Iltch-Free State in Patients With Atopic Dermatitis Treated With Ruxolitinib Cream

Presented at the

Fall Clinical Dermatology Conference
Las Vegas, NV ° October 21-24, 2021

) ¢ Cumulative incidence plots were created for time to itch NRS 0/1 * At Week 8, the proportion of patients achieving itch NRS 0/1 (average of daily NRS ® As assessed by itch NRS 0/1 or POEM, more patients achieved itch-free status at \Week 8 _
I ntrOd U Ctl on _ Alog-rank test was used for between-group comparisons measurements over the 7 days before the Week 8 visit) was significantly higher for with ruxolitinib cream vs vehicle (47.7% and 52.0% for 0.75% and 1.5% ruxolitinib cream, CO n CI usions
. . e o o . . o o _ _ . L
® The efficacy population consisted of 1208 patients (vehicle, n=244; 0.75% ruxolitinib Sstlzegn’:so/vyrl;c;;pgl%dogg§) _“:;?Ibu:;e:)m (O-757611.57) compared wifh vehicle (45.5%/51.5% re_spectlvely, Vs 23.4%; both P<0.0001; Figure 6) regardless of baseline fich score
cream, n=483; 1.5% ruxolitinib cream, n=481) e CURL TG (Figure 7)

® Atopic dermatitis (AD) is a highly pruritic, chronic, inflammatory skin disease’
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