
5.6.3 Other Safety Issues

Significant insights into exposure response and PK/PD relating to safety were gleaned from several
phase I trials. Originally the reviewer was told not to review these studies (i.e. early phase I studies,
studies of development formulations, and the QT study) and the reviewer had to agree in writing, however
the reviewer included the provision that if any information pointed to the need to examine these studies in
more detail then this reviewer would do so.

Review of the PET studies indicated dose and time dependent hepatotoxicity had been seen with high
oral doses. However review of the original data was not pursued by this reviewer, rather the medical
officer was informed. Then on April 10, 2008 while checking the history of the formulation for the
executive summary of the review (i.e. §2.2.3 Pertinent Clinical Pharmacology and Biopharmaceutic

Questions) this reviewer sereptitiously came across descriptions of serious cardiotoxicity in the early
phase I studies. Since a potential myocardial infarction was identified in the paroxetine drug-drug
interaction study (25525) that was dismissed as musculoskeletal in origin, this reviewer examined these
cases more closely prior to communication with the medical officer. It was then noted that some of these

serious cardiac toxicities were noted in the QT study but that they hadn’t been highlighted and had been

explained largely as vasovagal in origin, While looking into the cardiotoxicity issue additional pertinent
information on hepatotoxicity came to light.

Upon further examination of the various study designs it was noted that virtually all studies used low
doses of short duration and tended to avoid subjects who might be at increased risk of hepatotoxicity. In

addition in those studies where the risk might be apparent, i.e. the QT study and the adolescent study
laboratory and other data were not reported so that a safety assessment could not be performed. In
addition, the medical team leader requested a review of the adolescent study on Friday April 11, 2008
immediately prior to the DFS due date (April 14, 2008) when a quick review was likely to overlook this
important safety information, (see §6.6 April 11‘, 2008 Consult Request from Medical Team Leader).

Vtfith regards to cardiotoxicity there appears to be a high incidence of AV block with junctional rhythms.
Thus the vaso—vagal explanation for the large number of subjects fainting is suspect. Generally this is not
a great concern clinically however, in the elderly and in the presence of certain other drugs this could be
quite important. This asw well as the risk of agranulocytosis may explain why the sponsor did not include
data in elderly subjects in this submission.

A synopsis of a PK study in the elderly was accidentally found in the 120 day safety report several levels

down under a folder for an efficacy study. This study synopsis was only identifiable by a study report code
without a title and was only looked at because the study code did not match the study code for higher
level folder. As with the adolescent study only mean PK data was provided without any safety information
or laboratory values.

Abbreviated information on these serious AEs follow:
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5. 6.3. 1 Hepatotoxicity

5.6.3.1.1 Single Rising Dose Oral Study 85029

The clinical study report for study 85029 was dated November 1989. However based on the study title,
(A Phase I, double-blind, placebo controlled, single rising oral dose study with Org 5222 in healthy male

volunteers to assess tolerance and safety), it appears to be the first in human study. In the background
information for this study, dose and time dependent hepatotoxicity in dogs were noted as shown in
Figure 197.

Figure 197 Background Information on Preclinical Safety for First in Man Study - Study 85029
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No significant adverse events were reported for this trial.
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5.6.3.1.2 PO MRD PK SIT Study 85136

Although this clinical study report, (Feb 3, 1988), predates the previous study report. The title, (A Phase I,
double-blind, placebo controlled, sub—chronic study with increasing doses of Org 5222 up to 30 mg daily

in healthy male volunteers) and other indicators suggest that study 85136 was the second study in man.

The sponsor’s conclusions that are shown in the following figures clearly indicate a close and time
dependent direct hepatocellular hepatotoxicity (see Figure 198 to

Figure 200), and that occurs sooner with higher doses and later with lower doses, (is. as soon as Day 2
with 20 mg PO BID and no sooner than day 10 with 10 mg PO BID and below), (see Figure 201).
Although transaminases declined with drug discontinuation in two of the nine subjects LFT increases
were greater than 3 fold, (see Figure 202 and Figure 203).

Figure 198 Sponsor’s Safety Conclusions Regarding Hepatotoxicity — Study 85136
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Figure 199 Sponsor’s Safety Conclusions Regarding Hepatotoxicity (Continued A) — Study 85136
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Figure 200 Sponsor’s Safety Conclusions Regarding Hepatotoxicity (Continued B) — Study 85136

“affix: flatten: of smarts-e changes ~ cicadas: 13f transaminases with

normaf alkaline: ghosphaitssa andé no fibsempanyieg rig»: in 1mm.

bifirubin - swarms dime: hemli’meihaiar toxicity rather than

shalestaais as, the undertying machanixm. Enzyme induct-ion atom

is waits-sly to have caused Staci: shangas in the plasma liver

«enzymes,

NDA 22—1 17 — Asenapine - Original Submission — OCP Review Page 417 of 520
5/15/2008 11:20:41 AM

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


_>_<Exam”:8onme
canH0w;mmmn.263mm100IcommflEnzmfiEmto.mcamcmw<-2‘TNN<02HMHHHHHH.H,As: .21....hm.QQEma..Tram.“w.flflfiEmflEm1QMH.EH.HH.aw”.+.3““finflawapfhxumu“H,NA.”MDHmug3maUMHM“+2, .aHHHgii?a.mmEx3,mfl"an3mmH.H.mH.H.w.mH.HH.HmH.mg....,I.. sH.H3.54...HHHHasan3H+anH.HHanfig.H.”EggfinEa.Egmmfiflmflu.wmuHmHmv “mag“HEHH.gfiuflmm3H+fi.m.#mm.mas“wHmmm“mMafia»?E$3Hum,,HfiHQMHHH,.5H.HH.HEH“...HH.H.HH.H.3EH...3ms”3HHHHHHH.H;H;EH3H.HEmmmgm1%

Mi‘
k1

 
gmggsasi)2:>>:..i

figmfifi.HEHHHMHHHHgawkHEmg“.Q9magmamagmflflm., 334afiggmumméammwm3mg“H.Hmafia”nagH.HH.HmfiHmaugflEma,H.HHH5353mag
memaHam

 

923>335I@2ononngHo3me5.,mozwtmuoflmco«3.3.5..52%...9.63953N2:9".
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Figure 202 Plot of Significantly Elevated Liver Function Tests (> 3X ULN) vs. Time - Case 1 —
Study 85136
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Figure 203 Plot of Significantly Elevated Liver Function Tests (> 3X ULN) vs. Time - Case 2 —
Study 85136
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