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Abbreviations 37 

AD Atopic Dermatitis 

AE Adverse Event 

BMI Body Mass Index 

BSA Body Surface Area 

EASI Eczema Area and Severity Index 

IGA Investigator Global Assessment 

ITT Intent-to-Treat 

LS Mean Least Squared Mean 

MMRM Mixed Model Repeated Measures 

NGF Nerve Growth Factor 

NK-1 Neurokinin-1 

NRS Numerical Rating Scale 

POEM Patient-Oriented Eczema Measure 

SAE Serious Adverse Event 

SCORAD SCORing Atopic Dermatitis 

SP Substance P 

TEAE Treatment Emergent Adverse Event 

VAS Visual Analogue Scale 

vIGA-AD Validated Investigator Global Assessment for Atopic Dermatitis  

WI-NRS Worst Itch Numerical Rating Scale 

  38 
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Key Points 39 

Question: Is tradipitant, a selective neurokinin-1 receptor antagonist, efficacious and safe for improving 40 

worst itch in patients with mild to severe atopic dermatitis (AD)? 41 

Findings: In 375 mild to severe AD patients, tradipitant did not significantly improve worst itch. 42 

However, in a subgroup of 79 AD patients with mild lesion severity at baseline, tradipitant significantly 43 

improved worst itch and sleep during 8 weeks of treatment.    44 

Meaning: These data support the role of neurokinin-1 antagonism and substance P signaling in chronic 45 

pruritus related to mild AD, and further suggest tradipitant may represent a new oral systemic option 46 

for mild AD patients based on the well-tolerated safety profile and improvement in itch and sleep. 47 
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Abstract 48 

Importance: Safe oral systemic treatments are needed to treat itch associated with atopic dermatitis 49 

(AD).  50 

Objective: To examine the efficacy and safety of tradipitant, a neurokinin-1 receptor antagonist, in adults with mild 51 

to severe AD. 52 

Design, Setting, and Participants: EPIONE was a phase 3, randomized, placebo-controlled, double-blind 53 

clinical trial conducted from July 09, 2018 to December 27, 2019 at 74 US centers. Patients were adults 54 

18 years or older with worst itch rated ≥7 on the Worst Itch Numerical Rating Scale (WI-NRS) and ≥ 1% 55 

body surface area of AD involvement at screening.  56 

Interventions: Patients were randomly assigned (1:1) to twice-daily oral placebo or tradipitant (85 mg) 57 

for 8 weeks.  58 

Main Outcomes and Measures: The primary endpoint was mean improvement in WI-NRS (baseline to 59 

Week 8). Secondary endpoints included disease severity improvement measured by SCORing Atopic 60 

Dermatitis (SCORAD) index, the Eczema Area and Severity Index (EASI), and validated Investigator Global 61 

Assessment for Atopic Dermatitis (vIGA-AD
TM

).  62 

Results: 341 patients (mean [SD]: age, 41.8 [15.0] years; sex, 243 [64.8%] female) were randomly assigned to 63 

placebo (n = 187) or tradipitant (n = 188). EPIONE did not meet its primary endpoint of reduction in pruritus (LS 64 

Mean difference (95% CI), -0.2 (-0.8 to 0.4), P = 0.567). However, robust antipruritic effect was observed in 65 

patients with mild lesion severity (rated 1 or 2 by the vIGA-AD at baseline, -1.6 (-2.9 to -0.3), P = 0.015). This result 66 

was confirmed by daily diary (-2.09 (-3.31 to -0.87), P = 0.001) and observed after one full day of treatment (-0.61 67 

(-1.21 to -0.01), P = 0.0457). Treatment-emergent adverse events (TEAEs) were reported in 63 of 188 (33.5%) 68 

tradipitant patients and 43 of 187 (23.0%) placebo patients. TEAEs with > 2% incidence and twice that of placebo 69 

included diarrhea (VLY-686 = 5 (2.7%), PBO = 1 (0.5%)), fatigue (VLY-686 = 5 (2.7%), PBO = 0 (0.0%)), and 70 

worsening of AD (VLY-686 = 4 (2.1%), PBO = 1 (0.5%)). 71 
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Conclusions and Relevance: During 8 weeks of treatment, tradipitant was well-tolerated for all study participants, 72 

but did not significantly improve worst itch in the overall study population. However, in patients with mild AD at 73 

baseline, tradipitant was observed to have a large and rapid antipruritic effect. These data support the role of 74 

neurokinin-1 antagonism and substance P signaling in chronic pruritus related to mild AD. If these findings replicate in 75 

the on-going phase 3 study, EPIONE2, tradipitant may represent a promising new oral therapy for these mild AD 76 

patients.   77 

Trial Registration: Clinicaltrials.gov: NCT03568331, https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT03568331  78 
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Introduction 79 

Atopic dermatitis (AD) is a relapsing and remitting disease that affects 4.9% of the US population
1
. AD is 80 

characterized by intense pruritus that can lead to scratching and eczematous lesions that vary in extent 81 

and severity. Over 60% of AD cases are mild, characterized by slight erythema, induration, and 82 

lichenification
2,3

. Moderate to severe cases of AD are characterized by clearly perceptible erythema, 83 

induration, lichenification, oozing, cracking, flaking, and bleeding of the skin
4
. Despite the wide range of 84 

severity, the American Academy of Dermatology defines pruritus as an essential feature for all clinical 85 

diagnoses of AD, including in mild AD, where pruritus can be of high intensity
5,6

. Chronic pruritus, 86 

pruritus lasting more than 6 weeks, has been reported by 91% of AD patients
7,8

. Chronic pruritus is 87 

especially distressing, as it can disturb sleep and contribute to psychological and social morbidity
9
. 88 

The pathophysiology of AD is driven by a combination of skin barrier dysfunction, neuroinflammation, 89 

and immune system dysregulation
10,11

. Normally, the outermost layer of the skin is composed of tightly 90 

compacted lipid-protein matrices, which minimizes water loss from the body and prevents pathogen 91 

and allergen entry
11,12

. A known loss-of-function mutation in the gene Filaggrin can lead to a disruption 92 

in the integrity of these matrices
13

. Scratching induced by pruritus can physically damage the skin barrier 93 

and promote further inflammation. Activated immune cells (Th2, Th17, Th22) release a variety of 94 

cytokines and chemokines, including IL-4, IL-31, and IL-13, that activate other cells such as antigen 95 

presenting cells, dendritic cells, basophils, and mast cells to release pro-inflammatory mediators, and 96 

lead to further disturbance of epidermal differentiation and barrier damage. These molecules also 97 

mediate pruritus by acting on the sensory neurons in the skin
8
. Activated sensory fibers in the epidermis 98 

and upper dermis signal itch and burning/stinging pain, and release neuropeptides. The neuropeptides 99 

themselves can cause vasodilation, plasma extravasation, and edema. By attraction of T-cells, the 100 

neuropeptides also promote inflammation, resulting in the so-called neuroinflammation. Inflammatory 101 

responses and genetic predisposition appear to be dependent on level of lesion severity (Smieszek et al. 102 
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2020, under revision)
14,15

. Together these factors likely combine to amplify the inflammatory response 103 

and AD presentation, and contribute to the propagation of the “itch-scratch cycle”
16

.  104 

Currently, topical steroids, calcineurin inhibitors, and emollients are the most common treatments for 105 

AD
3
. Steroids target the dysregulated immune pathways, and emollients aim to address the skin barrier 106 

dysfunction
17

. Antihistamines are often used in combination with other therapies to mediate itch
3
, 107 

however as the itch associated with AD is non-histaminergic, antihistamines often have an insufficient 108 

effect on relieving pruritus
8
. More recently, direct immunomodulatory agents, such as crisaborole and 109 

dupilumab, have been developed for moderate to severe AD. Despite the availability of these therapies, 110 

over 40% of AD patients rate dissatisfaction with their current treatment plan and identify pruritus as a 111 

persistent feature of their disease, with the reduction of itch as the most important treatment goal
18,19

. 112 

Therefore, novel, well-tolerated therapies are needed to treat itch. 113 

Elevated substance P (SP) is found in both serum and lesional skin of patients with AD
8,20,21

. SP, a 114 

neuropeptide released from the activation of sensory neurons, preferentially binds to the neurokinin-1 115 

(NK-1) receptor and is a known itch mediator
8,22

. The NK-1 receptor is found on mast cells, 116 

keratinocytes, and central and peripheral nerve endings
23

. Activation of the NK-1 receptor by SP leads to 117 

intracellular second messenger signaling cascades, which control many cellular processes, including 118 

neuro-immune modulation, that may play a key role in the pathogenesis of AD
24

.  Increases in SP are 119 

known to induce secretion of pro-inflammatory mediators, such as TNF-α, IFN-γ, and IL-2
25

. SP signaling 120 

in the skin also upregulates the expression of nerve growth factor (NGF), which affects pruriception in 121 

the skin
26

. These factors may combine to neuronal hypersensitivity of sensory small fibers towards itch 122 

by reducing the threshold of cutaneous nerve fibers for pruritogens. A typical clinical sign for neuronal 123 

hypersensitivity is alloknesis (patients scratch and as a result worsen their itching). Preclinical models 124 

confirm that administration of NK-1 receptor antagonist decreased scratching behavior in mice
27

. This 125 

evidence suggests that inhibition of this signaling pathway via an NK-1 receptor antagonist may lead to 126 
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reduction of SP-induced pruritus in AD. Tradipitant (VLY-686), a novel NK-1 receptor antagonist, has the 127 

potential to reduce itch related to AD through inhibition of SP-mediated itch signaling.  128 

A previous phase 2 study (Study 2102) was conducted at 28 centers in the US
28

. Study 2102 129 

demonstrated that eight weeks of tradipitant treatment improved worst itch and disease severity. These 130 

results led to the design of the phase 3 study, EPIONE, studying tradipitant treatment in 375 patients 131 

with chronic pruritus associated with AD. The results of EPIONE are presented here as an 8-week, 132 

placebo-controlled study to determine the efficacy and safety of twice-daily tradipitant administration in 133 

reduction of chronic pruritus in patients with AD.   134 
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Methods 135 

Study design 136 

EPIONE was a randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled phase 3 study and was approved by human 137 

research ethics committees at all participating institutions. Participants provided written informed 138 

consent and were provided a copy of the signed consent form before any screening procedures 139 

occurred. The study was conducted across 74 sites in the United States, from July 09, 2018 to December 140 

27, 2019. Participants were randomly assigned to tradipitant (85 mg) or matched placebo, which was 141 

taken orally twice-daily (morning and evening) for 8 weeks. No participants (investigators, study staff, 142 

patients) knew the treatment assignment, and blinding was maintained throughout the study through 143 

database lock.  144 

 145 

This study had two phases: the screening phase and the evaluation phase. The screening phase 146 

consisted of an initial visit to evaluate eligibility, followed by a wash-out period lasting 14 to 45 days. 147 

Participants completed a daily diary throughout this washout period. Participants meeting all eligibility 148 

criteria were randomized at the baseline visit and were dispensed study medication. Participants were 149 

randomized (1:1) using an automated interactive web response system. Participants who did not meet 150 

eligibility criteria were considered screen failures. During the evaluation phase, patients returned to the 151 

clinic for four additional study visits where safety and efficacy assessments were performed.  152 

Participants 153 

Participants were men and women aged between 18 and 70 years, with chronic pruritus related to AD 154 

that was refractory to treatment by patient history, pruritus intensity rated by the Worst Itch Numerical 155 

Rating Scale (WI-NRS) diary average score of 7 or greater, and ≥ 1% body surface area of AD 156 

involvement.  157 
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Assessments and Outcomes 158 

Itch was assessed by the patient by WI-NRS during the study visits. Responses were measured by an 11-159 

point numeric scale with 0 being “No Itching” and 10 being “Worst Itch Imaginable”. Disease severity 160 

was assessed by the investigators utilizing the SCORing Atopic Dermatitis (SCORAD) index
29

, the Eczema 161 

Area and Severity Index (EASI)
30

, and the validated Investigator Global Assessment for Atopic Dermatitis 162 

(vIGA-AD
TM

). Sleep disturbance was measured by daily diary 11-point numerical rating scale (NRS) with 0 163 

being “No Sleep Disruption” and 10 being “Very Severe Sleep Disruption”, 100 mm SCORAD visual 164 

analogue scale (VAS), and the Patient-Oriented Eczema Measure (POEM)
31

. 165 

The primary objective was to evaluate the efficacy of tradipitant in reducing worst itch as measured by 166 

WI-NRS at Week 8. Secondary objectives included evaluating the response rate of ≥ 4 points on WI-NRS, 167 

improvement in disease severity by vIGA-AD, SCORAD, and EASI, improvement in sleep, and to explore 168 

the safety and efficacy of multiple oral doses of tradipitant.  169 

Safety assessments included the regular monitoring and recording of all adverse events (AEs) and 170 

serious adverse events (SAEs); monitoring of hematology, serum chemistry, and urinalysis values, vital 171 

signs, body measurements, and suicidal ideation and behavior; and the performance of physical 172 

examinations and ECGs. 173 

 174 

Statistical analyses 175 

375 participants were enrolled in EPIONE. This sample size was determined based on previous historical 176 

data. Statistical analyses were performed using two-sided tests; significance was considered at P ≤ 0.05. 177 

The intent-to-treat (ITT) population was defined as all individuals randomized into the study who 178 

received a dose of study drug and completed at least one post-baseline efficacy measurement while on 179 
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study medication. The primary analysis for efficacy used mixed model repeated measures (MMRM) 180 

analysis. The responder analysis was based on a two-sided Fisher’s Exact Test. All analyses and 181 

tabulations were performed using SAS®.  182 

Role of funding source 183 

The sponsor designed the study. All authors, including those representing the sponsor, contributed to 184 

data interpretation and writing of the report. All authors had final responsibility for the decision to 185 

submit for publication.  186 
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Results 187 

EPIONE screened 1015 individuals and enrolled 375 patients meeting the inclusion criteria, with 286 188 

patients completing the study (Figure 1). The ITT population consisted of 341 patients (VLY-686 = 171, 189 

PBO = 170). There were no significant differences across treatment groups in baseline demographics and 190 

disease severity (Table I). 191 

Although there was a numerical benefit in the tradipitant group over placebo, EPIONE did not meet the 192 

primary endpoint of reduction in pruritus across the overall study population. Specifically, at Week 8, 193 

tradipitant and placebo patients both demonstrated significant and meaningful improvement in pruritus 194 

from baseline, but while the tradipitant magnitude of improvement was greater than that of placebo, 195 

the difference between treatment groups was not statistically significant (Table II, -0.2 (-0.8 to 0.4), P = 196 

0.567). A significant interaction was observed between baseline disease severity (as defined by vIGA-AD 197 

score 0-4) and treatment (P < 0.001). This suggests that study participants with different baseline 198 

disease severities experienced different treatment outcomes. When adjusting for baseline disease 199 

severity and treatment in the ITT population, a significantly larger improvement in WI-NRS was seen in 200 

tradipitant-treated patients at Week 8 (Table II, -1.1 (-2.0 to -0.2), P = 0.022). 201 

A subgroup analysis showed that patients with mild disease severity (baseline vIGA-AD 1 or 2, n = 79; 202 

VLY-686 = 40, PBO = 39) had a significantly greater itch improvement when comparing tradipitant to 203 

placebo (-1.6 (-2.9 to -0.3), P = 0.015). Similar effects were seen throughout the treatment period at all 204 

post-randomization visits (Weeks 2, 4, 6, and 8) (Figure 2 and 3a). This treatment response in mild AD 205 

was confirmed by patient-reported daily diary worst itch improvement (Table II, -2.09 (-3.31 to -0.87), P = 206 

0.001). Importantly, significant improvement in pruritus was observed after one day of tradipitant 207 

treatment (Figure 3b, -0.61 (-1.21 to -0.01), P = 0.0457). Two to four point improvement on the WI-NRS 208 

scale is considered clinically meaningful
32

. After eight weeks of treatment, 72.5% of tradipitant-treated 209 
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patients achieved a reduction of 4 points or greater compared to 33.3% of placebo-treated patients 210 

(Figure 3e, 39.2 (18.9 to 59.4), P < 0.001).  211 

Consistent with improvement on WI-NRS, mild AD patients also showed statistically significant 212 

improvement on the subjective SCORAD subscale relative to placebo (Table II, -3.02 (-5.37 to -0.66), P = 213 

0.013). However, overall disease severity improvement was not seen in mild AD patients as measured by 214 

SCORAD (-4.09 (-11.07 to 2.89), P = 0.247) and EASI (-0.57 (-1.70 to 0.57), P = 0.321). In a responder 215 

analysis, 55% of tradipitant-treated patients saw their SCORAD reduced by at least half throughout the 8 216 

weeks of treatment compared to 30.8% for those on placebo (Figure 3e, 24.2 (3.1 to 45.4), P = 0.041). 217 

In addition to robust improvement in itch, improvement in nighttime sleep was also observed in mild 218 

AD. Mild AD patients experienced significant improvement in sleep as measured by the SCORAD VAS for 219 

average sleep disturbance over the last 72 hours after 8 weeks of tradipitant treatment (Table II, -1.46 (-220 

2.60 to -0.32) P = 0.013). This improvement was confirmed by daily diary Sleep NRS (-1.14 (-2.3, 0.02), P 221 

= 0.053) and POEM sleep disturbance (-0.7 (-1.3 to -0.2), P = 0.009). A similar pattern was observed in 222 

SCORAD throughout the study (Figure 3c, Week 2 [-1.37 (-2.14, -0.61), P < 0.001] Week 4 [-2.01 (-3.04, -223 

0.99) P < 0.001]; Week 6 [-1.62 (-2.72, -0.53), P = 0.004]). Statistically significant improvement in sleep 224 

was seen after two full days of tradipitant treatment (Figure 3d, -0.88 (-1.58, -0.18), P = 0.0147). 225 

The most frequent treatment emergent adverse events (TEAEs) were mild to moderate. There were no 226 

common TEAEs identified in the treatment arm as defined by > 5% incidence. TEAEs with > 2% incidence 227 

and twice that of placebo included diarrhea, fatigue, and worsening of AD. Severe TEAEs were reported 228 

in 5 patients, but were all determined to be unrelated to the study drug. No deaths were reported in the 229 

study.   230 
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Discussion 231 

In EPIONE, daily treatment of tradipitant for 8 weeks did not meet the primary endpoint of reduction in 232 

pruritus across the overall study population of patients with chronic pruritus related to AD, which 233 

included mild (23%), moderate (64%), and severe (13%) AD. However, tradipitant treatment resulted in 234 

a clinically meaningful reduction in patient reported worst itch and sleep disturbance in the mild AD 235 

study population. Statistically significant improvement was seen after a single day of treatment for itch 236 

and two days of treatment for sleep. Mild AD represents over 60% of the total AD population in the US
2
, 237 

thus this study potentially addresses a highly unmet need of treating pruritus for a large portion of AD 238 

patients that suffer from significant pruritus and sleep disturbance despite their mild lesions. 239 

It is possible that the immediate and robust improvements observed in the mild AD subgroup were seen 240 

not only because of different levels of cutaneous inflammation but also because of distinct AD 241 

endotypes that are currently being defined for AD based on age, race, inflammatory, and genetic 242 

profiles
14,15

. We can confirm this hypothesis as Smieszek et al. (2020) showed that EPIONE patients with 243 

baseline IGA of 1,2 (mild) versus 3,4 (moderate to severe) have different sets of causative factors and 244 

courses, including different clinical manifestations, molecular levels, and genetic associations. The 245 

concept of different endotypes in AD underlines the need for targeted therapeutics in different AD 246 

disease types
14,15

. 247 

Additionally, it is known that AD skin is enriched with hypersensitive sensory nerves that secrete 248 

elevated levels of SP
25

. These elevated levels of SP signal transmission of itch from peripheral nerves 249 

through the dorsal root ganglion to the brain where itch is perceived
8
. However, there are plenty of 250 

other itch mediators in AD including NGF, IL-2, IL-4, IL-13, and IL-31
8
. It is possible that in mild AD 251 

neuronal hypersensitivity and neuronal factors such as SP are the predominant pruriceptive 252 

mechanisms, while in moderate to severe AD immune mechanisms including interleukin release 253 
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predominate and/or dilute the importance of SP signaling. As more pruritic factors propagate itch, the 254 

less efficacious a targeted therapy to reduce SP signaling may become. This may explain some of the 255 

effect observed in the overall study population in EPIONE. 256 

Itch in AD is often worse at night
33

. Disturbed sleep has been reported in 33-81% of AD patients and is a 257 

major factor leading to impaired quality of life, and thus is a high unmet medical need
34

. After 258 

tradipitant treatment, improvement in sleep in mild AD patients was observed across three patient 259 

reported assessments, objective SCORAD VAS, daily diary, and POEM. Statistically significant 260 

improvement was seen after two days of treatment. Further study is needed to understand the minimal 261 

clinically important difference for these assessments to determine overall impact on quality of life. 262 

However, these results suggest that tradipitant can improve quality of life through the reduction of 263 

sleep disturbance. 264 

Tradipitant may represent a new oral systemic option for mild AD patients based on the well-tolerated 265 

safety profile and immediate robust improvement in itch and sleep. Future studies are needed to 266 

confirm these efficacy results and refine treatment recommendations for AD patients who despite 267 

having mild lesions experience significant pruritus.  268 
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Figure Legend  367 

Figure 1. EPIONE Profile and Design.  368 

 369 

Figure 2. Worst Itch NRS Change by Week. Mild atopic dermatitis patients have greater improvement in 370 

worst itch after tradipitant-treatment. Forest plots of the analysis of ITT and IGA 1,2 WI-NRS change by 371 

week. Plotted as LS Mean Difference and 95% CI after tradipitant or placebo treatment.  372 

 373 

Figure 3. Tradipitant-treatment Improves Itch and Sleep in Mild Atopic Dermatitis. A. Tradipitant-374 

treatment improved worst itch in mild AD. B. Improvement in itch was observed after one full day of 375 

tradipitant treatment. C. Tradipitant-treatment improved sleep disturbance in mild AD. D. Improvement 376 

in sleep was seen after two full days of tradipitant treatment. E. A greater proportion of mild AD patients 377 

achieved success of four points or greater on WI-NRS and at least a 50% improvement on SCORAD. A-D. 378 

P values are from MMRM analysis. E. P values are from Fisher’s exact test. *P < 0.05  379 
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Table Legend  380 

Table I. Baseline Demographic and Clinical Characteristics. Data are in mean (SD) or number (%). 381 

BMI=body mass index, NRS=numerical rating scale, SCORAD=SCORing Atopic Dermatitis index, 382 

EASI=Eczema Area and Severity Index, vIGA-AD=validated Investigator Global Assessment for Atopic 383 

Dermatitis, BSA=body surface area ^VLY-686 n = 166, PBO n = 166, Overall N = 322 384 

 385 

Table II. Efficacy Measures at Week 8. 
1
P values are from MMRM analysis. 

^
ITT n = 341, VLY-686 n = 171, 386 

PBO n = 170. 
#
IGA ≤ 2 n = 79, VLY-686 n = 40, PBO n = 39  387 
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Table 1. Baseline Demographic and Clinical Characteristics. 388 

 

Placebo 

n = 170 

Tradipitant 

n = 171 

Overall 

N = 341 

Age, mean (SD) 41.9 (15.5) 41.4 (15.2) 41.6 (15.3) 

Male, n (%) 60 (35.3) 58 (33.9) 118 (34.6) 

Ethnic origin, n (%) 

White 115 (67.6) 113 (66.1) 228 (66.9) 

Black 38 (22.4) 45 (26.3) 83 (24.3) 

Asian 10 (5.9) 9 (5.3) 19 (5.6) 

Other 7 (4.1) 4 (2.3) 11 (3.2) 

BMI (kg/m2) 28.4 (5.0) 28.0 (5.3) 28.2 (5.2) 

Worst Itch-NRS 8.1 (1.3) 8.2 (1.2) 8.2 (1.3) 

BSA 14.38 (17.2) 14.05 (17.4) 14.21 (17.2) 

SCORAD  51.31 (14.2) 49.7 (14.7) 50.5 (14.5) 

EASI 10.62 (10.0) 10.47 (10.9) 10.54 (10.4) 

vIGA-AD, n (%) 

Almost Clear (1) 0 (0) 2 (1.2) 2 (0.6) 

Mild (2) 39 (22.9) 38 (22.2) 77 (22.6) 

Moderate (3) 105 (61.8) 113 (66.1) 218 (63.9) 

Severe (4) 26 (15.3) 18 (10.5) 44 (12.9) 

Eosinophil Count (10
9
/L) 0.24 (0.2) 0.27 (0.3) 0.25 (0.2) 

FLG LOF^ 28 (16.9) 23 (13.9) 51 (15.4) 
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Table 2. Efficacy Measures at Week 8. 390 

Endpoints
1

 Tradipitant Placebo Difference P value 

Itch Outcomes 

WI-NRS^ -3.61 -3.43 0.18 0.5667 

WI-NRS Adjusting for IGA Severity^ -4.36 -3.28 1.08 0.0217 

WI-NRS
#

 -4.74 -3.14 1.60 0.0152 

Diary WI-NRS
#

 -4.23 -2.14 2.09 0.0010 

Disease Outcomes 

SCORAD Total
#

 -18.92 -14.83 -4.09 0.2466 

Objective SCORAD
#

 -9.94 -9.22 -0.72 0.7955 

Subjective SCORAD
#

 -8.81 -5.79 -3.02 0.0127 

EASI Total
#

 -2.19 -1.62 -0.57 0.3210 

Sleep Outcomes 

SCORAD Sleep Disturbance
#

 -4.09 -2.63 -1.46 0.0131 

Diary Sleep Disturbance
#

 -3.12 -1.98 -1.14 0.0534 

POEM Sleep Disturbance
#

 -1.66 -0.9 -0.72 0.0086 

 391 
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