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X ALS

CONCLUSION: RESCUE-ALS has established safety and suggested efficacy of CNM-AuS8, a cellular energetic
catalyst, for the treatment of ALS
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Primary endpoint p-value is based on mixed model repeat measures with treatment, visit, treatment by visit interaction as fixed effects, and baseline value and ENCALS score as covariates. An unstructured covariance model was used.
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P-value is based on MMRM model with treatment, visit, treatment by visit interaction as fixed effects,
and baseline value, and ENCALS score as covariates. An unstructured covariance model was used.
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