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Oscotec-Agios Global License Agreement
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Agios Pharmaceuticals
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pyrukynd
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PKD = Pyruvate Kinase Deficiency; SCD = Sickle Cell Desease
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Cevidoplenib Development History

2010 2015 2020 2025

; Preclinical/CMC

= patentried | (D
=) (Com) z ; s : = = 5 s s
Phase Il (RA) A oDD
: Phase Il (ITP) :

©) Patent filed
< (polymorph) :

CMC = Chemistry Manufacturing and Control; CoM = Composition of Matter; RA = Rheumatoid Arthritis, ITP =
Immune Thrombocytopenia; lIT = Investigator-Initiated Trial; BE = Bioequivalence



Cevidoplenib Summary
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Antibody-

Anti-Phospholipid Syndrome

Investigator-Initiated Trial; AbMR

Mechanism of Action; RA = Rheumatoid Arthritis; IIT =
ANCA-Associated Vasculitis; APS

Mediated Transplantation Rejection; AAV
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From Agios IR

Phase 2 secondary endpoints show clinically meaningful
platelet responses aligned with registrational standards

Cevidoplenib Placebo 2-sided
(400mg; N = 22) (N=12) P-value
PLT =30,000/uL AND AVG PLT Primary endpoint limited assessment of benefit

. i . o ; » Does not measure durability of PLT response
Primary endpoint  =2x baseline at any visit during 63.6% 33.3% 0.151 . Response dependenton barieline PLT Fevel
12-wk treatment period’

= Mot aligned with ITP regulatory precedent

Key secondary =2 consecutive PLT 0o 2
endpoint =30,000/pL 50. 8.3% 0.015
) Secondary endpoints evaluated durability

PLT =50,000/uL in =4 of the * Repeated PLT responses over time

last 6 visits 27.3% 0% - *  Endpoints aligned with ITP regulato I dent
Other secondary P ene ee Ty precede
Sl PLT =50,000/pL in 24 of the 26.4% 0%

last 8 visits - -

Phase 2 results show clinically meaningful, durable platelet responses
1. Without the use of rescue medications. 2. Nominal p-value. AVG = Average; PLT = platelet; ITP = Immune Thrombocytopenia. JC aglos | 2
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sk R&D T 2f: Roadmap to 2030

(2020 ) C 2025 ) ( 202778 ) ( 2030 )

Denfivontinib —— % YATIRI
AADEL — RN — sanofi

%4 KANAPH —» OCT-598

OCT-648

OCT-598 L

OCT-648
CTR1
CTR2

= +2 Preclinical candidates
Double the R&D capability
= Cancer therapy resistance

|

B Clinical stage — HTS/HCS Platform = +2 Preclinical candidates

o - Internal & external programs = Continued focus on CTR

BN Preclinical stage = Map out the expansion plan = Partnership (Collabo, L/I,
Discovery stage - New modality/technology or M&A) for expansion

- New disease area






