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Comparison of CUMO

Other Moly Mines
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Cumo and Pine Tree vs Molybdenum Deposits
(based on Ibs of Contained Molybdenum Oxide)
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Note: Cumo is a 43-101 Resource estimate
— Cumo Target based on 150k TPD rate and Ultimate pit design includes uncalculated
— blocks
Pine Tree is only a conceptual target
Molybdenum oxide is final product sold by operations of CUMO szie
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Cumo Target and Pine Tree Target are conceptual targets based on the geology, alteration,drill holes and blocks not currently included in a 43-101
resource estimate and under section 2,3(a) of Ni instrument 43-101 are considered conceptual and there has been insufficient exploration at this time to
define a mineral resource and that it is uncertain if further exploration will result in the target being delineated as a mineral resource




