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Figure 2. A detailed breakdown of abstract numbers with each safety-realty entity (A, B, C)
1 36 0.939 0.929 0.934 0.978 0.984 0.981 and percentages of each entity out of all mentioned entities (D, E, F) is presented,
1/2 23 0.982 0.970 0.976 0.989 0.995 0.992 categorizing clinical trials into phases 1, 1/2, 2, and 3. A and B: CAR-T cell therapies. C and
2 17 0.976 0.963 0.969 0.985 0.995 0.990 D: BsAbs therapies. E and F: ADC therapies.
3 7 0.948 0.936 0.942 0.988 0.987 0.988
N/A 17 0.947 0.923 0.935 0.965 0.980 0.972
Total 100 0.958 0.944 0.951 0.981 0.988 0.985



