Randomized? Yes Randomization list concealed? Yes

Treatment groups similar at baseline? There are some differences in the # of oral and genital ulcers between the 3 groups as well as % with lesions ; at this small N (32) could be statistically significant even if randomization is good, but authors state “not statistically significant” . 
 Patients starting trial accounted for at conclusion? Incomplete data on one pataient in placebo group who left after week 5, and one placebo pt excluded from analysis up front because did not meet inclusion criteria. There were also many dropouts prior to completion of trial. 3 patients dropped out of thall group 2/2 side effects (sedation) 
Yes Patients analyzed in groups to which they were randomized? Yes, no cross over
Patients and clinicians blinded to treatment? Yes

Groups treated similarly outside of intervention? One from each group needed steroids, all counted as nonresponders, otherwise not explicitly stated
Do the study population characteristics describe your patient? Authors themselves state that the Behcet’s is a clinical diagnoses, yet the genotype and phenotype of the disease varies from population to population. (ie more frequent in Turkey and Japan, HLA B51 +pathergy present in Asia but not in Western world, internal organ involvement greater in Japan, CNS involvement more frequent in West) Can’t be sure that results are reproducible in non Turkish, non-male population. 
Other things

92% compliant with therapy

