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Chemical stability comparison of AA-MI-061, Cpd Ex No. 2, Cpd Ex No. 7 and Cpd Ex No. 8 in
Figure 1A. 1:1 CH3CN to H;O; Figure 1B. 1:1 MeOH to H,O; and Figure 1C. cell culture media
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Figure 2B

SJ5A-1 Tumor Growth
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Efficacy in the SJSA-1 xenograft model in mice of Figure 2A. AA-MI-061 achieving 90% tumor

regression; and Figure 2B. Compound No. 2 showing partial tumor growth inhibition, and

Compounds No. 7 and No. 8 demonstrating complete (100%) tumor regression.
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SdSA-T Tumor Growth
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Efficacy in the SISA-1 xenograft model in mice of Compound No. 8. Compound No. 8
demonstrated tumor regression with different dosing schedules (e.g., daily at 100 mg/kg, every

other day at 200 mg/kg, and days 1-3 per week).
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