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Abstract

Repository corticotropin injection (RCl; Acthar Gel) is a naturally sourced complex mixture of adrenocorticotropic
hormone (ACTH) analogs and other pituitary peptides. This phase |, single-center, open-label, randomized parallel study
directly compared the pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamics of RCl and synthetic ACTH,.,4 depot. Methylpred-
nisolone was included to estimate the steroidogenic exposure of RCl and synthetic ACTH,_ 4 depot when used to treat
nephrotic syndrome. A total of 48 healthy subjects aged 18 to 50 years were randomly assigned I:1:l to RCI (80 1U
subcutaneously twice weekly on study days | and 4), synthetic ACTH,.,4 depot (I mg subcutaneously twice weekly
on study days | and 4), or methylprednisolone (32 mg orally once daily on study days | through 6). After 2 doses, RCI
induced about 5-fold lower free cortisol exposure and an estimated 4-fold lower steroidogenic exposure than synthetic
ACTH) .54 depot. The lower endogenous cortisol response of RCl was achieved despite higher observed mean plasma
concentrations of N25-deamidated porcine ACTH, .39 (the pharmacokinetic marker for RCI) than of ACTH 4. The
different pharmacodynamic properties demonstrated by RCI and synthetic ACTH| ;4 depot in this study suggest that
these products in the ACTH class are not interchangeable.
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Inflammatory disorders lead to debilitating tissue
damage, causing significant morbidity and impaired
quality of life.! Patients with these disorders demon-
strate variable responses to standard-of-care treat-
ments, which include nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory
drugs, biologics, disease-modifying therapies, and
immunosuppressants.> Corticosteroids are used for
short-term management of disease flares or as second-
line alternatives for inflammation.’

Corticosteroids mimic the activity of endogenous
cortisol, affecting most metabolic processes in the
body.>* As a result, corticosteroids have extensive ad-
verse effects that include changes in blood pressure
and blood glucose, electrolyte disturbances, edema,
poor wound healing, muscle wasting, osteoporosis,
immunosuppression, thromboembolism, and drug-
related Cushing syndrome.>> About 30% of patients
who use corticosteroids will become resistant to their
efficacy as a result of prolonged treatment or dis-
ease progression.®’ Thus, alternative therapies that

promote an anti-inflammatory response while minimiz-
ing changes in cortisol exposure are needed, particu-
larly for patients in whom there is a poor clinical re-
sponse to corticosteroids or those who are unable to
tolerate their side effects.
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Repository corticotropin injection (RCI; Acthar
Gel) has demonstrated therapeutic benefit for per-
sistent inflammatory disorders and other conditions
that have exhibited an inadequate response to corti-
costeroids and standard-of-care treatments.® '® RCI is
approved by the US Food and Drug Administration for
the treatment of infantile spasms and various allergic,
autoimmune, inflammatory, and rheumatic diseases.
Historically, the anti-inflammatory effects of RCI were
thought to be due to its induction of endogenous
cortisol through activation of melanocortin receptor
2 (MC2R) in the adrenal cortex; accordingly, RCI
is often mistaken for adrenocorticotropic hormone
(ACTH). However, results of preclinical studies sug-
gest that RCI also induces a direct immunomodulatory
effect, independent of endogenous cortisol produc-
tion, by engaging MCRs 1, 3, 4, and 5 on immune
cells.1923

Various ACTH analogs have been shown to ex-
hibit unique binding and functional activity at each
MCR,> > which may have distinct effects on endoge-
nous cortisol production and immunologic responses.
The purpose of the current study was to character-
ize the differences in cortisol production and to esti-
mate the steroidogenic exposure of RCI and synthetic
ACTH 4 depot. RCI is a naturally sourced complex
mixture of ACTH analogs and other pituitary peptides
that is solubilized in 16% gelatin to yield a prolonged-
release formulation. A major component of the for-
mulated complex mixture is N-25 deamidated (N25D)
porcine ACTH_39. Synthetic ACTH o4 depot is a long-
acting suspension that contains the first 24 amino acids
of the full-length ACTH|_39 and is complexed with zinc
to prolong its release. Synthetic ACTH/.,4 depot is an
investigational drug that is similar to Synacthen De-
pot, a product used therapeutically in other countries.
Results of previous studies have suggested that RCI
has less functional activity at MC2R?} and induces a
lower level of endogenous cortisol production than syn-
thetic ACTH ., depot after a single dose.’>?’ An in-
direct comparison of 2 independent pharmacokinetic
(PK) and pharmacodynamic (PD) studies of RCI and
synthetic ACTH o4 depot used a model-based simula-
tion to compare clinically relevant doses of each drug
and found that RCI induced lower cortisol exposure
and had a lower steroidogenic exposure than synthetic
ACTH), .4 depot.”’ To further assess these findings, we
conducted a direct head-to-head comparison study us-
ing RCI and synthetic ACTH,.,4 depot as reported in
this article.

The current study is the first to report a direct
comparison of clinically relevant doses (used for
nephrotic syndrome) of RCI and synthetic ACTH 4
depot that assesses the differences in their cortisol
production and estimated steroidogenic exposure. Oral

doses of methylprednisolone used for nephrotic syn-
drome were used to estimate the steroidal equivalent
doses of RCI and synthetic ACTH|.,4 depot. This
study also characterized the PK and safety of each
drug.

Methods
Study Objectives

The objectives of this study were as follows: to assess
the PK of RCI, synthetic ACTH|.,4 depot, and methyl-
prednisolone; to compare the PD of RCI with synthetic
ACTH .4 depot; to estimate prednisone-equivalent
doses of RCI and synthetic ACTH/.»4 depot; and to
assess the safety of RCI, synthetic ACTH, 4 depot,
and methylprednisolone.

Subjects

The study was conducted at PRA Health Sciences, Inc.
(Salt Lake City, Utah). The study protocol and in-
formed consent forms were reviewed and approved by
Midlands Independent Review Board (Overland Park,
Kansas) before any subjects provided consent. Subjects
gave written informed consent before the initiation of
study procedures. The study complied with local and
federal regulations and with ethical guidelines outlined
in the Declaration of Helsinki.

Healthy subjects were included if they were aged 18
to 50 years at the screening visit; weighed >50 kg at
the screening and check-in visits; had a body mass in-
dex >18.5 and <30 kg/m2 at the screening and check-
in visits; and were healthy as determined by medical
history, physical examination, and clinical laboratory
measurements. Subjects were excluded if they had a
history of adverse or allergic reactions to any study
drug or similar products; used prescription or over-
the-counter oral, injected, inhaled, or topical cortico-
steroids within 30 days of the screening visit; recently
donated or received blood products; had major surgery
within 3 months or serious illness requiring hospitaliza-
tion within 6 months of the check-in visit; had current
or recent cardiovascular, endocrine, gastrointestinal,
hematologic, hepatic, immunologic, infectious, muscu-
loskeletal, neurologic, psychiatric, pulmonary, or renal
disorders; or had current or recent alcohol, drug, or
nicotine abuse.

Study Design

This phase 1, single-center, open-label, randomized,
parallel group study assigned 48 subjects to 1 of 3 study
drugs (Figure 1): 16 subjects received RCI 80 TU sub-
cutancously (SC) twice weekly on study days 1 and 4;
16 subjects received synthetic ACTH .4 depot 1 mg SC
twice weekly on study days 1 and 4; and 16 subjects
received oral methylprednisolone 32 mg (two 16-mg
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Figure I. Study design. ACTH).,4, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; RCl, repository corticotropin injection.

tablets) once daily on study days 1 through 6. All sub-
jects completed the study. Baseline demographics were
collected during the screening period between study day
—28 and day —3. Subjects remained at the clinic from
2 days before the first dose of the study drug (day —2)
until study day 8.

Oral methylprednisolone is a corticosteroid com-
monly used for the treatment of inflammatory disorders
such as nephrotic syndrome.”® Methylprednisolone was
included in this study to determine its steroidogenic ex-
posure and for estimation of the prednisone dose equiv-
alence of RCI and synthetic ACTH,.,4 depot when used
at clinically relevant doses. Therefore, the dosing reg-
imens for RCI and methylprednisolone in this study
were chosen to match the typical maintenance doses for
each drug when used to treat nephrotic syndrome.®!%?8
The dosing regimen for synthetic ACTH.,4 depot was
chosen to match the maintenance dose of the Synac-
then Depot product used outside of the United States
for nephrotic syndrome.”®

Analytical Methods

Serum samples for total cortisol and plasma sam-
ples for free cortisol, total methylprednisolone, free
methylprednisolone, and ACTH,.,4 were analyzed by
Syneos Health (Quebec City, Quebec, Canada); plasma
samples for N25D porcine ACTH| 39 were analyzed
by QPS Netherlands BV (Groningen, Netherlands).
Concentrations for all analytes were determined using
liquid chromatography—tandem mass spectrometry
methods that were validated according to the US Food
and Drug Administration Bioanalytical Method Vali-
dation Guidance (May 2018). Details of the validated
bioanalytical methods for all analytes can be found in
the Supplemental Information.

Pharmacokinetic Analyses

Serial whole blood samples were drawn from each sub-
ject over 24 hours after RCI, synthetic ACTH.»4 de-
pot, and methylprednisolone administration on study
day 1 and day 4 for determination of plasma concentra-
tions of N25D porcine ACTH_39 (a major component
of the complex mixture of RCI), ACTH.»4, and total
and free methylprednisolone, respectively. All subjects

whose PK profile contained at least 4 consecutive quan-
tifiable concentrations were included in the PK popu-
lation. Further details regarding PK analyses for all 3
study drugs can be found in the Supplemental Informa-
tion.

Pharmacodynamic Analyses

Plasma Free and Serum Total Cortisol. Whole blood
samples were drawn from each subject at predefined
time points after RCI, synthetic ACTH;,4 depot,
and methylprednisolone administration and were
time-matched on study day —1, day 1, and day 4 for
determination of plasma free and serum total cor-
tisol concentrations. All subjects whose PD profile
contained at least 4 consecutive quantifiable concen-
trations of total and free cortisol on both day —1 and
day 1 were included in the PD population.

The following PD parameters for plasma free
and serum total cortisol were estimated for RCI
and synthetic ACTH,4 depot: maximum effect at
24 hours and 48 hours (Epaux4 and Epaxas, respec-
tiVGIY); time to Emax24 and Emax48 (TEmax24 and TEmax4Sa
respectively); area under the effect curve for the
concentration-time profile from time zero to 24 hours
and to 48 hours (AUEC,4 and AUECg, respectively);
and baseline-corrected values for each (E;.x24[BA],
Emax48[BA]: TEmax24[BA]a TEmax48[BA]: AUEC24[BA]9
and AUECg[BA], respectively). AUECxu[BA] and
AUECg[BA] for day 1 and day 4 were calculated by
subtracting the AUEC,4 and AUEC,g on day —1 from
the respective day 1 and day 4 estimates for each study
drug. AUEC,4[BA] and AUECg[BA] for serum total
and plasma free cortisol after administration of syn-
thetic ACTH |54 depot were compared to AUECy,[BA]
and AUEC4s[BA] for total and free cortisol after ad-
ministration of RCI, respectively.

PD parameters were estimated using actual blood
collection times by noncompartmental methods using
Phoenix WinNonlin 8.1 (Certara USA, Inc., Princeton,
New Jersey). AUEC,4 and AUEC,g were calculated us-
ing the linear trapezoidal with linear interpolation rule.

Steroidogenic Exposure. Whole blood samples were
drawn from each subject at predefined time points over
24 hours after oral methylprednisolone administration
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on study days 1 and 4 for determination of plasma total
and free methylprednisolone concentrations. All sub-
jects who were in both the PK and PD populations were
included in the steroidogenic exposure population.

Because oral methylprednisolone is known to sup-
press endogenous cortisol production,”” PD param-
eters for serum total and plasma free cortisol after
administration of methylprednisolone were not calcu-
lated. Instead, the steroidogenic concentration (CSG)
of methylprednisolone was estimated. As a corticos-
teroid, methylprednisolone exhibits systemic action
similar to cortisol; therefore, the CSG of methylpred-
nisolone took into account the effects arising from
endogenous cortisol (Conccyisol)) and from methyl-
prednisolone itself. Additionally, methylprednisolone
is considered 5 times more potent than cortisol (ie,
every 1 mg of methylprednisolone is equivalent to
5 mg of cortisol).* Therefore, a conversion factor of
5 was applied to the methylprednisolone concentration
(Concypp).** The following equation was used to esti-
mate the CSG of methylprednisolone:

CSG = (5 X COI’ICMPD) + Conccopisol

CSG was used to estimate the following PD parame-
ters for the steroidogenic concentration of plasma total
and free methylprednisolone: maximum observed effect
for the CSG concentration-time profile (EyaxsG), time
of EnaxsGg (Tmaxsg), and area under the effect curve
for the CSG concentration-time profile from time 0 to
24 hours (AUECy4si). Baseline-corrected AUECy4s5G
(AUECy4sG[BA]) was calculated by subtracting the
baseline (day —1) cortisol concentrations from the
time-matched day 1 CSG.

Estimated Prednisone-Equivalent Doses. To estimate the
prednisone equivalence of the studied doses of RCI and
synthetic ACTH .4 depot, we multiplied the plasma
free cortisol AUEC4[BA] on day 4 for RCI and syn-
thetic ACTH,.,4 depot by 2 (the number of weekly
doses of each drug).

This value was divided by the free cortisol
AUECy4s56[BA] on day 4 for 32 mg of methylpred-
nisolone, then multiplied by the dose of methylpred-
nisolone (32 mg). The prednisone-equivalent dose was
then calculated by multiplying this value by 1.25 (ie,
every 1 mg of methylprednisolone is equivalent to
1.25 mg of prednisone) as provided in the equation
below:

Prednisone-equivalent dose =
[(Day 4 free cortisol AUEC,, [BA] x 2)/
(Day 4 free cortisol AUEC,,56[BA])] x 32 mg x 1.25

Safety Analyses

All subjects who received at least 1 dose of the study
drug were in the safety population. Safety was as-
sessed via adverse events (AEs), treatment-emergent
AEs (TEAEs; events that occurred after the first dose
of study drug and through study completion), serious
TEAEs (TESAESs), physical examinations, vital signs,
12-lead electrocardiograms, and clinical laboratory test
findings collected throughout the study.

Statistical Analyses

All PK parameters, PD parameters, and safety results
were summarized descriptively. For plasma free and
serum total cortisol exposure, the changes from base-
line in AUEC,4 and AUEC,g after administration of
RCI and synthetic ACTH ;.4 depot were compared us-
ing an analysis of variance. The analysis of variance
model, with study drug as a fixed effect and subject as
a random effect, was performed on days | and 4 for
AUEC,[BA] and AUEC,s[BA] after natural log (In)
transformation. The results were back-transformed to
the original scale. The ratio (percentage) of geometric
least squares means, corresponding 90% confidence in-
tervals, and P values are presented.

Results

Subjects

Baseline subject demographics are presented in Table 1.
Subjects were predominantly men (75.0%) and White
(83.3%) and were not of Hispanic or Latino ethnicity
(83.3%). The mean age, body weight, and body mass
index were similar among the 3 study drug groups.

Pharmacokinetics

N-25 deamidated porcine ACTH,.39. Plasma N25D
porcine ACTH, 39, a major component in the com-
plex mixture of RCI, was utilized as the plasma
marker. Mean plasma N25D porcine ACTH /.39 con-
centrations increased rapidly following SC injection,
with the mean peak N25D porcine ACTH; .39 con-
centration occurring at 1 hour after the first dose
(Figure 2). On day 4, the mean peak plasma N25D
porcine ACTH .39 concentration occurred at 1 hour
and was slightly lower than that observed on day 1.

The estimated PK parameters for plasma N25D
porcine ACTH .39 are provided in Table 2. After SC
administration of RCI to healthy subjects, N25D
porcine ACTH|_39 was absorbed rapidly from the injec-
tion site with a median time to maximum concentration
tmax Of 2.0 hours and 1.1 hours after single and multiple
dosing, respectively. The terminal elimination half-life
(t%) could not be calculated for 6 subjects on day 1 and
for 9 subjects on day 4, as 3 consecutive quantifiable
concentrations were not observed after the peak
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Table 1. Baseline” Subject Demographics

Synthetic ACTH| .54 Methylprednisolone

RCI 80 IU SC Depot 1 mg SC Tablets 32 mg
Twice Weekly Twice Weekly Orally Daily
n=16 n=16 n=16
Age,y, mean (SD) 29.1 (5.5) 25.9 (4.7) 27.9 (6.2)
Sex, n (%)
Female 3 (18.8) 3(18.3) 6 (37.5)
Male 13 (81.3) 13 (81.3) 10 (62.5)
Race, n (%)
American Indian or Alaska Native 2 (12.5) 0 1 (6.3)
Asian 1 (6.3) 0 0
Black or African American 1(6.3) 1(6.3) 1(6.3)
White 12 (75.0) 14 (87.5) 14 (87.5)
Other 0 1(6.3) 0
Ethnicity, n (%)
Hispanic or Latino 3 (18.8) 4 (25.0) 1(6.3)
Not Hispanic or Latino 13 (81.3) 12 (75.0) 15 (93.8)
Weight, kg, mean (SD) 749 (9.7) 77.6 (12.6) 78.7 (15.2)
BMI, kg/m?, mean (SD) 24.1 (2.4) 244 (3.1) 25.1 (2.9)

ACTH]|.24, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; BMI, body mass index; RCI, repository corticotropin injection; SC, subcutaneous;

SD, standard deviation.

*Collected during the screening period between study day —28 and day —3.
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Figure 2. Mean (SEM) plasma N25D porcine ACTH,_ 35 concentration-time profile on study days | and 4 using a linear scale (left)
and a semilogarithmic scale (right). ACTH, 3, the first 39 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; N25D, N-25 deamidated;

SEM, standard error of the mean.

concentration. The mean ts for N25D porcine
ACTH,39 following single- and multiple-dose ad-
ministration was 2.6 hours and 3.4 hours, respectively.
As quantifiable plasma N25D porcine ACTH | 39 con-
centrations were not observed after 12 hours on days 1
and 4, area under the plasma concentration-time curve
from 0 to 24 hours (AUC.»4) and relative AUC from 0
to 24 hours (RAUC.»4) were not estimated; AUC_ .
was reported instead of AUC o4 for day 4.

Adrenocorticotropic hormone ;4. Mean plasma
ACTH,.,4 concentrations increased rapidly follow-
ing SC injection, with peak concentration occurring
at 15 minutes after dosing (Figure 3). The mean peak
plasma ACTH,_»4 concentration on day 4 occurred at
15 minutes and was slightly lower than the mean peak
ACTH, 4 concentration observed on day 1.

The plasma PK parameters that were estimated
for ACTH,,4 are provided in Table 3. After SC
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Figure 3. Mean (SEM) plasma ACTH,.,4 concentration-time profile on study days | and 4 using a linear scale (left) and a semiloga-
rithmic scale (right). ACTH, 4, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; SEM, standard error of the mean.

Table 2. Mean (SD)’ N25D porcine ACTH .39 Plasma Pharma-
cokinetic Parameters After Twice-Weekly Administration of RCI
80 IU SC, Study Day 1 and Day 4’

Table 3. Mean (SD)a ACTH 4 Plasma Pharmacokinetic Param-
eters After Twice-Weekly Administration of Synthetic ACTH .4
Depot 1 mg SC, Study Day 1 and Day s

PK Parameter, Unit Day 1 Day 4 PK Parameter, Unit Day 1 Day 4
Crnax, pg/mL n=16 n=16 Cinax, pg/mL n=13 n=13
293.0 (401.0) 203.0 (327.0) 103.0 (103.0) 86.1 (75.0)
Tmaxs N n=16 n=16 Emax> N n=13 n=13
2.0 (0.3-8.0) 1.1 (0.3-4.0) 0.3 (0.3-6.0) 0.3 (0.3-4.0)
t%,h n=10 n=7 AUC 5t, pg * h/mL n=13 n=13
2.6 (0.6) 3.4 (0.6) 259 (231) 227 (184)
AUCo1z5t, pg * h/mL h =16 n=16 ACTH| .24, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone;
797 (396) 722 (440) AUC_ast, area under the concentration-time curve from time 0 to the
AUCqir, pg * h/mL n=10 NA time of the last quantifiable concentration; Cpax, observed peak plasma
1020 (406) concentration; NA, not applicable; PK, pharmacokinetic; SC, subcuta-

ACTH) 39, the first 39 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone;
AUC.inf, area under the concentration-time curve from time 0 to in-
finity; AUCq_jas¢, area under the concentration-time curve from time 0
to the time of the last quantifiable concentration; Cpax, observed peak
plasma concentration; N25D, N-25 deamidated; NA, not applicable; PK,
pharmacokinetic; RCl, repository corticotropin injection; SC, subcuta-
neously; SD, standard deviation; t%, terminal elimination half-life; Tax,

time of maximum observed plasma concentration.
:Tmax is presented as median (minimum-maximum).

PK parameters were estimated for subjects who had at least 4 consec-
utive quantifiable plasma concentrations for N25D porcine ACTHj.39.

administration of synthetic ACTH.,4 depot, ACTH| .54
was absorbed rapidly from the injection site, with a me-
dian ty,,, of 0.3 hours after single and multiple dosing.
Fourteen subjects had quantifiable concentrations for
up to 8 hours, and 2 subjects had quantifiable concen-
trations for up to 12 hours. Except for 1 and 2 subjects
on days 1 and 4, respectively, t 1 could not be calculated,

as 3 consecutive quantifiable plasma ACTH.,4 concen-

neously; SD, standard deviation; tmax, time of maximum observed plasma
concentration.
*Tonax is presented as median (minimum-maximum); mean is presented
when n >2.

PK parameters were estimated for subjects who had at least 4 consec-
utive quantifiable plasma concentrations for ACTH 4.

trations were not observed after the peak concentra-
tion. The t% of ACTH.»4 following a single dose was 2.8
hours, and the mean t 1 following multiple doses was 2.8
hours. Because quantifiable plasma ACTH;_ »4 concen-
trations were not observed after 12 hours on days 1 and
4, AUC.»4 and RAUC .4 were not estimated; AUC .1,
was reported instead of AUC.,4 for day 4.

Plasma Total and Free Methylprednisolone. The mean
plasma total methylprednisolone concentration peaked
around 2 hours after oral dosing and declined rapidly
(Figure 4A). On day 4, the mean plasma total methyl-
prednisolone concentration was slightly lower than on
day 1. Similar to the plasma total methylprednisolone
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Figure 4. Mean (SEM) plasma total (A) and free methylprednisolone (B) concentration-time profiles on study days | and 4 using a
linear scale (left) and a semilogarithmic scale (right). SEM, standard error of the mean.

concentration, the mean plasma free methylpred-
nisolone concentration peaked at 2 hours after oral
dosing and declined rapidly (Figure 4B). On day 4, the
mean plasma total methylprednisolone concentration
was slightly lower than on day 1.

The estimated PK parameters for plasma total and
free methylprednisolone are provided in Table 4. After
oral administration of methylprednisolone tablets, total
methylprednisolone was absorbed with a median ty,x
of 2 hours after single and multiple doses. The mean
ts of methylprednisolone following single and multiple
doses was quite similar (2.2 hours and 2.4 hours, respec-
tively). No accumulation of methylprednisolone was
seen with mean RAUC .4 of 0.9. Similar to plasma to-

tal methylprednisolone, the median t,,, for plasma free
methylprednisolone was 2 hours for both day 1 and day
4. The mean t 1 for plasma free methylprednisolone (1.9
hours and 2.0 hours for day 1 and day 4, respectively)
was quite similar to total methylprednisolone (2.2 hours
and 2.4 hours for day 1 and day 4, respectively). The
mean exposure of plasma free methylprednisolone was
about 8% of the mean exposure of plasma total methyl-
prednisolone on both days. Only 1 subject had a quan-
tifiable plasma free methylprednisolone concentration
until 24 hours after dosing. RAUC .4 for this subject
was 0.8.

Plasma concentration-time profiles for free and total
methylprednisolone and PK parameters estimated from
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Table 4. Mean (SD)" Plasma Total and Free Methylpred-
nisolone Pharmacokinetic Parameters After Administration of
Oral Methylprednisolone 32 mg Daily, Study Day 1 and Day s

PK Parameter, Unit Day 1 Day 4
Total methylprednisolone
Cinax, Ng/mL n=16 n=14
198.0 (51.4) 188.0 (40.0)
tmaxs N n=16 n=14
2.0 (2.0-4.0) 2.0 (1.0-4.0)
t N h n=16 n=14
2.2 (0.6) 2.4 (0.7)
AUCq a5, ng * h/mL n=16 n=14
1020 (381) 919 (297)
AUC.ins, ng * h/mL n=16 NA
1030 (380)
Free methylprednisoloneb
Cinax, Ng/mL n=16 n=15
24.6 (7.4) 21.9 (5.4)
tmaxs D n=16 n=15
2.0 (1.0-4.0) 2.0 (1.0-4.0)
t N h n=16 n=13
1.9 (0.5) 2.0 (0.5)
AUC 51, Ng * h/imL n=16 n=15
104.0 (35.2) 89.5 (27.3)
AUCq i, ng * h/mL n=16 NA
106 (36)

AUC.inf, area under the concentration-time curve from time 0 to in-
finity; AUCq.jast, area under the concentration-time curve from time 0
to the time of the last quantifiable concentration; Cpax, observed peak
plasma concentration; NA, not applicable; PK, pharmacokinetic; SD, stan-
dard deviation; t |, terminal elimination half-life; tmax, time of maximum

observed pIasmazconcentration.
aTmaX is presented as median (minimum-maximum); mean is presented
when n >2.

PK parameters were estimated for subjects who had at least 4 consec-
utive quantifiable plasma concentrations for total and free methylpred-
nisolone.

these plasma concentrations were consistent with those
reported in the literature. 33>

Pharmacodynamics

Plasma Free and Serum Total Cortisol. Because plasma
free cortisol is pharmacologically active, we assessed
free cortisol concentrations as an indicator of the
physiologic effects of each study drug. The mean peak
baseline-corrected free cortisol concentrations on study
day 1 (Figure 5A) and day 4 (Figure 5B) were about
2-fold lower after administration of clinically relevant
doses of RCI compared to synthetic ACTH .54 depot.

Following a single dose (day 1) and multiple doses
(day 4) of RCI, the free cortisol concentrations re-
turned to baseline by 24 hours after dosing, whereas
free cortisol concentrations were observed for up to
48 hours after administration of synthetic ACTH; 4
depot. The mean peak baseline-corrected serum total
cortisol concentrations on study day 1 (Figure 6A)

and day 4 (Figure 6B) were about 2-fold lower after
administration of clinically relevant doses of RCI
compared to synthetic ACTH| 4 depot. At 24 hours
after administration of RCI on both day 1 and day 4,
the baseline-corrected total and free cortisol levels were
negative because the observed total and free cortisol
levels at baseline were higher than the total and free
cortisol levels observed at this time point. Plasma total
and free cortisol concentrations after administration
of oral methylprednisolone were consistent with its
known adrenal suppression (data not shown).”

The mean plasma free cortisol AUEC,4[BA]
and AUECyg[BA] were about 3-fold lower for RCI
compared to synthetic ACTH;,4 depot on day 1
(Table 5). On day 4, mean free cortisol AUECy,[BA]
and AUEC4[BA] were about 4-fold and 5-fold lower,
respectively, for RCI compared to synthetic ACTH | »4
depot. Compared to day 1, Ea.x04[BA] was slightly
higher on day 4 for RCI. Compared to synthetic
ACTH .4 depot, E.x24[BA] was about 2-fold lower
for RCI on days 1 and 4. Compared to synthetic
ACTH .54 depot, median TE,x24[BA] occurred earlier
for RCI on day 1 but was similar on day 4. Median
TEmax24[BA] and TEmax48[BA] and mean Emax24[BA]
and E.xs[BA] were the same as on day 1 and day 4
for RCI and synthetic ACTH;.,4 depot.

The mean serum total cortisol AUECy4[BA] and
AUEC[BA] values after a single dose (day 1) of
RCI were about 2-fold and 3-fold lower, respectively,
for total cortisol AUEC,4[BA] and AUEC[BA] than
for values observed after administration of synthetic
ACTH .4 depot (Table 5). After multiple doses (day
4), mean total cortisol AUEC,4[BA] and AUEC4[BA]
were about 3-fold lower for RCI than for synthetic
ACTH| 4 depot. Compared to day 1, Enax4[BA]
was slightly higher on day 4 for both RCI and syn-
thetic ACTH o4 depot. Median TE;,x4[BA] was sim-
ilar for day 1 and day 4 for both RCI and synthetic
ACTH.54 depot but occurred earlier for RCI. Median
TEmax24[BA] and TEmax48[BA] and mean Emax24[BA]
and E,x4s[BA] were the same as on day 1 and day 4
for RCI and synthetic ACTH;.,4 depot.

A comparison of total and free cortisol AUECy[BA]
and AUECg[BA] using the least squares geometric
mean ratio (percentage) of synthetic ACTH,_,4 depot
to RCI is shown in Figure 7. Statistically significant dif-
ferences (P < 0.0001) between synthetic ACTH .54 de-
pot and RCI were observed on study day 1 and day 4
for both total and free AUECy[BA] (Figure 7A) and
AUEC[BA] (Figure 7B), respectively.

Steroidogenic Exposure. The mean (SD) plasma free
AUECysg of methylprednisolone on day 1 and day
4 was 572.0 ng ¢ h/mL (184.0) and 492.0 ng -
h/mL (136.0), respectively. The mean (SD) plasma to-
tal AUEC,4s6 of methylprednisolone on day 1 and
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Mean (SEM) baseline-corrected

Day 1: Baseline-corrected plasma free cortisol

—E— RCI 801U (n=16)
—A— Synthetic ACTH,_,, depot 1 mg (n=16)

0.2 to 23.0 ng/mL

plasma free cortisol concentration (ng/mL)

10+ttt 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48
Time (hours postdose)
B Day 4: Baseline-corrected plasma free cortisol
90- —S— RCI 801U (n=16)

Mean (SEM) baseline-corrected
plasma free cortisol concentration (ng/mL)

-
=

—A— Synthetic ACTH,_,, depot 1 mg (n=16)

0.2 to 23.0 ng/mL

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48

Time (hours postdose)

Figure 5. Mean (SEM) baseline-corrected® plasma free cortisol concentrations after administration of RCl and synthetic ACTH, 4
depot on study day | (A) and day 4 (B). The range for baseline plasma free cortisol concentration observed for all study drugs is
represented by the gray shaded area (0.2-23.0 ng/mL). *Baseline-corrected free cortisol concentrations were obtained by subtracting
the time-matched baseline (day —|) free cortisol concentrations from the respective day | and day 4 free cortisol concentrations for
each study drug. ACTH) 4, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; RClI, repository corticotropin injection; SEM,

standard error of the mean.

day 4 was 6480.0 ng ¢ h/mL (1770.0) and 5440.0
ng * h/mL (1330.0), respectively. E.xsG, tmaxsg, and
AUECyusg[BA] for total and free methylprednisolone
are provided in Table S1.

Estimated Prednisone-Equivalent Doses. The estimated
daily and weekly prednisone-equivalent doses of RCI
80 TU SC twice weekly were about 4-fold lower than
that of synthetic ACTH.o4 depot 1 mg SC twice weekly
(Table 6).

Safety

All 48 subjects received at least 1 dose of RCI, syn-
thetic ACTH| 4 depot, or oral methylprednisolone.
Most subjects (n = 39; 81%) reported at least 1 AE.
Fewer subjects in the RCI group reported AEs than did

subjects in either of the other 2 study drug groups (Ta-
ble 7). The most common TEAEs in the RCI group were
headache and injection site reaction; however, a lower
incidence of injection site reactions was observed in the
RCI group than in the synthetic ACTH .54 depot group.
One subject in the synthetic ACTH .4 depot group ex-
perienced a TESAE of pulmonary embolism; no sub-
jects in the RCI group or methylprednisolone group ex-
perienced any TESAE:s.

No clinically significant changes from baseline in
physical examination findings, vital signs, electrocar-
diogram findings, or clinical laboratory tests results,
including serum chemistry, hematology, or urinalysis,
were observed for subjects in any study drug group
(data not shown).
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A Day 1: Baseline-corrected serum total cortisol

Mean (SEM) baseline-corrected
serum total cortisol concentration (ng/mL)

—6&— RCI 801U (n=16)
—A— Synthetic ACTH,_,, depot 1 mg (n=16)

51.0 to 204.0 ng/mL

1
T
0 2 4 6 8

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 4

Time (hours postdose)

Mean (SEM) baseline-corrected

Day 4: Baseline-corrected serum total cortisol

—&— RCI 80 IU (n=16)
—a&— Synthetic ACTH,_,, Depot 1 mg (n=16)

51.0 to 204.0 ng/mL

serum total cortisol concentration (ng/mL)

|
T
0 2 4 6 8

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 4

Time (hours postdose)

Figure 6. Mean (SEM) baseline-corrected® serum total cortisol concentrations after administration of RCI and synthetic ACTH, 54
depot on study day | (A) and day 4 (B). The range for baseline serum total cortisol concentration observed for all study drugs
is represented by the gray shaded area (51.0 to 204.0 ng/mL). *Baseline-corrected total cortisol concentrations were obtained
by subtracting the time-matched baseline (day —1) total cortisol concentrations from the respective day | and day 4 total cor-
tisol concentrations for each study drug. ACTH, .4, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; RCI, repository

corticotropin injection; SEM, standard error of the mean.

Discussion

Since therapeutic use of ACTH analog formulations
became widespread in the 1950s and 1960s, studies
have demonstrated variable cortisol responses after ad-
ministration of different ACTH products.?*>>-33* This
phase 1, single-center, open-label, randomized parallel
group study is the first to report a direct comparison of
the cortisol responses of RCI and synthetic ACTH 54
depot.

Administration of doses of RCI and synthetic
ACTH; .4 depot used to treat nephrotic syndrome re-
sulted in substantially different levels of endogenous
cortisol production. After twice-weekly SC administra-
tion of each drug, RCI induced >2-fold lower mean
peak baseline-corrected plasma free cortisol concentra-

tions than synthetic ACTH.,4 depot. Because endoge-
nous cortisol production is mediated by the activation
of MC2R on adrenal cortical cells,® the lower cortisol
response observed for RCI is consistent with preclinical
findings that suggest that it has a lower functional ac-
tivity at MC2R than does synthetic ACTH .54 depot.”?
Consequently, RCI may exhibit fewer steroidal effects
than synthetic ACTH .4 depot, which warrants further
investigation.

RCI also induced a 5-fold lower plasma free cortisol
exposure than synthetic ACTH|.,4 depot after 2 doses.
Further, the ratio of total and free cortisol exposure
for synthetic ACTH /.54 depot to RCI showed signifi-
cantly lower total and free cortisol exposure after ad-
ministration of RCI compared to synthetic ACTH; »4
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Table 5. Mean (SD)’ Plasma Free and Serum Total Cortisol Pharmacodynamic Parameters After Administration of RCl and Synthetic

ACTH 1-24 Depot

RCI 80 IU SC Twice Weekly

Synthetic ACTH_,4 Depot 1 mg SC Twice
Weekly (N = 16)

Day 1 Day 4 Day 1 Day 4
Free cortisol™ n=14 n=14 n=13 n=13
Ernaxa4, ng/mL 36.0 (10.7) 40.8 (17.6) 61.8 (17.1) 89.8 (24.8)
Ernax24[BA], ng/mL 35.8 (10.7) 40.6 (17.7) 61.5 (17.0) 89.5 (24.9)
TEmax24, h 8.0 (2.0,12.0) 8.0 (2.0,8.0) 12.0 (8.0,23.9) 8.0 (8.0,23.8)
TE.04[BA], h 8.0 (2.0,12.0) 8.0 (2.0,8.0) 12.0 (8.0,23.6) 8.0 (8.0,23.8)
AUEC,4, ng * h/mL 466 (214) 501 (261) 1150 (312) 1740 (522)
AUEC[BA], h * ng/mL 361 (164) 395 (187) 1140 (315) 1730 (525)
AUEC,g, ng * h/mL 566 (211) 718.0 (414) 1170 (656) 2380 (797)
AUEC5[BA], ng * h/mL 624 (359) 490 (249) 1680 (665) 2340 (795)
Total cortisol n=16 n=16 n=13 n=13
Ernaxa4, ng/mL 268.0 (42.4) 284.0 (65.1) 358.0 (63.4) 416.0 (74.7)
Ernax24[BA], ng/mL 222.0 (47.0) 240.0 (72.8) 318.0 (61.0) 380.0 (84.9)
TEmax24, h 8.0 (1.0,12.0) 8.0 (2.0,12.0) 12.0 (8.0,23.6) 12.0 (8.0,23.8)
TEmax24[BA], h 8.0 (1.0,12.1) 8.0 (2.0,12.0) 12.0 (8.0,23.6) 12.0 (8.0,23.8)
AUECy4, ng * h/mL 4440 (1110) 4680 (1180) 7520 (1160) 8760 (1400)
AUEC[BA], ng * h/mL 2480 (964) 2410 (887) 6010 (1310) 7250 (1570)
AUEC,g, ng * h/mL 5870 (1210) 5790 (1260) 12 800 (2920) 13 700 (2560)
AUEC5[BA], ng * h/mL 3480 (1470) 3550 (1730) 9450 (3270) 10 400 (2720)

ACTH]|.24, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; AUEC4, area under the effect curve for the concentration-time profile from
time 0 to 24 hours; AUEC4g, area under the effect curve for the concentration-time profile from time 0 to 48 hours; BA, baseline-corrected; Epax04,
maximum observed effect at 24 hours; RCI, repository corticotropin injection; SC, subcutaneously; SD, standard deviation; TE,ax24, time to maximum

observed effect at 24 hours.

aTE,,,;,\XM and TEnax24[BA] are presented as median (minimum, maximum).

In the RCl and synthetic ACTH .24 groups, 2 subjects and 3 subjects, respectively,did not have at least 4 consecutive quantifiable plasma concentrations
of free cortisol on both day —1 and day 1 and therefore were not included in these analyses.
c .

Results for Emaxag and TEqaxag are not reported, as they are the same as Epax04 and TEpaxo4, respectively.

Table 6. Estimated Prednisone-Equivalent Doses of RCI and
Synthetic ACTH_,4 Depot

Weekly Daily
Prednisone Prednisone
Dose (mg) Dose (mg)
RCI 80 IU SC twice weekly 67 10
(160 IU per week)
Synthetic ACTH .54 depot 291 42

1 mg SC twice weekly
(2 mg per week)

ACTH)| 24, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone;RCl,

repository corticotropin injection; SC, subcutaneous.

depot. Comparisons between total and free cortisol ex-
posure for RCI and synthetic ACTH|.,4 depot with
total and free steroidogenic exposure of methylpred-
nisolone would not be appropriate due to differences in
dosing regimens. In this study, oral methylprednisolone
was given once daily on study days 1 through 6, while
RCI and synthetic ACTH 4 depot were given as SC
doses on study day 1 and day 4. However, these dosage

regimens were consistent with clinically relevant main-
tenance doses used for each study drug when treating
nephrotic syndrome. %1228

Results from this study estimated a low daily
prednisone-equivalent dose for RCI, with 80 TU SC
twice weeky corresponding to 10 mg/d of prednisone.
In contrast, synthetic ACTH .54 1 mg SC twice weekly
was found to be comparable to estimated doses of pred-
nisone that were about 4-fold higher than for RCI.
A previous model-based simulation study found the
prednisone-equivalent dose of RCI to be about 7-fold
lower than that of synthetic ACTH,.,4 depot at the
same clinically relevant doses.”’” However, this simula-
tion used data from 2 separate PK/PD studies and did
not directly measure plasma free cortisol exposure after
administration of synthetic ACTH/.,4 depot 1 mg SC
twice weekly. Thus, the current findings reflect estimates
of the actual in vivo steroidal exposure of these clini-
cally relevant dosing regimens. Nevertheless, both stud-
ies found RCI to have a substantially lower prednisone-
equivalent dose than clinically relevant doses of syn-
thetic ACTH|_»4 depot. Despite having a low estimated
daily prednisone-equivalent dose, RCI has previously
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Figure 7. Comparison of serum total and plasma free cortisol AUECy4[BA] (A) and AUEC,5[BA] (B) using the LS geometric mean
ratio (percentage) of synthetic ACTH 4 depot to RCI. ***P < 0.0001 for the LS geometric means ratio (percentage) of synthetic
ACTH, 54 depot to RClI for each day using ANOVA models, with study drug as a fixed effect and subject as a random effect. ACTH 4,
the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; ANOVA, analysis of variance; AUEC,4[BA], baseline-corrected area under the
effect curve for the concentration-time profile from time 0 to 24 hours; AUECs[BA], baseline-corrected area under the effect curve
for the concentration-time profile from time 0 to 48 hours; Cl, confidence interval; LS, least squares; RCI, repository corticotropin

injection.

Table 7. Adverse Events

Synthetic Methylprednisolone
RCI 80 IU SC ACTHj_54 Depot 1 mg Tablets 32 mg Orally
twice weekly SC twice weekly Daily All Subjects
n=16 n=16 n=16 N =48
AEs, n 22 55 17 94
Subjects with any TEAE, n (%) 12 (75.0) 15 (93.8) 10 (62.5) 37 (77.1)
Most common TEAEs (>4% in
any study drug group), n (%)
Contusion 1(6.3) 2 (12.5) 1(6.3) 4 (8.3)
Dysuria 0 2 (12.5) 0 2(42)
Headache 3(18.8) 1(6.3) 2 (12.5) 6 (12.5)
Heart palpitations 1(6.3) 4 (25.0) 2 (12.5) 7 (14.6)
Injection site reaction 3 (18.8) 12 (75.0) 0 15 (31.0)
Insomnia 0 2 (12.5) 0 2 (4.2)
Somnolence 2 (12.5) 0 0 2 (4.2)
Any TESAE, n (%) 0 1(6.3) 0 12.1)
Pulmonary embolism 0 1(6.3) 0 1(2.1)

ACTH)| 24, the first 24 amino acids of adrenocorticotropic hormone; AE, adverse event; RCI, repository corticotropin injection; SC, subcutaneous;
TEAE, treatment-emergent adverse event; TESAE, treatment-emergent serious adverse event.

demonstrated clinical efficacy in patients with inflam-
matory conditions that have shown a poor clinical re-
sponse to corticosteroids.® !'® This further supports a
therapeutic effect of RCI that is independent of cortisol
production and suggests that RCI may be an efficacious
alternative for patients who have become resistant to the
effects of corticosteroids or are unable to tolerate their
side effects.

Interestingly, lower endogenous cortisol production
after administration of RCI was observed despite hav-

ing a slightly higher mean elimination half-life com-
pared to synthetic ACTH | »4 depot after multiple doses.
Synthetic ACTH|.,4 depot achieved rapid peak con-
centrations similar to RCI and rapidly eliminated with
no quantifiable plasma concentrations observed after
8 hours postdose for 88% of the subjects. Further, mean
plasma N25D porcine ACTH/.39 (the PK marker for
RCI) concentrations were higher than mean plasma
ACTH.,4 concentrations (Figures 2 and 3, respec-
tively), yet RCI induced 2-fold less cortisol than
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synthetic ACTH,.,4 depot after multiple doses (Fig-
ure 5B). The lower endogenous cortisol response of
RCT despite its having higher plasma concentrations
could be explained by its complex mixture of peptides
and the heterodimeric nature of MCRs.*® Further re-
search is needed to elucidate the mechanisms of RCI.

Safety results were consistent with the known safety
profile for RCI. Fewer injection site reactions were
observed in the RCI group than in the synthetic
ACTH .54 depot group (18.8% and 75.0%, respectively).
No TESAEs were reported in the RCI group; however, 1
subject receiving synthetic ACTH 4 depot experienced
a TESAE of pulmonary embolism.

This study has several limitations. As an open-label
study, subjects and investigators were aware of study
drug assignments. The study was conducted in a small
sample of healthy subjects; thus, the clinical relevance
of these findings should be investigated in a larger sam-
ple of patients who have inflammatory conditions.

RCI is a complex mixture of modified porcine
ACTH and other related peptide analogs. At clini-
cally relevant maintenance doses used for the treat-
ment of nephrotic syndrome, RCI induced less en-
dogenous cortisol production and had lower cortisol
exposure and lower steroidogenic exposure than syn-
thetic ACTH|_»4 depot after twice-weekly administra-
tion. These results are supported by the clinical efficacy
of RCI in the treatment of inflammatory disorders that
have previously demonstrated an inadequate response
to corticosteroids.® !® The different PD properties ob-
served for RCI and synthetic ACTH .54 depot in this
study suggest that these products in the ACTH class are
not interchangeable.

Acknowledgments

Technical and editorial support for this manuscript was pro-
vided by MedLogix Communications, LLC, and funded by
Mallinckrodt Pharmaceuticals.

Conflicts of Interest

All authors were employees of Mallinckrodt Pharmaceuticals
at the time of study completion.

Author Contributions

All authors contributed to the conception or design of the
work, acquisition, analysis, or interpretation of data, draft-
ing the work or revising it critically for important intellectual
content, and final approval of the version to be published.

Funding
This study was funded by Mallinckrodt Pharmaceuticals.

Data Sharing

The data sets generated and analyzed for this article are not
publicly available. Requests for additional information should
be made to the corresponding author.

References

1. Maniadakis N, Toth E, Schiff M, et al. A targeted liter-
ature review examining biologic therapy compliance and
persistence in chronic inflammatory diseases to identify
the associated unmet needs, driving factors, and conse-
quences. Adv Ther. 2018;35(9):1333-1355.

2. Selmi C, Generali E, Massarotti M, Bianchi G, Scire CA.
New treatments for inflammatory rheumatic disease. Im-
munol Res. 2014;60(2-3):277-288.

3. Williams DM. Clinical pharmacology of corticosteroids.
Respir Care. 2018;63(6):655-670.

4. Zoorob RJ, Cender D. A different look at corticos-
teroids. Am Fam Physician. 1998;58(2):443-450.

5. Waljee AK, Rogers MA, Lin P, et al. Short term use of
oral corticosteroids and related harms among adults in
the United States: population based cohort study. BM.J.
2017;357:j1415.

6. Barnes PJ, Adcock IM. Glucocorticoid resistance in in-
flammatory diseases. Lancet. 2009;373(9678):1905-1917.

7. Wilkinson L, Verhoog NJD, Louw A. Disease- and
treatment-associated acquired glucocorticoid resistance.
Endocr Connect. 2018;7(12):R328-R349.

8. Bomback AS, Tumlin JA, Baranski J, et al. Treatment
of nephrotic syndrome with adrenocorticotropic hor-
mone (ACTH) gel. Drug Des Devel Ther. 2011;5:147-
153.

9. Berkovich R, Agius MA. Mechanisms of action of
ACTH in the management of relapsing forms of mul-
tiple sclerosis. Ther Adv Neurol Disord. 2014;7(2):83-
96.

10. Fiechtner JJ, Montroy T. Treatment of moderately
to severely active systemic lupus erythematosus with
adrenocorticotropic hormone: a single-site, open-label
trial. Lupus. 2014;23(9):905-912.

11. Furie R, Mitrane M, Zhao E, Das M, Li D, Becker PM.
Efficacy and tolerability of repository corticotropin in-
jection in patients with persistently active SLE: results
of a phase 4, randomised, controlled pilot study. Lupus
Sci Med. 2016;3(1):¢000180.

12. Madan A, Mijovic-Das S, Stankovic A, Teehan G, Mil-
ward AS, Khastgir A. Acthar gel in the treatment of
nephrotic syndrome: a multicenter retrospective case se-
ries. BMC Nephrol. 2016;17:37.

13. Furie RA, Mitrane M, Zhao E, Becker PM. Repository
corticotropin injection in patients with persistently ac-
tive SLE requiring corticosteroids: post hoc analysis of
results from a two-part, 52-week pilot study. Lupus Sci
Med. 2017;4(1):000240.



Poola et al

515

14.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Alhamad T, Manllo Dieck J, Younus U, et al. ACTH
gel in resistant focal segmental glomerulosclerosis after
kidney transplantation. Transplantation. 2019;103(1):
202-2009.

. Grafals M, Sharfuddin A. Adrenocorticotropic hor-

mone in the treatment of focal segmental glomeruloscle-
rosis following kidney transplantation. Transplant Proc.
2019;51(6):1831-1837.

Fleischmann R, Furst DE, Connolly-Strong E, Liu J,
Zhu J, Brasington R. Repository corticotropin injec-
tion for active rheumatoid arthritis despite aggressive
treatment: a randomized controlled withdrawal trial.
Rheumatol Ther. 2020;7(2):327-344.

Zand L, Canetta P, Lafayette R, et al. An open-label pi-
lot study of adrenocorticotrophic hormone in the treat-
ment of IgA nephropathy at high risk of progression.
Kidney Int Rep. 2020;5(1):58-65.

Askanase AD, Zhao E, Zhu J, Bilyk R, Furie
RA. Repository corticotropin injection for persis-
tently active systemic lupus erythematosus: results
from a phase 4, multicenter, randomized, double-blind,
placebo-controlled trial. Rheumatol Ther.2020;7(4):839-
908.

Olsen NJ, Decker DA, Higgins P, et al. Direct effects of
HP Acthar Gel on human B lymphocyte activation in
vitro. Arthritis Res Ther. 2015;17:300.

Healy LM, Jang JH, Lin YH, Rao V, Antel JP,
Wright D. Melanocortin receptor mediated anti-
inflammatory effect of repository corticotropin in-
jection on human monocyte-derived macrophages
[ECTRIMS-ACTRIMS abstract EP1481]. Mult Scler J.
2017;23(suppl 3):777.

Benko AL, McAloose CA, Becker PM, et al. Repository
corticotrophin injection exerts direct acute effects on hu-
man B cell gene expression distinct from the actions of
glucocorticoids. Clin Exp Immunol. 2018;192(1):68-81.
Wright D, Zweifel B, Prabha S, Galen K, Fitch R. Re-
duced steriodogenic activity of repository corticotropin
injection (RCI) induces a distinct cytokine response fol-
lowing T cell activation [EULAR abstract AB0082]. Ann
Rheum Dis. 2019b;78(suppl 2):1504.

Huang YJ, Galen K, Zweifel B, Brooks LR, Wright AD.
Distinct binding and signaling activity of Acthar Gel
compared to other melanocortin receptor agonists. J Re-
cept Signal Transduct Res. 2020:1-9.

Schwyzer R, Schiller P, Seelig S, Sayers G. Isolated
adrenal cells: log dose response curves for steroidogene-
sis induced by ACTH(1-24), ACTH(1-10), ACTH(4-10)
and ACTH(5-10). FEBS Lett. 1971;19(3):229-231.
Schwyzer R. ACTH: a short introductory review. Ann N
Y Acad Sci. 1977,297:3-26.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

Berg AL. Plasma cortisol levels after natural ACTH 1-39
and synthetic ACTH 1-24 in humans [NKF abstract 39].
Am J Kidney Dis. 2013;61(4):A25.

Wang X, Pham L, Poola N, Brooks LR, Due B.
Comparison of steroidogenic exposure following the
administration of repository corticotropin injection
with a synthetic ACTH;,, depot and methylpred-
nisolone in healthy subjects. Clin Pharmacol Drug Dev.
2020;10(7):777-788.

Ponticelli C, Passerini P, Salvadori M, et al. A random-
ized pilot trial comparing methylprednisolone plus a cy-
totoxic agent versus synthetic adrenocorticotropic hor-
mone in idiopathic membranous nephropathy. Am J Kid-
ney Dis. 2006;47(2):233-240.

Nicolaides NC, Pavlaki AN, Maria Alexandra MA, et al.
Glucocorticoid Therapy and Adrenal Suppression. [Up-
dated 2018 Oct 19]. In: Feingold KR, Anawalt B, Boyce
A, et al, eds. Endotext [Internet]. South Dartmouth
(MA): MDText.com, Inc.; 2000.

Paragliola RM, Papi G, Pontecorvi A, Corsello SM.
Treatment with synthetic glucocorticoids and the
hypothalamus-pituitary-adrenal axis. Int J Mol Sci.
2017;18(10):2201.

Mollmann H, Hochhaus G, Rohatagi S, Barth J, Deren-
dorf H. Pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynamic evaluation
of deflazacort in comparison to methylprednisolone and
prednisolone. Pharm Res. 1995;12(7):1096-1100.
Rohatagi S, Barth J, Mollmann H, et al. Pharmacoki-
netics of methylprednisolone and prednisolone after sin-
gle and multiple oral administration. J Clin Pharmacol.
1997;37(10):916-925.

Hangard G, Kirkeby K, Lingjaerde P. The potency
of repository ACTH preparations. Acta Med Scand.
1960;168:205-210.

Brombacher PJ, Buytendijk HJ, Maesen F. Compara-
tive trial with highly purified natural ACTH, synthetic
ACTH 1-24 peptide and synthetic ACTH 1-39 peptide.
Z Klin Chem Klin Biochem. 1969;7(3):291-292.

Catania A, Lonati C, Sordi A, Carlin A, Leonardi P,
Gatti S. The melanocortin system in control of inflam-
mation. Sci World J. 2010;10:1840-1853.

Gaitonde SA, Gonzalez-Maeso J. Contribution of het-
eromerization to G protein-coupled receptor function.
Curr Opin Pharmacol. 2017;32:23-31.

Supplemental Information

Additional supplemental information can be found by click-
ing the Supplements link in the PDF toolbar or the Supple-
mental Information section at the end of web-based version

of this article.



