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extension visits were scheduled every 3 months until unblinding of the study. Depending on the time
point of study unblinding, the total study duration was up to approximately 2 years for those patients
who were included early on, and 12 months for the last patients included in the study.
Criteria for Evaluation: The primary efficacy variable was event rate of patients with biopsy-proven
acute rejection within the first 24 weeks following transplantation. Secondary endpoints over the 12
months were: event rate of patients with biopsy-proven acute rejection within the first 12 months
following transplantation, overall frequency, incidence and time to acute rejection and biopsy-proven
acute rejection as well as corticosteroid resistant acute rejection and biopsy-proven corticosteroid
resistant acute rejection within the first 24 weeks and 12 months following transplantation, severity of
biopsy-proven acute rejection (Banff 97 criteria), patient and graft survival within the first 24 weeks
and 12 months following transplantation and renal function assessed by calculated creatinine clearance
(Cockcroft-Gault’s formula) and serum creatinine within the first 24 weeks and 12 months following
transplantation. Additional data driven analyses on the primary endpoint were carried out. Safety was
assessed by adverse event monitoring, laboratory assessments and vital signs evaluations.
Statistical Methods: The primary endpoint, incidence of acute rejection proven by local biopsy within
24 weeks following transplantation was analyzed using Kaplan-Meier methods. The comparison of
both treatment groups was done by testing for non-inferiority. Non-inferiority was shown if the twosided 95% confidence interval for the difference was entirely below 10%. Efficacy analysis was based
on two analysis sets. The primary analysis of efficacy data was based on the Per Protocol Set.
RESULTS:
Analysis Sets and Subject Disposition:
Of the 699 patients randomized to treatment, 667 (95.4%) were in the Full Analysis Set, 331 (95.7%)
patients in the MR4 and 336 (95.2%) patients in the FK506 group. The Per Protocol Set included 571
(81.7%) patients, 280 (80.9%) patients in the MR4 and 291 (82.4%) patients in the FK506 group. In
total, 135/667 (20.2%) patients prematurely discontinued the study medication. In the MR4 group,
74/331 (22.4%) patients in the MR4 group were withdrawn, 43 (13.0%) patients due to adverse events.
In the FK506 group 61/336 (18.2%) patients in the FK506 group prematurely discontinued treatment,
39 (11.6%) patients due to adverse events.
Demographics:
The treatment groups were well balanced with regard to basic demographics and primary diagnoses
with the exception of HLA DR mismatches that were significantly higher in the MR4 group.
Study Drug Exposure:
Although the mean whole blood tacrolimus trough levels were slightly lower for MR4 than FK506 by
2.4 ng/mL at Week 1, the whole blood tacrolimus trough levels for MR4 and FK506 were generally
comparable.
Corticosteroid and MMF administration as maintenance therapy was comparable throughout the study
for both MR4 and FK506 groups, with steroid withdrawal being performed in a similar manner for
both formulations.
Efficacy Results:
At 24 weeks post transplant the difference [95% CI] in the primary endpoint, event rate of local biopsy
confirmed acute rejection, between MR4 and FK506 in the Per Protocol Set was 4.5% [1.8% to
10.9%]. The upper limit of the CI was just outside the pre defined non-inferiority margin of 10%.
Thus, the primary endpoint to demonstrate non-inferiority in the per-protocol set for prevention from
biopsy proven acute rejection was not met. In the Full Analysis Set (intent to treat analysis), the
difference [95% CI] was 3.8% [-2.1% to 9.6%] demonstrating that the criterion for non-inferiority was
met in this analysis set.
At 12 months post transplant, the 95% CI of the difference between MR4 and FK506 in the event rate
of local biopsy confirmed acute rejection was 3.9% [-2.6% to 10.4%]. The upper limit of the CI was
just outside the pre defined non-inferiority margin of 10% (Per Protocol Set). In the Full Analysis Set,
the difference [95% CI] was 3.2% [-2.9% to 9.3%], demonstrating that the criterion for non-inferiority
was met in this analysis set.
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The imbalance in HLA-DR mismatch between the MR4 and FK506 groups contributed to this finding.
The HLA DR mismatch was reported statistically significantly more frequently in the MR4 group
compared to the FK506 group. When adjusting for the imbalance in this prognostic factor, noninferiority could be established for both analysis populations. In this case the treatment difference
[95% CI] in the Per Protocol Set was 1.9% [-4.4% to 8.3%] and 2.4%, [-3.5% to 8.4%] in the Full
Analysis Set.
The incidence of overall acute rejections diagnosed by signs and symptoms in the MR4 and FK506
groups was similar (32.1% and 26.5%) for the Per Protocol Set as well as for the Full Analysis Set
(28.4% and 24.4%).
The incidence of local biopsy confirmed acute rejections in the MR4 and FK506 groups was also
comparable (21.1% and 16.8%) for the Per Protocol Set as well as for the Full Analysis Set (17.8% and
14.9%).
The 12-month patient survival rates in the Full Analysis Set were comparable in the MR4 and FK506
groups (96.9% and 97.5%) as well as the graft survival rates (91.5% and 92.8%).
The 12-month difference [95% CI] between MR4 and FK506 in the efficacy failure rate was 3.3%
[-3.4% to 10.0%] in the Per Protocol Set. In the Full Analysis Set, the difference [95% CI] between
MR4 and FK506 in efficacy failure rate was 4.7% [-2.0% to 11.3%].
The incidence of initial renal dysfunction was comparable between MR4 and FK506 group. In both
treatment groups comparatively good renal function was established at 12 months post-transplantation
(66.76 mL/min for MR4 and 67.25 mL/min for FK506).
Safety Results:
The most frequently reported adverse events were consistent with the established safety profile for
systemic tacrolimus. Metabolism and nutrition disorders, gastrointestinal disorders and infections and
infestations being the most frequently affected system organ classes, with anemia, urinary tract
infection and diarrhea being the most frequently reported MedDRA preferred terms. The incidence of
patients with an adverse event of cytomegaloviral (CMV) infections was significantly higher in the
FK506 group (p = 0.038; (Fisher’s exact test) with MedDRA high level term of CMV infection being
significantly higher in the MR4 group (p = 0.038; Fisher’s exact test). The incidence of arthralgia in
the MR4 and FK506 group of 8.8% and 3.9%, respectively was significantly higher in the FK506
group (p = 0.010; (Fisher’s exact test).
The most frequently reported adverse events assessed by the investigator to be causally-related to study
medication were also consistent with the established safety profile for systemic tacrolimus.
Metabolism and nutrition disorders and infections and infestations were the most frequently affected
system organ classes. The incidence of the most frequently reported serious adverse events regardless
of relationship to study medication was generally comparable between MR4 and FK506 and was
consistent with the established safety profile for systemic tacrolimus. There was a higher incidence of
bacterial pyelonephritis and hemorrhages NEC in the MR4 group compared to the FK506 group
(p = 0.019 and p = 0.030; Fisher’s exact test, incidence <2%); however, incidence of the corresponding
MedDRA high level term and MedDRA SOC term, bacterial infections and vascular disorders,
respectively, was comparable between groups. In addition, the incidence of the MedDRA SOC of
neoplasm benign, malignant and unspecified (incl. cysts and polyps) was significantly higher in the
FK506 group compared to the MR4 group (p=0.037; Fisher’s exact test). The incidence of adverse
events in the MedDRA high level term of CMV infections being causally related to study drug was
comparable between treatment groups; there was no statistically significant difference.
Six patients died during the 12 months post-transplant and twelve patients following discontinuation
from the study. A total of four causes of deaths (for one patient, two causes of death were indicated)
were considered to have a relationship to study drug; three in the MR4 group and one in the FK506
group. For nine patients, no assessment was done to establish relationship of causality between
adverse event leading to death and study drug.
There were no differences in the incidence of the most frequently reported causally-related serious
adverse events between MR4 and FK506 associated with a p-value < 0.05 (Fisher’s exact test). The
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incidence of serious adverse events was consistent with the known safety profile of systemic
tacrolimus.
Withdrawal due to an adverse event occurred in 13.0% of MR4 patients and 11.6% of FK506 patients.
There were no differences in the incidence of the most frequently reported adverse events leading to
discontinuation from the study between MR4 and FK506 associated with a p-value < 0.05 (Fisher’s
exact test). The incidence of adverse events leading to discontinuation was consistent with the known
safety profile of systemic tacrolimus.
There were no clinically relevant differences in any hematology or biochemistry parameters between
MR4 and FK506 during the study. Incidence of hypertension, hyperlipidaemia and diabetes was
similar in both arms. Renal function was comparable through out the 12 months of the study in both
arms with creatinine values in the MR4 and FK506 group of 130.68 µmol/L and 130.02 µmol/L,
respectively. Corresponding figures for creatinine clearance were 66.76 mL/min for MR4 and
67.25 mL/min for FK506. There were no clinically relevant differences between the MR4 and FK506
treatment groups in vital signs (body weight, diastolic and systolic blood pressure and pulse) and in
ECG results. Other safety observations, including physical examination and hospitalization details,
were comparable for both MR4 and FK506.
CONCLUSIONS: In this renal transplantation study the primary hypothesis to demonstrate noninferiority for the primary efficacy variable, event rate of biopsy confirmed acute rejection, was not
met in the Per Protocol Analysis. Nevertheless, the study demonstrated non-inferiority of MR4 in the
Full Analysis Set. The imbalance in HLA-DR mismatch between the MR4 and FK506 groups
contributed to this finding. When biopsy-confirmed acute rejection event rates were adjusted for the
influence of imbalanced HLA DR mismatch rates, non-inferiority was demonstrated for both analyses
sets. Although the primary endpoint, non-inferiority in the per protocol set, was slightly missed the
study in fact supports the concept of therapeutic equivalence of the two formulations.
The safety profile of MR4 was generally comparable to that of FK506, with safety findings being
consistent with the established safety profile for systemic tacrolimus.
This double blind study demonstrated that MR4 is safe and efficacious when used as primary
immunosuppressant in de novo kidney transplantation.
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