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Ankylosing Spondylitis

ZHAI Jia-yu'?, LYU Qing', ZHAO Min-jing', GU Jie-ruo'
(1. Department of Reumatology, The Third Affiliated Hospital, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510630, China; 2.Department of
Reumatology, Peking University Third Hospital, Beijing 100191, China)
Responding author: GU Jie-ruo, E-mail:zhaijy_1987@163.com

Abstract; [ Objective] The aim of this study was to assess the efficacy and safety of methotrexate(MTX) and sulfasalazine (SSZ)
in patients with ankylosing spondylitis (AS) by meta analysis. [Methods] A systematic review of randomized controlled trials (RCT)
or quasi-randomized control trial that examined the efficacy and safety of MTX and SSZ in patients with AS in the databases in China
and abroad. Literature searches, publication evaluation, information extraction were performed by two searchers independently, and
statistical analysis and diagram presentation were conducted using Review Manager 5.1 provided by the Cochrane Collaboration.
[Results] Eight clinical trials, involving 592 patients, met the inclusion criteria. The remission response rate in week 24 was
significantly higher in the MTX groups than in the placebo group (relative risk [RR], 3.18; 95% confidence interval [ CI1](1.03 to
9.79); P=0.04). The improvement of hip joint scores in the MTX group is significantly than sulfasalazine group (RR =5.00, 95%CI
(2.20,7.80), P=0.005), as well as the concentration of C-reaction protein in sulfasalazine (SSZ) group was significantly to achieve
reduction (RR =1.50, 95%CI (0.44,2.57), P=0.006). The efficacy outcomes did not differ between the MTX groups and SSZ
groups [ Conclusion] It was suggested that MTX and SSZ are effective in the improvement of clinical remission rate in the domestic
data, which can be the choices of clinical therapy.
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Table 1 Characteristics of included studies in the present

meta—analysis

Sample Size (n) Age(year) Therapeutic Regimen Treatment
Research

Course

Exper- Plac Experi- Plac-  Experi-
(Year) r . P Placebo (Week)

i-ment —ebo ment ebo  ment
Gonzalez—
MTX 7.5 Plac-
Lopezetal 17 18 32 38 24
mg/w ebo
2004°!
MTX
Napro—
Altan et al 46. 75 mg
) 6 25 467 xen 48
20011 9  Naproxen
1 g/d
1 g/d
Roychowd- )
MTX  Experi-
hury et al 12 16 44 24
) 10 mg/w  ment
20021
Lv et al MTX
30 30 18-45 9.5 72
2010 15 mg/w
Zhang et al MTX SSZ
} 36 36 285 12
20111 15Smg/w 2 ¢g/d
MTX
Wang et al i S87,
15 15 15445 (po or im) 96
20021 2
10 mg/w
Guetal MTX SSZ
) 9 100 31 96
2008 0.3 mg/kg 2.25 g/d
Zhao et al MTX SSZ
) 60 60 29 144
20074 1S mg/w 225/

# MASES: Maastricht Ankylosing Spondylitis Enthesitis Score
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JRCRE AR 22 o 1 IR SE R UL 2 T3 0o i
BT, HAFFEAE R AR S8 B (2R AL 73 e A
SRR AL B DU R PRAAGE , T iR A% 53 5h 5 30
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2.3.1  ASAS20/40 K & AR AF 1Y SCHK R L
ASAS20/40 AT LA, TCIERAFHOCEE . 1
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IO, 5T TS ) 245 R 4R 24 e R E
) P53 AT, MTX 21 14 28 il 38 35 2 L A 4 1 36% (P
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2.3.2 BASDAI A7 2 TiAfF5 0 R IE FH s
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Fig.2 Risk of bias graph by review author’s judgment
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M, 8K H PP 43 #T (per—protocol analysis, £ & 77
RN o BB BRI R) DU 591, 30 48 &
96 Jil BASDAT PR 4[] 5 Jo 14 Az 565 Sb 7~ F 5[]
To 5 Tt , 48 Ji5 JT A 45 3 7R W A1 (W) AN A7 7
Sijlag 225 (WMD = 0.04,95%CI(-0.18,0.26) , P
=0.74), 96 A& B EE FAR R L 8] RIFAESE
#2257 (WMD = -0.02,95%C1(-0.34,0.30) ,P =
0.90) . % 1 WXL HE 144 J& BASDAI 781k, 45
ORI LR TSt 2= 25 5% (WMD = -0.20,
95%CI(-0.72,0.32) ,P=0.45) (& 5).
233 BASFI Gonzalez—Lopez “5i{ I 4 i BASFI
(A 24 JE G {H ] MTX 20 BASFT 8687 R A 2
(P =0.02) (H5ZEFNAXT L, WA R TS5
5 (WMD = 0.90,95%CI(-0.43,2.23) ,P=0.18),

A 2 W MTX 5 SSZ X R 5E - f 14 7
J&i BASFIZZ4k,, 42 BB ) L 4 B4 32647 PP 43
Br, 4R 48 JE K 96 J& BASFI S5 JPE G 16 5/ i
FEIEJE (P =0.49,F =0%) (18 6) ,48 JA &5
IFE AR B RMARAFEAER 225 (WMD =
0.05,95%CI(-0.21,0.30),P = 0.73) . 96 ¥4
JFEME R R H AR 222557 (WMD =
-0.01,95%CI(-0.26,0.23) ,P = 0.93) , AV X & 5 45
RGO TE 144 J& BASFL %0, 76 20 45 B k47 1
BORAR WS # 22 5% (WMD = -0.10,95%CI (-
0.55,0.35),P=0.67) (I8 6).
234 CRpEZEG A 2 0 MTX 52850
RN E VAT )i CRP AYAE I, Roychowdhury %5
(IR 5 R BR VA YT IR CRP /K S MTX 20 A28 /3 5
AL EA P RSt 2557 (P < 0.05), BHIRYT
S Bl Joik LS R N AR BRI 25 5, T R
TBYT TG 22 (ER SRRy P RICR AN [A], HLZH 22 1]
TGt (P> 0.05) , 17 Altan 25056 O GE 1Y
1RYT A CRP 8, Wi Z B LA IR EGe i 248 L
(P>0.05), HT 2 WRFFREE Z 0 A6 A i 5
s e =R T W N [ I &7 ST e 2 T8

A 4 T MTX & SSZ % BE {5612 41674, CRP
Ak, A 3 W MTX 5 SSZ i BR 3R 56 121516147 5
48 J&| CRP 15 B , 5 B P A 56t 7 fF 5 () [] o (P =
0.64,P=0%) (K 7), #8615 HEE R BoR w4
A Gt % 2% % (WMD = 1.50,95% CI (0.44,
2.57),P =0.006) ,MTX X} 48 J& CRP (1)t 3 AN
SSZ, X HJFEHFEAT T, IR GEFT IG5 R
$27R 48 J& CRP 78 F 2 M % 20 5 40 0 i bk g 2 A
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Epr g alfhndy 4z 53 Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Gonzalez-Lopez L 2004 3.4 2 17 35 2 18 524%  -010[1.43,1.23]
Roychowdhury B et al 2002 6.84 2.29 12 471 203 16 476% 213050, 3.76) ——
Total (95% CI) 29 34 100.0% 0.96 [-1.22, 3.14]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.91; Chi*= 432, df=1 (P = 0.04); F=77% I -I . t i
Testfor overall effect: 2= 0.86 (P = 0.39)

4 FSIRK5REFILLE 24 & BASDAI R E
Fig.4 Pooled estimate of BASDAI of MTX versus placebo on week 24

Ef Al B SRR L e

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
17.1.1 48 |BASDAI
HEZE 2008 27 06 88 27 1.2 90 38.0% 0.00[-0.28, 0.28]
HEEEHZE 2007 34 08 55 33 11 54 224% 010[-0.26, 0.46]
Subtotal (95% CI) 143 144 60.4% 0.04[-0.18, 0.26]
Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.18, df=1 {(P=067); F=0%
Testfor averall effect Z=033 (P=0.74)

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

17.1.2 96 KiIBASDAI

SEZ 2008 25 1.3 76 26 1.3 76 17.2% -010[-0.51,0.31]
HARHE 2007 26 1.3 48 25 1.2 46 11.5% 010[0.41, 0.61]
Subtotal (95% CI) 124 122  28.6% -0.02[-0.34,0.30]
Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.36, df=1{P=0.55); F=0%

Test for overall effect. Z=0.12 (P =0.90)

17.1.3 144 5|BASDAI

BEEHZE 2007 1.7 08 39 19 1.4 v 11.0% -020[0.72 032 -
Subtotal (95% CI) 39 37 11.0% -0.20[-0.72,0.32] &
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.76 (P = 0.45)

Total (95% CI) 306 303 100.0% -0.01[-0.18,0.17] 4
Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.24, df=4{(P=0.87); F=0% T T 1 f
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.06 (P = 0.95) T4 L
Test for subaroun differences: Chi*=0.70.df=2 (P=071.F=0% B

B 5 BRSNS LELL S BASDAI FRikE
Fig.5 Pooled estimate of BASDAI of MTX versus SSZ

W EA G H %2257 (WMD = 2.00,95%CI(0.50,
3.50),P=0.009) (& 7). iz CHk -4 20 1] 46
WIS 22 5, Wi Z 07 J& Al g5 45l ok
AR RIE G R C, 74l TA %5 &0
S8 SIS PR AR DTN A B IRIT )
I H 5 HA e SRR UAFTE 25 5, SO AT 5 5%
T S IS I S B L R D3 A A AT A
I, S B A e B s i R 1) G S B (P = 0.85, 1
=0%) (I 8) , Bl & 5 25 3 7w W 4 B AN 77
TEGL 22 5% (WMD = 1.00,95%CI(-0.52,2.57),
P=0.20), A 3 T2 HziE 96 i CRP 1%
o, SRR ORI N AEAE R R (P =
0.36, =2%) (B 7), &5 45 F W os P4 [ A

HFEAEG 2% 2% % (WMD=0.59,95% CI (-0.54,
1.72),P=0.31),

235 J&JA(VAS %)  Gonzalez—Lopez 515
HR3H 24 JEHFR VAS P40 RO 24 J& S 1
MTX 41 H R VAS W86 T i A R E (P =
0.03), {H522 R4} e HGI7 24 J8 e B+
VAS PP R WG4 22 5% (WMD = -0.90,95%Cl
(=2.64,0.84) ,P=0.31), Altan ZEF7E O HE 38 48
FAMEAS I/ VAS W43, I8 5320 F1 R A1) 9
PIEBAT .48 Jil J5 MTX G285 A2 1R 7 240 11 R M
BEIE)R VAS PR BRI RT A 35 (P < 0.05,P <
0.001), TMZEHEAH AR VAS P BHRIT T A
M (P <0.05), MAEYE VAS W0 517 RiAH L
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EF g aftndy B BRI o e Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

15.1.1 48 )5|BASFI

EEZ 2008 28 08 a8 27 1.2 90 30.2% 0.10[-0.20,0.40]

HEEZE 2007 34 12 55 35 14 4 11.2% -010[-059,0.39)

Subtotal (95% Cl) 143 144  41.4% 0.05[-0.21, 0.30]

Heterogeneity, Chi*= 047, df=1(P=0.49), F=0%

Testfor averall effect 2= 034 (P=0.73)

15.1.2 96 J<|BASFI

HEZ 2008 26 1.2 76 25 11 76 202% 010[-0.27, 047 T

HIEAE 2007 23 07 43 24 08 46 253% -0.10[043 023 b

Subtotal (95% CI) 124 122 45.4% -0.01[-0.26, 0.23] *

Heterogeneity. Chi*= 064, df=1{P=042), F=0%
Testfor overall effect 2= 0.09 (P = 0.93)

15.1.3 144 J5|BASFI

HRFSE 2007 18 08 a9 19 11 37 131% -0.10[-0.55,0.35] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 39 37  13.1% -0.10 [-0.55, 0.35]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Testfor averall effect: Z= 043 (P=067)

Total (95% CI) 306 303 100.0% 0.00 [-0.16, 0.16]

Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.42 df=4 (P=0.84),F=0%
Testfor averall effect: Z=0.01 (P =0.99)
Testfor subaroun differences: ChiF=032 df= 2 (P=085. F=0%

E 6 FSRERESHIRAEMLLELLE BASFI FHME
Fig.6 Pooled estimate of BASFI of MTX versus SSZ
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N ARSI %225 (RR = 1.02,95%CI
(0.83,1.25),P=0.86),96 J& M0 11 23 FL G 20 5
JoT A e Sk R A A N A AE S5 b (P = 098, 1 =
0%) (K 9), &It a4 R BRI M A FAEGL 2%
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SR WORWAX LTSI 2% (RR=0.95,95%
C1(0.47,1.92),P=0.88) (& 9).
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0.05), i 96 JERE TS H: T W48 #5036 77 /i W i ik
(P <0.05), H W 2804 20 F5p0 R ik Be 24 o
I (P <0.05), #5677 CT 4381 11 1 3 48 ]
K 96 JE BTG OS5 IRY7 BT A L o gt 2 2
5(P>0.05), AP Z 0] Lb IR o4t it 2422 7 (P
>0.05), /X RIECT R R EHP A
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b, B AR B R 18 Schober 56 KL3% R | T 2 LA
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ZAHAEWA Z M LR TG E L (P=0.37),
IRYT JE BASMI #EAT HL 8 WAL 2 [8] R oK DL Bt 3124
2% % (WMD = 1.39,95% Cl (-0.37,3.15),P =
0.12), 345 2 1 MTX 5 SSZ X BEAfF 5T > 3 fg



%1 49
Ef (e R Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgrou Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
23.1.1 12)5CRP
8182 2010 208 6 30 215 63 30 43% -0.70[3.81,2.41] S
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 4.3% -0.70[-3.81,2.41] i
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.44 (P = 0.66)
23.1.2 24 ICRP
B8 2010 176 58 30 1649 46 30 59% 0.70[1.95 3.39] -1
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 5.9% 0.70[-1.95, 3.35] st
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: 2= 0.52 (F = 0.60)
23.1.3 481ICRP
SI62 2010 167 5.4 30 149 449 30 B1% 080[1.81, 3.41] -1
ST 2008 14 6 88 12 4 90 18.4%  2.00[0.50, 3.50] -
HIEHE 2007 152 41 55 141 438 54 120% 1.10[-0.76, 2.96] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 173 174  36.5% 1.50[0.44, 2.57] ’
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 088, df=2 (P = 064), F=0%
Test for overall effect: £= 2.76 (P = 0.006)
23.1.4 72|CRP
5163 2010 121 46 30 123 48 30 73% -0.20[2.58, 218] -1
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30  7.3% -0.20[-2.58,2.18] o
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z= 016 (P = 0.87)
23.1.5 96 |CRP
FEEZE2002 1548 5.2 15 178 649 19  2.2% -2.32[6.69 2.09] —
“EE 2008 14 & 76 13 4 TE200% 100044, 244 2
HIRAE 2007 132 5.3 48 128 47 46 101% 040[1.62 242 -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 139 137 32.3% 0.59[-0.54, 1.72] -
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 2,05, df=2 (P = 0.36), F= 2%
Test for overall effect Z=1.02 (P =0.31)
23.1.6 144 K|CRP
HIEHE 2007 109 36 39 111 41 37 137% -0.20[1.94, 154] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 39 37 13.7% -0.20[-1.94, 1.54] -
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=023 (P=082)
Total (95% CI) 441 438 100.0% 0.71[0.06, 1.35] l.
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 7.50, df= 8 (P = 0.58); F= 0% ) § = |

Test for overall effect 2= 216 (P=0.03)

Test for subdroun differences: Chi*f=4.58. df =46 (P =0471. F=0%

E7 FRIRESURBEMELLE CRP RikE
Fig.7 Pooled estimate of CRP of MTX versus SSZ
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2.3.8 BBt A 4 T MTX 5 SSZ Xt BE A
GEH2 WO S SRAR N R] i 12 J4 24 J5 72 FA LA
K 144 A RMERRI 4 HA 1 ol , HE5RY
P H G I 21 55 DU Ik BE 4 X6 L TE G2 2
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PR 56 R ST AN A7 AE S i (P = 0.65,F =
0%) (K 10), A IFEdE 5 45 5 /R B4 RIS 7E
it 255 (WMD = 0.71,95%C1(-0.29,1.71) , P
=0.16) (& 10),

239 BEHLEAZKEN I 2 TigE 0
WAEIRYT 5 B ST 1 S L i 2 T



50 IR A (A B4R %5 36 &

EfL (s Y RCIRANLE nege Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
26.1.1 48 J5CRP ¥ #H1
83I8% 2010 157 54 30 1489 48 30 16.7% 0.80[1.81,3.41] -1
HIEAZE 2007 15.2 51 55 141 48 54 329% 1.10[0.76, 2.96) T-—
Subtotal (95% CI) 85 84 49.6% 1.00[-0.52,2.51] -

Heterogeneity, Chi*=0.03, df=1 {(P=0.85); F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.29 (P = 0.20)

26.1.2 48J5|CRP i {2

AT 2008 14 6 88 12 4 90 50.4% 2.00[0.50,3.50] ——
Subtotal (95% Cl) 88 90  50.4% 2.00 [0.50, 3.50] S

Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z= 2.61 (P = 0.009)

Total (95% CI) 173 174 100.0% 1.50[0.44, 2.57] L3
Heterogeneity Chi*=0.88, df=2 (P=064), F=0% !
Test for overall effect: 2= 2.76 (P = 0.006)

Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*=0.85. df=1 (F=036). F=0%

8 HRIRK SUIRBEMIE L 48 & CRP ZRAMHE
Fig.8 Pooled estimate of CRP of MTX versus SSZ on week 48

Bt g ifh et da ik e Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
16.1.1 48 Jo] B R B 47 Lk
HEZE 2008 49 a8 43 90 353% 1.02[0.78,1.33]
HuIZEE 2007 32 55 Kl 54 22.8% 1.01[0.74,1.40]
Subtotal (95% CI) 143 144 58.0% 1.02 [0.83, 1.25]
Total events 81 80

Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.00, df=1 {P=097), F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=018 (P =0.86)

16.1.2 96 J& BRFT i ¥ 47 LL

HEZE 2008 30 76 28 76 20.4% 1.07 [0.71,1.61]

BARFHZE 2007 20 48 18 46 13.4% 1.06 [0.65,1.74] %
Subtotal (95% CI) 124 122 33.8% 1.07 [0.78, 1.46]

Total events a0 46

Heterogeneity. Chi*=0.00, df=1 (P =098), F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=042(P=0.68)

16.1.3 144 Jl U Jif ¥r 4 Lb

HIEHE 2007 1" 39 1" 37 8.2% 0.95[0.47,1.92] - T
Subtotal (95% CI) 39 37 8.2% 0.95[0.47, 1.92] ‘
Total events 1" 1"

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=015{(P=10.88)

Total (95% CI) 306 303 100.0% 1.03 [0.87, 1.22] 4
Total events 142 137

Heterogeneity: Chi*=012, df=4 {P=1.00); F=0%

Testfor overall effect Z=034(P=073)

Testfor subaroup differences: ChiF=012. df=2{(P=094). F=0%

B9 RSN SUIEBEMIEILELE R VAS S FHRKE
Fig.9 Pooled estimate of back pain VAS of MTX versus SSZ
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CI(-1.03,0.75),P=0.76) ., H 5 Fit k5% ]
A8 ST 4 KO R TRy AR [A] | IR Y7 A
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36 4

Ef (g AR e Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% ClI
21.1.1 1254 2L gtk e
2Ie=E 2010 49 23 30 45 10 30 0.7% 400497 1297 T
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 0.7% 4.00[-4.97, 12.97] -
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.87 (P = 0.38)
21.1.2 24 I =5 {lfk ) il
SI82 2010 N 10 30 30 11 30 1.9% 1.00[-4.32 632 1
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 1.9% 1.00[-4.32,6.32] Ra8
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=0.37 (P=0.71)
21.1.3 48 J4] & it i)
2182 2010 23 ] 30 22 12 30 20% 1.00[4.16, 6.16] 1T
AT 2008 18 ] 88 18 5 90 205% 0.00[1.62 162 T
BERAFZE 2007 19.4 6.5 45 1848 58 54 101%  050[1.81,281] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 173 174 32.7% 0.22[-1.07,1.50]
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 021, df=2 (P=0590), F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z= 033 (F=074)
21.1.4 72 ) Bk 1)
SI8% 2010 18 7 30 16 B 30 50%  2.00[-1.30,5.30] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 5.0%  2.00[-1.30, 5.30] »
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=119(FP=023)
21.1.5 96 J) /b (e 1)
FEEZE2002 3067 1981 15 3433 17.41 15 0.3% -3.66[17.01, 9.69] - 1
HEE 2008 16 4 76 15 4 TE 334% 1.00[0.27, 227 .
FIEHE 2007 16.1 38 48 158 42 46 206%  0.30[-1.32,1.92) T
Subtotal (95% CI) 139 137 54.3% 0.71]-0.29, 1.71]
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 086, df= 2 (P = 0.65), F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.33 (P =0.16)
21.1.6 144 )5 2 (it il
HiFEHE 2007 14.2 T2 39 139 6.8 37 5.8%  0.30[-2.85, 3.45] T
Subtotal (95% Cl) 39 37 5.5%  0.30 [-2.85, 3.45] L 2
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.159 (P = 0.85)
Total (95% CI) 441 438 100.0% 0.62[-0.12, 1.35]
Heterogeneity, Chi®= 2.75, df= 9 (P = 0.97); F= 0% :-50 l f 50’

Testfor overall effect Z=1.65(F=010)
Test for subaroun differences: Chi*=168 dfi=5{P=089 F=0%

B 10 SR SRR LL B R B B 2R R E

Fig.10 Pooled estimate of duration of morning stiffness of MTX versus SSZ
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R X £ Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
9.1.1 24 Jul BB iR VF U
Gonzalez-Lopez L 2004 33 24 16 34 21 17 39.4% -0.04 [[0.73, 0.64]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 16 17 39.4% -0.04 [-0.73, 0.64]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect Z=0.12 (P = 0.80)
9.1.2 485 S B VE T
Altan L et al 2001 2.28 099 26 2058 0897 25 606% 0.23[0.32 079
Subtotal (95% CI) 26 25  60.6% 0.23[-0.32, 0.78]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z= 082 (F=0.41)
Total (95% CI) 42 42 100.0% 0.12 [-0.31, 0.55]

Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.37, df=1(F=054), F=0%
Testfor averall effect: Z= 056 (P = 0.57)
Testfar subaroun differences: Chi*= 037 df=1{P=05848.F=0%
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11 FSIRE STEBELLIE LR 2 E BTN R E
Fig.11 Pooled estimate of PGA of MTX versus SSZ

R X £ Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
10.1.1 24 J 196 26 8 44 0F U
Gonzalez-Lopez L 2004 1.7 1 17 3 27 18 475% -0.62 [-1.30, 0.06]
Subtotal (95% CI) 17 18 47.5% -0.62 [-1.30, 0.06] &
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect. Z=1.78 (F = 0.08)
10.1.2 48 Juil 19 2F: 5 4 v U
Altan L etal 2001 218 1.02 26 194 0452 29 525% 0.29 [-0.26, 0.64] :
Subtotal (95% CI) 26 25 525% 0.29 [-0.26, 0.84]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=1.03 (F = 0.30)
Total (95% CI) 43 43 100.0% -0.14 [-1.03, 0.75] *
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.31; Chi*= 4.12, df= 1 (P = 0.04); F= 76% F l ' 1

Testfor overall effect Z=0.31 (P=0.76)

Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*= 412 df=1{(P=004) F=757%
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B 12 FRSEIRE SUEENE LR EE B E TN R E
Fig.12 Pooled estimate of PhGA of MTX versus SSZ
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