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BACKGROUND AIMS METHODS CONCLUSIONS

- Bispecific antibodies (BsAb) are universally - Use real-world clinical data to inform post- - Wg condgcted_g retrospect!ve cohort study - This large-scale, real-world analysis
avallable, off-the-shelf therapies that have treatment surveillance for patients on Bispecific using de-identified electronic health records characterizes the incidence and distribution of
demonstrated high efficacy in treating various Antibody therapy from the TriNetX database SPMs in patients treated with Bispecific
hematologic malignancies and solid tumors - Identify the most frequently observed SPM - Adullts (21§ years) diagnosed with hematologic Antibody therapy

- Despite the therapeutic successes, long-term subtypes within the solid tumor and hematologic Tahgnan;gezlg;éween Qgtotﬁ_r %5’ 2_022|,CaDnci 5 - The rates of SPMs highlight the critical
side effects, specifically the risk for second malignancy categories nggzry ; , Were iaentitied using ] relevance of these events in the post-treatment
primary malignancies (SPMs), remain elusive - Determine the incidence of SPMs among adults The or t the devel  of period and underscore the necessity for

with hematologic malignancies receiving T oo primary DWeome was e deve Opment o continued oncological surveillance

- This study leverages a large-scale, real-world i £ . Antbody th SPMs, stratified into solid tumor (ST) and
database to evaluate the prevalence and ISpeciiic Antibody therapy hematologic malignancies (HMs) categories

types of SPMs - Risk was calculated as incidence proportions
within the cohort
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This report describes a Analyze Outcomes Analysis,
Fereentage (%) — i 1 i ok UaF a8 e named Bites Analysis Hematologic amlignancy (1), generated

by the TriNetX platform on Jan 28, 2026, 01:58:02 UTC. This
analysis describesthe outcomes for cohort BITES with
4,183 patients.

Geographical

Categor e .
sory Distribution

East North West North East South West South

Central Central SoNEvALantic Central Central viguntain Pacific

Subcategory New England Middle Atlantic

l

Percentage (%) 5.00 21.00 11.00 7.00 14.00 2.00 8.00 7.00 | 14.00
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