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Abstract  
Rationale: Although COVID-19 is predominantly a respiratory tract infection, current antibody 
treatments are administered by systemic dosing. We hypothesize that inhaled delivery of a muco-
trapping monoclonal antibody would provide a more effective and convenient treatment for COVID-
19. 
Objective:  We investigated the safety, tolerability, and pharmacokinetics of IN-006, a 
reformulation of regdanvimab, an approved intravenous treatment for COVID-19, for nebulized 
delivery by a handheld nebulizer. 
Methods: A Phase 1 study was conducted in healthy volunteers. Study staff and participants were 
blinded to treatment assignment, except for pharmacy staff preparing the study drug. The primary 
outcomes were safety and tolerability. Exploratory outcomes were pharmacokinetic measurements 
of IN-006 in nasal fluid and serum.  
Results: Twenty-three participants were enrolled and randomized across two single dose and one 
multiple dose cohorts. There were no serious adverse events (SAEs). All enrolled participants 
completed the study without treatment interruption or discontinuation. All treatment-emergent 
adverse events were transient, non-dose dependent, and were graded mild to moderate in severity. 
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Nebulization was well tolerated and completed in a mean of 6 minutes in the high dose group. Mean 
nasal fluid concentrations of IN-006 in the multiple dose cohort were 921 µg/g of nasal fluid at 30 
minutes after dosing and 5.8 µg/g at 22 hours. Mean serum levels in the multiple dose cohort peaked 
at 0.55 µg/mL at 3 days after the final dose.  
Conclusions 
IN-006 was well-tolerated and achieved concentrations in the respiratory tract orders of magnitude 
above its inhibitory concentration. These data support further clinical development of IN-006. 
 
Registration 
Australian New Zealand Clinical Trials Registry: ACTRN12621001235897 
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Introduction 
     SARS-CoV-2 [1-3], like many viruses that cause acute respiratory infections (ARIs), infects 
cells almost exclusively via the apical (luminal) side of the airway epithelium and also primarily 
buds from infected cells via the apical surface [4-6]. Progeny virus must then travel through airway 
mucus to reach uninfected epithelial cells as the infection spreads from the upper respiratory tract 
(URT) to the lower respiratory tract (LRT) and the deep lung [7-9]. Neutralizing monoclonal 
antibodies (mAbs) must therefore reach a high enough concentration in the airway lumen to 
effectively neutralize the virus and halt the infection.  

mAbs distribute very poorly and slowly from the blood into the respiratory tract fluids, with 
concentrations in the airways that are orders of magnitude lower than those in the serum following 
intravenous (IV) or intramuscular (IM) administration [10-12]. Despite these limitations, the clinical 
experience to date has shown that IV-administered mAbs against SARS-CoV-2 can be effective in 
treating infected individuals at high risk of severe COVID-19 when given early in the course of the 
infection [8, 9, 13], implying that sufficient amounts of mAb can distribute into the lung lumen. 
Nevertheless, high doses of mAb are generally required if given IV, reducing the number of 
treatment courses available from a given supply of drug. Delayed distribution into the lung also 
limits the treatment window for preventing severe COVID-19 [12].   
     Nebulization has been used to conveniently deliver protein therapeutics (e.g., Pulmozyme) 
directly to the lungs. Importantly, direct inhaled delivery can achieve far higher concentrations of 
drugs in the lungs than can be achieved by IV or IM administration, within minutes [14]. Since the 
pattern of deposition of nebulized drugs along the respiratory tract is largely determined by the 
aerosol particle size [15], it is possible to use a nebulizer that generates a broad aerosol size 
distribution to deliver drug throughout the entire respiratory tract, from the nasal turbinates in the 
URT, to conducting airways in the LRT, to the deep lung. Thus, nebulized delivery is likely the 
fastest method to achieve high, inhibitory concentrations of mAb in the airway fluids along the entire 
respiratory tract. Nebulization also enables convenient self-dosing at home, reducing the burden on 
patients and on the healthcare infrastructure compared to systemic delivery.   
    We are developing IN-006, a reformulation of regdanvimab for nebulized delivery, as an 
inhaled treatment for COVID-19. Regdanvimab, an IV-dosed human IgG1 mAb directed against the 
SARS-COV-2 spike protein receptor binding domain (RBD), is approved in the European Union for 
adults with COVID-19 who do not require supplemental oxygen and who are at increased risk of 
progression to severe COVID-19. We previously reported the results from preclinical activities that 
supported a first-in-human study of inhaled IN-006 [14], including muco-trapping of SARS-CoV-2 
virions, GLP nebulization stability studies, and excellent tolerability in GLP inhaled toxicology and 
GLP tissue cross reactivity experiments. The current report describes a Phase 1 study designed to 
assess the safety, tolerability, and nasal fluid and serum pharmacokinetics of nebulized IN-006 in 
healthy adults.  
 
Methods 
Clinical Study Design and Participants 
     This double-blind, placebo-controlled, first-in-human, ascending-dose pharmacokinetic and 
safety study was conducted in a Phase 1 unit in Melbourne, Australia. The study was carried out 
according to the International Council for Harmonisation Good Clinical Practice guidelines and in 
compliance with local regulatory requirements and was approved by The Alfred Hospital Office of 
Ethics and Research Governance, Melbourne, VIC, Australia. This study was prospectively 
registered in the Australian New Zealand Clinical Trials Registry (ACTRN12621001235897). 
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 Informed consent was obtained in advance of all study-related procedures. Eligible 
participants were enrolled sequentially into three cohorts: a single low dose cohort (30 mg), a single 
high-dose cohort (90 mg), and a multiple high-dose cohort (seven daily 90 mg doses). For each 
single dose cohort, a sentinel pair (with one active and one placebo recipient) was initially dosed, 
followed by a two-day safety monitoring period prior to the dosing of the remainder of the cohort. 
Advancing to subsequent cohorts was done after review of safety parameters seven days after final 
dosing of the preceding cohort. Figure 1 provides a diagram of the process flow, study structure, and 
times of pharmacokinetic evaluations. 

 
Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria 

Eligibility criteria required that participants be adults 18-55 years of age with a body-mass 
index of 18-32 kg/m2 who were in good health as judged by medical history, physical exam, clinical 
chemistry and hematology assessments, electrocardiogram, forced expiratory volume in one second 
(FEV1) ≥ 90% predicted, and negative serology for HBsAg, HCV, and HIV antibodies. Participants 
were required to be non- or light smokers. The FEV1 threshold was changed to ≥ 80% predicted after 
enrolling the first 7 participants.  

Participants were excluded for known or suspected symptomatic viral infection or signs of 
active pulmonary infection or pulmonary inflammatory conditions within 14 days of dosing 
initiation, a history of airway hyperresponsiveness, angioedema, anaphylaxis, or a positive alcohol 
breathalyzer test and/or urine drug screen for substances of abuse. 

During recruitment of the 7 participants comprising the first single dose cohort, participants 
who had received a COVID-19 vaccine were excluded. However, due to rapidly increasing local 
vaccine availability and uptake, this criterion was modified to exclude only those vaccinated within 
two weeks of initial dosing, or those with plans to be vaccinated within two weeks after completion 
of dosing. 
 
 Study Endpoints 

The primary endpoint for the trial was the safety and tolerability of IN-006. This was 
assessed by monitoring treatment-emergent adverse events, pre- and post-dose vital signs, ECG, 
FEV1, SpO2, hematology and chemistry safety blood tests, and physical examinations. Follow-up 
continued for 28 days, with assessments on the days indicated in Figure 1B. Exploratory outcomes 
were drug levels in nasal fluid and serum pre-dose and at intervals post-dose. 

 
Randomization and Blinding 
    A randomization schedule was prepared using validated software (SAS) by statistical team 
members who had no responsibility for monitoring and data management of this study, with 
provisions for each sentinel pair to include one active and one saline placebo assignment, and for the 
overall ratio of active to placebo assignment of each cohort to be 3:1. The randomization code was 
held by unblinded pharmacy staff who prepared the doses in matching syringes with identical 
appearances for loading into the nebulizer by clinical staff.  
       
Interventions/Clinical Procedures 
    IN-006 drug substance was produced under Good Manufacturing Practices (GMP) and 
supplied as a liquid formulation in glass vials from the manufacturer, Celltrion, Inc. IN-006 was 
provided in a syringe to be loaded into the InnoSpire Go vibrating mesh nebulizer (Koninklijke 
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Philips N.V., cleared under 510K K170853). Placebo participants received an identical syringe 
containing saline instead of IN-006. 
     Participants were instructed to breathe in slowly through the nebulizer mouthpiece and to 
breathe out through their nose. Nasal fluid was obtained by rotating a flocked swab (Copans Cat. # 
56380CS01) for 10-15 seconds at mid-turbinate depth (4-5 cm). Sampling alternated between right 
and left nostrils during sequential sample collection timepoints. The amount of nasal fluid sample 
collected by each individual swab was determined by weighing the sample-containing swab and 
sample tube before and after it was incubated in buffer for extraction, rinsed, and oven dried. Nasal 
concentrations are therefore reported as ng IN-006 per gram of nasal fluid, which can be 
approximately interpreted as ng/mL. Sampling times for nasal fluid and serum are shown in Figure 
1B. Vital signs and FEV1 were measured before nebulization and 15 and 30 minutes after 
completion of nebulization. 
 
Measurement of IN-006 concentration in human serum and nasal fluid, and PK modeling 

Please refer to the online supplement for further details on sample extraction, ELISA design, 
and PK modeling. 
 
Statistical analysis 

Sample size was chosen according to conventions for Phase 1, first-in-human studies. Formal 
sample size and power calculations were not performed. Continuous variables were summarized 
using descriptive statistics including number of non-missing observations, mean, SD, median, 
minimum, and maximum values. Categorical variables were summarized with frequency counts and 
percentages. Placebo recipients in different cohorts were pooled. The safety analysis included all 
randomized participants who received any dose of study drug. The pharmacokinetic population 
included all participants who received any dose of IN-006. No inferential statistical tests were 
conducted. Serum PK parameters of IN-006 were determined using Phoenix WinNonlin version 8.3.   

 
 
Results 

From among 102 adults who were screened, 23 participants were sequentially assigned to 
one of three cohorts. The first participant was randomized on September 22, 2021, and the last 
participant visit was on December 29, 2021. Of these participants, 17 were randomly assigned to 
receive IN-006, and 6 were randomly assigned to receive placebo. All 23 participants received 
their assigned treatment as intended and completed the final study visit on Study Day 29. The 
study was completed on December 29, 2021. Participant flow is diagrammed in Figure 1A, and 
participant demographics are listed in Table 1. 
 
Safety and Tolerability: 

Treatment emergent adverse events (TEAEs) are listed in Table 2. Nebulization of IN-006 
was well-tolerated and completed in an average of 6 minutes for the 90 mg dose (range 4-9 
minutes). Eight (53.3%) of the 15 participants included in the single ascending dose cohorts 
experienced at least 1 TEAE (6 of 11 receiving IN-006, 2 of 4 receiving placebo). Among the 11 
participants receiving IN-006, the most frequently reported TEAEs in the SAD cohorts were 
headache (2/11; 18.2%) and oropharyngeal pain (2/11; 18.2%). All but 1 TEAE were mild. One 
participant who received IN-006 low dose (30 mg) experienced a moderate event (increased 
transaminases on Day 29), which was not considered to be related to study drug by the 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.17.22278748doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.17.22278748


 6

investigator. Three (3/15; 20.0%) participants experienced at least 1 TEAE considered related to 
study drug by the investigator. These events included headache, cough, and oropharyngeal pain. 
All 3 related TEAEs were mild and resolved. There was no evidence of a dose-related effect.  
     In the multiple dose cohort, no TEAEs were reported in participants receiving placebo. 
Among the 6 participants receiving IN-006, 4 (66.7%) participants experienced at least 1 TEAE. The 
most frequently reported TEAE was dizziness (2/6; 33.3%). All but 1 TEAE were mild. One 
participant receiving IN-006 experienced a moderate event (pain in extremity), which was 
considered unlikely to be related to study drug by the investigator. Two (33.3%) participants 
experienced at least 1 TEAE considered related to study drug by the investigator. These drug-related 
TEAEs were dizziness and decrease in FEV1: the latter was noted 15 minutes after nebulization, was 
not associated with symptoms or abnormal vital signs, resolved within 15 minutes, and did not recur 
with subsequent doses. Both events were mild.  
     No severe TEAEs, SAEs, or TEAEs leading to discontinuations were reported in either the 
single dose or multiple dose cohorts. The most frequently reported TEAEs in participants receiving 
IN-006 across all three cohorts were headache (2/23; 11.8%) and oropharyngeal pain (2/23; 11.8%), 
both appearing only in the SAD cohorts and not in the multiple dose cohort. There were no 
unexpected safety signals. 
 
Pharmacokinetics: 

For single dose cohorts, the mean concentrations of IN-006 per gram of nasal fluid were 
261 µg/g and 710 µg/g for the 30 mg and 90 mg dose, respectively, measured 3 hrs after dosing; 
the difference in these values is consistent with a 3-fold increase in the dose administered. In the 
multiple dose cohort, the repeated dosing provided additional opportunities for more nasal 
concentration measurements across more time points. The nasal concentrations measured 30 mins 
after dosing on Days 1, 2, and 3 averaged 773 µg/g, which was higher than the average 
concentration measured 3 hrs after dosing (388 µg/g). This indicates that peak exposure occurred 
very shortly after dosing, and the nasal concentrations had appreciably reduced by 3 hours post-
dose. There was minimal intranasal accumulation upon repeated dosing, as the concentrations of 
IN-006 measured 22 hrs after a single dose were <2% of the concentrations immediately following 
dosing (Figure 2). The difference in nasal concentrations between 30 mins and 22 hrs post-dose 
suggest the interval in the single dose groups represented ~4-9 half lives, and the difference 
between concentrations at 30 mins and 3 hrs post-dose was roughly half. Both findings are 
consistent with an intranasal half-life on the order of 2-6 hours, markedly longer than the timescale 
of mucociliary clearance transit time estimates of ~5-15 minutes from saccharin transit time tests 
[16, 17]. 

Serum concentrations of IN-006 were detectable by 12 hrs following nebulization at the 90 
mg dose and continued to rise through 120 hrs after a single dose (cohorts 1 and 2), or through 216 
hrs following the first dose in those who received multiple doses (cohort 3).  In the multiple dose 
cohort, Cmax in the serum occurred following the final dose, indicating accumulation. The 
elimination half-life of IN-006 in the serum was estimated to be ~253, 292, and 402 h in the 30 mg 
single dose, 90 mg single dose, and the 7 daily 90 mg dose cohorts respectively, comparable with 
the previously estimated elimination half-life of regdanvimab from the serum following 
intravenous administration (288 h [18]). Although the serum concentrations of IN-006 were 
markedly lower than those in the nasal fluid (Serum Cmax of 0.52 µg/mL, compared to 990 µg/mL 
in nasal fluid), they were still significantly greater than the IC50 of IN-006 (~0.01 µg/mL) against 
susceptible variants.  
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Discussion 
A longstanding dogma has been that it is highly challenging to stably nebulize mAbs [19-22], 

and that biologic drugs would be quickly eliminated from the respiratory tract either by systemic 
absorption, physical mucociliary clearance, or degradation by alveolar macrophages, making it 
difficult to sustain therapeutic concentrations [23, 24]. However, in this Phase 1 study, we found that 
IN-006, a reformulation of regdanvimab for nebulized delivery at point of care, was safe and well 
tolerated in healthy adults. High concentrations of drug were recovered from nasal samples, as well 
as appreciable levels detected in the serum. We also found that the treatment was easily self-
administered by participants and was completed within minutes, with minimal side effects. 
Encouragingly, the mean concentrations of IN-006 measured in nasal secretions, representing IN-
006 deposited in the nasal passages after being exhaled from the lungs, were well above its IC50, 
even 22-24 hrs after dosing. In the multiple dose cohort that received seven daily 90 mg doses, we 
observed a mean nasal fluid IN-006 concentration of 920 µg/mL 30 minutes after the initial dose and 
a mean concentration of 5.8 µg/mL 22 hours later, prior to receiving a second dose. The ability to 
maintain mAb concentrations that ranged from 3-7 orders of magnitude higher than the IC50 for 
regdanvimab and other COVID mAbs against susceptible variants (~4-20 ng/mL, [13, 25]) strongly 
support our proposed once-daily dosing regimen. Since SARS-CoV-2 infection and replication 
initiates in the upper respiratory tract, our efficient delivery of IN-006 to the nasal passages suggests 
it may provide a highly effective treatment for mild to moderate COVID-19 that allows earlier 
resolution of the infection and reduced risk of progression to severe COVID. 

Although mAbs have proven to be effective therapeutics for COVID-19, the necessity for 
administration by IV, IM, or SC routes has limited the scope of their use in clinical practice. The 
requirement for infusion centers and post-dosing observation for intravenous administration have 
severely limited the number of patients that have received treatment and greatly increased costs [8, 
9]. IM injections, although shortening administration time, are limited by the volume that can be 
administered per injection (~5 mL) [26], which in turn limits the dose of mAb that can be dosed per 
injection and can be painful when maximum injection volumes are used. In contrast, nebulized 
delivery using a handheld nebulizer enables the convenience of at-home dosing and takes only 
minutes to complete. Furthermore, IV, IM, and SC routes provide mAb Cmax to the airway lining 
fluid from the blood only after a delay of one or more days, and, even then, only achieve airway 
concentrations that are a fraction of the concentrations in plasma [10, 11, 14]. For instance, in a 
recent clinical trial of the anti-influenza mAb CR6261 given as a single 50 mg/kg dose IV, the peak 
nasal concentration was not achieved until 2 days after IV infusion [12] and the peak nasal 
concentration of 0.597 µg/mL was ~10-fold lower than the concentrations we observed for IN-006 at 
the trough of our daily inhaled dosing (~5.8 µg/mL), despite the much lower total dose of IN-006 
compared to CR6261 (90 mg IN-006 vs. ~2,000-4,000 mg CR6261 [12]). We believe that the 
increased convenience and more efficient pulmonary delivery will likely make inhalation the 
preferred route of mAb delivery for treating acute respiratory infections.  
    Serious disease due to SARS-CoV-2 is accompanied by the spread of the virus from the site 
of the initial upper respiratory tract infection to the deep lungs [7]. Unfortunately, the exact timing of 
such spread is likely to be highly variable between individuals. Indeed, there is evidence suggesting 
viruses can reach the LRT even during the early stages of disease, around the time that symptoms 
emerge [27, 28]. Thus, we believe dosing to both the URT and LRT, rather than focusing exclusively 
on the URT (e.g., via nasal sprays), will be important to broaden the treatment window and reduce 
risk of COVID-induced pneumonia and hospitalization. While IN-006 levels in the LRT were not 
directly measured in this study, the appreciable serum concentrations and the delayed serum Tmax 
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both strongly suggest we are efficiently delivering IN-006 into the LRT and the deep lung. Indeed, in 
a toxicokinetic multiple dose nebulization study of IN-006 in rats, IN-006 concentrations in airway 
fluid exceeded the serum concentrations by ~100-fold [14]. Efficient delivery into the LRT is a 
direct consequence of our design requirement for the vibrating mesh nebulizer. The droplet sizes 
generated by the nebulizer (the fine particle fraction, i.e. droplets <5 um, and particularly those <2.5 
um [15]) were intentionally selected to deliver a portion of the mAbs throughout the LRT and deep 
lung. Furthermore, the fact that we observed a slow steady rise of serum concentrations in single 
dose cohorts over ~4 days, and peak serum concentrations in the multiple dose cohort over ~9 days 
(or 2 days after last dose), implies that we are sustaining high levels of IN-006 in the deep lungs for 
at least 2-4 days after a single dose (or after the final dose). Assuming a ratio of 100:1 of antibody 
concentrations in the airway fluid:serum, the mean serum concentration of 550 ng/mL at Day 9 
should translate to pulmonary concentrations on the order of 55 µg/mL, which is >3 orders of 
magnitude above the IC50, and comparable to the serum concentrations achieved with some IV/IM-
dosed mAbs. The very high mAb levels sustained relative to the intrinsic activity of the mAb (IC50) 
may continue to provide effective treatment against variants, even in the presence of appreciable 
genetic drift, and may reduce the risk of viral escape. This also suggests that shorter durations of 
therapy may afford appreciable protection against hospitalization.    
 Despite significant extrapulmonary manifestations of severe COVID-19, and despite frequent 
detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in blood, infectious SARS-CoV-2 is rarely detected in the blood of 
infected patients [29, 30], suggesting that extrapulmonary disorders are in many cases caused by 
indirect factors such as the inflammatory response rather than extrapulmonary viral infection. 
Nonetheless, we find it reassuring to observe that mean serum levels of IN-006 achieved after 
nebulized delivery were in excess of its IC50 by at least one order of magnitude.   
     Regdanvimab (administered IV) was shown to be highly efficacious for preventing severe 
COVID-19 in a global Phase 3 study, leading to its approval in Republic of Korea and European 
Union (EMEA/H/C/005854) for preventing severe disease in patients presenting with mild to 
moderate COVID-19, and emergency use authorization (EUA) or conditional marketing 
authorization in several additional countries worldwide. Nevertheless, as SARS-CoV-2 continues to 
evolve, we are pursuing combining IN-006 with a second potent neutralizing mAb to create a mAb 
cocktail that possesses potent binding activity against every variant tested to date, including Omicron 
BA.4/5. In light of the surprisingly long airway retention of IN-006 observed here, we plan to reduce 
the duration of dosing from 7 days to 5 days in future clinical studies, offering even greater 
convenience to the patients.  

Our study had several limitations. The population we studied was small, as is typical of first-
in-human studies. Moreover, only healthy adults were enrolled in our study, limiting its 
generalizability. Determining the full safety profile of nebulized IN-006 will require additional 
studies in larger numbers of more diverse individuals. The low recovered sample mass from nasal 
swabs required substantial dilution for sample recovery, limiting the sensitivity of the assay. As a 
result, some 24-hour post-dose samples and all later nasal samples were below the limit of 
quantification. Direct determination of drug levels achieved in the deep lung was beyond the scope 
of this study, and additional studies with bronchioalveolar lavage are contemplated in the further 
development of IN-006.  
     In conclusion, IN-006, a reformulation of regdanvimab for inhaled delivery, was found to be 
safe and well tolerated in healthy participants at single doses of 30 mg and 90 mg, as well as seven 
consecutive daily doses of 90 mg. Nebulization resulted in IN-006 levels in nasal fluids, and likely 
the lungs, that were orders of magnitude above the inhibitory concentrations of sensitive SARS-
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CoV-2 variants within 30 minutes, and the continued rise of serum concentration for days after 
dosing implied substantial lasting IN-006 levels in the lungs. These data support the ongoing clinical 
development of IN-006 as an inhaled treatment for COVID-19. 
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Table 1: Demographics of enrolled participants 

 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 IN-006 SD 
Low  
(n=5) 

IN-006 SD 
High 
(n=6) 

IN-006 MD 
(n=6) 

Placebo 
(n=6) 

Overall  
Total  

(n=23) 
Sex      
Female 1 (20%) 3 (50%) 2 (33.3%) 3 (50%) 9 (39.1%) 
Male 4 (80%) 3 (50%) 4 (66.7%) 3 (50%) 14 (60.9%) 
Age, years      
Mean 30.0 33.0 24.2 35.7 30.7 
Range 21-37 20-50 18-31 28-52 18-52 
Race      

  White 3 (60%) 4 (66.7%) 4 (66.7%) 5 (83.3%) 16 (69.6%) 
  Black or African American 0 0 0 0 0 
  Asian 2 (40%) 2 (33.3%) 1 (16.7%) 1 (16.7%) 6 (26.1%) 
  American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0 1 (16.7%) 0 1 (4.3%) 
  Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander 0 0 0 0 0 
  Australian Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander 0 0 0 0 0 
  Other 0 0 0 0 0 

Ethnic Origin      
  Not Hispanic or Latino 5 (100%) 6 (100%) 5 (83.3%) 5 (83.3%) 21 (91.3%) 
  Hispanic or Latino 0 0 1 (16.7%) 1 (16.7%) 2 (8.7%) 

Weight (kg)      
Mean 83.7 68.7 68.5 85.2 76.2 
Range 53.9-111 53-99.8 50.8-87.6 70.3-101.8 50.8-111 
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Table 2: Summary of Adverse Events 

*   Occurring within 2-hours of completing nebulization; (cough, FEV1 decrease) 
** Contraceptive IUD 
  

 IN-006 30 mg 
Single dose  

(n=5) 

IN-006 90 mg 
Single dose  

(n=6) 

IN-006 90 mg 
7 daily doses  

(n=6) 

All IN-006 
(n=17) 

Placebo 
(n=6) 

Participants with any TEAE 3 (60%) 3 (50%) 4 (66.7%) 10 (58.8%) 2 (33.3%) 

Participants with nebulization- related 
TEAE* 

1 (20%) 0 1 (16.7%) 2 (11.8%) 0 

Number of TEAEs 6 5 6 17 4 
Number of participants with TEAEs by SOC and preferred term 

  Nervous system disorders 2 (40%) 1 (16.7%) 2 (33.3%) 5 (29.4%) 2 (33.3%) 
   Dizziness 0 0 2 (33.3%) 2 (11.8%) 0 
   Dysgeusia 0 1 (16.7%) 0 1 (5.9%) 0 
   Headache 2 (40%) 0 0 2 (11.8%) 2 (33.3%) 
   Presyncope 0 1 (16.7%) 0 1 (5.9%) 0 

  Respiratory, thoracic and    
  mediastinal disorders 

1 (20%) 2 (33.3%) 1 (16.7%) 4 (23.5%) 0 

   Cough 1 (20%) 0 0 1 (5.9%) 0 
   Oropharyngeal pain 0 2 (33.3%) 0 2 (11.8%) 0 
   Throat irritation 0 0 1 (16.7%) 1 (5.9%) 0 

  Musculoskeletal and   
  connective tissue disorders 

0 0 1 (16.7%) 1 (5.9%) 0 

   Pain in extremity 0 0 1 (16.7%) 1 (5.9%) 0 
  General disorders and  
  administration site conditions 

0 1 (16.7%) 0 1 (5.9%) 1 (16.7%) 

   Complication associated  
   with device** 

0 1 (16.7%) 0 1 (5.9%) 0 

   Fatigue 0 0 0 0 1 (16.7%) 
  Investigations 1 (20%) 0 1 (16.7%) 2 (11.8%) 0 

   Forced expiratory volume  
   decreased 

0 0 1 (16.7%) 1 (5.9%) 0 

   Spirometry abnormal 1 (20%) 0 0 1 (5.9%) 0 
   Transaminases increased 1 (20%) 0 0 1 (5.9%) 0 
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Table 3:  Summary of Key Intranasal PK Parameters by Cohort and Dose Day 

Cohort / 
 Dose Day  
Treatment 

Mean Intranasal Swab 
(CV%) 

C3h after dose 
[µg/g] 

AUC 
[hr*µg/g] 

SAD Cohort 1  
30 mg IN-006 single dose, n=5  

260.58 
(130%) 

3,149.01 
(129%) 

SAD Cohort 2   
90 mg IN-006 single dose, n=6 

710.17 
(128%) 

10,377.44 
(123%) 

MD Cohort 3,  Day 1 
90 mg IN-006 once daily, n=6 

921.17 
(76%) 

10,230.55 
(76%) 

C3h after dose : Concentration 3 hours after dose 
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Table 4:  Summary of Key Serum PK Parameters by Cohort and Dose Day 

Cohort 

Median 
(range) 

Mean Serum  

(%CV) 

tmax 
(hr) 

Cmax 
(ng/mL) 

AUC0-tlast 
(hr*ng/mL) 

t1/2 

(hr) 

SAD Cohort 1 
30 mg IN-006, n=5  

121.5 
(72 – 122) 

71.5 
(62%) 

19,118 
(97%) 

253‡ 
(15%) 

SAD Cohort 2  
90 mg IN-006, n=6 

118.9 
(116 – 121) 

88.9 
(56%) 

27,624 
(82%) 

292‡ 
(27%) 

MD Cohort 3 
90 mg IN-006 once daily, n=6 

188.4 

(145-216) 

580.3 

(41%) 

257,170* 

(37%) 

401.7 

(36%) 

‡ n = 2 for samples with a sufficient number of samples with detectable concentrations  
* For Cohort 3, the value of 257,170 represents the AUC calculated through tlast, to allow for direct 
comparison to Cohorts 1 and 2. However, since Cohort 3 had more quantifiable samples at later timepoints, 
we were also able to calculate AUC until the serum concentration theoretically hit zero (AUC_infinity_obs), 
which was 404,034 hr*ng/mL, with %CV of 35%. The AUC_infinity was not calculated for Cohorts 1 and 2 
because too many samples were BLQ at the later timepoints, making the estimate for the terminal phase of 
elimination less reliable (see online supplement). 
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Figure 1. INH-006-01 clinical trial (A) process flow, and (B) study structure and times of sample 
collection for pharmacokinetic evaluations. 
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Figure 2: (A) Nasal fluid concentrations in single dose cohorts. (B) Comparison of nasal concentrations 
between single dose and multiple dose cohorts at varying times after each dose. LLOQ varied by sample, 
depending on the mass of nasal fluid collected on swab. For this figure, for samples that were measured as 
BLQ, concentration was reported as the midway point between 0 and LLOQ for the purpose of calculating 
group average concentrations at each timepoint. For example, a BLQ sample with an LLOQ of 1,000 ng/mL 
was calculated at 500 ng/mL. For panel B, please refer to online supplemental figure 1 for further details and 
for an updated version of this figure in which two datapoints suspected to be swapped at the time of data 
collection (one individual in Multiple Dose 3, at 3h and 22h) were corrected. Data here in Panel B is are not 
corrected for this the suspected error. 
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Figure 3: Serum IN-006 concentrations in (A) single dose cohorts, and (B) multiple dose cohort (last 
dose administered at 144 h). Symbols plotted below the dashed LLOQ line at 25 ng/mL represent the 
number of samples in each group that were BLQ at each timepoint. 
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