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Netherlands 1909/4169 45 39 5(13) 18 (40)
Canada 236/457 22 16 2(13) 8(36)
United Kingdom 649/1881 35 29 5(17) 14 (40)
Germany 529/1452 43 34 5(15) 14 (33)
Italy 2781377 15 11 1(9) 9(60)
Norway 491/867 21 18 6 (26) 9 (43)
Austria 327/672 27 16 2(13) 13(48)
Total 4419/9875 208 163 26 (16) 85 (41)
LI chEh ZgupAgt MRI 274 ¢t TUELA+EZO FUEL+MRI 7|2kt
Netherlands - 32 (71) - 40 (89) 4(9)
Canada 7(32) 17 (77) 12 (55) 20 (91) 1(5)
United Kingdom - 27 (77) - 33(94) 2(6)
Germany 17 (40) 39(91) 21 (49) 40 (93) 1(2)
Italy 9 (60) 13(87) 10 (67) 15 (100) 0
Norway - 17 (81) - 18 (86) 2(10)
Austria 11 (41) 23(85) 13 (48) 25(93) 2(7)
Total 44 (41) 168 (81) 56 (52) 191 (92) 12 (6)
MRI 2| FA A dMEHP TR YA PPV
Netherlands 177 (4) 275(7) 56 (1) 32 (57)
Canada 58 (13) 24 (5) 32(7) 17 (53)
United Kingdom 202 (11) 169 (9) 77 (4) 27 (35)
Germany - 167 (12) 78 (5) 39 (50)
Italy - - 24 (6) 13 (54)
Norway - - - -
Austria - - 101 (15) 23 (23)
Total 437 (7) 635 (8) 368 (4) 151 (41)
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