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Table SII. Comparison of reflectance confocal microscopy (RCM) findings 
during the course of treatment. Only positive findings are shown

RCM finding 
n = 14

Time frame difference 
(mean score for the 
addition of 4 areas) p-value

Scaling t1 (5.07)–t2 (2.14) 0.001
t3 (1.64)–t4 (1.29) 0.535
t1 (5.07)–t3 (1.64) 0.001
t1 (5.07)–t4 (1.29) 0.000
t2 (2.14)–t3 (1.64) 0.303

Polygonal nucleated cells at stratum corneum t1 (5.28)–t2 (7.21) 0.003
t3 (7.14)–t4 (5.50) 0.014
t1 (5.28)–t3 (1.64) 0.001
t1 (5.28)–t4 (5.50) 0.696
t2 (7.21)–t3 (1.64) 0.900

Detached corneocytes t1 (2.86)–t2 (5.36) 0.004
t3 (4.65)–t4 (3.79) 0.118
t1 (2.86)–t3 (4.65) 0.050
t1 (2.86)–t4 (3.79) 0.311
t2 (5.36)–t3 (4.65) 0.273

Area of atypical honeycomb t1 (11.79)–t2 (8.93) 0.002
t3 (7.78)–t4 (7.71) 0.927
t1 (11.79)–t3 (7.78) 0.000
t1 (11.79)–t4 (7.71) 0.000
t2 (8.93)–t3 (7.78) 0.063

Degree of atypia in typical honeycomb t1 (7.07)–t2 (4.93) 0.000
t3 (4.71)–t4 (4.14) 0.311
t1 (7.07)–t3 (4.71) 0.002
t1 (7.07)–t4 (4.14) 0.000
t2 (4.93)–t3 (4.71) 0.657

Inflammation t1 (3.43)–t2 (5.00) 0.002
t3 (5.93)–t4 (5.21) 0.441
t1 (3.43)–t3 (5.93) 0.004
t1 (3.43)–t4 (5.21) 0.025
t2 (5.00)–t3 (5.93) 0.187
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