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CONCLUSION | Long-Term CNM-Au8 30mg Treatment Resulted in Continued Improvement of Low Contrast Vision, Cognition, and Global Neurological Function
Desigh Overview | Phase 2 Study: 48-Week Double-Blind Placebo-Controlled LTE Results | Primary and Secondary Clinical Efficacy Outcomes Up to Week 144
Treatment Period With Up to 96-Week Long-Term Open Label
Extension (LTE) at the CNM-Au8 30mg Dose 1° EP | LCLA Change Across Eyes (Total Correct Letters)
« Enrolled stable relapsing remitting MS participants with chronic optic neuropathy on background DMTs (92% treated Original CNM-Au8 Ex-Placebo to CNM-Au8
with DMT: 53% monoclonal antibody infusion, 32% oral)
« n=73 of 150 planned - study ended prematurely due to COVID pandemic-related enrollment challenges Longitudinal LCLA | Change from Baseline (Total Correct, Both Eyes) | All Active Longitudinal LCLA | Change from Baseline (Total Correct, Both Eyes)
. L : S . : : In LTE Participants Originally Randomized to CNM-Au8 (n=35), mITT Population In LTE Participants Originally Randomized to Placebo (n=11), mITT Population
f ERvas oiteredito participants irsAustralia; n= 55 were eligible and continued into the LTE LS Mean + SEM, Change from Baseline (Preliminary) LS Mean =+ SEM, Change from Baseline (Preliminary)
’ - 12.5- : 12.5= : .
Primary and Secondary Endpoints at Week 48 Tl e e A T
r NI/ ~N ’gz ] Period # 4 4 # # B Period *k |
© o mITT Population: o 400+ T - T 0 10.0 .- R
1 EP 2 EP included all valid g§ i NG *— Impro":me”t il e r ) Improvement
Change in Low Change in modified MS Functional Composite clinical data; censored gn‘é’ 1 b T N~e—o— | ¢ S B // AN
Contrast Letter (MMSFC, 6-domain) observations involved: %g - ‘/_ i =8 75 . e ) A
i = - o T T S 1 L £ P -
Acuity (LCLA) -’ « Change in mobility 85 - T N / £ 9 _ 4 \’o’/ 1
assist device (cane 55 R X / ¢ L 2 O /
& Oc 50- ¢ Q& 5.0 /
to walker) for T“é ' / o & — ,I 1
T|—rrH>+ W= ee — - . et (o) -t
iy Llee, T25FW (n=) I N S 2§ oo |/ :
OHPT SDMT T25FWT LCLA - Invalid data from 1 S 254 /| = 254 o—e | | ol
— -- (D/ND) (Affected/ or 11 sites (n=9) with ] A > 5 | i . ........................................................................................................................................ >
i e . L NI LCLA festing lssues Open Label Period (CNM-Au8 30mg) o | Open Label Period (CNM-Au8 30mg)
= | — T T T T T '|0—='—_l—|—l—_l_—l—|—l—l—l—r
: 24 48 72 96 120 144 0 24 48 72 96 120 144
LTE Safety CNM-Au8 treatment was safe and well-tolerated during the LTE _ _

« Treatment emergent adverse events (TEAES) were transient and predominantly mild-to-moderate; the most
common TEAEs included: upper respiratory infection (56%), headache (36%), urinary tract infection (20%)

« b0 SAEs were reported over 82.9 years of cumulative participant follow-up including: (2) nephrolithiasis, (1) non-
ST elevation myocardial infarction, (1) diverticulitis, (1) neutropenia, and (1) pneumonia; all resolved and were

assessed as not related to CNM-AuU8 by the investigators

« No dose limiting adverse events; average daily treatment compliance was 94% (bottles consumed/dispensed)
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LTE: LS mean difference vs. randomization baseline: # p<0.0001, ** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, *p<0.05

®- Original Placebo (LTE participants only)

LTE: LS mean difference vs. randomization baseline: # p<0.0001, *** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, *p<0.05
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LTE: LS mean difference vs. randomization baseline: # p<0.0001, ** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, *p<0.05
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LS Mean + SEM, Change from Baseline (Preliminary)
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LTE: LS mean difference vs. randomization baseline: # p<0.0001, **+ p<0.001, ** p<0.01, *p<0.05

(Post-Randomization)

MMRM accounts for missing data; all visits with > 60% participant values are graphed.

LTE: LS mean difference vs. randomization baseline: # p<0.0001, *+* p<0.001, ** p<0.01, *p<0.05
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®- Original Placebo (LTE participants only)

ex-Placebo to CNM-Au8 30mg OLE

ex-Placebo to CNM-Au8 30mg OLE
(Without Ouitlier, n=1)
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