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Supplementary Material 1

Interdialytic weight gain across the study period for the in-patient cohort
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Change in mean IDWG as proportion of
mean post-dialysis weight at baseline (%)

-1and -2 1 2 3 4 5 6
Study week

Absolute mean IDWG (kg)
Baseline Week 1 Week 2 Week 3 Week 4 Week 5 Week 6

Tenapanor 3.520.6 2.0¢1.2 3.3¢11 3.6+£1.3 3.8+1.3 3.1+0.9 32412
n 8 8 8 8 8 8 8

Placebo 41211 3.7¢1.9 3.9+08 4.0£1.7 3.6+1.8 3.7£16 34114
n 8 8 8 8 8 8 8

Values are meantstandard deviation, offset for clarity, in line graph. Absolute mean weekly IDWG is

shown as meanzstandard deviation. IDWG, interdialytic weight gain.



Supplementary Material 2

Proportions of patients achieving specific thresholds of IDWG reductions (out-patient

cohort)
IDWG reduction threshold Week Treatment group
Tenapanor (n=37), % Placebo (n=35), %

> 0.25 kg 1 51 43
2 54 40
3 57 34
4 46 46

> 0.50 kg 1 32 29
2 32 29
3 43 23
4 32 23

>0.75 kg 1 22 26
2 24 17
3 32 11
4 22 20




