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PART I. FINANCIAL INFORMATION

ITEM 1. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.

Condensed Balance Sheets
(in thousands, except share and par value)

Assets

Current assets:
Cash and cash equivalents $
Short-term investments
Accounts receivable, net

Prepaid expenses and other current assets

Total current assets
Property and equipment, net

Other assets

Total assets $

Liabilities and Stockholders’ Equity
Current liabilities:
Accounts payable $
Accrued expenses
Current portion of long-term debt
Warrant liabilities

Deferred grant awards

Total current liabilities
Long-term debt, net of unamortized deferred costs

Other long-term liabilities

Total liabilities
Commitments and Contingencies (Note 8)

Stockholders’ Equity:

Preferred stock—par value $0.0001, 10,000,000 shares authorized and no shares issued and
outstanding as of June 30, 2019 and December 31, 2018, respectively

Common stock—par value $0.0001, 150,000,000 shares authorized as of June 30, 2019 and
December 31, 2018, respectively; 26,934,673 and 20,808,366 shares issued and
outstanding as of June 30, 2019 and December 31, 2018, respectively

Additional paid in capital
Accumulated deficit

Accumulated other comprehensive gain (loss)

Total stockholders’ equity

Total liabilities and stockholders’ equity $

June 30, 2019 December 31, 2018
(unaudited)

66,669 45,716
57,841 66,917
826 2,869

813 2,397
126,149 117,899
7,677 2,034

68 95
133,894 120,028
1,840 866
15,609 8,214
3,000 —
403 860

156 232
21,008 10,172
29,403 31,890
8,692 2,560
59,103 44,622

3 2
255,047 196,121
(180,327) (120,665)
68 (52)
74,791 75,406
133,894 120,028

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the condensed financial statements.



XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.

Condensed Statements of Operations and Comprehensive Loss

(in thousands, except share and per share data; unaudited)

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
June 30, June 30,
2019 2018 2019 2018
Grant income $ 314 $ 819 529 % 1,029
Service revenue 6 — 39 53
Cost of revenue 23 — 23 42
Gross profit 297 819 545 1,040
Operating expenses:
Research and development 19,333 8,677 32,500 17,389
Selling, general and administrative 15,024 4,499 27,542 7,738
Expense from operations 34,357 13,176 60,042 25,127
Loss from operations (34,060) (12,357) (59,497) (24,087)
Other income (expense):
Interest and other income 845 238 1,516 334
Interest expense (1,062) (562) (2,125) (753)
Change in fair value of warrants (108) (306) 444 (388)
Total other income (expense) (325) (630) (165) (807)
Net loss $ (34,385) $ (12,987) (59,662) $ (24,894)
Other comprehensive loss, net of tax:
Unrealized gains on short-term investments 69 — 120 —
Comprehensive loss $ (34,316) $ (12,987) (59,542) $ (24,894)
Net loss per common share - basic and diluted $ (1.28) $ (3.07) (2.36) $ (7.76)
Weighted average common shares outstanding,
basic and diluted 26,889,398 4,231,054 25,234,489 3,205,998

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the condensed financial statements.



XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.

Condensed Statements of Stockholders’ Equity (Deficit)
(in thousands, except share data; unaudited)

Common Stock Additional Accumulated Other
Paid In Comprehensive Accumulated
Shares Capital Gain (Loss) Deficit Total

Balance, December 31, 2017 2,159,068 2,754 — (60,585) (57,830)
Net loss — — — (11,906) (11,906)
Exercise and vesting of stock-based awards 39,510 51 — — 51
Stock-based compensation _ 244 _ _ 244
Balance, March 31, 2018 2,198,578 3,049 — (72,491) (69,441)
Net loss — — — (12,987) (12,987)
Issuance of common stock upon Initial

Public Offering, net of cost of $9,323 6,555,000 89,002 — — 89,002
Conversion of convertible preferred stock

into common stock 11,837,073 102,292 — — 102,293
Exercise and vesting of stock-based awards 97,806 109 _ _ 109
Stock-based compensation _ 361 _ — 361
Balance, June 30, 2018 20,688,457 194,813 — (85,478) 109,337

Common Stock Additional Accumulated Other
Paid In Comprehensive Accumulated
Shares Capital Gain (Loss) Deficit Total

Balance, December 31, 2018 20,808,366 196,121 (52) (120,665) 75,406
Net loss — — — (25,277) (25,277)
Issuance of common stock upon public

offering, net of cost of $4,338 5,996,775 55,631 — — 55,632
Exercise and vesting of stock-based awards 72,797 128 _ — 128
Exercise of warrants 2,271 13 _ _ 13
Stock-based compensation _ 1,147 — _ 1,147
Other comprehensive gain _ _ 51 _ 51
Balance, March 31, 2019 26,880,209 253,040 I6)) (145,942) 107,100
Net loss — — — (34,385) (34,385)
Exercise and vesting of stock-based awards 30,235 70 _ _ 70
Stock-based compensation _ 1,701 _ _ 1,701
Issuance of common stock through

employee stock purchase plan 24,229 236 — — 236
Other comprehensive gain _ _ 69 — 69
Balance, June 30, 2019 26,934,673 255,047 68 (180,327) 74,791

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the condensed financial statements.



XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.

Condensed Statements of Cash Flows
(in thousands; unaudited)

Six Months Ended June 30,

Cash flows from operating activities:
Net loss
Adjustments to reconcile net loss to net cash used in operating activities:
Depreciation and amortization
Amortization of short-term investments
Amortization of debt issuance costs
Stock-based compensation
Change in fair value of warrants
Changes in operating assets and liabilities:
Accounts receivable
Prepaid expenses and other current assets
Other assets
Accounts payable
Accrued expenses
Deferred grant awards
Deferred rent
Other liabilities

Net cash used by operating activities

Cash flows from investing activities:
Capital expenditures
Purchases of short-term investments
Sales and maturities of short-term investments

Net cash provided (used) by investing activities

Cash flows from financing activities:
Proceeds from Initial Public Offering
Payments for Initial Public Offering costs
Proceeds from the issuance of common stock from public offering
Payments of public offering costs
Proceeds from sale of Series C Preferred Stock
Payments of Series C Preferred Stock offering costs
Proceeds from issuance of long-term debt
Payments of debt issuance costs
Purchases from employee stock purchase plan
Proceeds from exercise of stock awards

Net cash provided by financing activities

Increase in cash and cash equivalents

Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of period

Cash and cash equivalents, end of period

Supplemental schedule of cash flow information:

Cash paid for interest

Supplemental schedule of non-cash investing and financing activities:
Tenant improvement allowance

Deferred Initial Public Offering costs within accrued expenses

Accrued debt issuance costs

Allocation of debt costs to warrants

Vesting of early exercised awards

2019

$ (59,662) $ (24,894)
359 141

(451) —

513 156

2,848 605

(444) 388

2,043 134
1,584 (629)

27 69
974 (1,420)

7,571 3,261

(76) 50

492 112

31 —
(44,191) (22,027)
(494) (489)

(46,260) —

55,908 —
9,154 (489)

— 98,325
— (7,588)

59,970 —

(4,338) —

— 4,438
— (24)

— 20,000
— (238)

236 —

122 86

55,990 114,999

20,953 92,483

45,716 42,045

$ 66,669 $ 134,528
$ 1,638 $ 451
$ 5508 $ —
$ —  $ 1,735
$ 2,325 $ 1,425
$ — 326
$ 76 $ 75

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the condensed financial statements.



XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
Notes to Condensed Financial Statements
June 30, 2019
(unaudited)

Note 1. Organization and Nature of the Business
Nature of business

Xeris Pharmaceuticals, Inc. ("Xeris" or the "Company") is a specialty pharmaceutical company that was incorporated in Delaware in 2005. Xeris is dedicated
to the development of ready-to-use injectable and infusible drug formulations that address important unmet medical needs, are easier to use by patients,
caregivers and health practitioners, and reduce costs for payors and the healthcare system.

Since its inception, the Company has devoted substantially all of its efforts to research and development, regulatory and technical activities. The Company
has financed its operations through the issuance of its common stock, convertible preferred stock and other equity instruments, debt financing and grant
funding from the National Institutes of Health ("NIH") and other philanthropic organizations.

The Company has not generated any revenue from product sales. The Company has incurred operating losses since inception and has an accumulated deficit
of $180.3 million as of June 30, 2019. The Company expects to continue to incur net losses for the next several years. Based on the Company’s current
operating plans and existing working capital at June 30, 2019, the Company believes cash resources are sufficient to sustain operations and capital
expenditure requirements for at least the next 12 months. The Company is subject to a number of risks similar to other specialty pharmaceutical companies,
including, but not limited to, successful development and commercialization of its drug candidates, the development of new technological innovations by its
competitors, protection of intellectual property and market acceptance of the Company’s products.

Basis of presentation

These condensed financial statements are unaudited and have been prepared in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States
of America (“GAAP”), including those for interim financial information, and with the instructions for Quarterly Reports on Form 10-Q and Article 10 of
Regulation S-X issued by the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission (the "SEC"). Accordingly, such financial statements do not include all of the
information and note disclosures required by GAAP for complete financial statements.

In the opinion of management, the accompanying financial statements reflect all adjustments, consisting only of normal recurring adjustments, considered
necessary for a fair presentation of the Company’s financial position and its results of operations and cash flows for the periods presented. The results of
operations for such periods are not necessarily indicative of the results that may be expected for any future period. The accompanying financial statements
should be read in conjunction with the audited financial statements and the related notes thereto for the year ended December 31, 2018 included in the
Company's Annual Report on Form 10-K filed with the SEC on March 6, 2019.

Any reference in these notes to applicable guidance is meant to refer to GAAP as found in the Accounting Standards Codification (“ASC”) and Accounting
Standards Updates (“ASU”) issued by the Financial Accounting Standards Board (“FASB”).



XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
Notes to Condensed Financial Statements
June 30, 2019
(unaudited)

Note 2. Summary of Significant Accounting Policies

Refer to the audited financial statements included in the Company's Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2018 for a discussion of
the Company's accounting policies.

New accounting pronouncements
Recently issued accounting pronouncements

In February 2016, the FASB issued ASU 2016-02, Leases (Topic 842). The new standard requires lessees to record a right-of-use asset and a lease liability for
all leases with a term of greater than twelve months regardless of their classification. Leases will be classified as either operating or finance leases under the
new guidance. Operating leases will result in straight-line expense in the income statement, similar to current operating leases, and finance leases will result
in more expense being recognized in the earlier years of the lease term, similar to current capital leases. As an emerging growth company, ASU 2016-02 will
be effective for the Company on January 1, 2020. The Company is currently evaluating the impact the adoption of this new standard will have on the financial
statements and related disclosures; however, since the Company is a lessee to certain leases for property whose terms exceed twelve months, it expects to
report assets and liabilities related to these leases on the financial statements that have not been previously reported once adopted.

Note 3. Reverse Stock Split and Public Stock Offerings

On June 8, 2018, the Company effectuated a 1-for-1.78112 reverse stock split of its outstanding common stock, which was approved by the Company’s board
of directors on May 22, 2018 and by the Company’s stockholders on June 8, 2018. The reverse stock split resulted in an adjustment to the then outstanding
preferred stock conversion prices to reflect a proportional decrease in the number of shares of common stock to be issued upon conversion. The
accompanying condensed financial statements and related notes to condensed financial statements give retroactive effect to the reverse stock split for all
periods presented. The shares of common stock retained a par value of $0.0001 per share. Accordingly, stockholders’ equity reflects the reverse stock split by
reclassifying from common stock to additional paid in capital an amount equal to the par value of the decreased shares resulting from the reverse stock split.

On June 25, 2018, the Company closed the initial public offering ("IPO") of its common stock pursuant to a registration statement on Form S-1, as amended.
The Company sold an aggregate of 6,555,000 shares of common stock under the registration statement at an IPO price of $15.00 per share, including 855,000
shares of common stock pursuant to the exercise of the underwriters’ option to purchase additional shares. Net proceeds from the IPO were $88.9 million,
after deducting underwriting discounts and commissions, as well as other IPO expenses. Upon closing the IPO, all outstanding shares of the Company's Series
A, B and C convertible preferred stock were converted into 11,837,073 shares of common stock.

On February 19, 2019, the Company completed a public offering of its common stock pursuant to a registration statement on Form S-1, as amended. The
Company sold an aggregate of 5,996,775 shares of common stock at a price of $10.00 per share, including 116,775 shares of common stock pursuant to the
exercise of the underwriters' option to purchase additional shares. Net proceeds from the public offering were $55.6 million after deducting underwriting
discounts and commissions, as well as other public offering expenses.

Note 4. Accrued Expenses

Accrued expenses consist of the following:

(in thousands) June 30, 2019 December 31, 2018
Accrued research and development costs $ 8,863 $ 2,221
Accrued employee costs 3,449 4,326
Accrued marketing and selling costs 2,395 —
Accrued other costs 902 1,667
Accrued expenses $ 15,609 $ 8,214




XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
Notes to Condensed Financial Statements
June 30, 2019
(unaudited)

Note 5. Long-term Debt
Senior Secured Loan Facility

In February 2018, the Company entered into the Loan and Security Agreement that provides a senior secured loan facility of up to an aggregate principal
amount of $45.0 million. The first tranche was $20.0 million and was drawn down in February 2018 ("Term A Loan"). The second tranche was $15.0 million
and was drawn down in September 2018 ("Term B Loan"). The third tranche is $10.0 million and is available beginning upon approval of the Company’s
Gvoke™ New Drug Application ("NDA") by the U.S. Food & Drug Administration ("FDA”) until the earlier of September 30, 2019 or the 30" day following
NDA approval by the FDA.

The interest rate under the Loan and Security Agreement is the thirty-day U.S. LIBOR rate plus 6.75%, which was 9.18% as of June 30, 2019. Payments on
the Loan and Security Agreement are interest only for the first 24 months, which can be extended by an additional twelve months if the third tranche is drawn.
The total term of the loan is fifty-nine months, and the principal payments will begin 24 months from the beginning of the term or, should the third tranche be
drawn, 36 months from the beginning of the term.

Pursuant to the Loan and Security Agreement, the Company provided a first priority security interest in all existing and future-acquired assets, excluding
intellectual property and certain other assets, owned by the Company. The Loan and Security Agreement contains a negative pledge on intellectual property
owned by the Company. The Company also issued warrants to the Lenders to purchase common stock, which is further discussed in Note 7, "Warrants," of
the notes to condensed financial statements.

The Loan and Security Agreement allows the Company to voluntarily prepay the outstanding amounts thereunder, but not less than $2.0 million of the
outstanding principal at any time. Prior to April 1, 2020, the Company is subject to a prepayment penalty equal to 1.50% of the principal amount being
prepaid. In the event the Company draws down the third tranche, the period subject to the 1.50% prepayment penalty is extended to April 1, 2021. No
prepayment fee exists for prepayments made after April 1, 2020, or April 1, 2021 in the event the third tranche is issued. A final payment fee of 6.5%
multiplied by the original principal amount of each tranche drawn is due upon the earlier to occur of the maturity date of the Loan and Security Agreement,
the acceleration of the Loan and Security Agreement or prepayment of such borrowings and is recorded in other long-term liabilities on the condensed
balance sheets. The Loan and Security Agreement includes a non-utilization fee of 2.0% multiplied by the principal amount of tranche three payable to
Lenders in October 2019, if the Company elects not to draw the third tranche.

The Loan and Security Agreement also contains customary indemnification obligations and customary events of default, including, among other things,
failure to fulfill certain obligations under the Loan and Security Agreement and the occurrence of a material adverse change in the Company's business,
operations or condition, a material impairment of the prospect of repayment of any portion of the loan, or a material impairment in the perfection or priority
of the Lenders’ lien in the collateral or in the value of such collateral. In the event of default under the Loan and Security Agreement, the Company would be
required to pay interest on principal and all other due and unpaid obligations at the current rate in effect plus 5%. All such interest would be payable on
demand and in cash. Further, the Lenders would be entitled to exercise their remedies thereunder, including the right to accelerate the debt, upon which the
Company may be required to repay all amounts then outstanding under the Loan and Security Agreement.

The Loan and Security Agreement includes certain restrictions on, among other things, the Company’s ability to incur additional indebtedness, change the
name or location of the business, merge with or acquire other entities, pay dividends or make other distributions to holders of the Company’s capital stock,
make certain investments, engage in transactions with affiliates, create liens, open new deposit accounts, sell assets or pay subordinated debt.



XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
Notes to Condensed Financial Statements

June 30, 2019
(unaudited)

The components of debt are as follows:
(in thousands) June 30, 2019 December 31, 2018
Term A Loan $ 20,000 $ 20,000
Term B Loan 15,000 15,000
Principal amount of long-term debt 35,000 35,000
Less: Current portion of long-term debt (3,000) —
Long-term debt, net of current position 32,000 35,000
Less: Unamortized deferred costs (2,597) (3,110)
Long-term debt, net of unamortized deferred costs $ 29,403 $ 31,890

The following table sets forth the Company’s future minimum principal payments (in thousands):

2019 $ —
2020 9,000
2021 12,000
2022 12,000
2023 2,000

$ 35,000

The Company incurred total debt issuance costs of $3.7 million, which are reflected as a direct reduction to the term loan balance and are being amortized
into interest expense over the life of the loan using the effective interest method. For the three and six months ended June 30, 2019, the Company recognized
interest expense of $1,062,000 and $2,125,000, respectively, of which $262,000 and $513,000, respectively, was related to the amortization of debt issuance
costs. For the three and six months ended June 30, 2018, the Company recognized interest expense of $562,000 and $753,000, respectively, of which
$116,000 and $156,000, respectively, was related to the amortization of debt issuance costs.

Note 6. Convertible Preferred Stock

In February 2018, the Company issued an additional 707,680 shares of Series C convertible preferred stock for net proceeds of $4.4 million.

During the second quarter of 2018, a majority of the holders of the Company's convertible preferred stock elected to have their shares converted into common
stock; therefore, all outstanding shares of preferred stock were converted into 11,837,073 shares of common stock at a conversion rate of 1:1.78112 upon the
closing of the Company's IPO on June 25, 2018.

Prior to the conversion of the convertible preferred stock into common stock, the holders of the Company’s convertible preferred stock were entitled to
receive non-cumulative dividends at the rate of 8% of the purchase price per annum in preference to any dividends to the holders of the common stock,
payable as and if when declared by the Board of Directors. The holders of the convertible preferred stock also were entitled to participate pro rata in any
dividends paid to the holders of the common stock on an as-converted basis. No dividends were declared by the Company’s Board of Directors.

Note 7. Warrants

In 2014 the Company issued 19,931 warrants (“2014 Warrants”) to certain investors. The 2014 Warrants allow each holder to purchase one share of common
stock for $5.912. There have been 16,944 2014 Warrants exercised, and 2,987 2014 Warrants remain outstanding as of June 30, 2019.

As part of the Loan and Security Agreement discussed in Note 5, "Long-term Debt," in the notes to condensed financial statements, the Lenders received

warrants equal to 3.0% of the principal borrowing amounts concurrent with the borrowing. The warrants represent a right for the lender to purchase shares of
the Company’s common stock at an exercise price of $11.169 per share. The Company issued

10



XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
Notes to Condensed Financial Statements
June 30, 2019
(unaudited)

53,720 warrants ("Term A Warrants") upon the drawdown of the Term A Loan in February 2018, and the Company issued 40,292 warrants ("Term B
Warrants") upon the drawdown of the Term B Loan in September 2018. There have been no exercises of Term A Warrants or Term B Warrants, and as such
all 53,720 warrants and 40,292 warrants, respectively, were outstanding as of June 30, 2019.

Because the warrants are a freestanding instrument, indexed to the Company's stock, they do not meet the criteria for equity classification. Therefore,
warrants are liability classified and subject to remeasurement at each reporting period until they are exercised, expired, or otherwise settled.

The Company recognized losses of $(4,000), $(59,000) and $(45,000) due to the change in fair value of the warrants during the three months ended June 30,
2019 related to the 2014 Warrants, the Term A Warrants and the Term B Warrants, respectively. The Company recognized gains of $68,000, $215,000 and
$161,000 due to the change in fair value of the warrants during the six months ended June 30, 2019 related to the 2014 Warrants, the Term A Warrants and the
Term B Warrants, respectively. The Company recognized losses of $(133,000) and $(173,000) due to the change in fair value of the warrants during the three
months ended June 30, 2018 related to the 2014 Warrants and the Term A Warrants, respectively. The Company recognized losses of $(178,000) and
$(210,000) due to the change in fair value of the warrants during the six months ended June 30, 2018 related to the 2014 Warrants and the Term A Warrants,
respectively.

As of June 30, 2019, the following warrants were outstanding:

Exercise Price per Expiration
Outstanding Warrants Warrant Date
2014 Warrants 2,987 $5.912 August 2020
Term A Warrants 53,720 $11.169 February 2025
Term B Warrants 40,292 $11.169 September 2025

96,999

Note 8. Commitments and Contingencies

The Company has non-cancellable operating leases for office space, which expire at various times through 2031. The non-cancellable office lease agreements
provide for monthly lease payments, which increase during the term of each lease agreement.

In the first quarter of 2018, the Company signed a lease for office space in Chicago, Illinois. In the fourth quarter of 2018, the Company signed an amendment
to this lease to occupy new space and relocated from its existing premises to this additional space in March 2019. The future minimum lease payments of the
amended lease are approximately $0 in 2019, $746,000 in 2020, $1,095,000 in 2021, $1,125,000 in 2022, $1,156,000 in 2023, and $9,747,000 for 2024 and
thereafter.

Total rent expense under these operating leases was approximately $556,000 and $229,000 for the three months ended June 30, 2019 and 2018, respectively,
and $1,043,000 and $420,000 for the six months ended June 30, 2019 and 2018, respectively,

As of June 30, 2019, we had unused letters of credit of $1,083,000 which were issued primarily to secure leases.
Note 9. Stock Compensation Plan

In 2011, the Company adopted the 2011 Stock Option Issuance Plan (“2011 Plan”) and subsequently amended it to authorize the Board of Directors to grant
up to 4,714,982 incentive stock option and non-qualified stock option awards.

The 2018 Stock Option and Incentive Plan ("2018 Plan") was adopted by the Board of Directors in April 2018 and approved by the Company's stockholders
in June 2018 to award up to 1,822,000 shares of common stock. This plan became effective on the date immediately prior to the effectiveness of the
Company's IPO registration statement. The 2018 Plan replaced the 2011 Plan as the Board of Directors determined not to make additional awards under the
2011 Plan following the closing of the IPO, which occurred in June 2018. The 2018 Plan allows the compensation committee to make equity-based and cash-
based incentive awards to the Company's officers, employees, directors and other key persons (including consultants).

The 2018 Plan provides that the number of shares reserved and available for issuance under the plan will automatically increase each January 1, beginning on
January 1, 2019, by 4% of the outstanding number of shares of our common stock on the immediately preceding

11



XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
Notes to Condensed Financial Statements
June 30, 2019
(unaudited)

December 31, or such lesser number of shares as determined by the compensation committee. This number is subject to adjustment in the event of a stock
split, stock dividend or other change in the Company's capitalization. On January 1, 2019, the number of shares of common stock available for issuance under
the 2018 Plan was automatically increased by 835,728 shares. As of June 30, 2019, there were approximately 833,000 shares of common stock available for
future issuance under the 2018 Plan.

The 2018 Employee Stock Purchase Plan ("ESPP") was adopted by the Board of Directors in April 2018 and approved by the Company's stockholders in June
2018 to award up to 193,000 shares of common stock to participating employees. This plan became effective on the date immediately prior to the
effectiveness of the Company's IPO registration statement. The ESPP provides that the number of shares reserved and available for issuance will
automatically increase each January 1, beginning on January 1, 2019 and each January 1 thereafter through January 1, 2028, by the least of (i) 1% of the
outstanding number of shares of our common stock on the immediately preceding December 31; (ii) 386,000 shares or (iii) such lesser number of shares as
determined by the ESPP administrator. On January 1, 2019, the number of shares of common stock available for issuance under the ESPP increased by
208,932 shares. The number of shares reserved under the ESPP is subject to adjustment in the event of a stock split, stock dividend or other change in
capitalization. The first offering period for the ESPP began January 1, 2019 and ended June 30, 2019. As of June 30, 2019, there were approximately 378,000
shares available for issuance under the ESPP. For the six months ended June 30, 2019, the Company recognized expense of $128,000 related to the ESPP.

The Equity Inducement Plan ("Inducement Plan") was adopted by the Board of Directors in February 2019. The Inducement Plan was adopted without
stockholder approval pursuant to Rule 5635(c)(4) of the Nasdaq Listing Rules. The Inducement Plan allows the Company to make stock option or restricted
stock unit awards to prospective employees of the Company as an inducement to such individuals to commence employment with the Company. The
Company intends to use this Inducement Plan to help it attract and retain prospective employees who are necessary to support the commercial launch of
Gvoke and the expansion of the Company generally. The Company has initially reserved 750,000 shares of common stock for the issuance of awards under
the Inducement Plan. This number is subject to adjustment in the event of a stock split, stock dividend or other change in our capitalization. As of June 30,
2019, there were approximately 452,000 shares of common stock available for future issuance under the Inducement Plan.

Stock options are granted with an exercise price equal to the market price of the Company’s stock at the date of grant. Stock option awards typically vest over
either two years or four years from the grant date and expire ten years from the grant date.

The fair value of each option is estimated on the date of grant using a Black-Scholes option valuation model that uses the assumptions noted in the following
table. The expected term of options represents the period of time that options granted are expected to be outstanding. The risk-free interest rate for periods
during the contractual life of the option is based on the U.S. Treasury yield curve in effect at the time of grant. The expected stock price volatility assumption
is based on the historical volatilities of a peer group of publicly traded companies as well as the historical volatility of the Company's common stock since the
Company began trading subsequent to its PO in June 2018 over the period corresponding to the expected life as of the grant date. The expected dividend
yield is based on the expected annual dividend as a percentage of the market value of the Company’s ordinary shares as of the grant date. The Company uses
historical data to estimate employee terminations within the valuation model.

The fair value of stock options granted was estimated with the following weighted average assumptions:

Six Months Ended June 30,
2019 2018
Expected term (years) 6.0 6.0
Risk-free interest rate 1.76 % 2.77 %
Expected volatility 58.50 % 63.22 %

Expected dividends — —
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XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
Notes to Condensed Financial Statements
June 30, 2019
(unaudited)

Stock option activity for employee awards under the 2011 Plan, 2018 Plan and Inducement Plan for the six months ended June 30, 2019 was as follows:

Weighted
Weighted Average
Average Contractual
Options Exercise Price Life (Years)
Outstanding - January 1, 2019 3,127,308 $ 8.06 8.69
Granted 1,391,380 12.49
Exercised and vested (102,330) 1.78
Forfeited (118,845) 11.99
Outstanding - June 30, 2019 4,297,513 $ 9.45 8.60
Exercisable - June 30, 2019 2,260,381 $ 4.63 7.40
Vested and expected to vest at June 30, 2019 4,039,662 $ 9.49 8.60

The weighted average fair value of awards granted to employees during the six months ended June 30, 2019 was $6.34 per share. The total intrinsic value of
options exercised during the six months ended June 30, 2019 was $1.0 million. The aggregate intrinsic value of awards vested and expected to vest as of
June 30, 2019 was $16.3 million.

The Company also granted stock options to non-employees under the 2011 Plan and 2018 Plan. These awards are marked to fair value at the end of each
reporting period until they vest. Stock option activity for these awards for the six months ended June 30, 2019 was as follows:

Weighted
Weighted Average
Average Contractual
Options Exercise Price Life (Years)
Outstanding - January 1, 2019 3,392 $ 1.55 2.00
Granted 12,500 13.88
Exercised and vested (702) 1.55
Outstanding - June 30, 2019 15,190 $ 11.70 8.25
Exercisable - June 30, 2019 0 $ 0.00 0.00
Vested and expected to vest at June 30, 2019 14,278 $ 11.70 8.25

The aggregate intrinsic value of non-employee awards vested and expected to vest at June 30, 2019 was $25,000. The aggregate intrinsic value of awards
exercisable as of June 30, 2019 was $0. The company recognized expense associated with these awards of $4,000 and $50,000 for the three months ended
June 30, 2019 and 2018, respectively. The company recognized expense associated with these awards of $8,000 and $57,000 for the six months ended
June 30, 2019 and 2018, respectively.

Restricted stock unit ("RSU") awards for the six months ended June 30, 2019 were as follows:

Units
Unvested balance - January 1, 2019 0
Granted 125,000
Unvested balance - June 30, 2019 125,000

Restricted stock unit awards are measured based on the fair market value of the underlying stock on the date of grant and recognized as expense on a straight-
line basis over the employee’s requisite service period (generally the vesting period). As of June 30, 2019 there was $1.3 million of unrecognized stock-based
compensation expense related to RSUs, which is expected to be recognized over the weighted-average remaining vesting period of 3.5 years.
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(unaudited)

The following table summarizes the reporting of total stock-based compensation expense resulting from employee and non-employee stock options:

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
June 30, June 30,
(in thousands) 2019 2018 2019 2018
Research and development $ 300 $ 161 % 495 $ 282
Selling, general and administrative 1,401 200 2,353 323
Total stock-based compensation expense $ 1,701 $ 361 $ 2,848 $ 605

At June 30, 2019, there was a total of $16.4 million of unrecognized stock-based compensation expense related to stock options that is expected to be
recognized over a weighted average period of 2.91 years.

Note 10. Fair Value Measurements

Fair value is the price that would be received to sell an asset or paid to transfer a liability in an orderly transaction between market participants at the
measurement date. Fair value measurements are classified and disclosed in one of the following categories:

Level 1: Measured using unadjusted quoted prices in active markets that are accessible at the measurement date for identical, unrestricted assets or
liabilities;

Level 2: Measured using quoted prices in active markets for similar assets or liabilities, quoted prices for identical or similar assets or liabilities in
markets that are not active, or inputs, other than quoted prices in active markets, that are observable either directly or indirectly; and

Level 3: Measured based on prices or valuation models that required inputs that are both significant to the fair value measurement and less observable
from objective sources (i.e., supported by little or no market activity).

Fair value measurements are classified based on the lowest level of input that is significant to the measurement. The Company’s assessment of the
significance of a particular input to the fair value measurement requires judgment, which may affect the valuation of the assets and liabilities and their
placement within the fair value hierarchy levels. The determination of the fair values stated below takes into account the market for its financial assets and
liabilities, the associated credit risk and other factors as required. The Company considers active markets as those in which transactions for the assets or
liabilities occur in sufficient frequency and volume to provide pricing information on an ongoing basis.
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The following tables present the Company’s fair value hierarchy for those assets and liabilities measured at fair value as of June 30, 2019 and December 31,

2018:

(in thousands)

Current Assets
Cash and cash equivalents:

Money market funds

Short-term investments:
U.S. government securities
Corporate securities
Agency securities
Commercial paper

Total short-term investments

Other Current Liabilities

Warrant liabilities

(in thousands)

Current Assets
Cash and cash equivalents:
Money market funds

Short-term investments:
U.S. government securities
Corporate securities
Agency securities
Commercial paper

Total short-term investments

Other Current Liabilities

Warrant liabilities

Total as of
June 30, 2019 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3
66,669 $ 66,669 — —
41,321  $ 41,321 — _
4,988 — 4,988 —
10,334 — 10,334 —
1,198 1,198 — —
57,841 $ 42,519 15,322 —
403 % — — 403
Total as of
December 31, 2018 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3
45716 % 45,716 — —
38,737 $ 38,737 — —
15,066 — 15,066 —
11,931 — 11,931 —
1,183 1,183 — —
66,917 $ 39,920 26,997 —
860 $ — — 860

The fair value of the Company’s warrant liabilities is based on a Black-Scholes valuation which considers the expected term of the warrants as well as the
risk-free interest rate and expected volatility of the Company's common stock.

The Company has determined that the warrant liabilities' fair values are Level 3 items within the fair value hierarchy. The following table presents the

changes in the warrant liabilities:

(in thousands)
Balance at December 31, 2018

Exercise of warrants

Change in fair value of warrants

Balance at June 30, 2019

$ 860
(13)

(444)

$ 403

There were no transfers between any of the levels of the fair value hierarchy during the six months ended June 30, 2019.
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Note 11. Short-Term Investments

The Company classifies its investments in debt securities as short-term investments and available-for-sale. Debt securities are comprised of highly liquid
investments with minimum “A” rated securities and, as of June 30, 2019, consist of U.S. Treasury and agency bonds and corporate entity commercial paper
and securities with maturities of more than three months but less than one year at the date of purchase. Debt securities as of June 30, 2019 had an average
remaining maturity of 0.39 years. The debt securities are reported at fair value with unrealized gains or losses recorded in accumulated other comprehensive
gain (loss) in the condensed balance sheets. Any differences between the cost and fair value of investments are represented by unrealized gains or losses.
Refer to Note 10, "Fair Value Measurements," of the notes to condensed financial statements for information related to the fair value measurements and
valuation methods utilized.

The following table represents the Company’s available-for-sale short-term investments by major security type as of June 30, 2019:

Amortized Gross Unrealized Gross Unrealized Total
(in thousands) Cost Gains Losses Fair Value
Short-term investments:
Agency securities $ 10,330 $ 4 $ — % 10,334
Commercial paper 1,198 — — 1,198
Corporate securities 4,981 7 — 4,988
U.S. government securities 41,263 59 (@) 41,321
Total short-term investments $ 57,772 $ 70 $ @ $ 57,841

The Company reviews available-for-sale investments for other-than-temporary impairment loss quarterly. The Company considers factors such as the
duration, severity and the reason for the decline in value, the potential recovery period and our intent to sell. For debt securities, we also consider whether
(i) it is more likely than not that the Company will be required to sell the debt securities before recovery of their amortized cost basis and (ii) the amortized
cost basis cannot be recovered as a result of credit losses. During the quarter ended June 30, 2019, the Company did not recognize any other-than-temporary
impairment losses. All marketable securities with unrealized losses have been in a loss position for less than twelve months.

Note 12. Net Loss Per Common Share

Basic and diluted net loss per common share is determined by dividing net loss applicable to common stockholders by the weighted average common shares
outstanding during the period. For all periods presented, the outstanding shares of preferred stock, warrants, stock option awards and restricted stock units
have been excluded from the calculation because their effects would be anti-dilutive. Therefore, the weighted average common shares outstanding used to
calculate both basic and diluted loss per common share are the same.

The following potentially dilutive securities were excluded from the computation of diluted weighted average common shares outstanding due to their anti-
dilutive effect:

As of June 30,
2019 2018
Vested and unvested stock options 4,312,703 2,541,262
Restricted stock units 125,000 —
Warrants 96,999 73,651
4,534,702 2,614,913
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ITEM 2. MANAGEMENT’S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS OF FINANCIAL CONDITION AND RESULTS OF OPERATIONS
Cautionary Statements for Forward-Looking Information

The following discussion and analysis of our financial condition and results of operations should be read in conjunction with our financial statements and
notes to those financial statements appearing elsewhere in this Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q and with the audited financial statements and the notes to
those financial statements included in the Annual Report on Form 10-K filed on March 6, 2019 with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission. In
addition to financial information, the following discussion contains forward-looking statements that reflect our plans, estimates and beliefs. All statements in
this document other than statements of historical fact are, or could be, "forward-looking statements" within the meaning of the Private Securities Litigation
Reform Act of 1995. Words such as "will," "would," "may," "should," "expects," "intends," "plans," "anticipates," "believes," "estimates," "predicts,"
"potential," "continue," and terms of similar meaning are also generally intended to identify forward-looking statements. Actual results may differ materially
from those indicated by such forward-looking statements as a result of various important factors, including, without limitation, the regulatory approval of our
product candidates, our ability to market and sell our products, if approved, and other factors discussed in Item 1A of Part II of this Quarterly Report on Form
10-Q. Any forward-looking statements contained herein speak only as of the date hereof, and Xeris expressly disclaims any obligation to update any forward-
looking statements, whether as a result of new information, future events or otherwise.

non non non

Overview

non nn

Unless otherwise indicated, references to "Xeris," the "Company, our" and "us" in this Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q refer to Xeris

Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

we,

We are a specialty pharmaceutical company leveraging our novel non-aqueous formulation technology platforms, XeriSol™ and XeriJect™, to develop and
commercialize ready-to-use, injectable and infusible drug formulations. We have developed a ready-to-use, room-temperature stable liquid glucagon
formulation that, unlike any currently available products, can be administered without any preparation or reconstitution. Our lead product candidate, Gvoke™,
delivers ready-to-use glucagon via a commercially available auto-injector or pre-filled syringe for the treatment of severe hypoglycemia, a potentially life-
threatening condition, in people with diabetes. In the United States, we have completed three Phase 3 clinical trials for our Gvoke New Drug Application, or
NDA, which we submitted in August 2018 to the U.S. Food & Drug Administration, or the FDA. The FDA set June 10, 2019 as the Prescription Drug User
Fee Act, or PDUFA, action goal date for our NDA, which was extended to September 10, 2019. If our NDA is approved at that time, we believe we will have
the first ready-to-use, room-temperature stable liquid glucagon formulation that can be administered without any preparation or reconstitution. Additionally,
based on our interactions with the European Medicines Agency, or EMA, regarding our development path in Europe, we completed a requisite Phase 3 trial to
support our European Marketing Authorization Application, or MAA, which we plan to submit in the second half of 2019. We also are applying our novel
ready-to-use, room-temperature stable liquid glucagon formulation for the management of hypoglycemia associated with additional intermittent and chronic
conditions with significant unmet medical need. In addition, we are applying our technology platforms to convert other commercially available drugs into
ready-to-use, room-temperature stable liquid formulations to address the needs in multiple therapeutic areas and conditions, including epilepsy and diabetes.

We have begun building our commercial organization, including individuals in operations and marketing, in preparation for a commercial launch of Gvoke in
the United States in the second half of 2019. Outside the United States we plan to pursue development and commercialization partnerships. We currently
contract with third parties for the manufacture, assembly, testing, packaging, storage and distribution of our products.

Since our inception in 2005, we have devoted substantially all of our resources to research and development initiatives, undertaking preclinical studies of our
product candidates, conducting clinical trials of our most advanced product candidates, organizing and staffing our company and raising capital. We do not
have any products approved for sale and have not generated any revenue from product sales.

We have funded our operations to date primarily with proceeds from the sale of preferred and common stock, debt financing and grant awards received from
the National Institutes of Health ("NIH") and other philanthropic organizations. In particular, we have received cash proceeds of $104.9 million from sales of
our preferred stock, $98.3 million from our June 2018 initial public offering ("IPO") of our common stock, $35.0 million from drawdowns of the Loan and
Security Agreement, $12.9 million from grant awards from the NIH and other philanthropic organizations, and $60.0 million from our February 2019 public
offering. In the February 2019 public offering, we sold an aggregate of 5,996,775 shares of our common stock at a price of $10.00 per share, including
116,775 shares sold pursuant to the underwriters’ option to purchase additional shares of common stock. Net proceeds from this public offering were $55.6
million after deducting underwriting discounts and commissions as well as other public offering expenses. The Loan and Security Agreement includes an
additional $10.0 million that will be available beginning upon approval of our Gvoke NDA by the FDA until the earlier of September 30, 2019 or the 30 day
following NDA approval by the FDA.
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For the three months ended June 30, 2019 and 2018, we reported net losses of $34.4 million and $13.0 million, respectively. For the six months ended
June 30, 2019 and 2018, we reported net losses of $59.7 million and $24.9 million, respectively. We have not been profitable since inception, and, as of
June 30, 2019, our accumulated deficit was $180.3 million. In the near term, we expect to continue to incur significant expenses, operating losses and net
losses as we:

prepare for a potential commercial launch of Gvoke, including hiring our sales force;

continue our research and development efforts;

seek regulatory approval for new product candidates and product enhancements;

hire and retain additional personnel and add operational, financial and management information systems; and
continue to operate as a public company.

AN AN AN AN A

We do not expect to generate significant product revenue unless or until we obtain marketing approval of, and begin to sell, our product candidates. We expect
to continue to seek public equity and debt financing to meet our capital requirements. There can be no assurance that such funding may be available to us on
acceptable terms, or at all, or that we will be able to commercialize our product candidates. In addition, we may not be profitable even if we commercialize
any of our product candidates.

Components of our Results of Operations

Revenue and Cost of Revenue

Grant income is derived from grants that we received from the NIH and other philanthropic organizations to help bring necessary drugs to the marketplace
where there are currently unmet needs. As of June 30, 2019, we are eligible to receive $0.9 million in grants from the NIH and other philanthropic
organizations that will help fund our ongoing clinical development for intermittent and chronic glucagon programs as well as our auto-injectable diazepam
program for the treatment of epileptic seizures. These awards will be recognized as grant income when we have performed the services as outlined in the

grant agreements.

Service revenue is derived from the feasibility studies we perform for third parties to determine whether our XeriSol and XeriJect technologies may enhance
the formulation of such parties’ proprietary drugs.

Cost of revenue includes employees’ time, materials and overhead applied to the feasibility studies.
Research and Development Expenses
Research and development expenses consist of expenses incurred in connection with the discovery and development of our product candidates. We recognize

research and development expenses as incurred. Research and development expenses that are paid in advance of performance are capitalized until services are
provided or goods are delivered. Research and development expenses include:

< manufacturing scale-up expenses, the cost of acquiring and manufacturing preclinical and clinical trial materials, including manufacturing validation
batches, and manufacturing costs for Gvoke in advance of regulatory approval;
< expenses incurred under agreements with contract research organizations, or CROs, as well as investigative sites and consultants that conduct our

preclinical studies and clinical trials;
employee-related expenses, which include salaries, benefits and stock-based compensation;
laboratory materials and supplies used to support our research activities;
allocated expenses for facility-related costs;
outsourced product development services; and
expenses relating to regulatory activities, including filing fees paid to regulatory agencies.

AN N AN AN A

Research and development activities are central to our business model. We expect to continue to incur significant research and development expenses as we
conduct new clinical trials, prepare regulatory filings for our product candidates, and add headcount to support these efforts. In particular, we expect to
continue to incur significant research and development expenses in the near term as we (i) complete development and registration of Gvoke in the United
States and Europe; (ii) progress our intermittent and chronic glucagon programs for Post-Bariatric Hypoglycemia, Congenital Hyperinsulinism,
Hypoglycemia-Associated Autonomic Failure, and Exercise-Induced Hypoglycemia; (iii) advance device development partnering efforts; (iv) continue
clinical development for our ready-to-use diazepam rescue pen, including the initiation of a Phase 2 clinical trial; (v) conduct preclinical and clinical work for
our Pramlintide-Insulin program; and (vi) continue to advance other pipeline candidates. Our research and development expenses may vary significantly over
time due to uncertainties relating to the terms and timing of regulatory approvals and unexpected results of our clinical trials.
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Selling, General and Administrative Expenses

Selling, general and administrative expenses consist principally of compensation and related personnel costs and stock-based compensation, marketing and
selling expenses, professional fees and facility costs not otherwise included in research and development. We expect selling and marketing costs to increase
significantly as we prepare for the expected commercial launch of Gvoke in the United States, if approved, including the build out of a sales force in the
second half of 2019.

As a public reporting company, we have incurred greater expenses, including increased payroll, legal and compliance, accounting, insurance and investor
relations costs. We expect some of these costs to continue to increase in conjunction with our anticipated growth as a public reporting company.

Other Income (Expense)

Other income (expense) consists primarily of interest expense related to our Loan and Security Agreement, interest income earned on short-term deposits and
investments, and the change in the fair value of our warrants.

Results of Operations

The following table summarizes our results of operations for the three and six months ended June 30, 2019 and 2018:

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
June 30, June 30,
(in thousands) 2019 2018 $ Change 2019 2018 $ Change
Grant income $ 314 $ 819 $ (505) $ 529 $ 1,029 $ (500)
Service revenue 6 — 6 39 53 (14)
Cost of revenue 23 — 23 23 42 (19)
Gross profit 297 819 (522) 545 1,040 (495)
Operating expenses:
Research and development 19,333 8,677 10,656 32,500 17,389 15,111
Selling, general and administrative 15,024 4,499 10,525 27,542 7,738 19,804
Expense from operations 34,357 13,176 21,181 60,042 25,127 34,915
Loss from operations (34,060) (12,357) (21,703) (59,497) (24,087) (35,410)
Other income (expense):
Interest and other income 845 238 607 1,516 334 1,182
Interest expense (1,062) (562) (500) (2,125) (753) (1,372)
Change in fair value of warrants (108) (306) 198 444 (388) 832
Total other income (expense) (325) (630) 305 (165) (807) 642
Net loss $ (34,385) $ (12,987) $ (21,398) $ (59,662) $ (24,894) $ (34,768)
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Research and Development Expenses

The following table summarizes our research and development expenses by expense category for the three and six months ended June 30, 2019 and 2018:

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
June 30, June 30,
(in thousands) 2019 2018 $ Change 2019 2018 $ Change
Clinical and preclinical studies $ 4726 $ 2,165 $ 2,561 $ 9,251 $ 6,038 $ 3,213
Pharmaceutical process development 11,593 4,415 7,178 17,448 7,866 9,582
Compensation and related personnel costs 2,714 1,936 778 5,306 3,203 2,103
Stock-based compensation 300 161 139 495 282 213
Total research and development
expenses $ 19,333  $ 8,677 $ 10,656 $ 32,500 $ 17,389 $ 15,111

The following table summarizes our research and development expenses by program for the three and six months ended June 30, 2019 and 2018:

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
June 30, June 30,
(in thousands) 2019 2018 $ Change 2019 2018 $ Change
Gvoke $ 10,652 $ 3942  $ 6,710 $ 16,950 $ 9,032 $ 7,918
Other ready-to-use glucagon programs 2,347 773 1,574 4,640 1,770 2,870
Additional pipeline programs 1,977 528 1,449 2,643 930 1,713
Overhead (personnel, facilities and other
expenses) 4,357 3,434 923 8,267 5,657 2,610
Total research and development
expenses $ 19,333 % 8,677 $ 10,656 $ 32,500 $ 17,389 $ 15,111

Research and development expenses increased $10.7 million for the three months ended June 30, 2019 in comparison to the three months ended June 30,
2018. The increase was primarily driven by manufacturing costs for Gvoke prior to FDA approval of $8.2 million and increased expenses associated with our
clinical and preclinical trials of $2.6 million.

Research and development expenses increased $15.1 million for the six months ended June 30, 2019 in comparison to the six months ended June 30, 2018.
The increase was primarily driven by manufacturing costs for Gvoke prior to FDA approval of $10.6 million, increased expenses associated with our clinical
and preclinical trials of $3.2 million; and increased personnel expenses due to additional headcount and other employee-related costs of $2.3 million.

Selling, General and Administrative Expenses

Selling, general and administrative expenses increased $10.5 million for the three months ended June 30, 2019 in comparison to the three months ended
June 30, 2018. The increase was primarily driven by increases in marketing and selling expenses of $4.7 million, an increase in compensation and related
personnel costs of $3.4 million and stock-based compensation expense of $1.1 million due to additional headcount to support commercialization efforts of
Gvoke, and increased administrative and legal costs as a result of being a public company of $1.3 million.

Selling, general and administrative expenses increased $19.8 million for the six months ended June 30, 2019 in comparison to the six months ended June 30,
2018. The increase was primarily driven by increases in marketing and selling expenses of $9.1 million, an increase in compensation and related personnel
costs of $6.9 million and stock-based compensation expense of $1.9 million due to additional headcount to support commercialization efforts of Gvoke, and
increased administrative and legal costs as a result of being a public company of $1.9 million.
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Other Income (Expense)

For the three and six months ended June 30, 2019, interest expense increased $0.5 million and $1.4 million in comparison to the three and six months ended
June 30, 2018, respectively, as a result of increased borrowing levels and higher average interest rates. For the three and six months ended June 30, 2019,
interest and other income increased $0.6 million and $1.2 million in comparison to the three and six months ended June 30, 2018, respectively, as a result of
an increase in cash equivalents and short-term investments related to net proceeds from public equity offerings and debt financing and higher interest rates. In
addition, the change in fair value of warrants increased by $0.2 million and $0.8 million for the three and six months ended June 30, 2019 when compared to
the three and six months ended June 30, 2018, respectively.

Liquidity and Capital Resources

Our primary uses of cash are to fund research and development of our products, other operating expenses and working capital requirements. Historically, we
have funded our operations primarily through private placements of convertible preferred stock, issuance of common stock and debt, and grants awarded from
the NIH and other philanthropic organizations. In June 2018, we completed our IPO of 6,555,000 shares of our common stock at a price of $15.00 per share
for aggregate net proceeds of $88.9 million after deducting underwriting discounts and commissions as well as other public offering expenses. On
February 19, 2019, we completed a public offering and sold an aggregate of 5,996,775 shares of common stock at a price of $10.00 per share, including
116,775 shares of common stock pursuant to the exercise of the underwriters' option to purchase additional shares. Net proceeds from this public offering
were $55.6 million after deducting underwriting discounts and commissions as well as other public offering expenses. As of June 30, 2019, we have $0.9
million in awarded unused grants that can be utilized to offset program costs for several of our intermittent and chronic glucagon programs as well as our
diazepam program, in accordance with the grant agreements.

Capital Resources and Funding Requirements

We have incurred operating losses since inception, and we have an accumulated deficit of $180.3 million at June 30, 2019. We believe that our cash and cash
equivalents and short-term investments, expected revenue from sales of Gvoke, and expected additional borrowing capacity will enable us to sustain
operations and capital expenditure requirements through at least the first quarter of 2022. We expect to incur substantial additional expenditures in the near
term to support our ongoing activities and the expected commercial launch of Gvoke. Additionally, we expect to incur additional costs as a result of operating
as a public company. We expect to continue to incur net losses for the next several years. Our ability to fund our product development and clinical operations,
including completion of our planned Phase 2 and Phase 3 clinical trials, as well as commercialization of our product candidates will depend on the amount
and timing of cash received from planned financings. Our future capital requirements will depend on many factors, including:

the costs, timing and outcome of regulatory review of our Gvoke;
the costs, timing and outcomes of clinical trials and regulatory reviews associated with our product candidates;
the costs of commercialization activities, including product marketing, sales and distribution;
the costs of preparing, filing and prosecuting patent applications and maintaining, enforcing and defending intellectual property-related claims;
the emergence of competing technologies and products and other adverse marketing developments;
the effect on our product development activities of actions taken by the FDA or other regulatory authorities;
our degree of success in commercializing Gvoke, if approved; and
the number and types of future products we develop and commercialize.

AN NN AN ANANA

Until we obtain regulatory approval to market our product candidates, if ever, we cannot generate revenues from sales of our products. Even if we are able to
sell our products, we may not generate a sufficient amount of product revenues to fund our cash requirements. Accordingly, we may need to obtain additional
financing in the future which may include public or private debt and equity financings. There can be no assurance that such funding may be available to us on
acceptable terms, or at all, or that we will be able to successfully commercialize our product candidates. The issuance of equity securities may result in
dilution to stockholders. If we raise additional funds through the issuance of debt, which may have rights, preferences and privileges senior to those of our
common stockholders, the terms of the debt could impose significant restrictions on our operations. The failure to raise funds as and when needed could have
a negative impact on our financial condition and ability to pursue our business strategies. If additional funding is not secured when required, we may need to
delay or curtail our operations until such funding is received, which would have a material adverse impact on our business prospects and results of operations.
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Cash Flows

Six Months Ended
June 30,
(in thousands) 2019 2018
Net cash used by operating activities $ (44,191) $ (22,027)
Net cash provided (used) by investing activities 9,154 (489)
Net cash provided by financing activities 55,990 114,999
Increase in cash and cash equivalents $ 20,953 $ 92,483

The increase in cash used in operating activities for the six-month period ended June 30, 2019 was primarily driven by increased spending in research and
development and selling, general and administrative operating expenses. For a discussion regarding the increase in spending, refer to "Results of Operations"
included in Item 2, "Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations."

Cash provided by investing activities for the six-month period ended June 30, 2019 was primarily due to net sales of short-term investments, partially offset
by capital expenditures.

Cash provided by financing activities for the six-month period ended June 30, 2019 was primarily due to the net proceeds from the public offering of our
common stock of $55.6 million. In the six-month period ended June 30, 2018, cash provided by financing activities was primarily due to net proceeds from
the initial public offering of our common stock of $90.7 million, net proceeds from the issuance of long-term debt of $19.8 million and the sale of Series C
Preferred Stock of $4.4 million.

Off-Balance Sheet Arrangements

As of June 30, 2019, we had unused letters of credit of $1,083,000 that are primarily used to secure leases.

CRITICAL ACCOUNTING POLICIES AND THE USE OF ESTIMATES

Our management’s discussion and analysis of our financial condition and results of operations on our financial statements have been prepared in accordance
with generally accepted accounting principles, or GAAP, in the United States. The preparation of these financial statements requires us to make estimates that
affect the reported amounts of assets and liabilities and the disclosure of contingent assets and liabilities at the date of the financial statements as well as the
reported revenues and expenses during the reporting periods. On an ongoing basis, we evaluate our estimates and judgments, including, among others, those
related to clinical trial expenses and stock-based compensation. We base our estimates on historical experience and on various other factors we believe to be
appropriate under the circumstances. Actual results may differ from these estimates under different assumptions or conditions.

Our significant accounting policies are described in Note 2, "Summary of Significant Accounting Policies," in the notes to condensed financial statements.

New Accounting Standards

Refer to Note 2, "Summary of Significant Accounting Policies," of the notes to condensed financial statements, for a description of recent accounting
pronouncements applicable to our financial statements.

ITEM 3. QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE DISCLOSURES ABOUT MARKET RISK

Our market risks have not changed materially from those disclosed in Item 7A of our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2018.
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ITEM 4. CONTROLS AND PROCEDURES
Evaluation of Disclosure Controls and Procedures

Our management, with the participation of our principal executive officer and principal financial officer, evaluated the effectiveness of our disclosure controls
and procedures, as such term is defined under Rule 13a-15(e) promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended ("Exchange Act") and,
based on such evaluation, our principal executive officer and principal financial officer have concluded that the disclosure controls and procedures were
effective as of June 30, 2019 to ensure that information required to be disclosed by the Company in the reports it files or submits under the Exchange Act is
recorded, processed, summarized and reported within the time period specified in the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission's ("SEC") rules and forms,
and to ensure that information required to be disclosed by the Company in the reports it files or submits under the Exchange Act is accumulated and
communicated to the Company’s management, including its principal executive and principal financial officers, as appropriate, to allow timely decisions
regarding disclosure.

Changes in Internal Control Over Financial Reporting
There were no changes in our internal control over financial reporting (as defined in Rules 13a-15(f) and 15d-15(f) under the Exchange Act) that occurred

during the three months ended June 30, 2019 that have materially affected, or are reasonably likely to materially affect, our internal control over financial
reporting.
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PART II. OTHER INFORMATION
ITEM 1. LEGAL PROCEEDINGS

We are not currently subject to any material legal proceedings. From time to time, we may be subject to various legal proceedings and claims that arise in the
ordinary course of our business activities. Although the results of litigation and claims cannot be predicted with certainty, as of the date of this report, we do
not believe we are party to any claim or litigation the outcome of which, if determined adversely to us, would individually or in the aggregate be reasonably
expected to have a material adverse effect on our business. Regardless of the outcome, litigation can have an adverse impact on us because of defense and
settlement costs, diversion of management resources and other factors.

ITEM 1A. RISK FACTORS
Risks Related to our Financial Position and Need for Financing

As a company, we have a limited operating history and no history of commercializing pharmaceutical products and have incurred significant losses since
inception. We expect to incur losses over the next several years and may not be able to achieve or sustain revenues or profitability in the future.

We are a clinical-stage pharmaceutical company with a limited operating history. Pharmaceutical product development is a highly speculative undertaking and
involves a substantial degree of risk. We have not generated any product revenues and have financed our operations primarily through private placements of
our preferred stock, borrowings under the Loan and Security Agreement that we entered into with Oxford Finance LLC and Silicon Valley Bank, our initial
public offering in June 2018, or our IPO, and our public offering in February 2019. We do not expect to generate any product revenues unless one or more of
our product candidates receives regulatory approval and is commercialized. We have not yet demonstrated an ability to obtain marketing approvals,
manufacture a commercial-scale product, or arrange for a third party to do so on our behalf, or conduct sales and marketing activities necessary for successful
product commercialization. Accordingly, you should consider our prospects in light of the costs, uncertainties, delays and difficulties frequently encountered
by companies prior to regulatory approval of any product candidates, especially pharmaceutical companies such as ours. Any predictions you make about our
future success or viability may not be as accurate as they could be if we had a longer operating history or a history of successfully commercializing
pharmaceutical products. We may encounter unforeseen expenses, difficulties, complications, delays and other known or unknown factors in achieving our
business objectives. We will need to transition from a company with a development focus to a company capable of supporting commercial activities. We may
not be successful in such a transition. We expect our financial condition and operating results to continue to fluctuate significantly from quarter to quarter and
year to year due to a variety of factors, many of which are beyond our control. Accordingly, you should not rely upon the results of any quarterly or annual
periods as indications of future operating performance.

We have incurred significant losses in every fiscal year since inception. For the six months ended June 30, 2019 and 2018, we reported a net loss of $59.7
million and $24.9 million, respectively. In addition, our accumulated deficit as of June 30, 2019 was $180.3 million. Substantially all our operating losses
have resulted from costs incurred in connection with research and development of our product candidates and clinical and regulatory initiatives to obtain
approvals for our product candidates.

We expect to continue to incur significant operating expenses as we continue to build our commercial infrastructure, develop, enhance and commercialize
new products and incur additional operational and reporting costs associated with being a public company. In particular, we anticipate that we will continue to
incur significant expenses as we:

continue our research and development efforts;

seek regulatory approval for new product candidates and product enhancements;

build commercial infrastructure to support sales and marketing for our product candidates;

hire and retain additional personnel and add operational, financial and management information systems; and

AN AN AN AN A

continue to operate as a public company.

All of our product candidates are still in development and none have been approved for sale. We submitted a New Drug Application, or NDA, for Gvoke to
the U.S. Food and Drug Administration, or FDA, in August 2018. The FDA extended from June 10, 2019 until September 10, 2019 the initial Prescription
Drug User Fee Act, or PDUFA, action goal date for our NDA. However, the FDA may not approve Gvoke. Our ability to generate revenue from our product
candidates and to transition to profitability and generate positive cash flows is uncertain and depends on the successful development and commercialization of
our product candidates. Successful development and commercialization will require achievement of key milestones, including completing clinical trials of our
product candidates that are under clinical development, obtaining marketing approval for our product candidates, manufacturing, marketing and selling those
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products for which we, or any of our future collaborators, may obtain marketing approval, satisfying any post-marketing requirements and obtaining
reimbursement for our products from private insurance or government payors. Because of the uncertainties and risks associated with these activities, we are
unable to accurately predict the timing and amount of revenues, and if or when we might achieve profitability. We and any future collaborators may never
succeed in these activities and, even if we or any future collaborators do, we may never generate revenues that are large enough for us to achieve profitability.
Even if we do achieve profitability, we may not be able to sustain or increase profitability on a quarterly or annual basis.

Our failure to become and remain profitable would depress the market price of our common stock and could impair our ability to raise capital, expand our
business, diversify our product offerings or continue our operations. If we continue to suffer losses as we have in the past, investors may not receive any
return on their investment and may lose their entire investment.

We have not generated any revenue from our product candidates, including Gvoke, and may never be profitable.

Our ability to become profitable depends upon our ability to generate revenue. To date, we have not generated any revenue from any of our product
candidates. We do not expect to generate significant revenue unless or until we obtain marketing approval of, and begin to sell, our product candidates. We do
not expect to commercialize any of our product candidates until the second half of 2019, if ever. Our ability to generate revenue depends on a number of
factors, including, but not limited to, our ability to:

< obtain marketing approval for our product candidates, including Gvoke;
< obtain commercial quantities of our product candidates, if approved, at acceptable cost levels;

< commercialize our product candidates, if approved, by developing our own sales force for commercialization in the United
States or in other key territories by entering into partnership or co-promotion arrangements with third parties;

< set an acceptable price for our product candidates, if approved;
< obtain and maintain third-party coverage and adequate reimbursement for our product candidates, if approved; and

< achieve an adequate level of market acceptance of our product candidates, if approved, in the medical community and with
third-party payors, including placement in accepted clinical guidelines for the conditions for which our product candidates
are intended to target.

If any of our product candidates are approved for commercial sale, we expect to incur significant sales and marketing costs as we prepare for its
commercialization. Even if we receive marketing approval and expend these costs, our product candidates may not be commercially successful. We may not
achieve profitability soon after generating product sales, if ever. If we are unable to generate product revenue, we will not become profitable and may be
unable to continue operations without continued funding.

We may require additional capital to sustain our business, and this capital may cause dilution to our stockholders and might not be available on terms
favorable to us, or at all, which would force us to delay, reduce or eliminate our product development programs or commercialization efforts.

Pharmaceutical development is a time consuming, expensive and uncertain process that takes years to complete. In addition, if any of our product candidates
are approved, we expect to incur significant commercialization expenses related to product sales, marketing, manufacturing and distribution. Accordingly, we
may need to obtain substantial additional funding in connection with our continuing operations. If we are unable to raise capital when needed or on attractive
terms, we may be forced to delay, reduce or eliminate our research and development programs. We will be required to expend significant funds in order to
commercialize Gvoke, as well as any of our other product candidates that receive marketing approval.

We may be required to obtain further funding through public equity offerings, debt financings, royalty-based financing arrangements, collaborations and
licensing arrangements or other sources. If we raise additional funds through further issuances of equity or convertible debt securities, our existing
stockholders could suffer significant dilution, and any new equity securities we issue could have rights, preferences and privileges superior to those of holders
of our common stock. Any debt financing obtained by us would be senior to our common stock, would likely cause us to incur interest expense, and could
involve restrictive covenants relating to our capital raising activities and other financial and operational matters, which may increase our expenses and make it
more difficult for us to obtain additional capital and to pursue business opportunities, including potential acquisitions and in-licensing opportunities. We may
also be required to secure any such debt obligations with some or all of our assets. For example, our Loan and Security Agreement is secured by substantially
all of our existing property and assets other than our intellectual property assets, subject to certain exceptions. Our Loan and Security Agreement also contains
a negative pledge on intellectual property owned by us, pursuant to which we have agreed not to encumber any of our intellectual property.

If we raise additional funds through collaborations or marketing, distribution or licensing, or royalty-based financing arrangements with third parties, we may

have to relinquish valuable rights to our technologies, future revenue streams or product candidates or grant licenses on terms that may not be favorable to us.
Securing financing could require a substantial amount of time and attention from our management
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and may divert a disproportionate amount of their attention away from day-to-day activities, which may adversely affect our management’s ability to oversee
the development and commercialization, if approved, of our product candidates. It is also possible that we may allocate significant amounts of capital toward
solutions or technologies for which market demand is lower than anticipated and, as a result, abandon such efforts. Adequate additional financing may not be
available to us on acceptable terms, or at all. If we are unable to raise additional funds when needed, we may be required to delay, limit, reduce or terminate
our product development or grant rights to develop and market product candidates that we would otherwise prefer to develop and market ourselves. Any of
these negative developments could have a material adverse effect on our business, operating results, financial condition and common stock price.

We may not have cash available to us in an amount sufficient to enable us to make interest or principal payments on our indebtedness when due.

Our Loan and Security Agreement provides for term loans of up to an aggregate of $45.0 million, of which $20.0 million was borrowed upon signing.
Following submission of an NDA for Gvoke, we drew down an additional $15.0 million in September 2018. We become eligible to draw the remaining $10.0
million if we receive approval of our Gvoke NDA by the FDA before September 30, 2019, and then only available to be drawn until the earlier of September
30, 2019 or the 30th day following NDA approval by the FDA.

All obligations under our Loan and Security Agreement are secured by substantially all of our existing property and assets other than our intellectual property
assets, subject to certain exceptions. This debt financing may create additional financial risk for us, particularly if our business or prevailing financial market
conditions are not conducive to paying off or refinancing our outstanding debt obligations at maturity.

Failure to satisfy our current and future debt obligations under our Loan and Security Agreement could result in an event of default and, as a result, our
lenders could accelerate all of the amounts due. Events of default include our failure to comply with customary affirmative covenants as well as our breach of
customary negative covenants in the Loan and Security Agreement. Affirmative covenants include the maintenance of a minimum cash balance equal to the
outstanding obligations plus $5.0 million in the event that we maintain one or more permitted accounts at other institutions. Negative covenants include
prohibition on the payment of dividends and distributions, certain mergers and change of control events, and restrictions on the incurrence of additional debt.
In addition, the occurrence of material adverse changes in the company’s business, including its prospect of repayment of its obligations, could result in an
event of default. In the event of an acceleration of amounts due under our Loan and Security Agreement as a result of an event of default, we may not have
sufficient funds or may be unable to arrange for additional financing to repay our indebtedness while still pursuing our current business strategy. In addition,
our lenders could seek to enforce their security interests in any collateral securing such indebtedness.

Risks Related to the Product Development and Regulatory Approval of Our Product Candidates

We are dependent on the success of our glucagon product candidates, particularly Gvoke. We cannot be certain that Gvoke or any of our other product
candidates will receive marketing approval. Without marketing approval, we will not be able to commercialize our product candidates or generate product
revenues.

We have devoted a significant portion of our financial resources and business efforts to the development of Gvoke. We submitted an NDA for Gvoke in the
third quarter of 2018; however, we have not received approval from regulatory authorities to market Gvoke or any other product candidate in any jurisdiction,
and it is possible that neither Gvoke nor any other product candidates we may seek to develop in the future will ever obtain the appropriate regulatory
approvals necessary for us to commence product sales. The FDA's decision to accept the NDA for filing and set a PDUFA date does not indicate that it has
made any decision regarding approval nor does it guarantee approval by September 10, 2019, if at all. We cannot be certain that Gvoke or any of our other
product candidates will receive marketing approval.

The development of a product candidate and issues relating to its approval and marketing are subject to extensive regulation by the FDA in the United States
and by comparable regulatory authorities in other countries. We are not permitted to market our product candidates in the United States until we receive
approval of an NDA from the FDA. The time required to obtain approval by the FDA and comparable foreign authorities is unpredictable but typically takes
many years following the commencement of clinical trials and depends upon numerous factors, including the substantial discretion of the regulatory
authorities. In addition, approval policies, regulations, or the type and amount of clinical data necessary to gain approval may change during the course of a
product candidate’s clinical development and may vary among jurisdictions.

NDAs must include extensive preclinical and clinical data and supporting information to establish the product candidate’s safety and effectiveness for each
desired indication. NDAs must also include significant information regarding the chemistry, manufacturing and controls for the product. Obtaining approval
of an NDA is a lengthy, expensive and uncertain process, and we may not be successful in obtaining approval. Gvoke is considered to be a drug-device
combination product by the FDA, and its NDA will require review and coordination by the FDA’s drug and device centers prior to approval. We cannot
predict whether we will obtain regulatory approval to commercialize Gvoke or any of our other product candidates, and we cannot, therefore, predict the
timing of any future revenues from
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these product candidates, if any. Any delay or setback in the regulatory approval or commercialization of any of these product candidates will adversely affect
our business.

The FDA has substantial discretion in the drug approval process, including the ability to delay, limit or deny approval of a product candidate for many
reasons. For example, the FDA:

< could determine that we cannot rely on the Section 505(b)(2) regulatory pathway for our product candidates;

< could determine that the information provided by us was inadequate, contained clinical deficiencies or otherwise failed to
demonstrate the safety and effectiveness of Gvoke or any of our product candidates for any indication;

< may not find the data from bioequivalence studies and/or clinical trials sufficient to support the submission of an NDA or to
obtain marketing approval in the United States, including any findings that the clinical and other benefits of our product
candidates outweigh their safety risks;

< may disagree with our trial design or our interpretation of data from preclinical studies, bioequivalence studies and/or
clinical trials, or may change the requirements for approval even after it has reviewed and commented on the design for our
trials;

< may determine that there are unacceptable risks associated with the device component of Gvoke or that there are deficiencies
with the information submitted to demonstrate the safety, effectiveness and reliability of the device component;

< may determine that we have identified the wrong listed drug or drugs or that approval of our Section 505(b)(2) application
for Gvoke or any of our other product candidates is blocked by patent or non-patent exclusivity of the listed drug or drugs or
of other previously approved drugs with the same conditions of approval as those of Gvoke or any of our other product
candidates (as applicable);

< may identify deficiencies in the manufacturing processes or facilities of third-party manufacturers with which we enter into
agreements for the manufacturing of our product candidates;

< may audit some or all of our clinical research and human factors study sites to determine the integrity of our data and may
reject any or all of such data;

< may approve our product candidates for fewer or more limited indications than we request, or may grant approval contingent
on the performance of costly post-approval clinical trials;

< may change its approval policies or adopt new regulations; or

< may not approve the labeling claims that we believe are necessary or desirable for the successful commercialization of our
product candidates.

At our pre-NDA meeting with the FDA in December 2017, we presented the results from our two Phase 3 Gvoke clinical trials that had been completed as of
that meeting. Our first Phase 3 clinical trial was a non-inferiority comparison of Gvoke against Eli Lilly’s glucagon determined by an increase in plasma
glucose concentration from below 50.0 mg/dL to greater than 70.0 mg/dL within 30 minutes after receiving glucagon. In this trial, Gvoke did not meet a
primary endpoint for noninferiority in the intent-to-treat, or ITT, population due to one response failure in excess of the pre-specified threshold of three
response failures. In the same trial, two subjects were censored from the modified ITT, or mITT, population because of a clinically significant protocol
violation, and the remaining subjects were used for the per-protocol analysis. In accordance with FDA and International Council for Harmonisation guidance
for evaluation of non-inferiority studies, we presented a series of analyses implementing ITT, mITT, and per-protocol cohorts for all the endpoints for this
clinical trial to the FDA at this pre-NDA meeting. In that meeting, the FDA agreed overall that the totality of data for Gvoke is sufficient to support NDA
review. However, certain of our analyses may be viewed as post-hoc analyses, and although we believe that post-hoc analyses can provide additional
information regarding results from this trial, retrospective analyses can result in the introduction of bias and may be given less weight by the FDA, including
for purposes of determining whether to approve our NDA.

The FDA provided additional comments to address prior to NDA submission related to the pre-filled syringe presentation of our ready-to-use glucagon, or
Gvoke PFS. Based on these comments, we conducted additional studies, the results from which were included in our Gvoke submission to the FDA.

In order to generate additional information regarding the entire treatment episode, we completed an additional non-inferiority Phase 3b clinical trial in the
second quarter of 2018 comparing Gvoke to Eli Lilly’s glucagon, the results of which were included in our NDA submission. Even though we completed this
Phase 3b clinical trial, the FDA or other regulatory authorities may require us to conduct additional clinical trials prior to approval.

Even if a product is approved, the FDA may limit the indications for which the product may be marketed, require extensive warnings on the product labeling
or require expensive and time-consuming clinical trials and/or reporting as conditions of approval. Regulators of other countries and jurisdictions have their

own procedures for approval of product candidates with which we must comply prior to marketing in those countries or jurisdictions.

Obtaining regulatory approval for marketing of a product candidate in one country does not ensure that we will be able to obtain regulatory approval in any
other country. In addition, delays in approvals or rejections of marketing applications in the United States or other countries
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may be based upon many factors, including regulatory requests for additional analyses, reports, data, preclinical studies and clinical trials, regulatory
questions regarding different interpretations of data and results, changes in regulatory policy during the period of product development and the emergence of
new information regarding our product candidates or other products. Also, regulatory approval for any of our product candidates may be withdrawn.

We intend to utilize the 505(b)(2) pathway for the regulatory approval of certain of our product candidates, including Gvoke. If the FDA does not
conclude that Gvoke or such other product candidates meet the requirements of Section 505(b)(2), final marketing approval of our product candidates by
the FDA or other regulatory authorities may be delayed, limited, or denied, any of which would adversely affect our ability to generate operating
revenues.

We are pursuing a regulatory pathway pursuant to Section 505(b)(2) of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act, or FDCA, for the approval of certain of our
product candidates, including Gvoke, which allows us to rely on submissions of existing clinical data for the drug. Section 505(b)(2) was enacted as part of
the Drug Price Competition and Patent Term Restoration Act of 1984, or the Hatch-Waxman Amendments, and permits the submission of an NDA where at
least some of the information required for approval comes from preclinical studies or clinical trials not conducted by or for the applicant and for which the
applicant has not obtained a right of reference. The FDA interprets Section 505(b)(2) of the FDCA to permit the applicant to rely upon the FDA’s previous
findings of safety and efficacy for an approved product. The FDA requires submission of information needed to support any changes to a previously approved
drug, such as published data or new studies conducted by the applicant or clinical trials demonstrating safety and efficacy. The FDA could require additional
information to sufficiently demonstrate safety and efficacy to support approval.

If the FDA determines that Gvoke or our other product candidates do not meet the requirements of Section 505(b)(2), we may need to conduct additional
clinical trials, provide additional data and information, and meet additional standards for regulatory approval. In March 2010, President Obama signed into
law legislation creating an abbreviated pathway for approval under the Public Health Service Act, or PHS Act, of biological products that are similar to other
biological products that are approved under the PHS Act. The legislation also expanded the definition of biological product to include proteins such as insulin.
The new law contains transitional provisions governing protein products such as insulin, that, under certain circumstances, might permit companies to seek
approval for their insulin products as biologics under the PHS Act and might require that our XeriSol pramlintide-insulin co-formulation be approved under
the PHS Act rather than in a 505(b)(2) NDA. In addition, if any of our product candidates are approved under Section 505 of the FDCA as of the March 23,
2020 transition date and are then “deemed to be a license” for the biological product under section 351 of the PHS Act, we could lose certain unexpired
exclusivities and this could materially harm our business. If our product candidates do not meet the requirements of Section 505(b)(2) or are otherwise
ineligible for approval via the Section 505(b)(2) pathway, the time and financial resources required to obtain FDA approval for these product candidates, and
the complications and risks associated with these product candidates, would likely substantially increase. Moreover, an inability to pursue the Section 505(b)
(2) regulatory pathway would likely result in new competitive products reaching the market more quickly than our product candidates, which would likely
materially adversely impact our competitive position and prospects. Even if we are allowed to pursue the Section 505(b)(2) regulatory pathway, we cannot
assure you that our product candidates will receive the requisite approvals for commercialization.

Some pharmaceutical companies and other actors have objected to the FDA’s interpretation of Section 505(b)(2) to allow reliance on the FDA’s prior findings
of safety and effectiveness. If the FDA changes its interpretation of Section 505(b)(2), or if the FDA’s interpretation is successfully challenged in court, this
could delay or even prevent the FDA from approving any Section 505(b)(2) application that we submit. Moreover, the FDA adopted an interpretation of the
three-year exclusivity provisions whereby a 505(b)(2) application can be blocked by exclusivity even if it does not rely on the previously approved drug that
has exclusivity (or any safety or effectiveness information regarding that drug). Under the FDA’s new interpretation, the approval of one or more of our
product candidates may be blocked by exclusivity awarded to a previously-approved drug product that shares certain innovative features with our product
candidates, even if our 505(b)(2) application does not identify the previously-approved drug product as a listed drug or rely upon any of its safety or efficacy
data. Any failure to obtain regulatory approval of our product candidates would significantly limit our ability to generate revenues, and any failure to obtain
such approval for all of the indications and labeling claims we deem desirable could reduce our potential revenues.

Clinical failure may occur at any stage of clinical development, and the results of our clinical trials may not support our proposed indications for our
product candidates. If our clinical trials fail to demonstrate efficacy and safety to the satisfaction of the FDA or other regulatory authorities, we may
incur additional costs or experience delays in completing, or ultimately be unable to complete, the development of such product candidate.

We cannot be certain that existing clinical trial results will be sufficient to support regulatory approval of our product candidates. Success in preclinical testing
and early clinical trials does not ensure that later clinical trials will be successful, and we cannot be sure that the results of later clinical trials will replicate the
results of prior clinical trials and preclinical testing. Moreover, success in clinical trials in a particular indication does not ensure that a product candidate will
be successful in other indications. A number of companies in the pharmaceutical industry have suffered significant setbacks in clinical trials, even after
promising results in earlier preclinical studies or clinical trials or successful later-stage trials in other related indications. These setbacks have been caused by,
among other things, preclinical
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findings made while clinical trials were underway and safety or efficacy observations made in clinical trials, including previously unreported adverse events.
The results of preclinical and early clinical trials of our product candidates may not be predictive of the results of later-stage clinical trials. Product candidates
in later stages of clinical trials may fail to show the desired safety and efficacy traits despite having progressed through preclinical and initial clinical trials. A
failure of a clinical trial to meet its predetermined endpoints would likely cause us to abandon a product candidate and may delay development of any other
product candidates. Any delay in, or termination of, our clinical trials will delay the submission of the applicable NDA to the FDA, the Marketing
Authorization Application, or MAA, to the European Medicines Agency, or EMA, or other similar applications with other relevant foreign regulatory
authorities and, ultimately, our ability to commercialize our product candidates and generate revenue.

Additional time may be required to obtain regulatory approval for our product candidates because they are combination products.

Certain of our product candidates, including Gvoke, are drug and device combination products that require coordination within the FDA and similar foreign
regulatory agencies for review of their device and drug components. Medical products containing a combination of new drugs, biological products or medical
devices may be regulated as “combination products” in the United States and Europe. A combination product generally is defined as a product comprised of
components from two or more regulatory categories (e.g., drug/device, device/biologic, drug/biologic). Each component of a combination product is subject
to the requirements established by the FDA for that type of component, whether a new drug, biologic or device. In order to facilitate pre-market review of
combination products, the FDA designates one of its centers to have primary jurisdiction for the pre-market review and regulation of the overall product
based upon a determination by the FDA of the primary mode of action of the combination product. Where approval of the drug and device is sought under a
single application, there could be delays in the approval process due to the increased complexity of the review process and the lack of a well-established
review process and criteria. The EMA has a parallel review process in place for combination products, the potential effects of which in terms of approval and
timing could independently affect our ability to market our combination products in Europe.

Delays in conducting clinical trials could result in increased costs to us and delay our ability to obtain regulatory approval for our product candidates.

Any delays in conducting clinical trials and related drug development programs could materially affect our product development costs and delay regulatory
approval of our product candidates. We do not know whether planned clinical trials will begin on time, will need to be redesigned, or will be completed on
schedule, if at all. A clinical trial can be delayed for a variety of reasons, including:

< delays or failures in obtaining regulatory authorization to commence a trial because of safety concerns of regulators relating
to our product candidates or similar product candidates, competitive or comparator products or supportive care products or
failure to follow regulatory guidelines;

< delays or failures in obtaining clinical materials and manufacturing sufficient quantities of the product candidate for use in a
trial;

< delays or failures in reaching agreement on acceptable terms with prospective study sites or other contract research
organizations, or CROs;

< delays or failures in obtaining approval of our clinical trial protocol from an institutional review board, or IRB, to conduct a
clinical trial at a prospective study site;

< receipt by a competitor of marketing approval for a product targeting an indication that our product candidate targets, such
that we are not “first to market” with our product candidate;

< delays in recruiting or enrolling subjects to participate in a clinical trial, particularly with respect to our product candidates
for certain rare indications, including those for which we have obtained, or plan to seek, orphan drug designation;

< failure of a clinical trial or clinical investigators to be in compliance with current Good Clinical Practices, or cGCPs;
< unforeseen safety issues;

< inability to monitor subjects adequately during or after treatment;

< difficulty monitoring multiple study sites;

< the FDA requiring alterations to any of our study designs, our nonclinical strategy or our manufacturing plans;

< failure of our third-party clinical trial managers to satisfy their contractual duties, comply with regulations, or meet expected
deadlines; and

< determination by regulators that the clinical design of a trial is not adequate.

Clinical trials may also be delayed or terminated as a result of ambiguous or negative interim results. In addition, a clinical trial may be suspended or
terminated by us, the FDA, the IRBs at the sites where the IRBs are overseeing a trial, a data safety monitoring board overseeing the clinical trial at issue, or
other regulatory authorities due to a number of factors, including:
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< failure to conduct the clinical trial in accordance with regulatory requirements or our clinical protocols;

< inspection of the clinical trial operations or trial sites by the FDA or other regulatory authorities;

< unforeseen safety issues, including serious adverse events associated with a product candidate, or lack of effectiveness; and
< lack of adequate funding to continue the clinical trial.

Further, conducting clinical trials in foreign countries, as we have done and plan to do for certain of our product candidates, presents additional risks that may
delay completion of our clinical trials. These risks include the failure of enrolled patients in foreign countries to adhere to clinical protocol as a result of
differences in healthcare services or cultural customs, managing additional administrative burdens associated with foreign regulatory schemes, as well as
political and economic risks relevant to such foreign countries.

Our product candidates may have undesirable side effects which may delay or prevent marketing approval, or, if approval is received, require them to
include safety warnings, require them to be taken off the market or otherwise limit their sales.

Undesirable side effects that may be caused by our product candidates could cause us or regulatory authorities to interrupt, delay or halt clinical trials and
could result in a more restrictive label or the delay or denial of regulatory approval by the FDA or other comparable foreign authorities. The range and
potential severity of possible side effects from systemic therapies are significant. The results of future clinical trials may show that our product candidates
cause undesirable or unacceptable side effects, which could interrupt, delay or halt clinical trials, and result in delay of, or failure to obtain, marketing
approval from the FDA and other regulatory authorities, or result in marketing approval from the FDA and other regulatory authorities with restrictive label
warnings. Recent developments in the pharmaceutical industry have prompted heightened government focus on safety reporting during both pre- and post-
approval time periods and pharmacovigilance. Global health authorities may impose regulatory requirements to monitor safety that may burden our ability to
commercialize our drug products.

To date, patients treated with our ready-to-use glucagon have experienced drug-related side effects typically observed with glucagon products, including
nausea, vomiting and headaches. Results of our trials could reveal a high and unacceptable severity and prevalence of these or other side effects. It is possible
that there may be side effects associated with our other product candidates’ use. In such an event, our trials could be suspended or terminated and the FDA or
comparable foreign regulatory authorities could order us to cease further development of or deny approval of our product candidates for any or all targeted
indications. The drug-related side effects could affect patient recruitment or the ability of enrolled patients to complete the trial or result in potential product
liability claims. Any of these occurrences may harm our business, financial condition and prospects.

Even if any of our product candidates receives marketing approval and we or others later identify undesirable or unacceptable side effects caused by such
products:

< regulatory authorities may require the addition of labeling statements, including “black box” warnings, contraindications or
dissemination of field alerts to physicians and pharmacies;

< we may be required to change instructions regarding the way the product is administered, conduct additional clinical trials or
change the labeling of the product;

< we may be subject to limitations on how we may promote the product;

< sales of the product may decrease significantly;

< regulatory authorities may require us to take our approved product off the market;
< we may be subject to litigation or product liability claims; and

< our reputation may suffer.

Any of these events could also prevent us from achieving or maintaining market acceptance of the affected product or could substantially increase
commercialization costs and expenses, which in turn could delay or prevent us from generating significant revenues from the sale of our products.

We have received orphan drug designation for our product candidates with respect to certain indications and intend to pursue such designation for
others, but we may be unable to obtain such designation or to maintain the benefits associated with orphan drug status, including market exclusivity, even
if that designation is granted.

We have received orphan drug designation from the FDA for four indications for our product candidates, which are our ready-to-use glucagon for Post-
Bariatric Hypoglycemia, or PBH, and congenital hyperinsulinism, or CHI, and our ready-to-use diazepam for acute repetitive seizures and Dravet Syndrome.
We have also received orphan drug designation from the EMA for Noninsulinoma Pancreatogenous Hypoglycaemia Syndrome, or NIPHS, which includes
patients with PBH. We intend to pursue such designation for others in specific orphan indications in which there is an unmet medical need. Under the Orphan
Drug Act of 1983, the FDA may designate
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a product candidate as an orphan drug if it is intended to treat a rare disease or condition, which is generally defined as having a patient population of fewer
than 200,000 individuals in the United States, or a patient population greater than 200,000 in the United States where there is no reasonable expectation that
the cost of developing the drug will be recovered from sales in the United States. Orphan drug designation entitles a party to financial incentives such as
opportunities for grant funding towards clinical trial costs, tax advantages, and user-fee waivers. After the FDA grants orphan drug designation, the generic
identity of the drug and its potential orphan use are disclosed publicly by the FDA. Orphan drug designation does not convey any advantage in, or shorten the
duration of, the regulatory review and approval process. Although we intend to seek orphan drug designation for certain additional indications, we may never
receive such designation. Moreover, obtaining orphan drug designation for one indication does not mean we will be able to obtain such designation for
another indication.

If a product that has orphan drug designation subsequently receives the first FDA approval for a particular active ingredient for the disease for which it has
such designation, the product is entitled to orphan drug exclusivity. For a product that obtains orphan drug designation on the basis of a plausible hypothesis
that it is clinically superior to the same drug that is already approved for the same indication, such as our diazepam for acute repetitive seizures or our ready-
to-use glucagon for PBH, in order to obtain orphan drug exclusivity upon approval, clinical superiority of such product to this same drug that is already
approved for the same orphan indication must be demonstrated. Orphan drug exclusivity means that the FDA may not approve any other applications,
including an NDA, to market the same drug for the same indication for seven years, except in limited circumstances such as if the FDA finds that the holder
of the orphan drug exclusivity has not shown that it can assure the availability of sufficient quantities of the orphan drug to meet the needs of patients with the
disease or condition for which the drug was designated. Similarly, the FDA can subsequently approve a drug with the same active moiety for the same
condition during the exclusivity period if the FDA concludes that the later drug is clinically superior, meaning the later drug is safer, more effective or makes
a major contribution to patient care. Even with respect to the indications for which we have received orphan designation, we may not be the first to obtain
marketing approval for any particular orphan indication due to the uncertainties associated with developing pharmaceutical products, and thus approval of our
product candidates could be blocked for seven years if another company previously obtained approval and orphan drug exclusivity for the same drug and
same condition. If we do obtain exclusive marketing rights in the United States, they may be limited if we seek approval for an indication broader than the
orphan designated indication and may be lost if the FDA later determines that the request for designation was materially defective or if we are unable to
assure sufficient quantities of the product to meet the needs of the relevant patients. Further, exclusivity may not effectively protect the product from
competition because different drugs with different active moieties can be approved for the same condition, the same drugs can be approved for different
indications and might then be used off-label in our approved indication, and different drugs for the same condition may already be approved and
commercially available.

In Europe, the period of orphan drug exclusivity is ten years, although it may be reduced to six years if, at the end of the fifth year, it is established that the
criteria for orphan drug designation are no longer met, in other words, when it is shown on the basis of available evidence that the product is sufficiently
profitable not to justify maintenance of market exclusivity. We have received orphan drug designation from the EMA for our ready-to-use glucagon for the
treatment of CHI and NIPHS, which includes patients with PBH.

Our failure to successfully identify, develop and market additional product candidates could impair our ability to grow.

As part of our growth strategy, we intend to identify, develop and market additional product candidates leveraging our formulation technology platforms. We
are exploring various therapeutic opportunities for our pipeline programs. We may spend several years completing our development of any particular current
or future internal product candidates, and failure can occur at any stage. The product candidates to which we allocate our resources may not end up being
successful. While we identified several potential applications of our ready-to-use glucagon, including Gvoke and several intermittent and chronic conditions,
there is no guarantee that we will be able to utilize our formulation technology platforms to advance additional product candidates.

In the future, we may be dependent upon pharmaceutical companies, academic scientists and other researchers to sell or license product candidates, approved
products or the underlying technology to us. The process of proposing, negotiating and implementing a license or acquisition of a product candidate or
approved product is lengthy and complex. Other companies, including some with substantially greater financial, marketing and sales resources, may compete
with us for the license or acquisition of product candidates and approved products. We have limited resources to identify and execute the acquisition or in-
licensing of third-party products, businesses and technologies and integrate them into our current infrastructure. Moreover, we may devote resources to
potential acquisitions or in-licensing opportunities that are never completed, or we may fail to realize the anticipated benefits of such efforts. We may not be
able to acquire the rights to additional product candidates on terms that we find acceptable, or at all.
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In addition, future acquisitions may entail numerous operational and financial risks, including:

< exposure to unknown liabilities;

< disruption of our business and diversion of our management’s time and attention to develop acquired products or
technologies;

< incurrence of substantial debt, dilutive issuances of securities or depletion of cash to pay for acquisitions;

< higher than expected acquisition and integration costs;

< difficulty in combining the operations and personnel of any acquired businesses with our operations and personnel;
< increased amortization expenses;

< impairment of relationships with key suppliers or customers of any acquired businesses due to changes in management and
ownership; and

< inability to motivate key employees of any acquired businesses.

Further, any product candidate that we identify internally or acquire would require additional development efforts prior to commercial sale, including
extensive clinical testing and approval by the FDA and other regulatory authorities.

Risks Related to the Commercialization and Marketing of our Product Candidates

Our business depends entirely on the success of our product candidates. Even if approved, our product candidates may not be accepted in the marketplace
and our business may be materially harmed.

To date, we have expended significant time, resources and effort on the development of our product candidates, and a substantial portion of our resources
going forward will be focused on seeking marketing approval for and planning for potential commercialization of our lead product candidate, Gvoke, in the
United States. Our business and future success are substantially dependent on our ability to successfully and timely obtain regulatory approval for and
commercialize Gvoke. Our other product candidates are in earlier stages of development and subject to the risks of failure inherent in developing drug
products. Accordingly, our ability to generate product revenues in the immediate term will depend on our ability to successfully obtain marketing approval for
and commercialize Gvoke. Any delay or setback in the regulatory approval or commercialization of any of our product candidates will adversely affect our
business.

Even if all regulatory approvals are obtained, the commercial success of our product candidates depends on gaining market acceptance among physicians,
patients, patient advocacy groups, healthcare payors and the medical community. The degree of market acceptance of our product candidates will depend on
many factors, including:

< the scope of regulatory approvals, including limitations or warnings contained in a product candidate’s regulatory-approved
labeling;

< our ability to produce, through a validated process, sufficiently large quantities of our product candidates to permit
successful commercialization;

< our ability to establish and maintain commercial manufacturing arrangements with third-party manufacturers;

< our ability to build and maintain sales, distribution and marketing capabilities sufficient to launch commercial sales of our
product candidates;

< the acceptance in the medical community of the potential advantages of the product candidate, including with respect to our
efforts to increase adoption of our product candidates such as Gvoke by patients and healthcare providers;

< the incidence, prevalence and severity of adverse side effects of our product candidates;
< the willingness of physicians to prescribe our product candidates and of the target patient population to try these therapies;
< the price and cost-effectiveness of our product candidates;

< the extent to which each product is approved for use at, or included on formularies of, hospitals and managed care
organizations;

< any negative publicity related to our or our competitors’ products or other formulations of products that we administer,
including as a result of any related adverse side effects;

< alternative treatment methods and potentially competitive products;
< the potential advantages of the product candidate over existing and future treatment methods;
< the strength of our sales, marketing and distribution support; and

< the availability of sufficient third-party coverage and reimbursement.
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Additionally, if Gvoke or any of our other product candidates receives marketing approval and we or others later identify undesirable or unacceptable side
effects caused by such products, a number of potentially significant negative consequences could result, including:

< regulatory authorities may withdraw approvals of such products, require us to take our approved product off the market or
ask us to voluntarily remove the product from the market;

< regulatory authorities may require the addition of labeling statements, specific warnings, a contraindication or field alerts to
physicians and pharmacies;

< regulatory authorities may impose conditions under a risk evaluation and mitigation strategy, or REMS, including
distribution of a medication guide to patients outlining the risks of such side effects or imposing distribution or use
restrictions;

< we may be required to change the way the product is administered, conduct additional clinical trials or change the labeling of
the product;

< we may be subject to limitations on how we may promote the product;
< sales of the product may decrease significantly;

< we may be subject to litigation or product liability claims; and

< our reputation may suffer.

If our product candidates are approved but do not achieve an adequate level of acceptance by physicians, patients and third-party payors, we may never
generate significant revenue from these products, and our business, financial condition and results of operations may be materially harmed. Even if our
products achieve market acceptance, we may not be able to maintain that market acceptance over time if new therapeutics are introduced that are more
favorably received than our products or that render our products obsolete, or if significant adverse events occur. If our products do not achieve and maintain
market acceptance, we will not be able to generate sufficient revenue from product sales to attain profitability.

The market opportunity for our product candidates may be smaller than we estimate.

The potential market opportunity for our product candidates is difficult to precisely estimate. Our estimates of the potential market opportunity for our
product candidates include several key assumptions of the current market size and current pricing for commercially available products and are based on
industry and market data obtained from industry publications, studies conducted by us, our industry knowledge, third-party research reports and other
surveys. Industry publications and third-party research generally indicate that their information has been obtained from sources believed to be reliable,
although they do not guarantee the accuracy or completeness of such information. For example, our projections for the potential size of the market for Gvoke
are based on our belief that we would be able to increase the adoption of emergency glucagon products by patients and care providers. While we believe that
our internal assumptions are reasonable, if any of these assumptions proves to be inaccurate, then the actual market for our product candidates, including
Gvoke, could be smaller than our estimates of our potential market opportunity. If the actual market for our product candidates is smaller than we expect, our
product revenue may be limited and it may be more difficult for us to achieve or maintain profitability.

Our company has limited experience marketing and selling drug products and is currently developing an internal sales organization. If we are unable to
establish marketing, sales and distribution capabilities or enter into agreements with third parties to market, sell and distribute our product candidates, we
may not be able to generate product revenues.

We currently do not have sufficient infrastructure for the sales, marketing or distribution of our product candidates, and the cost of establishing and
maintaining such an organization may exceed the benefits of doing so. In order to commercialize our product candidates, we must expand our marketing,
sales, distribution, managerial and other non-technical capabilities and/or make arrangements with third parties to perform these services. We intend to
establish a sales force to market Gvoke in the United States if we obtain FDA approval. There are significant expenses and risks involved with establishing
our own sales and marketing capabilities, including our ability to hire, retain and appropriately incentivize qualified individuals, generate sufficient sales
leads, provide adequate training to sales and marketing personnel, and effectively manage a geographically dispersed sales and marketing team. Any failure
or delay in the development of our internal sales, marketing and distribution capabilities could delay any product launch, which would adversely impact the
commercialization of our product candidates, including Gvoke. We are building out our commercial organization in anticipation of receiving marketing
approval of Gvoke. If the expected commercial launch of Gvoke is delayed or does not occur for any reason, we would have prematurely or unnecessarily
incurred these commercialization expenses. This may be costly, and our investment would be lost if we cannot retain or reposition our sales and marketing
personnel.

We cannot be sure that we will be able to hire a sufficient number of sales representatives or that they will be effective at promoting our products that receive
regulatory approval, if any. In addition, we will need to commit significant additional management and other resources to establish and grow our sales
organization. We may not be able to achieve the necessary development and growth in a cost-effective manner or realize a positive return on our investment.
We will also have to compete with other companies to recruit, hire, train and retain sales and marketing personnel.
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Factors that may inhibit our efforts to commercialize our products include:

< our inability to recruit and train adequate numbers of sales and marketing personnel;

< the inability of sales personnel to obtain access to or to persuade adequate numbers of physicians to prescribe any of our
product candidates that receive regulatory approval; and

< unforeseen costs and expenses associated with creating an independent sales and marketing organization.

In the event that we are unable to effectively implement our sales organization or distribution strategy on a timely and effective basis, if at all, the
commercialization of our product candidates could be delayed which would negatively impact our ability to generate product revenues.

We intend to leverage the sales and marketing capabilities that we establish for Gvoke to commercialize additional product candidates for the management of
other hypoglycemic conditions, if approved by the FDA, in the United States. If we are unable to do so for any reason, we would need to expend additional
resources to establish commercialization capabilities for those product candidates, if approved.

In addition, we intend to establish collaborations to commercialize our product candidates outside the United States, if approved by the relevant regulatory
authorities. Therefore, our future success will depend, in part, on our ability to enter into and maintain collaborative relationships for such efforts, the
collaborator’s strategic interest in the product and such collaborator’s ability to successfully market and sell the product. We may not be able to establish or
maintain such collaborative arrangements, or if we are able to do so, such collaborators may not have effective sales forces. To the extent that we depend on
third parties for marketing and distribution, any revenues we receive will depend upon the efforts of such third parties, and such efforts may not be successful.

Reimbursement decisions by third-party payors may have an adverse effect on pricing and market acceptance. If there is not sufficient reimbursement for
our products, it is less likely that they will be widely used.

Our future revenues and profitability will be adversely affected if U.S. and foreign governmental, private third-party insurers and payors and other third-party
payors, including Medicare and Medicaid, do not agree to defray or reimburse the cost of our products to the patients. If these entities fail to provide coverage
and reimbursement with respect to our products or provide an insufficient level of coverage and reimbursement, our products may be too costly for some
patients to afford them and physicians may not prescribe them. In addition, limitations on the amount of reimbursement for our products may also reduce our
profitability. In the United States and some foreign jurisdictions, there have been, and we expect there will continue to be, actions and proposals to control and
reduce healthcare costs. There have been a number of legislative and regulatory changes and proposed changes regarding the healthcare system that could
prevent or delay marketing approval for our product candidates, restrict or regulate post-approval activities and affect our ability to profitably sell any of our
product candidates for which we obtain marketing approval. Government and other third-party payors are also challenging the prices charged for healthcare
products and increasingly limiting, and attempting to limit, both coverage and level of reimbursement for prescription drugs. On December 27, 2018, the
District Court for the District of Columbia invalidated a recent reimbursement formula change under the 340B program. The 340B program imposes ceilings
on prices that drug manufacturers can charge for medications sold to certain health care facilities. It is unclear how this decision could affect covered hospitals
who might purchase our products in the future and affect the rates we may charge such facilities for our approved products.

Market acceptance and sales of our products and product candidates that we develop, if approved, will depend on reimbursement policies and may be affected
by future healthcare reform measures. Government authorities and third-party payors, such as private health insurers and health maintenance organizations,
decide which drugs they will cover and establish payment levels. In the United States, no uniform policy of coverage and reimbursement for drugs exists
among third-party payors. Third-party payors often rely upon Medicare coverage policy and payment limitations in setting their own reimbursement rates, but
also have their own methods and approval process apart from Medicare determinations. Therefore, coverage and reimbursement for drug products can differ
significantly from payor to payor. As a result, obtaining coverage and reimbursement approval of a drug from a government or other third-party payor is a
time consuming and costly process that could require us to provide to each payor supporting scientific, clinical and cost-effectiveness data for the use of our
drugs on a payor-by-payor basis, with no assurance that coverage and adequate reimbursement will be obtained. We cannot be certain that reimbursement will
be available for any of our product candidates or that reimbursement rates will not change for our current products. Also, we cannot be certain that
reimbursement policies will not reduce the demand for, or the price paid for, our products. If reimbursement is not available or is available on a limited basis,
we may not be able to successfully commercialize any of our product candidates.

The United States and several other jurisdictions are considering, or have already enacted, a number of legislative and regulatory proposals to change the
healthcare system in ways that could negatively affect our ability to sell our products profitably. Among policy makers and payors in the United States and
elsewhere, there is significant interest in promoting changes in healthcare systems with the stated goals of containing healthcare costs, improving quality
and/or expanding access to healthcare. In the United States, the pharmaceutical industry has been a particular focus of these efforts and has been significantly
affected by major legislative initiatives. Furthermore, third-party payors are increasingly requiring that companies provide them with predetermined discounts
from list prices and are challenging the
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prices charged for medical products. We expect to experience pricing pressures in connection with the sale of our products that we develop due to the trend
toward managed healthcare, the increasing influence of health maintenance organizations and additional legislative proposals.

In March 2010, the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act, as amended by the Health Care and Education Affordability Reconciliation Act, or
collectively, the ACA, became law in the United States and is significantly impacting the provision of, and payment for, health care. With regard to
pharmaceutical products specifically, the ACA, among other things, expanded and increased industry rebates for drugs covered under Medicaid programs and
made changes to the coverage requirements under the Medicare prescription drug benefit. Among other things, the ACA contains provisions that may reduce
the profitability of drug products through increased rebates for drugs reimbursed by Medicaid programs, extension of Medicaid rebates to Medicaid managed
care plans, mandatory discounts for certain Medicare Part D beneficiaries and annual fees based on pharmaceutical companies’ share of sales to federal health
care programs.

Adoption of general controls and measures, coupled with the tightening of restrictive policies in jurisdictions with existing controls and measures, could limit
payments for pharmaceutical drugs. While we cannot predict what impact on federal reimbursement policies this legislation will have in general or on our
business specifically, the ACA may result in downward pressure on pharmaceutical reimbursement, which could negatively affect market acceptance of our
products and our product candidates.

Some patients may require health insurance coverage to afford our products, if approved, and if we are unable to obtain adequate coverage and reimbursement
by third-party payors for our products, our ability to successfully commercialize our product candidates may be adversely impacted. Any limitation on the use
of our products or any decrease in the price of our products will have a material adverse effect on our ability to achieve profitability.

Pricing pressure from healthcare industry consolidation and our competitors may impact our ability to sell our products at prices necessary to support our
current business strategies.

Our market is subject to competitive pricing pressure as a result of product competition and a trend of consolidation in the healthcare industry to aggregate
purchasing power as healthcare costs increase and reforms initiated by legislators, regulators and third-party payors to curb these costs are implemented.

For example, Eli Lilly’s Glucagon Emergency Kit, or GEK, has 94% coverage, with unrestricted access across commercial, Medicare, Managed Medicaid
and state Medicaid plans. Of our target patient population, approximately 50% are commercially insured, one-third are covered by Medicare and
approximately 15% are covered by Medicaid. However, as the healthcare industry consolidates, competition to provide products and services to industry
participants has become more intense and may intensify as the potential purchasers of our products or third-party payors use their purchasing power to exert
competitive pricing pressure. We expect that market demand, government regulation, third-party coverage and reimbursement policies and societal pressures
will continue to change the healthcare industry worldwide, resulting in further business consolidations and alliances among our potential purchasers. If
competitive forces drive down the prices we are able to charge for our products, our profit margins will shrink, which will adversely affect our ability to
invest in and grow our business.

Even if we successfully obtain approval for, produce and distribute Gvoke, its success will be dependent on its proper use by patients, healthcare
practitioners and caregivers.

While we have designed Gvoke to be operable by patients, caregivers and healthcare practitioners, we cannot control the successful use of the product by
patients, caregivers and healthcare practitioners. Even though Gvoke was used correctly by individuals in our human factors studies, there is no guarantee that
these results will be replicated by users in the future. If we are not successful in promoting the proper use of Gvoke, if approved, by patients, healthcare
practitioners and caregivers, we may not be able to achieve market acceptance or effectively commercialize Gvoke. In addition, even in the event of proper
use Gvoke, individual devices may fail. Increasing the scale of production inherently creates increased risk of manufacturing errors, and we may not be able
to adequately inspect every device that is produced, and it is possible that individual devices may fail to perform as designed. Manufacturing errors could
negatively impact market acceptance of any of our product candidates that receive approval, result in negative press coverage, or increase the risk that we
may be sued.

Guidelines and recommendations can reduce the use of our product candidates.

Government agencies and industry associations such as the American Diabetes Association promulgate guidelines applicable to certain drug classes which
may include our products and product candidates that we are developing. Recommendations from these organizations may relate to such matters as usage,
dosage, route of administration and use of concomitant therapies. Regulations or guidelines affecting our products and product candidates that we are
developing or the use of competitive or alternative products as the standard of care to be followed by patients and healthcare providers could result in
decreased use of our product candidates or negatively impact our ability to gain market acceptance and market share.
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Risks Related to our Dependence on Third Parties

We depend on third parties to conduct the clinical trials for our product candidates, and any failure of those parties to fulfill their obligations could harm
our development and commercialization plans.

We depend on independent clinical investigators, CROs, academic institutions and other third-party service providers to conduct clinical trials with and for
our product candidates. Although we rely heavily on these parties for successful execution of our clinical trials, we are ultimately responsible for the results of
their activities and many aspects of their activities are beyond our control. For example, we are responsible for ensuring that each of our clinical trials is
conducted in accordance with the general investigational plan and protocols for the trial, but the independent clinical investigators may prioritize other
projects over ours or may fail to timely communicate issues regarding our products to us. Third parties may not complete activities on schedule or may not
conduct our clinical trials in accordance with regulatory requirements or our stated protocols. The delay or early termination of any of our clinical trial
arrangements, the failure of third parties to comply with the regulations and requirements governing clinical trials, or our reliance on results of trials that we
have not directly conducted or monitored could hinder or delay the development, approval and commercialization of our product candidates and would
adversely affect our business, results of operations and financial condition.

We maintain compliance programs related to our clinical trials through our clinical operations and development personnel. Our clinical trial vendors are
required to monitor and report to us issues with the conduct of our clinical trials, and we monitor our clinical trial vendors through our clinical, regulatory and
quality assurance staff and other service providers. However, we cannot assure you that our clinical trial vendors or personnel will timely and fully discover
and report any fraud or abuse or other issues that may occur in connection with our clinical trials to us. Such fraud or abuse or other issues, if they occur and
are not successfully remediated, could have a material adverse effect on our research, development, and commercialization activities and results.

Our reliance on third-party suppliers, including single-source suppliers and a limited number of options for alternate sources for our product candidates,
including Gvoke, could harm our ability to develop our product candidates or to commercialize any product candidates that are approved.

We do not currently own or operate manufacturing facilities for the production of any of our product candidates, including Gvoke. We rely on third-party
suppliers to manufacture and supply our products. We currently rely on a number of single-source suppliers, such as Bachem Americas, Inc., or Bachem, for
active pharmaceutical ingredient, or API, Pyramid Laboratories Inc., or Pyramid, for drug product and SHL Pharma, LLC, or SHL Pharma, for auto-injector
and final product assembly, and we have entered into supply agreements with Bachem, Pyramid and SHL Pharma. Our third-party suppliers may not be
required to provide us with any guaranteed minimum production levels or have dedicated capacity for our products. As a result, there can be no assurances
that we will be able to obtain sufficient quantities of key materials or products in the future, which could have a material adverse effect on our business.

For us to be successful, our third-party suppliers must be able to provide us with raw materials, components and products in substantial quantities, in
compliance with regulatory requirements, in accordance with agreed upon specifications, at acceptable costs and on a timely basis. Reliance on third-party
suppliers entails risks to which we would not be subject if we manufactured products ourselves, including reliance on the third party for regulatory
compliance and quality assurance, the possibility that products will not be delivered on a timely basis, the possibility of increases in pricing for our products,
and the possibility of breach or termination of a manufacturing agreement or purchase order by the third party.

Our product candidates, including Gvoke, are drug-device combination products that will be regulated under the drug regulations of the FDCA based on their
primary mode of action as a drug. Third-party manufacturers may not be able to comply with the current Good Manufacturing Practices, or cGMPs,
regulatory requirements applicable to drug-device combination products, including applicable provisions of the FDA’s drug cGMP regulations, device cGMP
requirements embodied in the Quality System Regulations, or QSRs, or similar regulatory requirements outside the United States. Our failure, or the failure of
our third-party manufacturers, to comply with applicable regulations could result in sanctions being imposed on us, including clinical holds, fines,
injunctions, civil penalties, delays, suspension or withdrawal of approvals, license revocation, seizures or recalls of product candidates, operating restrictions
and criminal prosecutions, any of which could significantly affect supplies of our product candidates. The facilities used by our contract manufacturers to
manufacture our product candidates must be approved by the FDA pursuant to inspections conducted by the FDA. The FDA and other foreign regulatory
authorities require manufacturers to register manufacturing facilities. We do not control the manufacturing process of, and are completely dependent on, our
contract manufacturing partners for compliance with cGMPs and QSRs. Contract manufacturers may face manufacturing or quality control problems causing
drug substance or device component production and shipment delays or a situation where the contractor may not be able to maintain compliance with the
applicable cGMP or QSR requirements. If our contract manufacturers cannot successfully manufacture material that conforms to our specifications and the
strict regulatory requirements of the FDA or others, they will not be able to secure and/or maintain regulatory approval for their manufacturing facilities. In
addition, we have no control over the ability of our contract manufacturers to maintain adequate quality control, quality assurance and qualified personnel. If
the FDA or a comparable foreign regulatory authority does not approve these facilities for the manufacture of our product candidates

36



or if it withdraws any such approval in the future, we may need to find alternative manufacturing facilities, which would significantly impact our ability to
develop, obtain regulatory approval for or market our product candidates, if approved. Contract manufacturers may face manufacturing or quality control
problems causing drug substance production and shipment delays or may not be able to maintain compliance with the applicable cGMP and QSR
requirements. Any failure to comply with cGMP or QSR requirements or other FDA, EMA and comparable foreign regulatory requirements could adversely
affect our research and development activities and our ability to develop our product candidates and market our products following approval.

There are a limited number of third-party suppliers that are compliant with cGMP and/or QSRs, as required by the FDA, the European Union, and other
regulatory authorities, and that also have the necessary expertise and capacity to manufacture our materials and products. As a result, it may be difficult for us
to locate third-party suppliers for our anticipated future needs, and our anticipated growth could strain the ability of our current third-party suppliers to deliver
products, raw materials and components to us. If we are unable to arrange for third-party suppliers for our materials and products, or to do so on commercially
reasonable terms, we may not be able to complete development of or market our products.

The introduction of new cGMP or QSR regulations or product specific requirements by a regulatory body may require that we source alternative materials,
modify existing manufacturing processes or implement design changes to our products that are subject to prior approval by the FDA or other regulatory
authorities. We may also be required to reassess a third-party supplier’s compliance with all applicable new regulations and guidelines, which could further
impede our ability to manufacture and supply products in a timely manner. As a result, we could incur increased production costs, experience supply
interruptions, suffer damage to our reputation and experience an adverse effect on our business and financial results.

In addition, our reliance on third-party suppliers involves a number of additional risks, including, among other things:

< our suppliers may fail to comply with regulatory requirements or make errors in manufacturing raw materials, components
or products that could negatively affect the efficacy or safety of our products or cause delays in shipments of our products;

< we may be subject to price fluctuations due to terms within long-term supply arrangements with suppliers or lack of long-
term supply arrangements for key materials and products;

< our suppliers may lose access to critical services or sustain damage to a facility, including losses due to natural disasters or
geo-political events, that may result in a sustained interruption in the manufacture and supply of our products;

< fluctuations in demand for our products or a supplier’s demand from other customers may affect their ability or willingness
to deliver materials or products in a timely manner or may lead to long-term capacity constraints at the supplier;

< we may not be able to find new or alternative sources or reconfigure our products and manufacturing processes in a timely
manner if necessary raw materials or components become unavailable; and

< our suppliers may encounter financial or other hardships unrelated to our demand for materials, products and services, which
could inhibit their ability to fulfill our orders and meet our requirements.

If any of the above risks materialize and we are unable to satisfy commercial demand for our products in a timely manner, our ability to generate revenue
would be impaired, market acceptance of our products could be adversely affected, and customers may instead purchase or use our competitors’ products. In
addition, we could be forced to secure new materials or develop alternative third-party suppliers, which can be difficult given our product complexity, long
development lead-times and global regulatory review processes.

We may in the future elect to manufacture certain new or existing products ourselves, without the assistance of third-party suppliers. However, in order to
make that election, we will need to invest substantial additional funds and recruit qualified personnel in order to operate our own manufacturing facility on a
commercial basis. There can be no assurance that we will be able to successfully manufacture our own products, and if we are not able to make or obtain
adequate supplies of our raw materials, components or products, it will be more difficult for us to launch new products, supply our current markets and
compete effectively.

If our third-party manufacturers of our product candidates are unable to increase the scale of their production of our product candidates, or increase the
product yield of manufacturing, then our costs to manufacture the product may increase and commercialization may be delayed.

In order to produce sufficient quantities to meet the demand for clinical trials and subsequent commercialization of Gvoke or any of our other product
candidates in our pipeline or that we may develop, our third-party manufacturers will be required to increase their production and automate and otherwise
optimize their manufacturing processes while maintaining the quality of the product. The transition to larger scale production could prove difficult. In
addition, if our third-party manufacturers are not able to automate and otherwise optimize their manufacturing process to increase the product yield for Gvoke
and other components of our product candidates, or if they are unable to produce increased amounts of our product candidates while maintaining quality, then
we may not be able to meet the demands of clinical trials or market demands, which could decrease our ability to generate revenues and have a material
adverse impact on our business and results of operations.
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We enter into various contracts in the normal course of our business in which we indemnify the other party to the contract. In the event we have to
perform under these indemnification provisions, it could have a material adverse effect on our business, financial condition and results of operations.

In the normal course of business, we periodically have entered, and in the future may enter, into academic, commercial, service, collaboration, licensing,
feasibility, consulting and other agreements that contain indemnification provisions. We have in the past and may in the future agree to indemnify the
counterparties from losses arising from claims relating to the products, processes or services made, used, sold or performed. We may also agree to indemnify
our vendors from any third-party product liability claims that could result from the production, use or consumption of the product, as well as for alleged
infringements of any patent or other intellectual property right by a third party.

Should our obligation under an indemnification provision exceed applicable insurance coverage or if we were denied insurance coverage, our business,
financial condition and results of operations could be adversely affected. Similarly, if we are relying on a collaborator to indemnify us and the collaborator is
denied insurance coverage or the indemnification obligation exceeds the applicable insurance coverage and the collaborator does not have other assets
available to indemnify us, our business, financial condition and results of operations could be adversely affected.

We expect to seek to establish collaborations and, if we are not able to establish them on commercially reasonable terms, we may have to alter our
development and commercialization plans.

We expect to seek one or more collaborators for the development and commercialization of one or more of our product candidates, particularly with respect to
our pipeline product candidates or foreign geographies. Likely collaborators may include large and mid-size pharmaceutical companies, regional and national
pharmaceutical companies and biotechnology companies.

We face significant competition in seeking appropriate collaborators. Whether we reach a definitive agreement for a collaboration will depend, among other
things, upon our assessment of the collaborator’s resources and expertise, the terms and conditions of the proposed collaboration and the proposed
collaborator’s evaluation of a number of factors. Those factors may include the potential differentiation of our product candidate from competing product
candidates, design or results of clinical trials, the likelihood of approval by the FDA or comparable foreign regulatory authorities and the regulatory pathway
for any such approval, the potential market for the product candidate, the costs and complexities of manufacturing and delivering the product to patients and
the potential of competing products. The collaborator may also consider alternative product candidates or technologies for similar indications that may be
available for collaboration and whether such a collaboration could be more attractive than the one with us for our product candidate. If we elect to increase
our expenditures to fund development or commercialization activities on our own, we may need to obtain additional capital, which may not be available to us
on acceptable terms or at all. If we do not have sufficient funds, we may not be able to further develop our product candidates or bring them to market and
generate product revenue.

Collaborations are complex and time consuming to negotiate and document. Further, there have been a significant number of recent business combinations
among large pharmaceutical companies that have resulted in a reduced number of potential future collaborators. Any collaboration agreements that we enter
into in the future may contain restrictions on our ability to enter into potential collaborations or to otherwise develop specified product candidates. We may
not be able to negotiate collaborations on a timely basis, on acceptable terms, or at all. If we are unable to do so, we may have to curtail the development of
the product candidate for which we are seeking to collaborate, reduce or delay its development program or one or more of our other development programs,
delay its potential commercialization or reduce the scope of any sales or marketing activities, or increase our expenditures and undertake development or
commercialization activities at our own expense.

Risks Related to our Industry and the Ongoing Legal and Regulatory Requirements to which our Product Candidates are Subject

Even if our product candidates receive regulatory approval, we may still face future development and regulatory difficulties. If we fail to comply with
continuing U.S. and non-U.S. regulations or new safety data arise, we could lose our marketing approvals and our business would be seriously harmed.

Our product candidates, if approved, will also be subject to ongoing regulatory requirements for manufacturing, distribution, sale, labeling, packaging,
storage, advertising, promotion, record-keeping and submission of safety and other post-market information. In addition, approved products, third-party
suppliers and their facilities are required to comply with extensive FDA requirements and requirements of other similar agencies even after approval,
including ensuring that quality control and manufacturing procedures conform to cGMPs and applicable QSRs. As such, we and our third-party suppliers are
subject to continual review and periodic inspections, both announced and unannounced, to assess compliance with cGMPs and QSRs. Accordingly, we and
others with whom we work must continue to expend time, money and effort in all areas of regulatory compliance, including manufacturing, production and
quality control. We will also be required to report certain adverse reactions and production problems, if any, to the FDA and other similar agencies and to
comply with
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certain requirements concerning advertising and promotion for our products. Promotional communications with respect to prescription drugs are subject to a
variety of legal and regulatory restrictions and must be consistent with the information in the product’s approved label. Accordingly, we may not promote our
approved products, if any, for indications or uses for which they are not approved.

If a regulatory agency discovers previously unknown problems with a product, such as adverse events of unanticipated severity or frequency, or problems
with the facility where the product is manufactured, or disagrees with the promotion, marketing or labeling of a product, it may impose restrictions on that
product or us, including requiring withdrawal of the product from the market. These unknown problems could be discovered as a result of any post-marketing
follow-up studies, routine safety surveillance or other reporting required as a condition to approval.

Regulatory agencies may also impose requirements for costly post-marketing studies or clinical trials and surveillance to monitor the safety or efficacy of a
product. The FDA and other agencies, including the Department of Justice, or DOJ, closely regulate and monitor the post-approval marketing and promotion
of products to ensure that they are manufactured, marketed and distributed only for the approved indications and in accordance with the provisions of the
approved labeling. The FDA imposes stringent restrictions on manufacturers’ communications regarding off-label use, and if we, or any future collaborators,
do not market any of our products for which we, or they, receive marketing approval for only their approved indications, we, or they, may be subject to
warnings or enforcement action for off-label marketing. Violation of the FDCA and other statutes, including the False Claims Act, relating to the promotion
and advertising of prescription drugs may lead to investigations or allegations of violations of federal and state healthcare fraud and abuse laws and state
consumer protection laws.

If our product candidates fail to comply with applicable regulatory requirements, or if a problem with one of our products or third-party suppliers is
discovered, a regulatory agency may:

< restrict the marketing or manufacturing of such products;

< restrict the labeling of a product;

< issue warning letters or untitled letters which may require corrective action;

mandate modifications to promotional materials or require us to provide corrective information to healthcare practitioners;

require us to enter into a consent decree or permanent injunction, which can include imposition of various fines,
reimbursements for inspection costs, required due dates for specific actions and penalties for noncompliance;

< impose other administrative or judicial civil or criminal penalties including fines, imprisonment and disgorgement of profits;
< suspend or withdraw regulatory approval;

< refuse to approve pending applications or supplements to approved applications filed by us;

< close the facilities of our third-party suppliers;

< suspend ongoing clinical trials;

< impose restrictions on operations, including costly new manufacturing requirements; or

< seize or detain products or recommend or require a product recall.

The FDA’s and foreign regulatory agencies’ policies are subject to change, and additional federal, state, local or non-U.S. governmental regulations may be
enacted that could affect our ability to maintain compliance. We cannot predict the likelihood, nature or extent of adverse governmental regulation that may
arise from future legislation or administrative action, either in the United States or abroad.

We operate in a competitive business environment and, if we are unable to compete successfully against our existing or potential competitors, our sales
and operating results may be negatively affected and we may not successfully commercialize our product candidates, even if approved.

The pharmaceutical and biotechnology industries are characterized by intense competition and significant and rapid technological change as researchers learn
more about diseases and develop new technologies and treatments. Any product candidates that we successfully develop and commercialize will compete
with existing drugs and new drugs that may become available in the future. While we believe that our product and product candidate platform, development
expertise and scientific knowledge provide us with competitive advantages, we face potential competition from many different sources, including major
pharmaceutical, specialty pharmaceutical and biotechnology companies, academic institutions and governmental agencies and public and private research
institutions. Many of our current and potential competitors are major pharmaceutical companies that have substantially greater financial, technical and
marketing resources than we do, and they may succeed in developing products that would render our products obsolete or noncompetitive. Our ability to
compete successfully will depend on our ability to develop future products that reach the market in a timely manner, are well adopted by patients and
healthcare providers and receive adequate coverage and reimbursement from third-party payors. Because of the size of the potential market, we anticipate that
companies will dedicate significant resources to developing products competitive to our product candidates.
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For example, we have numerous competitors in the severe hypoglycemia market, which currently include Eli Lilly’s Glucagon Emergency Kit and Novo
Nordisk’s GlucaGen, and in the future may include a subcutaneous dasiglucagon auto-injector being developed by Zealand Pharma and an intranasal
glucagon dry powder by Eli Lilly which was recently approved. At any time, these or other industry participants may develop alternative treatments, products
or procedures for the treatment of severe hypoglycemia that compete directly or indirectly with Gvoke, if approved. For example, Eli Lilly’s product
candidate, BAQSIMI™, received marketing approval on July 24, 2019. Competitors may also develop and patent processes or products earlier than we can or
obtain regulatory clearance or approvals for competing products more rapidly than we can, which could impair our ability to develop and commercialize
similar processes or products. If alternative treatments are, or are perceived to be, superior to our products, sales of our products, if approved, could be
negatively affected and our results of operations could suffer.

The widespread acceptance of currently available therapies with which our product candidates will compete may limit market acceptance of our product
candidates even if commercialized. For example, emergency glucagon products are currently available for hypoglycemia and are widely accepted in the
medical community and have a long history of use. These treatments will compete with Gvoke, if approved, and may limit the potential for Gvoke to receive
widespread acceptance if commercialized.

If the FDA approves a competitor’s application for a product candidate or drug-device combination product before our application for a similar product
candidate or drug-device combination product, and grants such competitor a period of exclusivity, the FDA may take the position that it cannot approve our
505(b)(2) application for a similar product candidate until the exclusivity period expires. Additionally, even if our 505(b)(2) application for Gvoke is
approved first and we receive three-year marketing exclusivity, we may still be subject to competition from other companies with approved products or
approved 505(b)(2) NDAs for different conditions of use that would not be restricted by any grant of exclusivity to us.

If the FDA or other applicable regulatory authorities approve generic products that compete with any of our product candidates, the sales of our product
candidates, if approved, could be adversely affected.

Once an NDA, including a Section 505(b)(2) application, is approved, the product covered becomes a “listed drug” which can be cited by potential
competitors in support of approval of an abbreviated new drug application, or ANDA. FDA regulations and other applicable regulations and policies provide
incentives to manufacturers to create modified versions of a drug to facilitate the approval of an ANDA or other application for similar substitutes. If these
manufacturers demonstrate that their product has the same active ingredient(s), dosage form, strength, route of administration, and conditions of use, or
labeling, as our product candidate, they might only be required to conduct a relatively inexpensive study to show that their generic product is absorbed in the
body at the same rate and to the same extent as, or is bioequivalent to, our product candidate. In some cases, even this limited bioequivalence testing can be
waived by the FDA. Competition from generic equivalents to our product candidates could substantially limit our ability to generate revenues and therefore to
obtain a return on the investments we have made in our product candidates.

Even if we obtain FDA approval of our lead product candidate, Gvoke, or our other product candidates in the United States, we may never obtain or
maintain foreign regulatory approvals to market our products in other countries.

We do not have any product candidates approved for sale in any jurisdiction, including in international markets, and we do not have experience in obtaining
regulatory approval in international markets. In order to market products in any particular jurisdiction, we must establish and comply with numerous and
varying regulatory requirements on a country-by-country basis regarding safety and efficacy. Approval by the FDA in the United States does not ensure
approval by regulatory authorities in other countries or jurisdictions, and approval or certification by one foreign regulatory authority does not ensure
approval or certification by regulatory authorities in other foreign countries or by the FDA. International jurisdictions require separate regulatory approvals
and compliance with numerous and varying regulatory requirements. The approval procedures vary among countries and may involve requirements for
additional testing, and the time required to obtain approval may differ from country to country and from that required to obtain clearance or approval in the
United States. In addition, with respect to Gvoke, we are engaged in ongoing interactions with European regulatory authorities regarding our development
path in Europe. For Gvoke, because Eli Lilly’s Glucagon Emergency Kit is not approved in Europe, we have conducted an additional clinical trial comparing
Gvoke to Novo Nordisk’s GlucaGen, in addition to our clinical trials involving Eli Lilly’s Glucagon Emergency Kit. Such requirements may increase our
development expenses and delay our regulatory development plans for potential European approval of Gvoke. There can be no assurance that the results that
we observed from our prior clinical trials for Gvoke will be replicated in our ongoing and any future clinical trials that we undertake, or that any such results
will be sufficient to secure approval in Europe.

In addition, some countries only approve or certify a product for a certain period of time, and we are required to re-approve or re-certify our products in a
timely manner prior to the expiration of our prior approval or certification. We may not obtain foreign regulatory approvals on a timely basis, if at all. We may
not be able to file for regulatory approvals or certifications and may not receive necessary approvals to commercialize our products in any market. If we fail
to receive necessary approvals or certifications to commercialize our products in foreign jurisdictions on a timely basis, or at all, or if we fail to have our
products re-approved or re-certified, our business, results of operations and financial condition could be adversely affected. The foreign regulatory approval
or certification process may
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include all of the risks associated with obtaining FDA clearance or approval. In addition, the clinical standards of care may differ significantly such that
clinical trials conducted in one country may not be accepted by healthcare providers, third-party payors or regulatory authorities in other countries, and
regulatory approval in one country does not guarantee regulatory approval in any other country. If we fail to comply with regulatory requirements in
international markets or to obtain and maintain required approvals, or if regulatory approvals in international markets are delayed, our target market will be
reduced and our ability to realize the full market potential of any drug we develop will be unrealized.

Recently enacted and future legislation may increase the difficulty and cost for us to obtain marketing approval of and commercialize our product
candidates and affect the prices we may obtain.

In the United States and some foreign jurisdictions, there have been a number of legislative and regulatory changes and proposed changes regarding the
healthcare system that could prevent or delay regulatory approval of our product candidates, including Gvoke, restrict or regulate post-approval activities and
affect our ability to profitably sell any product candidates for which we obtain marketing approval.

Among policy makers and payors in the United States and elsewhere, there is significant interest in promoting changes in healthcare systems with the stated
goals of containing healthcare costs, improving quality and/or expanding access. In the United States, the pharmaceutical industry has been a particular focus
of these efforts and has been significantly affected by major legislative initiatives. In March 2010, President Obama signed into law the ACA, a sweeping law
intended to broaden access to health insurance, reduce or constrain the growth of healthcare spending, enhance remedies against fraud and abuse, add new
transparency requirements for the healthcare and health insurance industries, impose new taxes and fees on the health industry and impose additional health
policy reforms.

Among the provisions of the ACA of importance to our product candidates are the following:

< an annual, nondeductible fee on any entity that manufactures or imports certain branded prescription drugs and biologic
agents, apportioned among these entities according to their market share in certain government healthcare programs;

< a new methodology by which rebates owed by manufacturers under the Medicaid Drug Rebate Program are calculated for
drugs that are inhaled, infused, instilled, implanted or injected;

< an increase in the statutory minimum rebates a manufacturer must pay under the Medicaid Drug Rebate Program to 23.1%
and 13.0% of the average manufacturer price for branded and generic drugs, respectively;

< expansion of healthcare fraud and abuse laws, including the False Claims Act and the federal Anti-Kickback Statute, or AKS,
which include, among other things, new government investigative powers and enhanced penalties for non-compliance;

< a new Medicare Part D coverage gap discount program, in which manufacturers must agree to offer 70% point-of-sale
discounts off negotiated prices of applicable brand drugs to eligible beneficiaries during their coverage gap period, as a
condition for the manufacturer’s outpatient drugs to be covered under Medicare Part D;

< extension of manufacturers’ Medicaid rebate liability to covered drugs dispensed to individuals who are enrolled in Medicaid
managed care organizations;

< expansion of eligibility criteria for Medicaid programs by, among other things, allowing states to offer Medicaid coverage to
additional individuals, thereby potentially increasing manufacturers’ Medicaid rebate liability;

< expansion of the entities eligible for discounts under the Public Health Service pharmaceutical pricing program;
< the requirements under the federal open payments program and its implementing regulations;
< arequirement to annually report drug samples that manufacturers and distributors provide to physicians; and

< a new Patient-Centered Outcomes Research Institute to oversee, identify priorities in, and conduct comparative clinical
effectiveness research, along with funding for such research.

Since its enactment, some of the provisions of the ACA have yet to be fully implemented, while certain provisions have been subject to judicial,
congressional, and executive challenges. As a result, there have been delays in the implementation of, and action taken to repeal or replace, certain aspects of
the ACA. The U.S. Supreme Court has upheld certain key aspects of the legislation, including a tax-based shared responsibility payment imposed on certain
individuals who fail to maintain qualifying health coverage for all or part of a year, which is commonly known as the requirement that all individuals maintain
health insurance coverage or pay a penalty, referred to as the “individual mandate.” However, as a result of tax reform legislation passed in December 2017,
the individual mandate has been eliminated effective January 1, 2019. According to the Congressional Budget Office, the repeal of the individual mandate
will cause 13 million fewer Americans to be insured in 2027 and premiums in insurance markets may rise.

Since January 2017, President Trump has signed two Executive Orders designed to delay the implementation of certain provisions of the ACA or otherwise
circumvent some of the requirements for health insurance mandated by the ACA. One Executive Order directs federal agencies with authorities and
responsibilities under the ACA to waive, defer, grant exemptions from, or delay the implementation of any provision of the ACA that would impose a fiscal
or regulatory burden on states, individuals, healthcare providers, health insurers, or manufacturers of pharmaceuticals or medical devices. The second
Executive Order terminates the cost-sharing subsidies that reimburse insurers under the ACA. Several state Attorneys General filed suit to stop the
administration from terminating the subsidies, but their
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request for a restraining order was denied by a federal judge in California on October 25, 2017. The loss of the cost share reduction payments is expected to
increase premiums on certain policies issued by qualified health plans under the ACA. Further, on June 14, 2018, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal
Circuit ruled that the federal government was not required to pay more than $12 billion in ACA risk corridor payments to third-party payors who argued they
were owed to them. The effects of this gap in reimbursement on third-party payors, the viability of the ACA marketplace, providers, and potentially our
business are not yet known.

In addition, the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services, or CMS, finalized regulations that would give states greater flexibility in setting benchmarks for
insurers in the individual and small group marketplaces, which may have the effect of relaxing the essential health benefits required under the ACA for plans
sold through such marketplaces. Additionally, CMS finalized a rule, effective January 1, 2020, that amends the Medicare Advantage and Medicare Part D
prescription drug benefit regulations to reduce out-of-pocket costs for plan enrollees and allow Medicare plans to negotiate lower rates for certain drugs.
Among other things, the rule allows Medicare Advantage plans to use pre authorization, or PA, and step therapy, or ST, for five of the six protected classes of
drugs, with certain exceptions and permits plans to implement PA and ST in Medicare Part B drugs. It is unclear what effect such changes will have on our
business. Litigation and legislation over the ACA are likely to continue, with unpredictable and uncertain results. We continue to evaluate the effect that the
ACA and its possible repeal and replacement has on our business.

In addition, other legislative changes have been proposed and adopted since the ACA was enacted including aggregate reductions to Medicare payments to
providers of 2% per fiscal year through 2027. In January 2013, President Obama signed into law the American Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012, which, among
other things, further reduced Medicare payments to several providers and increased the statute of limitations period for the government to recover
overpayments to providers from three to five years. Since 2016, Congress has considered legislation that would repeal or repeal and replace all or part of the
ACA. While Congress has not passed comprehensive repeal legislation, it has enacted laws that modify certain provisions of the ACA such as removing or
delaying penalties, starting January 1, 2019, for not complying with the ACA’s individual mandate to carry health insurance, delaying the implementation of
certain ACA-mandated fees, and increasing the point-of-sale discount that is owed by pharmaceutical manufacturers who participate in Medicare Part D. On
December 14, 2018, a U.S. District Court judge in the Northern District of Texas ruled that the individual mandate portion of the ACA is an essential and
inseverable feature of the ACA, and therefore because the mandate was repealed as part of the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, the remaining provisions of the ACA
are invalid as well. The Trump administration and CMS have both stated that the ruling will have no immediate effect, and on December 30, 2018 the same
judge issued an order staying the judgment pending appeal. It is unclear how this decision and any subsequent appeals and other efforts to repeal and replace
the ACA will impact the ACA and our business. Litigation and legislation over the ACA are likely to continue, with unpredictable and uncertain results. We
continue to evaluate the effect that the ACA and its possible repeal and replacement has on our business. We expect that the ACA, as well as other healthcare
reform measures that may be adopted in the future, may result in additional reductions in Medicare and other healthcare funding, more rigorous coverage
criteria, new payment methodologies, and additional downward pressure on the price that we receive for any approved product. Any reduction in
reimbursement from Medicare or other government programs may result in a similar reduction in payments from private payors. The implementation of cost
containment measures or other healthcare reforms may prevent us from being able to generate revenue, attain profitability or commercialize our products.

The cost of prescription pharmaceuticals in the United States has also been the subject of considerable debate, and members of Congress and the Trump
Administration have indicated that each will address such costs through new legislative and administrative measures. To date, there have been several recent
U.S. congressional inquiries and proposed state and federal legislation designed to, among other things, improve transparency in drug pricing, review the
relationship between pricing and manufacturer patient programs, reduce the costs of drugs under Medicare, and reform government program reimbursement
methodologies for drug products.

At the federal level, the Trump administration’s budget proposal for fiscal year 2019 contains further drug price control measures that could be enacted during
the 2019 budget process or in other future legislation, including, for example, measures to permit Medicare Part D plans to negotiate the price of certain drugs
under Medicare Part B, to allow some states to negotiate drug prices under Medicaid, and to eliminate cost sharing for generic drugs for low-income patients.
Additionally, the Trump administration released a “Blueprint” to lower drug prices and reduce out-of-pocket costs of drugs that contains additional proposals
to increase manufacturer competition, increase the negotiating power of certain federal healthcare programs, incentivize manufacturers to lower the list price
of their products and reduce the out-of-pocket costs of drug products paid by consumers. While any proposed measures will require authorization through
additional legislation to become effective, Congress and the Trump administration have each indicated that it will continue to seek new legislative and/or
administrative measures to control drug costs. At the state level, legislatures are increasingly passing legislation and implementing regulations designed to
control pharmaceutical and biological product pricing, including price or patient reimbursement constraints, discounts, restrictions on certain product access
and marketing cost disclosure and transparency measures, and, in some cases, designed to encourage importation from other countries and bulk purchasing.

The pricing of prescription pharmaceuticals is also subject to governmental control outside the United States. In these other countries, pricing negotiations

with governmental authorities can take considerable time after the receipt of marketing approval for a product. To obtain reimbursement or pricing approval
in some countries, we may be required to conduct a clinical trial that compares the cost
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effectiveness of our product candidates to other available therapies. If reimbursement of our products is unavailable or limited in scope or amount, or if
pricing is set at unsatisfactory levels, our ability to generate revenues and become profitable could be impaired.

Legislative and regulatory proposals have been made to expand post-approval requirements and restrict sales and promotional activities for approved
products. In addition, there have been several recent Congressional inquiries and proposed bills designed to, among other things, bring more transparency to
drug pricing, review the relationship between pricing and manufacturer patient programs, reduce the cost of drugs under Medicare and reform government
program reimbursement methodologies for drugs. We cannot be sure whether additional legislative changes will be enacted, or whether the FDA regulations,
guidance or interpretations will be changed, or what the impact of such changes on the marketing approvals of our product candidates, if any, may be. In
addition, increased scrutiny by the U.S. Congress of the FDA’s approval process may significantly delay or prevent marketing approval, as well as subject us
to more stringent labeling and post-marketing testing and other requirements.

We cannot predict the likelihood, nature or extent of government regulation that may arise from future legislation or administrative or executive action, either
in the United States or abroad. For example, certain policies of the Trump administration may impact our business and industry. Namely, the Trump
administration has taken several executive actions, including the issuance of a number of Executive Orders, that could impose significant burdens on, or
otherwise materially delay, the FDA’s ability to engage in routine regulatory and oversight activities such as implementing statutes through rulemaking,
issuance of guidance and review and approval of marketing applications. Notably, on January 30, 2017, President Trump issued an Executive Order,
applicable to all executive agencies, including the FDA, that requires that for each notice of proposed rulemaking or final regulation to be issued in fiscal year
2017, the agency shall identify at least two existing regulations to be repealed, unless prohibited by law. These requirements are referred to as the “two-for-
one” provisions. This Executive Order includes a budget neutrality provision that requires the total incremental cost of all new regulations in the 2017 fiscal
year, including repealed regulations, to be no greater than zero, except in limited circumstances. For fiscal years 2018 and beyond, the Executive Order
requires agencies to identify regulations to offset any incremental cost of a new regulation and approximate the total costs or savings associated with each
new regulation or repealed regulation. In interim guidance issued by the Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs within the Office of Management and
Budget on February 2, 2017, the Trump administration indicates that the “two-for-one” provisions may apply not only to agency regulations, but also to
significant agency guidance documents. Further, on February 24, 2017, President Trump issued an Executive Order requiring each agency to designate a
regulatory reform officer and create a regulatory reform task force to evaluate existing regulations and make recommendations regarding their repeal,
replacement or modification. It is difficult to predict how these requirements will be implemented and the extent to which they will impact the FDA’s ability
to exercise its regulatory authority. If these executive actions impose constraints on the FDA’s ability to engage in oversight and implementation activities in
the normal course, our business may be negatively impacted.

Our relationships with customers and payors will be subject to applicable anti-kickback, fraud and abuse, transparency, and other healthcare laws and
regulations, which could expose us to criminal sanctions, civil penalties, contractual damages, reputational harm, administrative burdens and diminished
profits and future earnings.

Healthcare providers, physicians and third-party payors will play a primary role in the recommendation and prescription of any products for which we obtain
marketing approval. Our future arrangements with investigators, healthcare practitioners, consultants, third-party payors and customers, if any, will subject us
to broadly applicable fraud and abuse and other healthcare laws and regulations. These laws and regulations may constrain the business or financial
arrangements and relationships through which we conduct our operations, including how we research, market, sell and distribute any products for which we
obtain marketing approval. These include the following:

< Anti-Kickback Statute. The federal AKS makes it illegal for any person or entity (including a prescription drug manufacturer or a party acting on its
behalf) to knowingly and willfully solicit, offer, receive or pay remuneration, directly or indirectly, in cash or in kind, in exchange for or intended to
induce or reward either the referral of an individual for, or the purchase, order, prescription or recommendation or arranging of, any good or
service, for which payment may be made under a federal healthcare program such as Medicare and Medicaid. This statute has been interpreted to
apply to arrangements between pharmaceutical manufacturers on the one hand and prescribers, purchasers and formulary managers on the other.
Although there are several statutory exceptions and regulatory safe harbors protecting certain common activities from prosecution, they are drawn
narrowly, and practices that involve remuneration intended to induce prescribing, purchasing or recommending may be subject to scrutiny if they
do not qualify for an exception or safe harbor. A person or entity can be found guilty of violating the AKS without actual knowledge of the statute
or specific intent to violate it. In addition, the government may assert that a claim including items or services resulting from a violation of the AKS
constitutes a false or fraudulent claim for purposes of the federal False Claims Act or federal civil money penalties statute. Violations of the AKS
carry potentially significant civil and criminal penalties, including imprisonment, fines, administrative civil monetary penalties, and exclusion from
participation in federal healthcare programs.
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< False Claims Laws. The federal false claims and civil monetary penalties laws, including the federal civil False Claims Act, impose criminal and
civil penalties, including through civil whistleblower or qui tam actions, against individuals or entities for, among other things, knowingly
presenting, or causing to be presented, false or fraudulent claims for payment by a federal healthcare program or making a false statement or record
material to payment of a false claim or knowingly avoiding, decreasing or concealing an obligation to pay money to the federal government, with
potential liability including mandatory treble damages and significant per-claim penalties.

< Anti-Inducement Law. The anti-inducement law prohibits, among other things, the offering or giving of remuneration, which includes, without
limitation, any transfer of items or services for free or for less than fair market value (with limited exceptions), to a Medicare or Medicaid
beneficiary that the person knows or should know is likely to influence the beneficiary’s selection of a particular supplier of items or services
reimbursable by a federal or state governmental program.

< HIPAA. The federal Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996, or HIPAA, as amended by the Health Information Technology for
Economic and Clinical Health Act of 2009, or HITECH, and their respective implementing regulations, imposes criminal and civil liability for,
among other things, knowingly and willfully executing, or attempting to execute, a scheme to defraud any healthcare benefit program (including
private payors) or making false or fraudulent statements relating to healthcare matters. Similar to the federal AKS, a person or entity does not need
to have actual knowledge of the statute or specific intent to violate it in order to have committed a violation. Additionally, HIPAA, as amended by
HITECH and its implementing regulations, also imposes obligations on covered entities and their business associates, including mandatory
contractual terms and technical safeguards, with respect to maintaining the privacy, security and transmission of individually identifiable health
information.

Transparency Requirements. The federal Physician Payments Sunshine Act requires certain manufacturers of drugs, devices, biologics, and medical
supplies for which payment is available under Medicare, Medicaid, or the Children’s Health Insurance Program, with specific exceptions, to report
annually to the CMS information related to payments or transfers of value made to physicians (defined to include doctors, dentists, optometrists,
podiatrists and chiropractors) and teaching hospitals, as well as information regarding ownership and investment interests held by the physicians
described above and their immediate family members.

< Analogous State and Foreign Laws. Analogous state and foreign fraud and abuse laws and regulations, such as state anti-kickback and false claims
laws, can apply to our business practices, including but not limited to, research, distribution, sales and marketing arrangements, and claims
involving healthcare items or services reimbursed by non-governmental third-party payors, and are generally broad and are enforced by many
different federal and state agencies as well as through private actions. Some state laws require pharmaceutical companies to comply with the
pharmaceutical industry’s voluntary compliance guidelines and the relevant compliance guidance promulgated by the federal government, or
otherwise restrict payments that may be made to healthcare providers and other potential referral sources, and some state laws require drug
manufacturers to report information related to payments and other transfers of value to physicians and other healthcare providers or marketing
expenditures and pricing information. State and foreign laws also govern the privacy and security of health information in some circumstances,
many of which differ from each other in significant ways and often are not pre-empted by HIPAA, thus complicating compliance efforts.

Efforts to ensure that our business arrangements with third parties, and our business generally, will comply with applicable healthcare laws and regulations
involve substantial costs. It is possible that governmental authorities will conclude that our business practices, including our arrangements with physicians
and other healthcare providers, some of whom may receive stock options as compensation for services provided, may not comply with current or future
statutes, regulations, agency guidance or case law involving applicable fraud and abuse or other healthcare laws and regulations. If our operations are found to
be in violation of any of these laws or any other governmental regulations that may apply to us, we may be subject to significant civil, criminal and
administrative penalties, damages, fines, imprisonment, exclusion of products from government funded healthcare programs, such as Medicare and Medicaid,
disgorgement, contractual damages, reputational harm and the curtailment or restructuring of our operations. Defending against any such actions can be costly
and time consuming and may require significant financial and personnel resources. Therefore, even if we are successful in defending against any such actions
that may be brought against us, our business may be impaired. Further, if any of the physicians or other healthcare providers or entities with whom we expect
to do business is found to be not in compliance with applicable laws, they may be subject to criminal, civil or administrative sanctions, including exclusions
from government funded healthcare programs.

European data collection is governed by restrictive regulations governing the use, processing and cross-border transfer of personal information.

We have conducted and may in the future conduct clinical trials in the European Union, or EU, subjecting us to additional privacy restrictions. The collection
and use of personal health data in the EU are governed by the provisions of the General Data Protection Regulation, or GDPR. This directive imposes several
requirements relating to the consent of the individuals to whom the personal data relates, the information provided to the individuals, notification of data
processing obligations to the competent national data protection authorities and the security and confidentiality of the personal data. The GDPR also imposes
strict rules on the transfer of personal data out of the EU to the United States. Failure to comply with the requirements of the GDPR and the related national
data protection laws of the EU Member States may result in fines and other administrative penalties. The GDPR introduces new data protection requirements
in the EU and substantial fines for breaches of the data protection rules. The GDPR regulations may impose additional responsibility and liability in relation
to personal data that we process, and we may be required to put in place additional mechanisms ensuring compliance
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with these and/or new data protection rules. This may be onerous and adversely affect our business, financial condition, prospects and results of operations.

Laws and regulations governing any international operations we may have in the future may preclude us from developing, manufacturing and selling
certain product candidates outside the United States and require us to develop and implement costly compliance programs.

We currently have operations in the United States and we maintain relationships with CMOs in certain parts of Europe, Asia and the United States for the
manufacture of our product candidates. The Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, or FCPA, prohibits any U.S. individual or business from paying, offering,
authorizing payment or offering of anything of value, directly or indirectly, to any foreign official, political party or candidate for the purpose of influencing
any act or decision of the foreign entity in order to assist the individual or business in obtaining or retaining business. The FCPA also obligates companies
whose securities are listed in the United States to comply with certain accounting provisions requiring the company to maintain books and records that
accurately and fairly reflect all transactions of the corporation, including international subsidiaries, and to devise and maintain an adequate system of internal
accounting controls for international operations. The anti-bribery provisions of the FCPA are enforced primarily by the DOJ. The Securities and Exchange
Commission, or SEC, is involved with enforcement of the books and records provisions of the FCPA and may suspend or bar issuers from trading securities
on U.S. exchanges for violations of the FCPA’s accounting provisions.

Various laws, regulations and executive orders also restrict the use and dissemination outside the United States, or the sharing with certain non-U.S. nationals,
of information classified for national security purposes, as well as certain products and technical data relating to those products. As we expand our presence
outside the United States, we are required to dedicate additional resources to comply with laws and regulations in each new jurisdiction in which we are
operating or plan to operate, and these laws may preclude us from developing, manufacturing, or selling certain drugs and product candidates outside the
United States, which could limit our growth potential and increase our development costs.

The creation and implementation of international business practices compliance programs, particularly FCPA compliance, is costly and such programs are
difficult to enforce, especially in countries in which corruption is a recognized problem and where reliance on third parties is required. In addition, the FCPA
presents particular challenges in the pharmaceutical industry because, in many countries, hospitals are operated by the government, and doctors and other
hospital employees are considered foreign officials. Certain payments to hospitals in connection with clinical trials and other work have been deemed to be
improper payments to government officials and have led to FCPA enforcement actions. Indictment alone under the FCPA can lead to suspension of the right
to do business with the U.S. government until the pending claims are resolved. Conviction of a violation of the FCPA can result in long-term disqualification
as a government contractor.

Accordingly, our failure to comply with the FCPA or other export control, anti-corruption, anti-money laundering and anti-terrorism laws or regulations and
other similar laws governing international business practices may result in substantial penalties, including suspension or debarment from government
contracting. The termination of a government contract or relationship as a result of our failure to satisfy any of our obligations under such laws would have a
negative impact on our operations and harm our reputation and ability to procure government contracts. We cannot assure you that our compliance policies
and procedures are or will be sufficient or that our directors, officers, employees, representatives, consultants and agents have not engaged and will not
engage in conduct for which we may be held responsible, nor can we assure you that our business partners have not engaged and will not engage in conduct
that could materially affect their ability to perform their contractual obligations to us or even result in our being held liable for such conduct.

Governments outside the United States tend to impose strict price controls, which may adversely affect our revenues, if any.

In some countries, such as the countries of the European Union, the pricing of prescription pharmaceuticals is subject to governmental control. In these
countries, pricing negotiations with governmental authorities can take considerable time after the receipt of marketing approval for a product. In addition,
there can be considerable pressure by governments and other stakeholders on prices and reimbursement levels, including as part of cost containment
measures. Political, economic and regulatory developments may further complicate pricing negotiations, and pricing negotiations may continue after coverage
and reimbursement have been obtained. Reference pricing used by various countries and parallel distribution or arbitrage between low-priced and high-priced
countries can further reduce prices. To obtain reimbursement or pricing approval in some countries, we, or any future collaborators, may be required to
conduct a clinical trial that compares the cost-effectiveness of our product candidates to other available therapies, which is time consuming and costly. If
reimbursement of our product candidates is unavailable or limited in scope or amount, or if pricing is set at unsatisfactory levels, our business could be
harmed.

45



We will need to obtain FDA approval of any proposed product names, and any failure or delay associated with such approval may adversely impact our
business.

Any name we intend to use for our product candidates will require approval from the FDA regardless of whether we have secured a trademark registration
from the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, or USPTO. The FDA typically conducts a review of proposed product names, including an evaluation of potential
for confusion with other product names. The FDA may object to any product name we submit if it believes the name inappropriately implies medical claims.
If the FDA objects to any of our proposed product names, we may be required to adopt an alternative name for our product candidates. If we adopt an
alternative name, we would lose the benefit of any existing trademark applications for such product candidate and may be required to expend significant
additional resources in an effort to identify a suitable product name that would qualify under applicable trademark laws, not infringe the existing rights of
third parties and be acceptable to the FDA. We may be unable to build a successful brand identity for a new trademark in a timely manner or at all, which
would limit our ability to commercialize our product candidates.

If we fail to comply with environmental, health and safety laws and regulations, we could become subject to fines or penalties or incur costs that could
have a material adverse effect on our business.

We are subject to numerous environmental, health and safety laws and regulations, including those governing laboratory procedures and the handling, use,
storage, treatment and disposal of hazardous materials and wastes. From time to time and in the future, our operations may involve the use of hazardous and
flammable materials, including chemicals and biological materials, and may also produce hazardous waste products. Even if we contract with third parties for
the disposal of these materials and waste products, we cannot completely eliminate the risk of contamination or injury resulting from these materials. In the
event of contamination or injury resulting from the use or disposal of our hazardous materials, we could be held liable for any resulting damages, and any
liability could exceed our resources. We also could incur significant costs associated with civil or criminal fines and penalties for failure to comply with such
laws and regulations.

We maintain workers’ compensation insurance to cover us for costs and expenses we may incur due to injuries to our employees resulting from the use of
hazardous materials, but this insurance may not provide adequate coverage against potential liabilities. However, we do not maintain insurance for
environmental liability or toxic tort claims that may be asserted against us.

In addition, we may incur substantial costs in order to comply with current or future environmental, health and safety laws and regulations. Current or future
environmental laws and regulations may impair our research, development or production efforts. In addition, failure to comply with these laws and
regulations may result in substantial fines, penalties or other sanctions.

Risks Related to our Intellectual Property

Our success depends on our ability to protect our intellectual property and proprietary technology, as well as the ability of our collaborators to protect
their intellectual property and proprietary technology.

Our success depends in large part on our ability to obtain and maintain patent protection and trade secret protection in the United States and other countries
with respect to our proprietary product candidates. If we do not adequately protect our intellectual property rights, competitors may be able to erode or negate
any competitive advantage we may have, which could harm our business and ability to achieve profitability. To protect our proprietary position, we file patent
applications in the United States and abroad related to our novel product candidates that are important to our business; we may in the future also license or
purchase patent applications filed by others. The patent application and approval process is expensive and time consuming. We may not be able to file and
prosecute all necessary or desirable patent applications at a reasonable cost or in a timely manner.

If the scope of the patent protection we or our potential licensors obtain is not sufficiently broad, we may not be able to prevent others from developing and
commercializing technology and products similar or identical to ours. The degree of patent protection we require to successfully compete in the marketplace
may be unavailable or severely limited in some cases and may not adequately protect our rights or permit us to gain or keep any competitive advantage. We
cannot provide any assurances that any of our patents have, or that any of our pending patent applications that mature into issued patents will include, claims
with a scope sufficient to protect our current and future product candidates or otherwise provide any competitive advantage. In addition, to the extent that we
license intellectual property in the future, we cannot assure you that those licenses will remain in force. In addition, the laws of foreign countries may not
protect our rights to the same extent as the laws of the United States. Furthermore, patents have a limited lifespan. In the United States, the natural expiration
of a patent is generally twenty years after it is filed. Various extensions may be available; however, the life of a patent, and the protection it affords, is limited.
Given the amount of time required for the development, testing and regulatory review of new product candidates, patents protecting such candidates might
expire before or shortly after such candidates are commercialized.

Even if they are unchallenged, our patents and pending patent applications, if issued, may not provide us with any meaningful protection or prevent
competitors from designing around our patent claims to circumvent our patents by developing similar or alternative technologies
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or therapeutics in a non-infringing manner. For example, a third party may develop a competitive therapy that provides benefits similar to one or more of our
product candidates but that uses a formulation and/or a device that falls outside the scope of our patent protection. If the patent protection provided by the
patents and patent applications we hold or pursue with respect to our product candidates is not sufficiently broad to impede such competition, our ability to
successfully commercialize our product candidates could be negatively affected, which would harm our business. Although we currently own all of our
patents and our patent applications, similar risks would apply to any patents or patent applications that we may in-license in the future.

We, or any future partners, collaborators, or licensees, may fail to identify patentable aspects of inventions made in the course of development and
commercialization activities before it is too late to obtain patent protection on them. Therefore, we may miss potential opportunities to strengthen our patent
position.

It is possible that defects of form in the preparation or filing of our patents or patent applications may exist, or may arise in the future, for example with
respect to proper priority claims, inventorship, claim scope, or requests for patent term adjustments. If we or our partners, collaborators, licensees or licensors
fail to establish, maintain or protect such patents and other intellectual property rights, such rights may be reduced or eliminated. If our partners,
collaborators, licensees or licensors are not fully cooperative or disagree with us as to the prosecution, maintenance or enforcement of any patent rights, such
patent rights could be compromised. If there are material defects in the form, preparation, prosecution, or enforcement of our patents or patent applications,
such patents may be invalid and/or unenforceable, and such applications may never result in valid, enforceable patents. Any of these outcomes could impair
our ability to prevent competition from third parties, which may have an adverse impact on our business.

The patent position of biotechnology and pharmaceutical companies generally is highly uncertain. No consistent policy regarding the breadth of claims
allowed in biotechnology and pharmaceutical patents has emerged to date in the United States or in many foreign jurisdictions. In addition, the determination
of patent rights with respect to pharmaceutical compounds commonly involves complex legal and factual questions, which has in recent years been the
subject of much litigation. As a result, the issuance, scope, validity, enforceability and commercial value of our patent rights are highly uncertain.

Moreover, because the issuance of a patent is not conclusive as to its inventorship, scope, validity or enforceability, our patents or pending patent applications
may be challenged in the courts or patent offices in the United States and abroad. There is no assurance that all of the potentially relevant prior art relating to
our patents and patent applications has been found. If such prior art exists, it may be used to invalidate a patent, or may prevent a patent from issuing from a
pending patent application. For example, such patent filings may be subject to a third-party preissuance submission of prior art to the USPTO and/or to other
patent offices around the world. Alternately or additionally, we may become involved in post-grant review procedures, oppositions, derivations proceedings,
reexaminations, inter partes review or interference proceedings, in the United States or elsewhere, challenging patents or patent applications in which we have
rights, including patents on which we rely to protect our business. An adverse determination in any such challenges may result in loss of exclusivity or in
patent claims being narrowed, invalidated or held unenforceable, in whole or in part, which could limit our ability to stop others from using or
commercializing similar or identical technology and products, or limit the duration of the patent protection of our technology and products.

Pending and future patent applications may not result in patents being issued which protect our business, in whole or in part, or which effectively prevent
others from commercializing competitive products. Changes in either the patent laws or interpretation of the patent laws in the United States and other
countries may diminish the value of our patents or narrow the scope of our patent protection. In addition, the laws of foreign countries may not protect our
rights to the same extent or in the same manner as the laws of the United States. For example, patent laws in various jurisdictions, including significant
commercial markets such as Europe, restrict the patentability of methods of treatment of the human body more than United States law does.

The patent application process is subject to numerous risks and uncertainties, and there can be no assurance that we or any of our future development partners
will be successful in protecting our product candidates by obtaining and defending patents. These risks and uncertainties include the following:

<  the USPTO and various foreign governmental patent agencies require compliance with a number of procedural,
documentary, fee payment and other provisions during the patent process. There are situations in which noncompliance can
result in abandonment or lapse of a patent or patent application, resulting in partial or complete loss of patent rights in the
relevant jurisdiction. In such an event, competitors might be able to enter the market earlier than would otherwise have been
the case;

< patent applications may not result in any patents being issued;

< patents that may be issued may be challenged, invalidated, modified, revoked, circumvented, found to be unenforceable or
otherwise may not provide any competitive advantage;
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< our competitors, many of whom have substantially greater resources and many of whom have made significant investments
in competing technologies, may seek or may have already obtained patents that will limit, interfere with or eliminate our
ability to make, use, and sell our potential product candidates;

< there may be significant pressure on the U.S. government and international governmental bodies to limit the scope of patent
protection both inside and outside the United States for disease treatments that prove successful, as a matter of public policy
regarding worldwide health concerns; and

< countries other than the United States may have patent laws less favorable to patentees than those upheld by U.S. courts,
allowing foreign competitors a better opportunity to create, develop and market competing product candidates in such
countries.

Issued patents that we have or may in the future obtain or license may not provide us with any meaningful protection, prevent competitors from competing
with us or otherwise provide us with any competitive advantage. Our competitors may be able to circumvent our or our future licensors’ patents by
developing similar or alternative technologies or products in a non-infringing manner. Our competitors may also seek approval to market their own products
similar to or otherwise competitive with our products. Alternatively, our competitors may seek to market generic versions of any approved products by
submitting ANDAS to the FDA in which they claim that patents owned or in the future licensed by us are invalid, unenforceable or not infringed. In these
circumstances, we may need to defend or assert our patents, or both, including by filing lawsuits alleging patent infringement. In any of these types of
proceedings, a court or other agency with jurisdiction may find our patents invalid or unenforceable, or that our competitors are competing in a non-infringing
manner. Thus, even if we have valid and enforceable patents, these patents still may not provide protection against competing products or processes sufficient
to achieve our business objectives.

In the future, we may enter into license agreements with third parties pursuant to which they have the right, but not the obligation, in certain circumstances to
control enforcement of our licensed patents or defense of any claims asserting the invalidity of these patents. Even if we are permitted to pursue such
enforcement or defense, we will require the cooperation of those licensors, and cannot guarantee that we would receive it and on what terms. We cannot be
certain that those licensors will allocate sufficient resources or prioritize their or our enforcement of such patents or defense of such claims to protect our
interests in the licensed patents. If we cannot obtain patent protection, or enforce existing or future patents against third parties, our competitive position and
our financial condition could suffer.

In addition, we rely on the protection of our trade secrets and proprietary know-how. Although we have taken steps to protect our trade secrets and unpatented
know-how, including entering into confidentiality agreements with third parties and confidential information and inventions agreements with employees,
consultants and advisors, we cannot provide any assurances that all such agreements have been duly executed, and third parties may still obtain this
information or may come upon this or similar information independently. Additionally, if the steps taken to maintain our trade secrets are deemed inadequate,
we may have insufficient recourse against third parties for misappropriating our trade secrets. If any of these events occurs or if we otherwise lose protection
for our trade secrets or proprietary know-how, our business may be harmed.

It is difficult and costly to protect our intellectual property and our proprietary technologies, and we may not be able to ensure their protection.

Our commercial success will depend in part on obtaining and maintaining patent protection and trade secret protection for the use, formulation and structure
of our product candidates, the methods used to manufacture them, the related therapeutic targets and associated methods of treatment as well as on
successfully defending these patents against potential third-party challenges. Our ability to protect our products and product candidates from unauthorized
making, using, selling, offering to sell or importing by third parties is dependent on the extent to which we have rights under valid and enforceable patents
that cover these activities.

The patent positions of pharmaceutical, biotechnology and other life sciences companies can be highly uncertain and involve complex legal and factual
questions for which important legal principles remain unresolved. Changes in either the patent laws or in interpretations of patent laws in the United States
and other countries may diminish the value of our intellectual property. Further, the determination that a patent application or patent claim meets all of the
requirements for patentability is a subjective determination based on the application of law and jurisprudence. The ultimate determination by the USPTO or
by a court or other trier of fact in the United States, or corresponding foreign national patent offices or courts, on whether a claim meets all requirements of
patentability cannot be assured. We have not conducted searches for third-party publications, patents and other information that may affect the patentability of
claims in our various patent applications and patents, so we cannot be certain that all relevant information has been identified. Accordingly, we cannot predict
the breadth of claims that may be allowed or enforced in our patents or patent applications, in any future licensed patents or patent applications or in third-
party patents.

We cannot provide assurances that any of our patent applications will be found to be patentable, including over our own prior art patents, or will issue as

patents. Neither can we make assurances as to the scope of any claims that may issue from our pending and future patent applications nor to the outcome of
any proceedings by any potential third parties that could challenge the patentability, validity or

48



enforceability of our patents and patent applications in the United States or foreign jurisdictions. Any such challenge, if successful, could limit patent
protection for our products and product candidates and/or materially harm our business.

The degree of future protection for our proprietary rights is uncertain because legal means afford only limited protection and may not adequately protect our
rights or permit us to gain or keep our competitive advantage. For example:

< we may not be able to generate sufficient data to support full patent applications that protect the entire breadth of
developments in one or more of our programs;

< it is possible that one or more of our pending patent applications will not become an issued patent or, if issued, that the
patent(s) will not: (a) be sufficient to protect our technology, (b) provide us with a basis for commercially viable products or
(c) provide us with any competitive advantages;

< if our pending applications issue as patents, they may be challenged by third parties as not infringed, invalid or
unenforceable under U.S. or foreign laws; or

< if issued, the patents under which we hold rights may not be valid or enforceable.

In addition, to the extent that we are unable to obtain and maintain patent protection for one of our products or product candidates or in the event that such
patent protection expires, it may no longer be cost-effective to extend our portfolio by pursuing additional development of a product or product candidate for
follow-on indications.

We also may rely on trade secrets to protect our technologies or products, especially where we do not believe patent protection is appropriate or obtainable.
However, trade secrets are difficult to protect. Although we use reasonable efforts to protect our trade secrets, our employees, consultants, contractors, outside
scientific collaborators and other advisers may unintentionally or willfully disclose our information to competitors. Enforcing a claim that a third-party entity
illegally obtained and is using any of our trade secrets is expensive and time consuming, and the outcome is unpredictable. In addition, courts outside the
United States are sometimes less willing to protect trade secrets. Moreover, our competitors may independently develop equivalent knowledge, methods and
know-how.

Obtaining and maintaining patent protection depends on compliance with various procedural, document submission, fee payment and other requirements
imposed by governmental patent agencies, and our patent protection could be reduced or eliminated for non-compliance with these requirements.

Periodic maintenance fees, renewal fees, annuity fees and various other governmental fees on patents and applications are required to be paid to the USPTO
and various governmental patent agencies outside the United States in several stages over the lifetime of the patents and applications. The USPTO and
various non-U.S. governmental patent agencies require compliance with a number of procedural, documentary, fee payment and other similar provisions
during the patent application process and after a patent has issued. There are situations in which non-compliance can result in abandonment or lapse of the
patent or patent application, resulting in partial or complete loss of patent rights in the relevant jurisdiction.

Patent terms may be inadequate to protect our competitive position on our products for an adequate amount of time.

Given the amount of time required for the development, testing and regulatory review of new product candidates, patents protecting such candidates might
expire before or shortly after such candidates are commercialized. Where available, we will seek extensions of patent terms in the United States and, if
available, in other countries where we are prosecuting patents. In the United States, the Drug Price Competition and Patent Term Restoration Act of 1984
permits a patent term extension of up to five years beyond the normal expiration of the patent, which is limited to the approved indication (or any additional
indications approved during the period of extension). However, the applicable authorities, including the FDA and the USPTO in the United States, and any
equivalent regulatory authority in other countries, may not agree with our assessment of whether such extensions are available and may refuse to grant
extensions to our patents or may grant more limited extensions than we request. If this occurs, our competitors may be able to take advantage of our
investment in development and clinical trials by referencing our clinical and preclinical data and launch their product earlier than might otherwise be the case.

Others may challenge inventorship or claim an ownership interest in our intellectual property which could expose it to litigation and have a significant
adverse effect on its prospects.

A third party or former employee or collaborator may claim an ownership interest in one or more of our patents or other proprietary or intellectual property
rights. A third party could bring legal actions against us and seek monetary damages and/or enjoin clinical testing, manufacturing and marketing of the
affected product or products. While we are presently unaware of any claims or assertions by third parties with respect to our patents or other intellectual
property, we cannot guarantee that a third party will not assert a claim or an interest in any of such patents or intellectual property. If we become involved in
any litigation, it could consume a substantial portion of our resources and cause a significant diversion of effort by our technical and management personnel.
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Changes to the patent law in the United States and other jurisdictions could diminish the value of patents in general, thereby impairing our ability to
protect our products.

As is the case with other biopharmaceutical companies, our success is heavily dependent on intellectual property, particularly patents. Obtaining and
enforcing patents in the biopharmaceutical industry involve both technological and legal complexity and is therefore costly, time consuming and inherently
uncertain. New patent reform legislation in the United States, including the Leahy-Smith America Invents Act, or the America Invents Act, signed into law in
September 2011, could increase those uncertainties and costs. The America Invents Act includes a number of significant changes to U.S. patent law, including
provisions that affect the way patent applications are prosecuted, redefining prior art and providing more efficient and cost-effective avenues for competitors
to challenge the validity of patents. In addition, the America Invents Act has reformed the United States patent law in part by changing the U.S. patent system
from a “first to invent” system to a “first inventor to file” system. The first inventor to file provision, however, only became effective on March 16, 2013, so it
is still not yet clear what, if any, impact the America Invents Act will have on the operations of our business. The America Invents Act and its implementation
could make it more difficult to obtain patent protection for our inventions and increase the uncertainties and costs surrounding the prosecution of our patent
applications and the enforcement or defense of our issued patents, all of which could harm our business, results of operations and financial condition.

Further, the America Invents Act created new procedures to challenge the validity of issued patents in the United States, including post-grant review and inter
partes review proceedings, which some third parties have been using to cause the cancellation of selected or all claims of issued patents. For a patent with an
effective filing date of March 16, 2013 or later, a petition for post-grant review can be filed by a third party in a nine-month window from issuance of the
patent. A petition for inter partes review can be filed immediately following the issuance of a patent if the patent has an effective filing date prior to
March 16, 2013. A petition for inter partes review can be filed after the nine-month period for filing a post-grant review petition has expired for a patent with
an effective filing date of March 16, 2013 or later. Post-grant review proceedings can be brought on any ground of invalidity, whereas inter partes review
proceedings can only raise an invalidity challenge based on published prior art and patents. In these adversarial actions, the USPTO reviews patent claims
without the presumption of validity afforded to U.S. patents in lawsuits in U.S. federal courts and uses a lower burden of proof than used in litigation in U.S.
federal courts. Therefore, it is generally considered easier for a competitor or third party to have a U.S. patent invalidated in a USPTO post-grant review
or inter partes review proceeding than invalidated in a litigation in a U.S. federal court. If any of our patents are challenged by a third party in such a USPTO
proceeding, there is no guarantee that we will be successful in defending the patent, which would result in a loss of the challenged patent right to us.
Depending on future actions by the U.S. Congress, the U.S. courts, the USPTO and the relevant law-making bodies in other countries, the laws and
regulations governing patents could change in unpredictable ways that would weaken our ability to obtain new patents or to enforce our existing patents and
patents that we might obtain in the future.

We may not be able to enforce our intellectual property rights throughout the world.

Filing, prosecuting, enforcing and defending patents on our product candidates in all countries throughout the world would be prohibitively expensive, and
our intellectual property rights in some countries outside the United States can be less extensive than those in the United States. The requirements for
patentability may differ in certain countries, particularly in developing countries; thus, even in countries where we do pursue patent protection, there can be
no assurance that any patents will issue with claims that cover our product candidates.

Moreover, our ability to protect and enforce our intellectual property rights may be adversely affected by unforeseen changes in foreign intellectual property
laws. Additionally, laws of some countries outside the United States and Europe do not afford intellectual property protection to the same extent as the laws of
the United States and Europe. Many companies have encountered significant problems in protecting and defending intellectual property rights in certain
foreign jurisdictions. The legal systems of some countries, including India, China and other developing countries, do not favor the enforcement of patents and
other intellectual property rights. This could make it difficult for us to stop the infringement of our patents or the misappropriation of our other intellectual
property rights. For example, many foreign countries have compulsory licensing laws under which a patent owner must grant licenses to third parties.
Consequently, we may not be able to prevent third parties from practicing our inventions in certain countries outside the United States and Europe.
Competitors may use our technologies in jurisdictions where we have not obtained patent protection to develop and market their own products and, further,
may export otherwise infringing products to territories where we have patent protection, if our ability to enforce our patents to stop infringing activities is
inadequate. These products may compete with our products, and our patents or other intellectual property rights may not be effective or sufficient to prevent
them from competing.

Agreements through which we may license patent rights may not give us sufficient rights to permit us to pursue enforcement of those licensed patents or
defense of any claims asserting the invalidity of these patents (or control of enforcement or defense) of such patent rights in all relevant jurisdictions as
requirements may vary.

Proceedings to enforce our patent rights in foreign jurisdictions, whether or not successful, could result in substantial costs and divert our efforts and

resources from other aspects of our business. Moreover, such proceedings could put our patents at risk of being invalidated or interpreted narrowly and our
patent applications at risk of not issuing and could provoke third parties to assert claims against us. We
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may not prevail in any lawsuits that we initiate and the damages or other remedies awarded, if any, may not be commercially meaningful. Furthermore, while
we intend to protect our intellectual property rights in major markets for our products, we cannot ensure that we will be able to initiate or maintain similar
efforts in all jurisdictions in which we may wish to market our products. Accordingly, our efforts to protect our intellectual property rights in such countries
may be inadequate.

Others may claim an ownership interest in our intellectual property which could expose us to litigation and have a significant adverse effect on our
prospects.

A third party may claim an ownership interest in one or more of our patents or other proprietary or intellectual property rights. A third party could bring legal
actions against us and seek monetary damages and/or enjoin clinical testing, manufacturing and marketing of the affected product or products. While we are
presently unaware of any claims or assertions by third parties with respect to our patents or other intellectual property, we cannot guarantee that a third party
will not assert a claim or an interest in any of such patents or intellectual property. If we become involved in any litigation, it could consume a substantial
portion of our resources and cause a significant diversion of effort by our technical and management personnel. If any of these actions are successful, in
addition to any potential liability for damages, we could be required to obtain a license to continue to manufacture or market the affected product, in which
case we may be required to pay substantial royalties or grant cross-licenses to our patents. We cannot, however, assure you that any such license will be
available on acceptable terms, if at all. Ultimately, we could be prevented from commercializing a product candidate, or be forced to cease some aspect of our
business operations as a result of claims of patent infringement or violation of other intellectual property rights. Further, the outcome of intellectual property
litigation is subject to uncertainties that cannot be adequately quantified in advance, including the demeanor and credibility of witnesses and the identity of
any adverse party. This is especially true in intellectual property cases that may turn on the testimony of experts as to technical facts upon which experts may
reasonably disagree.

The pharmaceutical industry is characterized by frequent patent litigation and we could become subject to litigation that could be costly, result in the
diversion of management’s time and efforts, require us to pay damages or prevent us from marketing our existing or future products.

Our commercial success will depend in part on not infringing the patents or violating the other proprietary rights of third parties. Significant litigation
regarding patent rights exists in our industry. Our competitors in both the United States and abroad, many of which have substantially greater resources and
have made substantial investments in competing technologies, may have applied for or obtained or may in the future apply for and obtain patents that will
prevent, limit or otherwise interfere with our ability to make and sell our products. Generally, we do not conduct independent reviews of patents issued to
third parties. The large number of patents, the rapid rate of new patent issuances, the complexities of the technology involved, and uncertainty of litigation
increase the risk of business assets and management’s attention being diverted to patent litigation. In the future, we may receive communications from various
industry participants alleging our infringement of their patents, trade secrets, or other intellectual property rights and/or offering licenses to such intellectual
property. Any lawsuits resulting from such allegations could subject us to significant liability for damages and invalidate our proprietary rights. Any potential
intellectual property litigation also could force us to do one or more of the following:

< stop selling products or using technology that contains the allegedly infringing intellectual property;

< lose the opportunity to license our technology to others or to collect royalty payments based upon successful protection and
assertion of our intellectual property rights against others;

< incur significant legal expenses;

< pay substantial damages to the party whose intellectual property rights we may be found to be infringing;

< redesign those products that contain the allegedly infringing intellectual property, which could be costly, disruptive and/or
infeasible; or

< attempt to obtain a license to the relevant intellectual property from third parties, which may not be available on reasonable
terms or at all.

Any litigation or claim against us, even those without merit, may cause us to incur substantial costs, and could place a significant strain on our financial
resources, divert the attention of management from our core business, and harm our reputation. In connection with such litigation or claims, we may be
required to obtain licenses or make changes to our products or technologies, and if we fail to do so, we may have to withdraw existing products from the
market or may be unable to commercialize one or more of our products, all of which could have a material adverse effect on our business, results of
operations and financial condition.

We may be subject to damages resulting from claims that we or our employees have wrongfully used or disclosed alleged trade secrets of our competitors
or are in breach of non-competition or non-solicitation agreements with our competitors.

Many of our employees were previously employed at other pharmaceutical companies, including our competitors or potential competitors, in some cases until

recently. We may be subject to claims that we or our employees have inadvertently or otherwise used or disclosed trade secrets or other proprietary
information of these former employers or competitors. In addition, we have been and may in the future
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be subject to claims that we caused an employee to breach the terms of his or her non-competition or non-solicitation agreement. Litigation may be necessary
to defend against these claims. Even if we are successful in defending against these claims, litigation could result in substantial costs and could be a
distraction to management. If our defense to those claims fails, in addition to paying monetary damages, we may lose valuable intellectual property rights or
personnel. Any litigation or the threat thereof may adversely affect our ability to hire employees. A loss of key personnel or their work product could hamper
or prevent our ability to commercialize product candidates, which could have an adverse effect on our business, results of operations and financial condition.

We may become involved in lawsuits to protect or enforce our patents or other intellectual property, which could be expensive, time consuming and
unsuccessful.

Competitors may infringe our patents, trademarks, copyrights or other intellectual property. To counter infringement or unauthorized use, we may be required
to file infringement claims, which can be expensive and time consuming and divert the time and attention of our management and scientific personnel. Any
claims we assert against perceived infringers could provoke these parties to assert counterclaims against us alleging that we infringe their patents, in addition
to counterclaims asserting that our patents are invalid or unenforceable, or both. In any patent infringement proceeding, there is a risk that a court will decide
that a patent of ours is invalid or unenforceable, in whole or in part, and that we do not have the right to stop the other party from using the invention at issue.
There is also a risk that, even if the validity of such patents is upheld, the court will construe the patent’s claims narrowly or decide that we do not have the
right to stop the other party from using the invention at issue on the grounds that our patent claims do not cover the invention. An adverse outcome in a
litigation or proceeding involving one or more of our patents could limit our ability to assert those patents against those parties or other competitors and may
curtail or preclude our ability to exclude third parties from making and selling similar or competitive products. Similarly, if we assert trademark infringement
claims, a court may determine that the marks we have asserted are unenforceable, that the alleged infringing mark does not infringe our trademark rights, or
that the party against whom we have asserted trademark infringement has superior rights to the marks in question. In this last instance, we could ultimately be
forced to cease use of such trademarks.

Even if we establish infringement, the court may decide not to grant an injunction against further infringing activity and instead award only monetary
damages, which may or may not be an adequate remedy. Furthermore, because of the substantial amount of discovery required in connection with intellectual
property litigation, there is a risk that some of our confidential information could be compromised by disclosure during litigation. There could also be public
announcements of the results of hearings, motions or other interim proceedings or developments. If securities analysts or investors perceive these results to be
negative, it could adversely affect the price of shares of our common stock. Moreover, there can be no assurance that we will have sufficient financial or other
resources to file and pursue such infringement claims, which typically last for years before they are concluded. Even if we ultimately prevail in such claims,
the monetary cost of such litigation and the diversion of the attention of our management and scientific personnel could outweigh any benefit we receive as a
result of the proceedings.

Our unpatented trade secrets, know-how, confidential and proprietary information, and technology may be inadequately protected.

We rely in part on unpatented trade secrets, know-how and technology. This intellectual property is difficult to protect, especially in the pharmaceutical
industry, where much of the information about a product must be submitted to regulatory authorities during the regulatory approval process. We seek to
protect trade secrets, confidential information and proprietary information, in part, by entering into confidentiality and invention assignment agreements with
employees, consultants, and others. These parties may breach or terminate these agreements, and we may not have adequate remedies for such breaches.
Furthermore, these agreements may not provide meaningful protection for our trade secrets or other confidential or proprietary information or result in the
effective assignment to us of intellectual property and may not provide an adequate remedy in the event of unauthorized use or disclosure of confidential
information or other breaches of the agreements. Despite our efforts to protect our trade secrets and our other confidential and proprietary information, we or
our collaboration partners, board members, employees, consultants, contractors, or scientific and other advisors may unintentionally or willfully disclose our
proprietary information to competitors.

There is a risk that our trade secrets and other confidential and proprietary information could have been, or could, in the future, be shared by any of our
former employees with, and be used to the benefit of, any company that competes with us.

If we fail to maintain trade secret protection or fail to protect the confidentiality of our other confidential and proprietary information, our competitive
position may be adversely affected. Competitors may also independently discover our trade secrets. Enforcement of claims that a third party has illegally
obtained and is using trade secrets is expensive, time consuming and uncertain. If our competitors independently develop equivalent knowledge, methods and
know-how, we would not be able to assert our trade secret protections against them, which could have a material adverse effect on our business.
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If our trademarks and trade names are not adequately protected, then we may not be able to build name recognition in our marks of interest and our
business may be adversely affected.

Our trademarks or trade names may be challenged, infringed, circumvented or declared generic or determined to be infringing on other marks. We rely on
both registration and common law protection for our trademarks. We may not be able to protect our rights to these trademarks and trade names or may be
forced to stop using these names, which we need for name recognition by potential partners or customers in our markets of interest. During the trademark
registration process, we may receive Office Actions from the USPTO objecting to the registration of our trademark. Although we would be given an
opportunity to respond to those objections, we may be unable to overcome such rejections. In addition, in the USPTO and in comparable agencies in many
foreign jurisdictions, third parties are given an opportunity to oppose pending trademark applications and/or to seek the cancellation of registered trademarks.
Opposition or cancellation proceedings may be filed against our trademarks, and our trademarks may not survive such proceedings. If we are unable to
establish name recognition based on our trademarks and trade names, we may not be able to compete effectively and our business may be adversely affected.

An NDA submitted under Section 505(b)(2) subjects us to the risk that we may be subject to a patent infringement lawsuit that would delay or prevent the
review or approval of our product candidate.

We submitted our NDA for Gvoke in August 2018 under Section 505(b)(2) of the FDCA, and we expect to submit NDAs for our other product candidates, to
the FDA for approval under this section. Section 505(b)(2) permits the submission of an NDA where at least some of the information required for approval
comes from preclinical studies and/or clinical trials that were not conducted by, or for, the applicant and for which the applicant has not obtained a right of
reference. An NDA under Section 505(b)(2) would enable us to reference published literature and/or the FDA’s previous findings of safety and effectiveness
for a previously approved drug.

For NDAs submitted under Section 505(b)(2), the patent certification and related provisions of the Hatch-Waxman Act apply. Accordingly, if we rely for
approval on the safety or effectiveness information for a previously approved drug, referred to as a listed drug, we will be required to include patent
certifications in our 505(b)(2) application regarding any patents covering the listed drug. If there are patents listed in the FDA publication Approved Drug
Products with Therapeutic Equivalence Evaluations, commonly known as the Orange Book, for the listed drug, and we seek to obtain approval prior to the
expiration of one or more of those patents, we will be required to submit a Paragraph IV certification indicating our belief that the relevant patents are invalid
or unenforceable or will not be infringed by the manufacture, use or sale of the product that is the subject of our 505(b)(2) application. Otherwise, our 505(b)
(2) application cannot be approved by the FDA until the expiration of any patents listed in the Orange Book for the listed drug. While we did not submit any
Paragraph IV certifications in connection with our 505(b)(2) NDA for Gvoke, and do not expect to submit any Paragraph IV certifications for our other
current product candidates, there can be no assurance that we will not be required to submit a Paragraph IV certification in respect of any future product
candidates for which we seek approval under Section 505(b)(2).

If we submit any Paragraph IV certification that may be required, we will be required to provide notice of that certification to the NDA holder and patent
owner shortly after our 505(b)(2) application is accepted for filing. Under the Hatch-Waxman Act, the patent owner may file a patent infringement lawsuit
after receiving such notice. If a patent infringement lawsuit is filed within 45 days of the patent owner’s or NDA holder’s receipt of notice (whichever is
later), a one-time, automatic stay of the FDA’s ability to approve the 505(b)(2) NDA is triggered, which typically extends for 30 months unless patent
litigation is resolved in favor of the Paragraph IV filer or the patent expires before that time. Accordingly, we may invest a significant amount of time and
expense in the development of one or more product candidates only to be subject to significant delay and patent litigation before such product candidates may
be commercialized, if at all.

In addition, a 505(b)(2) application will not be approved until any non-patent exclusivity listed in the Orange Book for the listed drug, or for any other drug
with the same protected conditions of approval as our product, has expired. The FDA also may require us to perform one or more additional clinical trials or
measurements to support the change from the listed drug, which could be time consuming and could substantially delay our achievement of regulatory
approval. The FDA also may reject any future 505(b)(2) submissions and require us to submit traditional NDAs under Section 505(b)(1), which would require
extensive data to establish safety and effectiveness of the product for the proposed use and could cause delay and additional costs. In addition, the FDA could
reject any future 505(b)(2) application and require us to submit an ANDA if, before the submission of our 505(b)(2) application, the FDA approves an
application for a product that is pharmaceutically equivalent to ours. These factors, among others, may limit our ability to commercialize our product
candidates successfully.
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Risks Related to Employee Matters, Managing Growth and Ongoing Operations

If product liability lawsuits are brought against us, our business may be harmed, and we may be required to pay damages that exceed our insurance
coverage.

We may face liability claims related to the use or misuse of our product candidates and, if approved, our products. These claims may be expensive to defend
and may result in large judgments against us. During the course of treatment, patients using our product candidates could suffer adverse medical effects for
reasons that may or may not be related to our product candidates. We will face even greater risks upon any commercialization by us of our product candidates.
Any of these events could result in a claim of liability. Any such claims against us, regardless of their merit, could result in significant costs to defend or
awards against us that could materially harm our business, financial condition or results of operations. In addition, any such claims against us could result in a
distraction to management, decreased demand for our products, an adverse effect on our public reputation, and/or difficulties in commercializing our
products. To date, we have not received notice of any product liability claims against us. We maintain total product liability insurance coverage of $5.0
million.

Although we maintain product liability insurance for claims arising from the use of our product candidates in clinical trials prior to FDA approval and for
claims arising from the use of our products after FDA approval at levels that we believe are appropriate, we may not be able to maintain our existing
insurance coverage or obtain additional coverage on commercially reasonable terms for the use of our other product candidates and products in the future.
Also, our insurance coverage and resources may not be sufficient to satisfy any liability resulting from product liability claims, which could materially harm
our business, financial condition or results of operations.

Product liability claims could result in an FDA or other regulatory authority investigation of the safety or efficacy of our products, our manufacturing
processes and facilities, our marketing programs, our internal safety reporting systems or our staff conduct. A regulatory authority investigation could also
potentially lead to a recall of our products or more serious enforcement actions, limitations on the indications for which they may be used, or suspension or
withdrawal of approval. Product liability claims could also result in investigation, prosecution or enforcement action by the DOJ or other federal or state
government agencies.

Our business could suffer if we lose the services of key members of our senior management, or if we are not able to attract and retain other key employees
and consultants.

We are dependent upon the continued services of key members of our executive management and a limited number of key advisors and personnel. In
particular, we are highly dependent on the skills and leadership of our executive management team, including Paul Edick, our Chief Executive Officer, Barry
Deutsch, our Chief Financial Officer, Steven Prestrelski, our Chief Scientific Officer and Co-Founder, John Shannon, our Chief Operating Officer, Ken
Johnson, our Senior Vice President, Clinical Development, Regulatory, Quality Assurance and Medical Affairs, and Beth Hecht, our Senior Vice President,
General Counsel and Corporate Secretary. The loss of any one of these individuals could disrupt our operations or our strategic plans. Our industry has
experienced a high rate of turnover of management personnel in recent years. Any of our personnel may terminate their employment at will. If we lose one or
more of our executive officers or other key employees, our ability to implement our business strategy successfully could be seriously harmed. Furthermore,
replacing executive officers or other key employees may be difficult and may take an extended period of time because of the limited number of individuals in
our industry with the breadth of skills and experience required to develop, gain marketing approval of and commercialize products successfully.

Additionally, our future success will depend on, among other things, our ability to continue to hire and retain the necessary qualified scientific, technical and
managerial personnel, for whom we compete with numerous other companies, academic institutions and organizations. Competition to hire from this limited
pool is intense, and we may be unable to hire, train, retain or motivate these additional key employees on acceptable terms given the competition among
numerous pharmaceutical and biotechnology companies for similar personnel. We also experience competition for the hiring of scientific and clinical
personnel from universities and research institutions.

We rely on consultants and advisors, including scientific and clinical advisors, to assist us in formulating our research and development and
commercialization strategy. Our consultants and advisors may be employed by other entities and may have commitments under consulting or advisory
contracts with those entities that may limit their availability to us. If we are unable to continue to attract and retain highly qualified personnel, our ability to
develop and commercialize our product candidates will be limited.

We will need to increase the size of our organization, and we may encounter difficulties managing our growth.

As of June 30, 2019, we had 126 employees. As our product candidates continue to progress toward potential approval and commercialization, we anticipate
the need to hire additional employees as required to add depth and specialized expertise to our team. This growth could place a strain on our administrative
and operational infrastructure. If the product candidates that we are developing continue to advance in clinical trials, we will need to expand our development,
regulatory, manufacturing, quality, compliance, recordkeeping, information technology, training, marketing and sales capabilities or contract with third parties
to provide these capabilities for us. As our operations expand, we expect that we will need to develop additional relationships with various collaborators,
CROs, suppliers, manufacturers and other organizations. We may not be able to establish such relationships or may incur significant costs to do
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so. Our ability to manage our growth will also require us to continue to improve our operational, financial and management controls, reporting systems and
procedures, and other compliance programs and processes, which will further increase our operating costs. Failure to manage our growth effectively could
cause us to over-invest or under-invest in infrastructure, and result in losses or weaknesses in our infrastructure, which could adversely affect us. Additionally,
our anticipated growth will increase the demands placed on our suppliers, resulting in an increased need for us to monitor our suppliers carefully for quality
assurance, and our business could suffer.

We may be required to maintain high levels of inventory, which could consume a significant amount of our resources and reduce our cash flows.

As a result of the need to maintain substantial levels of inventory due to single third-party sourcing and long lead-time to develop alternate third-party
sources, we intend where feasible to carry a high level of inventory for strategic materials and products and are subject to the risk of inventory obsolescence.
In the event that a substantial portion of our inventory becomes obsolete, it could have a material adverse effect on our earnings and cash flows due to the
resulting costs associated with the inventory impairment charges and costs required to replace such inventory.

As a result of being a public company, we will continue to incur significant additional costs which may adversely affect our operating results and
financial condition.

We expect to continue to incur costs associated with corporate governance requirements, including requirements under the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002, or
the Sarbanes-Oxley Act, as well as rules implemented by the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act of 2010, or the Dodd-Frank Act,
the SEC and The Nasdaq Global Select Market. These rules and regulations have increased our accounting, legal and financial compliance costs and make
some activities more time consuming and costly. In addition, we will continue to incur additional costs associated with our public company reporting
requirements and we expect those costs to continue to increase in the future. For example, we will be required to devote significant resources to complete the
assessment and documentation of our internal control system and financial process under Section 404 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act, including an assessment of
the design and effectiveness of our internal controls related to our information systems.

We have never conducted a review of our internal control for the purpose of providing the reports required by these rules. During the course of our review and
testing, we may identify deficiencies and be unable to remediate them before we must provide the required reports. Furthermore, if we have a material
weakness in our internal control over financial reporting, we may not detect errors on a timely basis and our financial statements may be materially misstated.
We or our independent registered public accounting firm may not be able to conclude on an ongoing basis that we have effective internal control over
financial reporting, which could harm our operating results, cause investors to lose confidence in our reported financial information and cause the trading
price of our stock to fall. In addition, as a public company we are required to timely file accurate quarterly and annual reports with the SEC under the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, or the Exchange Act, as amended. Any failure to report our financial results on an accurate and timely basis could result in
sanctions, lawsuits, delisting of our shares from The Nasdaq Global Select Market or other adverse consequences. We may incur significant costs to remediate
deficiencies, including material weaknesses, if any, that we identify through these efforts. We also expect these rules and regulations to make it more
expensive for us to maintain directors’ and officers’ liability insurance and we may be required to accept reduced policy limits and coverage or incur
substantially higher costs to obtain the same or similar coverage. As a result, it may be more difficult for us to attract and retain qualified persons to serve on
our board of directors or our board committees or as executive officers. We cannot predict or estimate the amount of additional costs we may incur or the
timing of such costs.

New laws and regulations, as well as changes to existing laws and regulations affecting public companies, including the provisions of the Sarbanes-Oxley
Act, the Dodd-Frank Act and rules adopted by the SEC and The Nasdaq Global Select Market, would likely result in increased costs to us as we respond to
their requirements, which may adversely affect our operating results and financial condition.

If we experience material weaknesses in the future or otherwise fail to maintain an effective system of internal controls in the future, we may not be able
to accurately report our financial condition or results of operations which may adversely affect investor confidence in us and, as a result, the value of our
common stock.

We are required under Section 404 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act to furnish a report by management on, among other things, the effectiveness of our internal
control over financial reporting beginning with our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2019. This assessment will need to include
disclosure material weaknesses, if any, identified by our management in our internal control over financial reporting. A material weakness is a deficiency or
combination of deficiencies in internal control over financial reporting, such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material misstatement of a company’s
annual and interim financial statements will not be detected or prevented on a timely basis.

We may further enhance the computer systems, processes and related documentation necessary to perform the evaluation needed to comply with Section 404.

We may not be able to complete our evaluation, testing and any required remediation in a timely fashion. During the evaluation and testing process, if we
identify one or more material weaknesses in our internal control over financial reporting,
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we will be unable to conclude that our internal controls are effective. The effectiveness of our controls and procedures may be limited by a variety of factors,
including:

< faulty human judgment and simple errors, omissions or mistakes;
< fraudulent action of an individual or collusion of two or more people;
< inappropriate management override of procedures; and

< the possibility that any enhancements to controls and procedures may still not be adequate to assure timely and accurate
financial control.

For example, for the year ended December 31, 2017, we identified a material weakness in our internal control over financial reporting due to a lack of proper
segregation of duties within our finance and accounting function. This weakness was due to our inability to implement the appropriate segregation of duties
within our historical enterprise resource planning, or ERP, system. Since August 2017, we have remediated this material weakness by implementing a new
ERP system in December 2017 and adding additional personnel in order to develop an effective segregation of duties process. If, in the future, we are unable
to conclude that our internal control over financial reporting is effective or take effective remedial measures to improve our internal control, we could lose
investor confidence in the accuracy and completeness of our financial reports, which would likely cause the price of our common stock to decline.

When we cease to be an “emerging growth company” under the federal securities laws, our auditors will be required to express an opinion on the
effectiveness of our internal controls. If we are unable to confirm that our internal control over financial reporting is effective, or if our auditors are unable to
express an opinion on the effectiveness of our internal controls, we could lose investor confidence in the accuracy and completeness of our financial reports,
which would cause the price of our common stock to decline.

If we experience significant disruptions in our information technology systems, our business may be adversely affected.

We depend on our information technology systems for the efficient functioning of our business, including accounting, data storage, compliance, purchasing
and inventory management. Our current systems are not fully redundant. While we will attempt to mitigate interruptions, we may experience difficulties in
implementing some upgrades which would impact our business operations, or experience difficulties in operating our business during the upgrade, either of
which could disrupt our operations, including our ability to timely ship and track product orders, project inventory requirements, manage our supply chain and
otherwise adequately service our customers. In the event we experience significant disruptions as a result of the current implementation of our information
technology systems, we may not be able to repair our systems in an efficient and timely manner. Accordingly, such events may disrupt or reduce the
efficiency of our entire operation and have a material adverse effect on our results of operations and cash flows.

We are increasingly dependent on sophisticated information technology for our infrastructure. Our information systems require an ongoing commitment of
significant resources to maintain, protect and enhance existing systems. Despite our implementation of security measures, our information systems, like those
of other companies, are vulnerable to damages from computer viruses, natural disasters, unauthorized access, cyber attack and other similar disruptions. Any
system failure, accident or security breach could result in disruptions to our operations. For example, third parties may attempt to hack into systems and may
obtain our proprietary information, which could cause significant damage to our reputation, lead to claims against the Company and ultimately harm our
business.

Fluctuations in insurance cost and availability could adversely affect our profitability or our risk management profile.

We hold a number of insurance policies, including product liability insurance, directors’ and officers’ liability insurance, general liability insurance, property
insurance and workers’ compensation insurance. If the costs of maintaining adequate insurance coverage increase significantly in the future, our operating
results could be materially adversely affected. Likewise, if any of our current insurance coverage should become unavailable to us or become economically
impractical, we would be required to operate our business without indemnity from commercial insurance providers. If we operate our business without
insurance, we could be responsible for paying claims or judgments against us that would have otherwise been covered by insurance, which could adversely
affect our results of operations or financial condition.
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We may seek to grow our business through acquisitions of or investments in new or complementary businesses, products or technologies, and the failure
to manage any acquisitions or investments, or the failure to integrate them with our existing business, could have a material adverse effect on us.

From time to time we expect to consider opportunities to acquire or make investments in other technologies, products and businesses that may enhance our
capabilities, complement our current products or expand the breadth of our markets or customer base. Potential acquisitions and strategic investments involve
numerous risks, including:

< problems assimilating the purchased technologies, products or business operations;

< issues maintaining uniform standards, procedures, controls and policies;

< unanticipated costs associated with acquisitions;

< diversion of management’s attention from our core business;

< adverse effects on existing business relationships with suppliers and customers;

< risks associated with entering new markets in which we have limited or no experience;
< potential loss of key employees of acquired businesses; and

< increased legal and accounting compliance costs.

We have no current commitments with respect to any acquisition or investment and we have never entered into or completed an acquisition. We do not know
if we will be able to identify suitable acquisitions, complete any such acquisitions on favorable terms or at all, successfully integrate any acquired business,
product or technology into our business or retain any key personnel, suppliers or distributors. Our ability to grow through acquisitions successfully depends
upon our ability to identify, negotiate, complete and integrate suitable target businesses and to obtain any necessary financing. These efforts could be
expensive and time consuming and may disrupt our ongoing business and prevent management from focusing on our operations. If we are unable to integrate
any acquired businesses, products or technologies effectively, our business, results of operations and financial condition will be materially adversely affected.

Laws and regulations governing any international operations we may have in the future may preclude us from developing, manufacturing and selling
certain products outside the United States and require us to develop and implement costly compliance programs.

If we expand our operations outside the United States, we must dedicate additional resources to comply with numerous laws and regulations in each
jurisdiction in which we plan to operate. The FCPA prohibits any U.S. individual or business from paying, offering, authorizing payment or offering of
anything of value, directly or indirectly, to any foreign official, political party or candidate for the purpose of influencing any act or decision of the foreign
entity in order to assist the individual or business in obtaining or retaining business. The FCPA also obligates companies whose securities are listed in the
United States to comply with certain accounting provisions requiring the company to maintain books and records that accurately and fairly reflect all
transactions of the corporation, including international subsidiaries, and to devise and maintain an adequate system of internal accounting controls for
international operations.

Compliance with the FCPA is expensive and difficult, particularly in countries in which corruption is a recognized problem. In addition, the FCPA presents
particular challenges in the pharmaceutical industry, because, in many countries, hospitals are operated by the government, and doctors and other hospital
employees are considered foreign officials. Certain payments to hospitals in connection with clinical trials and other work have been deemed to be improper
payments to government officials and have led to FCPA enforcement actions.

Various laws, regulations and executive orders also restrict the use and dissemination outside the United States, or the sharing with certain non-U.S. nationals,
of information classified for national security purposes, as well as certain products and technical data relating to those products. If we expand our presence
outside the United States, it will require us to dedicate additional resources to comply with these laws, and these laws may preclude us from developing,
manufacturing, or selling certain products and product candidates outside the United States, which could limit our growth potential and increase our
development costs.

The failure to comply with laws governing international business practices may result in substantial civil and criminal penalties and suspension or debarment

from government contracting. The SEC also may suspend or bar issuers from trading securities on U.S. exchanges for violations of the FCPA’s accounting
provisions.
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Inadequate funding for the FDA, the SEC and other government agencies could hinder their ability to hire and retain key leadership and other
personnel, prevent new products and services from being developed or commercialized in a timely manner or otherwise prevent those agencies from
performing normal business functions on which the operation of our business may rely, which could negatively impact our business.

The ability of the FDA to review and approve new products can be affected by a variety of factors, including government budget and funding levels, ability to
hire and retain key personnel and accept the payment of user fees, and statutory, regulatory, and policy changes. Average review times at the agency have
fluctuated in recent years as a result. In addition, government funding of the SEC and other government agencies on which our operations may rely, including
those that fund research and development activities, is subject to the political process, which is inherently fluid and unpredictable.

Disruptions at the FDA and other agencies may also slow the time necessary for new drugs to be reviewed and/or approved by necessary government
agencies, which would adversely affect our business. For example, over the last several years the U.S. government has shut down several times and certain
regulatory agencies, such as the FDA and the SEC, have had to furlough critical FDA, SEC and other government employees and stop critical activities. If a
prolonged government shutdown occurs, it could significantly impact the ability of the FDA to timely review and process our regulatory submissions, which
could have a material adverse effect on our business. Further, in our operations as a public company, future government shutdowns could impact our ability to
access the public markets and obtain necessary capital in order to properly capitalize and continue our operations.

Our employees, independent contractors, consultants, collaborators and contract research organizations may engage in misconduct or other improper
activities, including non-compliance with regulatory standards and requirements, which could cause significant liability for us and harm to our
reputation.

We are exposed to the risk that our employees, independent contractors, consultants, collaborators and contract research organizations may engage in fraud or
other misconduct, including intentional failures to comply with FDA regulations or similar regulations of comparable non-U.S. regulatory authorities, to
provide accurate information to the FDA or comparable non-U.S. regulatory authorities, to comply with manufacturing standards we have established, to
comply with federal and state healthcare fraud and abuse laws and regulations and similar laws and regulations established and enforced by comparable non-
U.S. regulatory authorities, to report financial information or data accurately or to disclose unauthorized activities to us. Such misconduct could also involve
the improper use or misrepresentation of information obtained in the course of clinical trials, creating fraudulent data in our preclinical studies or clinical
trials or illegal misappropriation of product materials, which could result in regulatory sanctions and serious harm to our reputation. It is not always possible
to identify and deter misconduct, and the precautions we take to detect and prevent this activity may not be effective in controlling unknown or unmanaged
risks or losses or in protecting us from governmental investigations or other actions or lawsuits stemming from a failure to be in compliance with such laws,
standards or regulations. Additionally, we are subject to the risk that a person or government could allege such fraud or other misconduct, even if none
occurred. If any such actions are instituted against us, and we are not successful in defending ourselves or asserting our rights, those actions could have a
significant impact on our business and results of operations, including the imposition of significant fines or other sanctions.

The recently passed comprehensive tax reform bill could adversely affect our business and financial condition.

On December 22, 2017, President Trump signed into law new legislation that significantly revises the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended. The
newly enacted federal income tax law, among other things, contains significant changes to corporate taxation, including reduction of the corporate tax rate
from a top marginal rate of 35% to a flat rate of 21%, limitation of the tax deduction for net interest expense to 30% of adjusted earnings (except for certain
small businesses), limitation of the deduction for net operating losses to 80% of current year taxable income and elimination of net operating loss carrybacks,
in each case, for losses arising in taxable years beginning after December 31, 2017 (though any such net operating losses may be carried forward indefinitely),
and modifying or repealing many business deductions and credits (including reducing the business tax credit for certain clinical testing expenses incurred in
the testing of certain drugs for rare diseases or conditions generally referred to as “orphan drugs”). We urge our stockholders to consult with their legal and
tax advisors with respect to this legislation and the potential tax consequences of investing in or holding our common stock.

Risks Related to Our Common Stock

Our stock price has been and will likely continue to be volatile, and you may not be able to resell shares of our common stock at or above the price you
paid.

The trading price of our common stock may be highly volatile and could be subject to large fluctuations in response to the risk factors discussed in this
section, and others beyond our control, including:

< the timing and results of applications for FDA review and approval of Gvoke and other regulatory actions with respect to our
product candidates;
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< regulatory actions with respect to our competitors’ products and product candidates;
< the success of existing or new competitive products or technologies;
< results of clinical trials of product candidates of our competitors;

< announcements by us or our competitors of significant acquisitions, strategic partnerships, joint ventures, collaborations or
capital commitments;

< the timing and results of clinical trials of our pipeline product candidates;

< commencement or termination of collaborations for our development programs;

< the results of our efforts to develop additional product candidates or products;

< the level of expenses related to any of our product candidates or clinical development programs;

< failure or discontinuation of any of our development programs;

< the pricing and reimbursement of Gvoke, if approved, and of other product candidates that may be approved;
< regulatory or legal developments in the United States and other countries;

< developments or disputes concerning patent applications, issued patents or other proprietary rights;
< the recruitment or departure of key personnel;

< actual or anticipated changes in estimates as to financial results or development timelines;

< announcement or expectation of additional financing efforts;

< sales of our common stock by us, our insiders or other stockholders;

< variations in our financial results or those of companies that are perceived to be similar to us;

< changes in estimates or recommendations by securities analysts, if any, that cover our stock;

< changes in the structure of healthcare payment systems;

< market conditions in the pharmaceutical and biotechnology sectors;

< general economic, industry and market conditions; and

< the other factors described in this “Risk Factors” section.

In recent years, the stock markets, and particularly the stock of smaller pharmaceutical and biotechnology companies, at times have experienced price and
volume fluctuations that have often been unrelated or disproportionate to the operating performance of affected companies. Broad market and industry factors
may significantly affect the market price of our common stock unrelated to our actual operating performance. Since shares of our common stock were sold in
our IPO in June 2018 at a price of $15.00 per share, our stock price has fluctuated significantly.

In addition, in the past, class action litigation has often been instituted against companies whose securities have experienced periods of volatility in market
price. Securities litigation brought against us following volatility in our stock price, regardless of the merit or ultimate results of such litigation, could result in
substantial costs, which would hurt our financial condition and operating results and divert management’s attention and resources from our business.

Securities analysts may publish inaccurate or unfavorable research or reports about our business or may publish no information at all, which could
cause our stock price or trading volume to decline.

The trading market for our common stock is influenced by the research and reports that industry or financial analysts publish about us and our business. We
do not control these analysts. As a newly public company, the analysts who publish information about our common stock will have had relatively little
experience with our company, which could affect their ability to accurately forecast our results and could make it more likely that we fail to meet their
estimates. If any of the analysts who cover us provide inaccurate or unfavorable research or issue an adverse opinion regarding our stock price, our stock price
could decline. If one or more of these analysts cease coverage of our company or fail to publish reports covering us regularly, we could lose visibility in the
market, which in turn could cause our stock price or trading volume to decline.

We are an “emerging growth company” and a "smaller reporting company," and the reduced disclosure requirements applicable to “emerging growth
companies” and "smaller reporting companies" may make our common stock less attractive to investors.

We are an “emerging growth company,” as defined in the Jumpstart Our Business Startups Act of 2012, or the JOBS Act, and we have elected to take
advantage of certain exemptions and relief from various reporting requirements that are applicable to other public companies that are not “emerging growth
companies.” In particular, while we are an “emerging growth company,” (i) we will not be required to comply with the auditor attestation requirements of
Section 404(b) of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act, (ii) we will be exempt from any rules that may be adopted by the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board
requiring mandatory audit firm rotations or a supplement to the
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auditor’s report on financial statements, (iii) we will be subject to reduced disclosure obligations regarding executive compensation in our periodic reports
and proxy statements and (iv) we will not be required to hold nonbinding advisory votes on executive compensation or stockholder approval of any golden
parachute payments not previously approved.

As a result, our public filings may not be comparable to companies that are not “emerging growth companies”. We may remain an “emerging growth
company” until the fiscal year-end following the fifth anniversary of the completion of our IPO, though we may cease to be an “emerging growth company”
earlier under certain circumstances, including (i) if the market value of our common stock that is held by nonaffiliates exceeds $700 million as of any June 30,
in which case we would cease to be an “emerging growth company” as of the following January 1, or (ii) if our gross revenue exceeds $1.07 billion in any
fiscal year.

In addition, the JOBS Act provides that an emerging growth company can take advantage of an extended transition period for complying with new or revised
accounting standards. This allows an emerging growth company to delay the adoption of certain accounting standards until those standards would otherwise
apply to private companies. In addition, we qualify as a “smaller reporting company,” which allows us to take advantage of many of the same exemptions
from disclosure requirements, including not being required to comply with the auditor attestation requirements of Section 404 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act and
reduced disclosure obligations regarding executive compensation in our periodic reports and proxy statements. Even after we no longer qualify as an
“emerging growth company,” we may still qualify as a “smaller reporting company” which would allow us to continue to take advantage of these exemptions.

Investors may find our common stock less attractive if we rely on these exemptions and relief granted by the JOBS Act. If some investors find our common
stock less attractive as a result, there may be a less active trading market for our common stock and our stock price may decline and/or become more volatile.

We might not be able to utilize a significant portion of our net operating loss carryforwards and research and development tax credit carryforwards.

As of December 31, 2018, the Company had federal net operating loss carryforwards of $108.8 million and various state net operating loss carryforwards of
$35.6 million. If not utilized, the federal net operating losses produced on or before December 31, 2018 will expire at various dates between 2025 and 2037.
Federal net operating losses produced on or after December 31, 2018, will be carried forward indefinitely. At December 31, 2018, the Company had $5.8
million and $0.2 million of federal and state income tax credits, respectively, to reduce future tax liabilities. If not utilized, these carryforwards will expire at
various dates between 2025 and 2038. These net operating loss and tax credit carryforwards could expire unused and be unavailable to offset future income
tax liabilities. Under the newly enacted federal income tax law, federal net operating losses incurred in 2018 and in future years may be carried forward
indefinitely, but the deductibility of such federal net operating losses is limited. In addition, under Section 382 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as
amended, and corresponding provisions of state law, if a corporation undergoes an “ownership change,” which is generally defined as a greater than 50%
change, by value, in its equity ownership over a three-year period, the corporation’s ability to use its pre-change net operating loss carryforwards and other
pre-change tax attributes to offset its post-change income may be limited. Our existing net operating losses or credits may be subject to limitations arising
from previous ownership changes, and if we undergo future ownership changes, many of which may be outside of our control, our ability to utilize our net
operating losses or credits could be further limited by Sections 382 and 383 of the Code. Accordingly, we may not be able to utilize a material portion of our
net operating losses or credits.

We do not anticipate paying any cash dividends in the foreseeable future, and accordingly, our stockholders' ability to achieve a return on their
investment will depend on appreciation in the price of our common stock.

We do not anticipate declaring any cash dividends to holders of our common stock in the foreseeable future. In addition, under our Loan and Security
Agreement, we are restricted from paying any dividends or making any distributions on account of our capital stock. Our ability to pay cash dividends also
may be prohibited by future loan agreements. Consequently, investors must rely on sales of their common stock after price appreciation, which may never
occur, as the only way to realize any future gains on their investment. Investors seeking cash dividends should not invest in our common stock.

Provisions in our corporate charter documents and under Delaware law may prevent or frustrate attempts by our stockholders to change our
management or hinder efforts to acquire a controlling interest in us.

Provisions in our corporate charter and our bylaws may discourage, delay or prevent a merger, acquisition or other change in control of us that stockholders
may consider favorable, including transactions in which you might otherwise receive a premium for your shares. These provisions could also limit the price
that investors might be willing to pay in the future for shares of our common stock, thereby depressing the market price of our common stock. In addition,
because our board of directors is responsible for appointing the members of our management team, these provisions may frustrate or prevent any attempts by
our stockholders to replace or remove our current management by making it more difficult for stockholders to replace members of our board of directors.
Among other things, these provisions:
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< establish a classified board of directors such that all members of the board are not elected at one time;
< allow the authorized number of our directors to be changed only by resolution of our board of directors;
< limit the manner in which stockholders can remove directors from the board;

< establish advance notice requirements for nominations for election to the board of directors or for proposing matters that can
be acted on at stockholder meetings;

< require that stockholder actions must be effected at a duly called stockholder meeting and prohibit actions by our stockholders
by written consent;

< limit who may call a special meeting of stockholders;

< authorize our board of directors to issue preferred stock without stockholder approval, which could be used to institute a
“poison pill” that would work to dilute the stock ownership of a potential hostile acquirer, effectively preventing acquisitions
that have not been approved by our board of directors;

< require the approval of the holders of at least two-thirds of the votes that all our stockholders would be entitled to cast to
amend or repeal certain provisions of our charter or bylaws; and

< provide that the Court of Chancery of the State of Delaware will be the exclusive forum for any derivative action or
proceeding brought on our behalf, any action asserting a breach of fiduciary duty by one or more of our directors, officers or
employees, any action asserting a claim against us pursuant to the Delaware General Corporation Law, or any action asserting
a claim against us that is governed by the internal affairs doctrine.

Moreover, because we are incorporated in Delaware, we are governed by the provisions of Section 203 of the General Corporation Law of the State of
Delaware, which prohibits a person who owns in excess of 15% of our outstanding voting stock from merging or combining with us for a period of three
years after the date of the transaction in which the person acquired in excess of 15% of our outstanding voting stock, unless the merger or combination is
approved in a prescribed manner. This could discourage, delay or prevent someone from acquiring us or merging with us, whether or not it is desired by, or
beneficial to, our stockholders. This could also have the effect of discouraging others from making tender offers for our common stock, including transactions
that may be in our stockholders' best interests. These provisions may also prevent changes in our management or limit the price that investors are willing to
pay for our stock.

Our bylaws designate certain courts as the sole and exclusive forums for certain types of actions and proceedings that may be initiated by our
stockholders, which could limit our stockholders’ ability to obtain a favorable judicial forum for disputes with us or our directors, officers or employees.

Our amended and restated bylaws provide that, unless we consent in writing to an alternative forum, the Court of Chancery of the State of Delaware will be
the sole and exclusive forum for any state law claim for (i) any derivative action or proceeding brought on our behalf, (ii) any action asserting a claim of
breach of or based on a fiduciary duty owed by any of our directors, officers and employees to us or our stockholders, (iii) any action asserting a claim arising
pursuant to any provision of the Delaware General Corporation Law, our certificate of incorporation or our bylaws, or (iv) any action asserting a claim that is
governed by the internal affairs doctrine, in each case subject to the Court of Chancery having personal jurisdiction over the indispensable parties named as
defendants therein. Our amended and restated bylaws also provide that any person or entity purchasing or otherwise acquiring any interest in shares of our
common stock is deemed to have notice of and consented to the foregoing provision.

This choice of forum provision may limit a stockholder’s ability to bring a claim in a judicial forum that it finds favorable for disputes with us or our
directors, officers or employees, which may discourage such lawsuits against us and our directors, officers and employees even though an action, if
successful, might benefit our stockholders. Stockholders who do bring a claim in this court could face additional litigation costs in pursuing any such claim,
particularly if they do not reside in or near Delaware. The Delaware Court of Chancery may also reach different judgments or results than would other courts,
including courts where a stockholder considering an action may be located or would otherwise choose to bring the action, and such judgments or results may
be more favorable to us than to our stockholders. In addition, our amended and restated bylaws further provide that the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Illinois will be the exclusive forum for resolving any complaint asserting a cause of action arising under the Securities Act and that any
person or entity purchasing or otherwise acquiring any interest in shares of our common stock is deemed to have notice of and consented to the foregoing
provision. We have chosen the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois as the exclusive forum for Securities Act causes of action
because our principal executive offices are located in Chicago, Illinois. However, on December 19, 2018, the Delaware Court of Chancery issued a decision
declaring that such federal forum selection provisions purporting to require claims under the Securities Act be brought in federal court are ineffective and
invalid under Delaware law. On January 17, 2019, that decision was appealed to the Delaware Supreme Court. While the Delaware Supreme Court recently
dismissed the appeal on jurisdictional grounds, we expect that the appeal will be re-filed after the Court of Chancery issues a final judgment. Unless and until
the Court of Chancery’s decision is reversed by the Delaware Supreme Court or otherwise abrogated, we will not seek to enforce our federal forum selection
provision designating the Northern District of Illinois as the exclusive forum for Securities Act claims. In the event that the Delaware Supreme Court affirms
the Court of Chancery’s decision or otherwise determines that federal forum selection provisions are invalid, our Board intends to amend promptly our
amended and restated bylaws to remove our federal forum selection bylaw provision. As a result
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of the Court of Chancery’s decision or a decision by the Supreme Court of Delaware affirming the Court of Chancery’s decision, we may incur additional
costs associated with our federal forum selection bylaw provision, which could have an adverse effect on our business, financial condition or results of
operations.

ITEM 2. UNREGISTERED SALES OF EQUITY SECURITIES AND USE OF PROCEEDS
Use of Proceeds from Registered Securities

On June 25, 2018, we completed our initial public offering ("IPO") of 6,555,000 shares of our common stock at a price of $15.00 per share for an aggregate
IPO price of $98.3 million, including 855,000 shares of our common stock pursuant to the exercise of the underwriters’ option to purchase additional shares.
Jefferies LLC, Leerink Partners LLC, RBC Capital Markets, LLC and Mizuho Securities USA LLC served as the underwriters of the IPO. The offer and sale
of all of the shares in the IPO were registered under the Securities Act pursuant to a registration statement on Form S-1 (File No. 333-225191), which was
declared effective by the SEC on June 20, 2018.

We received aggregate net proceeds from the IPO of $88.9 million, after deducting underwriting discounts and commissions as well as other IPO expenses.
As of June 30, 2019, we have invested proceeds from the IPO in a variety of capital preservation investments, including short-term, investment grade, interest
bearing instruments and U.S. government securities. There has been no material change in our planned use of the net proceeds from the IPO as described in
the final prospectus filed with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission pursuant to Rule 424(b) on June 21, 2018 under the Securities Act.

On February 19, 2019, we completed a public offering of 5,996,775 shares of common stock at a price of $10.00 per share for an aggregate public offering
price of $60.0 million, including 116,775 shares sold pursuant to the underwriters’ option to purchase additional shares of common stock. Jefferies LLC,
Leerink Partners LLC, RBC Capital Markets, LLC and Mizuho Securities USA LLC served as the underwriters of the public offering. The offer and sale of
all of the shares in the public offering were registered under the Securities Act pursuant to a registration statement on Form S-1 (File No. 333-229600), which
was declared effective by the SEC on February 13, 2019.

We received aggregate net proceeds from the public offering of $55.6 million, after deducting underwriting discounts and commissions as well as other public
offering expenses. As of June 30, 2019, we have invested proceeds from the public offering in a variety of capital preservation investments, including short-
term, investment grade, interest bearing instruments and U.S. government securities. There has been no material change in our planned use of the net
proceeds from the public offering as described in the final prospectus filed with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission pursuant to Rule 424(b) on
February 14, 2019 under the Securities Act.

In addition, we have not used any of the net proceeds from the IPO or public offering to make payments, directly or indirectly, to any director or officer or any
of their associates, to any person owning 10 percent or more of our common stock, or to any affiliate.

ITEM 3. DEFAULTS UPON SENIOR SECURITIES
Not applicable.

ITEM 4. MINE SAFETY DISCLOSURES

Not applicable.

ITEM 5. OTHER INFORMATION

None.

ITEM 6. EXHIBITS

The exhibits filed as part of this Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q are set forth on the Index to Exhibits, which is incorporated herein by reference.
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Exhibit No.

10.1*

31.1

31.2

32.1+

101

Filed herewith

XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
FORM 10-Q

INDEX TO EXHIBITS

Description

1934, as amended.

Certification of Periodic Financial Report by the Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer pursuant to Section 906 of
the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002.

The following materials from Xeris Pharmaceuticals, Inc.'s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended June 30, 2019,
formatted in XBRL (Extensible Business Reporting Language): (i) the Condensed Balance Sheets, (ii) the Condensed
Statements of Operations and Comprehensive Loss, (iii) the Condensed Statements of Stockholders' Equity (Deficit), (iv) the
Condensed Statements of Cash Flows and (v) Notes to Condensed Financial Statements.

The certifications furnished in Exhibit 32.1 hereto are deemed to accompany this report and will not be deemed "filed" for purposes of Section 18 of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended. Such certifications will not be deemed to be incorporated by reference into any filings under the Securities
Act of 1933, as amended, or the Securities Act of 1934, as amended, except to the extent that the Registrant specifically incorporates it by reference.
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SIGNATURES

Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the registrant has duly caused this report to be signed on its behalf by the
undersigned hereunto duly authorized.

Xeris Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

Date: August 6, 2019 /s/ Paul R. Edick
Paul R. Edick

President, Chief Executive Officer and Chairman

(Principal Executive Officer)

Date: August 6, 2019 /s/ Barry M. Deutsch
Barry M. Deutsch
Chief Financial Officer

(Principal Financial Officer and Principal Accounting Officer)
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Exhibit 10.1

SECOND AMENDMENT TO LOAN AND SECURITY AGREEMENT

THIS SECOND AMENDMENT TO LOAN AND SECURITY AGREEMENT (this “Amendment”) is entered into as of May 15, 2019 (the
“Second Amendment Date”), by and among OXFORD FINANCE LLC, a Delaware limited liability company with an office located at 133 North Fairfax
Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22314 (“Oxford”), as collateral agent (in such capacity, “Collateral Agent”), the Lenders listed on Schedule 1.1 hereof or
otherwise a party hereto from time to time including Oxford in its capacity as a Lender and SILICON VALLEY BANK, a California corporation with an
office located at 3003 Tasman Drive, Santa Clara, CA 95054 (“Bank” or “SVB”) (each a “Lender” and collectively, the “Lenders”), and XERIS
PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., a Delaware corporation with offices located at 180 North LaSalle Street, Suite 1810, Chicago, IL 60601 (“Borrower”).

WHEREAS, Collateral Agent, Borrower and the Lenders party to the Loan Agreement from time to time have entered into that certain Loan and
Security Agreement, dated as of February 28, 2018 (as amended, supplemented or otherwise modified from time to time, the “L.oan Agreement”) pursuant to
which the Lenders have provided to Borrower certain loans in accordance with the terms and conditions thereof; and

WHEREAS, Borrower, the Lenders and Collateral Agent desire to amend certain provisions of the Loan Agreement, but only to the extent, in
accordance with the terms, subject to the conditions and in reliance upon the representations and warranties set forth below;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises, covenants and agreements contained herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the
receipt and adequacy of which are hereby acknowledged, Borrower, the Lenders and Collateral Agent hereby agree as follows:

1. Capitalized terms used herein but not otherwise defined shall have the respective meanings given to them in the Loan Agreement.
2. Borrower hereby reaffirms the security interest granted by Borrower previously in Section 4.1 of the Loan Agreement with respect to the Collateral.
3. Section 6.6(a) of the Loan Agreement is hereby amended and restated in its entirety as follows:

“(a) Maintain all of Borrower’s and its Subsidiaries’ Collateral Accounts with Bank or its Affiliates in accounts which are subject to a Control
Agreement in favor of Collateral Agent; provided, however, that Borrower and its Subsidiaries (other than Xeris Pharmaceuticals Australia Pty Ltd.
and Xeris Pharmaceuticals Ireland Limited) may maintain (i) cash collateral deposit accounts at JPM Chase in accordance with the terms of clause
(j) of the definition of Permitted Lien that are not required to be subject to a Control Agreement, (ii) deposit accounts at JPM Chase, which are
existing on the Effective Date and disclosed on the Perfection Certificate, that are not required to be subject to a Control Agreement, so long as, in
the case of clause (ii), (A) Borrower and its Subsidiaries maintain an aggregate minimum cash balance equal to the outstanding Obligations
hereunder plus Five Million Dollars ($5,000,000.00) in Borrower’s and its Subsidiaries’ Collateral Accounts with Bank or its Affiliates subject to
Control Agreements in favor of Collateral Agent, and (B) such accounts are either closed or subject to Control Agreements in favor of Collateral
Agent within sixty (60) days after the Effective Date, and (iii) Borrower’s and its Subsidiaries’ other deposit accounts not with Bank, so long as, in
the case of clause (iii), (A) Borrower and its Subsidiaries maintain an aggregate minimum cash balance equal to the outstanding Obligations
hereunder plus Five Million Dollars ($5,000,000.00) in Borrower’s and its Subsidiaries’ Collateral Accounts with Bank or its Affiliates subject to
Control Agreements in favor of Collateral Agent, and (B) such accounts are subject to Control Agreements in favor of Collateral Agent; provided,
further, that Xeris Pharmaceuticals Australia Pty Ltd. may maintain deposit accounts at a bank or banks, reasonably acceptable to Collateral Agent,
which shall be disclosed on a Perfection Certificate, that are not required to be subject to a Control Agreement, so long as, the aggregate cash
balance maintained in such deposit accounts does not exceed Four Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($4,500,000.00) at any time, and (B) the
aggregate amount of cash transferred by Borrower into such deposit account(s) does not exceed the following amounts transferred in the specified
fiscal year: $4,150,000.00 in 2019, $5,501,000.00
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in 2020, $4,156,000.00 in 2021, and $2,630,000.00 in each of 2022 and 2023; provided, further, that Xeris Pharmaceuticals Ireland Limited may
maintain deposit accounts at a bank or banks, reasonably acceptable to Collateral Agent, which shall be disclosed on a Perfection Certificate, that are
not required to be subject to a Control Agreement, so long as, the aggregate cash balance maintained in such deposit accounts does not exceed One
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00) at any time, and (B) the aggregate amount of cash transferred by Borrower into such deposit account(s)
does not exceed One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00) in any fiscal year.”

4. Section 6.12 of the Loan Agreement is hereby amended and restated in its entirety as follows:

“6.12  Creation/Acquisition of Subsidiaries. In the event Borrower, or any of its Subsidiaries creates or acquires any Subsidiary, Borrower shall
provide prior written notice to Collateral Agent and each Lender of the creation or acquisition of such new Subsidiary and take all such action as
may be reasonably required by Collateral Agent or any Lender to cause each such Subsidiary to become a co-Borrower hereunder or to guarantee the
Obligations of Borrower under the Loan Documents and, in each case, grant a continuing pledge and security interest in and to the assets of such
Subsidiary (substantially as described on Exhibit A hereto); and Borrower (or its Subsidiary, as applicable) shall grant and pledge to Collateral
Agent, for the ratable benefit of the Lenders, a perfected security interest in the stock, units or other evidence of ownership of each such newly
created Subsidiary; provided, however, that solely in the circumstance of Xeris Pharmaceuticals Australia Pty Ltd. and Xeris Pharmaceuticals Ireland
Limited, (i) such Subsidiary shall not be required to guarantee the Obligations of Borrower under the Loan Documents and grant a continuing pledge
and security interest in and to the assets of such Subsidiary.”

5. Section 7.8 of the Loan Agreement is hereby amended and restated in its entirety as follows:

“7.8 Transactions with Affiliates. Directly or indirectly enter into or permit to exist any material transaction with any Affiliate of Borrower or any
of its Subsidiaries, except for (a) transactions that are in the ordinary course of Borrower’s or such Subsidiary’s business, upon fair and reasonable
terms that are no less favorable to Borrower or such Subsidiary than would be obtained in an arm’s length transaction with a non-affiliated Person,
(b) Subordinated Debt or equity investments by Borrower’s investors in Borrower or its Subsidiaries, and (c) intercompany loans made by Borrower
to Xeris Pharmaceuticals Australia Pty Ltd. and Xeris Pharmaceuticals Ireland Limited described in clause (h) of the definition of Permitted
Indebtedness.”

6. Section 7 of the Loan Agreement is hereby amended by adding the following Section 7.12 immediately following Section 7.11 therein:
“7.12  Subsidiary Assets. Permit the aggregate amount of cash and value of assets held or maintained by (i) Xeris Pharmaceuticals Australia Pty
Ltd. to exceed Four Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($4,500,000.00) at any time, and (ii) Xeris Pharmaceuticals Ireland Limited to exceed

One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00) at any time.”

7. Section 13 of the Loan Agreement is hereby amended by renumbering clause (h) of the definition of Permitted Indebtedness as clause (i), and adding
the following as a new clause (h):

“(h) Indebtedness, to the extent permitted under clause (f) of the definition of Permitted Investments, of Xeris Pharmaceuticals
Australia Pty Ltd. and Xeris Pharmaceuticals Ireland Limited owing to Borrower; and”

8. Section 13 of the Loan Agreement is hereby amended by amending and restating the definition of Permitted Investments as follows:

“‘Permitted Investments’ are:

(@ Investments disclosed on the Perfection Certificate(s) and existing on the Effective Date;
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(b) (i) Investments consisting of cash and Cash Equivalents, and (ii) any other Investments permitted by Borrower’s
investment policy, as amended from time to time, provided that such investment policy (and any such amendment thereto) has been approved in
writing by Collateral Agent;

(o) Investments consisting of the endorsement of negotiable instruments for deposit or collection or similar transactions in
the ordinary course of Borrower’s business;

(d) Investments consisting of deposit accounts in which Collateral Agent has a perfected security interest or which are
otherwise maintained in compliance with Section 6.6;

(e) Investments in connection with Transfers permitted by Section 7.1;

® Investments by Borrower in (i) Xeris Pharmaceuticals Australia Pty Ltd. not to exceed the following aggregate amounts
made in the specified fiscal year: $4,150,000.00 in 2019, $5,501,000.00 in 2020, $4,156,000.00 in 2021, and $2,630,000.00 in each of 2022 and
2023, and (ii) Xeris Pharmaceuticals Ireland Limited not to exceed One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00) in any fiscal year;

(g) Investments consisting of (i) travel advances and employee relocation loans and other employee loans and advances in
the ordinary course of business, and (ii) loans to employees, officers or directors relating to the purchase of equity securities of Borrower or its
Subsidiaries pursuant to employee stock purchase plans or agreements approved by Borrower’s Board of Directors; not to exceed Twenty-Five
Thousand Dollars ($25,000.00) in the aggregate for (i) and (ii) in any fiscal year;

(h) Investments (including debt obligations) received in connection with the bankruptcy or reorganization of customers or
suppliers and in settlement of delinquent obligations of, and other disputes with, customers or suppliers arising in the ordinary course of business;

@) Investments consisting of notes receivable of, or prepaid royalties and other credit extensions, to customers and
suppliers who are not Affiliates, in the ordinary course of business; provided that this paragraph (i) shall not apply to Investments of Borrower in any
Subsidiary;

G non-cash Investments in joint ventures or strategic alliances in the ordinary course of Borrower’s business consisting of
the non-exclusive licensing of technology, the development of technology or the providing of technical support;

k) non-cash Investments in connection with Permitted Acquisitions; and

()] Investments by Borrower or any Subsidiary in Borrower or any other Subsidiary of Borrower which is a “co-Borrower”
hereunder or a Guarantor.”

9. Limitation of Amendments.
a. The amendments set forth in Sections 3 through 8, above, are effective for the purposes set forth herein and shall be limited precisely as
written and shall not be deemed to (i) be a consent to any amendment, waiver or modification of any other term or condition of any Loan
Document, or (ii) otherwise prejudice any right or remedy which the Lenders, or obligation which Borrower, may now have or may have in
the future under or in connection with any Loan Document.
b. This Amendment shall be construed in connection with and as part of the Loan Documents and all terms, conditions, representations,
warranties, covenants and agreements set forth in the Loan Documents, except as herein amended, are hereby ratified and confirmed and

shall remain in full force and effect.

10. Release by Borrower.
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FOR GOOD AND VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, Borrower hereby forever relieves, releases, and discharges Collateral Agent and each
Lender and their respective present or former employees, officers, directors, agents, representatives, attorneys, and each of them, from any
and all claims, debts, liabilities, demands, obligations, promises, acts, agreements, costs and expenses, actions and causes of action, of every
type, kind, nature, description or character whatsoever, whether known or unknown, suspected or unsuspected, absolute or contingent,
arising out of or in any manner whatsoever connected with or related to facts, circumstances, issues, controversies or claims existing or
arising from the beginning of time through and including the date of execution of this Amendment solely to the extent such claims arise out
of or are in any manner whatsoever connected with or related to the Loan Documents, the Recitals hereto, any instruments, agreements or
documents executed in connection with any of the foregoing or the origination, negotiation, administration, servicing and/or enforcement of
any of the foregoing (collectively “Released Claims”).

By entering into this release, Borrower recognizes that no facts or representations are ever absolutely certain and it may hereafter discover
facts in addition to or different from those which it presently knows or believes to be true, but that it is the intention of Borrower hereby to
fully, finally and forever settle and release all matters, disputes and differences, known or unknown, suspected or unsuspected in respect of
the Released Claims; accordingly, if Borrower should subsequently discover that any fact that it relied upon in entering into this release was
untrue, or that any understanding of the facts was incorrect, Borrower shall not be entitled to set aside this release by reason thereof,
regardless of any claim of mistake of fact or law or any other circumstances whatsoever. Borrower acknowledges that it is not relying upon
and has not relied upon any representation or statement made by Bank with respect to the facts underlying this release or with regard to any
of such party’s rights or asserted rights.

This release may be pleaded as a full and complete defense and/or as a cross-complaint or counterclaim against any action, suit, or other
proceeding that may be instituted, prosecuted or attempted in breach of this release. Borrower acknowledges that the release contained
herein constitutes a material inducement to Collateral Agent and the Lenders to enter into this Amendment, and that Collateral Agent and
the Lenders would not have done so but for Collateral Agent’s and the Lenders’ expectation that such release is valid and enforceable in all
events.

Borrower hereby represents and warrants to Collateral Agent and the Lenders, and Collateral Agent and the Lenders are relying thereon, as
follows:

i. Except as expressly stated in this Amendment, neither Collateral Agent, the Lenders nor any agent, employee or representative of
any of them has made any statement or representation to Borrower regarding any fact relied upon by Borrower in entering into

this Amendment.

ii. Borrower has made such investigation of the facts pertaining to this Amendment and all of the matters appertaining thereto, as it
deems necessary.

The terms of this Amendment are contractual and not a mere recital.

=

iii.

iv. This Amendment has been carefully read by Borrower, the contents hereof are known and understood by Borrower, and this
Amendment is signed freely, and without duress, by Borrower.

v. Borrower represents and warrants that it is the sole and lawful owner of all right, title and interest in and to every claim and every
other matter which it releases herein, and that it has not heretofore assigned or transferred, or purported to assign or transfer, to
any person, firm or entity any claims or other matters herein released. Borrower shall indemnify Collateral Agent and the
Lenders, defend and hold each harmless from and against all claims based upon or arising in connection with prior assignments or
purported assignments or transfers of any claims or matters released herein.



11. To induce Collateral Agent and the Lenders to enter into this Amendment, Borrower hereby represents and warrants to Collateral Agent and the
Lenders as follows:

Immediately after giving effect to this Amendment (i) the representations and warranties contained in the Loan Documents are true,
accurate and complete in all material respects as of the date hereof (except to the extent such representations and warranties relate to an
earlier date, in which case they are true and correct as of such date) and (ii) no Event of Default has occurred and is continuing;

Borrower has the power and due authority to execute and deliver this Amendment and to perform its obligations under the Loan Agreement,
as amended by this Amendment;

The organizational documents of Borrower delivered to Collateral Agent on September 4, 2018 remain true, accurate and complete and
have not been amended, supplemented or restated and are and continue to be in full force and effect;

The execution and delivery by Borrower of this Amendment and the performance by Borrower of its obligations under the Loan
Agreement, as amended by this Amendment, do not and will not contravene (i) any law or regulation binding on or affecting Borrower, (ii)
any contractual restriction with a Person binding on Borrower, (iii) any order, judgment or decree of any court or other governmental or
public body or authority, or subdivision thereof, binding on Borrower, or (iv) the organizational documents of Borrower;

The execution and delivery by Borrower of this Amendment and the performance by Borrower of its obligations under the Loan
Agreement, as amended by this Amendment, do not require any order, consent, approval, license, authorization or validation of, or filing,
recording or registration with, or exemption by any governmental or public body or authority, or subdivision thereof, binding on Borrower,
except as already has been obtained or made; and

This Amendment has been duly executed and delivered by Borrower and is the binding obligation of Borrower, enforceable against
Borrower in accordance with its terms, except as such enforceability may be limited by bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, liquidation,
moratorium or other similar laws of general application and equitable principles relating to or affecting creditors’ rights.

12. Except as expressly set forth herein, the Loan Agreement shall continue in full force and effect without alteration or amendment. This Amendment
and the Loan Documents represent the entire agreement about this subject matter and supersede prior negotiations or agreements.

13. This Amendment shall be deemed effective as of the Second Amendment Date upon (a) the due execution and delivery to Collateral Agent of this
Amendment by each party hereto, and (b) Borrower’s payment of all Lenders’ Expenses incurred through the date hereof, which may be debited (or
ACH’d) from any of Borrower’s accounts with the Lenders.

14. This Amendment may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original, and all of which, taken together, shall
constitute one and the same instrument.

15. This Amendment and the rights and obligations of the parties hereto shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of
New York.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Second Amendment to Loan and Security Agreement to be executed as of the date
first set forth above.
BORROWER:

XERIS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.

By /s/ Barry M. Deutsch
Name: Barry M. Deutsch
Title: Chief Financial Officer

COLLATERAL AGENT AND LENDER:

OXFORD FINANCE LLC

By /s/ Colette H. Featherly
Name: Colette H. Featherly
Title: Senior Vice President

LENDER:

SILICON VALLEY BANK

By /s/ Kristine Rohmer
Name: Kristine Rohmer
Title: Vice President

[Signature Page - Second Amendment to Loan and Security Agreement]



Exhibit 31.1

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO RULE 13a-14(a) OR 15d-14(a) OF
THE SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934,
AS ADOPTED PURSUANT TO SECTION 302 OF
THE SARBANES-OXLEY ACT OF 2002

I, Paul R. Edick, certify that:
1. I have reviewed this quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Xeris Pharmaceuticals, Inc.;

2. Based on my knowledge, this report does not contain any untrue statement of a material fact or omit to state a material fact necessary to make the
statements made, in light of the circumstances under which such statements were made, not misleading with respect to the period covered by this report;

3. Based on my knowledge, the financial statements, and other financial information included in this report, fairly present in all material respects the
financial condition, results of operations and cash flows of the registrant as of, and for, the periods presented in this report;

4. The registrant’s other certifying officer and I are responsible for establishing and maintaining disclosure controls and procedures (as defined in
Exchange Act Rules 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e)) for the registrant and have:

a) Designed such disclosure controls and procedures, or caused such disclosure controls and procedures to be designed under our supervision, to
ensure that material information relating to the registrant, including its consolidated subsidiaries, is made known to us by others within those
entities, particularly during the period in which this report is being prepared;

b) Paragraph omitted pursuant to SEC Release Nos. 33-8238/34-47986 and 33-8392/34-49313;

c) Evaluated the effectiveness of the registrant’s disclosure controls and procedures and presented in this report our conclusions about the
effectiveness of the disclosure controls and procedures, as of the end of the period covered by this report based on such evaluation; and

d) Disclosed in this report any change in the registrant’s internal control over financial reporting that occurred during the registrant’s most recent
fiscal quarter (the registrant’s fourth fiscal quarter in the case of an annual report) that has materially affected, or is reasonably likely to materially
affect, the registrant’s internal control over financial reporting.

5. The registrant’s other certifying officer and I have disclosed, based on our most recent evaluation of internal control over financial reporting, to the
registrant’s auditors and the audit committee of the registrant’s board of directors (or persons performing the equivalent functions):

a) All significant deficiencies and material weaknesses in the design or operation of internal control over financial reporting which are reasonably
likely to adversely affect the registrant’s ability to record, process, summarize and report financial information; and

b) Any fraud, whether or not material, that involves management or other employees who have a significant role in the registrant’s internal control
over financial reporting.

Date: August 6, 2019

By: /s/ Paul R. Edick
Paul R. Edick

President, Chief
Executive Officer and
Chairman

(Principal Executive
Officer)



Exhibit 31.2

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO RULE 13a-14(a) OR 15d-14(a) OF
THE SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934,
AS ADOPTED PURSUANT TO SECTION 302 OF
THE SARBANES-OXLEY ACT OF 2002

I, Barry M. Deutsch, certify that:
1. I have reviewed this quarterly report on Form 10-Q of Xeris Pharmaceuticals, Inc.;

2. Based on my knowledge, this report does not contain any untrue statement of a material fact or omit to state a material fact necessary to make the
statements made, in light of the circumstances under which such statements were made, not misleading with respect to the period covered by this report;

3. Based on my knowledge, the financial statements, and other financial information included in this report, fairly present in all material respects the
financial condition, results of operations and cash flows of the registrant as of, and for, the periods presented in this report;

4. The registrant’s other certifying officer and I are responsible for establishing and maintaining disclosure controls and procedures (as defined in
Exchange Act Rules 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e)) for the registrant and have:

a) Designed such disclosure controls and procedures, or caused such disclosure controls and procedures to be designed under our supervision, to
ensure that material information relating to the registrant, including its consolidated subsidiaries, is made known to us by others within those
entities, particularly during the period in which this report is being prepared;

b) Paragraph omitted pursuant to SEC Release Nos. 33-8238/34-47986 and 33-8392/34-49313;

c) Evaluated the effectiveness of the registrant’s disclosure controls and procedures and presented in this report our conclusions about the
effectiveness of the disclosure controls and procedures, as of the end of the period covered by this report based on such evaluation; and

d) Disclosed in this report any change in the registrant’s internal control over financial reporting that occurred during the registrant’s most recent
fiscal quarter (the registrant’s fourth fiscal quarter in the case of an annual report) that has materially affected, or is reasonably likely to materially
affect, the registrant’s internal control over financial reporting.

5. The registrant’s other certifying officer and I have disclosed, based on our most recent evaluation of internal control over financial reporting, to the
registrant’s auditors and the audit committee of the registrant’s board of directors (or persons performing the equivalent functions):

a) All significant deficiencies and material weaknesses in the design or operation of internal control over financial reporting which are reasonably
likely to adversely affect the registrant’s ability to record, process, summarize and report financial information; and

b) Any fraud, whether or not material, that involves management or other employees who have a significant role in the registrant’s internal control
over financial reporting.

Date: August 6, 2019

/s/ Barry M.
By: Deutsch

Barry M. Deutsch
Chief Financial Officer

(Principal Financial
Officer)



Exhibit 32.1

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO 18 U.S.C. SECTION 1350,
AS ADOPTED PURSUANT TO
SECTION 906 OF THE SARBANES-OXLEY ACT OF 2002

We, Paul R. Edick and Barry M. Deutsch, of Xeris Pharmaceuticals, Inc., certify, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 1350, as adopted pursuant to
Section 906 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002, that to our knowledge:

1. the quarterly report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended June 30, 2019 (Periodic Report) to which this statement is an exhibit fully complies with the
requirements of Section 13(a) or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, and

2. information contained in the Periodic Report fairly presents, in all material aspects, the financial condition and results of operations of Xeris
Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

Date: August 6, 2019

/s/ Paul R. Edick
Paul R. Edick

President, Chief
Executive Officer and
Chairman

(Principal Executive
Officer)

/s/ Barry M.
Deutsch

Barry M. Deutsch
Chief Financial Officer

(Principal Financial
Officer)



