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Aggressive medical treatment with or without stenting in high-risk patients with intracranial artery stenosis (SAMMPRIS): the final results of a randomised trial - PubMedhttps://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24168957/
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1. The Stenting and Aggressive Medical Management for Preventing Recurrent Stroke in Intracranial Stenosis (SAMMPRIS) trial was a randomized controlled trial that compared aggressive medical treatment with or without stenting in high-risk patients with intracranial artery stenosis.
2. The primary endpoint of the study was any of the following: stroke or death within 30 days after enrolment, ischemic stroke in the territory of the qualifying artery beyond 30 days of enrolment, or stroke or death within 30 days after a revascularisation procedure of the qualifying lesion during follow-up.
3. Results showed that during a median follow-up of 32·4 months, 34 (15%) of 227 patients in the medical group and 52 (23%) of 224 patients in the stenting group had a primary endpoint event. The cumulative probability of the primary endpoints was smaller in the medical group versus the percutaneous transluminal angioplasty and stenting (PTAS) group.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally trustworthy and reliable as it is based on a randomized controlled trial which is considered to be one of the most reliable forms of research studies. The study also has 451 participants which is considered to be an adequate sample size for such a study. Furthermore, all authors are clearly listed at the end with their affiliations which adds to its credibility. 
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted when assessing this article’s trustworthiness and reliability. Firstly, there may be selection bias as only high-risk patients were included in this study which may not accurately reflect results for other patient populations. Additionally, there may be publication bias as positive results are more likely to be published than negative ones which could lead to an overestimation of benefits associated with stenting. Finally, there may also be recall bias as participants were asked to recall events from up to 3 years prior which could lead to inaccurate reporting due to memory lapses or errors.
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· Randomized controlled trial
· Selection bias
· Publication bias
· Recall bias
· High-risk patient population
· Stenting benefits
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