80 80 240 240 240 240 800

Spain 80 80 240 240 240 240 800

Italy 80 80 240 240 240 240 800

TOTAL 440 440 1200 1200 1200 1200 4400
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In France, 13% of patients treated  
started their 2nd line within the year


