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GR H-score correlates with tumor and
immune infiltrate
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GR expression correlates with PD-L1
expression
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GR correlations with suppressed T-cell
infiltrate in melanoma
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GR correlations with suppressed T-cell
infiltrate in melanoma
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Relacorilant restores T-cell activation in the
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CD3+ cell surface receptors suppressed by
cor‘ttsoi and rescued by relacorilant
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Cytokines/chemokines are suppressed by
cortisol and rescued by relacorilant
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Cytokines/chemokines are suppressed by
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Relacorilant promotes aPD1 response in

EG7 model
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Detailed comparison of aPD1 vs
aPD1+relacorilant

=~ D1 ﬁ
_ —uPD1 +relacorilant
£ £
5 ¥ 100
2L :
NV s S 2 50
- e = _~
s 0 10 20 30 E g
Day post randomization ® 3 {}8“3 3{3 3}3
& aPD1 + relacorifant | Da
E 3000 o y
£ 2000- *¥*¥p=0.002
$10000 4
8 e
R ¢ 10 20 30

Day post randomization

FIG. 8



WO 2021/163058

10/17 PCT/US2021/017259

Serum IL-10 EG7

serum IL-10

Unpaired non-parametric
T-test 0.0015

FIG.9



WO 2021/163058 11/17 PCT/US2021/017259

LB {CXCLE), IDO1, and EP4 {PTGERA4) are suppressed in
Phi/ll solid tumor study of Relacorilant+ nab-paclitaxel
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Biomarker summary in patient with CR

RNA levels
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Summary of ‘remarkable’ responders
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Summary of ‘remarkabie’ responders from
Phi solid tumor study
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