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Study timeline
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injury Cross over study @Example 52(30 mg/kg) or vehicle

(1 day interval) (5 ml/kg, 0.5% MC) is dosed in blinded

condition for BBB scorers.

(®BBB score at 60 min postdose

BBB score change (BBB postdose — BBB predose) was calculated for each
Example 52 and vehicle dosing.

Differences in BBB score change between groups of Example 52 and vehicle dosing
were compared at three time slots.
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