ASCO Perceived Impact of Investigator Toolkit
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* The Targeted Agent and Profiling Utilization Registry * In November 2023, TAPUR conducted a 6-month follow-up
(TAPUR) Study is a phase Il, precision oncology, multi- STUDY DOCUMENTS AND TOOLS Investigator Toolkit survey to assess the use of the Investigator Toolkit module.
basket clinical trial that evaluates the antitumor activity of view | et | Revisions || Gran The response rate was 77.6% (38/49 responses).
FDA-apprOved drugS outside of their apprOved This page is aimed to assist TAPUR clinicians navigate screening, and post enrollment visits.  Results demonstrated that most |nveStigat0rS (896%)
indication(s) in patients with advanced cancers with rorc . S—— Pre:Screening Guides/Resources* found the Investigator Toolkit module to be helpful and
specific genomic alterations (Mangat et al., 2018), e e e BT T CCC o0 LG NEW MOdLIS at least once perweek (76.5%).

+ The TAPUR Study has over 260 academic and community B e * When asked to rank how often they accessed each
clinical sites across 28 states in the United States which « Table 131 Stuly Scheclule of Assessments v1 (Protocol Version 6.0) resource, the results were consistent across the board with

» How to Identify Available TAPUR Study Cohort(s) For Participant Enrollment Workflow

the initial survey.

Molecular Tumor Board (MTB) Resources

currently utilize 14 treatment arms.

CLINICAL SITE REGULATORY

e The Study consists of approximate|y 170 cohorts, defined COMMUNICATIONS TRAINING DIRECTORY DOCUMENTS : ic:eju:e O:mg meegngs&&;eyiewssimis;.ionCcUt?:fTTimej Marcl;-MayZZé);j * Further analysis showed that 39.5% of Investigators found
as drug/tumor type/genomic alteration which may open or - Howto Navigae the TAPUR Molecuiar Tumor Board Process it somewhat helpful, 21.1% very helpful, 15.8% slightly
close as the enroliment goal is reached using the Simon- § Pl s helpful, 13.2% extremely helpful, while only 10.5% found it
two stage study design. e e not at all helpful.

» Study resources are stored on a private website that is — I Conclusions
accessible by TAPUR Clinical Site Staff. There are 8 ; ; ;

. . . * TAPUR Study EDC Workflow and Forms « Of the multiple resources available in the module, there
modules that contain resources (Figure 1). Treating R aril Ersscn taiiins . .
- . . ; . were two resources which TAPUR Investigators seem to
phySICIanS must reVIeW TAPUR resou rceS dally to Identlfy (*Investigators may use this presentation to promote the TAPUR Study within their organization/community)

access most of the time or all the time: cohort status report
and matching rules table.

* The entire module did not prove to be effective for the

team surveyed TAPUR Investigators to determine which Figure 3. Investigator Assessment of Toolkit Utility TAPUR Study. However, there has been other research
resources were accessed the most. These resources were ’

then compiled to create a new “Investigator Toolkit”
module (Figure 2).

available treatment arms. « TAPUR Overview (May 2024)
* In 2023 as part of study recruitment initiatives, the study

depicting the success in creating and using an investigator
oo toolkit (Higgins et al., 2022).
« We recommend Sponsors focus on enhancing the existing

Initial Survey and Results o 3057, tools that are perceived most valuable to investigators and
. An online panel survey was administered to the 49 TAPUR =t creating a toolkit aimed at recruitment and marketing.
Study site Investigators in April 2023 with a 91.8% o Acknowledgements
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report (60%) and the matching rules (27%). . References:
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