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FIG. 2
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FIG. 3

Overall Survival

Amivantamab-chemotherapy continues o demonstrate g clear and improving OS trend vs chemotherapy’
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18-month fandimark for 08 was 58% for amivantamab-chemotherapy vs 40% for chemotherapy
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FIG. 4

Time to Symptomatic Progression

TTEP was significendly improved with amivanfamab-oiremotherapy vs chemotherapy®
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27% reduction in the risk of symptomatic progression with amivantamab-chemotherapy vs chemotherapy
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FIG. 5

Time to Treatment Discontinuation

TTD was significantly profonged with amivantamah-chematherapy vs chemotherapy®
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For amivantamab-chemotherapy, ~5-fold more patients remained on freatment at 18 months vs chemotherapy
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FIG. 6

T:me to Subsequent Therapy

TTST was signfficantly projonged with amivaniamab-chemotherapy vs chemotherapy®
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Median TTST was ~2-fold {onger with amivantamab-chemotherapy vs chemotherapy {12.2 vs 8.6 mo)
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FIG. 7

PFS After First Subsequent Therapy
PF52 was significantly profanged with amivantamab-chemotherapy vs chemotherapy®
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18-month landmark PFS2 was 39% for amivantamab-chemotberapy vs 27% for chematherapy



