Evaluating the relative treatment efficacy of CD40 agonist mitazalimab in combination with mFOLFIRINOX in patients
with metastatic pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (mPDAC) using unanchored indirect treatment comparisons (ITCs)
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OPTIMIZE-1 study overview
OPTIMIZE-1 (NCT04888312) is a phase 1b/2, open-label, multicenter study designed
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Significant differences are represented in bold. Level of significance is 10%; NS: Not specified.

Data sources: A systematic literature review was conducted to identify relevant
published evidence from randomized Phase 2/3 trials on the efficacy and safety of
FOLFIRINOX, mFOLFIRINOX or NALIRIFOX in previously untreated mPDAC.
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improvement of the OS in favor of mitazalimab in patients with mPDAC
compared to (m)FOLFIRINOX/NALIRIFOX.
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> NALIRIFOX-based: NAPOLI-3
Mitazalimab + mFOLFIRINOX showed superior OS to the pooled mFOLFIRINOX/

Pooled comparisons: FOLFIRINOX/NALIRIFOX trials when using the STC and MAIC approaches

> Pool #1: OPTIMIZE-1 vs. all FOUR trials with FOLFIRINOX = 1m i oa a0
> Pool #2: OPTIMIZE-1 vs. all FIVE trials with FOLFIRINOX / NALIRIFOX
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