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E¢EAIEN Tou HAQ-DI otn PA JakpoxpoVviwg

ARAMIS chronic disease database(USA, Canada)
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Krishnan E, Ann Rheum Dis 2012; 71: 213-18



Emiiwon DMARDS oTtn PA
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Van der Kooij SM, Ann Rheum Dis 2007; 66: 1356



Emifiwon BioAoyikwyv TTapayoviwy otn PA

Agdopéva atrd Registries

HUMIRA @7Remisade | Midpkeia
adalimumab RS BepaTtreiag
SSTAG 65%** 36% 5 £Tn
DANBIO 52% 56% 41% 4 £€1n
SCQM 66%’ 65%" 58% 2 ¢n
DREAM 78% 79%" 69% 1 é10C
BSRBR 70% 71% 58% 6 PAVEC

#*p< 0,001

* p<0,0001 # p=0,049 ~p=0,024




ETri atroTtu)iag MeBoTpegaTng:

NMNooooTd aocBevwv(%)
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Elizabeth Lie, Ann Rheum Dis 2011; 70: 2103



SWEFOT study(early RA MTX IR):

(MTX + HCQ + SSZ) vs (INF + MTX)

AvaOoTOAN TNG AKTIVOAOYIKAG €CEAIENG ME anti-TNF

Total Sharp-van der Heijde score
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Van Vollenhoven, R et al, Lancet 2012



EmiBiwon Oepatreiag otn PA

DMARDSs vs anti-TNF

H 1pooBnikn Tou avTiTNF treTuxaivel yeyaAuTepn emiRiwaon Bepartreiag
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P<0.001

0.0

T T T T T
0.00 6.00 12.00 18.00 24.00
Months

Number of patients at risk:

Months 0 3 6 12 18 24
MTX + TNFi 98 93 82 56 47 37
MTX + sDMARDs 129 115 91 60 43 36

Elizabeth Lie, Ann Rheum Dis 2011; 70: 2103



Anti-TNFa otnv eykateotnuévn PA

KAIVIKR} aVTOTTOKPIO

Lipsky PE, N ENGL J Med 2000; 343: 1594
Klresgog L, Lancet 2004; 363: 675
Keystone E, Arthritis Rheum 2004; 50: 1400

Response Rates at week 52 Keystone E , Ann Rheum Dis 2010; 69: 1129
Keystone E, Arthritis Rheum 2008; 58: 3319
100 o ACR50

AIaQOPETIKEC MEAETEC, OXI aTTEUBEIQC CUYKPION
80 -

* *
—_ ] 69
S *p < 0,001
o 60 - **p< 0,0001 §: 50 mg/m
g -
E 40 - 30 37.1

MTX MTX MTX MTX MTX
+ INF + ETA + ADA + CMZ + GLB



DANBIO Reqistry: direct comparison and efficacy

and adherence between anti-TNFs in RA

DAS28 remission rates at 6 and 12 months
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ADA=536 ADA=444
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10 4
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P<0.0001 at 6 and 12 months across the 3 agents for both corrected and uncorrected comparison

LUNDEX-corrected responses were calculated as follows:
(fraction of starters still in the study after x months) x (fraction responding at x months)

Hetland ML, et al. Arthritis Rheum 2010;62:22-32.
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Anti-TNFa oTtnv eykateotTnpévn RA :

KAIviki) avramrokpion ACR50 (MetavaAuon)

TNF-blocker  Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% C| M-H, Random, 95% Cl
[ 1.41.1 Infiximab
Maini 1998 84 333 4 84 62% 5.93 [2.24, 15.66]
Schiff 2008 61 165 22 110 87% 1.85[1.21, 2.82] — -
Subtotal (95% CI) 498 194 149%  3.08[0.91, 10.43] i Infliximab
Total events 1558 26
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.64; Chi* = 5.39, df = 1 (P = 0.02); F = 81%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.80 (P = 0.07)
TOTETETRIToTE a1 78 4 8 61% 7.95 [2.94, 21.47] ——
Weinbiatt 1999 23 59 1 30 30%  11.89[1.66, 82.47] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 137 110  91%  8.61[3.55,20.86] - Etanerce P t
Total events 54 5
Heterogeneity: Tau* = 0.00; Chi*=0.12,df=1 (P =0.72); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.76 (P < 0.00001)
1.11.3 Adalimumab
Lweum—l 81 207 19 200 8.5% 4.12[2.60, 6.53] —
Kim 2007 28 65 19 200 83% 453 [2.72, 7.56) — _
Miyasaka 2008 50 178 5 87 66% 4.89[2.02, 11.82] —
Van de Putte 2004 61 216 9 110 7.6% 3.45 [1.78, 6.69] . Adalimumab
Weinblatt 2003 68 140 5 62 67% 6.02 [2.55, 14.20] —_
Subtotal (35% CI) 806 659 37.8% 4.34 [3.30, 5.70] +
Total events 288 57

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi*=1.17, df =4 (P = 0.88); P = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 10.56 (P < 0.00001)

1.11.4 Golimumab

i

174 477 47 160 9.2% 1.24 [0.95, 1.62] [
tone 2008(a) 88 311 18 133 85% 2.09[1.31,3.33)] =8 1
Subtotal (95% CI) 788 293 17.7% 1.56 [0.93, 2.60] -3 G 0 I Imum ab
Total events 262 65

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.10; Chi#=3.72, df = 1 (P =0.05); B=73%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.69 (P = 0.09)

1.11.5 Certolizumab

25 1M 4 109 6.0% 6.14 [2.21, 17.05] T
Keystone 2008(b) 302 783 15 199 8.4% 5.12[3.12, 8.38] = .

Smolen 2009 161 492 4 127 62%  10.39[3.93,27.48] — Certolizumab
Subtotal (85% CI) 1386 435 20.6% 5.95 [3.97, 8.92] B

Total events 488 23

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi*=1.67,. df =2 (P =043); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 8.64 (P < 0.00001)

Total (95% CI) 3615 1691 100.0% 4.07 [2.70, 6.13] B

Total events 1247 176

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.46; Chi* = 82.00, df = 13 (P < 0.00001); I* = 84% :o o1 o: 1 3 140 1°°=
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.72 (P < 0.00001) Favours control  Favours experimental

Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable

Aaltonen KJ et al, PLoS ONE; 7: e30275



Anti-TNFa otnv eykateotnpévn PA:

AgiToupyikn IkavoTnta (HAQ score)

Response Rates at week 52
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Anti-TNFa otnv eykateotnpévn PA:

AKTIVOAOYIKA OEOOEVA

MTX vs anti-TNFa + MTX
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Jones G, Biologics: Targets and Therapy 2012; 6: 155



Tocilizumab oTtnv eykateoTnuévn PA 1

KAlvika dedouéva

LITHE study: 1196 aoBgveig atmd 121 kévrpa
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Kremer JM, Arthritis Rheum 2011; 63; 609



Tocilizumab oTnv eykateoTnuEvn PA 2

AKTIVOAOYIKA OedOMEVA
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Placabo TCZ (4 + 8) TCZ 4 Tozs Smolen J, Ann Rheum Dis 2012; 71: 687



Tocilizumab otnv eykateoTnuévn PA 3

Agitoupyikn IkavoTnta (HAQ-DI)

LITHE study

Response Rates at week 52 . 8 mg/Kg + MTX
B 4 mg/Kg + MTX

. Placebo + MTX

100 ¢

80 { *p <0.05

62,7% *

60 | 59,6%
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40 |

20 o

Patients with improvements
of 2 0,3 units

Kremer JM, Arthritis Rheum 2011; 63: 609



Anakinra otnv eykateotTnuévn PA

KAIVIKG — AKTIVOAOYIKA OEQOMEVA
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Abatacept oTnv eykataoTnuevn PA 1

KAIVIKA avTatrokpion - Asitoupyiki Ikavornta (HAQ-DI)

B oo —— Abatacept + MTX (n = 424)
20— i Placebo + MTX (n = 214)t
T ACR50 48,3%
g
2
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2
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0 T 1 | I T T |
D 1829 &7 B5 113 141 1689 225 281 365
Visit Day HAQ-DI score
D
80 67,3%
70 | — »— =
. = P < 0,001
DAS28 <2.6| % P 39,3%
5
ABA + MTX 15% 2 g M-
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’ 10 —
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Kremer JM, Ann Int Med 2006; 144: 865 R IS5 AR AR TR 1 1 220 el e
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Abatacept otnv eykareotTnuEvn PA 2

AKTIVOAOVYIKA OedopEvVa

EmiBpdaduvon Tng £¢EAIENS TNG AKTIVOAOYIKNGS BAARBNS ~ 50% Tov 1 Xpovo
(Genant-modified total Sharp scores)
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Kremer JM, Ann Int Med 2006; 144: 865



Rituximab : PA un avramrokpivopevn o€ anti-TNFa

KAIvikEG atravThoelig(REFLEX)

A: 80y * O Placebo (N=201) B 90
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p<0.0001 a 40]
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2 o
< * W 30
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&o 201 15 15
1 18 * 10 - e
: d o 1@ ]
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= 25 —a31
Cohen SB, Arthritis Rhreum 2006; 54: 2793 o 20 - 19 1416
Rubbert-Roth A, Arthritis Res Ther 2009; 11(Suppl): S1 H1 11
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Rituximab : PA un avramrokpivopevn o€ anti-TNFa

AkTIVOAoyIKa dedopéva (REFLEX) — HAQ-DI

37 g B Placebo + MTX (n = 187)
} O Rituximab + MTX (n = 281)
@ Placebo (n= 184) 25
B Rituximab (n=273) -y
§ 24 months
& =0.011 7 27
E e g 1.8 *p < 0,005
S : . *p < 0,0001
: g 15 -
= 059 = 14
0.5 0.41 5 4. 1
'/ ' :
0 | | | = *
To\al Genant-moflified Joint space Erosion score 05 042
narrowing
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Keystone EC, Ann Rheum Dis 2009;68:216, Cohen SB, Ann Rheum Dis 2010; 69:1158
Keystone EC, J Rheumatol 2012; 39:2238



O1 BioAoyiKoi TTapAYOVTEG OTNV EYKATECOTNMEVN RA

Asgitoupyikn Ikavornta (MetavaAuon)
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Treatment better than placebo
time in weeks: mean HAQ CFB (95%Crl)

Adalimumab + MTX vs Placebo + MTX

1
. J
' v 1

24:-0.33 (-0.49; -0.17)
52:-0.34 (-0.45; -0.23)

Certolizumab pegol + MTX vs Placebo + MTX

24:-0.38 (-0.53; -0.24)
52:-0.42 (-0.52; -0.32)

<

L . ]
f v 1

Etanercept + MTX vs Placebo + MTX

) v 1

24:-0.28 (-0.47; -0.09)
52: -0.34 (-0.60; -0.08)

d
1

L 4

Golimumab + MTX vs Placebo + MTX

A
L\ g L}

24:-0.34 (-0.57; -0.11)
Infliximab + MTX vs Placebo + MTX

v
L s d
v 1

24:-0.19 (-0.31; -0.07)
52:-0.21 (-0.40; -0.02)

Rituximab + MTX vs Placebo + MTX
5 | 24:-0.21 (-0.40; -0.02)

' 52:-0.30 (-0.63; 0.04)

L .
v

Tocilizumab + MTX vs Placebo + MTX
24:-0.21 (-0.44; 0.03)

A
’ v

Abatacept + MTX vs Placebo + MTX
: 24:-0.30 (-0.41; -0.18)

' A | 52: -0.29 (-0.38; -0.21)

-0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 04



BioAoyikoi TrapdayovTteg otnv rpwiyn PA

KAIVIKR} aVTOTTOKPIO

St Clair EW,Arthritis Rheum 2004; 50: 3432
Emery P, Lancet 2008; 372: 375
Breedveld FC, Arthritis Rheum 2006; 54:26

ReSpO nse Rates at week 52 Emery p, Arthritis Rheum 2009; 60:2272
Emery P, Arthritis Rheum 2011; 63: 1200
100 A Westhavens R, Ann Rheum Dis 2009; 68: 1870
’Y(peo-n V600U(DASZS<2 6) Nishimoto N, Ann Rheum Dis 2007; 66: 1162
80 AIQQOPETIKEG MEAETEG, OXI ATTEUBEIAG OUYKPION
*p < 0,001
@ - **p< 0,0001 *
o *%k
<= p< 0.014
$60' * * 8 : week 24 59
GC.) 50 *%
L Fekkk _
= # 6 mg/Kg 43 38 I 2x1g
0 40. *
31
20-
0

MTX MTX MTX MTX MTX MTX TCB MTX
+ INF + ETA + ADA + GLB + ABA + RTX



MeAéTeg Bpaxuxpovng TrapaTnenong

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

*AIOQOPETIKEG MEAETEG, OXI aTT €uBeiag ouykpion
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40
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20 14

12
10

Infliximab' Eikoviké Etanercept? Eikoviko Adalimumab?3 Eikoviké Golimumab?* Eikoviké

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 Aﬂs
4. Inman RD et al. Arthritis Rheum 2008;58:3402-12



MeAETEC HOKPOXPOVNG TTAPATAPNONS

Avtatrokpion ASAS 40 petd atrd 2~5 xpovia Oepatreiag
ME anti-TNF o€ acOeveig pe Ax

100~ M aoa B INF

é * NIa@OPETIKEG HEAETEG, OXI aTTEUBEiOG oUYKpPION
S 90- W eETA W owmB
g 80+
S
o 70 v
5 o 63% 560
E
W 40-
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o 30
D
b 20-
<
10

104 192 156 104

Van der Heijde D et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2009; 68: 922  AIAPKEIN Bspanaiag(£[360po'(6£g)
Davis JC et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2008; 67: 346

Braun J et al, Rheumatology; 2005; 44: 670

Braun j, Ann Rheum Dis 2012; 71:661



Anti-TNFa otnv AykKuAoTrointiki ZovOuAiTioa

KAIVIKR} aVTOTTOKPIO

Van der Heijde D, Arthritis Rheum 2005; 52: 582
Davis JC, Arthritis Rheum 2003; 48: 3230

Van der Heijde D, Arthritis Rheum 2006; 54: 2136
Inma R, Arthritis Rrheum 2008; 58: 3402
100 =
Response Rates at week 24
0 ASAS Partial Remision
< AIa@OpPETIKEC MEAETEC, OXI aTTEUBEIOC CUYKPION
W 60 -
% *p < 0,001
= **p< 0,001
©
O 40 .
* *
* % 22 22
20 - 17
- 4
1,3
0 |

PBO INF PBO ETA PBO ADA PBO GMB



KaAUTEPN aVTATTOKPION TWV 000EVWYV PJE HIKPOTEPNG

OlapKelag vooo oTnv anti-TNF Ogpartreia

Xoprnynon Adalimumab

Atravtioeig Twyv aocBevwy kKatd ASAS 40 kait BASDAI 50 tnv 520

eBOONGOO OE oXEOon HE TN OIAPKEIA TG VOOOU

AcOBeveig(%)

100
90+
80

70~
607
50+
40~
30+
20~
10

p =0.014 yia BASDAI
809%0 p=0.006 yia ASAS B AsAs 40

73.3% B BASDAI 50

52.2% 52.2%

14.3%
4-10 €tn >10 €1n
n=23 n=7

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



H avramokpion tn 12" eOopdda atroTeAEl TTPOYVWOTIKO

OEIKTN TNG HOKPOXPOVIOGS AVTATTOKPIONG OTA 8 £TN

100
UDropout during 8years
B Completer after 8years
OBASDAI <3 after 8years
@ Remission after 8years

MOavoTnTa avratrokpiong HETA atrd

0 1 2 3 4
BASDAI 12" eBoopada

Baraliakos X et al. Rheumatology 2011; 50: 1690



MRI: peTOBOAEG TOU OEIKTN EVEPYOTNTOC OTN 22X

META TN Xopnynon anti-TNF trapayoviwv

*AIaQOPETIKEG MEAETEG, OXI aTTeuBEiag oUyKpIoN

MeTd ard MeTd amrd MeTd amrd Merd atro
24 £Bdouadeg 6 £BOoNGSEG 12 eBSONAdEG 14 ¢Bdopadeg
Baseline score| 6,6 7.1 11.2 10.4 16 20 9.3 9.6
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Anti-TNFa otnv WA( Trepi1pepikn vooog)
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Anti-TNFa otnv WA( Trepi1pepikn vooog)
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Anti-TNFa otnv WA( Trepi1pepikn vooog)

AKTIVOAOYIKO OedOMEVA
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Anti-TNFa otnv WA

PASI/5 score

100

O Placebo
M Infliximab 5 mg/kg INF ADA
80 | ao P =0,004
60% o -
60 | 99
5 e
£ w
40 ;’.: P
*p <0,001 = 3@
20 - & a9
1% 19 1
- 0 - - U--- o .
oz ¢ 14 22 24 Week 24 Waak 48
Weeks N
Antoni C, Ann Rheum Dis 2005: 64: 1150 Gladman DD, Arthritis Rheum 2007; 56:476
100 100
*p<0.01
GMB P [] Placebo ETA
5 80 80 B Etanercept
z ~O~ Placebo —#— Golimumab 50 mg g4 weeks
[=]
§ 60 —&— Golimumab100 mg g4 weeks 60-
i
< 65%
@ 40 . 40~
< ; 530,  P=0,001
= v 0
; -~ 55% 20+ »
1%|2 °
0 Y v T T T—
0 4 B \Week 14 18 20 24 Week 24

Kavanaugh A, Arthritis Rheum 2009; 60: 976 Kavanaugh A, Arthritis Rhrum 2012; 64:2504



Canacinumab kol Auto@Aeypovwon voonuata

(Cryopyrin-Associated Periodic Syndrome)

48-week, double-blind, placebo-control, randomized withdrawal study(n=35)

Canacinumab: 150 mg sb. at 8 weeks intervals
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Lachmann HJ, NEJM 2009; 360: 23



Canacinumab kol Auto@Aeypovwon voonuata

(Cryopyrin-Associated Periodic Syndrome)
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B-RELIEVED: To Canakinumab 150mg utrepExel Tou TA 40
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Makpoxpovia EKBaon Tng AeITOUPYIKAG IKaAVOTNTOG

o€ aocOeveic e rpwiun PA
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Makpoxpovia eEEAIEN TNS AKTIVOAOYIKAS BAARBNGS

o€ aocOeveic e rpwiun PA

s [MpootTik HeEAETN o€ TTpwIPN(<2 eTwv) PA(n=181)
s Aldpkela TapakoAouBnong 10 €1n
s 75% TWv aoBevwyv eAdupBavav DMARDS

Progression rates of radiograhic damage
| Larsen scores at each year T

e 110 ] [

|
-
|
Larsen units
;
I
|
|
-
-

0-1 1-2 2-3 14 4.5 510
Year

Year
168 168 167 163 152  14] 157
No of patients with evaluated radiographs

Lindgvist E, Ann Rheum Dis 2003; 62: 611



Makpoxpovia ékBaon otn PA(>10 £€1n)

ACR20/50/70 — HAQ-DI

Open-label Etanercept treatment
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Makpoxpovia Ekaon otn PA

KAIVIKG — AgITOUPYIKA - AKTIVOAOYIKA OEOOMEVA
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BioAOYIKOI TTOPAYOVTEG KAl IKAVOTNTO TTPOC

epyooia og aoBeveic ue PA

STURE registry: TrpooT1rTIK| MEAETN OIAPKEIAG 5 eTwv(N=594)
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BioAoOyiKoi TTOPAYOVTEC oTn PA:
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BioAoyikoi TrapayovTteg otn PA.

OvnréTnTA
SSATG Swedish register

Anti-TNF exposed group vs RA community-based cohort
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