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1 : ACR Recommendation 2012 Update [Early RA(SEREARI<6 HA)iZx¥ B#1E] ik V)

1) DMARDs fFRRIEDO =BT > X

DMARDs | B 5- 23 F R Td 5 A3, DMARDs % 2 FHEALL ERIRFICOFT 32 2 LI L - TR M S v, Al
ERZB ST ZEMTELOTIIRWNE WD IR H 5, DMARDs PFFFRIEIE 1982 4F1Z McCarty HIZ &V #)
DTHE S, ZOREEOBERRBRNEHE SN TS (F D, LnL, ZHETO DMARDs [RIFFIFHREEIC
B U CHMR AT o 7o HEAE 2 kI 3 BELLEGABR CEAIDFH A M G-I B - 72 & T o dEITD e R EEN R
WESNBRWSDRE, —J7 AT DMARDs DRI TS L725& 2%, oD DVARDs % ERE(FHT 5
IBINOFRFE RS EERR T LIE LI T D, RIROEFEE O R & 13 RIIZ, 120 DMARDs A3+
53 DT, o> DMARDs ZiBAN % 2 & TR 215872 & T 2 ik v, UL, iBInd % DMARDs ff /1]
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RIREOF TR (3 BELLEY)

T W TEBIEL (IEIES FELAF
1) D-PC + HCQ Bunch 56 — 1984
2) MTX + AF Williams 33b — 1992
3) SASP + HCQ Faarvang 91 — 1993
4) MTX + AZ Willkens 209 — 1996
5) MTX + SASP + HCQ 0 Dell 102 + 1996
6) MTX + SASP Haagsma 105 — 1997
7) MTX + SASP Dougados 205 — 1999
8) MTX + SASP + HCQ Calguneri 180 + 1999
9) MTX + BUC Ichikawa 71 + 2005
BANGF RS
O 5 WEHE JE B 5L RAEEYIES FERAF
1) GST —-+ HCQ Porter 142 — 1993
2) GST —-+ BUC Yasuda 24 + 1994
3) MTX —+ CSA Tugwell 148 + 1995
4) MTX or HCQ —+ CSA Salaffi 28 + 1996
5) MTX —+ LFM Weinblatt 30 + 1999
6) MTX — -+ LFM Kremer 263 + 2002
7) SASP —+ MTX Capell 165 + 2007
8) MTX or SASP or BUC — -+ TAC Kawai 123 + 2011
9) MTX —+ iguratimod Ishiguro 253 T 2012

# 1 : E72 DMARDs fFF#1E
2) MTX (methotrexate)+SASP (sulfasalazine) DHFFHZIR
Dougados & 1% 205 44 O FEAE 1 4-LAN T DMARDs AJEHE D RA [BF & MTX HOMUEE, SASP HUMUEE, MTX+SASP ffH
BED 3 BRI, ZOAMER B L 72 2, 1 EDIRFE%ICISUN T DAS O i SASP B : 1. 15, MTX B : 0. 87,
MTX+SASP #¥ : 1.26 TV . SASP BEL OFAREOMICHEAITFRO D272 (R 2), S HIT TSS OHEATE & SASP
B 464, MTX B @ 4.50, MTX+SASPRf :3.46 TH V., AEELZRDRMN-T-, £o. RBITEAIL MIX+SASP #iZ
BEIZE < MTX+SASP OF FSEEIT, BUMUEE & i U CHRAMA R TE oo b E STV D,

Baseline Change during the study
SASP+ SASP+

Efficacy variable SASP n=68 MTX n=69 MTX n=68 p value SASP n=68 MTX n=69 MTX n=69 p value
Symptomatic efficacy variable
Patient’s global assessment 2.5 2:5 2.4 NS -0.9 -0.9 -0.8 NS
Physician’s global assessment 2.4 2.4 2.4 NS =07 =0.7 -0.6 NS
Ritchie articular index 17.6 16.5 18.9 NS =7.1 -4.2 -0.4 0.001
Swollen joints 10.5 9.4 9.4 NS -4.5 -3.9 -4.5 NS
HAQ 1.38 1.25 1.32 NS -0.74 -0.73 -0.70 NS
Morning stiffness (min) 78 92 95 NS —46 =53 =55 NS
ESR (mm 1st h) 42 46 38 NS =30 —-24 =25 NS
CRP (mg/l) 30 37 29 NS -8 -16 =17 NS
DAS 4.23 4.13 4.24 NS —1:15 —0.87 -1.26 0.019
Structural efficacy variablet
Erosion score 2.97 3.78 4.28 NS +2.38 +2.38 +1.85 NS
Narrowing score 3.34 4.52 4.63 NS +2.26 +2.12 +1.61 NS
Total damage score 6.11 8.30 8.01 NS +4.64 +4.50 +3.46 NS

3 2 : MTX+SASP B FBRIEDZIE CUHk 2)
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—7J7, Capell & MASCOT #RER Cld, F-H RA FBF & SASP IZ CIRIRZBALA L. 6 2> HHIZ DAS=2. 4 LRI
P28 72 165 44125 L, SASP MkFERE, MTX BUMUREE~ZETRE, MTX+SASP OFFIFRIERED 3 BEC 43 (T Ebisen
EITHo7= Y, 18 22 A % D DAS K FiL, SASP #f : 0.3, MIX & : 0.26 TH->7=DITkF L. MTX+SASP £f : 0. 67
ThV ., AEICHANGEECEAPEREERE CRWADIMENRD btz L5 LTnd (& 3),

Comb v SASP* Comb v MTX* SASP v MTX*

Variable Combination (n=56) SASP (n=55) MTX (n=54) p Value p Value p Value
DAS i . ; % ! : i 0.039 0.02.

Ritchie articular index —4 (-7.5 Io -0.5) -3 (-9t 1) 0 ( 6 to 3) 0.43 0.019 0.13
Swollen joint count -3 (-4 10 -0.5) -3 (-6 10 0) -2 (6 to 0) 0.94 0.81 0.74
Pain score -8 (-27.5t0 2) 0(-13t07) 0 (-23to0 11) 0.071 0.25 0.58
Patient global -11.5(-27.510 0.5) 0(-15t0 5) -7 (26 to 2) 0.06 0.72 0.14
Physician global -12.5(-25 10 0) -4 (-151t0 5) -5 (2210 0) 0.044 0.62 0.13
ESR 0(-85t 1) O(-4t09) 1 (-3to6) 0.087 0.033 0.86
CRP 0(-5.5t0 1) 0(-1t02) 0(-3t02) 0.18 0.24 0.90

3% 3 : SASP ESHIE B~ MTX B ANHE FIRRE DS E CTik 9)
3) MTX+SASP+HCQ (hydroxychloroquine) D F =

MTX+SASP+HCQ @ 3 B HFEEIC DWW TIZZE DA RN S OFH L THRE SN TS, 0 Dell 5% 102 4D
DMARDS VEFEHEH D RA HF 2 MTX BUOMUEE, SASPHCQ o 2 #IGFFHEE, MTX+SASP+HCQ @ 3 HIPFHRED 3 BEIZ4y
F. EOENEE EMRE L Y, AR, 2 1212 ACR50 &%75: MTX HEJHHE T 33%. SASP+HCQ #£ T 40%
DEFINRD =D L, MIX+SASPHHCQ #ETIL 7T7%I(ZF8 100 P pr
W, HE T L @EL TS, L. 0 e

E 5120 Dell BHIE, 2002 412 171 4 @ DMARDs JREHE
Ptk B8 % MTXHHCQ BE. MTX+SASP B, MTX+SASP+HCQ A
D 3 FEOPFRIEIC T, TORPEEZRFL TG P, =
FE L 2 R4 12 ACR20 th ¥ & MTX+HCQ #% T 60%., MTX+SASP
BET 49% DL TRBD 7D IZ5%F L, MTX+SASP+HCQ & T, Pets Pia <o Pooos KB
T8%IZFRD, AR ThHomtWMEL TS (K2), 2 : MTX+SASP+HCQ Bf FIRRIE D ZhE: CTIR )

4) B3 RA (T35 Bi%| DMARD %% & DMARDs BRI DLLEE (FIN-RACo 3AER)

1992 4E127 ¢ 7 R CH%A 4v72 FIN-RACo aBR I, P I 2 4F LA 0 ] RA JB L2 5%F L Tight Control
D% &, HFA| DMARD #£ & DMARDs Of FIEE DA 0% % LR L7 BRI Ch 2 ¥, W oBES IR BT
FARE A L L, LK) DMRAD #FIE SASP IZ TIRIE A BAA L. ZhRA+-53 DOIEIE SASP D&, MTIX IZEH, 6
MTX Zh SRR+ ORI DMARDs ([CEH 35 Z & & L, FICHANC X DI5% & ket L7=, —J7. DMARDs }f
BEIX, MTX+SASPHHCQ TIRIEABAAA L, EAHEA - MERFO 7= DA O G- & - BHIXFEETH DM, HIZ 3
FE%E o> DMARDs G A& fikfor L 72, 2 4R O ARSI 38V T ACR B f#=R X, DMARDs HEAIRET 18. 4% T > 7= D%t
L. DMARDs (FHIBETIL 37. 1% THY . ARENH 7=, ABRiT, 3 FRUMES 5| & X IRF B AR %2 T

- HERF & L. TRIRIE DN - I OBIBRITAEIR S Akt S 417, 5 AR D ACR FAFERIE, DMARDs HAAIRHET
22%\ DMARDs f}f FHEE T 28% T 0 A EEN 2 < 7po72h%, Larsen score (& & 2 B ST X, DMARDs fFH
HTHBILE)»727, SHIT 11 4% T, EMEEI% DMARDs HiFIRE T 19%. DMARDs HFHRET37%TH Y . #%
WP B AR AR L7 R IE. DMARDs HEFIRE T 40%. DMARDs BFHEET 68% Tdh Y . A7 (2 DVMARDs FHRET
BRWER BT (K 3)Y, FAFE AZRIT 5 4 H OREETH 2 BERICA B 22137 2 o 7223, 11 4EH Tid DMRADs
OFHRECHEICE D o 1o, BAREFFGEIEIZ DMARDs FFHBED @ < — B © BAF ATl 72 S 70V B35 1% DMARDs B
T o o, AR Tl 3 4 H ARE OVEREIE D Z 4R - H O HIBRITAESR S TR 0 FEAE F- W D FE H#Y 72 DMARDs
OFFIRIEDS RA ORMI TR OUGEIZ SRR D Z LRSI,
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5) MTX+BUC (bucillamine) fif FH L

Ichikawa &%, J&JE 2 FELLN O MTX, BUC TARIGHEDTE 80% 1

FPE RA FBE 71 44 12%F L MTX BLmEE . BUC HEAMAE . MTX+BUC
GEHRBED 3 BRI T LR 21T - 72 Y, FER. 25O

60% +

ACR20 3% MTX BT 43. 5%, BUC BET 45. 8% TH > 72D 409 -

(2% U MTXABUC BETIX 79. 2% IZRROAETH - 7= (X1 4),

X510, TSS OHEITRE S, . MTX BEC 27. 4, BUCBET 28.5 ¢ 29% ]
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6) MTX ZhEAFR+43B1ic%4 5 LEF (leflunomide) JBANGH AR
Kremer 51, 263 44 O MTX {G ARG BE 2 LEF 1B 0

& Placebo BED 2 BEIZ/31T, AMEE MG L7219, FEH.
24 1% D ACR20 BN MTX+Placebo BET 19. 5% Tdh 7=
DIZxt L MIXHLEF FETIE 46. 2% 1258 . BB Th - 7= (X
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I BWENZ ERRESATWS W, F72, FANETIL LEF
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7) DMARDs ZhEAR+43Hlizxtd 5 TAC (tacrolimus) IBANGFFEIE

Kawai 5%, MTX, SASP, BUC OWF i CIRHARGUIE &~ 30E 3 LI OTE BN RA B 123 441X L,
TAC 3mg/ HBMEE & Placebo BED 2 BEIZ/ T A2 Mt L7 2, R, 52 1% ACR20 aﬁz%ﬁ X TAC B JNEE
T 70.5%. Placebo #£T 45.2% Cd ¥ . DAS28 Efi#iZ TAC :BIIEE T 45%. Placebo BET 21%IZ3 D, W
t TAC IBINEE CHBICANER @D o To, L LRSS, TSS OHETTEE L, TAC BMEHERY V[ 2 32D 7243,
HEICAEEITRO R o7 (FE 4, o, 2 HEIZB T 2RIERABBRICAEEITRO RN EMEL T

W5,
Table 3 The proportions of patients in DAS28 remission Table 4 Radiographic analysis
Placebo Tacrolimus P value Placebo (n = 50) Tacrolimus (n = 58) P value
Week 28 7 (14.0) 16 (28.1) 0.084 Total Sharp Score
Week 52 11 (28.2) 27 (49.1) 0.041 Mean + SD 77311223 6.16 £+ 10.84 0.485
End of treatment 13 (21.0) 27 (45.0) 0.005 Median (IQR) 3.50 (0.75-8.00)  3.25 (0.50-7.00)
Erosion score
Mean + SD 427 +7.53 2.50 £+ 4.56 0.090

Median (IQR) 2.00 (0.50-5.00) 1.00 (—0.50 to 4.50)
Joint-space narrowing score

Mean & SD 346 £+ 533 3.67 £ 7.03 0.665

Median (IQR) 1.75 (0.00-4.00)  0.50 (0.00-5.50)

3 4 : TAC BINBEARIE DORE CTIk 12)
8) MTX BEFIEE L GFARED A Z 7T Y VR
MTX BAAREE & MTX 2 G TefFRIEA LB L2 RCT O A X T F U U ARHE SN TS B RIRETIX
MTX BRI & MTX fF RS 2 beile L 72 19 @ RCT % DMARDs RIGHE. MTX #5145, MTX LAZk D DMARDs %) 5
ARA-53 0D 3 DIT43IT IRET STV %, DMARDs ATAE BTl MTX BEAIRIERE & MTX OF FHIEIERE O LT ACR S0,
EULAR i3 CHEZEIT R o 1o, R IRIIOFREERE CORVMEM 28O 7223, 2 BEMICA B2 <. &l

VB 1k ;t{ﬂﬁ FPIEETHBEICE D > 72 (RR=1.72) . MTX  orubcategory Mg e
01 DMARD naive
RAFZBITI, OPRBRIERECHEIC AR BB 2GR0 tugma e wrx sz B T R
Marchesoni 2003 MTX + CSA = 3.62(0.8210 16.03)
(ACR20 : RR=2. 5 1) DR A B 7275 72 (RR=0. 42) , Tescoguzons - Mrxssz — 078 (04310 147
R . \ . N o Subtotal (95% CI) - 1.16 (0.70 to 1.93)
L/ Z)) [./ fcﬁ Z)) % N E‘ﬂlj{/ﬁﬁﬁ I:F‘ E Giﬁff‘ﬁﬁ ngiﬁ"@ﬁ E' :%77 Z))O 77:7_‘. 02 MTX inadequate response
Tugwell 1995 MTX + CESA _ 1.22 (0.51 to 2.91)
K 2002 MTX + LEF —s— 1.07 (0.64 to 1.77
(RR=1.89), MTX LAZ} DMARDs (ZZH AR+ B Tix, PFFH  tomanzoos  wixcivigos  ——a—] 145 (0.20 10102
Subtotal (95% CI) < 0.86 (0.49 to 1.51)
FRIERE CTHEIZ ACR B 278 (ACR20 : RR=1. 85) . LN Gleiioes o vmecca” 2™ L L . 40047t
O'Dell 1996 MTX +SSZ+HCQ ——&— 0.30 (0.14 to 0,65)
-~ _ 1 T — 1.33 (0. !
1B HEIZD 7203072 (RR=0. 37) , MERHH 1L /BIVERF LD iwazos  wimx s suc e 064 (032 10 127
Capell 2007 MTX + SSZ —- g.gg 58.3? :Z }gg;
P e L S _ e Subtotal (95% CI) e A X E
HZ%—’CHZ%L?LE) k N DMARDs ;R{DE%{%J (RR L. 16) N MTX QJJ% Total (95% CI) - 0.89 (0.66 to 1.21)

45341 (RR=0. 86) . MTX LA#+0> DMARDs (Z%h 51454 F o IR
(RR=0. 75) DUNFHUZF5UN T b . HAIRIERE & DT e
DA BEZITRO o7 (X 6),

9) DMARDs DFFRE & AW FRYBIA| oD bhig

RA IRV CRENC A ARAI 28 A5 2 & C, BEEOERIMEICEMMER 21T 0 2 L 2Vb
Mo TETWD, FHEIFEEIE RA & %5 & L7 BeSt Study Tld. DMARD HAEE (Groupl) . DMARDs A7 w77 v
7 0f F#E (Group2) \DMARDs+REA T 1 A NI X D AT v 7% 7 L fHEE (Groupd) | AW HLA] (infliximab)
OF FHRE (Groupd) D 4 BEZFRE L, 2D OREE 3 » A Z EIZFHME L7e 23 6 | (KR BIE B (DAS44=2. 4) % #EFF
TEHEOITIRELAF TS 70 ha— L TEMEN ® 19, ZORE, Ry 1 4ERTIRAEY SRR
B (Groupd) DA T, AT v 7 #7 AHFHEE (Groupd) T b RUEREFIRIISCEE AR D, 2 FERITITT X TORE

[ 6 : MTX B H: & G AR O Hel Gk ™)



THEZEOROVERRIYEE, HAQ tE LR L, LIKEZ 05T 5 4 B £ CHERF S 472 (X 7A, B) . BAHIARE Otk

TIZBI LTI, 5 4FE#%IC Groupl, 2 13 Group3, 4 & kbl LA EIZ SHS DEEITA2RBD -, L L., AWryfisipr
Fﬁ%i(Grousz) E AT v T H T HEARE (Groupd) OBIZIX, SHS OHITTHEEITRD Mo T2, BT,
Groupl, 2 & Group3, 4 ME? SHS EATDOAE AL 1 FBIZFRO bAv, 24 H LUK TIE 4 BERHIC SHS AT THE
ZETFRO B -T2 (K 70),

-e— Sequential monotherapy —4— |nitial combo with prednisone
—=— Step up combination therapy =»— |nitial combo with infliximab
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7 : BeSt Study I3\ DRI E, BHEERERERE CUR 1)

T AU BOFRIE 3 FELINO R RA Z %15 L7 TEAR
Trial TlX. MTX+ETN(etanercept) @AW~ 3AI G/ B
LERE (IE) . MTX+SASP+HCQ > DMARDs3 #IBFHBIAATE (IT) .
MTX B CRRAA L 6 7> H % 0> DAS28=3. 2 THALIT MTX+EIN

(SE) F7-1% DMARDs3 HIPEHIBRAATE (ST) ICAT v 77 >
74 % 4 BEITEIY 413 Double blind TE# L TV 5 17
ZDOFERE. 6 7> H 1% DAS28 I, MTX+ETN BHAATE & DMARDs3
FIOFHIBRGAREDS . MTX HUMBRAAHE L v b A EICUEZ R
72 H3. MTX+ETN BHAAHE & DMARDs3 AOFHBHAGREOMICITA
EEERDRN ST, TO%. 2T v T v FRECHAE "~ © * * o ¢ ¢
BAAET 5 &, DAS28 I 1~2 1% T 4 BEC A E 2RO 2 IX| 8 : TEAR Trial ¢ DAS28 B3 (TR 1)
{72572 (X8), HAQ A 27 & I~2FERKITITEIREEE TR L, ZOZ(LEIZFRRE ChH -7, BIfifkEOE
ITLEAL TR, WTNORETS SHS OEMEZRD, PEHIBMGEEE A7 v 77 v THEZm e T 5 &, SHS Hihn&

DAS28-ESR




(AR FHREDLZ © A3, DMARDs3 FIOFHEE L 0 D 7eino7z, LaxL., DMARDS3 #I0F FREIZIE SHS D2
LAY 78.5 DIERBIA 1 BIfFAE L. ZOIMUEDRE A D72 < § DI DIRNEIR O 21T o7 & 2 A, 2 BEfH]
DAETIWDIZRE DR NHD & 7r oz,

Ay = —7 @ Swefot Trial X, FEFWIM 1 FLAN ORI RA B ITxF L MTX CTHE A BAG L, 3~4 2 H
412 MTX JRBEHEPTIE 2 7% U 720G (DAS28=3. 2) A MTX+SASP+HCQ ¢ DMARDs3 G FRE & MTX+IFX (infliximab)
DEYFIRIAIOE R RE 2 TR 2 E B A TRERIRRBR Tt L7 19, ZORER. 1 4F% £ CTIdAm#n s of A
HCHBRBERNGEZRO T, 2 FRICIT 2 BERICABZITRO R0 - 72 (£ 5), BIEREICE L <X,
MHEL & SHS O L5 2587223 . DMARDs3 FI O HEEDIZ 9 AW BRI OF RE L 0 BINEDS A RICE o T,

12 months 18 months 24 months

Conventional Biological ~Risk ratio (95% Cl) pvalue  Conventional Biological Risk ratio (95% Cl)  Conventional Biological  pvalue

treatment treatment treatment treatment treatment treatment

(n=130) (n=128) (n=130) (n=128) (n=130) (n=128)
ACR20 response 37 (28%) 54(42%)  1-48(1-06-2-08) 0.0266 44 (34%) 58 (45%) 134(0-99-1-82)  43(33%) 51(40%) 0259
ACR50 response 19 (15%) 32 (25%) 171(1:02-2-86) 0.0424  25(19%) 39 (30%) 1.58 (1.02-2-46) 28 (22%) 38 (30%) 0134
ACR70 response 9(7%) 15 (12%) 1-69(0-77-3-73) 02044  14(11%) 22 (17%) 1.60 (0-86-2-98) 18 (14%) 21(16%) 0-566
EULAR good response 32 (25%) 50(39%) 1.59(1-10-2:30) 0.0160 38 (29%) 49 (38%) 1.31(0:93-1.85) 40 (31%) 49(38%) 0204
EULAR good to moderate response 64 (49%) 77 (60%) 122(0-98-1.53) 0-0817  61(47%) 74 (58%) 123 (0-97-1:56) 65 (50%) 75 (59%) 0-166

3% 5 : Swefot trial OEERAILEE CTER @)

INHORBERAET D L. BRZNE TII DMARDs3 FIDFH X, £V R8BI ICET 2 8 B 035 S5 03,
Lo MU TOBEBEETICEL TE, %52 EE2 N5, LPLARRL, TOZETFMEHETE T
I~2 |\ TCThHY | BEDQLIZEH X DEEIMNEEZ X HNDH, 2010 FITHESNIZTODRCT DAXTF U
Z T, 2 MO X BERAIHET CER B IEEEITR) D% 5 DD 7 /— I TN L= 5%, 2 AL Eo
DMARDs & A7 A ROART » 720 AFRFREL, AWFERRERNIX & A EZZRD RNl L HE I T
W59 KA TH, DMARDs Z s KERICHIH LabBi 72 BE I AN E A 2 5 595 Z L NEETH D L4
LTV 5,

10) MTX ZhEA+36I0H4 5 iguratimod IBANGEHFREE

iguratimod (%, H23ETHRFE 4 2012 4 9 HITIETE S AV OTERSY DMARD TH 5, DOIERBEF I,
NF k B OIEHALINHIC K 0 g 7 a7 U VREAERR], U o SEREFEAOS OIHIER . i~ 27 7 —
VN K DRIEMEST A N A PEAIIHRIVER ., COX-2 OIEMELE LB 2 E03H 5, BWEH E L T—itko
HFRERE R H S S 1S3 B A T= 0, 5 &1T iguratimod 25mg/ H % 4 W54, 50mg/ H \ZH B4 5l
HEDHERRE SN TV D, ZOBEREIL, HAIB 5128\ T ACR20 2% 50% LA EIZ#8®, Placebo L W A&
T SASP & [RIFEE T -7 2V, Ishiguro 5% 253 4

80 A
D MTX 1B PP E % iguratimod IBINEE & Placebo #f % et
D 2 BT/, A a E Uiz 2, fEE. 24 % ACR20 £ peooor  |P<0001
% Placebo BT 30. 7% CTH o 7= DX L. iguratimod g 40 PO -
BINEETIE 69.6%IC580, AETHATLEHmEL TS gzm
(29), FIMEME LCIE, AFHRERSE, Mikskomd, 5 = Y Bacobos
MHEAZE . U v Bk 2380, WL EE TRM T, g z x o
immﬁmdﬁ%%%bwﬁ%@mwmf%w\%ﬁ%ﬁghmwmmm4 . Wf; .
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