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FIG. 1
Dose level 150 mg/mZ2, (mean, SD)
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FIG. 2
Dose level 220 mg/mZ2, (mean, SD)
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FiG. 3
Dose level 275 mg/mZ2 , (mean, SD)
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FIG. 4
Dose level 275 mg/mZ , Day 1 and Day
11 (mean, split X—axis)
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FIG. 5
Dose level 340 mg/mZ2, (mean, SD)
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FIG. 6
AUCio1017-AAG and AUCsotq17—AG for
all patients
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FIG. 7
CmaxDay 1 and Day 11 (Banerji, et al.))
vs. data from this study (Example 2
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FIG. 8
AUCsotqfor six dose levels in Banerji et dl.
(2002) compared to Example 2
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ZAKT+ cells in total BM cells
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Increased apoptosis as measured by the
mitochondrial potential in plasma cells (p=0.06)
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FIG. 12 6/6

Percent change in serum M—spike and urine
M—protein of a patient (150 mg/m?dose level)
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FIG. 13

Percent change in serum M—spike and total IgG
of a patient (275 mg/m?dose level)
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