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Supplement 2A. Generalized linear modeling of the daily rate of change in BUN levels between the 
active treatment arms and placebo.  Bayesian modeling was used to estimate the daily rate of change, 
with credible intervals (CrI) and posterior probabilities (PP) reported to quantify the certainty of the observed 
effects. A posterior probability (PP) of 50–70% indicates weak certainty, 70–90% moderate certainty, 
90–95% strong certainty, and >95% very strong certainty.
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Supplement 2B. Comparison of the average serum BUN levels across all timepoints between the 
treatment arms and placebo. Bayesian modeling was used to estimate the daily rate of change, with 
credible intervals (CrI) and posterior probabilities (PP) reported to quantify the certainty of the observed 
effects. A posterior probability (PP) of 50–70% indicates weak certainty, 70–90% moderate certainty, 
90–95% strong certainty, and >95% very strong certainty. 


