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ESMO &2 #UE %, TEAFHRRER, HEMITEAHF L (ESMO) #7089 2026 F ESMO 4T 10 A 23-27 A
AR LIERFI, 2B AT A HI BB KA R TR L BIRMNREF R AL 4, AR AR
RK. B0 RGO BFERENZ—. KK ESMO k&L, PEAHGLLEAZR: 28 AP EFTANLEKRER
M RAMHZ (LBA), €InLAs; b, fx EH/THARER AR LKA RABRETT BAH R B EGFR &
T . MET id & 3k /4 38w A9 E ) fm JEL At 7% 69 & 5K 111 #7 SAFFRON #F %0 . B 75 £ AR K 0 S LB AL JT — 04 97 B AR e
i % 49 B 111 #) HARMONI-GI1 #F 70 . #He18 &/2 0 /& TROP2 ADC F &) %3k E 40877 2R A KT8 R
Ji2 7% 69 4 2R 111 2 TroFuse-005 AT A NE A K 5 69 24k K& £ /5 %3 (Presidential Symposium) JCik. KA+ B4
Y. FEFEAEMNBIHAFBGARFE R, BIngrhlHFERHAg4,

¥ EH ADC 2 & #H ALK I UK H. ADC AU/ S RET AT E LBA #4it kil ¥, RABKAWECE
%. TROP2ADC # i, A& P KV L2k ¥ i (SKB264) k4% 337 LBA, & % NSCLC. LI/, T8 NERF
i# 4 ; HER2ADC %, 1834 & 25 SHR-A1811 (HORIZON-Breast06) 5 ¥ B 4 474 TQB2102 (APEX-Breast01)
F& HER2 1k & A JUAR % 35 b TIT 20 e M 40 4% ; 1234 & 25 49 HER3 ADC. B #| X {249 EGFRXHER3 #4:i@ i1 11T #716 Jk £
9 N =/ EGFR-TKI &} 24 5 %, #.9, CLDN18.2ADC 5 B7-H3 ADC s 4 A& & ESMO 4 #La9#7 34 # &, B i% L Sone-
Ve 73 23 & A CLDN18.2 ADC OS a4 Il #A4F % ; #h 4 #1 25 Ris-Rez. I A4 Tam-Pel, BRE A4 elfe-D #5) B7-
H3 ADC & % /™8 F ARUB IR AF R AT o

102.0 B, VR/EREH—RBFEASLHRBEREPD-1 £, $H 1020 F FERABREETHEERHE, BRI
A5 PD-(L)1 40ty Xtk /o B AKX (PD-1/VEGF 3Ui) BAL ST 3 b B A&A) 1 B AL T — & 06 97 Ik
heiE % (BTC) 697 I 47 % (HARMONI-GI1) BU4F OS M 4s F, 2 B A %0 BT B4 4@ 8 bk 28 64
I A 5T ; AE AR KB BEAE AN [ AL, Ll RIMMEER RS £ ZF KRGk, b, RERI
# PD-1/VEGF b, A& ESMO 23 ¥ &) 102.0 ¥ khuhlfeiE paEay % i, 3R 625k CS2009 (PD-
1/VEGF/CTLA-4 =3#u) % NSCLC # . %4 =& LBL-024 (PD-L1x4-1BB) #9MfshAd %2 ) ik 438, & F49 M
BGB-B2033 (GPC3x4-1BB) &} m it % 4 48 5 .

HRAEFBEAR, $XBE/ERTERTHK. 437 EGFR-TKI #F 253588, KB KA 50374 7 £ IR 7 5035 :
MET o -F¥em #5457 & (A= E 25 SAFFRON #1%0). ADC 77 538 R T A #3535 ; A RAS AREME LT
T e B G R Rk sB1E %, 27 B GFH276 (pan-RAS 2T I8) f£474 RAS & K w0 5 4R 98 & B I35 7 A+
M, 183h HRS-4642 (KRAS GI12D) st £ RARE B K. FE#H —Rie® 2 e93 e KA F+#, 4% RAS. EGFR
FaBm e B R, AL EBRSMELRRERKGETHE.

RN S(L(E

A& %27 Bl A% % XA, H PD-1 PLUS i, ADC. ¥26:4 757 SAURG 16 R A4 2| B IR KT, 3
REBRIE, RALZRRUFT AT e hiEhs, KNBFERZZBEAENGF—RIT &, BrAHDERE K
Bomh, AR ADC. B4/ % . DR FREGRT L.

RIBEIRZ

AR KNG s AF Rk BAR T IRAARE ;. 25 e[ m K.
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% LBA TAHAEHI, B Z 814 . o 5
ok B RARRFABAHER—KEHBE I AR atE, MET e Be 7 ELEH A ... ... 5

B % ——CLDN18.2 ADC Sone-Ve 23 Il 41 OS fate, 3L+FREHE mOSEE. ..., 7
JETT A AR RIS R3Sk B EA AT, —&RA2E R OS BFRSE ... 7
#Ax %1 25——B7-H3 ADC A= B7-H4 ADC # Su 286 NS B RACGRIA ... 8
At R Edh—F RO X AER =AM PRETEZA, 2RZBAAHLERE ... .. 10
18.3% B 25— —HER3 ADC 5 HER2 ADC # % 11l #14¢4%, KRAS GI12D B RMAKBE R ............... 12

& B A/ BT AR FH——HER2 % RAH R E & OS 5UARE PFS LI #AfadE ... ... L. 14
AR ——PD-1/IL-15 B itk 6% @ IMTI08 43t HCC 5 CRC M F 3 8ARM .. ..ot 15

T B 4 M%) 25——HER2 & {2 ADC TQB2102 111 # PFS fa£, HER2 &% A fLIRJE HR 0.29 4] F £ & #£.16
277 E th——pan-RAS 4T I 394§ GFH276 B K AR AE, FHRBITRHZIR ..o 17
K& £ 4%——CDH17 ADC MRGO07 & A2k, & %G CRCEMEARA0% ..., 17

TR A4 B7-H3 ADC Tam-Peli 111 #8 £ &4 Kok, SRR GE&A PR EIARE ... ... 18

B A ——GPC3x4-1BB 4t BGB-B2033 Jif & | JA B ixse, 2K W MFREH ... ..., 19

B A K 8——Iza-bren % B F NMGRA, FUMSE HAFE I A9 PFS 3SR AE4E. ... ... ..., 19
WMEAEYD— BE ARG KXFILE LR N A, —REEFBERMTE ... .. 21
ERAEWH Neotorch |k %447 EFS 5 OS st fatk, B RIAFHEA Z R IATERAL ... ... 21

e 2 E1——PD-L1x4-1BB Uit LBL-024 X4 1Ib A% B, 3L+ AY 22 N ik BLA 3R AR 58 9 +F 22

K G A M—thib ¥ 5 HER2 & % A JLAR St Paget 7% ORR 88%, F WATBE BE@kRak........ 23

fzik £ 4——CLDNI18.2 ADC IBI343 IIl #i PFS 5 OS s fatt, TH <L 3L+H R EBATESLT........ 24

A A% PD-1/VEGF/CTLA-4 = 4% CS2009 T HARABL ..o 24
2R X F——ASTRIDE k3t K347 2 B 700 & A1 £ 40 OS KA, XBHFEREM. ... ... 25

e B 44— B7H3 ADC 354 PD-LIXVEGF St 25K [ ARk, ZBAAEFEMPIE ... ... .. 26
- PP 27

Bk B %

Bl & 1: SAFFRON |11 #: HA R+ KB R T F 4 K EGFR-TKI #2455 MET id & A/ ¥4 NSCLC #9 PFS. . . .. 6
B& 2: SANOVO |11 #: FFAH R+EAH R —% 677 EGFR ¥ % 4F MET i % 35 NSCLC 9 PFS (IHC 3+5 ITT A
= 6
B #% 3: CLARITY-GastricO1 Il #i: Sone-Ve (CLDN18.2 ADC) vs #Fs k45477 3L+F % /% 0S #45.. 7
B & 4: HARMONi—GI1 111 #: RIR\HLTF — & &7 N2 S 0S B F R T ERAIALHLTT ... ... 8

B % 5: ARTEMIS—011 111 #8: Risvutatug rezetecan (B7-H3 ADC) vs & HHE+%S HMEE R EF NG
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PES (HR=0. 33) .\ttt et e et e e e 9
& 6: Mo—Rez (B7-H4 ADC) 4a@t 2597 & | B R : FZ-BE X R ... 9
B&7: Mo—Rez (B7-H4 ADC) 4a@t 2557 7% | Al & : mPFS SABR AR FO9BEMBLEN ... ... ... 9
Bk 8: P REYEKRER+MIGHKRER—K G/ PD-L1 A AAE%% NSCLC B %3 K PFS (OptiTROP-Lung06
I o P 10
Bk 9: ¥ HEiy%sk¥ I 2L i477 EGFR-TKI #1245 EGFR % 4 NSCLC % A4%:@®S 25.9 vs 17. 4 A~ A (Opti TROP-

LUNE0A L1 ) 11
Bk 10: PRV ERERZEWIM/ ARTEARREO0S 2EHKHE, PFS 5 0S B4 stk (TroFuse-005 4
L A M) o 12
B&E11: PRYERERZEVH/AXTEARRERRRY, BdMGRERRETEERE, 2EXALE
RO R T, BB A E R B A T 12
B % 12: SHR-A1811 7477 HER2 1K & ik w B FLAR /% 4 A% PFS k@35 5% (HORIZON-Breast06 111 #7) ...... 13
B % 13: HER3 ADC ruzaltatug rezetecan 2L EGFR-TKI @125 EGFR % % NSCLC PFS 2 %4k % (HERON-LungO1
I o PP 13
B & 14: HRS-4642+4L77 +1T 13 M 4] % 4 B K #0:5 77 KRAS G12D R T Mg : ORR 63%-87%, RO 714k % 100%. 14
B % 15: HEALER |11 #: 42 RiA# R+HB1801 — #7477 HER2 fatme #ASLAR A B K PFS .. .. .. .. ... .. 14
B& 16: KC-WISE 111 #: S RZEHRHLIT L EE R d L2k E 4026 HER2 fatk & 05 (F =k ¥ 947)
.............................................................................................. 15
B& 17: JMTI08 (SYS6090) UIT#1: HCC TiFAEHEE ORRA0%. ..o vvveeeee e 16
B & 18: JMTI108 (SYS6090) VII #A: CRC TiFAEEH ORR21.1% « .o vve i 16
B % 19: APEX-BreastO1 |11 #§: TGB2102 (HER2 #x#%4{% ADC) vs 4&J7 HER2 &% ik fLAR % PFS (HR=0.29)
.............................................................................................. 16
B % 20: GFH276 | A5 K #c4%: 4H3F PDAC, NSCLC BRAFE LM E ... 17
B % 21: MRGOO7 (CDH17 ADC) %74 CRC /57 2 #t4%: 6 mg/kg FI S /L ORR A 44.8%. ... ..o, .. 18
B % 22: TAISHAN-301 |11 #1: Tam—Peli (B7-H3 ADC) vs #L77 %74 8 K 445 2R/ 49 BICR +F4& ORR B2 /3 4
2 < 18
B % 23: BGB-B2033 (GPC3x4-1BB a4L) ¥ #h26mififtafe sz | & H AT HBEAR: FHEMRETHA
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B % 24: PANKU-Breast01 IlI| #3: iza—bren vs E & #£#4LJ7 %74 HR+/HER2-5UAR /% PFS #4142 (HR=0.41) 20
B % 25: PANKU-LungO1 |11 #7: iza—bren vs 5-484L55 =X EGFR-TKI #%25 EGFR & & NSCLC mPFS 11.1 vs 5.7

A A R I 2 T L ot 20
B % 26: HBI-8000-303 11| #: Bk A+M XA LER—RETUMBECEBIFEKPFS. ... ... 21
B’ % 27: Neotorch: 434 A B KIS T % 11/111 ZANSCLC 2 F & K EFS (RADHT, PA2M17 48.2
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R E Z RS 47k A AR
B AR 23
B £ 29: Formula—10 || #7: %19 &% F 377497 HER2 5 & L $LAZ S Paget /% ORR 88%. DCR 100%. ........ 23

Bl % 30: 1BI343 =4 VAL CLDN18.2 fatk B/ & R &£ &3 M/ 0S £ & % % (G-HOPE-001 111 #7 1A2) ... 24
B % 31: ©S2009 (PD-1/VEGF/CTLA-4 =4u) —4& % 25477 PD-L1 TPS21%8%.#7 NSCLC 77 & L5+ (11 #) ... 25

B % 32: ASTRIDE: A& A% 40 vs FT A2 EIBEAIF — & 577 £ E ES-SCLC 49 0S A LA, . ... .. 25
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SR E Z RS 47k A AR

ESMO 2IE®R, PEIFHZSMRENA

wy B AP I AL 4 (ESMO) #7189 2026 “F ESMO “F4F 10 A 23-27 B A& LT L j4
B A, 2LE AT ERMIBAREI G R CRE. REBREF KRS A%,
RAABAABER K. Hhh RGOITBFRENZ—. KXk ESMO k&L, ®#EAHH
Sl IR 28 AP B AL KA RIFTTHEHEZ (LBA), €L #Hg; L+, 4
= E /T A R AR RIS B ARG TT BA Rt )6 EGFR ® T MET i & & /47
s A AE /) tm AR % 69 A 3R 1T 29 SAFFRON #F 70, & 77 A iRk 0 F gk AL 77 — &8
I3 W A e 38 S 69 B 101 #1 HARMONI-GI1 #F %2 . #H614 &/8 ) & TROP2ADC 7 B iV %
HKEFET 2 ERARE R ETE NIERE S 23K 11T #) TroFuse-005 #F 703 NiE LA & &)
1y &k KA £ /5% % (Presidential Symposium) JCiR. FiA&F Bk, b EEH LG
HABA A S Rk, BIR¥a ) FE8Rt.

T EAL MRS/ S H. ADC. I FRAFEHFABRFEAASNEE. TEL

A £ 48 K 69 A B ATUIR CLAE AL % AL 3| ARG BT I8 R R 8 IT . KRR @ S R AT AL BR AT

EE

> ADC A &#EANALRK I HkEH. ADC AR/ SR E R ZAEFEH LBA P4t &Lk
¥, RABKRANES 24 . TROP2ADC il , A6t & % B i) % 2k % 4L (SKB264)
¥ 3 LBA, & & NSCLC. UM, T8 NEFEME; HER2ZADC £, 8
#% & 75 SHR-A1811 (HORIZON-Breast06) 5 ¥ & £ 4% 25 TQB2102 (APEX-Breast01)
72 HER2 1k & X JURRE3 s T Afa e #0495 183 E 2549 HER3 ADC. A A K189
EGFRxHER3 #§:d i3 111 #716 &k & 39 N =X EGFR-TKI #1255 & . sb4F, CLDN18.2
ADC 5 B7-H3 ADC s A A& B ESMO 23894735 # &, Eit T Sone-Ve H A KB A
CLDNI18.2 ADC OS lat: Il #AFF % ; #h % #12h Ris-Rez. H I A4 Tam-Pel. BB 4
4 elfe-D £ 5 B7-H3 ADC & % ANJg AP AR 3Gk 15 s #7 2 o

> 102.0— R/ ZREH—RFELSLHEBESE PD-1 5. $A102.0 F~EKAE
KAE P WE G RKIE, B4 PD-(L)] LR RE S . 7AWk xT (PD-
I/VEGF i) &AM I7 3d bb AR A A IR ST — & a7 Az & (BTC) &
EME I #5472 (HARMONI-GI1) B/FOS MR, R ANMNEZNRBRTREAA®
Fe e 25 R 69 111 AR 50 3 AE M AR R BASHALE T8 111 A Fa b aF 50, s R M {AE &
Mg 2 ) 2 FARB B . BLOl, RE#HIT 49 PD-1/VEGF 35k, A& ESMO 4l
P49 102.0 Rk pLFl Ao e ey % T, @3EK &2k CS2009 (PD-1/VEGF/CTLA-
4 =) % NSCLC # 3. %4 = &% LBL-024 (PD-L1X4-1BB) 69 shAb 22 R 5 sl 55
3. B 74PN BGB-B2033 (GPC3 X 4-1BB) #AT b ys H 3E5 .

> HBRAFRBEAZR, 3EBB/MEREERRK. 437 EGFR-TKI & 2538, K&
K& S #5577 ZRIAMKF4E: MET ) 4T @ 253477 ik (A28 [E 25 SAFFRON
#52). ADC 77 ik (B A R 18 iza-bren) 3 % T A # 4Bl . VA RAS AR EMEL
TR 3o S0 R Rk Bz 5, 217 B 25 GFH276 (pan-RAS 4T /K) #4346
RAS R T 00 R ARG b R I Jg 47 &M, 835 HRS-4642 (KRASG12D) i3t £ AR
EEARR, FAH —R¥em2h eI KA 7%, 43 RAS. EGFR 418693 5%
W, B2 ERLZMHEEET T HRRGETHA,

ZIN LBA EfEEHELIN, EF-#HE55IduER

Fok BEH—RABRBELSEABR—KREAEGE I B fatk, MET @ BA 7 £
e R

SAFFRON: B#H%R+RIEHRE vs 24a32 £ B E (EGFR-TKI 7% & NSCLC)

Fok B2 5T A R AAVETT R 09 R 5% R (MET-TKI) BARA#A#% R 45 EGFR £%.
MET it & A /¥ 38 B B4 R4 77 )5 3t B 89 NSCLC 43k 111 #1 SAFFRON 4% (N=338,
¥IEHRE 2026 F7 A 6 B) £FWE L E%LE: BICR iF45 mPFS # 7.6 vs 5.4 /N A,
HR=0.55 (95%CI: 0.42-0.72, P<0.001); X4k £%4 5 0S 2F% %%, mOS » 17.8vs 12.9
A~ A, HR=0.68 (P=0.010). ORR # 51% vs 27%, MET ¥ 3% 41 PFS HR=0.51, 3} # 5
EMAREM KT -5, o5 MM,

EGFR-TKI #1245 )& MET it & A/ 38 2 | % LA FFHat thiup 2 —, Aoty iz A%
A AT EADLE R E A R ; SAFFRON £ AR A MNEIZA G AF P AR IR, 277 7 EI
2 PFS 5 OS s fatkey 11 #AFF %, A MET Sem B0 RE T S B ANEIERIE, AR ER
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SINOLINK SECURITIES

IRBRENEZIRSS

I

Tk & A R

Ei:8

S

EGFR-TKI &t 25 )& 758 97 4% 5 o

Bl#1: SAFFRON 111 %7: BAHE+IKAXEEBFHEK EGFR-TKI 71 % /5 MET L4 L /4

## NSCLC 49 PFS

ESEVD Progression-free survival by BICR

= 09 Median PFS,
£ months (95% CI)
3 ¥ — -
8 o7 4 M Osimertinib + savolitinib 7.6(56,9.7)
5 o064 M Platinum-pemetrexed 54(4.2,58)
®
2
E, 05 HR (95% Cl); p-value 0.55 (0.42, 0.72); p<0.001
S04 o
s
Z 03
=
= 024
g
o 01 4
L o o e e L o e e o e e e L o e e o e e o e e e e e ML o e e e e |
0123 45 6 7 8 91011 1213141516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38
t
Months since randomisation :‘:;::Z:)numbﬂ
No. at risk of events
Osimertinib + savolitinib 171 166 144 124 120 9B B2 75 70 64 54 49 39 34 2 25 24 2 M 14 4 8 B 6 5 2 14 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 0 e
Platinum-pemetrexed 167 139 100 87 77 61 43 34 30 2 17 12 8 7 7 4 4 3 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 O O O O OO O OO OO0 0O 167/ 113

Osimertinib plus savolitinib provided a statistically significant 45% reduction in the risk of disease progression or death
compared with platinum-pemetrexed

[ )

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 % F7

SANOVO: RABR+EHZR vs ZRF+EHFHRE (—4& NSCLC)

+E I #1 SANOVO #F % (N=326) &R A% RIFS B4 % R—% 45 EGFR £ T 1¢
MET :i$ % #8541 NSCLC (##E#&ZE 2026 55 7 A 31 B): MET IHC 3+ A #4524 it 4%
mPFS % 248 vs 11.1 /N A, HR=0.45 (95%CI: 0.31-0.66, P<0.0001); ITT AZf mPFS %
249 vs 13.8 A~ A1, HR=0.56, OS ITT A% mOS %4 44.5 vs 34.9 A~ A, HR=0.48; ORR %
80.9% vs 67.7%. =3 & TEAE # 77.2% vs 38.4%, VA iz B MET fa % &H A 3, #4K
T2,

—#% EGFR % NSCLC 2 BAHRE5:4L7)6 54 B F5 448k, MET &K/ A
)G P £; SANOVO 5 SAFFRON il it —%& ;455 femt 255897 H i T NSCLC AR5 49 &
BE2: SANOVO 111 #j: FRABEB+EF B —H 477 EGFR K Z ¥ MET £ % 2 NSCLC #9

PFS (IHC 3+%5 |TT A#)

ESEMD™  PFS in MET IHC 3+ and ITT Populations by INV
| MET IHC 3+ population ] | ITT population |
Savo+0si Osi Savo+0si Osi
Median follow-up: 30.4 mo N =98 N=98 Median follow-up: 38.6 mo N =162 N=164
] mPFS (95% Cl),mo  24.8(19.4,27.6) 11.1(8.3, 16.6) mPFS (95% Cl), mo  24.9(22.0,27.6) 13.8(10.9, 16.6)
oo HR (95% CI) 0.45 (0.31, 0.66) 100 HR (95% CI) 0.56 (0.43, 0.74)
%0 1 p<0.0001 w0 P-value p<0.0001
1 \,
Wi\ : S : :
£ 1 ' £e ' '
Sy ; ! gn : : :
g A ! 1 Bw ! 1 1
N | . < £ i — |
1 —
a4 , : — | 2 : LN y—
283% 1 |
L ' ! i 0 ! . | 193%
e San . SavrD: 1
¢ {=n ! i [ o] 0 o ' ! !
0 4 B 12 16 2 M 28 2 % 40 4 48 o 4 B 12 % W W B 2 B 0 M 4@
No. at Fisk Time (Mo) No. af sk Time (Mo)
SatOsi %8 91 82 53 4 41 ¥ B 13 7 4 2 0 SavorOsi 162 48 1M 88 8 77 6 48 B 2 1 3 0
osi % M 8 ¥ 3 B 20 161 0 osi 16 132 17 B0 & 46 42 B 2/ 2 30

The combination of Savo + Osi reduced the risk of disease progression or death by 55% and 44%, respectively,

compared to Osi alone

K B: 2026 ESMO, [ &iE K AF 50 A
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o+ AR AR

JE 3% ——CLDN18.2 ADC Sone-Ve £ 2 III #1 OS fatk, 3L+% £ % /& mOS &4

J 3% 5 & #9 CLDN18.2 ADC sonesitatug vedotin (Sone-Ve/AZD0901, MMAE # #7, &1
T AR A ) AaF R E ke 97 QL AFERL+EA £, 3L+AF 28 BE/TAS-102/
Frg# ) 497 CLDN18.2 faty (=25%Atmiaitd &) il § &5 /%69 423K 111 )
CLARITY-GastricOl #F % (N=594) N4 %: NET T 452 —0S GL+AH) TFK
#, mOS # 10.0vs 5.0~ A, HR=0.47 (95%CI: 0.36-0.62, P<0.000001), 12 4~ OS %
38.1% vs 18.1%; 1F 4 F 4k 225 569 ITT AZE (2L+) mOS # 10.6vs 6.4 4~ 1, HR=0.58,
FIAfk B A4 E, ORR # 23.3% vs 13.8%, 42 DoR 8.5vs 6.8 A ; =3 & AE X &
£ 5) O%IKT TR 48469 61.1%, B i FHR e hizEN 2K, LILDE5.
CLDNI18.2 fatk B &% 5% 2L+ILA 49 mOS 2 10 A . 3L+ AR 6 AN A, BHAbL
CLDNI18.2 s i s Bl T 2L+, A AR S AHLIEKRE K; CLARITY-GastricOl &
G ANEAF OS M a9 CLDN18.2 ADC 43k 1T #A0s )&, LK 3L+AZE mOS LMEE, A2
A IEANBEFARE LT

B #£3: CLARITY-Gastric01 1] #j: Sone—Ve (CLDN18.2 ADC) vs #F % ## #4757 L+

F R &4 0S #13
0S in 3L+
Dual-primary endpoint: OS in 3L+ Sone-Ve 2.2
100 mg/kg (n=178)
90 Median 0S (95% Cl), months 10.0 (7.2-11.4) 5.0 (4.2-6.4)
80 HR (95% CI) 0.47 (0.36-0.62)
4 70+
2 12-month OS P-value <0.000001
o 60 =
Z
= 50 =
5
& 404
E 30 - Sone-Ve 2.2 mg/kg
20
10 Investigator's choice of therapy
0 T T T i T T T T 1
0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27
No. patients at risk Time since randomisation (months)
Sone-Ve 2.2 mg/kg 178 146 95 59 19 7 3 1 0 0
Investigator's choice of therapy 177 117 58 24 14 6 2 2 1 0

Sone-Ve significantly improved OS versus investigator’s choice of therapy in the 3L+ population

%R : 2026 ESMO, [ &iE #4750 AT

BT A —RIKBIRAATT K3tk R R RAILHLST, —&RI2HEE OS BFRE

J& 77 £ 4 PD-1/VEGF B4R %A% (ivonescimab) FEALT5 3L B & A L 2 B AL 55
(GEMCIS) — %78 77 W A2 18 5% 69 FLIL R 111 4 HARMONI-GI1 #F 5% (N=682, # 4%
£2026F6 A30H, P{rlir 143 A4H) AP oL B £ 245 mOS A 149 vs 12.1
AR, HRODGGIL 0.61-0.92, P=0.0031), #* 4k E4 & mPFS % 8.4 vs 5.8 M
(HR=0.61, PX0.0BR % 53.8% vs 32.5% (P<0.0001), DCR 91.5% vs 77.8%. 4
AT =3 %% TEAE 82.0%vs 72.3% (KAt ig &M A £), irAE KA ERAM Y, &
=3 R,

JE AR A KLAGEMCIS &£ 2022 4 TOPAZ-1 # = 690 #Afe i J& — & 47 &, HARMONI-GIl £
HEAEIGAREZ LIFF OS it 2R 500 I #aF, B2k ks Xk, &4
RKTGIRAIITT R A — BB SZH AT . I RIRAKEG A HILEGAE KRR, 1EHIRK
BB AEACE IR T 2 Fa AT %, 3k — 38 4E PD-1/VEGF SUAE A 102.0 77 ik 12 5% 98 A+
et REERMAEENRES R ZEREI6E,
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Bl #4: HARMONi—GI1 111 2i: 1R X B+ S7—2 477 it KIHEE 4 0S BFH FRAAEFIL+
w~55

Primary Endpoint: OS

+ lvonescimab with chemotherapy significantly improved OS

9 | 12-month rate 18-month rate

T M | 59.7% 44.0%

s 1 50.7% 32.5%

€ g Ivonescimab | Durvalumab
g ! + chemo + chemo
g 3

5 ‘ Sethem : mOS (95% Cl), 14.9 121
% fk“““\»hk e months (129,NE)  (11.0,13.4)
g 0 \

[ ! . Stratified HR 0.75

g !

[ : T (95% Cl) (0.61,0.92)

24 | P-value 0.0031 (one-side)

mOS, median overall survival; HR, hazard ratio; Cl,
" Ivonescimab+chemo i confidence interval; NE, not estimable.
Durvalumab+chemo

T T T — T T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 & N # u B W K 6 7 B ® 2 A

Number of Risk Time morths)
WO W oW WM W OB OB X %M oW o oW W ® R 29 10

Iwonesomabschemo 40 33

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 %7

34 %1 5——B7-H3 ADC #= B7-H4 ADC = 5488 i P 51 B it &3k 37
ARTEMIS-011 ITI #3: Ris-Rezvs & ®HHE+S HR (A XELFTAE)

#/% %) 25 B7-H3 ADC Risvutatug rezetecan (Ris-Rez/HS-20093/ GSK5764227, # 5t # 4L GSK)
b & B AIES S AR IR G T =2 KRG JT R A B R MESF A 1T #1 ARTEMIS-011 #F %2

(N=122, #4BHRZE2026-F6 A 17 B) A% &4 &: BICR 4% mPFS # 5.5vs 1.4 A~
A, HR=0.33 (95%CI: 0.20-0.55, P<0.0001), #%mi#t & LT I& T % 67%, 4 4~ A PFS
% 65% vs 33%; BICR i#F4& ORR # 15% vs 2%, DCR 76% vs 33%, 4% DoR 7.6 AN A ;
OS HEM TR B2 Z 3R H 4% (HR=0.51), %47 &, =3 4% TRAE % 93% vs 83%,
Vg EMA T, ILDI1 B 2R, L5BFH,,

R T AR 2 ARG LATERTT, & OHIE+S B4 mPFS 1 1.4 M A,
o RiX—F AP 698 0 E K Ris-Rez ¥4 HR=0.33 #) PFS £ 3 H & ANE B M7 111 27
BAFrEME ADC, $iET B7-H3 ¥o &5 & RBAUB A L. AT Ris-Rez £ %274 R G 49
ARTEMIS-002 % SCLC %/ #% 7 -7& M, Ak I #AMm 4 &40)E %5 GSK 49 23K F 2 A
By, HRRE—F V&R F IR kBN ed by iddF, #—F B Ris-Rez £ B7-
H3 ADC £ # 2K F 694 ki,

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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B E5: ARTEMIS-011 111 AJ: Risvutatug rezetecan (B7-H3 ADC) vs & HfhR+5 5%
R KA GF H A PFS (HR=0. 33)

Primary Endpoint: BICR-assessed PFS with Ris-Rez vs Gemcitabine + Docetaxel

* At data cutoff date, there were 41 PFS events per BICR (41/80; 51%) in the Ris-Rez arm and 31 (31/42; 74%) in the Gemcitabine + Docetaxel arm
* Ris-Rez demonstrated a statistically significant and clinically meaningful improvement in BICR-PFS vs Gemcitabine + Docetaxel

100 4-mo rate . Gemcitabine
Ris-Rez RIS-RGZ + Docetaxel
(n=80) _
80 n=42
Median, mo 5.5 14
a0 (95% Cl) (4.1-7.4) (0.8-2.7)
Bl HR 0.33
e (95% Cl) (0.20-0.55)
= Puvalue <0.0001
Gemcitabine + vau ’
20 Docetaxel
0
0 1 2 3 4 5 ] 9 12
Number at risk Time since randomisation (mo)
RisRez 80 65 59 4 37 2% 13 1
emcitabine + Docelax 42 24 17 12 9 7 0

DEO: 17 June 2026,

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 % AT

BEHOLD-1 I #3%]&44L: Mo-Rez 7277 447 2599 £ 7% T 477 £ 5

Mocertatug rezetecan(Mo-Rez/HS-20089, B7-H4 ADC) 7 31 7 %1 25 4% KX &9 B7-H4 ¥2.15 TOP1i
ADC; A&k ESMO k4, #IN&AEKk4F GSK A% 7 & BEHOLD-11 806 k& %, ZF R
A AT B RALZ I, 136 9] & F LB E 2.8/4.8/5.8 mg/kg Q3W =40 (n=45/46/45),
5.8 mg/kg AR IEH R = @3%‘#4;5%% 60.5 %, 99%H & B A ¥ &Ii/%, P 4% BR A
2 &ETF, T1%48% 3 NERKE I, 58%4 % i PARP #7417, 4%4 % id FRaADC 474,
%Mm&iwﬁ& #E 2026 F6 A 30 B, ¥42k7 13.4 /A . 5.8 mg/kg %L cORR i 62%

(95%C146.5 - 76.2, &+ CR 11% PR 51%), PAiAZ B8] 42 X, P 4248 ff K H-45.5%;
mDoR 1224 A, 6 AR $ 545 82 90%; mPFS 1.1 A, 64 A PFS % 80%. #l&-3k
KX % B4 : cCORR [ 7| = 38 (2.8 mg/kg 28 36%. 4.8 mg/kg 41 57%), mPFS %14 5.6.
8.3.11.1 /N A, 5.8 vs 4.8 mg/kg 4 PFS HR /7 0.66. %4 M7 &, 5.8 mg/kg 41=3 & TRAE
RAER 7%, APHEEms ) S hgFEnhE (KREPHEE@ILRY 7%, ¥4 3
%), 41%EHBE . 51%F Bi/aEiA | 2 H TRAE 122542 2% (1 48] ILD); ILD/Mf X & 7=
£ 94 (7%), 5.8 mg/kg 41X 14 (2%) H %4 A 12 4%, H# G-CSF —& M.

AR89 A6 K125, GSK B 42 Mo-Rez &7 5y 5 &K T Hls R, B & 99 2
% (QQL+PROC ¥ 253t tbAR A 67 . 4080 RIS M &, — % non-HRd £45) AT 5 NIE/E
(MMRp —& 245 84A PD-1. 2L+3F64L9T), ARA 2 A A g s e X 2 &

B Z6: Mo—-Rez (B7-H4 ADC) 455125 57 & 5% | b 4 : B #7: Mo—-Rez (B7-H4 ADC) #4125 5L | B4 :

R E-H KTV MPFS X FEJE T0 M 7 59 SE R+ 514

+ Mo-Rez 2.8 mglkg + Mo-Rez 4.8 mgl/kg + Mo-Rez 5.8 mglkg

Mo-Rez 2.8 mg/kg Q3W (N=45) Mo-Rez 4.8 mglkg Q3W (N=48) Mo-Rez 5.8 mg/kg Q3W (N=45)

CORR" (95% CI): 36% (219, 51.2) CORR" (95% ClJ: 57% (41.1, 71.1) 1 cORR (95% Cl): 62% (465, 76.2) = . mDoR (IQR): 12.2 months (7.0, 12.7
3 . @ -—r[
s T 5 —1 +
"lmmm] i ﬂmnmm B : ——
HE e 1
By < .|
[i8 s
} c
H 2
1 . 1 B 3
»| CR:2(4%) patients CR: 4 (9%) patients x| CR:5(11%) patients 5 | I I
= PR: 14 (31%) patients PR: 22 (48%) patients ={ PR:23(51%) pabents (=]
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
28 45 58 i
mTTR, days (I0R) 80.0{42.5,85.5) 80.0 (430, 121.0) 420 (415 505) Time (mBth)
mDpRY, % (I0R) 285 (=511, -11.1) -382 (-600.-21.4) 455 (-783, -21.3) Number at risk

28mghkg 16 ] 14 8 5 1 0 0

Median (IQR) follow-up: 13.4 (10.4, 13.9) months

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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KB : 2026 ESMO, [ 4&4E K AT 50 Hf

kB 2026 ESMO, 4k K5 50T

AR ED— PR ZAER=ZFA N REEFRLEIA, £RIBHAFAHLEORE

OptiTROP-Lung06: sac-TM
REeREA

/N3] TROP2 ADC P &V %2 ¥ 4t (sac-TMT) I A a8 A) 2k 3 Fust pbAk 77 58 A vl 18 4] 2
¥ —% 477 PD-L1 P03 9E 8 NSCLC 49 111 #1 OptiTROP-Lung06 % % /A 77 PFS #
AR (RIFEHRE 2026 F 6 A9 B, PA2FIF 9.7 A~ HA): sac-TM

15.0 vs 5.7 AN A, HR=0.49 (95%CI: 0.36-0.65, P<0.0001), 12 ~~H PFS £#4 51.1% vs
22.8%. ™ 28 ORR #8314 (50.2% vs 47.3%), 12 sac-TMT 40K B 4 fE % £ % (28.8% vs 17.3%) .
mDoR £ K (13.6vs 6.8 > A, HR=0.47) ; OS 4% TR #, & 2 73k 54 % (HR=0.58)
G=A M7y @, sac-TMT 28=>3 48 TEAE X £ & £ 4k (47.6% vs 60.6%), Ao fz £ (51.1%,
%H12%) RbgFHERANE, HEHWIEHE57%vs 14.2%.

PD-L1 FAMEABE %Rk B A IR, A K BHIKSIT 7 % mPFS 1% 6 AN A, £ —% NSCLC
TR AR LAY BB Z —. OptiTROP-Lung06 &4 3K & AE PD-L1 B4 —% NSCLC #4F
PFS fati2E R 49 ADCHO 7 % I #A#F %, Hbar PD-L1 e AZ£49 OptiTROP-Lung05
# 5% (PFS HR=0.35) & Z4k, sac-TMT A% & A 2% %24 PD-L1 & A 09— &0k
8 NSCLC, #t—F 47 ALK FTH TN,

B E8: BESRFELLAPG AT R I — L4877 PD-LT ot ZE 5 NSCLC 2 F &K
PFS (OptiTROP-Lung06 111 AiA7# 5 47)

1004

80

60

40+

Progression-free Survival (%)

20

Sac-TMT+Pembro
Chemo+Pembro

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
Time in Months
At Risk
Sac-TMT+Pembro 229 224 197 173 162 141 107 8 77 60 45 41 28 15 15 12 2 2 2
Chemo+Pembro 226 221 192 157 141 109 77 64 56 38 25 22 16 5 4 4 1 1 0

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4 ik %5 5T

OptiTROP-Lung04: sac-TMT 2L EGFR-TKI %% EGFR £ & NSCLC &% OS 447,
mOS 25.9 vs 17.4 A~ A

sac-TMT xf b A-4a 3 2544557 1 F EGFR-TKI @t 25 EGFR ® % JE% NSCLC — %477 89 111
#1 OptiTROP-Lung04 #F 50/ 7 % | 4 OS o4 (M AEHZE 2026 F8 A 6 B, PFAzkiz
323 AA): mOS £ 259 vs 17.4 A~ A, HR=0.69 (95%CI: 0.54-0.89), 24 A~H OS £ %
54.1%vs 37.2%, 30 /N H OS 5 40.5% vs 28.4%. 43t 3t BE 40 )5 42 42 &t A9l 4% ADC 74
7 (22.6%vs 3.5%) k&G L Reh, K AL RPSFT A4 £ /& OSHR £ 0.57, k&
il 2 /A N

Z AR AT L AE S mPFS 8.3 vs 4.3 A (HR=0.49), AR&K% OS 9B T sac-TMT
& EGFR-TKI #1245 /4 /7 69 AR E el : AR XA = EHEBAFLT, 18T 8.5
AR mOS 43t £; H OS HR 582 ¥ #45# (HR=0.60) ABtbfesfas. AN ER,
KA BIR B 095 TG,

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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BE9: FHESLHE L I 457 EGFR-TKI %125 EGFR X Z NSCLC R 24 0S8 $47: m0S 25. 9
vs 17.4 /08 (OptiTROP-Lung04 11/ #3)

100
80
=
= 60
=
c
3
w
® 40 -
[
>
o
20
Sac-TMT
Chemotherapy
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 33 36 39
Time (Months)
No. at risk

Sac-TMT 188 184 167 158 147 133 123 111 100 81 58 27 1 0

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 %7

TroFuse-005: sac-TMT 2430/ X F'EABERE PFS 5 OS A& LAk, RA&REAN

S S AN || TroFuse-OO5/ENGOT—en23/GOG 3095 #F 5. (N=776 )~ 7 sac-TMT 4 mg/kg
sz stb E A BT (5 E B/ EMEL) 457 %8B E KT 'E NS 3+ 57

25 R ($ABRE 2026 3 A 23 B, PA2Ri7 14. 0/\H ):mPFS 4 7.2 vs 3.9 A~ A (HR=0.59,
P<0 0001), mOS # 19.0vs 12.1 /\)EJ (HR=0.68, P=0.0001), #8F \#ﬁEPL.fh%:TiJ\ﬁ,
ORR # 35.1% vs 17.3% (P<0.00001), mDoR /7 11.1 vs 6.9 ™A )\éﬂ/\?%b{ pPMMR %
E (84.5%) JHidZRNBFELTA, &KL PFS 5 OS k& —H.

2w/ B RF g ABEILA )G & 97 % ORR R E 15%. mOS 2 12 A~H, sac-TMT %
ORR #4274 mOS 2K 6.9 NA, £AMNEIZAF PFS 5 OS £ &4 & 5'Jﬂlff'r%i+
FEEHRLERELXEW ADC, ﬁfﬁf)%,LiTIﬁf JEATOIIRAE LT . RA4ANK M_xfrufi
MAOREEHA T, =3 % TRAE # 54.4% vs 41.4%, 1225 % 3.1% vs 4.9%; i@ nﬁffﬁri,%k
ODREEEEEG, DK 34 REAEAFHITTE, %%‘i%)ﬁi‘éﬁ%i@io

AKX ESMO K&AHEE & =M 45 11 #AHF XK, sac-TMT £ —% NSCLC (PD-L1 fa
PE/PAMEA B %), EGFR-TKI 7125 NSCLC. Z4F '8 ARE= KERER F LN; $AL
AR ESE T HALER X4, BIF LR LM dimk 2,

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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B#10: PRSI RFLELBELRBH/ BEXTEHRMEOS BFH i, PFS 5 0S WL BHE
fat (TroFuse—005 4k |11 K54 # 5 47)

Sac-TMT reduced the risk of death by 32%, extending median overall survival by 6.9 months

100 16-mo 112-mo Ptsw/  Median, mo
185.7% 163.4% Event  (95% Cl)
» 90 174.8% 150.8% Sac-TMT 20.7% 19.0
£ a0 ‘ : (16.1-NR)
g TPC 52.3% 12.1
5 704 (11.0-15.2)
t . .
s 604 Information fraction, 67.5%
6 504
S 40-
3 HR 0.68 (95% CI, 0.55-0.84)
g 30 P=0.0001°
5 20
* 10 ‘ '
Median follow-up: 14.0 months !
C 1 1 1 T T I

T 1 1 T 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26

Time, months
No. at risk

386 377 360 330 290 231 166 108 77 42 14 3 1 0
390 365 323 286 240 190 132 86 56 32 13 6 1 0

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 %7

BEI: PESRRELLZRB/ EXT EARBEBRAB T, ELARHKOKFF
Be, DEXLLEYZTH, EFLEFELHRE

Enhanced prophylactic Enhanced prophylactic
mouthwash measures? mouthwash measures?

- n
[ o
1 I

Oral Mucositis/Stomatitis Onset®, %
S
Oral Mucositis/Stomatitis Onset®, %

04 : L
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
April July October January April July October January April July October January April July October January

2024 2024 2024 2025 2025 2025 2025 2026 2024 2024 2024 2025 2025 2025 2025 2026
Month Month
Any Grade Grade 3-4

&R : 2026 ESMO, [ &1L #4750 AT

ez E#H —HER3 ADC 5 HER2 ADC ik 111 A% 3, KRAS G12D B A K ZR
HORIZON-Breast06: SHR-A1811 ;255 HER2 &% A s 2A5LA% 5% PFS X3k &

123 E 25 HER2 ADC SHR-A1811 (trastuzumab rezetecan) 3Tt [E A £FAL7F (A £/
SRR/ F AR/ T B AIE) 497 HER2 {&%& &2 (IHC 1+3k 2+/ISH-) B HA5LAR A 69 111 37
HORIZON-Breast06 #F 50/~ % PFS | 4041 (3 3EHRE 2026 53 A 20 B, #4{2[E17 16.5
A B, N=551): 077 #1786 A% mPFS 4 16.6vs 6.8 /~ A (HR=0.25, P<0.001) A A2 mPFS
#16.4vs 6.8 4 A (HR=0.27,P<0.001);%%ﬁi&ﬂkéﬂz‘faﬁ%&fﬁ,HR Fe P A # HR=0.24.
HR P AZ HR=0.34, mDoR i£ 15.0 vs 6.8 A . OS HIEM AR FHo oMK H &, =3
%% TRAE £ 4 %% 84.1% vs 67.9%, ILD & & 1%,

HER2 & &% & LA I ABE6Y 45%-55%, 1% %40 HER2 6773 5 AR, ADC & Az A
AL ST XA £/ . SHR-A1811 5477 #076 AZE mPFS 2K £ 16.6 /N A, M E I E 4y HR
WIHERE R T ARR LR F—MIN, L& BIC B, ME U Bk ERKIEREESE,
SHR-A1811 f2$LAR AR AT IR B9 4 & A By 3% i kR

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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B & 12: SHR-A1811 ;477 HER2 1% 2 1 K FL AR % S A PFS A #6745 (HORIZON-
Breast06 111 #3)

100

Trastuzumab ,Physician’s
— rezetecan choice
£ g0 Median PFS 1656 68
'Té (95% Cl), months | (14.0-19.4) | (5.7-7.0)
2 60 Harzard ratio (95% CI) 025(0.19-0.33)
8 P<0.001
5
ﬁ 40
o
X — Trastuzumab rezetecan
— Physician’s choice
0 + Censor
01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
No. at Risk Time (months)

Trastuzumab rezetecan 225 216 207 197 193 182 170 155 147 130 114 103 84 83 67 62 58 34 33 32 18
Physician's choice 224 214 167 145 138 113 88 67 69 42 31 27 19 18 14 12 11 7 71 7 4

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 %7

HERON-Lung01: HER3 ADC SHR-A2009 —%, EGFR-TKI # % NSCLC PFS B ¥ fa

18 3% & 25 HER3 ADC Ruzaltatug Rezetecan (SHR-A2009) 3t tb-4-444L 3 B T EGFR-TKI &t
%y EGFR % % 18 NSCLC # III #1 HERON-LungO1 #F 52 A A # % PFS A7 (3 4EHRZE
2026 4 A 15 B, #42ki7 7.7 /A~ A ,N=498) :mPFS # 8.3 vs 5.4 4~ A ,HR=0.47(95%CI:
0.36-0.60), ¥4 P<0.0001, #Fe# itk E—% (HR=0.46); OS 2 FHRHEALH

(HR=0.70), 3t B840 44 8% B F #H R G T B 8 A b7 TR R AR R
REAY, A MERFNAI: =3 2% TRAE 4 40.7%vs 38.9%, ILD & & F4X 2.4% (=
34 04%), 1%5% 1.2%.

HER3 #£A42iT 80%#9 NSCLC ¥ % ik, HY5 EGFR-TKI &2 & 4453 & 48 %, EGFR-TKI
it 20 AN BE G AT IR AT R K i R E KR K 49w 5 2 — . Ruzaltatug rezetecan VA
HR=0.47 %5 PFS 3% 3 #4 == HER3 ADC £z AW HATAF, H 27 E EGFR-TKI #2564
BITA By Ssh, NG At 5 =X EGFR-TKI M £ % BRIt & —%&4757 EGFR &%
NSCLC & Il #A#F %, ARIRES T ELER ) ZAHEY NI,

B #13: HER3 ADC ruzaltatug rezetecan 2L EGFR-TKI %25 EGFR X% NSCLC PFS .2 #
2 (HERON-LungO01 111 25 & 5 47)

PFS per BICR

Ruzaltatug rezetecan Chemo
(n=250) (n=248)
Event, n (%) 108 (43.2) 156 (62.9)
10 Median PFS (95% Cl), mo 8.3(6.9-9.9) 5.4 (4.4-5.6)
T HR* (95% CI) 0.47 (0.36-0.60)
1-sided P valuet <0.0001
754
9
» 504 3z
w
o
25 W,
0-
T T T T T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
No. at risk Time since randomization (mo)

Ruzaltatug rezetecan 250 225 179 90 62 20 10 5 0

K B: 2026 ESMO, [ 4&iE K 4F 50 Ff

HRS-4642 Bx &AL 55 T RT3 N A 2 5 B K #7877 KRAS G12D T BRI E, RO 9% % 100%
12 3% KRAS G12D 474 7] HRS-4642 B4 & H g/ & & & K482 (GnP) M3 N A1 ¥4
B F T i/ 57T 1% KRAS G12D R TR ARE BRI L7769 T AR A F T &R
AT & 30 4], Cohort 1 (HRS-4642+GnP) ORR # 63%, Cohort 2 (BEAFT/E N )%

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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#) ORR ik 87%, 4A3EBHHMRBNIBLE ) TR FRGEE RO R E3HH 100%,
MPR % 17%, CA19- 9 A2 100%; 6 A~ A EFS E5 315 87%H= 96%, 4 B3I Tk,
e AWMU RRFERERN T, RRKEHELE TRAE X %"aF K49 TRAE.

KRASGI2D R L AMEIESE P &b Z . K2 A 2o m 6. AR4ms RAS 4] E 3k 30
iE, 1B BRI F A KSR HIE . HRS-4642 F KRAS GI12D 4l ar42 £ B K 28, E[;é

& %926 ORR i 90% LR %o F K41, A MR B 677 RE T 2408 23%, B
Lt RARIT I

B % 14: HRS—4642+1L 77 2 FT 17 T F| £ 43 Bl KA %77 KRAS G12D = F Bk %: ORR 63%—
87%, RO #7/# 100%

ORR: Cohort 1, 63% (19/30); Cohort 2, 87% (26/30). Tumor shrinkage was observed in all patients.
Median TTR: Cohort 1, 51 days (range, 42-128); Cohort 2, 49 days (range, 39-97).
6-month EFS: Cohort 1, 87%; Cohort 2, 96%. Survival data remain immature.

Cohort1 Cohort 1
0 Cohort 2

W Cohort2

3
Change from baseline in target lesion (%)

Best change from baseline (%)

T
Baseline Week 6 Week 12

&R : 2026 ESMO, [ &1L #4750 AT

BHERETARB—HER2 Wi REAHE & OS 55LARME PFS I #ffatt
HEALER #F % : “RZABR+OFGHEASEE vs THP (—%£ HER2 8 eg A SLARSE)

HEALER III ##F 5% (N=885, #E#HZE 2026 5 4 A 30 B, P{e[liF 214 AR) iFf
HER2 U4 FM ik ge Rk 2 B (KN026) A a & a4 % Bk (HBI1801) *Fibir
% THP 7% (HEskER+MEsRER+5 HRE) —&45 HER2 M AA5URE: H
% 5 #r BIRC 4% PFS i ] £ #4 &, mPFS NR vs 143 N (HR=0.46, 95%CI: 0.37-
0.56, P<0.0001), 24 A~ A PFS % 58.5% vs 34.4%; BIRC iF/& ORR # 87.6% vs 73.4%,
P12 DoR ¥ AL H, OS KEH IR (82%mFh/E) BEHRFAY, oM EIRTIR,
>3 % TEAE 45.9% vs 34.4%, i FHWA £,

THP 7 % — %677 HER2 MM AFLAR /2 29 ¥ 4 %4 2 F A3t &, HEALER Ak 2tk 11T
IR R R ERT A HARE THP 7 £, ERmEtEXRAT S TE 54%, H DoR
PR, BERA—&RETHEE,

B #15: HEALER 111 2: % /8 % 2B +HB1801 — 2 7477 HER2 [ 14 b K7 7L bR 5 B 4t K
PFS

BIRC-assessed PFS: primary endpoint

Anbenitamab plus HB1801 significantly reduced the risk of progression or death by 54% versus THP.

1004 «

£ 66.9%
E Anbenitamab plus HB1801
g
-]
2
k-]
404
& Anbenitamab THP
;=) Median PFS, mo NR 143
8 95% CI (249t10NE) (12410 164)
5 204
o

HR,95%Cl  0.46 (0.37 to 0.56)
6.37°10°

0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 33
Time from randomization (months)
Number at nsk {
Anbenitamab pius HB1801 445 30 407 345 324 217 173 13 86 38 7 0

At cutoff date of April 30, 2026, 401 PFS events occurred; The median follow-up duration was 21.4 months (range, 0.0 to 33.1) in the an! be amahgopanuzﬂamcms‘ageUﬂm
32.5) in the THP group. BIRC, blinded independent review committee; CI, confidence interval; HR, hazard ratio; PFS, progression-free s

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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kB 2026 ESMO, 4k K5 5067

KC-WISE: ZRZEHR+HLTT vs ZBH)+Lsr (274 HER2 IBH§ &)

G A B B AT 3T b e R R B AL T 08 0T W Rk SRR B R/ B R E 4

A% T #7 KC-WISE #F 70 A T % — Rk B0 OS 47 (HIEHRZE 2026 7 A 15 B, +4z
[i7 22.8 A A, N=246): mOS # 19.6vs9.6 ™~ A, HR=0.39 (95%CI: 0.28-0.54, P=3.97
X10™ ° ), ATHE TR 61%. IRC iF4& ORR # 56.0% vs 14.0%, *4% DoR 7.9 vs 3.6
AH, mPFS 7.1vs2.7 A~ A (HR=0.25), &MiX LMK H—H. 2o 7 @A RIET,
3P AP R & FAK (AEST4.0%) o

A F KC- WISE é’J PFS # 4%, % RZEH R T 2025 F 10 A3k NMPA #t/£ AT HER2 4
-y =8- P Kk OS READH VAL 2 1269 mOS #4 2 AR S5 Hfz, HER2 Mtk
LR é&mﬁ«m mOS #5 1 5 (R4 9.6 A~H), —k%li#‘}?/]d‘&"*f(-ﬁ"%&%ixi 20
ANA, £ DS-8201 FEGESRZIRETEZUR ST E, BRENENLSKIBERE L
%mmwmmﬁ FEALF

B #16: KC-WISE 111 #: % /BABE+ILITBFIEK by REkE 2424 HER2 [t § # 0S
(F=XHF A7)

OS in the ITT population

Compared with chemotherapy alone, anbenitamab plus chemotherapy significantly reduced the risk of death by 61%

80 : >y
Medan 0. mo 35wl 156 (168,204
e HR (95 039 (0.28,054)
s, 67.3% Prae 3970

N,
® g 56.2%

i g P —y
0 Y i | 3T0%

&R : 2026 ESMO, [ &iE #4750 AT

A HEH—PD-1/IL-15 8.3h ft & 4% & JMT108 412 HCC 5 CRC #1# 55 A=K

G HERTF NG E S A T K PD-1/IL-15 3 §% Fe G245 @ IMT108(SYS6090)
KRR RKEB RN VI I B RARTFRHE (IBERE 2026 F4 A 13 H). o THR
PD-1 5 IL-15 &4 F % — Fc ‘542, vAPD-1 MBFAgrR T Mmfa438, L IL-15 % E NK 5
CD8+T mfa, SFIE &5 %%,

> HCC FAFIAZ 13 4], 10 5] 7T 4%, ORR i 40% (95%CI: 12.2-73.8), A ¥BLiiiz
2 it RIE BT 49 9 ) B F ORR 1334 33% (AP 92.3%4 %95 424, %’ﬁazz&zux
1)

» CRC MRFIA4 38 4], 19 5] T iF 4%, ORR A 21.1%, AF44 £40 (n=17) ORR 23.5%.

> b, NSCLC (4 %] PR, ORR #2 30%). SCLC, E@%—Fﬂ W emAa s . JURESE A da
AP R B 0% M, A&, 51 5 &EE>3 % TRAE 1 17.6%. =%
TRAE 9.8%. & TRAE 1225 2.0%, Li&aRFMERT, AHAFMMIRL1ES, K
/mﬁﬁ—]—{&o

IMT108 ¥A PD-1/IL-15 &&4-i%t, a—fwlw@ﬁifﬂ;m»lﬁs\éié & PD-1 46956 A B
FARIAIFE 289 ORR, A IL-15 KB4 T R B HiEdE; I, HCC 5 CRC ¥ A #9578
IT IR KU R A& KIE A, ik /L,é%ﬁﬂ;— MRFEHE 2N PD-1 #3556 6K ik g
£, BERAHT—KI02.0 2h4hth#H

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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A #17: JMT108 (SYS6090) I/II #j: HCC T 7Ff4&#  B#£18: JMTI08 (SYS6090) /Il #7: CRC 7 ##/+&#
ORR 40%

ORR 21.1%

Best changetarget lesions from Baseline (%)

100

801

60 4

40 4

-100 -

$03038
$02006
S03016 °
503023

100

W tmoikg [l 03mgikg

W osmgkg Il 1mgikg Il 2maikg

Best change target lesions from Baseline (%)

5 £ 8 25 8§ 8 ¢ 8 8 8 8 35 8 ¢ 38 8 8
2 2 2 3 5 5 3 5 5 5 2 2 83 5 58G£8 2 8

$02028 °
503004
523007 °
$02009 -
503013
S03010 °

: 2026 ESMO, [E 41 A4 &

KR : 2026 ESMO, B & iE K47 5B

B 4 44 H——HER2 k4: ADC TQB2102 111 #5 PFS Fadk, HER2 4&% ik $LAR &
HR 0.29 4] R £ & 4L

W A ¥4 255 8] .E K R B First-in-class HER2 3% 42 (ECD2+ECD4) ADC rolditamig
deuderuxtecan (TQB2102) *tibfbysy (FIEMiR/ A& G XM/ KAEF) 477 HER2 1Kk
ik (IHC 1+3 IHC 2+/ISH-) & &K #453U 7% 49 111 4 APEX-Breast01 #F % (N=543, #i+
SATEAERE 2026 5 A 31 B) K F| £ &4 5 BIRC 46 HR+/HER2-low A # mPFS
#16.4vs5.5 /N, HR=0.29 (95%CI: 0.22-0.39, P<0.0001); 43 HER2-low AZ# HR F)
% 0.29, OS Z8A# K 54% (HR=0.44). ORR # 68.8% vs 31.0%, 4% DoR 15.0 vs 7.1
ARG A M@ =3 % TRAE # 69.1% vs 42.4%, VAfnig &M A £, ILD & £ X 2.2%
(3% 1.1%), & ILD &%,

HER2 1& % ik 2 & SUBR & 69 60%, IUA ARAE L7 6 3 B ia A R ; TQB2102 if i sk 4z 25
S ¥R AR IR S WA, T #1 PFSHR=0.29, % HER2-low #if 4 F k¥ K-F, BEILD X
4 & 24K, HER2-low FLIR/E 2 ADC 324 R 2L 4Rz —, TQB2102 &9k F 4 3EH 2
XBFLAF BRI ET, HFHERXFAIILE ADC MBI 2 £ FEF R4

B %19: APEX-Breast01 [1] #j: TQB2102 (HER2 3% 1z ADC) vs #L77 HER2 #45.# 2 L
BRI PFS (HR=0.29)

PFS (BIRC) in all HER2-low: key secondary endpoint

100

20

@
3

TQB2102 ‘ Chemotherapy
(n=269) (n=274)
PFS events, n (%) 78(29.0) 174 (63.5)
Median PFS (95% CI),mo  16.4(11.9,NE)  5.5(43,69)

HR=0.29 (95% CI: 0.22, 0.38)
p<0.0001°

Progression-Free survival (%)
o
]

TaB2102

. Chemotherapy
+  Censored
0 :
0 3 6 9 12 15 18
Time (months)
No. at risk
TQB2102 269 220 141 82 28 1 ']
Chemotherapy 274 169 82 33 8 2 ]

= The investigator-assessed PFS was consistent with BIRC: HR 0.29 (95% CI: 0.22, 0.39).

*Based on prespecified PFS 1A, Pvalue was below the prespecified efficacy boundary (two-sided a = 0,0185; Lan-DeMets O'Brien-Fieming a-spending function)

kR : 2026 ESMO, [ &-iEHA7 5T AT
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7% B H——pan-RAS 5~ F R## #] GFH276 & EAKREIE, EHRBIITRHER

# 77 B #h GFH276 & —# 0 R 45T I A2 RAS(ON)Ap#H| 7], T4 GTP L4550 REA
B 37 4 A RAS. Ak ESMO k&N 338 257477 %254 RAS B T 030 52 4K I8 09 B R AARFT
TEAE: BE 2026 5 6 A 15 B2 A4 98 4] (PDAC 73 #]. NSCLC 18 #1), +4{ilhis
18.0 B 5737 &, 40~160mg 7 & TF 474 PDAC &# (N=61, 72.6%Bi£=2 %&) ORR
% 41.0%.DCR 91.8%, RAS #7%! 7| #1i4 AZf ORR #t— % 4+ £ 43.1%; %4 NSCLC(N=11)
ORR # 45.5%, RASi #1:6 AFFik 55.6%; T REEZF @K A-FHZ, 2ol ih|m, =
3 4% TRAE A 4 % 275% (R % WA KA 1.5%), AWK 3] 4/5 B TRAE B i T,
1225 F42 1.3%;PK R EM A LMK M IEH,40mg 5 120 mg 7| & T2 16 R AT A 100%
5 120% TGl R EKF, BRERT. BAMAAFEZ AT (1) FHELEKE, A
#A45 Bk 78.1%. % & 424088 PDAC AZE ¥ ORR #2 40%, mETILA G &is7; (2)
A PEiR A, AEEA EGFR Hufk, Ly7 BAUPD-1 £ E 2 ak, BAFFRC i,

% F# B L, RAS(ON)#pHIALH] € F 2026 5 8 A 3k FDA & Al T 24445 AR % 1
JE (111 #7 OS &AL y7), RiBM LM, 3h 74 RAS @5 5 A KRAS G12D 474 #|
GFH375 (%74 NSCLC #ik ORR 52.1%), S2IL"¥# $e, 5+i2 ¥e 8" A B . GFH276 4£ 4
=% RAS(ON)#PHI F 69408 /=, BEE R AR BFELKIBEGFE X

B &20: GFH276 | HjI6 K 3E: 417 PDAC, NSCLC BRIFH Z 4EREE

PDAC 40mg 80mg 120mg 160mg  40-160 mg NSCLC 80mg 120mg 160mg 80-160 mg

n(%) (N=18)  (N=16)  (N=13)  (N=14)  (N=61) nte)  (N=2) (N=5) (N=4)  (N=11) Q™ . .
ORR  8(444) 5(313) 7(538 5(357) 25(41.0) ORR  2(100) 1(200) 2(500) 5(45.5) w0 ne
- DCR  18(100) 14(875) 12(%23) 12(857) 56 (91.8) DCR  2(100) 3(60.0) 3(750)  8(72.7) = -,
2 W o
% 200
E . 320 mg
: :
: Prior RASI
E @® KRAS G12C
£ W KRAS G120
'% <PR confirmed PR

o
oy%‘a\ﬂ“\'ﬂ ~“o‘<\‘o*oys°o‘o%°a°o‘o\~°o‘o° Sy ~‘s‘o“o"o“@%‘o‘o{@&o*o°o%yo‘o‘o’o“o‘c’o\*o“ SAREDDBANAPARAABN RN ddad o
&;&&@@%&@&@&ﬁ$¥%$¥¥§@$§$&$?@@@ﬁ&&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ§§§£§§§§£§§@§£§§§§§££§§é§Q§§§$$@§§§§ ERR
RN RN D R R R A A A A R R A R R AR AR R AR AR RO RN R R Q

1
O
DO,
T
SPOPS PO

K iB: 2026 ESMO, [E &3 KA AT

R4 % —CDHI17ADC MRGO07 B A ¥ IEFR, $ 424 CRC LAEEAR 40%

REA MG ArriVent 2 F) 7 & 89 CDH17 ADC MRGO007 (ARR-217) A0 B IR AR 57 4¢
% (HIEBRE2026F8 A5 H, 123642, L4 CRC1I3H], F123 &K%L): =4
mg/kg F & 444 CRC %% ORR i 34.2% (95%CI: 23.5-46.3), DCR91.8%; 6 mg/kg 7l
¥ %1 ORR 3£ 44.8%, H L RAS REKRE (FAA 50.0%. REA 42.1%). BIAER T
5t SRR LT (43.5%) AR 4 B L 2%08 (42.9%) ¥R B4 #5204 M AR §5 .
>3 %% TRAE X £ % 30.1%, % 5% TRAE A& ILD, 1%#5%1% 0.8%; PK Z /=it
55 BB R E TR ADC %K E 49 0.01%, 1BIxfAa T,

CDHI17 4 B %% 5 4 AT 9% 3 & 35, B AT 43K LR ¥e.,5 ADC 3k #t, MRG007
A GRE R FAEOR FZ—. A 3 B VLLE CRCEFEMERR, MRGO0T /£ % &%
%, RAS B (AL &tk 58.4%) S5 A%+ ORR 1348 40%, %R 4EMINAEFLE, £
& A )G & CRC #4677 69% 715 F £ B i 69 B IR LA & & = AL Tb #A4F 5CAEAF
BFE Xz,

B A R G — WAFA B 17
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Bl #21: MRGOO7 (CDH17 ADC) %24 CRC 77 K #%: 6 mg/kg #/E 41 ORR i£ 44. 8%

Promising Preliminary Efficacy in CRC

o s I 4 Ik 8 > ORRs for patients with CRC at 6 mg/kg:
Outcomes, % (95% CI) 2{:52;9 mﬂ ’ :mngf:k.g E(:'-igf (m" ?nT:?;.?g RASWL50.0% (4/8)
0 500 0 448 316 250 M2 RAS 42.1% (8/18)
EREIEES AR ©0.842) (13,97  (0,708) (25,:54‘3) (126,566)  (87,49.4) (23.‘;46,3) Prior irinotecan 43.5% (10/23)
500 100 100 931 895 90,0 918 As 2:3L therapy 46.7% (715)
DER(CR+PR+S0) 13987  (158100) (202,100) | (72.992) | (669,987  (683,988)  (83.0,9%9) As AL+ therapy 42.9% (6114)

75 patients with CRC had measurable lesions at baseline and =1 post-baseline tumor assessment

Median duration of follow-up was 4,17 months (range, 1.2 to 10.6) 2 markg

4 ma/kg
5 ma/kg

& mg/kg

7 ma/kg

=

8 mg/kg

6 mg/kg: 7 mg/kg: 8 mg/kg:

7 confirmed PRs 3 confirmed PRs 4 confirmed PRs

4 PRs pending cenfirmation 1 PR pending conf. 0 PRs pending confirmation P> Txongoing
2 unconfirmed PRs 2 unconfirmed PRs 1 unconfirmed PR

Best change from baseline, %
(sum of diameters [target lesion])
)
L | |
gkgbbens

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 %7

TE 4 49——B7-H3 ADC Tam-Peli 111 #§ £ &4 S fatk, £ BREE KA L ki

' Bk 4 4 B7-H3 ADC tambotatug pelitecan (Tam-Peli/YL201) *frbEA#®FLT (% B
R)E GRIE/FIAIE) B RALS R PD-(L)] A AE YV RE&ILT (54E) WEKRS
#% B8 7% 111 41 TAISHAN-301 #F 5% (N=431, #3EHZE 2026 5F 3 A 17 B) A 574 2|
ORR * &% % : BICR #4& ORR # 50.8% vs 25.8% (OR=2.9, 95%CI: 1.7-5.0, P<0.0001),
DCR 93.7%vs 75.8%, 4% DoR 7.9vs 6.4 i~ A ; M 445 (OR=4.3) %>2 & %4 (OR=5.7)
FMEARR MRS —HK, OS 5 PFS #EH AR, 4 MHTI#: =3 %4 TRAE 49.3%
vs 51.7%, 1%5% 1.4% vs 3.3%, P ILD/F X,

B KA BORIE R IR S BATT B IR 8 TT B IEE TR 30%, AEAHARLERE
& : Tam-Peli AL 1 4249 ORR R H A M ERAE, HERABEAIREH LT, FLH
Faik R phe SLAT Tam-Peli €42 £ & SCLC &9 III #f TAISHAN-302 F B 4F OS fatt, Ak
£vRJE I BB 3R, BiE B7-H3 #2685 TMALIN F4& /& % G477 649 7T 46 B 1%
TE A 69 ADC -F 6 MEH%E L.

B #22: TAISHAN-301 111 %3: Tam—Peli (B7-H3 ADC) vs 17224 8 K ##5 B B84
BICR 7E £ ORR JRFZ g |4 24 F

BICR-Assessed ORR

Tam-Peli demonstrated statistically significant and clinically meaningful ORR improvement over chemotherapy.

Tam-Peli Chemotherapy

BOR per BICR (N=126) (N=128) Tam-Peli (N=126)
Best overall response (BOR), n (%)
Complete respanse (CR) ] 0
Partial response (PR) 64 (50.8) 33 (25.8)
Stable disease (S0) / Non-CRINon-PD 54 (42.9) 64(50.0)
Progressive disease (PD) 5(4.0) 16(125)
Not evaluable (NE)* 324 15(11.7)
Objective response rate (ORR), % (95% CIjt 50.8 (41.7,59.8) 25.8(18.5,343)
Odds rafio (OR), (85% CI)t 29(1.7,50)
One-side P value* <0.0001 Chemotherapy (N=128)
Treatment group difference, % (95% CI)% 24.1(12.8,354)
Disease control rate (DCR}, % (85% CI) " 937 (879.972) 758(674.629)
Median duration of response (DR}, months (35% CI) 7.9 (45, NR) 6.4 (49, NR)
Median time to response (TTR), months (range) 15(13 49) 15(1.2,55)
‘The GRR and DCR was evauate inth st 284 rancomized patients ocol, T

kiB: 2026 ESMO, [ 4&iE AR 5CAT
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B F4# M ——GPC3 X 4-1BB U4t BGB-B2033 A& 1 #ikd8i5%, 2R M BERE

B AP first-in-class GPC3 X 4-1BB 4% 1 44k BGB-B2033 ¥ 24 74 47 M A AT 2m i 7 49
[ BA R = @ 38/MRAH % (NCT06427941, #HEARZE 2026 F 9 A 22 B, N=94, 93.6%#ix
% PD-(L)1 7877+ 61.7%% PD-(L)1+TKI 3 4:8) RN I J7 20T iR 46 A BE AR
ik ORR % 30.0%, &% 11 4% & (RP2D) 450 mg Q3W 4L cORR # 36.0%, 6 4~ A DoR
£ 74.1%; &7 228 (300-1000 mg) ¥R 2| HF4: 4% ##, BCLC B #%# cORR % 52.9%.
Zhtd & =3 % TRAE X 53%, 1354% 21%, AHER4EEE, LEAF AE X
12 BH £,

% #) HCC £ 10+TKI 348 )5 LA 7477 ORR & RE 20%, BGB-B2033 VAN 5 B 3f ik
& 4-1BB #9ALE XTI T &3k &, cORR 36%49 Bl =3 4 TRAE 1X 5.3%, & HCC
BHEEBMTFRT T TAHSHRAELIER. AT 244, 25K Il HEMFR
GroundBBreaker 301 (BGB-B2033vs & 4zdE /& E R, N=492, 24 & 0OS) 1 XIF
W, HIEEEHRTMRERET NRKERGIRS T E; 4-1BBRIENZSFEKREH
B AR R AT R 5, (AR E R X,

B %23: BGB-B2033 (GPC3%4-1BB R 4t) #2522 4 4 KGAT a5 | B 57| & 2277 % B
B : PHERESTF 0

Consistent Antitumor Activity with BGB-B2033 was Observed Across
Dose Escalation and Optimization Cohorts

300 mg Q3W 450 mg Q3W 600 mg Q3W 900 mg Q3W 1000 mg Q3W
=142 n=25¢ n=14% n=27% n=10*
Escalation Optimization Escalation Optimization Escalation

cORR: 28.6% ¢ORR: 36.0% cORR: 35.7% cORR: 22.2% cORR: 30.0%

Best Change From Baseline (%)

. Progressive Disease Stable Disease . Partial Response . Complete Response

= 450 mg RP2D was selected based on linear PK, exposure-efficacy, PD plateau, and a flat exposure-safety relationship

Data cut-off: 22 September 2026
Slnvestigator assessad and efficacy-evaluable patients

%R : 2026 ESMO, [ &iE #4750 AT

ERL P Iza-bren % B# 5 NAGRAR, FUARJE 5MH5% 111 J5 PFS 3552 8042
PANKU-Breast01 ITI #1: iza-brenvs E 4 #/25 (£ HRH/HER2-SLAEJE)

A A X 18/Systimmune (&M # 1£4 BMS) 49 first-in-class EGFR X HER3 U4 3P fudk
ADC izalontamab brengitecan (iza-bren/BL-B01D1) 3ttt [E £ #FTT (3 A/ 3548
T E RIE /K BRIRIE) BT BRAR R N aibis . CDKA/6 ¥ 7 B A 2804 R
% B 2Rk 27 R 4545 = HR+/HER2-UA% 5% 11T #1 PANKU-Breast01 #F % (N=383, #iE#ZE
2026 5 7 A 21 B) #b A7k B £ 24 & BICR ##4% mPFS 4 8.2vs4.0 A~ A, HR=0.41

(95%CI: 0.33-0.53, P<0.0001), 3FI&4Z; 44k ORR 4 40.5%vs 20.2% (OR=2.7), ¥
{2 DoR 6.9vs4.2 /S A ; OS HIEH TR (62.8%1F &0 %), A M7 @=3 % TRAE #
85.3% vs 65.8%, A gFHEMA I, 2HFEM1.6%, ILD KA E 1.1%.

HR-+/HER2-$LA% /% % CDK4/6 #5897 )6 3R R SR FE AR A L KRty 5
Z—, AABEREHIIT mPFS X% 4 A A iza-bren YA HR 0.41 &) PFS &% s h iz A##
| HEAF 1T #Ara a9 B = 4 ADC Z—, A 2 A 25 HRHHER2-JURE G & 69 & &
BRI, AEAREATF% NSCLC Z 60 % = KBAT %,

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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Bl #24: PANKU-Breast01 111 #j: iza—bren vs [E4 #FFLI7LE:4 HR-HER2-FL AR %
PFS #51% (HR=0. 41)

PFS by BICR: Primary Endpoint

E ooy lza-bren TPC
N = 190) [EREE]
Number of events 130 159
™ Median, mo (95% Cl) 8.2 (6.9,8.6) 40(29,43)
HR (95% Cl) 0.41(0.33, 0.53)t

P-value <0.0001"

Progression-free survival probability
o o
g g

= |za-bren
e TPC
+ Censored
!l é é ||2 1'5 1'5 ZI| 2'4
Subjects at risk Time (Months)
190

138 97 83 38 22 12 4
o 7 10

lza-bren demonstrated a statistically significant and clinically meaningful improvement in PFS vs TPC with doubling of
mPFS and of 0.41

KB 2026 ESMO, [E4&iE K 4F 50

PANKU-Lung01 III #3: iza-bren vs 2-4484L57 (=4X EGFR-TKI #f %5 NSCLC)

Iza-bren *t bt A48 32 £ Wy AL 7 7655 =X EGFR-TKI 74 55 )5 #t & 69 EGFR % % dE8 NSCLC
1T #1 PANKU-Lung01 #F 52 (N=432, ##E#&ZE 2026 F 7 A 15 B) ¥ o4k £ &4
&: BICR ##4% mPFS % 11.1vs5.7 A~ A, HR=0.40 (95%CI: 0.31-0.51, P<0.0001); #4ik
ORR # 60.2% vs 34.5%, F4% DoR 10.4 vs 5.7 A~ H o OS &Rk #A2 B =01 #4535 AL 3
124N OS % 83.0% vs 72.9%, 18 /N H OS % 68.8% vs 55.3%. &AM T45: =3 %% TRAE
A 78.7% vs 62.1%, @S EHMAN T, 12HERX1.9%, ILD KAEF 0.9%. £ HiEHMHF
% IZABRIGHT-Lung01 (#125/5) % IZABRIGHT-Lung02 (—%&) Ef#1T.
=X EGFR-TKI #t % & & 440 J7 mPFS X%y 5.7 AR, RIZABRKORHLE L2 —;
iza-bren VA mPFS #14% . HR=0.40 493 N 2 & A B MEIZAFE 1 4+ K7 69 B & 2
ADC, ORR #2 60%_ L% fi# ¥ A . EGFR-TKI %25 NSCLC & ADC =4 g2l ey Rz —
(HER3-DXd. TROP2 ADC %3#%), iza-bren & PFS HR ik 040, B & % FiLth#, A2
#£ EGFR-TKI 7t 25 )5 76 7 4 oy & 3 — i 3,

B #25: PANKU-Lung01 111 2f: iza—bren vs 345177 = EGFR-TKI #f 25 FGFR X%
NSCLC mPFS 11.1 vs 5. 7 N, BRIZFEfaMLER

PFS by BICR: Primary Endpoint

Iza-bren showed statistically significant and clinically meaningful improvement vs PBC with doubling of mPFS.

= 100 Iza-bren PBC
z (N = 216) (N =206)
g Number of events 128 164

2 edian, mo 1(9.2,12. .7(55,5.
g Medi (95%Cl)  11.1(92,127)  57(55,59)
s HR (95% CI) 0.40 (0.31,0.51)t

[ P-value <0.0001"

z

a 50+

@

£

<

L 254

= m— |za-bren

5. — PBC

E + Censored

* % 3 ; ; % % % 7 )
Subjects at risk Time (Months)

218 172 143 109 68 39 15 0 0
. 8

PFS (BICR) was evaluated in the mITT population. The median duration of follow-up for PFS was 14.6 months.
Similar results were observed for PFS (BICR) in the ITT population, with 129 events in the iza-bren arm and 164 events in the PBC arm. The hazard ratio (95% CI) was 0.40 (0.31, 0.51).
*Based on a stralified Cox regression model. *One-sided, based on a stralified log-rank test.

kR : 2026 ESMO, B &-iEHA7 5T AT
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BEEY—REERBRSARALERER I A, —REEEFBARNFTE

B A A 0 IR A 3 HDAC #7415 HBI-8000 (i 41 it HUYABIO #fit) F£4-4 &,
AR BRFEASM XA L LR —K LS PD-1 Wb B e ZmegsR I 4
HBI-8000-303 #F % (N=404, P4{i[i7 37.0 A~/ ) %k % F &4 & BIRC iF4& mPFS #
11.66 vs 7.36 /A~ A, HR=0.73 (96%CI: 0.56-0.95, P=0.0141); LDH ¥ L} 5 ¢ T %
(mPFS 20.04 vs 7.39 4~ H, HR=0.65, P=0.0082). ORR # 41.4%vs32.3%, CR % 14.3%
vs 7.0%0 47 m 3-4 %% TRAE 4 54.8% vs 17.9%, VIS, oM 4R/ & P 4s am A )
HE, ApFRRAEEREEHMY, EARTEHE,
F IR AE B 4238 AR MY R BOR 3R R IR AR R 2 R SR PD-1 #2549 E £ 7, HBI-8000-
303 A A4k HDAC %) 5) 554 PD-1 424 3k 111 #1543 PFS MM a9 aF %, HM AR E
ANE, % BRAF B L % 38%, #IEEAH LHREMMNAL. ZBRES T ERLZRAGINEE
B —AIARELRRZ —, BIEH IR AR 3 A6 B IR 2, 6% thiE o gE 69 5% )
K& B AT EA Ao

B #26: HBI-8000-303 111 %j: 5k KBt & FIL B —L 477 KB & F 82 FAt
# PFS

Efficacy: Progression-Free Survival

ref HBI+NIVO | Placebo+NIVO ||
\ (N=203) (N=201)
o }{ Events 112 141
" Median (months) 11.66 7.36
2 % [95% 1] 17.26,21.13] [4.53,10.12]
L;ns {Y — HR [96% CI] 0.73 [0.56, 0.95]
'é 06 '\—.,TL_,H P-value 0.0141
g
g o \_,_‘\ﬂ_§_h Censored
5 (S [E— %
& B
%
e
&

Time from Randomization (Months)

FB1-8000 + Nvolumab.

N at Risk
HBILE000 203 102 a2 70 54 a7 23 a o
Placebo 201 23 72 56 38 24 10 o

%R : 2026 ESMO, [ &iE #4750 AT

Z 9 44— Neotorch BLE S A EFS 5 OS fatk, BABRB LA FEHA I AR

B R A3 RS T B K HAE 9T 7T 2% /I #7 NSCLC 49 111 # Neotorch #F 50
NTR R ApAT (BB E 2026 54 A 18 B, +{x[ii7 482 /A~ A, N=501): EFS (Pf %
#1F4E) HR=0.52 (95%CI: 0.39-0.68, P<0.0001), *¥4% EFS NR vs 20.2 ~H; MPR %
47.2%vs 9.2% (P<0.0001), pCR % 25.6% vs 1.2% (P<0.0001); OS RAMHT B =R HF 3K
# ,HR=0.66(95%C1:0.49-0.89, P=0.0072) . & PD-L1 %8 EFS 3§ 3% i (<1%A# HR=0.72.
1-49% A% HR=0.41. =50%A% HR=0.47), FRZRE 84.0%vs75.3%, ZAHTHEL
#1155 . %A LF ¥ K& T Annals of Oncology.

Neotorch & 43K 3& B A & #FF EFS b H R ek 3 (NMPA 2023 40k 1T BAAFHE
JE) 9E 7~ PD-1 BARM I #FF %, Ak 482 NA KEAMI7 £ AKIESE OS R FHKH,
5 AEGEAN. KEYNOTE-671. CheckMate 77T, RATIONALE-315 % 4 3k ] £ 4% 5 4£ ] #4
S IR I+ ) AR %98 7T % TN #A NSCLC #9474 477 2 X 8878 & b 78%49 &
S ABE BAE EFS HR=0.52, 57 &F 42K % —H .

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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B %£27: Neotorch: #F5EF| R BARA %57 T4/ 11/111 £ NSCLC B FEK EFS (R
B, FLAEIF48.2 /)

100 = Toripalimab Placebo
90 Median(95% Cl): NR(51.3,NE) 20.2(14.3,24.8)
" HR (95% Cl) 0.52 (0.391,0.677)
T 0= P-value <0.0001
3 70-
k]
X 60=
§ 50 =
e
@ 40= P
P 40.0
£ 30
é =l Toripalimab
g 20 =
w =i Placebo
10 =
0 T T T T T T
0 12 24 36 48 60 72
No. at risk Follow-up,mo
Toripalimab 250 173 139 109 76 17 0
Placebo 251 133 94 75 52 13 0

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 %7

% 5 51 ——PD-L1X4-1BB 34t LBL-024 x4 IIb #A&4EH 7, LIS 2 R 9k &
BLA ¥}k Fip

% 5 EH first-in-class PD-L1 X4-1BB 38U 7 M4 ik £vd # 7 K £ 4 (opamtistomig/LBL-
024) 3 257477 =2 K28 A 9 A 42 1 4k 5% (EP-NEC) 9 % 42 /2 #t 1Tb #7F %0 (N=96,
HAERE 2026 5F 8 A 16 B, P25 16.3 AN A ) KB %7 A4 IRC ##4&#5iA ORR
# 26.0% (95%CI: 17.6-36.0), B E At %k 13% AT ME; +4% DoR9.8 /~H, mOS 8.7
AR, 13.5%&H A 12 /ANA. %AW Ti: =3 % TRAE 28.1%, ¥A% f., AST/ALT
HEAzE, $AH—TH,

I I Ab 22 W) il I Z R R VA )G AR H T ik, R AHBEE K&K S LBL-024 ¥4 26.0%
# ORR #= 9.8 /N A &9 DoR AiX —& BAZ #WBARE T BAA BIERIES ZIZET7 L
B, FA L4 b HAKIEC X4 NMPA £ HE BLA SFANMR L F iR, AL —& 877
EP-NEC #9#4iE M 111 #AE £ 34T, B 2R A LKA AXEDBB UL, BiE&4% T

2 ity 2 ) S A0 AR 2h FE AR

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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B %28: LBL-024 (PD-L1x4-1BB 2 i) X4 |1b K SL+AFI P42 A % 5% IRC HZK ORR
22608, FEFAHHEA

Efficacy

Opamtistomig shows robust anti-tumor activity

OAs of August 16, 2026, data cutoff, the median follow-up duration was 16.3 months.
QlIn the FAS, IRC-assessed confirmed ORR was 26.0% (95% CI: 17.6%-36.0%), with the lower bound exceeding the prespecified 13% efficacy

threshold.
b IRC-assessed per INV-assessed per
N— RECIST 1.1 RECIST 1.1
0 : ;; Parameters
i Total (N=96) Total (N=96)
o BOR, n (%)
; CR 3319 Q
3w PR 22(228) 28 (29.2)
P SD 9(9.4) 10 (10.4)
I e P w252 69
H L - NE 0 3(3.1)
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, S ND 10(10.4) 10 (104)
ORR, n (%) [95% C1) 25 (26.0) [17.6-36.0] 28 (29.2) [20.3-39.3]
DCR, n (%) [95% CI] 34(35.4) [25.9-45.8] 38 (39.6) [20.7-50.1]

BOR, best overall response; CR, complete response; PR, parfial responss; SD, stabie disease; PD, Progressive Disease; NE, not evaluable; ND, not assessed;
ORR, Otyective Response Rate: DCR. disease-confrol rate; FAS: Full anafysis sef. IRC: Independent Review Committee: INV: invesfigafor
Cutolf date: August 16, 2026.

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 %7

RS & p—hid H LK HER2 3 & X JUIR I Paget % ORR 88%, & LAY & & & 4 3%
X R

% 5 4 4 HER2 ADC #i¢ %% ¥ 7 (disitamab vedotin, RC48) 7445 HER2 &% ik (IHC
2+/3+) N T 014 By SR 0 A 3R A A5 P LR ST Paget % 89 AT BE 4 11 # Formula-10 #F 52 (N=27,
KIERE 2026 F8 A 31 8, PLakiF 15.03 4NA) 7 7 TiFEAZE ORR & 88%
(CR # 16%), DCR 100%: mPFS # 14.23 A~ A (95%CI: 9.87-20.37), mOS 5 Ak 3],
ATWEFEH—H. RAEMESF: =3 % TRAE X 29.6%, L:aiint, U/, B
BARE 12 BEHH T,
FUBRIL Paget AR EAFH B KT LEWNG, LARE—REZRETTE, 25 BHE
97 ORR % 25-58% . =3 2% SAE #2 60%; HER2 &% 3iA £ EMPD ¥ &b 71.6%, #Eid
9% ¥ 5k 88%49 ORR o B F P eG4, ALMAZAZEG/NATIERIE 0877
FB, AR
B %29: Formula—10 |1 #j: #id 5% E 4,477 HER2 % % 2 FLAR S| Paget #% ORR 88%.
DCR 100%

Tumor Response

Treatment line BOR HER2 status (Tumor)

© first-line treatment CR ¥ HER2 IHC2+
® laterfine treatment Ml PR A HER2 IHC3+
S0

Tumor response assessment:
ORR: 88% (22/25)
CR: 16% (4/25)
PR: 72% (18/25)
SD: 12% (3/25)

2

5
S

Best tumor change from baseline (%)
& b 3
2 S

&
=]

DCR: 100 %

2
=3

K B: 2026 ESMO, [ &iE K AF 50 A

ik A M R B— RAEH B 9 23
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153k & %——CLDN18.2 ADC IBI343 111 #3 PFS 5 OS s fa iy, €2 XL 3L+F £ F BT
RiET

% A £ 49 CLDN18.2 ADC arcotatug tavatecan (IBI343/TAK-921) % tb E A £ 3477 (TPC)
7677 CLDNI18.2 e, HER2 MM 240080 F/F B F 25430 69 111 £ G-HOPE-001 47
w (BEFELEH K, N=460) NHzE: ¥ 547 1ALl i+ PFS BPik £ 24 % (mPFS5.5
vs 2.9 /A, HR=0.47, P<0.0001); TIA2 (H#EHRZE 2026 F9 A 3 H, PAzFi7 11.1 A
A)OS £ &% &, mOS 4 10.2vs6.9 ™~ A, HR=0.57 (95%CI: 0.45-0.73, P<0.0001),
AT AT % 43%. ORR # 37.4% vs 7.7%, mDoR & 9.9 AN H o =4t 7 @k Fs7 .
>3 4% TRAE # 47.4% vs 55.9%, B2 % 17.8% vs 35.1%, &, "Reb, BB F HidF
PR &R 5T A8 R E K.

ZHB VAL BIREAA LT mOS RE 8 /A, IBI343 & B AN A3 I #0)s & F B i BU/F PFS
5 OS ratty CLDNI182 ADC: ik T41 2 FPE4idE % it CLDNI18.2 ¥zé 677 (PFS
HR=0.17) RMIEHSABRHEILEZREZ, Z S wa AL 5 X\ 255 F & (TAK-
921), A2 R A 43 CLDNI8.2 Atk 3L+F/H B F & AMBWIMARELTT .

B #%30: IBI343 =4 1X_E CLDN18. 2 [att B/ F A& 4443k % 0S B F # #% (G-HOPE-
001 111 %7 I1A2)

1.0

Arcotatug tavatecan
(N=230)

08 . Event, n (%) 122 (53.0) 159 (69.1)
= ‘-\_‘_‘1 . Median (95% CI) 10.2(9.1,12.3) 6.9(5.7,7.8)
£ ‘
T 05 —y i HR (95% CI) 0.57 (045, 0.73)
5 ‘TL P-value (2-sided) <0.0001
w 1eA B
@ ' =
> '
© |
|
;

02—

0o

At risk (censored)
Arcotatug tavatecan 230 (0) 218 (0) 149 (16) 88 (52) 43 (78] 14 (98)
TPC

AT demonstrated a statistically significant and clinically meaningful improvement in OS vs. TPC for CLDN18.2+ G/GEJA in the

%K : 2026 ESMO, [ &1E #4750 AT

# 7% +——PD-1/VEGF/CTLA-4 =4 CS2009 11 #A3k3E4£ 7

# 5 250k PD-1/VEGF/CTLA-4 =4 #1 #4k CS2009 &9 11 247 & 77 A1 %0 (NCT06741644,
HIERE 2026 59 A 6 B) M NSCLC WA P34 & 7773 —& L2545 PD-
LI TPS=1%#% ORR i 66.7%(48 5] 7T i#4&), L # TPS=50% A% ORR 87.5%(24 1) ;
— & 8hIZ IR AL JT ORR 80.8%;2/3 &Ik A % L& ORR 55.6%; =2 &% 25 ORR 16.7%.
Ge AP AR 12 =3 44 TRAE ¥ 2540 25.9%., BE4-40 52.4%, AMEF) CTLA-4 8%y
FEEBRET

CS2009 £ 4 3k s A& 3t AR 889 PD-1/VEGF/CTLA-4 =3, £ 27T —& % 253% =+ ORR
WWREEMBAIA PD-1+L T 7 £, BRAEKLFESEFTHZEMETRTEEEZ A
NSCLC AZ£69#% 7 o fE4% %% (PD-1/VEGF i) EL 3kt L 693 & F, CS2009 ¥4 CTLA-
4 RF FE5R f S SE 0 £ AL UEME RS S K E,

Px ARG — R 47 5 9 24
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B #£31: CS2009 (PD-1/VEGF/CTLA-4 =4.) —ZE 2477 PD-L1 TPS21%8 %) NSCLC 77
AR (11 H#)

Efficacy: Group 3 (1L NSCLC, monotherapy)
CS2009 monotherapy demonstrated compelling clinical efficacy in first-line, PD-L1 TPS 21% NSCLC
Al Evaluable Patients] __ 20mghkg | 30mgkg ] _ Squamous | _Non-squamous |

TPS 1% ORR, % (n) 66.7% (32/48) 58.3% (14/24) 75.0% (18/24) 69.0% (20/29) 63.2% (12/19)
2 DCR, % (n) 93.8% (45/48) 95.8% (23/24) 91.7% (22/24) 96.6% (28/29) 89.5% (17/19)
TPS 550% ORR, % (n) 87.5% (21/24) 76.9% (10/13) 100% (11/11) 91.7% (11/12) 83.3% (10/12)
Bl DCR, % (n) 95.8% (23/24) 92.3% (12113) 100% (11/11) 100% (12/12) 91.7% (11/12)
o]
I - 1
£ LU
$ o ”'”‘nunnn”
2 PRpR
w| TPS21% e

S 21%
h DB RLLL L LD L LML L D EL L L L AL RL L i

POLI(H) 502 560530 5 75 5 40204020 2 3090994395 307040 3 40 1 608030 3 96 659090 7030 0030 59,80 1090 60 § 8065 1

Moains
Median DoR and median PFS were not reached due to short follow-up.

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 %7

£ EXE ——ASTRIDE k3 kHFEFA BT EA L OS KK Y, ZHEREHR

B RZXFENER LR (PD-1) BEAibyg by fl skt (PD-L1) BEALSF —&KEH £
B )iz ) o ifi & (ES-SCLC) #9FEAUHF4E4F % ASTRIDE (N=201, £H 70 £+,
HFAERE 2026 52 A 18 B, Pz 141 A0) AR ITT AZE mOS A 124 vs
10.2 A~ A, HR=0.82 (95%CI: 0.56-1.20); Kki&x B FAHLST L4 mOS # 13.4vs 10.8 4
A, HR=0.77. k&% %7 @ PFS (5.4vs 4.9 4~ A, HR=0.95). ORR (65.7% vs 67.0%) .
DoR A ZAMABEAIMYE, ZAXLABARLT (REXBELER), §ABIE
ASTRUM-005 &3k Il AL R A FBEAFEP O — R M,

ASTRIDE & ES-SCLC A3 B ANk 3t Sk tb i B AP %08 Ao & S A4 F e ATRE HAF %, 2 OS
FAAR B R —H Gl X HF MG AL e £ B AP T RN, h £ BB E 5
FEMIEIEE., MEA RO AT B ES-SCLC £ 8 E, &£ BFEMERA B
FEBTHEF PD-1 2 —, #t—FIiEE = 4137 2 B IRt 2,

B #£32: ASTRIDE: Hf#F)| £ 4 vs FTHFIHELBFEE I T—H %77 £ F ES-SCLC 49 0S
R 28 A7

Efficacy: OS and subgroup analysis

100+ Median OS (95% Cl),  Events, . Bt Eﬂ'mfpﬂnm R iy IRlordesth
) Ry n (%) nl:gmp (Evonts/Pationts) ~ (Events/Patients) - (95%CI)
+ Serpiuiimab gro 124 (9.0-17.9 50 (49.5) <65 years ] 1937 ——  103(054197)
—+ Atezolizumab group  10.2 (8.4-13.2) 58 (58.0) 265 years 3963 —r 070 (0.44-1.13)
804 Hazard ratio (95% CI), 0.82 (0.56-1.20) Sex !
Female 2647 —— 0.79 (0.46-1.36)
Male 446 30153 —y— 0,87 (051-149)
<) Performance status !
= 1-year OS rate (95% CI) 0 ] ——— 020031229
< 60 4% (4 62,7 1 4976 —e— 0.89(0.58-1.36)
g 41.4% (302%-52.3%) : L : e
ofn L] = ", b
e e ¥ Race :
7 American Indian or Alaska native % 00 ' NE
@ Agoec 08 ra‘le (95% o Asian American 114 H NE
= 40 b Black or African American a8 ' NE
© 17.6% (8.1%~30.0%) White 4694 5388 — 078 (0.52-1.16)
[ Smoking history :
5 Current 17128 e 078 (0.41-1.51)
2 Former 4189 e 0.71(0.44-1.16)
1 Never 24 03 ' NE
am '
Liver metastasis. H
Yes 2140 —e 085(051-1.42)
No 3160 e 060 (0.33-1.09)
¢ u Brain metastasi :
| — 1 T T——T T 1 Yes * 4 M4 ———e———  067(020231)
3 69 12 15 18 20 24 27 30 B b . b4 R byt
Time since randomization (months) 1+ cycle chemotherapy '
Yes 9/ 1224 ———  1.16(048-275)
Novatriak No: carieornd) = iy s No 418 & —et 077 (050-1.47)
Atezolizumab 100 (0) 89(3) 67(12) 39(21) 24(28) 18(30) 15(32) 9(36) 4(38) 0(42) 0(42) 0(42) 02 05 1278

Cl, confidence interval; HR, hazard ratio; NE, not evaluable; No., number; OS, overall survival.

& iR: 2026 ESMO, [ 4&iE AR 5CAT

R — M 457 5 9
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B B 4 #——B7H3 ADC 354 PD-L1 X VEGF &K 11 K ERR, 2BHELTE
I

w24 4 (Duality Biologics) 5 BioNTech 44k &9 B7H3 ADC elfetabart drozuntecan (elfe-
D/DB-1311/BNT324) #£4 PD-L1 X VEGF-A 4% pumitamig (BNT327/BMS986545) #4 4
IR (RABERE 2026 59 A 4 B, N=142, ~60%2=2 &i573) N & ditiE L
INFERBHIE, BERASE. BEEB. HE. BHE. M0 LR AN SR
Zik ORR 3£ 39.6%, H P 4ast 2597 £ 52 cORR &34 71.0% (UORR 80.6%), M 7& 38.1%.
B H S 40.9%, BRAELZ 10 Fo/ 3 MARBKREFUE T AT & B A Y 2% & F M E LT,
B 42 fR IG5 M AR 2 AP YT 32 L DLT A 254048 2 R F 44, =3 % TRAE 38.7%,
ILD 1% 0.7%.

iX A& 43 A A PD-(L)1 X VEGF 3Bk 4 B7TH3 ADC &9 15 Jk 4%, 102.0+ADC &9 5% 4 ok
HANZE RN RBATFHNR B R B, LM HIPEET cCORR A 70%, HiX
RRZHZ BT B REHZRET 2HF, WP RIET RE"ADCHO"-F & B A 49 45
JE b, Part2 F B Y BT EANG, J& SN E BRI L 5S40 [ AIEHEF T E £
*Eo

Bl #%33: elfe-D (B7H3 ADC) +pumitamig (PD-LI1XVEGF-A i) £ || RIZH B 7t/7 5%
}.E/g

Efficacy summary

Encouraging early responses were observed across all tumor types

Efficacy parameter

Prior treatment,
n;;ra;?fa""'g:; . 2(1-4) 2(1-5) 2(1-2) 2(14) 2(1-4) 2(1-5)

Follow-up duration,
e [ s 48(05-10.0) 7.4(36-125) 7.7(14-9.3) 6.1(4.0-114) 6.5 (2.6-86) 6.3(05-12.5)

Unconfirmed BOR, n (%)

CR 0 0 0 1(4.5) 2(6.5) 3(22)
PR 15(38.5) 8(30.8) 9(42.9) 10 (45.5) 23(742) 65 (46.8)
SD 19(48.7) 13 (50.0) 10 (47.6) 9 (40.9) 3(9.7) 54 (38.8)
PD 4(10.3) 5(19.2) 1(4.8) 2(9.9) 3(9.7) 15(10.8)
NE/missing 1(2.6) 0 1(4.8) 0 0 2(14)
UORR, % (95% Cl) 38.5 (23.4-55.4) 30.8 (14.3-51.8) 42.9 (21.8-66.0) 50.0 (28.2-71.8) 80.6 (62.5-92.5) 48.9 (40.4-57.5)
cORR, % (95% Cl) 231 (11.1-39.3) 26.9 (11.6-47.8) 38.1(18.1-61.6) 409 (20.7-63.6) 71.0 (52.0-85.8) 396 (314-48.2)
Pending confirmation, n (%)! 317 1(38) 0 1(4.5) 2(8.5) 7(5.0)
DCR, % (95% Cl) 87.2(726-95.7) 80.8 (60.6-93.4) 90.5 (69.6-98.8) 90.9 (70.8-98.9) 90.3 (74.2-98.0) 87.8(81.1-92.7)

*Effcacy-evaluatle paricpants: received 21 dose of study drug,
et th an cbserved CF

and 21 early reatment
w BOR was nol yet avaiable as of Septembar 4, 2026 g 2 oy 05, or hed confirmed PD before respanse conimatin.
445 of Oct 09, af the 7 responses pending confirmation at the data cutof, 3 have since been confirmed, whis the remaining 4 are awaisng the nex! fumar assessments

F B 2026 ESMO, [ 4k %5 5% T

Px ARG — R 47 5 9
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# T K KB, 3 255 K AL A6 RATHE I, 15 RRBA A 25 P FU R, BAA
MK EAK BB E S R E 4 5 4o 3 16 K ATFF R B Rk I AT TR
AT W R I, W R K IOIFOT B 45 BT, PARA BRI S, T
SHON ) AR B AR 75 E AR KA

2 R 3 BAKT MR G137 B LT XA LG R PR, RN, XI5 5 X4t
BRI ERBI GRS LI, TAEGBENHGFTIFRAMK TR, RABE &
KB LT AT AN AR R s R X AR F K.

HRENRIE, MEBREGMRF. EXREDRAEFERNFIEOMEES, 245
T Y B IHRBATK TG NAR BB T, 2540 587, NIIARLETHETREL GG
MR IR, A3t 8] Kk 89 B S N E R R @ # o

Px ARG — R 47 5 9

27



El 5 JiE 375

SINOLINK SECURITIES

R E Z RS 1 & AT R

A7k TR A
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HA&EFRBARA S 2T BiE A B EFEERAME, CEEEFRTER LS T,

AREAE B SIEFRRDA RN (AT RAR “EEIER") A, KEFEB @R, ETHAMFANAL TG T T X3T AR A& G4EAT IR HIAEAEAT
R LH. SR, #HE IR, B BH. TR, SETRILAN S A F A7 XAE R . Zd B @amaessl A, IR, FEAELR “BEiEfRn ARk
N8V, AR AR AT AT A M R & a9 M T A

AdpEay AKX T BE&IER AL RA RIAA TR AT HHRFRIBFTA, 2ESIERRLFT XA R MR LAZ &0 E oM Ao M FAALTIRIE. KRS
ROMAEB A RAR AR R, LRASH T &, MAREENET i G LA R MG RSN ERT HEIRF AR, BEIEF R A ARE AT 404
A AT AR R AR R B A K0 AT R R AT A, LARE P TR, &0 AR BIRE AR AT LA B G AT, A TRAEF R840
T, ThAME ALY, 7T B4R RRBIRAARE. KATRRME o km 5 EEIERLC L5300, F42 R B A BIE LM LA P28 ey &
R R R A AR o

AREBHLEZR, EETHRREAT RN FEZETIER, 2B IANEHREHEIT., FRERAGETIERI LSBT AN TS EROALE, TH
FHEFABRTESTHZRTH o ARETRBAYIER ISR T LGN, MMELLOKBETRETICER HmE s, TEGLGHFRERERKGEIL.

EPRLEEEINESIERGATRY AAREZAEGAZ TR, HREAAREAFERTEAFNE—RE, ERFLRELN TR L& F L snif 0937
H AR TN 6 e e, AR A LR L AL RITMRE, BRIERAEBURIREAR EH EAREGETELRERREFELHF TR, AR (EALR)
HRR BT RERY . WMETFOREEITERELERELTRARBA . FE, TR F O RARERZN, B EIEFR TR P 69 ) 55 R AR o &
fTietk, BAEATH R T BT A MAIRE .

BERBEAFQTRAT, BEIERNGXIKIA TR AHA ML T 5 RN )BT RATRIERFHAT S, H TR A XN 5] E AR R F IR S A 23R 5o

AREFFCERE, AASESHEERLEEANTIRIAFO LR E, KA ZFRTREGART . BEIERFREMMAME KIRE DAL A B SIERGE
Fo ARETTRMART BB ANE, RAFSEHOMAAT RS, BB GERMTRAHELHFRLIE), KRERERSEFRHDA RN E P F R
P23 T C3 48 (4 C3 44) M3 iTH A AMEP @ &0 EREBERF EAAANE P MR, BARRE &, REAMAHTE P X THEIERRE R
TEMERRE% . FTAREFRAGEATIERARERTR, ARSI ATRE A F O RZHBT, &0 B SIERFTMEHTHRE, EEMRE, BeiE
AR K AKX FEFAL,

& B & 1E F AN G ALAT A S ALK E AR, N B ZAA SANAR R ZT A RIZEIRFTE, RIS TR AR E £ 1E K 5 K E ARSI A AR AR
A HW, BEIEFR R A RALAT I,
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