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ABSTRACT 39 

Purpose: Bromodomain and extra-terminal domain (BET) inhibitors (BETi) have demonstrated 40 

epigenetic modulation capabilities, specifically in transcriptional repression of oncogenic 41 

pathways. Preclinical assays suggest that BETi potentially attenuates the PD1/PD-L1 immune 42 

checkpoint axis, supporting its combination with immunomodulatory agents. 43 

Patients and Methods: A Phase 1b clinical trial was conducted to elucidate the pharmacokinetic 44 

and pharmacodynamic profiles of the BET inhibitor RO6870810, as monotherapy and in 45 

combination with the PD-L1 antagonist atezolizumab, in patients with advanced ovarian 46 

carcinomas and triple-negative breast cancer (TNBC). Endpoints included maximum tolerated 47 

dosages, adverse event profiling, pharmacokinetic evaluations, and antitumor activity. 48 

Pharmacodynamic and immunomodulatory effects were assessed in tumor tissue (by 49 

immunohistochemistry and RNA-seq) and in peripheral blood (by flow cytometry and cytokine 50 

analysis). 51 

Results: The study was terminated prematurely due to a pronounced incidence of immune-related 52 

adverse effects in patients receiving combination of RO6870810 and atezolizumab. Anti-tumor 53 

activity was limited to 2 patients (5.6%) showing partial response.  Although target engagement 54 

was confirmed by established BETi pharmacodynamic markers in both blood and tumor samples, 55 

BETi failed to markedly decrease tumor PD-L1 expression and had a suppressive effect on anti-56 

tumor immunity. Immune effector activation in tumor tissue was solely observed with the 57 

atezolizumab combination, aligning with this checkpoint inhibitor's recognized biological effects. 58 

Conclusions: The combination of BET inhibitor RO6870810 with the checkpoint inhibitor 59 

atezolizumab presents an unfavorable risk-benefit profile for ovarian cancer and TNBC (triple-60 

negative breast cancer) patients due to the increased risk of augmented or exaggerated immune 61 

reactions, without evidence for synergistic anti-tumor effects. 62 

Trial registration: ClinicalTrials.gov ID NCT03292172 63 

Keywords: bromodomain, BET inhibitor, immunotherapy, phase Ib solid tumors, TNBC, ovarian 64 

cancer 65 
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BACKGROUND 67 

Epigenetic modifications are fundamental in guiding gene expression patterns, and alterations in 68 

these modifications are frequently associated with the onset of various malignancies(1). One 69 

prominent mechanism of epigenetic regulation is the reversible acetylation of histones, which 70 

allows for dynamic gene expression modulation in response to various stimuli. At the heart of this 71 

process is the Bromodomain and extra-terminal domain (BET) protein family, which includes 72 

BRD2, BRD3, and BRD4, and the testis-specific BRDT. Serving as epigenetic "readers", these 73 

proteins specifically identify and bind to acetylated histones(2). 74 

 75 

Recently, the therapeutic promise of BET protein inhibition has emerged, leading to the 76 

development of small molecule BET inhibitors (BETi), such as JQ1, which acts by binding the 77 

bromodomains of BET proteins, inhibiting their chromatin association and thereby modulating 78 

gene expression(3, 4). RO6870810 (also known as RG6146 or TEN-010), is a new non-covalent 79 

BETi. Despite its structural resemblance to JQ1, RO6870810 has superior solubility and stability, 80 

potentially offering therapeutic advantages (5). 81 

 82 

BRD4, a primary target of RO6870810, is a universal gene transcription regulator(6). It has been 83 

linked to the upregulation of oncogenes like MYC, BCL2, CDK6, and FOSL1(7-10). Notably, 84 

BRD4 preferentially binds to super-enhancers, which are vast regulatory regions known for 85 

controlling genes necessitating high expression levels(11, 12). While the sensitivity to BETi isn’t 86 

solely dictated by super-enhancers(6, 13), genes adjacent to these regions may be linked to BRD4 87 

inhibition. 88 

 89 
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In hematological malignancies, particularly those with MYC and BCL2 overexpression due to 90 

super-enhancer-driven transcriptional control, BETi has shown moderate success(14, 15). 91 

Accumulating evidence also suggests potential BETi susceptibility in solid tumors, like triple-92 

negative breast cancer (TNBC) and advanced ovarian cancer which presently need effective 93 

treatments. Notably, BRD4 amplification has been documented in these cancers(16), and MYC 94 

amplification is prevalent in recurring ovarian tumors(17). Furthermore, BET proteins' roles in 95 

immune function have potential utility in cancer therapy. While early research highlighted JQ1's 96 

ability to suppress immune regulators in various tumor models(18-20), newer preclinical studies 97 

showcase BETi's diverse impacts on immune cell subtypes and activation. 98 

 99 

The safety and efficacy of the BET inhibitor RO6870810 combined with venetoclax and rituximab 100 

was previously investigated for the treatment of relapsed or refractory diffuse large B-cell 101 

lymphoma (DLBCL) (20). In this phase 1b trial involving 39 patients, the combination therapy 102 

showed tolerability with manageable toxicities. Dose-limiting toxicities included neutropenia, 103 

diarrhea, and hyperbilirubinemia. The maximum tolerated dose (MTD) for the combination of 104 

RO6870810 and venetoclax was established at 0.65 mg/kg for RO6870810 and 600 mg for 105 

venetoclax. For the triple combination of RO6870810, venetoclax, and rituximab, the MTDs were 106 

0.45 mg/kg, 600 mg, and 375 mg/m², respectively. The combination showed promising anti-tumor 107 

activity with an overall response rate of 38.5% and complete responses in 20.5% of patients. 108 

 109 

Another phase 1b trial was conducted to determine the maximum tolerated dose (MTD) and 110 

optimal biological dose (OBD) of RO6870810 monotherapy in patients with advanced multiple 111 

myeloma (21). Though pharmacodynamic results indicated the on-target effects of RO6870810, 112 

clinical responses were infrequent and, when present, transient. These findings align with the 113 
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preliminary activity noted for RO6870810 in an earlier first-in-human dose-escalation study. 114 

There, objective response rates (ORRs) stood at 25% (2/8) for nuclear protein of the testis 115 

carcinoma (NUT carcinoma), 2% (1/47) for other solid tumors, and 11% (2/19) for diffuse large 116 

B-cell lymphoma (DLBCL)(21). 117 

 118 

In a study by Roboz G.J. et al.(22), 32 patients with relapsed/refractory acute myeloid leukemia 119 

and hypomethylating agent–refractory myelodysplastic syndrome were treated with RO6870810 120 

monotherapy(22). Significant reductions in circulating CD11b+ cells, a known pharmacodynamic 121 

marker of BET inhibition, were observed at RO6870810 concentrations exceeding 120 ng/mL. 122 

Most side effects were mild, and there were no treatment-related fatalities. Although some patients 123 

showed signs of stabilization or remission, the development of RO6870810 as a standalone therapy 124 

was discontinued due to its limited efficacy. 125 

 126 

The ability of BETi to inhibit the PD-1/PD-L1 immune checkpoint pathway and bolster anti-tumor 127 

immunity suggests that combining it with a checkpoint inhibitor could yield improved clinical 128 

outcomes(23). Supporting this notion, preclinical studies using a combination of BETi with anti-129 

PD-1 or anti-PD-L1 antibodies have showcased synergistic anti-tumor effects in mouse models of 130 

lymphoma(19), melanoma(24), and non-small cell lung cancer(25). Yet, clinical evidence from 131 

such combination therapies remains unreported(23, 26).  132 

 133 

In this study, we present findings from a phase 1b clinical trial involving TNBC and ovarian cancer 134 

patients. These patients received treatment with the BETi RO6870810 as a monotherapy or in 135 

combination with atezolizumab (Tecentriq), a humanized IgG1 monoclonal antibody targeting 136 

PD-L1. Notably, atezolizumab has secured approval for treating PD-L1 positive metastatic 137 
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TNBC(27). Our study examines the potential anti-tumor immune activation facilitated by both 138 

RO6870810 monotherapy and its combination with atezolizumab. We offer a detailed biomarker 139 

analysis, highlighting transcriptional alterations and immune modulation in both tumor tissue and 140 

peripheral blood. This is the first study to explore the effects of combining BET inhibition with 141 

PD-L1 blockade to enhance therapeutic efficacy by targeting both the epigenetic regulation 142 

pathways and immune checkpoint pathways simultaneously. 143 

 144 

METHODS 145 

Study design 146 

We conducted a phase 1b, open-label, non-randomized trial on patients ≥18 years with TNBC and 147 

advanced ovarian cancer. We explored two treatment strategies: (1) immediate combination of 148 

RO6870810 administered subcutaneously, with intravenous atezolizumab (concomitant regimen, 149 

Fig. 1a), and (2) an initial 21-day single-agent, subcutaneous RO6870810 treatment, followed by 150 

its combination with intravenous atezolizumab (sequential regimen, Fig. 1b). The dose-escalation 151 

followed a classic 3+3 design with initially planned doses of 0.30 mg/kg, 0.45 mg/kg, and 0.65 152 

mg/kg. The study had four groups. Groups 1 and 2 focused on dose escalation for the concomitant 153 

and sequential treatments, respectively. Patients in group 1 received a starting-dose of 0.30 mg/kg 154 

for 14 days administered subcutaneously on a 3-week schedule. Once a cohort in group 1 was 155 

completed and deemed safe, group 2 began the 21-day run-in period, during which RO6870810 156 

monotherapy was administered to a minimum of 3 participants. Participants enrolled in group 2 157 

initially received RO6870810 as monotherapy during the first 14 days of a 21-day run-in period, 158 

starting at a dose of 0.30 mg/kg. Patients in the same dose level were treated simultaneously. 159 

Following the run-in period, participants continued to receive RO6870810 at the same dose in 160 

combination with 1200 mg atezolizumab in 21-day cycles. In the expansion phase, Cohorts 3 and 161 
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4 further investigated the concomitant regime for TNBC and ovarian cancer patients, using the 162 

optimal dose determined in Cohort 1. 163 

 164 

The study primarily aimed to ascertain the maximum tolerated dose (MTD) or maximum 165 

administered dose (MDA) of RO6870810 both as a standalone treatment and in combination with 166 

atezolizumab, by monitoring dose-limiting side effects and ongoing safety. The expansion groups 167 

enabled us to gauge the early clinical efficacy of RO6870810 when paired with atezolizumab. 168 

Additionally, understanding the immune modulation profiles of RO6870810, both as monotherapy 169 

and when combined with PD-L1 inhibition, was a goal for this study.  170 

 171 

Objective responses were assessed by investigators according to RECIST v1.1 and Immune 172 

Modified RECIST criteria. The grading of all adverse events (AEs) was based on the National 173 

Cancer Institute Common Toxicity Criteria for Adverse Events (NCI CTCAE) version 4.03.  174 

 175 

The study's methodology, eligibility criteria, dosing schedules, and safety protocols are detailed in 176 

the Supplementary Methods. Further information is accessible on ClinicalTrials.gov under trial ID 177 

NCT03292172 or via this direct link: https://clinicaltrials.gov/study/NCT03292172. 178 

 179 

Sample collection and analysis 180 

Blood samples were collected at specified intervals for biomarker analysis. Flow cytometry was 181 

conducted at Covance Central Laboratory using established protocols. Cytokine levels were 182 

measured using the ELLA method by Microcoat Biotechnologie. Tumor biopsies were processed 183 

for immunohistochemistry and RNA-seq to study gene expression and pathway activity. The 184 
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detailed methods, including sample preparation, analytical procedures, and statistical analyses, are 185 

provided in the supplementary methods section. 186 

 187 

RESULTS 188 

Patient demographics and key clinical data 189 

Dosing of RO6870810 190 

The dosing rationale was based on pharmacokinetic profile and tolerability of RO6870810 191 

observed in patients with NUT carcinoma, other solid tumors, and DLBCL(21). In this study, 192 

RO6870810 demonstrated overall tolerability across different indications except for a single dose-193 

limiting toxicity (DLT) of grade 3 cholestatic hepatitis observed in a patient with prostate cancer 194 

at 0.45 mg/kg on a 28-day schedule. This led to the expansion of the cohort without additional 195 

DLTs and dose escalation to 0.65 mg/kg. Although no DLTs were reported at this level during 196 

cycle 1, treatment discontinuations due to fatigue in cycle 2 prompted the exploration of a 14 of 197 

21 days schedule. This 0.65 mg/kg dose was identified as the recommended phase 2 dose for solid 198 

tumors. Similarly, in the study by Dickinson et al.(15), the maximum tolerated dose (MTD) for 199 

the combination of RO6870810 and venetoclax was established at 0.65 mg/kg for RO6870810 and 200 

600 mg for venetoclax. For the triple combination of RO6870810, venetoclax, and rituximab, the 201 

MTDs were determined to be 0.45 mg/kg for RO6870810, 600 mg for venetoclax, and 375 mg/m² 202 

for rituximab. 203 

 204 

Based on the safety profile and pharmacodynamic (PD) effects observed, a starting dose of 0.3 205 

mg/kg for 14 days on a 3-week schedule was selected as appropriate for the initial dose cohort of 206 

both groups. This dosage was anticipated to provide significant target PD effects while maintaining 207 
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a tolerable safety profile. This strategy aimed to optimize the therapeutic potential of RO6870810 208 

in combination with atezolizumab for the patient population in this study. 209 

 210 

Participants 211 

Thirty-six (36) patients with metastatic advanced ovarian cancer (n= 29) or triple negative breast 212 

cancer (n= 7) were included and received at least one dose of study drug in this open-label, dose 213 

finding and expansion phase 1 study. The total of 36 safety evaluable patients were enrolled in 214 

Denmark (8 patients), Canada (10 patients), the US (15 patients), and Australia (3 patients). Details 215 

of the groups and cohorts and their dosages are provided in Table 1. 216 

 217 

Twenty-seven patients were included in the dose escalation part (groups 1 and 2) and 9 patients 218 

were treated in the expansion phase at the recommended phase 2 dose of 0.45mg/kg. The median 219 

age of all enrolled female patients was 53 years (range: 34-72 years) with 22 patients (61.1%) 220 

showing an ECOG score of 1 and 14 patients (38.9%) an ECOG score of 0. All 36 enrolled patients 221 

discontinued the study treatment; the primary reasons for treatment discontinuation were 222 

progressive disease (21 patients [58.3%]) and AEs (8 patients [22.2%]). Of the 36 patients 223 

enrolled, 29 patients discontinued and 7 patients completed the study. The primary reasons for 224 

study discontinuation were death (12 patients [33.3%]), followed by a reason of “other” (7 patients 225 

[19.4%]). Further reasons of study discontinuation were withdrawal by the patient (6 patients 226 

[16.7%], progressive disease and study terminated by Sponsor (2 patients [5.6%]). 227 

 228 

Safety 229 

The study was terminated prematurely because of frequency and severity of adverse events (AEs) 230 

and an unfavorable risk-benefit profile of the combination of RO6870810 and Atezolizumab. All 231 
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participants (100%, 36/36) experienced at least one AE, with 97.2% (35/36) reporting treatment-232 

related AEs. A total of 473 AEs were documented. Discontinuation due to AEs affected 22.2% 233 

(8/36) of patients. 234 

 235 

Grade ≥3 AEs were reported in 63.9% (23/36) of patients, with serious adverse events (SAEs) 236 

occurring in 58.3% (21/36). Of these, treatment-related Grade ≥3 AEs were observed in 41.7% 237 

(15/36) of patients, and treatment-related SAEs in 33.3% (12/36). One dose-limiting toxicity 238 

(DLT) was identified at dose level 3, attributed to a Grade 3 systemic immune activation event in 239 

one patient from Group 1, Cohort 3, at a dosage of 0.65 mg/kg in combination with atezolizumab. 240 

This event, deemed related to the study treatment, led to the discontinuation of treatment for this 241 

patient. 242 

 243 

Among the 21 patients (58.3%) who experienced SAEs, a total of 35 SAEs were reported. SAEs 244 

occurring in ≥5% of patients included systemic immune activation (4 patients [11.1%]), small 245 

intestinal obstruction (3 patients [8.3%]), abdominal pain, chest pain, fatigue, and pyrexia (each 246 

reported by 2 patients [5.6%]). 247 

 248 

The system organ classes (SOCs) in which AEs were experienced by ≥50% patients were: General 249 

disorders and administration site conditions (35 patients [97.2%]), gastrointestinal disorder (29 250 

patients [80.6%]), metabolism and nutrition disorder (23 patients [63.9%]), and respiratory, 251 

thoracic and mediastinal disorders (19 patients [52.8%] each). The most frequently reported AEs, 252 

affecting at least 30% of participants, included fatigue and injection site reactions (66.7%, 24/36 253 

for each Preferred Term [PT]), diarrhea (50.0%, 18/36), nausea (44.4%, 16/36), decreased appetite 254 

(41.7%, 15/36), pyrexia (36.1%, 13/36), and vomiting (30.6%, 11/36). Adverse events related to 255 
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the study treatment and reported by at least 30% of the patients, were injection site reactions 256 

(66.7%, 24/36), fatigue (52.8%, 19/36), diarrhea (41.7%, 15/36), decreased appetite (36.1%, 257 

13/36), and nausea (33.3%, 12/36). 258 

 259 

The study recorded 15 deaths (41.7%), with nine deaths due to progressive disease and six deaths 260 

(16.7%) reported during long-term follow-up where the cause of death was unknown. None of the 261 

deaths were treatment-related. 262 

 263 

Although there were laboratory abnormalities in both hematological (high and low) and clinical 264 

chemistry (high and low) parameters, none of these were considered clinically significant. No 265 

clinically meaningful differences from baseline were noted in the vital signs.  266 

 267 

Efficacy 268 

Response was measured according to RECIST overall response. Out of 31 evaluable patients, two 269 

patients exhibited a partial response (PR), fifteen patients demonstrated stable disease (SD), and 270 

fourteen patients were classified with progressive disease (PD) as their best objective response 271 

(Figure 2). Further breakdown and detailed analysis of patient responses across different groups 272 

and cohorts are documented in Table 2.  273 

 274 

The two partial responses were observed in Group 1, Cohort 1, which received a dosage of 0.3 275 

mg/kg concurrently, and in Group 1, Cohort 2, with a 0.45 mg/kg concurrent dosage. Five patients 276 

were excluded from the clinical response evaluation due to the absence of post-baseline response 277 

data and were therefore categorized as having progressive disease.  278 

 279 
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Pharmacodynamic effects for BETi biomarkers 280 

Pharmacodynamic (PD) biomarkers for RO6870810 were evaluated in peripheral blood and tumor 281 

tissue. BET inhibitors are known to target peripheral blood monocytes(28), which are critical 282 

determinants of cancer-associated inflammation. A previous study with RO6870810 has suggested 283 

that circulating monocyte levels in peripheral blood can be used as a potential biomarker for the 284 

pharmacodynamic effects(29). Figure 3A presents the results of circulating monocytes following 285 

concurrent or sequential administration of RO6870810 and atezolizumab. We observed a 286 

significant decrease in CD14+/CD11b+ monocytes after the initial treatment cycle, with the lowest 287 

counts recorded between days 8 and 14 post-treatment. These levels then recovered by day 21. 288 

  289 

We further investigated the expression of genes affected by BET inhibitors (BETi) within the 290 

tumor tissue using RNA sequencing (RNA-seq). The genes CD180, CCR2, MYC and HEXIM1 291 

are previously reported pharmacodynamic markers of BETi in different settings(26). On day 21,  292 

significant reductions in the levels of CCR2 and CD180 were confirmed under both the concurrent 293 

regimen and the monotherapy initiation with RO6870810, while MYC and HEXIM1 were not 294 

significantly affected (Figure 3B). The treatment also led to the downregulation of the BRD4 super 295 

enhancer, alongside specific changes in the expression of apoptotic and BCL2 family genes 296 

(Figure 3C). Notably, BCL2 and BCL2L1 were upregulated, whereas IGLL5 and IRF4 were 297 

downregulated. These gene expression changes, particularly within the context of apoptosis and 298 

lymphocyte regulation, underscore the potential mechanisms through which RO6870810 exerts its 299 

anti-tumor effects. 300 

 301 

We also examined the changes in cellular subsets and soluble biomarkers within peripheral blood 302 

as assessed by flow cytometry and cytokine profiling. Besides the decrease in CD14+/CD11b+ 303 
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monocytes discussed above, no notable changes were observed for the run-in cycle with 304 

RO6870810 alone. In contrast, early phases of the combination therapy with atezolizumab were 305 

characterized by a transient reduction in circulating immune cells, including CD4+ and CD8+ 306 

cells, CD16+CD56+ NK cells, CD19+ B cells, and CD14+/CD11b+ monocytes (Figure 4A). The 307 

transient drop in circulating immune cells, potentially due to margination and extravasation, has 308 

been previously described for other immunotherapeutic modalities involving T cell activation(30, 309 

31). Following this initial reduction in circulating immune cells, there was an expansion of specific 310 

cell types, particularly CD16+CD56+ NK cells and CD8+ T cells, but not CD4+ T cells (Figure 311 

4A). Consequently, the ratio of CD4+ to CD8+ T cells shifted towards a higher proportion of 312 

cytotoxic cells in the later phase of the combination therapy (Figure 4B). 313 

 314 

In the combination therapy with atezolizumab, the concentration of sCD25, a soluble form of the 315 

IL-2 receptor alpha chain, showed a marked increase on day 15 post-treatment initiation, with 316 

levels remaining elevated through day 21 (Figure 4C). This elevation in sCD25 is indicative of T 317 

cell activation, suggesting enhanced immune activation potentially conducive to antitumor 318 

activity. Similarly, TNFα, a critical cytokine in inflammation and immune regulation, exhibited a 319 

marked increase on-treatment with a peak at day 15 (Figure 4D). These effects were not observed 320 

during the run-in cycle with RO6870810 alone, suggesting that the immune-stimulating effects in 321 

the combination therapy are driven by atezolizumab. 322 

 323 

We subsequently examined tumor tissue by RNA-seq in order to explore immune gene and 324 

signature expression changes (Figure 5). Consistent with the established mechanism of action of 325 

the PD-L1 inhibitor atezolizumab, we confirm up-regulation of immune effector gene signatures 326 

in tumor tissues under the combination therapy, including signatures associated with CD8+ T cell 327 
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effector functions and antigen processing machinery. In sharp contrast, the same immune effector 328 

signatures were down-regulated in patients treated with BETi alone (Figure 5A). 329 

 330 

These observations were confirmed at the level of individual genes within those signatures (Figure 331 

5B). We found marked increases in gene expression related to inflammation within the tumor 332 

microenvironment. For example, genes related to T cell activation and infiltration, immune 333 

surveillance, cytokine signaling, cell-mediated cytotoxicity and the IFN-γ response exhibited 334 

significant up-regulation at day 21 under the combination therapy with both treatment regimens, 335 

consistent with the induction of a robust antitumor immune environment. In contrast, a suppression 336 

of these genes and pathways was observed during the BETi monotherapy run-in, aligning with a 337 

more immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment (Figure 5B).  338 

 339 

We further validated these findings using immunohistochemistry (IHC) data from tumor tissue 340 

samples. Contrary to pre-clinical expectations that BET inhibition would suppress PD-L1 341 

expression and thereby enhance anti-tumor immunity(19, 20, 32, 33) treatment with RO6870810 342 

did not reduce PD-L1 expression during the monotherapy run-in phase. Additionally, RO6870810 343 

failed to prevent the likely IFN-γ-induced upregulation of PD-L1 when combined with 344 

atezolizumab (Supplementary Figure 1). 345 

 346 

DISCUSSION 347 

This is the first study to clinically evaluate the combination of BET inhibition and immune 348 

checkpoint inhibition. Patients with advanced metastatic ovarian cancer and triple-negative breast 349 

cancer were treated with the BET inhibitor RO6870810 and the PD-L1 inhibitor atezolizumab 350 

following two alternative regimens, with or without an RO6870810 monotherapy run-in phase. 351 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 29, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.28.24309665doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.28.24309665
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


  Page 16 of 30 
 

Despite the promising preclinical evidence suggesting potential synergistic effects of combining 352 

BET inhibitors with checkpoint inhibitors, our phase 1b study highlights significant challenges 353 

and limitations associated with this therapeutic strategy.  354 

 355 

Although each agent has a manageable safety profile when used alone, the combination of 356 

RO6870810 and atezolizumab led to pronounced immune-related adverse events (irAEs), 357 

necessitating premature study termination. The majority of patients experienced treatment-related 358 

adverse events, with a substantial proportion encountering severe (Grade ≥3) adverse events and 359 

serious adverse events (SAEs). Notably, systemic immune activation (SIA) was a prominent SAE, 360 

underscoring the potential for heightened immune responses when combining these agents. These 361 

findings align with the known immune-stimulatory effects of checkpoint inhibitors but suggest 362 

that the addition of BET inhibition may exacerbate these responses, leading to an unfavorable risk-363 

benefit profile.  364 

 365 

Pharmacodynamic analyses confirmed target engagement by RO6870810, as evidenced by 366 

changes in established BETi biomarkers in both peripheral blood and tumor tissue. However, 367 

contrary to preclinical expectations, RO6870810 monotherapy did not significantly decrease 368 

tumor PD-L1 expression and appeared to suppress anti-tumor immunity within the tumor 369 

microenvironment (TME). This immunosuppressive effect was only reversed when RO6870810 370 

was combined with atezolizumab, which induced immune effector activation in the TME. This 371 

highlights the pivotal role of atezolizumab in stimulating anti-tumor immunity, consistent with its 372 

known mechanism of action as a PD-L1 inhibitor. 373 

 374 
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The combination therapy also induced systemic immune effects, evidenced by transient reductions 375 

in circulating immune cells followed by their expansion, and increased levels of soluble immune 376 

activation markers such as sCD25 and TNFα. These systemic changes suggest that while the 377 

combination can activate the immune system, it may also predispose patients to severe irAEs. 378 

 379 

The observed changes in both circulating immune cells and soluble factors, following concomitant 380 

and sequential administration of the treatments, but not with the monotherapy run-in phase using 381 

RO6870810 alone, underscore the critical role of atezolizumab in eliciting the potential antitumor 382 

immune response. Atezolizumab, by enhancing immune activation and possibly improving the 383 

recognition and elimination of tumor cells, emerges as the primary driver behind the immune 384 

modulatory effects observed, rather than RO6870810.  385 

 386 

The anti-tumor activity observed in this study was limited, with only two patients (5.6%) achieving 387 

partial responses. This modest efficacy, coupled with the high incidence of severe irAEs, further 388 

supports the conclusion that the combination of RO6870810 and atezolizumab does not provide a 389 

favorable therapeutic benefit for patients with advanced ovarian carcinomas and TNBC. The lack 390 

of significant tumor PD-L1 modulation by RO6870810 and the observed immunosuppressive 391 

effects during monotherapy suggest that BET inhibition may not enhance the efficacy of 392 

checkpoint inhibitors in these cancer types. 393 

 394 

Our study underscores the complexity of combining epigenetic modulators with immunotherapies. 395 

The anticipated synergistic stimulation of anti-tumor immunity from combining BET inhibitors 396 

with checkpoint blockade, as suggested by preclinical models, could not be confirmed in our 397 

clinical study. This discrepancy underscores the significant challenges in translating preclinical 398 
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findings to clinical settings. The observed immunosuppressive effects of BETi monotherapy 399 

within the TME suggest that we need better models and a deeper understanding of the context-400 

dependent effects of these agents on immune modulation. 401 

 402 

CONCLUSIONS 403 

The combination of RO6870810 and atezolizumab demonstrated some immune activation; 404 

however, the associated severe irAEs and limited anti-tumor efficacy indicate that this therapeutic 405 

approach is not viable for patients with advanced ovarian carcinomas and TNBC. These findings 406 

highlight the importance of careful evaluation of combination strategies in clinical trials and the 407 

need for continued exploration of novel therapeutic approaches to improve outcomes for patients 408 

with these challenging malignancies. 409 

 410 
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FIGURES AND TABLES 536 

 537 

 538 
 539 

Figure 1. Schematic Overview of Study Treatment Regimens and Pharmacodynamic 540 

Biomarker Collection 541 

A. The concomitant regimen involved patients receiving a combination of RO6870810 and 542 

atezolizumab from initiation. Tumor biopsies for RNA-sequencing and immunohistochemistry 543 

(IHC) were taken at baseline (Cycle 1 Day 1 [C1 D1]) and post-first cycle (Cycle 1 Day 21 [C1 544 

D21]), indicated by purple arrows. Peripheral blood samples for flow cytometry and cytokine 545 

profiling, shown by red arrows, were collected on days 1, 8, 15, and 21. This regimen was applied 546 

to patients in the dose escalation and both expansion cohorts. 547 

B. To evaluate the impact of RO6870810 as a single agent, an alternative group followed a 548 

sequential regimen, starting with RO6870810 alone in a run-in cycle before transitioning to 549 

combined treatment with atezolizumab. Tumor biopsies were performed at the run-in start (Run-550 

in Day 1 [RI D1]), post-run-in cycle (Run-In Day 21 [RI D21]), and after the initial cycle of 551 

combination therapy (C1 D21). Peripheral blood sampling occurred on the same days during the 552 

run-in and the first combination treatment cycle, facilitating a comprehensive analysis of 553 

treatment-induced changes.  554 
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 555 
Figure 2:  Changes in Target Lesion Size and Best Overall Response   556 

Each bar represents the response of an individual patient, measured according to RECIST overall 557 

response criteria. The y-axis corresponds to the maximum percentage change from baseline in sum 558 

of longest diameters (SLD) in target lesions. Colors indicate the best overall response. Out of 36 559 

patients, 31 were evaluable for clinical response. Two patients who exhibited a decrease in target 560 

lesion size were still classified as having progressive disease due to progression in non-target 561 

lesions or the appearance of new lesions.   562 
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 563 
 564 

Figure 3. Pharmacodynamic Responses of BET Inhibitor Biomarkers in Peripheral Blood 565 

and Tumor Tissue 566 

A. Quantification of CD14+/CD11b+ monocyte populations in peripheral blood, illustrating 567 

changes from baseline (expressed as log2 fold-change from cycle onset) for individual patients 568 

(denoted as points), with longitudinal data from the same individual linked. Patients lacking 569 
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baseline or sequential samples are excluded. Color highlights patients with partial response 570 

(purple), immune-mediated adverse events (orange), or systemic immune activation (red). Refer 571 

to Fig. 1 for time point definitions. Boxplots depict median (center line), quartiles (box limits), and 572 

variability (whiskers extend to 1.5x interquartile range). 573 

B. Tumor expression levels of established BETi target genes, as determined by RNA-seq, 574 

indicating gene expression modifications (log2 fold-change) from the screening (pre-treatment) 575 

sample. Exclusions apply for participants without screening or on-treatment samples. The same 576 

color coding as in Panel A is used. 577 

C. Gene signature enrichment analysis reflecting BETi downstream effects, with heatmaps 578 

showcasing signature scores and gene expression alterations. Green and purple denote 579 

significantly up- or down-regulated signatures, respectively, with red and blue highlighting 580 

individual gene expression shifts within significant signatures. Asterisks indicate statistical 581 

significance. Time points align with those in Panel B.  582 
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 583 

Figure 4. Assessment of Immune Modulation by Flow Cytometry and Cytokine Analyses 584 

A. The variation in immune cell populations within peripheral blood, as determined by flow 585 

cytometry. Color depicts the log2 fold-change from baseline at each defined time point (refer to 586 

Fig. 1 for time points). Red indicates an increase, blue a decrease in cell population frequency, 587 

with significant alterations marked by an ‘X’ (FDR corrected p-value < 0.05). 588 
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B. Change from baseline in the CD4+/CD8+ cell ratio in peripheral blood, indicating shifts towards 589 

either T helper cells (positive values) or cytotoxic cells (negative values). Continuous lines connect 590 

sequential time point samples from individual patients, highlighting specific cases of interest in 591 

color. Boxplots aggregate data at each time point. 592 

C, D. Changes in soluble CD25 (sCD25) and TNFα levels from baseline in peripheral blood. The 593 

visualization follows the format of Panel B.  594 
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 595 

Figure 5. Differential Impact of BET inhibitor Monotherapy and Atezolizumab 596 

Combination Therapy on Immune Effector Pathways 597 

Heatmaps illustrate the contrasting effects of atezolizumab combination therapy and BET inhibitor 598 

monotherapy on immune effector pathways within tumor tissues, based on RNA sequencing data. 599 

A. Enrichment scores for key immune pathways(34). Green indicates significant upregulation in 600 

combination therapy, suggesting enhanced immune activity. Purple marks downregulation in BETi 601 

monotherapy, implying reduced immune response. 602 

B. Gene expression changes related to CD8 T effector, immune checkpoint, and antigen processing 603 

machinery pathways are highlighted. Red represents upregulated genes, reflecting pathway 604 

activation, while blue indicates downregulated genes, signifying pathway suppression. Significant 605 

changes are marked with asterisk.  606 
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Table 1 Study Patients, by Group 607 
GROUP	1	 GROUP	2	 GROUP	

3	
GROUP	
4	

Total	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
36	

Cohort	1	
(RO6870810	
0.30	 mg/kg)	
sc	+	1200mg	
Atezolizumab	
i.v.	

Cohort	2	
(RO6870810	
0.45	 mg/kg)	
sc	+	1200mg	
Atezolizumab	
i.v.	

Cohort	3	
(RO6870810	
0.65	 mg/kg)	
sc	+	1200mg	
Atezolizumab	
i.v.	

Cohort	1|	
(run-in	 with	
RO6870810	
0.30	 mg/kg)	
sc	
THEN	
(RO6870810	
0.30	 mg/kg)	
sc	+1200mg	
Atezolizumab	
i.v.	

Cohort	2|	
(run-in	 with	
RO6870810	
0.45	 mg/kg)	
sc	
THEN	
(RO6870810	
0.45	 mg/kg)	
sc	+	1200	mg	
Atezolizumab	
i.v.	

Expn	
Group	
TNBC	

Expn	
Group	
OC	

4	 7	 6	 4	 6	 3	 6	
Expn = Expansion; OC = ovarian cancer; TNBC = triple negative breast cancer 608 
  609 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 29, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.28.24309665doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.28.24309665
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


  Page 30 of 30 
 

Table 2 610 

Category 

GROUP 1: 
Cohort 1 

(RO6870810 
0.30 mg/kg) 

+ 
Atezo 

GROUP 1: 
Cohort 2 

(RO6870810 
0.45 mg/kg) 

+ 
Atezo 

GROUP 1: 
Cohort 3 

(RO6870810 
0.65 mg/kg) 

+ 
Atezo 

 
GROUP 2: 

Cohort 1| 

(run-in with 
RO6870810 
0.30 mg/kg) 

THEN 
(RO6870810 
0.30 mg/kg) 

+ 
Atezo 

GROUP 2: 
Cohort 2| 

(run-in with 
RO6870810 
0.45 mg/kg) 

THEN 
(RO6870810 
0.45 mg/kg) 

+ 
Atezo 

GROUP 3: 
Expansion 

Group 
TNBC 

GROUP 4: 
Expansion 

Group 
OC 

N 4 7 6 4 6 3 6 

PR 1 (25%) 1 (14.3%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

SD 1(25%) 2 (28.6%) 4 (66.7%) 1 (25%) 5 (83.3%) 2 (66.7%) 0 (0%) 

PD 2(50%) 3 (42.9%) 1 (16.7%) 3 (75%) 1 (16.7%) 0 (0%) 4 (66.7%) 

Missing 0 (0%) 1 (14.3%) 1 (16.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (33.3%) 2 (33.3%) 

Responder 1 (25%) 1 (14.3%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Non-

Responder 
3 (75%) 6 (85.7%) 6 (100%) 4(100%) 6 (100%) 3 (100%) 6 (100%) 

Response according to RECIST overall response. Responder is defined as any subject who exhibits a complete response or partial 611 
response. Missing response is assumed as a non-responder. 612 
 613 
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