Food and Co-administration of Acid Reducing Agents (ARAs) Have No Clinically Significant Effect on the Pharmacokinetics of
Etrumadenant, a Novel Dual Adenosine Receptor Antagonist —

Population Pharmacokinetic (PopPK) and Physiologically-Based (PBPK) Modeling Exploration
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* PBPK analysis was conducted using Simcyp software
 PBPK model was developed from physiochemical, in vitro
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