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BACKGROUND OBJECTIVE

~ * To assess the safety and efficacy of empasiprubart in ARDA (NCT05225675), a phase 2, multicenter,

Empasiprubart Binds C2 and Blocks 4 randomized, double-blinded, placebo-controlled, parallel-group study in adults with MMN (Figure 2)

Activation of the Classical and Lectin
Complement Pathways

FIGURE 1 Empasiprubart Proposed
Mechanism of Action
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ta rgetl ng C2 W|th em pa Sl p Fu ba rt In an Empasiprubart FcRn 2 information Eét - *Probable/definite MMN diagnosis was made according to EFNS/PNS 2010 guidelines.t "The length of the monitoring period depended on an individual’s IVIg dose frequency. *DBTP began 7 days after final IVlg administration during

. . il the monitoring period. Participants were retreated with IVIg if there was a clinically meaningful deterioration, defined as a >30% decline in the grip strength of either hand observed for >2 consecutive days and/or a decline of >2
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RESULTS (®) KEY TAKEAWAYS
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*Dotted line indicates the threshold for achieving CMI (=8 kPa; participants achieving CMI are highlighted by the green box). "Baseline values were established following
K *Defined as the time from last IVIg administration before randomization (including unscheduled visits) up to first IVIg retreatment during the DBTP. / \ IVlg monitoring period and prior to initiation of the DBTP. /
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