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How early should psoriatic arthritis be treated with a

TNF-blocker?
Leonard Harty and Douglas James Veale

U Zageig odnyieg yia rpwipn TTapEpaon e BIOAOYIKOUG TTAPAYOVTEG:
- Ogv uTTApXOUV

d Mepirpepiki apOpitida:
- £TTi atroTUYXiag TouAdxioTov evog DMARD yia 2 3 uAveg
- £1Ti oo apng d1aBPWTIKAG TTOAUOPOBPITIONC | EEAPXNS

O Agovikn TTpooBOAR:
- rpooéyyion Baoi{opevn ota dedopéva TnG A

0 ZoBapég eEwapBpikEG eKONAWOEIG(OAKTUAITION, evOeTiTIOA,
payo&lditida ).
- CapxNg(epTTEIPIKN OEpaTTEia)

Harty L, Curr Opin Rheumatol 2010; 22: 393



2TTOVOUAOPBITIOEG- TTPOLBANMATICMOI

d "Exoupe emiTUxel 60a Ba BéAape atrd T xpron Twy anti-TNF

d

TTAPAYOVTWY OTOUC QOOEVEIC JE Q2TTA;

Eival n Bgpartreia pe Toug anti-TNF TTapdayovTeg
TTEPICOOTEPO DPACTIKA) OTOUC AOBEVEIC uE VOOO
MIKPOTEPNC OIAPKEIAG;

Eival n Bepartreia pe Toug anti-TNF otoug aoBeveic e
QACOVIKI OTTOVOUAOQPOPITIOO Un aKTIVOAOYIKA OPATH)
TTapouola N TTIo dPACTIKI) O€ OUYKPION ME A0BEVEIC
MEAZ,

Eivai eIkt n diakoTrr) Twv anti-TNF tTapayoviwyv
META aTTO TTPWIKN BEpaTTeuTIKA TTOPEUBOON;

MTTOpPEI N OKTIVOAOYIKI) ETTIOEIiVWON VA AVAXAITIOTEI
N va TTPoANPBEi Qv TTAPEPBOUPE VWPITEPA ;



2TTOVOUAOPBITIOEG- TTPOLBANMATICMOI

d "Exoupe emiTUxel 60a Ba BéAape atrd T xpron Twy anti-TNF
TTAPAYOVTWY OTOUC QOBOEVEIC e 2TTA,



MeAETeC Bpaxuxpovng TTapaATRPNONGS

AvTtatrokpion ASAS 40 petd atrd 24 eBoouadeg
Oepatreiag pe avti-TNF og aocBeveig pe AZ*

*AIQOPETIKEG MEAETEG, OXI aTT €uBeiag ouykpion
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1. van der Heijde D et al. Arthritis Rheum 2005;52:582-91

2. Davis JC et al Ann Rheum Dis 2005;64:1557-62

3. van der Heijde D et al. Arthritis Rheum 2006;54:2136-46 A5A5
4. Inman RD et al. Arthritis Rheum 2008;58:3402-12



MeAETEC HOKPOXPOVNG TTAPATAPNONG

Avtatrokpion ASAS 40 petd atrd 2~5 xpovia Oepartreiag
pE anti-TNF og aocOeveig pe Az

B Adalimumab B etanercept [ Infliximab

100
g 907 * Atadopetikéc pelétec, OxL ameuBeiac olykplon
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Awapkela Ospanciac(eBdopadec)
Van der Heijde D et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2009; 68: 922

Davis JC et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2009; 67: 346
Braun J et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2008; 67: 340



H emidpaon tng Bepatreiag pe anti-TNF oTIg

aEOVIKEC EKONAwOoEeIC aoBevwyv pe WA

NMoAuKevTpIKN HEAETN TTAPATAPNONG

1007 p<0.001 W52 vs BL
S 90-
w S . Etanercept (n=32)
2R 807 72%
D -
3 <
g 3 70~
G?Ds < 60°
o 50+ , . , ,
‘g g_ 40 Méon didpkeia vooou: 14.5 £Tn
S o
O E 30+
C J
S  20-
3
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52 eBSONASEC
Awapkela Ospaneiag

Lubrano E, Clin. Exp. Rheumatol 2011; 29: 80



MRI: peTtaoA€ég Tou OEiKTN EveEPYOTNTAG OTN 22X

META TN Xopnynon anti-TNF TrTapayoviwyv

*AtadopeTikéc pehétec, OxL amevBeiac olykplon

MeTd atrd MeTd amrd MeTd amTod Meta and
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Braun J et al, A&R 2006; 54: 1646
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Lambert G et al, A&R 2007; 56: 4005

Braun J et al, EULAR 2010; Abstract THU00366



H Oepartreia pe avri-TNFo 6 otapard tnv
OKTIVOAOVYIKI £TTIOEIiVWON HETA ATTO 2 XpOVIa oTnV AL

mSASSS change

mSASSS change

14 5
1.2, 9

0.8 1
0.6 1
0.4 1
0.2 1

1.4 1
12 9

0.8 1
0.6 1
0.4 1
0.2 1

Etanercept!
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Adalimumab?
P >0.05
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6Aoi  MAnpolvTeg Ta KPITAPIQ
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*OASIS=10T0pIK Oudda papTUpwWV PE AZ Xwpic Bepartreia
pe avTI-TNF yia 2 xpévia
TiuA p yia OAEG TIG CUYKPIOEIG OTATIOTIKA MM ONMAVTIKN.

1. van der Heijde D et al. Arthritis Rheum 2008;58:1324-31
2. van der Heijde D et al. Arthritis Rheum 2008;58:3063-70
3. van der Heijde D et al. Arthritis Res Ther 2009;11:R127
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AZoviIKn) oTToVOUAapBpITIOX

Mpwipa oTadio 2710010 ME OKTIVOAOYIKEG

Xwpig akTIVOAOYIKEG aAAOIWCEIG
EKONAwoeIg
Tpotrotroinuéva KpiTApla Néag Yopkng 1984
Ooduaiyia Oocduadyia
MRI: evepyog AKtwvoAoyiKn
Lepolayovitida LepoAayovitida

Xpovog (€tn)

Rudwaleit M et al. Arthritis Rheum 2005;52:1000-8



AlOQYyVWOTIKA TPOTTOTTOINUEVA KPITAPIO

TNG N€ag Yopkng(1984)

AKTLVOAOYLKO KpLTAPLO

* lepaloyovitida 22o0u BadBuov apdoteponAsvpn R 30U MPOC
4ov BaOpOUL eTEpOMAELPN

KoLl TOUAGXLOTOV €val aTto T akoAouBa:

KAwika kpttipLo

e XapnAn oodualyia mou Slapkel meplocoteEpo amd 3 MAVEG, N
omtola 6 BeATIWVETAL PE TNV QVATIOWU O, AAAA UE TNV Kivhon

* [leploplopévn kwvntkotntag OM22
* [leploplopevn ekmtuén touv Bwpaka (avw Twv 2.5 cm)

Van Der Linden et al, Arthritis Rheum 1984;27(4):361-368



2TTOVOUAOPBITIOEG- TTPOLBANMATICMOI

O Eival n Bgpartreia pye Toug anti-TNF TapayovTeg
TTEPIOOOTEPO DPACTIKI) OTOUG AOBEVEIC JE VOOO
MIKPOTEPNG DIAPKEIAG;



2UOXETION METASU OIAPKEIOG VOOOU KAl ETTITEUENGS

BASDAI 50 petd atmo 12 eBoopadeg anti-TNF OgpaTtreia

o
)
<
()
(%p)
<
(aa]
()
.S
>
2
B et
Q
O
2
L]
ot
XS
——
O
-

80 — 739

70 [ P = 0.003
50 |- 58%

50 |—
40 |-
30 —
20
10 —

31%

o

<10 11-20 >20
(n = 37) (ni=33) (h = 29)

Disease duration (years)

Rudwaleit M et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2004: 63: 665


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1755042/figure/F1/

Mean MRI score

2UOCXETION METAEU OIAPKEIOG VOOOU KAl

gvepyou @Aeypoving otnv MRI

7.4

Sl joints Lumbar spine

P =0.027 p==0.04

2.9

1.0

<10 11-20 >20 <10 11-20 >20
Disease duration (years)

Rudwaleit M et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2008; 67: 1276



NMPOoyvVWOTIKI CUVEICQOPG CUVOUAOHOU TTOPANETPWY
yia BeAtiwon BASDAI 50 ortn Begparreia pe avri-TNFa

Miavémro amavinong BASDAI 50

0 2 4 8 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Berlin MR spine score

— >20 yrs, CRP <10 mg/l ®®* >20yrs, CRP >+10 11-20 yrs, CRP <10 mgl/I
s wml1l-20yrs,CRP>=10 wmm w <10yrs,CRP <10 wmmwm: <10yrs, CRP >=10

Rudwaledt M et al. Ann Rheum Dis 2008,67:1276-81(with permmission) Aﬂs



2TTOVOUAOPBITIOEG- TTPOLBANMATICMOI

d ‘Exoupe emtUxel 60a Ba BéAape atrd Tn xpnon Twv anti-TNF
TTAPAYOVTWY OTOUG a00evEIC hE 2aA;

O Eivai n Bepartreia pye Toug anti-TNF TapayovTeg
TTEPICOOTEPO DPACTIKA) OTOUC AOBEVEIC uE VOOO
MIKPOTEPNG OIAPKEIAG;

O Eival n Bepartreia pe Toug anti-TNF tTapdyovTeg otnv aZmA
XWPIC AKTIVOAOYIKEG AAAOIWOEIG TTAPOUOIA 1] TTIO OPACTIKN
o€ oUYKPION ME TNV EyKATEOTNMEVN AZ;

d  Eival eIkt n dilakoTr Twv anti-TNF TTapayoviwyv
LMETA ATTO TTPWIUN BEPATTEUTIKN TTOPEUBAON;

d



O¢patreia pe Adalimumab og agovikn ZTTA

XWPIG OKTIVOAOYIKEC AAAOIWOEIC

Double - blind
Placebo control Open-label O Kpuipla e1lc680u
12 weeks 40 weeks * Xpovia oodpualyio( > 3 pARveg)
Placebo (N = 24) * HAwia < 50 sTwv
- * Anapaitntn npolnoBeon 2 anod
Adalimumab 40 mg anota napofmtw: ,
. - pAeypovwdn ocdualyia
. /15nuépeg

N=46 acOeveig - HLA-B27 +

- MRI: evepyoc ¢Aeyuovn o€
23 ) lepolayoveleg apbp.

Adalimumab 40 mg d Msc’sn SLAPKELO CUMTTTWHATWV:
/15npépeg (N = 22) * 8em

U NpwtopXtko TEAKO GNUELO:
e ASAS40 avtamnokplon

O ==
—
N
(9]
N =

Week

Haibel H et al Arthritis Rheum 2008;58(7):1981-91



O¢patreia pe Adalimumab og agovikn Z1TA

XWPIG AKTIVOAOYIKEC AAAOCIWOEIG

80 1

70 | 68.2* 12" eBSouada 52" eBSopdada

66.7

54.5

AoOeveic (%))

Adalimumab ELKOVIKO Tuvexng Osanpeia EwkoViIKO o€
n=22 n=24 Adalimumab(n=22) Adalimumab(n=24)

M AsAs20 [ ASAS40 [ KAwwkry Odeon katd ASAS
*P =0.009, 1 p -0.004, ¥ p=0.019
Haibel H, et al. Arthritis Rheum 2008;58(7):1981-91



O¢parreia pe Adalimumab og agovikn 1A

XWPIG AKTIVOAOYIKEG AAAOCIWOEIG

Anavtioel twv aacBevwv katd ASAS 40 ko BASDAI 50 tnv 52" eBdopada
O€ OX€on ME T SLapKeLa TG vooou

100
p = 0.014 yia BASDAI
907 80% p= 0.006 yia ASAS . ASAS 40
so{ [ 73.3% B BASDAI 50
g 70~
AP 607 52.2% 52.2%
& 50+
B 40-
<
30+
20- 14.3%
10
. 0%
4-10 €Tn >10 €1n
n=23 n=7

AldpKeLa VOOOU
Haibel H, et al. Arthritis Rheum 2008;58(7):1981-91



O¢patreia pe Adalimumab o€ agovikn ZTTA

XWPIG OKTIVOAOYIKEG AAAOIWOEIG

Anavtnoel twv aacBevwv katd ASAS 40 kot BASDAI 50 tnv 52" edopada
o€ oxéon MeE tn CRP Kat tnv nAkio Twv acOsvwv

ASAS40 atravinoelg =~ BASDAI-50 aTTaVTNOEIG.

No (%) Twv aoBevwyv P No(%) Twv aofevwv P
CRP:
> 6 mgl/l 13 (76.5) 0.013 14 (82.4) 0.006
< 6 mgl/l 10 (35.7) 11 (39.3)
HAIkia e10660u
oTNn MEAETN
< 30 eTwV 12 (80) 13 (86.7)
31-40 £TWV 9 (50) 0.005 10 (55.6) 0.001
> 40 £TQOV 2 (16.7) 2 (16.7)

Haibel H, et al. Arthritis Rheum 2008;58(7):1981-91




AnoteAeopatikotnta tov Infliximab o€

TTOAU npwipn aéovikn ZmA (< 3 eTwv)

MNpwTtap)tko tTeAkO onpeio: H duapeon petafoAn oto cuvoAikd MRI score
v 16" eBdopada

O KpitApla e1c6d0u:
- PAeypovwdng oo@ualyia 1
_ HLA'BZ? + P=0.033

- OOTIKO oidnua otnv MRI
OTIG IEPOAAYOVIEG APOPWOEIG

Change in MRI score SI Joints at week 16

IFX

Change MRI score
_

0 Eyyxvoeig IFX i Pbo (RCT):
- £B6. 0,2,6, kan 12 - -2

U Méon d1GpKEIO CUNTITWHATWY :
- 15,3 pRveg

O EEwapBpikég ekdnAwoeic: ywpiaon(10%), payoei1ditida(15%), IBD(2.5%)
Barkham N, A&R 2009; 60: 946



AntoteAeopatikotnta tou Infliximab o€

TtoAU mpwipn aéovikn ZmA (< 3 eTtwv)

RCT pe INF5mg/KgRPbo:0 2 6 kot 12 eBOopadeg
ExTipnon tnv 16" eddoudada

100

O KpirAapia e1c06d0u: p-0009  OIFX (N=20) mPbo {N=20)
- PAeypovwdng oopualyia 80
- HLA-B27 + £ 61.1
- OCTIKOG 0idnua oTnv MRI g 504 i o
OTIG IEPOAAYOVIEG ApOPWOEIG % A6 * .
N
. . 20 4 175 133
O Eyxvoeig IFX R Pbo(RCT): .
- £B6. 0,2,6, ko 12 0 : ,
ASAS40 Partial ASAS 5/6

Remission
Q Méon SLapKELA CUMTTTWHATWY : 15,3 uiveg

Barkham N, A&R 2009; 60: 946



2TTOVOUAOPBITIOEG- TTPOLBANMATICMOI

d ‘Exoupe emtUxel 60a Ba BéAape atrd Tn xpnon Twv anti-TNF
TTAPAYOVTWY OTOUG a00evEIC hE 2aA;

O Eivai n Bepartreia pye Toug anti-TNF TapayovTeg
TTEPICOOTEPO DPACTIKA) OTOUC AOBEVEIC uE VOOO
MIKPOTEPNG OIAPKEIAG;

O Eival n 6epatreia ye Toug anti-TNF oTtou¢ aocBeveic ue
acovikl oTTovOuAoapBpiTida un akTIVOAOYIKA OpaTH)
TTapopola 1 Mo dPAOCTIKA O€ oUYKPION JE aoBEVEIC
ue A;

O Eival e@iktr) n diakotr) Twv anti-TNF TTapayoviwy
META aTTO TTPWIKN BEpaTTeuTIKA TTOPEUBOON;

d



AnoteAéopata evog £touc tou IFX otnv mpwipn aZmA

Eivat duvatn n Ueon tng voocou XQPIZ @APMOKA;

RCT pe IFX 5 mg/Kg R Pbo: 0 2 6 kat 12 eBSopadsg.
Follow up xwpic pappako €wgtnv 40" eféondda, R Ewg dtou epdavicouv
gvepyo vaoo ( BASDAI > 4)

. Placebo . IFX

AcOeveig mou XpeiaotTnkav OL IFX

MNpwipn Trapéupaon: To 40%
7: 89 5% (8/20) Twv aocBevwyv
< 90 : TTapapéVEl O UPEDT), XWPIC
c% | BioAoyiké TTapdyovta
<
M 60 -
5
g P < 0,035 vs Pbo
¥ 30 A
W
D i
o)
<

40" gBdopGda
Barkham N, Arthritis Rheum 2010; Supp! 10: 1929



AnoteAéopata SU0 etwv tou ADA otnv mpwipn aZmA
Eivat duvatn) n Ugeon tng voocou XQPIZ @APMOKA;

(CRer>

12 €30.
w -12
=
o 40 5.
T |52

23 ATTAVTAOEIG

ASAS40

52 £B0.

17% U@eon XWPIig
PAPMOKO

>

Haibel H et al, EULAR 2010, abstract OP0027



2TTOVOUAOPBITIOEG- TTPOLBANMATICMOI

d ‘Exoupe emtUxel 60a Ba BéAape atrd Tn xpnon Twv anti-TNF
TTAPAYOVTWY OTOUC a0BEVEIC JE 2ZaA,;

O Eivai n Bepartreia pye Toug anti-TNF TapayovTeg
TTEPICOOTEPO DPACTIKA) OTOUC AOBEVEIC uE VOOO
MIKPOTEPNG OIAPKEIAG;

O Eival n 6epatreia ye Toug anti-TNF oTtou¢ aocBeveic ue
acovikl oTTovOuAoapBpiTida un akTIVOAOYIKA OpaTH)
TTapopola 1 Mo dPAOCTIKA O€ oUYKPION JE aoBEVEIC
ue A;

d  Eival eIkt n diakoTr Twv anti-TNF Tapayoviwv
LMETA ATTO TTPWIKUN OEPATTEUTIKI TTOPEPPAON;

O Mrtropei n akTIivoAoyikn €TTIOEIiVWON va avaxaITIOTEI
N va TTPoANPBEi Qv TTAPEPBOUPE VWPITEPA ;



REVIEW

Critical Appraisal of Assessment of Structural Damage in
Ankylosing Spondylitis

Implications for Treatment Outcomes

Joachim Sieper,! Heiner Appel,” Jirgen Braun,® and Martin Rudwaleit?

Step 1 Step 2a Step 2b Step 3
EROSIVE INFLAMMATIONl OSTEO-
AS: | INFLAMMATION |- > BONE | oY L » PROLIFERATION
(fluctuating) DESTRUCTION REPLACEMENT by {SYNDESMOPHYTES)
REPAIR TISSUE
N
EROSIVE
RA: | INFLAMMATION |- > BONE
(persisting) DESTRUCTION
Rheumatoid arthritis AS structural
structural damage score
damage score {mSASSS)

>

Time

Sieper J et al. Arthritis Rheum 2008;58:649-56
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Inflammatory Lesions of the Spine on
Magnetic Resonance Imaging Predict the Development of
New Syndesmophytes in Ankylosing Spondylitis

Evidence of a Relationship Between Inflammation and New Bone Formation

Walter P. Maksymowych,' Praveena Chiowchanwisawakit,” Tracey Clare,' Susanne J. Pedersen,’
Mikkel Pstergaard,* and Robert G. W. Lambert'

Research article

The relationship between inflammation and new bone formation
in patients with ankylosing spondylitis
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AnoteAeopatikotnta tovu Infliximab o€

oAU mpwipn aéovikn ZmA (< 3 eTtwv)

MARpNGg Udeon petd ano 16 eBdondadec IFX oe mepLloxEG Twv LEpoAayoviwv
oPOPWOEWV HE 00TIKO oibnua otnv apxkn MRI

100
B IFX (n=20)

90 P < 0,001 o (o0
80- 77.3% M Pbo (n=20)

70~ 62,7%%
607
50+
40-

20+
10

Mepiroxécg 1epoAayoviwy (%)

Score 21

Kpttiipla sto6dov: OAeyp. movog otn péon, HLA-B27 + kat 0oTtiko oiénpa otnv MRI
Méon Sapkela cupmtwpdtwy :15,3 pAveg Barkham N, A&R 2009; 60: 946



AnoteAeopatikotnta tov Infliximab o€

TtOAU nipwipn aéovikn ZmA (< 3 eTwv)

Epdavion véwv BAaBwv petd oo 16 eBdopnddeg IFX o€ mepLOXEG TWV LEPOAAYOVIiWY
apBpwaoswv xwpic maboloykd svupripata otnv apxiky MRI

12%

127

10
. Placebo (n=20)

Infliximab (n=20)

P =0,004

-

Meploxég 1epoAayoviwy (%)

Kpttnpta etoodou: @Aeyu. novog otn péon, HLA-B27 + kot 00Tiko oidnpa otnv MRI

Méon SLapKeLOL CUMTTTWHATWY :15,3 pAve
1 1P HIEEH HNVES Barkham N, A&R 2009; 60: 946



Ta vea ASAS kpLtrpLa TPOTPEMOUV OTNV EYKALPN

dlayvwon TS MPo-oKTLVOAOYLKNC aéov. ZTTA

ASAS classification criteria for axial SpA

(in patients with back pain 23 months and age at onset <45 years)

Sacroiliitis on imaging*
plus

2 1 SpA feature**

**SpA features:
+ Inflammatory back pain
Arthritis
Enthesitis (heel)
Uveitis
Dactylitis
Psoriasis

Crohn's disease [ ulcerative colitis

Good response to NSAIDs
Family history for SpA
HLA-B27

Elevated CRP

or

HLA-B27

plus

2 2 other SpA features**

*Sacroiliitis on imaging:
— Active (acute) Inflammation on

MRI highly suggestive of
sacroiliitis associated with SpA

or

— Definite radiographic sacroiliitis
according to mod. New York
criteria

Rudwaleit M et al. Ann Rheum Dis 2009,;68:770-6



2010 Update of the international ASAS
recommendations for the use of anti-TNF agents
in patients with axial spondyloarthritis

Table 2 2010 Update of recommendations for the use of anti-tumour necrosis factor agents in patients with
axial SpA (including AS)

Recommendation

Patient selection

Diagnosis » Patients fulfilling modified New York Criteria for definitive AS*|or the ASAS criteria for axial
CSpAT]

Active disease » Active disease for >4 weeks
» BASDAI = 4 (0-10)* and a positive expert opinion3

Treatment failure » All patients should have had adequate therapeutic trials of at least two NSAIDs. An

adequate therapeutic trial is defined as at least two NSAIDs over a 4-week period in total
at maximum recommended or tolerated anti-inflammatory dose unless contraindicated

» Patients with predominantly axial manifestations do not have to take DMARDs before
anti-TNF treatment can be started

» Patients with symptomatic peripheral arthritis should have an insufficient response to
at least one local steroid injection if appropriate and should normally have had adequate a
therapeutic trial of a DMARD, preferably sulfasalazine

» Patients with symptomatic enthesitis must have failed appropriate local treatment

Assessment of disease
ASAS core set for daily practice and BASDAI

Assessment of response

Responder criteria » BASDAI: 50% relative change or absolute change of 2 (on 010 scale) and expert opinion in
favour of continuation

Time of evaluation » After at least 12 weeks

Van der Heijde et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2011; 70: 905
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