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ABSTRACT

PURPOSE Pirtobrutinib, a noncovalent, Bruton tyrosine kinase inhibitor (BTKi), has
shown clinical efficacy and a favorable safety profile. BRUIN CLL-321 was an
open-label, randomized phase III study conducted exclusively in patients with
R/R chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL)/small lymphocytic lymphoma (SLL)
previously treated with cBTKi, and compared pirtobrutinib with investigator’s
choice (IC) of idelalisib/rituximab (IdelaR) or bendamustine/rituximab (BR).

METHODS Patients were randomly assigned 1:1 to receive pirtobrutinib (200 mg once
daily) or IC of IdelaR or BR, and were stratified by previous use of venetoclax
and del(17p). The primary end point was independent review committee–
assessed progression-free survival (PFS). Secondary end points included time
to next treatment or death (TTNT), overall survival (OS), and safety. The
primary PFS end point was met at the time of the primary analysis (August 29,
2023), and updated results are reported from the final OS analysis (August 29,
2024).

RESULTS A total of 238 patients were randomly assigned to receive pirtobrutinib (n 5 119)
or IC (n 5 119; IdelaR [n 5 82], BR [n 5 37]). The PFS hazard ratio (HR) was 0.54
([95% CI, 0.39 to 0.75]; P 5 .0002), with a median PFS of 14 months (95% CI,
11.2 to 16.6) in the pirtobrutinib group and 8.7 months (95% CI, 8.1 to 10.4) with
IC. The unadjusted OS HR was 1.09 ([95% CI, 0.68 to 1.75]; P 5 .7202), and 18-
month OS rate was 73.4% (95% CI, 63.9 to 80.7) in the pirtobrutinib group and
70.8% (95% CI, 60.9 to 78.7) with IC. Median TTNT was 24 months (95% CI,
17.8 to 29.7) with pirtobrutinib versus 10.9 months (95% CI, 8.7 to 12.5) with IC
(HR, 0.37 [95% CI, 0.25 to 0.52]). At a median follow-up of 17.2 months,
grade ≥3 treatment-emergent adverse events (AEs) were lower with pirto-
brutinib (57.7%) than IC (73.4%). Treatment discontinuation due to AE occurred
in 20 (17.2%) patients receiving pirtobrutinib and 38 (34.9%) patients
receiving IC.

CONCLUSION Pirtobrutinib improved PFS and TTNT, and demonstrated favorable tolerability,
versus IdelaR/BR in exclusively cBTKi pretreated patients with CLL/SLL.

INTRODUCTION

Patients with chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL)/small
lymphocytic lymphoma (SLL) usually receive a covalent
Bruton tyrosine kinase inhibitor (cBTKi) as part of their
first-line or second-line therapy.1-3 Although cBTKis are

effective, most patients experience disease progression
(PD) or intolerance, leading to discontinuation.2 While
treatment with the B-cell lymphoma-2 inhibitor (BCL-2i)
venetoclax has been used as an option for cBTKi-pretreated
patients, there are no randomized data supporting the ef-
ficacy of venetoclax following a cBTKi. Additionally, recent
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real-world evidence reports with venetoclax-based ther-
apies used after a cBTKi suggest outcomes are modest.3-6

Pirtobrutinib is a highly selective noncovalent BTKi that
inhibits BTK throughout the dosing interval, with low nM
potency.7 Pirtobrutinib has shown promising safety and
efficacy in the phase 1/2 BRUIN study in R/R patients with
CLL/SLL, including patients previously treatedwith a cBTKi.8

On December 1, 2023, the Food and Drug Administration
granted accelerated approval to pirtobrutinib for adults with
CLL/SLL who have received at least two previous lines of
therapy, including a BTKi and a BCL-2i. This indication is
approved under accelerated approval on the basis of re-
sponse rate. Continued approval for this indication may be
contingent upon verification and description of clinical
benefit in a confirmatory trial.9

To date, to our knowledge, there have been no prospective,
randomized controlled studies evaluating any therapy for
R/R CLL after treatment with a cBTKi.10-12 Importantly, the
ASCEND study only assessed acalabrutinib in BTKi-naı̈ve R/R
patients with CLL/SLL compared against the same control
group of idelalisib with rituximab (IdelaR)/bendamustine
with rituximab (BR).10 On the basis of real-world evidence,
the median time to next treatment discontinuation after a
cBTKi-based treatment in venetoclax-näıve patients was
9.5 months (95% CI, 8.8 to 10.4), and 5.6 months (95% CI,
4.3 to 6) after discontinuation from cBTKi and venetoclax.13

As the number of patients with CLL/SLL in the post-cBTKi
setting continues to increase, there is a greater need for
therapies with proven benefit in this patient population.
Here, we report the results from the randomized phase III
study of pirtobrutinib versus investigator’s (INV’s) choice
(IC) of IdelaR or BR therapy conducted entirely in patients
withCLL/SLLpreviously treatedwith cBTKi (BRUINCLL-321).

METHODS

Patients

Eligible patients were age 18 years and older with an
Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance status
(ECOG PS) score of 0-2 and a diagnosis of CLL/SLL re-
quiring treatment per International Workshop on CLL
(iwCLL) 2018 criteria.14 Patients must have been previ-
ously treated with a cBTKi, with no limit on the number of
other previous therapies. Patients on concomitant anti-
coagulant therapy (excluding warfarin), receiving anti-
platelet agents, and/or with a history of controlled atrial
fibrillation at the time of enrollment were permitted.
Complete inclusion/exclusion criteria can be found in the
Protocol (online only).

Study Design and Treatment

LOXO-BTK-20020 (BRUIN CLL-321) is a phase III global,
randomized, multicenter, open-label study (Clinical-
Trials.gov identifier: NCT04666038). Patients were ran-
domly assigned 1:1 to receive either pirtobrutinib or IC of
IdelaR or BR (Fig 1). Randomization was performed using
an interactive web response system and stratified by
del(17p) status using fluorescence in situ hybridization
from either local or central testing during screening (yes
or no) and previous treatment with venetoclax (yes or no).
Patients could cross over from IC to pirtobrutinib upon PD
confirmation by independent review committee (IRC),
and only if they met the eligibility criteria for treatment
by iwCLL 2018 criteria. Patients could continue treatment
beyond PD if the patient was tolerating treatment and,
in the opinion of the INV, was deriving ongoing clinical
benefit.

CONTEXT

Key Objective
To our knowledge, BRUIN CLL-321 is the first randomized, phase III clinical trial conducted exclusively in patients with
chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL)/small lymphocytic lymphoma (SLL) after treatment with a covalent Bruton tyrosine
kinase inhibitor (cBTKi) to determine whether pirtobrutinib improved progression-free survival (PFS) compared with either
idelalisib with rituximab (IdelaR) or bendamustine with rituximab (BR).

Knowledge Generated
In these heavily pretreated patients, treatment with pirtobrutinib was well tolerated and led to a significantly improved PFS
versus IdelaR/BR.

Relevance (C. Craddock)
Pirtobrutinib represents an important new treatment option in patients with CLL/SLL which has progressed after prior
treatment with a cBTKi.*

*Relevance section written by JCO Associate Editor Charles Craddock, MD.
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Pirtobrutinib was administered continuously at a 200 mg
orally once daily. IdelaR patients received idelalisib 150mg
orally twice a day, continuously, and rituximab 375 mg/m2

once at the first infusion, then 500 mg/m2 once every 2
weeks at the following four infusions, then 500 mg/m2

once every 4 weeks at the following three infusions.15 BR
patients received bendamustine 70 mg/m2 intravenously
once on days 1 and 2 of up to six total 28-day cycles,
rituximab 375 mg/m2 once at the first infusion, then
500 mg/m2 once on day 1 of cycles 2-6. Patients on
continuous treatment remained on treatment until PD or
unacceptable toxicity. Dose modifications for adverse
events (AEs) were allowed per protocol (Appendix Table
A1, online only).

Peripheral blood samples collected during screening or
cycle 1 day 1 were tested at a central laboratory to evaluate
deletion status of 17p and 11q, and mutation of immuno-
globulin heavy chain gene (IGHV) and TP53. BTK and PLCg
mutation status at baseline was assessed via next-
generation sequencing of peripheral blood mononuclear
cells at FoundationMedicine, Inc (Cambridge,MA). Screening
bone marrow aspirates were evaluated for karyotype via
G-banding in stimulated culture.

Site institutional review boards approved the trial protocol.
The study was conducted in accordance with the Declara-
tion of Helsinki, ICH Good Clinical Practice guidelines, and
local laws. All patients provided written informed consent.
The study was registered on ClinicalTrials.gov (identifier:
NCT04666038).

Study End Points and Assessments

The primary end point was progression-free survival (PFS)
as assessed by a blinded IRC using iwCLL 2018 criteria.14

Overall survival (OS) was a key secondary end point. Addi-
tional secondary end points included PFS by INV, overall
response rate (ORR), event-free survival (EFS), time to next
treatment or death (TTNT), and safety. End points are de-
fined in the protocol.

Treatment-emergent AEs (TEAEs) were defined as events
that occurred or worsened in severity after the first dose of
study treatment through 30 days (17-day window) after the
date of the last dose of study treatment, or the first date of
starting new anticancer therapy for CLL/SLL, whichever is
earlier. Treatment-related AEs are TEAE considered related
to study drug treatment by the INV.

Statistical Analysis

A sample size of 250 patients, with an expected 88 events,
was planned to achieve 90% power to detect a hazard ratio
(HR) of 0.5 in PFS at the two-sided significance level of 0.05.
The superiority of pirtobrutinib versus IC in OS was tested
hierarchically after IRC-assessed PFS at a two-sided sig-
nificance level of 0.05. Primary analysis was conducted on
August 29, 2023, upon reaching predetermined events after
only 238 patients were enrolled. Results from an updated
descriptive analysis of PFS, the planned final analysis of OS,
and other secondary end points using a data cutoff date of
August 29, 2024, are reported here.

Randomly assigned

(N = 238)

Pirtobrutinib

(n = 119) 

Did not receive treatment

  Withdrawal of consent
  Refused Arm B treatment

Did not receive treatment

  Withdrawal of consent
  Death

Discontinued treatment

  Progressive disease
  Adverse event
  Physician/patient decision
  Death)
  Withdrawal of consent
  Other

(n = 3) (2.5%)

(n = 2) (1.7%)
(n = 1) (0.8%)

(n = 70/116) (60.3%)

(n = 42) (36.2%)
(n = 19) (16.4%)

(n = 3) (2.6%)
(n = 3) (2.6%)
(n = 1) (0.9%)
(n = 2) (1.7%)

Treated 

(n = 116) (97.5%)

Treated

  IdelaR
  BR

IdelaR/BR

  IdelaR
  BR

(n = 119)

(n = 82) (68.9%)
(n = 37) (31.1%)

(n = 109) (91.6%)

(n = 77) (70.6%)
(n = 32) (29.4%)

Discontinued treatment

  Progressive disease
  Adverse event
  Physician/patient decision
  Death
  Withdrawal of consent

(n = 10) (8.4%)

(n = 8) (6.7%)
(n = 2) (1.7%)

(n = 87/109) (79.8%)

(n = 37) (33.9%)
 (n = 25) (22.9%)
  (n = 16) (14.7%)

 (n = 8) (7.3%)
(n = 1) (0.9%)

Continuing treatment (IdelaR) (n = 5/77) (6.5%)

Completed treatment (BR)
a
  (n = 15/32) (46.9%)

Continuing treatment

(n = 46/116) (39.7%)

Crossover

(n = 50/66
b
) (76%)

FIG 1. CONSORT diagram. Eligible patients receiving the investigator’s choice could crossover to receive pirtobrutinib upon confirmation
of PD by IRC per protocol. Visit cut: August 29, 2024. aThe remaining 17 patients discontinued treatment. bAmong patients whose event
was investigator-assessed PD and thus had the opportunity to crossover. BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; IdelaR, idelalisib plus
rituximab; IRC, independent review committee; PD, disease progression.
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All efficacy analyses were performed in the intention-to-
treat population, defined as all randomly assigned patients
according to the assigned treatment group. More details
describing the statistical analysis are provided in the
protocol.

OS analysis included the crossover period, while all other
efficacy analyses included data up until crossover. Additional
sensitivity analyses of OS accounting for crossover included
censoring patients at time of crossover, implementing the
inverse probability of censoringweighted (IPCW) analyses to
estimate the HR based on a reweighted pseudo population,
and implementing the two-stage accelerated failure time
(AFT) analyses which are based on counterfactual survival
times that would have been observed without crossover.16

Safety analyses were performed on all randomly assigned
patients who took at least one dose of study treatment,
excluding the crossover period. Exposure adjusted incidence
rate (IR) is based on first occurrence of the event and is
calculated as number of events divided by sumof years at risk
for a TEAE across all patients times 100. IR ratio (IRR) is
based on pirtobrutinib IR relative to IdelaR/BR IR, and an-
alyzed using Poisson regression. All P values presented are
two-sided and all CIs are given at a two-sided 95% level
(95% CI). Statistical analysis was performed using SAS
software (SAS 9.4, SAS Institute Inc, Cary, NC).

RESULTS

Baseline Patient and Disease Characteristics

Between March 9, 2021, and July 17, 2023, 238 patients with
R/R CLL/SLL were randomly assigned to receive pirto-
brutinib (n 5 119) or IC (n 5 119) of IdelaR (n 5 82) or BR
(n 5 37), hereafter referred to as IdelaR/BR (Fig 1). Three
patients randomly assigned to pirtobrutinib, and 10 patients
randomly assigned to IC (five IdelaR and five BR) did not
receive any treatment. At the time of data cutoff, 46 of the 116
(39.7%) patients receiving pirtobrutinib remained on
treatment, five (6.5%) of the 77 patients receiving IdelaR
remained on treatment, and all 32 treated BR patients were
off treatment, with 15 (46.9%) patients completing all six
cycles of BR treatment. Of 66 patients on IdelaR/BR who
experienced PD as assessed by INV, 50 with IRC-confirmed
PD who met iwCLL criteria for requiring treatment crossed
over to receive pirtobrutinib, for an effective crossover rate
of 76% (n 5 50/66). More than half of those who crossed
over (n 5 29/50, 58%) remained on pirtobrutinib at time of
data cutoff. Continuation of treatment beyond INV assessed
PD occurred in 38.6% (22/57) of patients receiving pirto-
brutinib and once (1.5%, 1/66) with IdelaR/BR.

Median study follow-up for all patients was 17.2 months
(95% CI, 9.7 to 23). Baseline patient characteristics were
generally balanced between groups as well as stratification
factors, with 50.4%of patients receiving previous venetoclax
treatment in each group. Del(17p) was present in 46.2% and

44.5% of patients in the pirtobrutinib and IdelaR/BR groups,
respectively (Table 1). The median age was 66 years (range,
42-90), 70% were male, and 58% had an ECOG PS ≥ 1
(Table 1). The prevalence of high-risk features was similar
between pirtobrutinib and IdelaR/BR groups in patients with
central results, including TP53 mutation and/or del(17p)
mutation (54% v 54%) and del(11q) (19% v 25%). Some
high-risk genomic features appeared more prevalent in the
pirtobrutinib group versus the IdelaR/BR, including complex
karyotype (72% v 59%) and unmutated IGHV (93% v 80%).
Themedian number of lines of previous therapy was three in
both pirtobrutinib (range, 1-13) and IdelaR/BR (range, 1-11)
groups. All patients had received previous cBTKi treatment.
Therewere 17 and 18 patients in the pirtobrutinib and IdelaR/
BR groups, respectively, who had received more than one
previous cBTKi treatment. The most frequent reason for
discontinuation of previous cBTKi in the pirtobrutinib
and IdelaR/BR groups was PD (71% v 73%) and toxicity
(17% v 18%).

Efficacy

At a limited median study follow-up of 7.5 months, the IRC-
PFS primary analysis demonstrated superiority of pirto-
brutinib versus IdelaR/BR (HR, 0.58 [95% CI, 0.38 to 0.89];
P 5 .0105). At the final OS analysis with a median study
follow-up of 17.2 months, the median IRC-PFS in the pir-
tobrutinib group was 14months (95% CI, 11.2 to 16.6) versus
8.7 months (95% CI, 8.1 to 10.4) with IdelaR/BR, resulting in
a relative reduction in risk of relapse, PD, or death of 46%
with pirtobrutinib (HR, 0.54 [95% CI, 0.39 to 0.75]; nominal
P 5 .0002; Fig 2A). Of the 74 IRC-PFS events in the pirto-
brutinib group, 60 were PD and 14 were death. Among the 79
events in the IdelaR/BR group, 66were PD and 13were death.
INV-PFS was highly concordant to IRC, with amedian PFS of
15.3 months (95% CI, 12.8 to 19.9) in the pirtobrutinib group
and 9.2 months (95% CI, 7.3 to 10.6) in the IdelaR/BR group
(HR, 0.48 [95% CI, 0.34 to 0.67]; Fig 2B). IRC-PFS benefit
was consistently observed with pirtobrutinib among pre-
specified, clinically relevant patient subgroups, including
those who had TP53 mutation and/or del(17p) (HR, 0.59
[95% CI, 0.38 to 0.92]), unmutated IGHV (HR, 0.61 [95% CI,
0.42 to 0.88]), and complex karyotype (HR, 0.37 [95% CI,
0.23 to 0.58]; Appendix Fig A1). Pirtobrutinib also showed
meaningful and consistent PFS improvement in both pa-
tients who received previous venetoclax (HR, 0.54 [95% CI,
0.35 to 0.83]) and were venetoclax-naı̈ve (HR, 0.62 [95% CI,
0.39 to 1]).

EFS favored pirtobrutinib versus IdelaR/BR (HR, 0.39 [95%
CI, 0.28 to 0.53]). Median EFS was 14.1 months (95% CI, 11.4
to 17) and 7.6months (95%CI, 4.8 to 8.8) in the pirtobrutinib
and IdelaR/BR groups, respectively (Fig 3A). Median TTNT
was longer in the pirtobrutinib group at 24 months (95% CI,
17.8 to 29.7) versus 10.9 months (95% CI, 8.7 to 12.5) with
IdelaR/BR (HR, 0.37 [95% CI, 0.25 to 0.52]; Fig 4A). In
venetoclax-näıve patients, median TTNT was longer in the
pirtobrutinib group with a median TTNT of 29.5 months
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(95% CI, 18.2 to not estimable [NE]) versus 12.5 months
(95% CI, 9.5 to 18.4) with IdelaR/BR (HR, 0.36 [95% CI, 0.21
to 0.61]; Fig 4B). Venetoclax-treated patients also saw a
longer median TTNT with 20 months (95% CI, 12 to NE) in
the pirtobrutinib group versus 8.7 months (95% CI, 4.8 to
11.1) with IdelaR/BR (HR, 0.37 [95% CI, 0.23 to 0.60]; Fig 4C).
TTNT subgroup analyses generally favored pirtobrutinib
across clinically relevant subgroups (Appendix Fig A2). INV-
assessed ORR, including partial response with lymphocy-
tosis, was higher in the pirtobrutinib group (69% [95% CI,
60 to 77]) versus IdelaR/BR (50% [95% CI, 40 to 59]; Ap-
pendix Table A2).

At the prespecified final OS analysis, 18-month OS was
73.4% (95% CI, 63.9 to 80.7) in the pirtobrutinib group and
70.8% (95%CI, 60.9 to 78.7)with IdelaR/BR (unadjustedHR,
1.09 [95% CI, 0.68 to 1.75]; P5 .7202; Fig 3B). OS assessment
was confounded by a high effective crossover rate of 76%.
Three sensitivity analyses adjusting for crossover were
preformed, including a prespecified analysis censoring at
crossover (adjusted HR, 0.99 [95% CI, 0.57 to 1.71]), and two
post hoc analyses using the IPCWmethod (adjusted HR, 0.87
[95% CI, 0.51 to 1.50]) and the two-stage AFT method
(adjusted HR, 0.78 [95% CI, 0.48 to 1.26]).

Safety

TEAE of any grade occurred in 108 (93.1%) patients receiving
pirtobrutinib and 107 (98.2%) receiving IdelaR/BR (Ap-
pendix Table A3). Pneumonia was the most frequently oc-
curring TEAE in patients receiving pirtobrutinib (22.4%)

TABLE 1. Baseline Patient and Disease Characteristics

Characteristic
Pirtobrutinib
(n 5 119)

IdelaR/BR
(n 5 119)

Median age, years (range) 66 (42-90) 68 (42-85)

Male, No. (%) 83 (70) 83 (70)

Region, No. (%)

North America 24 (20) 39 (33)

Europe 76 (64) 63 (53)

Asia 14 (12) 15 (13)

Australia 5 (4) 2 (2)

Histology, No. (%)

CLL 109 (92) 108 (91)

SLL 10 (8) 11 (9)

Rai stage,a No. (%)

0-II 58 (51) 62 (53)

III-IV 56 (49) 54 (47)

ECOG PS, No. (%)

0 51 (43) 50 (42)

1 56 (47) 64 (54)

2 12 (10) 5 (4)

Bulky disease (lymph node), No. (%)

<5 cm 67 (56) 53 (45)

≥5 cm 48 (40) 59 (50)

≥10 cm 14 (12) 18 (15)

No measurable target lesion at
baseline

4 (3) 7 (6)

High-risk molecular features, No./n available (%)

TP53 mutation 36/97 (37) 30/94 (32)

17p deletion 39/111 (35) 43/112 (38)

17p deletion and/or TP53 mutation 51/94 (54) 53/98 (54)

Complex karyotypeb 53/74 (72) 44/75 (59)

IGHV unmutated 90/97 (93) 74/93 (80)

11q deletion 19/101 (19) 25/99 (25)

Molecular characteristics, No./n available (%)

BTK C481S 37/99 (37) 36/94 (38)

PLCg2 15/99 (15) 11/94 (12)

b2 microglobulin, No. (%)

≤3.5 mg/L 27 (23) 39 (33)

>3.5 mg/L 89 (75) 77 (65)

Median lines of previous systemic ther-
apy, No. (range)

3 (1-13) 3 (1-11)

Previous therapy, No. (%)

cBTKi 119 (100) 119 (100)

Ibrutinib 100 (84) 106 (89)

Acalabrutinib 17 (14) 20 (17)

Zanubrutinib 10 (8) 7 (6)

Otherc 5 (4) 3 (3)

>1 previous cBTKi 17 (14) 18 (15)

BCL2 inhibitord 60 (50) 62 (52)

Chemotherapy 81 (68) 83 (70)

Anti-CD20 antibody 86 (72) 83 (70)

PI3K agent 11 (9) 11 (9)

(continued in next column)

TABLE 1. Baseline Patient and Disease Characteristics (continued)

Characteristic
Pirtobrutinib
(n 5 119)

IdelaR/BR
(n 5 119)

Immunomodulator 2 (2) 3 (3)

Autologous stem-cell transplant 1 (1) 0 (0)

Allogeneic stem-cell transplant 2 (2) 1 (1)

Reason for any previous cBTKi discontinuation,e No. (%)

Disease progression 85 (71) 87 (73)

Toxicity 20 (17) 22 (18)

Other 14 (12) 8 (7)

NOTE. Data cutoff date of August 29, 2024.
Abbreviations: BCL-2i, B-cell lymphoma-2 inhibitor; BR, bendamustine
plus rituximab; cBTKi, covalent Bruton tyrosine kinase inhibitor; CLL,
chronic lymphocytic leukemia; ECOG PS, Eastern Cooperative Oncology
Group performance status; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab; IGHV,
immunoglobulin heavy chain gene; SLL, small lymphocytic lymphoma.
aRai stage at study entry; excludes patients with missing stage.
b≥3 abnormalities in same clonal population.
cOther includes orelabrutinib, tirabrutinib, zebutinib, and AVL-292-003.
dTwo patients in the IdelaR/BR group received an investigational BCL-2i,
all other patients received venetoclax.
eIn the event more than one reason was noted for discontinuation,
disease progression was prioritized, then toxicity, then other reasons.
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versus IdelaR/BR (11.9%), followed by anemia (19.8%) and
neutropenia (18.1%). The most frequently occurring AE in
patients receiving IdelaR/BRwere diarrhea (31.2%), pyrexia
(26.6%), and fatigue and nausea (20.2% each). Since the
median treatment duration was 15.1 months for patients on
pirtobrutinib, and shorter with IdelaR (idelalisib 5 7.1
months; rituximab 5 5.5 months) and BR (bendamustine 5

4.7 months; rituximab 5 4.7 months), an exposure-
adjusted safety analysis was conducted to account for
these differences (Table 2). The IR of these TEAEswas lower

with pirtobrutinib than with IdelaR/BR (Table 2), resulting
in an IRR less than one for nearly all AEs including anemia
(0.61 [95% CI, 0.33 to 1.12]) and neutropenia (0.60 [95% CI,
0.31 to 1.13]).

Bleeding AEs were primarily low-grade. Three patients on
pirtobrutinib experienced grade 3 hemorrhage (n 5 1 each;
vaginal hemorrhage, conjunctival hemorrhage, and subdural
hematoma) and one IdelaR-treated patient experienced
grade 5 hemorrhage (hematoma). Three (2.6%) patients
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FIG 2. Kaplan-Meier curve of PFS as assessed by (A) IRC and (B) investigator. *Nominal P value.
BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; HR, hazard ratio; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab; IRC, in-
dependent review committee; PFS, progression-free survival.
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experienced atrial fibrillation during pirtobrutinib treat-
ment, two with previous history of atrial fibrillation asso-
ciated with previous cBTKi exposure. One patient receiving
IdelaR/BR experienced de novo atrial fibrillation. Hyper-
tension of any gradewas similar between groups, reported in
eight (6.9%) patients receiving pirtobrutinib and four (3.7%)
receiving IdelaR/BR.

Dose reductions occurred in 13 (11.2%) patients receiving
pirtobrutinib and 40 (36.7%) receiving IdelaR/BR (Appendix
Table A1). Treatment discontinuation due to AE occurred in

20 (17.2%) patients receiving pirtobrutinib, with six (5.2%)
due to an AE considered treatment-related. Thirty-eight
(34.9%) patients receiving IdelaR/BR discontinued treat-
ment due to AE with 23 (21.1%) considered treatment-
related (Appendix Table A4). Grade 5 TEAEs occurred in 12
(10.3%) patients receiving pirtobrutinib and 10 (9.2%) pa-
tients receiving IdelaR/BR, with none while on treatment in
either group, none considered related to pirtobrutinib, and
one considered related to BR treatment (Appendix Table A5).
Grade 5 COVID-19 occurred in two (1.7%) patients receiving
pirtobrutinib and one (0.9%) receiving IdelaR/BR. Three
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FIG 3. Kaplan-Meier curve of (A) event-free survival and (B) overall survival. *Nominal P value.
BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; HR, hazard ratio; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab; NE, not
estimable.
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patients receiving IdelaR/BR experienced Richter transfor-
mation, while no patient receiving pirtobrutinib developed
Richter transformation.

DISCUSSION

To our knowledge, BRUIN CLL-321 was the first prospective
randomized phase III study conducted exclusively in patients
with CLL/SLL previously treated with a cBTKi. The patients

enrolled in this study were heavily pretreated, having re-
ceived a median of three previous lines of therapy. Half had
received venetoclax, and 70% had previous chemotherapy
and/or anti-CD20 antibody. The majority had high-risk
molecular features, often associated with more aggressive
disease. In this poor-risk patient population, pirtobrutinib
demonstrated a statistically significant and clinically mean-
ingful improvement in PFS compared with IC, reducing the
risk of relapse, PD, or death by 46%. A slight imbalance in the
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FIG 4. Time to next treatment or death in the (A) ITT population, (B) venetoclax-näıve pa-
tients, and (C) venetoclax-treated patients. *Nominal P value. BR, bendamustine plus rit-
uximab; HR, hazard ratio; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab; ITT, intention-to-treat; NE, not
estimable. (continued on following page)
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number of patients who withdrew early from the study
without receiving pirtobrutinib (n 5 3) versus IC (n 5 10) is
noted; however, the magnitude of benefit seen with pirto-
brutinib is substantial and the potential impact of this im-
balance from this small number of patients should not have

meaningfully influenced the efficacy results of this study.
Pirtobrutinib treatment benefit was observed across clinically
relevant subgroups, including those with high-riskmolecular
features such as del(17p)/TP53mutations, complex karyotype,
and unmutated IGHV. Pirtobrutinib also showed substantially
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FIG 4. (Continued).

TABLE 2. Summary of TEAEs by Exposure-Adjusted IR

TEAE Pirtobrutinib (n 5 116), IRa IdelaR or BR (n 5 109), IRa IRR (95% CI)b Pc

Infectionsd 94.5 125.5 0.75 (0.53 to 1.07) .11

Pneumoniae 20.4 19.5 1.04 (0.54 to 2.03) .90

COVID-19 11.1 33.4 0.33 (0.17 to 0.65) .001

Anemia 18.5 30.3 0.61 (0.33 to 1.12) .11

Neutropeniaf 26.4 66.5 0.40 (0.25 to 0.64) <.001

Cough 14.3 30.8 0.47 (0.25 to 0.88) .02

Diarrhea 15.3 63.7 0.24 (0.14 to 0.42) <.001

Pyrexia 11.1 52.4 0.21 (0.11 to 0.40) <.001

Fatigue 9.5 34.2 0.28 (0.14 to 0.55) <.001

Nausea 9.8 38.3 0.26 (0.13 to 0.51) <.001

Vomiting 5.8 29.6 0.19 (0.08 to 0.44) <.001

ALT increased 2.8 33.6 0.08 (0.03 to 0.25) <.001

Weight decreased 2.8 28.5 0.10 (0.03 to 0.29) <.001

Abbreviations: BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab; IR, incidence rate; IRR, IR ratio; PYE, patient-years at risk; TEAE,
treatment-emergent adverse event.
aIR is based on first occurrence of the event and is calculated as number of event (n) divided by sum of years at risk for a TEAE across all patients
(PYE) times 100.
bIRR is based on pirtobrutinib IR relative to IdelaR/BR IR.
cThe nominal two-sided P value and 95% CI for IRR are based on Poisson regression.
dAggregate of all preferred terms indicating infection and including COVID-19. Grade ≥3 infection IR was 26.8 with pirtobrutinib and 43.5 with
IdelaR/BR; the IRR was 0.62 (95% CI, 0.37 to 1.02), nominal P 5 .062.
eGrade ≥3 pneumonia IR was 15.2 with pirtobrutinib and 18 with IdelaR/BR; the IRR was 0.85 (95% CI, 0.41 to 1.73), nominal P 5 .646.
fAggregate of neutropenia, neutrophil count decreased, febrile neutropenia, and neutropenic sepsis.
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improved EFS versus IdelaR/BR. These EFS results demon-
strate the clinically meaningful benefit and tolerability of
pirtobrutinib over IdelaR/BR, including the impact of tox-
icity on a patient’s ability to continue pirtobrutinib
treatment.

Interestingly, investigation of the PFS curve in the pirto-
brutinib group suggest that PD events occurred predomi-
nantly at time periods corresponding to protocol mandated
study scans, conducted routinely regardless of signs or
symptoms of PD. This trial allowed for continuation of study
treatment beyond IRC-assessed PD if the INV determined
continued clinical benefit, consistent with routine clinical
practice. This occurred in 38.6% of patients who experienced
IRC-assessed PD in the pirtobrutinib group, with many
continuing treatment and not requiring a new therapy for
considerable time, and in only one IdelaR/BR patient (1.5%).

To this end, TTNT is of clinical relevance, as patients in usual
clinical practice do not have regular interval computed to-
mography scans in the absence of clinical signs of PD. Pir-
tobrutinib treatment resulted in a median TTNT of nearly
2.5 years in venetoclax-näıve and 1.7 years in venetoclax-
pretreated patients. This TTNT improvement from pirto-
brutinib treatment is much longer than the observedmedian
PFS improvement seen in this study, and the differences in
the rates of treatment beyond progression in each study
group likely contribute to this observation. Although
crossover to receive pirtobrutinib was allowed, it was only
allowed when a patient required treatment per iwCLL cri-
teria. This occurred in most eligible IdelaR/BR patients
(75.8%, 50/66) in a short span of time after progression,
suggesting that these progressions were likely clinically
significant, and it is unlikely TTNT was confounded by a
desire for early access to pirtobrutinib.

The TTNT data observed for pirtobrutinib in this post-BTKi
population raise the proposition of sequencing pirtobrutinib
treatment before venetoclax. This decision may rest, at least
in part, on comfort in the efficacy of venetoclax after pir-
tobrutinib. Retrospective analyses by Thompson et al17

suggest that more than 70% of patients respond to
venetoclax after previous non-cBTKi therapy. However,
to our knowledge, to date no significant prospective ran-
domized data exist for the use of venetoclax after covalent or
non-cBTKi treatment. Further studies on optimal treat-
ment sequencing are needed. The BRUIN-322 study is
evaluating the combined time-limited utilization of pir-
tobrutinib and venetoclax with rituximab in this setting
(ClinicalTrials.gov identifier: NCT04965493).

The safety profile of patients receiving pirtobrutinib in this
study was similar to what has been previously reported in
phase 1/2 BRUIN studies of CLL/SLL with longer follow-up
of patients.8,18 Here, the safety profile of pirtobrutinib was
more favorable than IdelaR/BR, a difference that was more
pronounced when accounting for duration of drug expo-
sure, with a low frequency of pirtobrutinib-related dis-
continuations (5.2%). AEs of interest associated with the
cBTKi class such as atrial fibrillation, hypertension, and
major bleeding were infrequent with pirtobrutinib.8 Pa-
tients with a history of atrial fibrillation or atrial flutter
were allowed enrollment on this study with only three
events being observed in the pirtobrutinib group, two of
the three patients already having a previous medical his-
tory of this event, and an overall rate difficult to distin-
guish from expected background incidence. Currently,
there is no clear evidence that pirtobrutinib causes or
exacerbates cardiac events. Similarly, the incidence of
hypertension was low and comparable with levels observed
in patients receiving IdelaR/BR, and not higher than ex-
pected in an elderly CLL population. Bleeding events were
mostly low-grade, and usually did not require treatment
interruption or modification. Notably, there were no cases
of Richter transformation reported in the pirtobrutinib
group, but three observed in the IdelaR/BR group.

Retrospective data suggested that outcomes are poor in
subsequent lines of therapy post-cBTKi, and definitive
data are needed to help guide treatment decisions. Studies
supporting the use of idelalisib, bendamustine, and
venetoclax in R/R CLL/SLL were conducted almost ex-
clusively in BTK inhibitor-naı̈ve populations.15,19,20 The
limited retrospective data align with data presented here,
showing a short median PFS of 8.7 months with IdelaR/
BR.13 This contrasts with the median PFS of 16.8 months
observed in patients treated with IdelaR/BR in the ASCEND
study, which was conducted exclusively in a cBTKi-naı̈ve
patient population.10

In conclusion, to our knowledge, BRUIN-321 is the first
prospective randomized trial ever conducted in a cBTKi-
pretreated CLL/SLL population, providing definitive evi-
dence of pirtobrutinib benefit after previous cBTKi therapy.
This study demonstrated a significant, clinically mean-
ingful improvement in PFS and a more favorable safety
profile with pirtobrutinib versus IdelaR/BR in patients with
CLL/SLL. TTNT and EFS showed robust benefit in this
population where no effective standard of care exists.
These data may be relevant for future treatment se-
quencing strategies.
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Zoltán Mátrai, Lugui Qiu, Ru Feng, Vu Minh Hua, Wojciech Jurczak,
Matthias Ritgen, Shuhua Yi, Francesc Bosch, Katherine Bao, Denise Y.
Wang, Marisa Hill, Ching Ching Leow
Data analysis and interpretation: Jeff P. Sharman, Sebastian Grosicki,
John M. Burke, Christine I. Chen, Norbert Grzasko, George Follows,
Alessandro Sanna, Ru Feng, Wojciech Jurczak, Francesc Bosch,
Catherine C. Coombs, Katherine Bao, Vishalkumar Patel, Bin Liu, Livia
Compte, Ananya Guntur, Denise Y. Wang, Marisa Hill, Ching Ching Leow,
Paolo Ghia, Paul M. Barr
Manuscript writing: All authors
Final approval of manuscript: All authors
Accountable for all aspects of the work: All authors

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors thank the BRUIN clinical trial participants and their
caregivers, without whom this work would not be possible. The authors
also thank the BRUIN trial investigators and study staff. The authors
thank Min-Hua Jen and Yimei Han for their hard work providing
statistical support for the OS sensitivity analyses reported in this study.
Alyson L. Essex, PhD, employee of Eli Lilly and Company, provided
medical writing support. Other company and product names are
trademarks of their respective owners.

REFERENCES
1. Wierda WG, Brown J, Abramson JS, et al: NCCN Guidelines® insights: Chronic lymphocytic leukemia/small lymphocytic lymphoma, version 3.2022. J Natl Compr Cancer Netw 20:622-634, 2022
2. Smith TW, Owusu HF, Wormser D, et al: Real-world evaluation of the treatment landscape for chronic lymphocytic leukemia. Blood 138:1559, 2021
3. Lew TE, Bennett R, Lin VS, et al: Venetoclax-rituximab is active in patients with BTKi-exposed CLL, but durable treatment-free remissions are uncommon. Blood Adv 8:1439-1443, 2024
4. Ysebaert L, Ferrant E, Dilhuydy MS, et al: Outcomes of CLL patients exposed to venetoclax1/-R after ibrutinib in France: The resist retrospective study from the Filo-CLL Group. Blood 142:3273,

2023
5. Samples L, Khajaviyan S, Lynch RC, et al: Predictors of outcomes with venetoclax-based treatment in patients with progressive disease or intolerance after covalent BTK inhibitors. Blood 142:

4656, 2023

2548 | © 2025 by American Society of Clinical Oncology

Sharman et al

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 a
sc

op
ub

s.
or

g 
by

 H
os

pi
ta

l G
en

 V
al

l D
 H

eb
ro

n 
B

ib
lio

te
ca

 o
n 

A
ug

us
t 1

9,
 2

02
5 

fr
om

 0
84

.0
88

.0
74

.0
03

C
op

yr
ig

ht
 ©

 2
02

5 
A

m
er

ic
an

 S
oc

ie
ty

 o
f 

C
lin

ic
al

 O
nc

ol
og

y.
 A

ll 
ri

gh
ts

 r
es

er
ve

d.
 

mailto:jeff.sharman@usoncology.com
https://www.clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT04666038
https://ascopubs.org/doi/full/10.1200/JCO-25-00166
https://ascopubs.org/doi/full/10.1200/JCO-25-00166
http://www.vivli.org


6. Ghosh N, Lamanna N, Eyre TA, et al: Treatment effectiveness with venetoclax-based therapy after Bruton tyrosine kinase inhibitors in chronic lymphocytic leukemia: An international real-world
study. Blood 142:1908, 2023

7. Gomez EB, Ebata K, Randeria HS, et al: Pirtobrutinib preclinical characterization: A highly selective, non-covalent (reversible) BTK inhibitor. Blood 142:62-72, 2023
8. Mato AR, Woyach JA, Brown JR, et al: Pirtobrutinib after a covalent BTK inhibitor in chronic lymphocytic leukemia. N Engl J Med 389:33-44, 2023
9. Eli Lilly and Company: Jaypirca [Prescribing Information] (ed December 1, 2023). Indianapolis, IN, Eli Lilly and Company, 2023
10. Ghia P, Pluta A, Wach M, et al: ASCEND: Phase III, randomized trial of acalabrutinib versus idelalisib plus rituximab or bendamustine plus rituximab in relapsed or refractory chronic lymphocytic

leukemia. J Clin Oncol 38:2849-2861, 2020
11. Tam CS, Brown JR, Kahl BS, et al: Zanubrutinib versus bendamustine and rituximab in untreated chronic lymphocytic leukaemia and small lymphocytic lymphoma (SEQUOIA): A randomised,

controlled, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol 23:1031-1043, 2022
12. Byrd JC, Furman RR, Coutre SE, et al: Ibrutinib treatment for first-line and relapsed/refractory chronic lymphocytic leukemia: Final analysis of the pivotal phase Ib/II PCYC-1102 study. Clin Cancer

Res 26:3918-3927, 2020
13. Mato AR, Hess LM, Chen Y, et al: Outcomes for patients with chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL) previously treated with both a covalent BTK and BCL2 inhibitor in the United States: A real-world

database study. Clin Lymphoma Myeloma Leuk 23:57-67, 2023
14. Hallek M, Cheson BD, Catovsky D, et al: iwCLL guidelines for diagnosis, indications for treatment, response assessment, and supportive management of CLL. Blood 131:2745-2760, 2018
15. Furman RR, Sharman JP, Coutre SE, et al: Idelalisib and rituximab in relapsed chronic lymphocytic leukemia. N Engl J Med 370:997-1007, 2014
16. Watkins C, Huang X, Latimer N, et al: Adjusting overall survival for treatment switches: Commonly used methods and practical application. Pharm Stat 12:348-357, 2013
17. Thompson MC, Coombs CC, Roeker LE, et al: 4438 Outcomes of Therapies and Resistance Mutations Following Non-Covalent Bruton’s Tyrosine Kinase Inhibitor Treatment for Patients With

Chronic Lymphocytic Leukemia and Richter Transformation. Washington, DC, American Society of Hematology, 2022. https://ash.confex.com/ash/2022/webprogram/Paper159133.html
18. Mato AR, Shah NN, Jurczak W, et al: Pirtobrutinib in relapsed or refractory B-cell malignancies (BRUIN): A phase 1/2 study. Lancet 397:892-901, 2021
19. Seymour JF, Kipps TJ, Eichhorst B, et al: Venetoclax–rituximab in relapsed or refractory chronic lymphocytic leukemia. N Engl J Med 378:1107-1120, 2018
20. Knauf WU, Lissichkov T, Aldaoud A, et al: Phase III randomized study of bendamustine compared with chlorambucil in previously untreated patients with chronic lymphocytic leukemia. J Clin

Oncol 27:4378-4384, 2009

Journal of Clinical Oncology ascopubs.org/journal/jco | Volume 43, Issue 22 | 2549

Pirtobrutinib Versus IdelaR/BR in CLL/SLL

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 a
sc

op
ub

s.
or

g 
by

 H
os

pi
ta

l G
en

 V
al

l D
 H

eb
ro

n 
B

ib
lio

te
ca

 o
n 

A
ug

us
t 1

9,
 2

02
5 

fr
om

 0
84

.0
88

.0
74

.0
03

C
op

yr
ig

ht
 ©

 2
02

5 
A

m
er

ic
an

 S
oc

ie
ty

 o
f 

C
lin

ic
al

 O
nc

ol
og

y.
 A

ll 
ri

gh
ts

 r
es

er
ve

d.
 

https://ash.confex.com/ash/2022/webprogram/Paper159133.html
http://ascopubs.org/journal/jco


AUTHORS’ DISCLOSURES OF POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

Phase III Trial of Pirtobrutinib Versus Idelalisib/Rituximab or Bendamustine/Rituximab in Covalent Bruton Tyrosine Kinase Inhibitor–Pretreated
Chronic Lymphocytic Leukemia/Small Lymphocytic Lymphoma (BRUIN CLL-321)

The following represents disclosure information provided by authors of this manuscript. All relationships are considered compensated unless
otherwise noted. Relationships are self-held unless noted. I5 Immediate FamilyMember, Inst5My Institution. Relationshipsmay not relate to the
subject matter of this manuscript. For more information about ASCO’s conflict of interest policy, please refer to www.asco.org/rwc or
ascopubs.org/jco/authors/author-center.

Open Payments is a public database containing information reported by companies about payments made to US-licensed physicians (Open
Payments).

Jeff P. Sharman
Employment: US Oncology Network
Honoraria: Research to Practice
Consulting or Advisory Role: Genentech, AbbVie, Bristol Myers Squibb,
Merck, Janssen Oncology, Lilly, AstraZeneca, BeiGene

Talha Munir
Consulting or Advisory Role: Janssen-Cilag, AstraZeneca, BeiGene,
SOBI, Roche, AbbVie, Alexion Pharmaceuticals, Lilly
Speakers’ Bureau: AbbVie, Janssen-Cilag, Gilead Sciences, Alexion
Pharmaceuticals, AstraZeneca, SOBI
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Janssen-Cilag, AbbVie, Alexion
Pharmaceuticals, AstraZeneca

Lindsey E. Roeker
Stock and Other Ownership Interests: Abbott Laboratories (I)
Honoraria: Vaniam Group, OncLive/MJH Life Sciences, DAVA Oncology,
PeerView, Prova Education, Medscape
Consulting or Advisory Role: AbbVie, AstraZeneca, Pharmacyclics,
BeiGene, Janssen, Loxo/Lilly, Ascentage Pharma
Research Funding: Loxo/Lilly (Inst), AstraZeneca (Inst), Adaptive
Biotechnologies (Inst), Genentech (Inst), Qilu Puget Sound
Biotherapeutics (Inst), DAAN Biotherapeutics (Inst)
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Vaniam Group, Loxo/Lilly

John M. Burke
Consulting or Advisory Role: Genentech/Roche, AbbVie, AstraZeneca,
BeiGene, Novartis, Bristol Myers Squibb, Genmab, Regeneron, Seagen,
CRISPR Therapeutics, Lilly
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Genentech/Roche

Christine I. Chen
Honoraria: Lilly, Janssen, AbbVie, AstraZeneca, Sanofi, Gilead Sciences,
BeiGene, Pfizer
Consulting or Advisory Role: Janssen, AbbVie, AstraZeneca, BeiGene,
Gilead Sciences
Speakers’ Bureau: Janssen, BeiGene, AstraZeneca, Gilead Sciences
Research Funding: Gilead Sciences, Janssen

George Follows
Honoraria: AstraZeneca, Janssen Oncology, AbbVie, Lilly
Consulting or Advisory Role: Janpix Limited/Centessa Pharmaceuticals
Speakers’ Bureau: Takeda
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Janssen Oncology, Takeda

Zoltán Mátrai
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APPENDIX

TABLE A1. Dose Modifications

Dose Modification Pirtobrutinib (n 5 116), No. (%) IdelaR (n 5 77), No. (%) BR (n 5 32), No. (%)

Number of patients with dose
reduction

13 (11.2) 34 (44.2) 6 (18.8)

Patient error 3 (2.6) 6 (7.8) 0

Adverse event 11 (9.5) 26 (33.8) 4 (12.5)

Other 0 (0) 10 (13) 3 (9.4)

Number of patients with dose
hold

79 (68.1) 57 (74) —

Patient error 23 (19.8) 7 (9.1) —

Adverse event 60 (51.7) 54 (70.1) —

Procedure 12 (10.3) 0 —

Other 21 (18.1) 15 (19.5) —

Number of patients with dose
delay

— — 2 (6.3)

Adverse event — — 2 (6.3)

Other — — 1 (3.1)

Number of patients with infusion
interruption

— 14 (18.2) 16 (50)

Adverse event — 9 (11.7) 14 (43.8)

First dose split — 4 (5.2) 2 (6.3)

Other — 3 (3.9) 2 (6.3)

Abbreviations: BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab.

TABLE A2. Best Overall Response, Overall Response Rate, and Duration of Response as Assessed by IRC and Investigator

End Point

Pirtobrutinib (n 5 119) IdelaR or BR (n 5 119)

IRC Investigator IRC Investigator

Best overall response, %

CR, including CRi 2 6 4 6

PR, including nPR 59 61 48 43

PR-L 4 3 1 1

SD 23 15 13 13

PD 5 8 15 19

Othera 8 8 19 19

ORR including PR-L, % (95% CI) 65 (55 to 73) 69 (60 to 77) 53 (44 to 62) 50 (40 to 59)

Median DOR, including PR-L,
months (95% CI)

13.8 (11.1 to 17.2) 13.9 (11.1 to 19.1) 10.9 (7.8 to 14.8) 9.4 (7.2 to 13.9)

NOTE. For IRC-assessed ORR, sensitivity analyses without requirement for two full postbaseline tumor assessments to confirm response.
Abbreviations: BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; CR, complete response; CRi, CR with incomplete bone marrow recovery; DOR, duration of
response; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab; IRC, independent review committee; nPR, nodular PR; ORR, overall response rate; PD, progressive
disease; PR, partial response; PR-L, PR with lymphocytosis; SD, stable disease.
aOther includes non-PD, unknown, nonestimable, and not available.
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TABLE A3. Treatment-Emergent AEs Occurring in ≥15% of Patients in Either Treatment Group

AE

Pirtobrutinib (n 5 116) IdelaR/BR (n 5 109)

Any Grade, No. (%) Grade 3/4, No. (%) Any Grade, No. (%) Grade 3/4, No. (%)

Anemia 23 (19.8) 13 (11.2) 19 (17.4) 8 (7.3)

Pneumonia 26 (22.4) 18 (15.5) 13 (11.9) 9 (8.3)

Neutropenia 21 (18.1) 17 (14.7) 17 (15.6) 13 (11.9)

Diarrhea 19 (16.4) 0 (0) 34 (31.2) 6 (5.5)

Cough 19 (16.4) 0 (0) 19 (17.4) 0 (0)

COVID-19 15 (12.9) 0 (0) 20 (18.3) 4 (3.7)

Pyrexia 15 (12.9) 1 (0.9) 29 (26.6) 1 (0.9)

Fatigue 13 (11.2) 2 (1.7) 22 (20.2) 1 (0.9)

Nausea 13 (11.2) 1 (0.9) 22 (20.2) 0 (0)

Vomiting 8 (6.9) 1 (0.9) 19 (17.4) 0 (0)

ALT increased 4 (3.4) 1 (0.9) 19 (17.4) 10 (9.2)

Infusion-related reaction 0 (0) 0 (0) 19 (17.4) 3 (2.8)

Weight decreased 4 (3.4) 0 (0) 18 (16.5) 0 (0)

AE of interest

Anemiaa 24 (20.7) 13 (11.2) 19 (17.4) 8 (7.3)

Atrial fibrillation and atrial
flutter

3 (2.6) 2 (1.7) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Bleeding 25 (21.6) 4 (3.4) 11 (10.1) 0 (0)

Bruisingb 9 (7.8) 1 (0.9) 3 (2.8) 0 (0)

Petechiae and purpura 6 (5.2) 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Hemorrhagec 18 (15.5) 3 (2.6) 8 (7.3) 0 (0)

Hypertension 8 (6.9) 3 (2.6) 4 (3.7) 1 (0.9)

Infectionsd 74 (63.8) 25 (21.6) 54 (49.5) 21 (19.3)

Infection without COVID-19 67 (57.8) 26 (22.4) 47 (43.1) 19 (17.4)

Neutropeniae 31 (26.7) 24 (20.7) 37 (33.9) 30 (27.5)

Thrombocytopeniaf 11 (9.5) 9 (7.8) 17 (15.6) 8 (7.3)

Abbreviations: AE, adverse event; BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab.
aIncludes anemia and iron deficiency anemia.
bIncludes contusion and ecchymosis.
cIncludes hemorrhage and hematoma.
dIncludes all infection events reported including COVID-19.
eIncludes neutropenia, neutrophil count decreased, febrile neutropenia, and neutropenic sepsis.
fIncludes thrombocytopenia and platelet count decreased.

Journal of Clinical Oncology ascopubs.org/journal/jco | Volume 43, Issue 22

Pirtobrutinib Versus IdelaR/BR in CLL/SLL

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 a
sc

op
ub

s.
or

g 
by

 H
os

pi
ta

l G
en

 V
al

l D
 H

eb
ro

n 
B

ib
lio

te
ca

 o
n 

A
ug

us
t 1

9,
 2

02
5 

fr
om

 0
84

.0
88

.0
74

.0
03

C
op

yr
ig

ht
 ©

 2
02

5 
A

m
er

ic
an

 S
oc

ie
ty

 o
f 

C
lin

ic
al

 O
nc

ol
og

y.
 A

ll 
ri

gh
ts

 r
es

er
ve

d.
 

http://ascopubs.org/journal/jco


TABLE A4. AEs of Any Grade Leading to Treatment Discontinuation

AE

Pirtobrutinib (n 5 116) IdelaR/BR (n 5 109)

TEAE TRAE TEAE TRAE

AE leading to discontinuation, No. (%) 20 (17.2) 6 (5.2) 38 (34.9) 23 (21.1)

Infections and infestations 11 (9.5) 0 (0) 10 (9.2) 2 (1.8)

COVID-19 pneumonia 3 (2.6) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9)

Pneumonia 3 (2.6) 0 (0) 3 (2.8) 1 (0.9)

COVID-19 2 (1.7) 0 (0) 2 (1.8) 0 (0)

Anemia 2 (1.7) 1 (0.9) 0 (0) 0 (0)

Neutropenia 2 (1.7) 1 (0.9) 0 (0) 0 (0)

Thrombocytopenia 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9) 0 (0) 0 (0)

Cardiac disorders 2 (1.7) 2 (1.7) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Atrial fibrillation 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9) 0 (0) 0 (0)

GI disorders 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9) 9 (8.3) 8 (7.3)

Multiple organ dysfunction
syndrome

1 (0.9) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0)

Drug intolerance 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Influenza-like illness 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Mucosal necrosis 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9)

Edema peripheral 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Pyrexia 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (1.8) 1 (0.9)

Lymphocyte count increased 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9) 0 (0) 0 (0)

ALT increased 0 (0) 0 (0) 5 (4.6) 5 (4.6)

AST increased 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9)

Blood creatinine increased 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Platelet count decreased 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Squamous cell carcinoma 1 (0.9) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0)

Acute interstitial pneumonitis 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9) 0 (0) 0 (0)

Respiratory failure 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Skin and subcutaneous tissue
disorders

1 (0.9) 1 (0.9) 5 (4.6) 5 (4.6)

Vascular disorders 1 (0.9) 0 (0) 2 (1.8) 0 (0)

Hepatitis toxic 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9)

Pneumothorax traumatic 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Metabolism and nutrition
disorders

0 (0) 0 (0) 4 (3.7) 2 (1.8)

Arthritis 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9)

Lethargy 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9)

Acute kidney injury 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Abbreviations: AE, adverse event; BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab; TEAE, treatment-emergent AE; TRAE,
treatment-related AE.

© 2025 by American Society of Clinical Oncology
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TABLE A5. Summary of Patients Who Experienced Fatal TEAE

Fatal TEAE
Pirtobrutinib
(n 5 116)

IdelaR/BR
(n 5 109)

Patients with fatal TEAE, No. (%) 12 (10.3) 10 (9.2)

COVID-19 pneumonia 3 (2.6) 1 (0.9)

Pneumonia 2 (1.7) 3 (2.8)

COVID-19 2 (1.7) 1 (0.9)

Clostridium difficile infection 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Pneumonia viral 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Multiple organ dysfunction
syndrome

1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Squamous cell carcinoma 1 (0.9) 0 (0)

Tumor compression 0 (0) 1 (0.9)

Respiratory failure 1 (0.9) 1 (0.9)

Cardiac arrest 0 (0) 1 (0.9)

Pneumothorax traumatic 0 (0) 1 (0.9)

Hematoma 0 (0) 1 (0.9)

Abbreviations: BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; IdelaR, idelalisib plus
rituximab; TEAE, treatment-emergent adverse event.
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Pirtobrutinib Versus IdelaR/BR in CLL/SLL
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61/82

18/37

Intended comparator (v arm A)

IdelaR

BR

0.554 (0.394 to 0.780)

0.633 (0.377 to 1.064)

32/49
42/70
55/90
19/29

73/117
1/2

22/39
57/80
59/96
20/23

79/118
0/1

0.595 (0.342 to 1.034)
0.558 (0.374 to 0.834)
0.588 (0.406 to 0.852)
0.488 (0.256 to 0.930)
0.562 (0.408 to 0.775) 

N/A

52/83 56/83
22/36 23/36

68/98
3/14
1/1

67/95
6/15
3/5

3/6 4/4
69/107 72/108 0.609 (0.436 to 0.849)

10/21
18/30
16/29
30/39

13/28
16/24
15/18
35/49

0.827 (0.362 to 1.888)
0.582 (0.293 to 1.157)
0.357 (0.173 to 0.736)
0.550 (0.332 to 0.910)

37/63 34/61 0.736 (0.461 to 1.175)
37/56 45/58 0.447 (0.286 to 0.700)

58/84
10/20
6/15

63/86
11/21
5/9

0.618 (0.431 to 0.884)
0.547 (0.225 to 1.330)
0.480 (0.141 to 1.630)

41/60 44/60 0.536 (0.347 to 0.829)
33/59 35/59 0.621 (0.385 to 1.001)

Age at enrollment, years
<65
�65
<75
�75
<85
�85

Sex
Male
Female

Race
White 
Asian
Black or African American

Ethnicity
Hispanic or Latino
Non-Hispanic or Latino

Region

North America
Europe
Asia 
Australia

0.633 (0.328 to 1.224)
0.613 (0.415 to 0.906)
0.221 (0.054 to 0.907)

0.000 (0.000 to NE)

17/24
51/76
3/14
3/5

21/39
51/63
6/15
1/2

Lines of prior systemic therapy
1
2
3
�4

Most recent prior anticancer therapy including cBTKi

Reason for discontinuation from most recent prior cBTKi
PD
Toxicity
Other

Receipt of prior venetoclax treatment
Yes
No

Receipt of prior BCL2 inhibitors
Yes
No

Yes
No

0.539 (0.349 to 0.831)
0.625 (0.387 to 1.012)

41/60
33/59

45/62
34/57

Hazard Ratio (95% CI)

IdelaR/BR (n = 119)Pirtobrutinib (n = 119)

Favors Pirtobrutinib Favors IdelaR/BR

Histology
CLL
SLL

Rai stage
0-II
III-IV

71/109
3/10

30/58
41/56

69/107
5/12

43/67
30/48

67/101
6/14

12/27
61/89

72/108
7/11

41/62
36/54

74/114
5/5

35/53
42/59
64/94
13/18

24/39
53/77

0.609 (0.438 to 0.847)
0.281 (0.069 to 1.147)

0.421 (0.260 to 0.680)
0.706 (0.449 to 1.109)

0.638 (0.459 to 0.888)
0.094 (0.018 to 0.500)

0.613 (0.391 to 0.959)
0.477 (0.291 to 0.781)
0.561 (0.397 to 0.794)
0.417 (0.157 to 1.109)

0.412 (0.205 to 0.831)
0.624 (0.430 to 0.904)

ECOG performance status at baseline
0-1
2

B2 microglobulin group at baseline,  mg/L
�3.5

>3.5

<10
�10

Bulky disease, cm
<5
�5

17p deletion presence
Yes
No

11q deletion presence
Yes
No

IGHV
Mutated

Unmutated

Complex karyotypea

TP53 mutation
Yes
No

Yes
No

High-risk features (Biomarker Central Laboratory)

Genomic risk features

TP53 mutation and/or del17p
Yes 

No

TP53 mutation and del17p

TP53 mutation without 17p deletion

Yes 
No

Yes
No

TP53 mutation, del17p, or unmutated IGHV
Yes

No

0.670 (0.398 to 1.130)

0.589 (0.376 to 0.924)

0.436 (0.222 to 0.858)
0.550 (0.375 to 0.805)

0.933 (0.269 to 3.233)
0.542 (0.378 to 0.775)

0.571 (0.401 to 0.812)

2.160 (0.528 to 8.841)

0.445 (0.270 to 0.734)
0.624 (0.399 to 0.975)

0.514 (0.237 to 1.114)
0.619 (0.423 to 0.904)

0.368 (0.233 to 0.582)
0.609 (0.246 to 1.505)

0.717 (0.405 to 1.270)
0.559 (0.365 to 0.857)

34/43
41/69

17/25
53/74

8/19

56/74

41/48
12/28

23/30
47/64

31/39
38/72

11/19
56/82

4/7

61/90

40/55
8/20

26/36
40/61

38/51

27/43

19/24
51/90

59/85

62/93

4/5

40/53

31/45

17/20
57/88

64/84

64/85

4/12

41/53
38/66

42/55

32/64

17p deletion presence (IWRS)
Yes
No

0.477 (0.308 to 0.740)
0.626 (0.389 to 1.007)

0.
00

0.
25

0.
50

0.
75

1.
00

1.
25

1.
50

1.
75

2.
00

0.989 (0.289 to 3.386)

0.610 (0.423 to 0.881)

5/10 6/9

0.512 (0.349 to 0.751)
0.760 (0.421 to 1.372)

0.221 (0.054 to 0.907)
0.695 (0.495 to 0.976)

1.000 (0.081 to 12.270)

0.110 (0.012 to 1.011)

Events/

Patients

Median PFS

(95% CI)

Events/

Patients

Median PFS

(95% CI)

15.1 (11.0 to 17.1)
8.1 (4.8 to 9.9)

11.4 (8.5 to 16.5)

11.4 (8.5 to 16.5)

10.4 (8.2 to 12.4)15.3 (11.1 to 17.3)
8.3 (4.5 to 9.9)

11.4 (7.5 to 16.6)
14.1 (11.3 to 17.2)

14.1 (5.4 to NE)
13.7 (11.0 to 16.6)

11.1 (8.3 to 13.90)
16.6 (14.1 to 21.09)

NR (2.7 to NE)
13.9 (11.1 to 16.56)

10.4 (8.2 to 13.7)
8.3 (4.5 to 9.9)

15.3 (11.1 to 17.3)

11.4 (9.9 to 15.1)

13.7 (9.5 to 16.6)
13.9 (8.6 to 16.6)

17.15 (11.3 to NE)
12.81 (9.92 to 16.6)

11.4 (9.9 to 15.3)

12.8 (5.7 to NE)

11.4 (9.9 to 15.4)
17.2 (5.7 to 21.1)

16.6 (11.3 to 21.1)
11.3 (8.6 to 15.1)

11.4 (10.4 to 14.1)
19.9 (15.3 to NE)

11.4 (2.8 to NE)
14.0 (11.1 to 16.6)

12.8 (6.1 to 22.4)

11.3 (8.3 to 16.6)
14.1 (11.3 to 19.5)

16.7 (2.3 to NE)
12.8 (9.9 to 16.5)

13.7 (10.4 to 15.3)

12.8 (5.7 to NE)

11.3 (8.6 to 14.1)
17.2 (11.3 to 22.7)

8.6 (7.2 to 10.4)
9.9 (1.6 to 13.7)

9.5 (7.0 to 11.2)
8.3 (4.8 to 9.3)

8.9 (8.1 to 10.6)
2.9 (1.9 to NE)

9.9 (7.2 to 11.8)
8.3 (4.8 to 9.0)

8.8 (8.0 to 10.6)
7.0 (2.4 to 9.9)

9.3 (5.8 to 11.6)
8.7 (7.2 to 10.4)

5.5 (2.9 to 8.6)
10.6 (8.3 to 13.7)

8.6 (5.75 to 11.07)
8.7 (5.82 to 10.15)

14.8 (7.2 to NE)

8.3 (5.8 to 9.5)

5.8 (3.8 to 8.3)
16.4 (9.9 to NE)

8.6 (3.8 to 111)
8.8 (7.2 to 10.6)

8.0 (3.8 to 8.97)

10.4 (8.3 to 13.0)

5.8 (2.8 to 9.5)
8.9 (8.1 to 11.2)

16.4 (0.7 to NE)
8.3 (6.0 to 9.9)

8.3 (5.8 to 9.0)

14.8 (8.1 to NE)

5.5 (3.0 to 8.7)
11.1 (8.3 to 13.8)

19.9 (13.7 to NE)
11.3 (8.6 to 14.0)

22.4 (8.5 to NE) 13.2 (5.78 to NE)
9.9 (7.20 to 20.24)
8.3 (4.83 to 9.46)

13.9 (10.9 to 16.6)
10.4 (8.3 to 16.4)

11.3 (5.6 to 15.1)
13.7 (8.5 to NE)

16.6 (8.3 to 22.7)

5.8 (3.5 to 9.0)
8.1 (1.7 to 11.6)
8.9 (7.0 to 13.7)
14.8 (8.6 to NE)17.1 (8.6 to NE)

16.5 (8.3 to 19.5)
11.3 (9.5 to 14.1)
NR (14.0 to NE)
11.4 (5.4 to NE)

10.2 (5.8 to 13.8)
8.3 (5.8 to 9.9)

10.6 (1.1 to NE)
2.9 (NE to NE)

17.1 (3.0 to NE)
13.7 (11.0 to 16.5)

6.9 (2.9 to NE)
8.7 (7.2 to 10.4)

11.4 (9.9 to 15.1)
NR (14.0 to NE)
10.9 (NE to NE)

8.6 (7.0 to 10.2)
10.6 (1.1 to NE)
5.5 (2.9 to NE)

13.9 (10.4 to 16.6)
16.5 (11.1 to 17.3)

8.3 (5.8 to 9.3)
11.6 (8.3 to 16.4)

13.9 (5.6 to 17.1)
14.1 (11.1 to 16.7)
13.7 (10.4 to 16.6)

5.6 (NE to NE)
14.0 (11.3 to 16.6)

14.1 (11.1 to 17.2) 10.2 (6.0 to 11.6)
8.6 (5.8 to 9.9)

8.9 (8.1 to 10.6)
7.2 (2.8 to 12.4)
8.7 (8.0 to 10.2)
NR (NE to NE)

74/119

74/119

14.0 (11.2 to 16.6)

14.0 (11.2 to 16.6)

8.8 (8.1 to 10.2)

8.2 (2.9 to 11.6)

Highly complex karyotypeb

Yes
No

32/35
21/41

34/46
14/29 16.7 (11.3 to NE)

11.3 (8.3 to 16.6) 5.8 (4.5 to 8.3)
11.1 (8.7 to 16.4)

0.386 (0.233 to 0.640)
0.545 (0.274 to 1.084)

FIG A1. Forest plot of IRC-assessed PFS across patient subgroups treated. aComplex karyotype (yes 5 ≥3 chro-
mosomal abnormalities; no ≤3 chromosomal abnormalities). bHighly complex karyotype (yes 5 ≥5 chromosomal
abnormalities; no 5 <5 chromosomal abnormalities). BR, bendamustine plus rituximab; cBTKi, covalent Bruton ty-
rosine kinase inhibitor; CLL, chronic lymphocytic leukemia; ECOG, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group; IdelaR,
idelalisib plus rituximab; IGHV, immunoglobulin heavy chain gene; IRC, independent (continued on following page)
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59/82
23/37

Intended comparator (v arm A)
IdelaR
BR

0.402 (0.275 to 0.588)
0.364 (0.220 to 0.603)

23/49
31/70

25/39
57/80

0.413 (0.229 to 0.745)
0.389 (0.248 to 0.610) 

40/83 59/83
14/36 23/36

8/21
13/30
12/29
21/39

12/28
15/24
14/18
41/49

0.578 (0.227 to 1.475)
0.434 (0.203 to 0.929)
0.333 (0.151 to 0.735)
0.333 (0.190 to 0.582)

27/63 37/61 0.425 (0.255 to 0.709)

27/56 45/58 0.364 (0.222 to 0.598)

47/84
3/20
4/15

64/86
12/21
4/9

0.457 (0.310 to 0.673)
0.158 (0.043 to 0.580)
0.368 (0.082 to 1.649)

31/60 45/60 0.405 (0.252 to 0.649)
23/59 37/59 0.368 (0.214 to 0.632)

Age at enrollment, years
<65
�65

Sex
Male
Female

Region
North America
Europe
Asia 
Australia

0.228 (0.092 to 0.563)
0.503 (0.328 to 0.771)
0.070 (0.009 to 0.554)
<0.0001 (0.000 to NE)

6/24
44/76
1/14
3/5

25/39
46/63
9/15
2/2

Lines of prior systemic therapy
1
2
3
�4

Most recent prior anticancer therapy including cBTKi

Reason for discontinuation from most recent prior cBTKi
PD
Toxicity
Other

Receipt of prior venetoclax treatment
Yes
No

Yes

No

Hazard Ratio (95% CI)

IdelaR/BR (n = 119)Pirtobrutinib (n = 119)

Favors Pirtobrutinib Favors IdelaR/BR

Histology
CLL
SLL

Rai stage
0-II
III-IV

52/109
2/10

22/58
28/56

52/107
2/12

23/67
28/48

43/101
8/14

11/27
42/89

74/108
8/11

41/62
39/54

78/114
4/5

37/53
42/59
63/94
16/18

26/39
54/77

0.407 (0.282 to 0.588)
0.189 (0.039 to 0.917)

0.324 (0.188 to 0.558)
0.400 (0.242 to 0.662)

0.426 (0.296 to 0.613)
0.112 (0.020 to 0.633)

0.313 (0.185 to 0.529)

0.429 (0.256 to 0.721)
0.360 (0.241 to 0.538)
0.355 (0.143 to 0.882)

0.418 (0.206 to 0.850)
0.399 (0.263 to 0.607)

ECOG performance status at baseline
0-1
2

B2 microglobulin group at baseline, mg/L
�3.5
>3.5

<10
�10

Bulky disease, cm
<5
�5

17p deletion presence
Yes
No

11q deletion presence
Yes
No

IGHV mutation status
Mutated
Unmutated

Complex karyotype

TP53 mutation
Yes
No

Yes
No

TP53 mutation and/or del17p
Yes 
No 0.417 (0.230 to 0.757)

0.389 (0.238 to 0.636)

0.293 (0.170 to 0.507)
0.429 (0.262 to 0.705)

0.220 (0.088 to 0.553)
0.474 (0.311 to 0.722)

0.219 (0.126 to 0.381)
0.513 (0.207 to 1.273)

0.518 (0.279 to 0.962)
0.362 (0.223 to 0.588)

37/43
42/69

21/25
50/74

7/19
58/74

39/44
15/31

21/30
50/64

23/39
28/72

7/19
43/82

3/7
45/90

24/53
7/21

22/36
27/61

29/51
19/43

41/53
32/45

0.
00

0.
25

0.
50

0.
75

1.
00

1.
25

1.
50

1.
75

2.
00

0.751 (0.187 to 3.027)
0.409 (0.274 to 0.610)

0.366 (0.240 to 0.558)
0.478 (0.244 to 0.933)

Events/

Patients

Median TTNT

(95% CI)

Events/

Patients

Median TTNT

(95% CI)

24.0 (17.8 to NE)

9.5 (5.2 to 11.1) 

20.0 (12.0 to NE)
12.5 (9.5 to 18.4)29.5 (18.2 to NE)
8.7 (4.8 to 11.1)

18.2 (9.9 to 29.7)
 NR (20.0 to NE)

NR (5.4 to NE)
22.7 (16.8 to 29.7)

20.0 (15.0 to 30.4) 
29.5 (20.4 to NE)

NR (3.1 to NE) 
22.7 (17.1 to 29.7)

18.2 (15.6 to 29.5) 

29.7 (16.0 to NE)
17.8 (15.0 to 29.5)

NR (11.9 to NE)
29.5 (17.1 to 29.7)

20.0 (15.6 to 29.7)
22.7 (4.3 to NE)

20.0 (16.0 to 29.5)
29.7 (12.8 to NE)

 29.7 (20.4 to NE)
17.8 (15.6 to 29.5)

20.4 (16.0 to 29.7)
 24.0 (14.8 to NE)

20.4 (2.8 to NE) 
29.5 (18.2 to 30.4)

29.7 (14.8 to 29.7)

10.9 (8.7 to 13.2) 
11.1 (2.0 to 14.8)

11.1 (8.3 to 16.4)
9.9 (6.5 to 11.1)

11.2 (8.8 to 13.2)
6.6 (2.9 to NE)

12.5 (9.5 to 15.6)  
8.8 (6.5 to 11.0)  
11.1 (9.5 to 13.6)
6.7 (3.7 to 10.2)

10.6 (5.2 to 18.7)
11.0 (8.7 to 13.2)

7.00 (4.2 to 9.0)
12.0 (10.91 17.9)

10.8 (6.5 to 11.8)
11.0 (8.1 to 15.1)

NR (8.7 to NE)
10.6 (7.8 to 11.8)

7.79 (4.63 10.6)
16.43 (10.9 to NE)

10.6 (5.2 to 16.4)
10.9 (8.1 to 12.5)

8.1 (4.8 to 10.6) 
11.8 (10.7 to 17.9)

22.7 (22.7 to NE)
17.8 (13.7 to 24.0)

NR (16.0 to NE) 18.7 (4.6 to NE) 
12.0 (8.3 to 29.3)
9.9 (5.2 to 11.8)

20.4 (12.8 to NE)
13.2 (8.8 to 18.4) 

 16.8 (9.5 to NE)  
29.7 (16.0 to NE)
22.7 (17.8 to NE) 

6.5 (4.4 to 10.9) 
11.8 (2.2 to 18.4)
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21.2 (12.5 to NE)  29.5 (14.8 to NE)

NR (NE to NE)
18.20 (14.8 to 24.0)
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11.22 (7.3 to NE)

11.1 (6.5 to 17.9)
11.0 (8.3 to 14.8)
8.8 (1.5 to 18.7) 

3.30 (2.8 to NE)

22.7 (15.7 to 29.7)
24.0 (18.8 to NE)

9.5 (6.5 to 11.1)
15.6 (11.0 to 18.7)

22.7 (16.0 to NE)
24.0 (16.0 to NE) 11.1 (5.0 to 18.7)

10.7 (8.7 to 13.2)

54/119
54/119

24.0 (17.8 to 29.7)  11.1 (9.0 to 14.0) 
8.8 (3.8 to 12.5)24.0 (17.8 to 29.7)

FIG A2. Forest plot of TTNT across subgroups. a≥3 abnormalities in same clonal population. BCL2, B-cell lymphoma-2; BR, bendamustine plus
rituximab; cBTKi, covalent Bruton tyrosine kinase inhibitor; CLL, chronic lymphocytic leukemia; ECOG, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group;
IdelaR, idelalisib plus rituximab; IGHV, immunoglobulin heavy chain gene; IWRS, Interactive Web Response System; NE, not estimable; PD,
progressive disease; SLL, small lymphocytic lymphoma; TTNT, time to next treatment or death.

FIG A1. (Continued). review committee; IWRS, Interactive Web Response System; PD, progressive disease; PFS,
progression-free survival; SLL, small lymphocytic lymphoma.
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