Figure S2.  Graphical comparison of observed and model-predicted probability of PASI
and sPGA endpoints at weeks 16 and 52 based on analyses of the Phase 2 and 3 trials
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Blue bars and their errors: Observed PASI75, PASI90, PASI100 or SPGAO0/1 response and corresponding 95%
exact binomial confidence intervals.

Green bars and their errors: Simulated proportion of responders (median) and their 95% prediction interval (2.5th
and 97.5th percentiles) calculated based on 1000 simulation replicates.



