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«Fig.2 Kaplan-Meier curves showing PFS from Dexa-BEAM for HL Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
(N=13) vs. MIFAP (N=12) for HL (a) and PFS for Dexa-BEAM jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.
(N=24) for NHL vs. MIFAP (N=24) for NHL (b), OS from Dexa-

BEAM for HL (N=13) vs. MIFAP (N=12) for HL (c¢) and OS from
Dexa-BEAM (N=24) for NHL vs. MIFAP (N=24) for NHL (d), HR
hazard ratio
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