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Introduction
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Methods
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Results
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Primary Outcome

BX & Bt vs EHAES
30EE DO TR 8.9% vs 6.6% (BEEE4H L)

Secondary Outcome

30ARIOBHIME 10.9% vs 7.8% (BEZE% L)
HFEINBERFOBENADELE 60.1% vs 48.4%
(RR 1.24, 95%CI 1.06-1.46)
ABTHARS/ICUBARS 5/4vs 5/3 (BEZ7% L)
RBC#iM 89.5% vs 90.7% (BEZ=7/A L)
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Discussion
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