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Prophylactic oral NAC reduced poor hematopoietic reconstitution by improving endothelial cells after haploidentical transplantation - PMChttps://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6482364/
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Impaired BM ECs pre-HSCT are responsible for defective hematopoiesis in PGF and PT patients.
2. Prophylactic oral NAC safely and effectively prevents poor hematopoietic reconstitution by improving BM EC function postallotransplant.
3. Improvement of BM ECs through prophylactic NAC intervention may be a promising therapeutic approach to promote hematopoietic reconstitution post-HSCT.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it is based on two prospective clinical trials with a total of 103 participants, which provides sufficient evidence to support the claims made in the article. The article also provides detailed information about the methods used in the trials, such as the use of receiver operating characteristic curves to identify high-risk patients with PGF and PT, as well as in situ BM trephine biopsy analyses to confirm the findings from the trials. Furthermore, potential risks associated with prophylactic NAC intervention are noted in the article, such as gastrointestinal discomfort or nausea. 
However, there are some points that could be improved upon in terms of trustworthiness and reliability. For example, while both sides of an argument are presented (i.e., impaired BM ECs pre-HSCT being responsible for defective hematopoiesis vs prophylactic NAC intervention being a promising therapeutic approach), there is no discussion of possible counterarguments or alternative explanations for the findings presented in the article. Additionally, while potential risks associated with prophylactic NAC intervention are noted, there is no discussion of possible benefits or advantages associated with this approach. Finally, there is no mention of any ethical considerations related to conducting these clinical trials or using prophylactic NAC intervention as a treatment option for PGF and PT patients.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Ethical considerations of prophylactic NAC intervention
· Benefits of prophylactic NAC intervention
· Alternative explanations for impaired BM ECs pre-HSCT
· Counterarguments to prophylactic NAC intervention
· Receiver operating characteristic curves for PGF and PT
· In situ BM trephine biopsy analyses
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