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T elvon Tapapovi) ot Oepamnelia;

Napapovn otn Oepanceia: “H dtapkela AnPnc tng Oeparmeiog
armo tnv evapén HExpL tn dtakormn tng”

D

‘Evapén tng Beparmeiag n Tepuatiopog tne Beparmneiac n
NG mapatpnong Xpovoc AN e Bepaneiac ™G mapatrpnong
\ (xwplc va EemepaoTtel To emiTpentd 6plo) )

Napapovn
(persistence)

* Emtpento opto nuepwv: O aptduog Twv NUEPWV aVAUETA O SUO EKTTANPWOELG
ouVTaYWV, TTOU OpIleTaL ava UEAETN

Figure adapted from: Cramer JA et al. Medication compliance and persistence: terminology and definitions, Value Health. 2008 Jan-Feb;11(1):44-7.



H mapapovn etvat Lo peTiKi) amo T
CUHUOPPWOT)

Zuppopdwon

(adherence)
( % 600ewv Tou ANdOnkav \
Evapén tnc¢ Vepanciac n éan GUVTOLVOVpOLCIDI"]er] KE Tepuatiouoc tne depamneioc n
NG mapatipnong NG mapatripnong
Evapén tnc Oepaneiac n Tepuatiouog tne¢ Gepamneiag n
TNC mopaTHPNO , , , TNC moPATNPNONC
ng napatnpnong Xpovoq)\mlmctnqespanaaq n patnpnon
\ (xwplc va Eemepaotel To emitpentd 6plo) )

Napapovn
(persistence)

Figure adapted from: Cramer JA et al. Medication compliance and persistence: terminology and definitions, Value Health. 2008 Jan-Feb;11(1):44-7.



H mapapovi) ot Oepameia kot
CUUUOPP®WOT] ELVOL GTEVA GUVEESEUEVEC

* H napapovn otn Bepaneia e€aptatal amno:H?
* AnoteAeopatikotnTa Tou GoPUAKOU
* MNpodiA aoPpalelac tou dapudkou
* Zupuopdwon

* Epmepla kot emBupieg tou acbevn

1. Degli Esposti L et al, ClinicoEconomics and Outcomes Research 2014:6 401-407; 2. Martinez-Santana V et al, Patient Preference and Adherence 2013:7 719-72



H mapapovn ot Oepaneio LETPATOL LE TNV

e Blwon Tov @apupakov (drug survival)
EntiBflwon tou dapudKkou LETPA TO XpOVO TIou €vac aoBevnc ocuvexilel va
Aappavel tnv ibla Beparmeia

Amtelkoviletal pe kapumuAeg Kaplan-Meier

Drug survival
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Cramer JA et al. Medication compliance and persistence: terminology and definitions, Value Health. 2008 Jan-Feb;11(1):44-7.



H Ogpamela Twv pEVUATIKWV VOGTIUATWV
OTOXEVEL TV LOKPOXPOVIX VPECT] KO
TPOGTAGLN OTIO TV EEEALEN TIC VOGOV

Mpooappoyn Mpooappoyr aywyng oe
aywyng ol pudwva anmwAELQ
LLE TNV EVEPYOTNTA QTOTEAECUATIKOTNTOG

NG vooou
1 4
Awatpnon

’
Udeong

Xprion S€KTWV KAWVIKAG Xpnon SEKTWV KALVIKAG

EVEPYOTNTOCG VOGOU KoL EVEPYOTNTAC VOCOU KOl

Selktwv dAeyuovig Selktwv bAeyuovig

OTWG POoPAEMETAL OTlWG PO BAEMETAL
Awatipnon
XounArg

gEvepyoTNTAG

XapunAn
EvaAdaktiko¢ otoxog gvepyotnta

”PO'OOLQHOW'] NMpocappoyn aywync os
aywyng oupdwva amWAEL
HE TNV evepyoTnta QTOTEAECUATIKOTNTOLG
¢ vooou

* Peuuatoeldnc apUpitiba, Aykudomointikn ornovéudapUpitida, lNepipepikn appitidba, Ywplaoikn apdpitida

de Wit MPT, Smolen JS, Gossec L, et al. Ann Rheum Dis (2011). doi: 10.1136/ard.2010.146662; Smolen JS, et al. Ann Rheum Dis 2014;73:6—16.
doi:10.1136/annrheumdis-2013-203419; Smolen JS. Ann Rheum Dis. 2016 Jan;75(1):3-15.



EXTENDED REPORT

Disease-modifying antirheumatic drug-free sustained
remission in rheumatoid arthritis: an increasingly
achievable outcome with subsidence of disease
symptoms

S Ajeganova,1'2 H W van S’[eenl:)ert_mﬂ,1 J ABvan Nies,' LE Burgers,1
T W J Huizinga," A H M van der Helm-van Mil’




DMARD-free
sustained remission (%)
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early MTX and DAS-steered treatment 2005-2011
- early MTX treatment 1999-2004

early treatment mild DMARDs 1996-1998

- delayed DMARD treatment 1993-1995

Follow-up time (years)




LT XPOVLX VOOT)LOTA 1] TIAPALOVT) 0TT) Oepameia
QVTOVAKAQ TO LAKPOXPOVLO KALVIKO O@PEAOC KO
TNV AGQAAELX TIC 0TNV KAWVIKN TTpagn’?

* O aoBevnc Ba ouvexlosl va Aappavel tn Bepameial-3
* 000 aloBavetal 0peAo¢
* 000 oL avenBuuntec evepyeleg dev eival WoLalitepa coBapec

* av to 6000AoyLKO oxnHa tov BoAgUEL, N N eUMELpla Xopynong
dev tov evoyAel

1. Fisher A et al, PLoS ONE 9(8): €105193. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0105193; 2. Degli Esposti L et al, ClinicoEconomics and Outcomes Research 2014:6
401-407; 3. Bolge SC et al. Patient Prefer Adherence. 2015;9:121-131




[Tolec TIY£EC X PN OYLOTIOLOVUE;

Randomized
Control Trials

Registries

Observational studiers

Long Term

Extension Studies




Tt onuatvert mapapovn) ot Oepaneia yia
TOV KALVIKO YLOTPO;

* OLaoBeveic ov MOPEUELVAY OTNV BEpATTELD CUYKPLTLKA
LLE autoUC Ttou dev mapEpewvay iyav?:

* MeyaAUtepn BeAtiwon otnv evepyotnta TG vOoOU

YynAotepa moocootd UdeonC

Muwkpotepn npoodo tn¢ vooou

MeyaAutepn BeAtiwon otnv AEITOUPYLKOTNTA TOUG

YynAotepn rototnta {wng

1.Pascual-Ramos V. et al, Arthritis Research & Therapy 2009;11



H mapapovr) 6t Oepatmeia 6uveEeToL pPE
UEYOXAUTEPT) UELWOT] TNG EVEPYOTNTAC TNE VOOOU
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Pascual-Ramos V. et al, Arthritis Research & Therapy 2009;11(1):R26



H mapapovn ot Oepaneia cuvdEeTal pe
TP ATETAUEVT] VPEGCT)

Epnedwpévn Odeon

100 - p=0.003
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Pascual-Ramos V. et al, Arthritis Research & Therapy 2009;11(1):R26



H mapapovn ot Oepaneia cuvdEeTal pe
KOAUTEPT) ASLTOUPYIKOTIT. ..

3,00
M porsistent patients
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st eaaion | KO HLKPOTEPN TEPOOGO T)V
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Pascual-Ramos V. et al, Arthritis Research & Therapy 2009;11(1):R26



H mapapovn ot Oepaneia cuvdEeTal pe
UEYAAVTEPT) BEATIWOT TNC TOLOTNTAC (WG

69,6

60 - p=0.02 H mopopovy ATav o .oxupdTtePOC
TIPOYVWOTIKOC SEIKTNC yLla TNV
ékBaon tng Beparmeiag (PROs)

M Persistence

B No persistence
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Major & Sustained SF-36 PF

Mn rapauovn: Stakornn twv DMARDs yLa27 GUVEXOUEVEG NUEPEG.
PROs: RADAI, SF-36,HAQ,patient’s VAS,morning stiffeness, fatigue)

Contreras-Yanez |. et al, Clinical and Experimental Rheumatology 2010;28:748-751



Tt oupBatvel TNV KAWVIKT) TPAEN UE
TouC avTL-TNE;

Neploootepo ano 30% twv
acBevwv Oa diakoPouv tov 1°
avtt TNF mapdayovta Aoyw

OITWAELOLG OLVTATOKPLONG i
averOuunTnG evépyelog oto 1°
£10¢

Rendas-Baum R et al. Arthritis Res Ther. 2011;13:R25; Bolge SC et al. Patient Prefer Adherence. 2015;9:121-131.; Ciurea et al. Arthritis Research &
Therapy (2016) 18:71; Hyrich et al. Arthritis Rheum 2007;56:13-20; Rashid N. et al, JME: 2016;dx.doi.org/10.3111/13696998.2016.1142448;, Gulyas K
et al, Eur J Health Econ (2014) 15 (Suppl 1):593-5100; Lie E et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2011;70:157-163. doi:10.1136/ard.2010.131797




[Mapapovi) pe tovg avti-TNF
TP XYOVTEC

1)

OPEN (3 ACCESS Freely available online '@PLOS | one

Comparative Persistence of the TNF Antagonists in
Rheumatoid Arthritis - A Population-Based Cohort Study |

Anat Fisher'%*, Ken Bassett"**, James M. Wright"**, M. Alan Brookhart®, Hugh Freeman®,
Colin R. Dormuth'? '

August 2014 | Volume 9 | Issue 8 | e105193'




[Tapopolx Stapeon mTapapovi] Kat Kivéuvoc
drakom ¢ avapeoca 6toug 3 TPWTouG avti-TNF

* 2,923 aoBeveic, dedopeva amod 4 SLOKNTIKEC UYELOVOLLLKEC
BaoeLg

* Napopoia Stapeon napapovi o €1n (95% confidence

3,8

interval) pe 4,5
* etanercept 3.8 (3.3-4.3) 3':
* Infliximab 3.7 (2.9-4.9) _ 3
e adalimumab 3.3 (2.6-4.1) " 2'?
1,5
* Nopopolog Kivéuvog SLaKomic : 0,51>
* To hazard ratio (95% confidence interval) Atav: 0
* 0.98 (0.85— 1.13) infliximab vs. etanercept Adpeon mapapovi
* 0.95 (0.78-1.15) infliximab vs. adalimumab WETA ®INX WADA

e 1.04 (0.88-1.22) adalimumab vs. etanercept

PLoS One. 2014 Aug 20;9(8):e105193
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ARTHRITIS & RHEUMATISM

Vol. 63, No. 2, February 2011, pp 382-390
DOI 10.1002/art.30117

© 2011, American College of Rheumatology

Treatment Response, Drug Survival, and Predictors Thereof in
764 Patients With Psoriatic Arthritis Treated With
Anti—-Tumor Necrosis Factor a Therapy

Results From the Nationwide Danish DANBIO Registry

Bente Glintborg,' Mikkel @stergaard,” Lene Dreyer,® Niels Steen Krogh,* Ulrik Tarp,’
Michael Sejer Hansen,' Signe Rifbjerg-Madsen,® Tove Lorenzen,” and Merete Lund Hetland®
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[apapovn ot Oepameia pe tov 1° avtl-
TNFa tov 1° xpovo o€ ao0Osvelc pe AX

Etanercept

Persistent use of infliximab
Adalimumab 722 (56%)

Orther,
56 (34%)

Persisrent nse of adalimumab
1,368 (47%)

Orher, 48 (13%)

Adv Ther. 2012; 29(8):6
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ORIGINAL ARTICLE - OBSERVATIONAL RESEARCH

Treatment persistence among patients with rheumatoid disease
(RA, AS, PsA) treated with subcutaneous biologics in Germany

Ramon Lyu' - Marinella Govoni® - Qian Ding' - Christopher M. Black* -
Sumesh Kachroo* - Tao Fan' - Augstina Ogbonnaya® + Prina Donga” - Jerrold Hill® -
Charles Makin®




H mapapovr) 6tovg 12 unveg Oepamelag o
“naive” aoBevelc mov EAafBov vTodopLo
TOPAYOVTA ELVOL YOUTAT)
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Lyu R et al. Rheumatology 2015;D0I 10.1007/s00296-015-3348-4
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[Nati ol acBsvelg StakomToUV TN
Oepameia;

Epeuva oe 250 aodeveic yia tnv aéloAoynon twv aitiwv dtakornrc SC TNF avaotoAewv Toug
teAdevutaiouc 12 unveg (52% diekoav tn Geparmeia TouG Kal 0Tn CUVEXELA Ekavav aAdayn

Ueparneiac.

KEpwmuaroAévLo e urtoBonBoupeveg epwrr']oaq\

gbelte:

* Otwyxn anoteAeopatikotnta (40.8%)

* Dtwyxn eunepia xopriynong (18.4%)
Kootocg/kaAupn anod aodaAlotiko dopea (12.0%)
Acdadiela (11.6%)

Yoeon (7.2%)

AN\ (10.0%)

\_

/

1. Wen H et al. Int J Rheum Dis. 2012;15:380—-389; 2. Bolge SC et al. Patient Prefer Adherence. 2015;9:121-131




‘Otav 1 Oepamelo ATTOTVYYXAVEL

Neploootepo ano 30% twv
acBevwyv Oa dtakoPouv tov 1°
avtt TNF mapdayovta Aoyw
OLMWAELOLG OLVTATIOKPLONG
averOuunTnG evépyelog oto 1°
£10¢

OL mepLocOTEPOL
pevpOToAoyol Oa
dokipaoouv £va
devtepOo BLoAoyLKo
napayovio

Rendas-Baum R et al. Arthritis Res Ther. 2011;13:R25; Bolge SC et al. Patient Prefer Adherence. 2015;9:121-131.; Ciurea et al. Arthritis Research &
Therapy (2016) 18:71; Hyrich et al. Arthritis Rheum 2007;56:13-20; Rashid N. et al, JME: 2016;dx.doi.org/10.3111/13696998.2016.1142448;, Gulyas K
et al, Eur J Health Econ (2014) 15 (Suppl 1):593-5100; Lie E et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2011;70:157-163. doi:10.1136/ard.2010.131797




To switch cuvééeTon pe yaunAotepn
QVTOTIOKPLOT] KAL TIXPOLOVT] TOV
ETTOUEVOV BLOAOYLKOV TIXPAYOVTQ,
KOl EMOUEVWC LUK POTEPT) EMITUXLA
™G Oepamelac

Markenson J et al, ) Rheumatol 2011;38;1273-1281; Glintborg B et al, ARTHRITIS & RHEUMATISM Vol. 65, No. 5, May 2013, pp 1213-1223; Glintborg B
et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2013;72:1149-1155. doi:10.1136/annrheumdis-2012-201933



H KAWVIKT) 0VTOTIOK PLOT) LELWVETOL 0G0 XVEAVETAL
0 aPLOUOC TV TIPONYOUUEV®WYV BLOAOYIKWV
Tapayovtwyv ot PA

X 20 -
g AplOuoG mponyoL LEVWY
> ,
-3 BloAoyikwyv
15 - ml
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O _

ACR70 DAS28<2,6

1. Rendas-Baum R et al. Arthritis Res Ther. 2011;13:R25.
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Clinical and epidemiological research

Golimumab, a human antibody to tumour '“'ecm'S:S
factor a given by monthly subcutaneous m‘ic::ate‘
in active rheumatoid arthritis despite methotr

therapy: the GO-FORWARD Study

(*) OPEN ACCESS _
§THatP PC Miranda '

_ ) £ C Hoia®? e
o LKareod ” 11 §\igvanathan, 2 WU

5
Genove T wski

stone' MC g
£ C Key s ypamer 37

ypardur®. $C Bae’
JAU Rahman'”

ACR20 response at week 14 was:
* 33.1% in the placebo plus methotrexate group,

* 44.4% (p=0.059) in the golimumab 100 mg plus

placebo group

* 55.1% (p=0.001) in the golimumab 50 mg plus

methotrexate group

* 56.2% (p<0.001) in the golimumab 100 mg plus

methotrexate group.
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GO-FORWARD, ACR 20, 14 6.

56,2

55,1

BmMTX m®mGOL100 mGOL50+MTX m GOL100+MTX




| Golimum _
\' aftertreatmentw!thwmomn

(GO-AFT ER study): 2 mu\ticentfe\,
| p\acebo-contro\\ed, phase lll tria

g eman Goyls,
-en Wallenha upt, N >
Landews, EricL M atteson, JOrgn Ve . AFTER study investiaorors

Mittiek Doye Rovet \ahbocb U Rohman, forthe GO

\

f hon Kay, ;
E' ,‘03?‘55”‘\“"“- w5 ’lnvv qudhaV iswanathan, Eizobah CHoG,
\ Yeffrey S Neal, Yiying £, 5%

ACR 20, 14 5.

ACR20 response at week 14 was:

551 96,2

« 28 (18%) patients on placebo,

* 54 (35%) patients on 50 mg golimumab
(odds ratio 2.5 [95% Cl 1.5-4.2], p=0.0006),

* 58 (38%) patients on 100 mg golimumab (2.8
[1.6-4.7], p=0.0001)

MNoocootd acBevwv(%)

* achieved ACR20 at week 14

EMTX ®GOL100 = GOL50+MTX m GOL100+MTX




H kAviK1) avTamokpLor HELWVETAL 0G0
QUEAVETOL 0 APLOUOC TWV TTPOTNYOUUEV®V
BloAoyikwv Tapayovtwyv otnv YA
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udeon

Glintborg B et al, ARTHRITIS & RHEUMATISM Vol. 65, No. 5, May 2013, pp 1213-1223;



H kAviK1) avTamokpLor HELWVETAL 0G0
QUEAVETOL 0 APLOUOC TWV TTPOTNYOUUEV®V
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Glintborg B et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2013;72:1149-1155. doi:10.1136/annrheumdis-2012-201933
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O XpOVOC TTAPALOVIC 6T OEPATIELN PUELWVETHL OGO
QLEAVETAL 0 APLOUOC TWV TIPOTYOUUEV®WV
BloAoyikwv apayovtwyv ot PA
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Markenson J et al, The Journal of Rheumatology 2011; 38:7; doi:10.3899/jrheum.101142



O XpOVOC TTAPALOVIC 6T OEPATIELN LELWVETOL OGO
QLEAVETAL 0 APLOUOC TWV TIPOTYOUUEV®WV
BLOAOYIK®WV TXPAYOVT®WV
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Kristensen, et al: The Journal of Rheumatology 2016; 43:1; d0i:10.3899/jrheum.150744



O XpOVOC TTAPALOVIC 6T OEPATIELN LELWVETOL OGO
QLEAVETAL 0 APLOUOC TWV TIPOTYOUUEV®WV
BLOAOYIK®WV TAPAYOVT®WV
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Generalized ACR20 and ACR70 response rates to
different therapies in patients with RA

MTX-naive MTX-experienced Anti-TNF-experienced
ACR20 ACRTD AGRTO ACR20 AGRTD Patients
fulfilling
Ant-TNF ACR
criteria
Anti-L-1 >70-100%
=50-70%
Anti-IL-6
Anti-T-cell-
cogtimulation
Anti-B-cell .
h .

ACR20, American College of Rheumatology 20% improvement criteria; ACR70, American College of Rheumatology 70% improvement
criteria; eRA, early rheumatoid arthritis; MTX, methotrexate; RA, rheumatoid arthritis; TNF, tumour necrosis factor.

Smolen JS and Aletaha D. Nat Rev Rheumatol. 2015.
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YnoBeon B: H voooc¢ cuveyilel va e€eAloceTal
MO0 PLOLOAOYIKAX KOl LETA TT|V TIAT)P1] KALVIKNY
exSNAwon

= \
“.t
=

>y o 1 "f f)
- H v ", y = b
e
Phase A: Phase B: Phase C: Phase D: Phase E: Phase F:
Genetic Environmental »  Systemic Symptoms 4 UA RA
Risk Factors Risk Factors = Autoimmunity Without

Arthritis
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MAnw¢ n enttuxng KataotoAn tng PAsypovwdouc enefepyaoiag
, Kot ETUTPETIEL TNV AVACXEOH
NG vOoOoU;

MAnwg to «mapabupo sukalpiag» dev uMAPXEL LOVO oTNV apxn,
aAAQ 0G0 0 XPOVOG MPOXWPA TOGO pHag «Byalel» o€ AlyoteEpO
Oavikeg ekBaocelg (Opeon xwpic pappoaka-> vdeon He
dappaka->xapnAn evepyotnto-> evepyotniay)




H Ogpamela Twv pEVUATIKWV VOGTIUATWV
OTOXEVEL TV LOKPOXPOVIX VPECT] KO
TPOGTAGLN OTIO TV EEEALEN TIC VOGOV

Mpooappoyn Mpooappoyr aywyng oe 1[DEReA i
aywyng ol pudwva anmwAELQ
LLE TNV EVEPYOTNTA QTOTEAECUATIKOTNTOG

NG vooou
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Udeong

Xprion S€KTWV KAWVIKAG Xprion S€IKTWV KALVIKAG

EVEPYOTNTAC VOOOU KOl EVEPYOTNTAC VOOOU KOl

SelkTwV PAeypovig SelkTwy dAeypovng

OTWC TPOBAEMETAL OTIWC TIPOPAETETOL
Awatipnon
XOHNARG

gEvepyoTNTAG

XapunAn
EvaAdaktiko¢ otoxog gvepyotnTa

Mpocapuovi Mpocapuoyn aywyng oe
aywyng oupdwva amWAEL
HE TNV Evepyotnta QTTOTEAEOUATIKOTNTOC Napapovi
TN¢ vOoou

* Peuuatoeldnc apUpitiba, Aykudomointikn ornovéudapUpitida, lNepipepikn appitidba, Ywplaoikn apdpitida

de Wit MPT, Smolen JS, Gossec L, et al. Ann Rheum Dis (2011). doi: 10.1136/ard.2010.146662; Smolen JS, et al. Ann Rheum Dis 2014;73:6—16.
doi:10.1136/annrheumdis-2013-203419; Smolen JS. Ann Rheum Dis. 2016 Jan;75(1):3-15.



H tapapovn 6tov Tp®To BLOAOYLKO
£LValL GTLOVTIKT);

* H napapovn otn Beparmeio avtavakAd TNV amoTEAECUATIKOTNTA TNG
Bepareiag otnv KABNUEPA KALVIKA TIpAEN

* H napapovn otn Beparneia odnyei oe uPnAotepn mowdtTnTa {WNC TOU
aoBevn

* H napapovn otn Bepareio cuvOEETAL LE ULKPOTEPN XPHON TIOPWV
UYELaC

1. Degli Esposti L et al, ClinicoEconomics and Outcomes Research 2014:6; 2. Tang B et al, Clinical Therapeutics/Volume 30, Number 7, 2008




H emAoyn TG mp®TNG O¢parmeiag amoKTa
1IS1aiTeEpn onpaocia

O1 aoBeveig uITopPoLYV va
DAPEANOOLYV TTEPICOOTEPO
ammo Mia ouvveXICOHEVN
Oeparreia

Pascual-Ramos V. et al, Arthritis Research & Therapy 2009;11; Lyu R et al. Rheumatology 2015;D0I 10.1007/s00296-015-3348-4



