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5 Smolen J. et al.: Lancet 374:210-221, 2009
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MTXFRIGHICx T 2 & BAEDFER A D3R (ACR20)

Abatacept Shiff et al ATTEST 1.59 1.25-2.04 (@)
Kremer et al 1.70 1.28-2.26 O
Kremer et al AIM 1.71  1.43-2.04 (@)
Tocilizumab Smolen et al OPTION 2.01 1.57-2.57 (@)
Infliximab Shiff et al ATTEST 142 1.10-1.83 (@)
Maini et al ATTRACT 2.60 1.70-3.98 (@)
Etanercept Weinblatt et al 2.67 1.44-4.49 O
Adalimumab  Kim et al 1.69 1.15-2.46 (@)
Keystone et al 2.10 1.68-2.64 O
Weinblatt et al ARMADA 4.58 2.47-8.47 O
Golimumab Keystone et al GO-FORWARD 2.14  1.59-2.89 O

MTXEBBEMTX+EDERHFFE Dy AB DL
J N Nam et al, Ann Rheum Dis2010(69):976-986 & \) 2l #&
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ITHD, (RFIZRT Y X7 TREET NBADTHEDLIZENRENTWHHEIIEE
L72\,) TiX TNF o fHEERTHIVUIMNOIEATHLRWVWOTHA S 7>, Salliott & 9
18 tEFDOEERREBR OIME & 1 D abstract & V7= B2 LLE > & BEfE D DMARD s TZhH
R+ ThHoTBEIZEB W T, ACRS0 # HW it T, JL INF o ANX T N7 KLt
BLHALNIAE THLZ 2R, RRFICA U X7 TAZES T AT DO
M CIEENEN ST EHE L T D, (R 3)
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At |EM

All anti TNF vs non-anti 1.30 0.91-1.96 0.15 anti TNF
TNFbiologics

All antiTNF vs rituximab 1.36 0.81-2.27 0.24 anti TNF
All anti TNF vs abatacept 1.52 1.01-2.28 0.04 anti TNF
All anti TNF vs tocilizumab 0.77 0.43-1.39 0.38 Tocilizumab
Abatacept vs rituximab 1.12 0.66-1.89 0.67 Rituximab
Rituximab vs tocilizumab 0.57 0.29-1.12 0.10 Tocirizumab
Tocirizumab vs abatacept 1.97 1.08-3.59 0.02 Tocilizumab

All anti TNFIZAV2)%9v7", T840 E7° M, PHVLYT . TYVART DAFITELMR T (X EELLY,

Salliot C et al. Ann Rheum Dis 2011; 70: 266-271 &Y kiR
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A2 TIZONWTOMBHERICEBWTHRAPAERZIEN OO, =228 N, THY
LT, A FUSTDIBICEN CThHTFEIIRINTWD, (K 4)

ACR50IZ R B EFEEMFRIRFID N R DR L

Drug comparison Odds 95% CI
ratio

Abatacept v. Adalimumab 0.81 0.43-1.49 Adalimumab
Abatacept v. Etanercept 0.60 0.78-4.00 Etanercept
Abatacept v. Infliximab 1.02 0.43-2.40 Abatacept
Adalimumab v. Etanercept 0.74 0.37-1.48 Etanercept
Adalimumab v. Infliximab 1.26 0.56-2.86 Adalimumab
Etanercept v. Infliximab 1.70 0.68-4.22 Etanercept

Jasvinder A et al: CMAJ 2009(181): 787-796
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RN K0 MEBE R WG G & DK A2 BIRT & Th A 5 3 Saliot b OHEIZ LD &
R R TN OMEEZRBODLHOD, UY Xy ~T « TREET e vy X< -
DY AT OB TIIABEREITIRD N oo Lk R_RTEY (F5) TV A~T2E50H
TNF o 8FILHOERFE ORI OMMNLE HEIRL 5 2HINIRIN TN D

EHHAMORTINFaRAZI R+ 5033 22 R ORI L&
(65 B D ACRS0TEEH)
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Tocilizumab vs Rituximab ~ 1.26  0.42-3.78 0.67 Tocilizumab i1
Tocilizumab vs Abatacept  1.43  0.39-5.21 0.58 Tocilizumab i1
Abatacept vs Rituximab 0.88 0.28-2.77 0.83 Rituximab i3
Golimumab vs Rituximab ~ 0.74  0.27-2.30 0.60 Rituximab i3
Golimumab vs Abatacept  0.84 0.22-3.16 0.79 Abatacept =

F:::3

Golimumab vs Tocilizumab 0.58 0.16-2.11 0.41 Tocilizumab

Salliot C et al. Ann Rheum Dis 2011; 70: 266-271& Y iR
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FINGEThvsTHY LT 0.51 0.24-1.05 TINaETh
TINZEThvsTARILETH 0.54 0.26-1.09 PAAC AN
FINBEThvsTY LT 0.44 0.19-1.02 TiINFETh
T8 Tbvs12 7YX 2T 0.39 0.20-0.77 PAAC S P
F 1’82 FbvshYZX2T 0.36 0.15-0.83 PAAC S P
FEYLITvsITAR LT 1.06 0.63-1.76 IARIILETR
T LI TvsT) LT 0.87 0.44-1.73 FE)LIT
FTHEYLRIvs 427X T 0.77 0.47-1.27 TEYLRT
FEVLTTvshI )X T 0.70 0.35-1.43 TEYVLTT
IARIILETbvsT) LD 0.82 0.43-1.58 IARILETH
IARILETvsA2TYXS 3T 0.73 0.46-1.15 IARIILETR
IARILET sk YXTT 0.67 0.34-1.32 IARIILETR
TYLIIvsA2IVFI<T 0.89 0.47-1.67 =UVASo)
YL TvshYRXTT 0.81 0.36-1.84 TYLRT
A7) F IR IvshIYRTT 0.92 0.47-1.78 A2I)F%<T
Singh et al.:Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2011;(2):CD008794 & ) 2R
*6

LU, SHEAEYFRRA & 7T B R 2 ik Uiz A 2 T Tl S A B 7R REYE D ¥
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& W F| ) E K75 R RE O & L8 - AS R AT

Placebo& O LL 8
I e
| E%

TN 41T vsT 8 0.57 0.30-1.08 TN aE7

THYLYT vs7 51 1.12 0.73-1.70 7508 éﬁ%
IARNET busT FtiE 1.06 0.74-1.51 7588 i
TYLYT vs7 7t 1.29 0.71-2.35 75tk 3
19E937 vs7 78R 1.45 0.99-2.13 75tk i
75t vshYRIT 0.63 0.34-1.17 7°5tF 3

Singh et al.:Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2011;(2):CD008794 & \) 2 iR
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RO DN TWD, (F 8) EBYYERME, AFFRNER TEAZ P LThiE
@6ﬁ#otmm7?tﬁ&mﬁbfmn%ﬁ,ﬁ%miwwﬁﬂoto
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EHAROERTHE RS RICLSRHF P ORELE - ASRHT

FINZEThvsTH) LT 1.06
TN TrvsTAR LT 0.84
FINGETbvsT) LT 0.97
TRt TbvsAIVFL=T 0.53
T INZtETbvsh Y XD 0.78
FEY LR IvsTARILET 0.80
FHEY LT IvsT) LT 0.91
FTHYLRIvsA2TVF 2T 0.50
FHEYLRIvshYRXTT 0.74
IARINEThvsTY LT 1.15
TARNET bvs(UIYFLT 0.63
IARIET bvshYXTT 0.93
TYLTTvsAIUXITT 0.55
YL Ivsh)X<TT 0.81
A22)F T IvshYRXTT 1.48

Singh et al.:Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2011;(2):CD008794 & ) 2R
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A7V F =T OMFGERIMENFTIT R OB BRI EDBE B EENTND EEX
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