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Background Question 1 1 h 1% "Oa Y

p TX 10 34 x 6 1 Tw HBpounbhel y PWYoMFx X’ 3Ty
h 1s OAxpi RAbOoMOFYXUYdw oD“BUaGpY2TuoOoMU" OApi A

hoMoMF X TTF’ 6vpoMUFxPYodwpYo OATOD B0 TZMoy x.

6 Jt 21 x & 60 %00 Qi X' OB Tw 61%T 06T OAYX Y ¢wb
Bpx | YKU" Q8 3 p 6 mYKUYY x  ELW. E ROAD studyx "Q® T wo
01 OAX Y1l towb’ 2 YX300pyx [ YKU"

OAXx'" "™OaB6HEFBUYUBGgTY d . KUMY OAB' xEW.E6 61 B Y
pPM=s YKUBG' [ ywydoW¥w 06 J X Pp ®n hoi F OWoMFxY M’
Qy Thorstenssonw ' OApi HboMoMY3TQ34v BUY 6Fv (35" 54
7) N 143 6 12 0" U. 1 xpp Wt OCATTYoTuO 76 X =K 86%Y 12 x =K
T Kellgren-Laurences KL* D . X134 x OAtTy“BUp 10606 Y qwtlU. | xopW
T OATMKpO 67 my’ 95 YD“ 00 W
wt 1950 1958 t° | To0o OApi nHbO 2195 6 PB. U6 Hernborg wyx 1
Ay’ 607%34 X% * xVd OAB' 71 94 x 10 18 ¥ B Tw ox X
X 3¢ " %3BUapY [ nbo

li OAB* 157 189 O 16 06 Odenbringwyyx 1 MY’ 14 f{x bmn’ 85
Y 33 9V6’' 33 Yh DY 6D xR b’ majorsurgeryY nmoTu6 71 XxXB*' F

g i UMY =0 AYXMAaAPY T Abeo ¥

26 Jp0O MY 1979 x x. x X 36D=06d Qi fe* TIM
0’ ¢x 2L AX™ RTF2el06736 x 6 ., 00pas’ 61% 061 OAXTAY g
Wwh 0 s early OA48%' advanced OA13% px | YKU 9" 2005 2007 1 2,262 ¥ X
67. 00 % TwolU x. EWl. E ROAD studyt ~ Mo 3.3 ¥ QB Tw’ KLOW

K254 x  OAX i 9.7%s 6.9% N 11.9% L. | xop WT wx OA
3D g 21T s 17.8% N 223% towbUdapY [ 1bHhO ¥
g

1) Thorstensson CA, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2009;68(12):1890-3.
2) Hernborg JS, et al. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 1977(123):13067.
3) Odenbring S, et al. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 1991(266):152-5.
4) Higano Y, et al. J Orthop Sci. 2016;21(2):166-71.

5) Muraki S, et al. Mod Rheumatol. 2014;24(6):966-73.
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Background Question2 h 1¢ QOL ¢ qft. 6BUT

® | 1 WU OA(radiographic knee OA, RKOA) YT "QEA # SWo~ AN+ T WU
qfth BUYpx T YKU® 6 = OAyYs X3l p6AYUpPBUY T FKU" ax
[ W TWIRnwt é nbU 2 §08Ypuo’ 11 OAQOB Y RKOAY ¢ 31 pb6
fYUpMOY

OAX f' 1 AThBY T ¢ WoM sv@¢3 X YMNAEOO abuwy

My b F X | mK4yYy’' r of.K®6 oo 6tj Ep9pllo~ (oMU’
Mendy ' 1988 1994 p 1999 2010 Tt D3xnNbbd X National Health and Nutrition
Examination Surveysx r2* 51,938 6 2011 Om 6s h 136 X OA X 6" Q

071 ( MA)p X 1 1T WY Kellgren-Laurence (KL) 2 34 ml bnb 00pas’ TQ
0 MKYdpnbho OAYS< 1. 600MoTp0' ' d ' RKOAYT QEAf s MI. X
1.43,95%38 Y h 1.32-1.64¢ s 2.04,1.87-2.23 7 Nf s 1.14,1.041.25B"* x ¢ 31 p
6 6t 41YoMBY ko x3I1py "HOoMB (0.88,0.80-0.96) TP wt3lpy
dWopuOsi QENF 1.89, 1.56-2.29 3.42,3.01-3.88)1"
Clevelandwy ' African American p Caucasiany 4573 4 x N 4,182 T wo U, EW. E
6 146 s h x 0 1,822 x¢ 6z 006° @6 = RKOA’ XOQYMybF <
31 p6 6t 4YOoMBO 2 ax. 6 s BMI 3034 x YKUprpwt €EnRbO°
Wang w’ Osteoarthritis Initia tive & z X T 479 6 (11 OA1 RKOAs KL2 3

A x p 17 ) X 0’ (3)RKOA X 0 ' (4) RKOA F Folyx 42n. ot 1 0 96TQ
0’ 282 x¢ 6z 0O OAX ¢ YYXx. 61V Mo (4 H6 referencep 0 o mOu

Lo g0 pd3’ du. dAXMEL XK P 22095%8 Yh 1.6-3.1)° X 0 0.9 (0.6-
1.4) RKOAX 0 2.0(1.4-29p c 4’ X Th2wy' RKOAYs 31 p6 614 VYoM
g ¥

Clevelandwyx | ¢ ¢ 6 RKOAYX ¢ YXx. 6Y” €AboMOY’ Wangwx | muy
0 X Theawy RKOAY ¢ 1_0006p T AboMUBG’ 00X 3TVvMoUWs i
xnwoUePApl x 6 0ol bwowoM" Myht0oF RKOAyY<s 31 p64YY
01 WapY”  €7nbUd’ fqurt Yaxi 062 BUpMMOY:"

OAX QOLM¢ @ YX. 6tvMoy [ Y1oW 3mdoM' 6 TOH Wangwyx 1
g’ 41 KOAX ¢ Yx. 6 disability * QOL 3 ® s physical component scorg 6 ©
00 h .0Y  €QRbUp 1 A bho MYy 3

N aanM=""Qd1 (self-reported)pp’ * MY OAYKUpopoMUS KUMYi A
boMUx Y X A mz AbOBFXTMTYoM OAxapOBMZ'

&
1) Mendy A, et al. Int J Epidemiol. 2018;47(6):1821 -9.

2) Cleveland RJ, et al.Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2019;27(4):593 -602.
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3) Wang Y, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2020;73(4):566-73.
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Background Question 3 1 h 4x3lpec=~y /BUT

OAT Y X3l pe-Y /0" aboOmnt sa “xN " % ' h avuxO0
A h 1 vW6eTIiql sy OxY wTpopoMU' 00’ *t xplOpEUU
“WI xI EcgOr =X, 6F T AboMU' AWt %QH  ¢2YA’ TY AU

1o¢ N 2Bpxh F@ nboMU’

1 h 1s OAx yy G=-D2Bx6g X3l peg=~Y /BU" dabwx3l pc-=y
plop wo X r EW. E6 Jpd6 [azTtWYd { AboMU"  dbOQm¥

XGzmA 0o wTtAbO3lpc=-pibo’ sa “xN "% ' h aJdxO&’
h t “6TI Yl s+ Ox YKYwhoMU 9 gbhwx3!l pc-xMig ¢

TWpoYolUY v X r WPB. TWbhbwPAT mxMp ga ~ 198 2.66" N
168 h &V 283p I AboMU D Q8' h wAMNTVMOUY . Z yx M gb
Al m42 | Z p Q x> VY 60pAbh’+ Oni tvMoy O 0O'a
OUH +MTY+ WY OAZWSE 1T n AXMA Y%MapU' %UOFYQs o [
h xs 1 MWh i131. 6BYdpY AboMYy &0 4 1 x. 6t v Moy
BMD (bone mineral density)> W6 PKbp D6OXI. Kpd B8 &z myd Mh FOWygh

clpM=Z"0QB mKY’ OAX31 PpGe~TC=ZTY'HW m wTnyYyoM 312" 4 ° OA
nydr G-~sSOpUpuTtpK.xx. 6Y dMpnbh’ & T xplOpE' & U

s “WI x|l E'HJ’ 3 h in'r x ® ko] Y OAx3l pe-T
Kdr Y@ fboM{ 4319 0’ OAp ) d2BU. ~6fcO 47 Cxh

TVMOF T YowbU'  M22YIOK L3 Ap €Ep XKk . 3 pnbUda ~ ' %QH' Y
YA’ AYAPYMYybFE OApxh Y@ nb’> Y 2BUTtvbo 41 D“xM
n F Ba&pY” AboMU 2@ f4uwrt'’ N¥ F OAT_ 600 N Tw " a
" % QK600 OA6 4BUMA YPAT m419p | AboMU 22 a1~ Ctv
MoyN m OAp hipBY 7T YKUDd ' rr WPB. mPPAI mO09p oG
~mKYpM=Z"QB Y” N bo MU 27 . TKUPKbp KF OAX G~XT

Y@ nboMy 2 OApbBl =xh TvMoy 4UOD“1th BUB =" B =~ |
Y 1 fboMUY’' "HW 1 ¢ 6 T4 BUWZoO ~ xO.KO6VVYXW GDF5
s growth differentiation factor 5 x ¢ p 3 b4 2
a
1) Anderson JJ, et al. Am J Epidemiol. 1988;128(1):17989.
2) Hart DJ, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 1999;42(1):17 -24.
3) Sudo A, et al. J Orthop Sci. 2008;13(5):413-8.
4) Omori G, et al. J Orthop Sci. 2016;21(4):463-8.
5) Yoshimura N, et al. Mod Rheumatol. 2006;16(1):24-9.
6) Yoshimura N, et al. JRheumatol. 2004;31(1):157-62.
7) Silverwood V, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2015;23(4):507-15.
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8) Poulsen E, et al. Br J Sports Med. 2019;53(23):145463.

9) Muraki S, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2009;61(6):779 -86.

10) Muraki S, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2011;19(7):840-6.

11) Muraki S, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2011;19(11):1301-6.

12) Yoshimura N, et al. Osteoporos Int. 2015;26(1):151-61.

13) Culvenor AG, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2017;69(5):649 -58.
14) Sharma L, et al. JAMA. 2001;286(2):188-95.

15) Higano Y, et al. J Orthop Sci. 2016;21(2):166-71.

16) Takagi S, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2018;26(9):260714.

17) Muraki S, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2012;64(5):1447 -56.

18) Nishimura A, et al. Int Orthop. 2011;35(6):839 -43.

19) Krych AJ, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2017;25(2):383-9.
20) Golightly YM, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2011;63(8) :2276-83.

21) Yoshimura N, et al. BMJ Open. 2012;2(6): e001520.

22) Yoshimura N, et al. Mod Rheumatol. 2017;27(1):1-7.

23) Oka H, et al. J Orthop Sci. 2009;14(6):687-92.

24) Muraki S, et al. Mod Rheumatol. 2014;24(2):236-42.

25) Miyamoto Y, etal. Nat Genet. 2007;39(4):529-33.
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Background Question 4 1 h 41t Wy XAGYwT

OAX 11y nKU' OAT WY XAGeployw IBxOD T
Yh OGoMU" QO7 2 f o xXh F® AboMU’

nl’ls_"

h g2Yt 1214 ploQF MFEYxxdvmKd' h g OAX 08U41 4mK

g L2 OAB"' 1 Z Mo pxh Y® AboMUg=-piloy’ (N )y 3
Vav; =53 aN Y oc¢YKU' Murakiwydp NpFT o DU x svY
p ©t hpUp 1T O6oMU"d B pxh YowboTpe"
082 TAploy’ 1x 6” B Kellgren-Lawrence (KL) grade'*® MRIT =1 U 3
(bone marrow lesion” BML) 5 | n 9 / p pxhi Y@ nAboMU"' Muraki iy "¢’
v X 1219 Q1h Y P X ho 0's X Yyn O ANsph Y
Kdap6 1 0oMY - Felsony > OAB*' 1T ZMo’ x KU OAB"' my 77.5%1 BML
Y /s0606xTt 0’ XOMB* my 30%p Ot 1oMapTuw’ p BMLpXxXh ©6m®
0 o MU' Neogiw ¢y 6Wh &~ (temporal summation® TS’ ~Tox0 ®m )=
Wo *Hs3 TXH (pressure pain threshold” PPT) 1t 0’ MRI pxh 6 Y6'L
.1 xepX MRI1TAT 60%t! nY /06’ 66%th 4’ 79%t BMLY 7/ 0606'}) n

X / YPPTY =p 61 hboZId "OW o = ( b~ X 2)Yowh®8' ' Q06N
"4 BML pL. | xppX PPT "OW Spxh W goTpub® Q6 My bx MRI 1°AF
TSpxhi yowboTpBpioMU & MRITAp TApX &§6“ U6 Yusupw ox &z

ny’ D“6 OATMYMRITZIi 4 BMLU! nocY “[ ol nlEtp &th O

oMB ' d 1 Liuw 2z P h DY6 1T U 6 OAB*T1TXIMo’ CX3MWUj 23
MRITT 366! ny ~ [ ol n17Ap hiloMBY' N\ PX hwowbhoTub
pboMU"

HobPbl. p.ploy’ n1 THeEpepmKU IL-6xQ p O OAs KL grade 2)

121 ¢ pxh * Qwt MMP-3,COX-2,IL-1np OAX~ 14 pxhiY 1 nboM{
19' 0@ Ishijimaw Wy & OATIMo s bl. p. mKY sCPIlx =’ sC2C/sCPIl, uCTX -
I/sCPIl, sHA x =Y cwbUd&dp’ KLgradelxB' mKpoF X KUB* muy X bl.
b.X 3SYowbUYap6b | 6oMU' QBWT h Y OAD“x3l pec-mKUaGpF
f AboMU Y abwyx QB Twywy' s T =) nyxy % Clont1l Twx okl
t./bunt DoEpopx®™ Y OATZI ¢ XAGMKY' OAxD“pFhidoM
dr Y  €qbU"

7o o XxXh F®@ nboxXd’ X OA B* m sdf-rating depressive scale (SDS)
Y 4054 p=vd 67 0o0oZd’Q IL-6ii LLup SDSI EtTh Y guwho

&
1) Muraki S, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2012;64(5):1447 -56.
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2) Felson DT. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2013;21(1):10 -5.
3) Muraki S, et al. BMC Musculo skelet Disord. 2015;16:305.

4) Shimura Y, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2013;21(9):1179-84.

5) Felson DT, et al. Ann Intern Med. 2001;134(7):541 -9.

6) Neogi T, et al. Arthritis Rheumatol. 2016;68(3):654 -61.

7) Muraki S, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2011;63(12):3859-64.

8) Yusup A, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2015;23(11):1858-64.
9) Liu L, et al. Clin Rheumatol. 2010;29(10):1185 -90.

10) Ning L, et al. Int Orthop. 2011;35(6):831 -8.

11) Ishijima M, et al. Arthritis Res Ther. 2011;13(1):R22.

12) Shimura Y, et al. Clin Rheumatol. 2017;36(12):2781-7.
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Background Question 5 1 h 14p 2Bpxh W

OCAY 1T n 4 px> Y %MY ' 3 1 px> Yy wyTnmoM Q6° OAT
wy 4 X =T whQH U 6 41071 QE2>Bx> TWYs T1.UMR Y %Map
Y@ fboMU"’

OAT Y’ 3x 1 h 47 0D dB' ¢S pXxh Y@ nboMU"

1214 17 h 4x r ~[JAdzmKY ROADstudy myp’  OAX P 54.6
s 47 N 61.5 x’ 1 n 1y 70.2 s 80.6 ' N 64.6 x’ 1 ah 1y
15.7 s 187 ' N 137 xmKY' OAp 1 n 4X> P4z ' OAp |
ah 4 x> W72 p T A"boMU"' Q0B ; 1 1v Moy Y 1T pnbd
Y’ OAp x> TVvMoy wWTmoM Auwt’' ol Tthpy X . EW
. Edz s LOCOMO study * 1t X A A4 ¢ 327 s 27.9 N 3571 xX oy
37.7 s 347 ' N 394 ¥ pn x> Ty 127 s 109 ' N 12.8 x mK
4 h BUc=-pdo% ' N ' %BMI’ /. YKYwboMU 3

N >Bpxh my' h 6ige 1 h pi QED B> xMpi Y 115
126 px T YKU P Awt’ { QEdDBxRAepod | IXMne-~mKUIKLWS3 Ap
Ep XK. 3s OKWX 1 v Mo’ ROADstudy3 h x T Tw %QH’ 1 %o¢ QA

Y AT wo U oK Ly X B Y OAX PO X311 pBRGCUGPY T R
boMU' Q8 ¥ Nex /Y OAX 31 pB6%GcUdpF@ nboMy 25

OAX. 6TV Moyi X oTw  poY9%QH’ "f QEDBI W6 QEOB
6> BUMA Y@ fRboMU 26D Q@' J XEbh60pB “O Y % ' N T
£M h p&h x 1T h 4x Bh x "TQE>Bx> 1. 8AbUGPY T
nboMYy &

d pxh myY’ t x 657%4x 2T (BMI _ 30)p 6 BUA> x < Y 21
65%mKY’ s6 i QEXIBY MapY®m RAboMU 9 Q8’' OAFOIWYah OATY
s MR Y 155 %W ti QEDBMX 1h x9¢ MR YRnwt =2BUYapY nQb’
sex 1T h 1Y * T N4, 6y oMapyY 1T AboMU " Auwt’ 1t X
Chingford study my 23 hyx 6dzTw 41 4x OATYs MR Y 1.97 %W | QE>
B> tWUs MR ¢353 1 2BUAGpY’ nboMy 1

o}
1) Yoshimura N, et al. J Bone Miner Metab. 2009;27(5):620-8.
2) Yoshimura N, et al. Mod Rheumatol. 2017;27(1):1-7.
3) Yoshimura N, et al. J Bone Miner Metab. 2014;32(5):524-32.
4) Rahman MM, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2013;65(12):1951 -8.
5) Yoshimura N, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2012;20(11):1217 -26.
6) Hsu PS, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2017;25(7):1026-31.
7) Turkiewicz A, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2019;27(6):848 -54.
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8) King LK, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2018;70(1):71 -9.
9) Cleveland RJ, et al. Osteoatrthritis Cartilage. 2019;27(4):593-602.
10) Nuesch E, et al. BMJ. 2011;342:d1165.

11) Kluzek S, et al. AnnRheum Dis. 2016;75(10):1749-56.
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Background Question 6 | h 4x 2u9“tHl -~ Yygh BUT

h~ Tm&d OAx 41uD“th BUYB =~"B =~ (Y Y 1 nboMU"{
TO6>YoUz " m hY™Hgb' ¢ 6 14 BUW=Z0cO - x4.KO6VVYXUY’
SX p G 3 GDF5s growth differentiation factor5x x ¢ mK U4 °

DQNI3A[ x%x 69D 1 M’ 2000 T w A h~ TWY OAXDBb™~ B =

X&4Y s TCQpBO' 2000 W' Thpou’ x & ~TQ DRAX X
dTw O xHDTw p—TwbBE =~1-po h6 YUl & =-tok.YYpuy
b’ dwb® x& =~"8 =~ TY Ywb6 IxQVyx “ Y’ Kzawaw X1t 1 b3 px

h X TTK p 6 ' 2000 i Oomyl & =-tdk. YTWY 1Y MOY & X

T wy- X Madzw Jx Tt XKUadzyY W Miyamotow Y | 060 GDF5%
AY #m hx™H Yz AbOb ~YoTpb 2000 i TwWwdA2mMEX h-
s genome-wide association study GWASx Y* 2hUW=Z10d" " 1 e. KAOXOun. oTuw
AT WxB -6 ~ 1Y 1 Abo®0  0TO' "W OntYoUz “m hyx ™H Y
z AboMUX Y GDF5xomKU' ="'t YE dzm g X "2 ' mtx GWAS/A. K
XK~ Y“2bhWZpboxd’ WY X %MO. KY wbdapyYd nbu'_  xIT &
-t ok .Y

Kizawawy OA B* x h 3 T T H3U - ®mbIE3ApI nKU+t1 b3 po6wWUM
T 6 ~p—N 30606Y 3J7dz1 6 -~ TdzJdJpK.nn". 0061 ~ T 40.Kp
%o KoCpOJ€EITO26mM 1t1 Bbapx h~ 6“ub'393 x OA'Hp 394 ¥

EPEK. M HIvMo h6 YO'QB't]l bapxtl Oxmp
1T 60 h6 60" OA™Mm Y’ D-repeatx =k D14s DX 14 x4 O x6vVvVFYXY
Tu® t1 B3pY TGF-m p s = TA 00Z9Y9’ TGF-n px"®» 1 WY TGF-n [ 6
0’ ZbhbtWY 3 - x 3" mHP® 6 BU[ O6Vvv s IxA4BiH. K. mK(Y
23 jnvirox © ~ DRAT &dx TGF-n 6 BU[ YD146VvvtlI bapm ¥ TEM
GpY Abo YV Nakamurawg' T 6 =~todk. YTWY h~ xA. K6 MOIOK-"
mtl bapp OAX hx™HE | 66 9 0TG' {xfix GWASazmy hy™HAb
oTu®" 00 inviom D14t | Bapx O 6 Bdz YoM
GDF5 ¢ BMP-TGFn super-familyt B U - G-~m' éM 3 6v v "' Miyamoto W
POy 2 X&dh OA  wMm h OATMGDF5X h6 Y GDF561 ~x 5 UTR T
/ BY SNP' rs143383t1 ©0 h6 06 9 rs143383y GDF5X N Thi O’ GDF5)
‘H =Y OAX phiBUp—Nwbd" rs143383p OApXx hy’ Ixfix Wxazm
YoUz * hmF ™H) bho MYy &7

s Dxx 14 0 s D-repeat

x GWAS
2000 i Twy’' GWAST WY + o hx dY“2bdW=Ztopd' TxQ
\' X " Y Nakajimawy 2 x OA906 p A 339 6 MO GWASTKU ® B+ y

FtWwd9 A1TAp X 6Fpti HbhboMB' Ay’ Al Ax® 3F 3.4

npOdk SGPpEX OAh D2B6VOOM H*' ' 'SW6 [E Uk.Ks.pxYxlxpTl
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utnmKpoe'"™ ~ x'QB” h OAb”™ th PBUY 2vydnm 1 (single nucleotide
polymorphism® SNP)" rs7775228p rs10947262Y Nbo " ax 2vx SNPY HLA p x 1 /1
Bl ~61T ¢ xtKY' [ OpUI 9x OAX G6YXh Y  €Rbe" 0TO’ Txix
2" mx GWASTabwyx SNPX hy ™HAbo Mo M

UKHoPHppXxOn. oy’ 1 2. s OA77,052 p AN 378,169 xTm’ OAX GWAS C
.1 EpPEk.u h~ x6“puo 9 OAThi BpU -~ o "Hi ( OA’ ah OA OAZ
Woé/Q8ywah OA TW6Lx X OA 2 Ph DY6 " 186T¢=Tog)tvMo ho6
YO'QB' OAth PBUY 64Xx€EDO31M6 0’ TXEZKkX 52¢p0rmKpo" 81 0’ OA
PXO0 h6” 66 SNPY viI | mKu®8 "' TGFB1' FGF18 CTSK’ IL11o¢kF T 'Q0vV ®
Zobl ~AYQVTUOH%3 T / OoMO"®

o}
1) Kizawa H, et al. Nat Genet. 2005;37(2):138-44.
2) Nakajima M, et al. J Biol Chem. 2007,;282(44):32185-92.
3) Kou I, et al. J Biol Chem. 2007;282(44):32193-9.
4) Nakamura T, et al. Hum Mol Genet. 2007;16(14):1676 -81.
5) Miyamoto Y, et al. Nat Genet. 2007;39(4):529-33.
6) Chapman K, et al. Hum Mol Genet. 2008;17(10):1497-504.
7) Southam L, et al. Hum Mol Genet. 2007;16(18):2226-32.
8) Nakajima M, et al. PLoS One. 2010;5(3):€9723.
9) Tachmazidou I, et al. Nat Genet. 2019;51(2):230-6.
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Background Question 7 h 1x 10Ny

OAUY 3 X "3 1’1 noc¢6 PBUDBMKUYU" T x D xOp UT 3p
o '’ sN x71aelo oct WU | nx Y@ AboMU' 06! nh,;
(bone marrow lesion® BML)’ 3 O3 (subchondral bone attrition ©° SBA)o ¢ p Mp 6

MRITA t XQIOpEY A" &M oY 3l ptolr Y”"nboMU"

X MRITA

OAXi ¢ A1 dp Y X TWpo“ZapyY MY'! nuh " do¢gxnin
A Cho Q u s30¢X o¢g’ OA X 6Jd =1 YMdPYp M= 1 MRIY'H Q
F b6i B.unKUY' v ' MRI p OA "D pxhi Y nboM{4: OA

"D 1th BUMRITApbo’ Q XN+ Wy m® AboMU 0 { Q
X TvMoy OApxh YEMpnRboMy 2469 1

h 144l nogxnti 1Ay OAxBpdo alUp—TlwbhodBY’' OA '0
“x3l pe-amKUr Y” Abo MU 2 Minten g~ &z1 Mo’ ! TX I
od Tw QE Mx ~MQEDL o¢x! xn11Ap OAxD“pxh 67 0oXZdg’
adx QB ¢ MRI x QB 6 TUFYTTKYU ¥ o0 OMdaptayx ! Y3p OAD
“px X ho6” 0oMYy B

BML M h X SUH 6 B SBAo¢x MRIA X3 3. p OApxh Ym@m n
bo M{ 121415 BML x up Y OAx3!l pp—TlwboMU" Q X / Y BML ¥

Y'H3 | p6%c U Y 060 SBAThOGoWwt xptOp E pxh Fm AboMU ¥ 06

Neogiwy SBAp NX 3 pxh 6a 06’ SBAp %o pxh 6 0 oMYy
“BU s AFUYIXAX s XxX31p6 AU

2x syt xpOpE

vt XQOpEp OApxhi Y T AboMU %7 Sharmawyy'’ T xoOp Ey

T OAXxD“6P006(PAT 409 & tXQIpEYS5 xn 1 OAXD“O6FB6 WP

(P AI 48%94p6 T oMU 1 0B 5 34 xt XQHpEYAY TKUp’ 18T Qf
X' O ¢ 6t AfrAboMBp 1t DoMUY ® d ' Hunter wy % M Y OA X
3l pnmKUxt 0o’ 1t xplOpEp OA Yh O0oMap6 | oMU ¥ HTO a
XGzmyp OA4 p ANpmaAx h &M TDHYKuBapYT c-~popoMUr
YKU ¥ t xolOp EY A Y MRI 4 X SBA Th BUdpY T AnboM{U 145

3 { X

h sV Y OA UD“31 p6%cUapY [ nboMU 7™ Driban wy h &\
YX o OAxOD“thiBUFxx' Ax OApuyh YoMap 6TO. 3 X
AMY *TthipUp 7 0oMY M

h & O =Y OAx3lpb6 RdUpMZdz B FKUY' axlOK~ tuyio
bd Y10W¥(5 )y U s OAX TthPBUY?H s heterogeneityx Y / 0

X dH sinconsistencyx Y / 08 ¢ 6B YPmMKY o

Engund " @ OAp OApxh 6 o4’ OA 131 U G~xh 6m
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1) Englund M, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2010;69(10):1796 -802.
2) Roemer FW, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2013;72(6):942-8.
3) Hunter DJ, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2006;54(3):795 -801.
4) Hunter DJ, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2006;54(8):2488 -95.
5) Sharma L, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2008;58(6):1716-26.
6) Wenger A, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2013;65(7):1804 -11.

7) Driban JB, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2014;66(11):1673 -9.

8) Guermazi A, et al. BMJ. 2012;345:e5339.

9) Gale DR, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 1999;7(6):526 -32.

10) Emmanuel K, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartil age. 2016;24(2):262-9.
11) Hada S, et al. Arthritis Res Ther. 2017;19(1):201.

12) Atukorala I, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2016;75(2):390-5.

13) Minten MJM, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2019;27(1):71 -9.
14) Neogi T, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2010;69(5):841-4.

15) Neogi T, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2009;61(11):1539 -44.

16) Sharma L, et al. JAMA. 2001;286(2):188-95.

17) Brouwer GM, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2007;56(4):1204 -11.
18) Hunter DJ, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2007;56(4):1212 -8.

19) Oiestad BE, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2015;23(2):171-7.
20) Englund M, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2016;24(2):270 -3.
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Background Question 8 VX afy 1 h 4 xi 1 T

OAxi WOt xQelpE 31IMo’ ¥V X . W cafmKY 65TO’ 5,

T3 T "l nocgy gayYmdoMapt 6Y nKY"
OAXIi V' X q. tWd“2boxd’ dbyl E. Xl KpW. XnKdg"
M~p "W~ xq. 6 gBUYGpPpT WYh i13xaY YAYUBG' 3ImXq. Y

A"AboMU D 34, Wxy3zplbowd 3péd3Yd T MwboMU*® My hF
nyKUY' h O» 1TAnyY 30 60" ¢ O31 =1 4 s P 33X G X 3 NY% 1

aoMUapTw €034, X Y sh 121 U4Q41h WY zt 3TP
Up—TwboMU 2 ny h Oto s d6 BUL x X 6 gBUp’ 2mm3 /¥
h i 13xaY Y& 3q. X 5%t (&€ O3 q. MY 85%p %o TMKPO 2wt
3 VX q. ¢yt xelOpE 3T1F nKY ' ow 1. 6 =Zdpmnd <ot
XQpE 3Yr pod' + AixX 3 plox W %M
OAx ™ 1 3 1 Y Kellgren-Lawrences KLX YoW MwboMU® 3 1 ph

i 136Fpyo’ Jii. X0 4x5 bt 3BY > Wy [ JImOin. X2316 OAp
TOO AY“2boMUY 4 Mw ROADstudy Ty’ mx OA 61 RX

Tt Wy 420% N 615%p [ GoMU D d m' KL xa' & ¢ hi
0.66-088 a* h& ¢ hi 056-0.80p Q0 0 %Wo M 2o’ 5 50X 6
TY YmdoMdapyY pOUOKYwbU® KLOW . XO0Xx X YAYoMd . 1%
MRI 4 § 6“ =p 69%T s ' 5206T 5 ' 37%T ) N’ 24%T Q Y cuwb’

Y 89%T wwTx YATAYKU ' 3 X afy cadnmKU4Y’' 31 X 33a
X XY YMRIT Yo Mapt 6Y nmK{y "

1)Ahl bgack S. Acta Radi ol Di a’"@gn ( St ockh) . 1968: Suppl

2) Rosenberg TD, et al. J BoneJoint Surg Am. 1988;70(10):1479-83.
3) Kellgren JH, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 1957;16(4):494-502.

4) Lawrence JS, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 1966;25(1):124.

5) Yoshimura N, et al. J Bone Miner Metab. 2009;27(5):620-8.

6) Spector TD, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 1993;52(11):790 -4.

7) Guermazi A, et al. BMJ. 2012;345:e5339.
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Background Question 9 1 h 1 x A1 4 31 o 3 YwT
OAX A4 4 3 pdo’ B W 3pfFd T 31 RbUl Et3pO€l
roaYkKuy® OAY %c41 46 BUYT’ 36“Z0¢T HIMTYMWy Tx 3

6 90>284YapY QO M

OAx A1 Ay %Ky’ OXoouwy'’ O mQoL 36icgo ! o 36" =
GpY OQOGM' B*x A4 dx KBuk 7B ' 002 HEFmX 6 3TWY 44 3
6 M6 3Y nKd* 14 3 ¢ OWF < T 3pB* W 31 1 wbh
U Vi 3pbown* x”~ Y%QuoMU' F« T 3p0oy’ KneeSociety Scoré

TaAA[ 2> DBF mM s JOAI Et x' Lysholm knee scoring scaleY W Muwh
oMU B Wi 3 p 0oy Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index
s WOMAC x 1 Japanese Knee Osteoarthritis Measure JKOM* Y Mwybo MU' OB Knee
Injury and Osteoarthritis Outcome Scores KOOS* ¢ @' 4 4' A 4 ["1 B. B’ QOL p

o 3Yr mKY9'i 5 tF W MwboMY 2° KOOS g cross cultural adaptation t
W "X AGdFBMT“2ho=9" & Y %W Tv e mMeY I F &
ipB* Wi x *x 39 6&¢ NO6I Et pd o International Knee Documentation
Committees IKDC* | Et W Knee Society Score 201lYKU ' | b. B X 371 Y Tegner
activity scalesi Marx activity level scaleY » AbhUdapyY W i X %MB* Ty~ O 3
KU dbwx 3 YDgiX m §r mKY' gtk "B 6“3ty
minimal clinically important differences s MCIDx Y WUM® pod4' MCID 34 x| Et e 6Fy
oF x T 6 BUapYr pod' - oF ¢pt MCIDYglinboMU:

&
1) Akai M, et al. J Rheumatol. 2005;32(8):1524-32.

2) Roos EM, et al. Health Qual Life Outcomes. 2003;1:64.
3) Nakamura N, et al. J Orthop Sci. 2011;16(5):516-23.
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Background Question 10 I h 4xi ° A 3’ D" T o pKUT
@2 s Y X 'MR' s 6f¢x

V' X myg’ oh Ps 3| Suset xpOpEogx 3Yr mKU'® MRl X
5 MY s’ s3s=Ss3’ QL nogx 3I6WYJ -1 NUapYmoU' v °  OA
ny 6Tw h T 3600BapY wTtopoMU' 68Ypo OAXI
o4 37 0 TP ¥V X 1T2£NMRIMU 5 6 MUGpY nK{Y"’

vV X ¢’ h Pps (0o 3353Xs| 3IpMpye B h 01x 3t el
st XQpEF 3md4" 6TO' h Tyh 3 M3 S 333 xT oM’
Q "l oc¢Y /PBY" VY X T2NMRIM 5 6 MUp’ dbwx 36WI
zT1T NUapYnmdU ' 21 1 YdbwyMRIM =5 6 MO ANdzYe 30 OA

~ Y OoWYDemMU' Ts T g 3. YAQq., ' sDsH ' M 33553
OCX 3 353 ' yUu3 YAsSI xogx Q \ V'l nogx 36

SBUGpT WY WH TVvOW o~ Yr popoMU L2 Zx BT WY’ OA Tt
Pabwp Yoxh Y 6Tw 30oMUGpY wTtopuodo"

OA X 1] PPFT%QY’ T hp T 0O V¥ F%QU 3 axapy
OAX 1MD*“1 0 NY odWh BUap6” €U Awt’ OAX 12149
ko] plo’ M NteN Q VB Y~ mnKUap’' 1QF X %oM T OA

Y Q *V  (medial meniscus extrusion: MME)Y OAx 41 p9D“ x3l pec-mKUa
PY wTTopmoMYy 49

AWyt MRI6 MO~ Yy OAx 1 b X ~ 6r p0lB" ax OA 1 b
6” 6. OApAl v TX ~ YDemMU' 3 h \ X my OAB6 ¢go
M b’ & T | Kellgren-Lawrences KLx ON. XO0X % * my’' MRI6 MUp 89%
T OA Y /7 BY O abwx MRIT gcwbd OA Y %xBUp OAx 131p
Y %QU 7
d Ty’ OAYEYoYwWFD* xd2BmKUp—TlwybhoMU* \ X Y
OAY A1 UD“ X3 p6-=X% Yo TMKPUBY MRI6 MUapm OAX 131 pe
Y wTtopodoM(y & 10
MRIM 5 TWY s QOnmdoTuB" Yr polUdapFd mdd' MNMw'  OAYX
b ¢ pboyw’ h 3 X Y mKUp—-—Tlwyho®BY' ZxONUY mKy

' MRI6G MO~ TWY Q U 3353 och 3 38X T W9’ h 3
X3l pY%QUdadpY” A boMy
=N pbo’ MRIp T 1”7 nmKUdapt el o~ Yr mKUd4apYK
Ywbd* v OAx~ o xdvnKUadpyY wTtopo®dO MME T Vv Mo Y’
OAXx™ 41 YOCodcgY™ 1 WU MME ¥ Y Bap ™ N X tWY h h
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HobPbl. p. ¢y OAxi ubD* T "cafpbod NnboMUY’ HW my’
CTX- * 'Q COMP’ Q HA’ NTX- ’ IL-6Y >AboMUFYYX' OAT VY
cHobPbl. p. yz AR boMoM'

HoPbPbl. p. gy h ss’ 3’1 ocxyx 7 6 MUaptwWd OAYX 6
I SWé 1pxHO" "Awt OAF X " B T nmKYdapYd nnbhoMU' @&
bOmt ~ ocHebbl. p.X /Y T AboMUY’' A 1 ’ Y %M  OA x
Y oHebbl. p. Wz HAbhoMoM

" > Hobbl. p. ¢ t 1 - &z 1s Nationalnstitute of Health * NIHX Y 2 9 § nb
0 Osteoarthritis Biomarkers Network Y \ 0 6 BIPED TWYpreEs. nboMY
BIPED TWUmprEs3. ¢ V' burden of disease ~ 1 x'  investigatives & z X’
prognostics  fj X’ efficacy of interventions o 7 B x’  diagnostics i X X 5VTTKu® "

{ x|’ safety ofinterventions o x & x 62 Mo BIPEDS pbo &
abOmy  my' s Abl.p. mKY CTX- s C-terminal telopeptide type collagenx

(BIPEDS ‘" B,P,D)p 'Q COMPs cartilage oligomeric matrix protein*x (BIPEDS ‘ B,P,D)’
b h X 'Q HAs hyaluronic acidx (BIPEDS ‘“B,P)) 35 bl. p. TK(Y NTX -
s N-telopeptide type- collagen< (BIPEDS ‘DY JAboXYq9 Cx mnF CTX-
YQF Y %MpiboMUy 38 06’ OATXMo! nyxym pnRnbin1d HeEDpO

pX'Q IL-65 interleukin 6 y & OAT I Mo pxh Y%MapY” nboMU 7 d
' NIH X OA Biomarkers Consortium Project T WU & z Ty’ 67 ¢ OAT PBUHpbbI

S phL g’ Uz ° 1 WY referenceintervals mM Nx YYoUA> YKY' ~ W 31 B6Y

nKdapY® nbhboMY ¥
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““ ym o A 4 [mKY OApxh Y&zARboMU'I xIEHJITUW
4 A. lOp EX 2’ doublekneeactiony =t W4 h & OA. IOpEH10¢ h
SY [éé1, 606 OAxD“ph BUapY nboMUy:"

“C PQFm o A 4 [mKY “Wx h ° wdé [eéx 3p OAX
h Y T AboMU" " ~ qmyg’ “ dxZk WVET h xpDYUWHIMKUI x
|l EYY'H6O' W 61 & Odx = doublekneeactiony =X YHpEAbU" dbwx"
Sy OAxD“ ph BUAGPY AboMU @ Q0B [~ TWY WISTUY

A. Op E (knee adduction moment: KAM) Y =206’ KAMp | x| Exhty hhi YKUG
p’ W & x doublekneeactony =p h E0A.pExHIth YKUapY 1 b
oMU 29" quwt’ MRI6 MO = azmny | xl Ep 3 X 3. pxh Y nq
b’ I xI EXY"Ht WU KAMX =Y h EpO. EOpEx""~ "6 néd’ OA
x0“1, 6BYdpY” €nbo MY ¥
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15 Nudez M, et al. Osteoarth#85tis Cartilage. 2006; 14

1.1 Pain short-tarm (< =6weeks)

Smp usual care/no treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Moan Difference
Study orSubgroup  Mean  SD Total  Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI V. Random, 85% C1
Coleman 2012 1.6 021 68 -01 D.21 68 23.7% -7.101-8.02, -6.18] ¢
Martre 2007 036 0.37 89 0.04 047 54 254% -0.97 [-1.33, -0.61) -
Victor 2005 -2 352 a7 18 354 6 254% -0.08 |-0.39, 0.28) -
Yip 2007 131 200 94 0.01 238 88 25.5% -0.59 [-0.6%. -0.29] -
Total (95% Ci) 338 266 100.0% 209 [369, 048] -

+ + + {

Heterogeneity. Tau® » 2.59, Ch* = 20167, df » 3 (P < 0.00001); I* = 99%

-4 -2 0 2 4
Test for overall effect: Z = 257 (P =0.01) Favours [SMP] Favours [control]
1-1. " Bse QT
2 SMP vs usual cars
2.5 Pain mtermediate term (Sweeks< <Emonths)
SMP usual care/no treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SO Total Mean SO Total Weight IV, Fixed, 35%CI IV. Fixed, 95%ClI
Coleman 2012 16 o 68 03 049 68 4 0% 5011-570.432] *
Heuts 2005 06 249 96 04 23 118 258% -0.37 {-0.64, 0.10) =
Keefe 2004 -144 173 18 072 179 18 37% 1200192048 ————
Omidi 2018 12 0497 50 0.32 11 5 113% 0.84 125 043] v
Ravaud 2009 -165% 181 126 -1.98 284 46 33.3% -0.19[-0.43, 0.09)
Y 2007 -11% 199 £ 018 24 88 21.9% DA61075 -0 16) -
Total [85% Ci) 452 488 100.0%  -0.60 [-0.74, 0.46] £
Heterogeneity: ChiF » 17504, df = 5 (P < D.00001). F » 97% '?‘ 'I‘ b : A
- - 2

Test for overall eflect: Z = 8.53 (P < 0.00001)

n1-2. "Bsg Tw6T QOMX

Favours [SMP] Favours [oontrof]
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1.5 Pain long term (>&months)
SMP usual care'no treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Differance

StudyorSubgroup  Mean SO Total  Mean SD __ Totsl Weight IV, Fixed. 953%Cl IV, Fixed, 95%Ct

Allen 2010 07 23 146 03 21 157 201% 018 [-D 41, 0.04) —

Heuts 20048 06 249 % 04 28 118 139%  -037 1064, 0.10) -

Lorig 2008 076 24 307 -027 228 307 408%  -021}0.37,-0.05) -

Mazzuea 1997 012 342 & 009 32 83 110% 001 [-0.31, 0.30) e

Nunez 2006 244 689 4 097 3N 37 5% -06111.06,-0.15) ——

Victor 2005 235 & -18 354 % 9% -0.06 [-0.39, 0.25) —r

Total (38%C) 781 758 100.0%  0.21 [0.31,-0.11) ¢

Heterogeneity: Che® =6 98, df = 5 (P =0.22). 1* = 26% ’_2 3 ) ' P
Test for overak effect: Z = 4.06 (P « 0.0001) Favouss [SMP] Favours [controf]
Mk af bine losmed

i T e
1-3 Bs 6T Q37 x
2.5 Pain long term (>=1year)
SMP usual care/no treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

_StudyorSubgroup  Mean SD Total  Mean SD  Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%C1 IV. Fixed, 85%C1

Agen 2010 07 23 45 03 21 157 248% 0181041, 0.04) -

Long 2008 076 24 307 0271 223 307 503%  -D21[-037, -005 =

Mazzuca 1997 012 342 & 009 32 83 136% 001 [0.31,030) =

Victor 2005 -2 382 87 18 35 8% 12% 0061039, 028) e B

Total (5% C1) 822 603 100.0%  -0.16 [0.27, -0.05) ¢

Heterogenety Cht =171, af=3 (P=064) I'=0% 5_2 v‘ ) ‘ 2

Test for overall effect. Z =2 735 (P = 0 006)

1-4 *Bs 1 x
1.2 Function short-term
SMP usual careno treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
_StudyorSubgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SO Total Waight 1V, Fixed, 95%C1 1V, Fixed, 95% C!
Colerman 2012 5 D4s 8 03 049 B4 3% -1076(1210 942 ¢
Martre 2007 ATE 117 B9 0SS 15 54 471% 0651099 -030] —-
Victor 2005 189 1183 87 219 115 S5 498% 025 (008, 059 1
Total (95% C1) 244 178 100.0%  -0.52 [0.7¢, -0.28) -2
Heterogenely. Ch* = 244,98, df = 2 (P < 0.00001); I* = 99% 3 t t {

Test for overal effect Z = 426 (P < 0.0001)

21" O ¢ "Bsp Omx

2.6 Function Intermediate term {Gweeks< <6 months)

SMP usual care/no treament Std. Mean Difference Std, Mean Difference

Study orS Moan  SD Total  Mean SO Total Woeil IV, Fixed, 95%Cl IV, Fixed, 88%C|

Ravaud 2000 S74 1129 128 403 1194 146 100.0% -0.15 [.0.39, 0.08)

Total {35% CI) 126 146 100.0% <0.15 [-0.39, 0.09)

Hetercgeneny: Not applicable :_2 _:1 3 ' 2

Tast for overall affect: Z = 120 (P = 023) Favours [SMP] Favours fcontrolf

~ A il 7
2-2. O ¢ Bsg Twb6T Qx
1.6 Function long term >=6M
SMP usual care/no treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

StudyorSubgroup  Mean SO Total  Mean SO Total Weeght IV, Fixed, 93%Cl 1V, Fixed. 95%C1
Alen 2010 01 17 W6 03 13 157 156% -0.25 |-0.45. -0.04) -
Anderson 2021 15 144 2 02 1407 23 23% 0121047, 0.70] A
Coleman 2012 42 0N 8 07 064 68 16% S15[-586 444] ¢
Heuts 2005 03 1958 91 -37 2196 108 102% 016F0.12, 0.44] g L
Hurley 2007 48 Was 227 22 105 10 153% 025048 -0.02) -1
Lorig 2008 027 109 307 005 1.05 N7 31.8% -0.21[-0.36, 0.05) -
Martire 2007 127 038 B8 03 D4e 54  44% 222[-265 -180) +
Mazzuca 1997 00s 062 B oz 065 83 85% -027 057, 0.04] Sl
Nunez 2006 455 1236 43 4 12 37 39% -069[-1.15,0.29) T
Vicior 2005 2 1378 72 2 1443 53 63% 028 1064, 0.07] e 3
Total (96%.C1) 147 1000 100.0% 037 [-0.46, -0.28] ¢
Helerogenedy. Che = 273 58, of = § (P < 0.00001); F=97% L y— ) ¥ )
Test for overall effect Z « 8 17 (P < 0.00001) Favours [SMP] Favours fcontrol]

N

23 O ¢ T Bs@ETQ3T x
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2.6 Function long term 1year
SMP usual care/no treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

_StudyorSubgroup  Mean SO Total Mean SD  Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl IV, Fixed. $5%Cl

Allen 2010 D1 17 146 03 13 157 251% 026 049, -004) -

Lorg 2008 Q27 109 2307 005 105 307 511% 0211036 005 L

Mazzuca 1997 005 0862 B2 [13] 065 83 137% 027057, 004) —

Victor 2005 2 1378 72 2 1443 53 10.1% 028064, 007) —

Total(95%Cl) 807 600 100.0% -0.24 [0.35, 0.12) .

Heterogeneity Chi* » 0.31, df = 3 (P » 0.96) IF = 0% 5_2 }1 b ‘ 2

Test for overall eflect Z = 409 (P < 0.0001) Favours [SMP] Favours fcontrol}

B s 1 X

Coleman 2012 -34 092 68 ! 68 49.3%
Victor 2005 05 283 87 038 233 56 50.2%
Total (95% CI) 156 124 100.0%

Helerogeneity: Taw® = 2 80; Ch¥ = 72.40, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); I = 99%
Tast for overall effect: Z = 0,90 (P =0.37)

" 31 ADL/QOL x¢® "Bsg Qmx

1.7 QOL long term (6wacks< <=6M)

-2.27 |-2.70, -1.84)
0.11 (022, 0.45)

-1.08 [-3.41, 1.26)
A el 0 2 4
Favours {SMP] Favours {controf]

smp usual caraino treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or ] Mean  SD Total  Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 956% CI
Anderson 2021 0038 012 22 0002 0.18 23 110% -0.24 {0.83, 0.34)
Coleman 2012 -38 12 &8 02 12 68 157% 298|348, -249) T
Hurley 2007 00s 02 227 0.08 023 110 73.3% -0.05(0.28,0.18]
Total (958%Cl) kRN 201 100.0% -0.53 [-0.72, -0.33) ¢
Haterogenaity: Chi = 113.53, df = 2{P < 0.00001); ¥ = 88% ¢ 2 ) 2 41

Test for overat affect: Z = 532 (P < 0.00001)

" 32 ADL/QOL x¢ "Bsg Tw6TQOM

Favours |SMP] Favours fcontrol]

X

2.7 QOL long torm fyear
SMP usual careno treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mesn Difference

Study or rou Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95%Cl IV, Fixed, 95%CI

Lorig 2008 -0.033 042 307 0.004 045 307 68.3% -0.08 |-0.24, 0.07)

Mazzuca 1997 H02 008 82 -00 0.07 B3 18.3% <013 {044, 017)

Victor 2005 0 282 72 11 262 53 13.3% -0.40 [-0.76, -0.04}

Total(95%CI) 451 443 1000%  -0.14 [-0.27, -0.00]

Heterogeneity: Chi° = 2.48, df = 2 (P = 0.29); F = 19% _‘ _E‘, o ; ‘

Teast for overall effect Z = 2.03 (P = 0.04)

» 33 ADL/IQOL x® "Bs 1 x

Favours [SMP] Favours [control)

2.8 Cost
sMp usual care/no treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or U] Mean SD Total  Mean SD Total We IV, Fixed, 98%Cl 1V, Fixed,96% CI
Nunez 2006 -26.18 49.43 51 2424 7567 49 100.0% -0.03 [-0.42, 0.36)
Total (95%Ch) 1 49 100.0%  -0.03 [-0.42, 0.36)
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 2 t T 1 2

Test for overall effect; Z =015 (P =0 48)
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1.9 Adverse sffects
SMP usul careno treament Risk Ratio Rizk Ratwo
or Events Total Events Total We M-H, Fixed, 95%Cl M-H. Fixed. 95%Cl A
Allen 2010 o0 172 0 171 Not estimatss
Hurkey 2007 2 29 3 113 1000% 033006 194)
Nunaz 2006 o 5 0 45 Not estimabée
Ravaug 2009 0 46 1} 181 Not estimatie
Total (85%Clj 598 S14 1000%  0.32 [0.06, 1.94]
Total events 2 3 N ; p .
;‘“""""""""“W " 601 01 1 0 100
‘est for overdl effect: Z = 1.23 (P =022) Favours [expermental] Favours [control]
Rk of bias 2osnd
5 f HJ
14 Withdraw
smP usual careino treament Risk Ratio Risk Ratlo
_StudyorSubgroup _ Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 85%Cl Fixed. 95%C! A
Asen 2010 % 172 14 179 68%  185(1.00, 341] ——
Anderson 2021 LI < 1 24 D5% 104[007,1572) —
Coleman 2012 0 68 0 68 Not estimabie
Heuts 2005 4 132 33 141 154%  133{090, 1.95) -
Hurley 2007 2 229 3 113 19%  033{0.06, 194] ——
Keefe 2004 0 18 0 18 Not estimable
Lorig 2008 40 347 68 375 315% 064[044,091] -
Martire 2007 0 89 0 54 Not estimabie
Mazzuca 1997 2 105 23 106 11.0%  1.01{061, 1.68] o o
Nunez 2006 8 51 12 45 59%  064(0.29, 143 —1
Omid 2018 0 =0 0 50 Not estimable
Ravaud 2009 2 146 35 181 151%  071{043,1.17) .
Victor 2005 48 120 20 73 120%  146{0.98 229 -
Yip 2007 0 W 0 68 Not estimatie
Total (95% Cl) 1644 1511 100.0%  0.97 [0.82, 1.16] 4
Total events 209 209
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 19.29, df = 8 (P = 0.01); F = 59% :om °¢1 110 mf

Test for overall effect 2= 0.33 (P = 0.74) Favours [SMP] Favours fconol]

47



® mm) wfi

Clinical Question2 1 h 11° U] T
9
‘ g’ 'n O ¢ "B’ 4 IO ¢ "B6 g mKY:"
ePApl xX€nR
c "B x° T BUzEGYR nKdY
T Axén

1 EMs DuBUGp 6 1BYX

OAt BY° TRV EEV. UpD’ etk PApepBhol ™ #+°

' 6woeg CnmKY' x° w¥Y BUapow "B O ¢ B’ 4 i
[s ADLx @ "B’ > | thoo’ X 6 06'06 1° 1T PpU’
CX TVMOFGQ 0(6°

"B 1v Moy’ VAS NRS,KOOSpain, WOMACpaino¢ -~ ¢ 3Y MwboMB8' Q
8- F - mKY’ Rbo dax° U EEVW. UpD26 5 ' 5 hnoxui

8 RCTY ~ Mpah & U xU 6EEh.UNpIp o1 PUEXHG 4 12 hn
#0008 RCT? U EEN. NpOpetkPApephHPpol 6 0>28606° 650 60
h. 2 '8 ho=s08 RCTY ¢6w6 1 2 ' 12 hD=08 RCT. 1 60 hyxe
CéybH68 hnu0dB RCTIMKuO ' IOK~ x QB NRS VASU WOMACpain mpF 1 °
Ty 86 ¢gO°
N O 1v Moy KOOS, WOMAC' SF36 chair stand test  stair climbing test’ timed up & go

test 6 “TIE ol "ROMo¢ "0 3Y MwboMB® 06’ "By~ p

T YBpYoYoposzd' U EEW. UpOpetkPApepBhpol 6 ¢
>»2060° 650 60 h' 2 '8 honx(6 RCTY 6¢w6 12 ' 12 hDnudo
RCTY 1 60 hxeCéy68 hn=(6 RCTY ovO H 1t “° 6 0>2588

I Pk O%36 6T Qhn 0O RCTY ~ Mpdh & U xU EEW. UpDp
01 PUEX6 4 ' 12 hon=(6 RCT2mKpue'~ ty¢ QFA (en O 3
TKYO® WOMAC p SF36xN O ®» 6% 0~ 060" IOK~ x Q8B ° T Wpoh
O x¢ "B6 ¢B'00’ M0B8 aGx=k° ©° fx 6" Bthboydvyx &
m 3YKY MybF ©0c¢ Y T AboMB' A™Hpx &Yr mKuédxuy, vy

gnmKd’ o {F6TQ 6 3066 &% 20 6 306 & 26~ 06K~ xQ

B tWpoo fd 6hftn O xo "B6 c@°
ADL T v Mo ¢’ KOOS, WOMAC' SF36 SF12° AQoL-6D’ PASEG ¢ "o 3Y Muwb
oMB" 'n O ¢ TBp T° g - mKY ~ oty nbe dmQF

W% AboMO 3mB* W 3 mKY WOMAC 6% (8 39 JOK~ x"QB' °

TWpo WOMAC x¢ " B6 ¢80

¥ HJ Thooy’ RbB8 6 & 30t +HJThBUROYKY 1 & “ny
fFHJO coTub' ¥ HJ ThBY 3660MU 2 & *dyP’ A "Hm 86 7

48



© 00 N o o b~ W NP

W W W W W W W W W NN DNDNDNDNDDNDNMDNMNDNERPEPRPRPRPEPRPEPEPRPR PP P PR
o N o 0o W NP O O 00 NO 0o W NP O O 0NN O O WO DN - O

® mm) : f |

s 81 x1 (o THy 88 32705 364% MKuBY' IOK~ X QB B&DYyoTpub"
Q6' @qUpET” QUPEWoTuB Q6" ° p 41° 6 §06 &Gy Yibo
Tuo'

340 W9 U] 'n O ¢ "B’ ADL® "BG6 g mTKpu6' 81 6’
6ig"8 o X" thpUePOApl ¢ nKy' 08’ 6 o"BF Tt
Kg"

OAT PBUY o CpXxpp mKUY OARSI ACR, Ottawa panel, EULAR T (/R
b’ coretreatmenty dvpninboMU® Q68 2019 t T nb6 4° 1 WY ¢ 1" 8B
o pShThBUYEI TbIrMApIHPB. MY’ 3v' 8 11 Q6 Y 12 15 Y
mTKUp 1 nboMU 7 Awt’ OAx3| pnFKUBUEYNT & Tiigu 9 KkEA
FUYEpP XKk . D W X “E Wo¢t BU° X" "BF&6 nb’ OAT pBU

T Wu c"B3mTF : MK(Q"

TXW=t1s v XxOK~ x'QB" 'n O ¢ "B’ ADL® " B1T3IMo® i
MTKuo 6Thgv x~ "QBry’ Nnb8 RCTY 6 Gpi1aoy’ > X O. Kyt
OboTub' Q6° ¢ oYopozZd' " Wh’ "6hFd moW' &7 8
3Fo f 12 40 pd mMmoTub"

3/0Tw ePhpl U MTPKYY' : pr pxHxpl YzDTKY' ® TWUe o
D"BFS AbUapTw " 6D uBUGPOBEW A1BU . p 00" 010"
o O6DzBUBgT Y 361 C l1aAf 36“ZapY” mKU-

o OG? my my’ 1v ¥ my OAT 6EY ABUY 10
s 66 X DWW A( 3)BUY 5 @B3%WNKY'° 1xQ YonboTuo"

2v X my OAT’ 6EW ABUY 9 82 X H5YW A( 3)BUY 2
(12%)TTKue" Q8’ X~ s8pbo."" XA] oséMxePOpl ¢y wTm
YoM, OpuTdp BN | 600=NTN“=, 6R[BYP. pM=ZOAYKuO"

o}
1) Anwer S, et al. J Phys Ther Sci. 2014;26(5):74578.
2) Bennell KL, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2016;68(5):590 -602.
3) Braghin RMB, et al. J Bodyw Mov Ther. 2018;22(1):76 -82.
4) Wang C, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2009;61(11):1545-53.
5) Cheung C, et al. BMC Complement Altern Med. 2014;14:160.
6) Schlenk EA, et al. RNJ. 2011;36(1):3242.
7) Imoto AM, et al. Rheumatol Int. 2019;39(7):1159 -79.
8) Beckw € B, et al. J Nutr Health Aging. 2019;23(6):494 -502.
9) de Labra C, et al. BMC Geriatr. 2015;15:154.
10) Nagao M, et al. Clin Calcium. 2017;27(1):25-30.
11) Barrow DR, et al. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. 2019;20(1):610.

49



® mm) wfi

Clinical Question3 h 41t " Hiy T
° 9
{ h 11 BU “"HAy TmKUY' Ix Byd mKU'
ePApl xén
c "B x° T BUzEGYR nKdY
T1xén

22 9Ms DxpBUYapb dPUX

| h 141t BU ~"Hix" " BtvMo’' I h 1Bt BU ~ "Hix N
B" O ¢ "B’ ADL® "B’ Asg "HA1x x Mg Z W6 OA 4131 ptv Mo
" 6 e

"Brhboy' ~Hio 6“ pyuy0@ Hp“ 20 TUBEpPEK. uHY RCTY 5 Y Y
mMPO' 5 X RCTTw ~Hi°o "HpEPEK. M HnYDHoH6 GcoTpuOs™ 1x 3 ° o
P " H1°o 6 06 RCTyY 4 K9’ "By ° p "Hi°o myhbd go
TuBGs™ 2239 ° o xyoxHp' ©°© 1 ~“"Hi°o 62MN6"HX RCTY 4 KY’' "
o T ~“Hio 62MBO¢=ZY" o xoxHt gio "By YmKpesT I

"By’ o xot1 g0o° ©° p TTH1o 65>280¢Z=Y "By bo
MO ' Messierwy "¢’ ~ "HA x TWYynyYy6a pUYUBgT’ m OA6 ¢U 240 6

JTNpe AEG »* 0 18T Qxd6hm ~HI1Y 5 "H 5 10 "H 100 20 "W 20

30 H 4°"Ht T odq 00" T x"QB" 10%3 414X ~"H16 ¢ 8 Hmy Y wTrt HA
6’0 ¢ "BF wTnKpOp | 06" Rieckew 2’ Christensenw 3)F 10 34 x ~ "H
4y X OAT" B mKpBp1YoMUu:

O ¢ "BrtyMo’ ~"H1o 6“puyBO Hp“ 20 TUOEpPEK. n'Hnx RCTY 5 K
MB'5 X RCTtZi Ua myY’' ~"Hio "HpEpPEKk.u'HnO ¢ "B ylhod ¢
CTuBs™ 429 Q" ©°o p ~“"Hie 6 06 RCTY4 KY' O ¢ "By’
° p TTHAO mYhHod goTpBsT BT o yoxHp o 1T T HAo
62MOHY RCTY 4 KU’ ° o 1 ~“"Hie 62MN6¢=Y" ° xoxHt &0
o0 ¢ T"BY YMKpOs™ & W "Bp 170 ¢ "By o xyotr g0
o° °© p T H1°o 6>200¢=ZY boMO "' Messiery Y 557%3 1 X X OAT

6o’ epPhpel Hs 150 x’ Mpge AE™Hs 152 x* Mpe AE. € p Phpl "Hs 152 x
T 18T Q0 ' Mpe AEHp Mpe AE. e p Phol HtWd ~ "H1Y wh’' 1MWpe
AE. € p hhol Hn ¢ O ¢ 6 ¢gBp 106"

ADLx ¢ "BrtvMoy’' ~"Hi1°o 6“puy0O Hp*“ 20 TUBEpPEK. nHmyx RCT1

Y Yn®dO' ~H1°o "HpEpPEKk.uHnO ¢ "Bryglh6 goTu@s™ 7x2

> A4S g HAx x MR thbog’ ~"Hio "Hp® o "™M6 g6 RCTY 1 °
°©o "Hp® ©° 1 "~ H1° 62MNBH6 §06 RCTY, YAbB' "~ H1°o 6

“MOHm> 4 s 5 "HA X x M) Y %T uBs™ 8 9x 9

50



© 00 N o o b~ W NP

N NN DNNNNRRRRRR R R R
o U0 A W NP O O© © N O U M WNPFP O

27

® mm) : f |

OA 131l pthio’ " "H4°o THp® °o "H6 g 06 RCTY 1 YAho"
OAx 4131 pplo’ HobPbl. p. mKY LogCIM6 06" T x™ @B’ ~"Hio x¢o
ZY'S o WY OA 131l py TpOs™ 10x 12 06° o "Hp° ©°o T " HA
°©o 62MNBHY gmnmF’" ©°o 1 ~“"Hio 62N H(d=YHePbl. p. mKU Log

CIMY W OA 131l py Tpuos™ 11x 12
o OG?° my my’ 1 X my OAT ~HIBGEW ABUY 7 s 43 x
5Y A ( 3)BUY 8 (B3WNKY ° AxQ YonboTud"

o uxi’ 2v X my OAT ~"H169Y A ( 3)BUY 11 (100%)T K
Mo

o}
1) Messier SP, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2018;70(11):1569-75.
2) Riecke BF, et al. Ostearthritis Cartilage. 2010;18(6):746 -54.
3) Christensen R, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2015;67(5):640-50.
4) Messier SP, et al. JAMA. 2013;310(12):1263 73.
5) Sevick MA, et al. Med Sci Sports Exerc. 2009;41(6):116774.
6) Sadeghi A, et al. Reumatol Clin. 2019;15(2):73-6.
7) Messier SP, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2011;19(3):272-80.
8) Hunter DJ, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2015;23(7):1090 -8.
9) Beavers DP, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2014;22(6):726-33.
10) Landsmeer ML, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2016;24(6):982 -90.
11) Bartels EM, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2017;25(10):1641 -6.
12) Loeser RF, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2017;25(11):1822-8.
13) Nelson AE, et al. Semin Arthritis Rheum. 2014;43(6):701-12.
14) Hall M, et al. Semin Arthritis Rheum. 2019;48(5):765 -77.

01. iRfE

Control . Control

Experimental : Jki@ 7T A

Experimental Control Standardised Mean

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sSD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Christensen 2005 40 -57.00 106.8850 40 -29.80 111.9446 — - .25 [0.69;0.19] 125%
Christensen 2015 64 760 151020 64 870 151020 — | 0.07 [-042;027] 20.1%
Messiar 2004 82 55, 40749 78 602 38743 — 013 [-044;018] 251%
Somers 2012 40 3550 112938 37 38.00 121036 —=+—+— -0.21 [066;024] 120%
Riacke 2010 96 888 139131 96 1056 13.9131 ——— -0.12 {-0.40;0.18] 302%
Fixed effect model 322 315 ~—= -0.14 [-0.29; 0.02] 100.0%

Heterogeneity. P=0%1v=0 p=097 J L . ; ; !
060402 0 0204 08

Favours Control Favours Experdmental
0= vs EETTA
SRCTA I, & 417
ERZRN OIS, D2 FO—-ILOESHRERE], 631

51



01. f&/@

Control D T A
Experimental : JkEITA

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Difference SMD 95%-C| Weight
Christensen 2015 64 -7.60 151020 64 -6.80 151020 ——=}—— -0.05 [-0.40;0.29) 20.6%
Messier 2004 82 551 40749 80 624 42038 —H—4— -0.18 [-0.48;0.13] 26.0%
Somers 2012 40 35.50 11.2938 39 34.50 11.7890 . 0.09 [-0.36;053] 12.7%
Messier 2013 124 480 28407 128 4.70 28862 S 0.03 [-0.21;0.28] 40.6%
.
.
Fixed effoct model 310 3 -0.03 [-0.19; 0.13] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 1* = 0%, v = 0, p= 0.71 N R
04 02 0 02 04
Favours Experimental Favours Control
4RCTAMREENS,
EEEBOHILEH DI
< =2
01. iR/@
Control CEENT A
Experimental : EE T A +IRET A
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Miller 2006 39 410 23664 35 6.10 29580 ——e—in -0.74 [-1.22;-0.27) 12.4%
Messier 2004 76 507 40974 80 624 42038 * -0.28 [-0.60; 0.04) 27.8%
Somers 2012 47 27.20 11.1929 39 35.50 11.7880 ——w—1— -0.72 [-1.16;-0.28) 14.4%
Messier 2013 129 360 28974 128 470 28862 —— -0.38 [-0.63;-0.13] 45.4%
'
Fixed effect model 291 282 —— -0.45 [-0.61; -0.28] 100.0%
Heterogenatty: I = 31%, v = 0.0141, p = 0.23 J 4 ' v

-1 05 0 05

Favours Experimental

EEITA ws BT A + ST A
ARCTANBEH &N

BRI A + BN ADESH, BN AOHICHERLUTHBHRELN O

Heterogeneity 31% (REMFLLHN SoEBLOT)

Favours Control

E3

02. HHHECHE

Control : Control

Experimental : Sk 1T A

Experimental Control Standardised Mean

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Christensen 2005 40 -252.50 3136979 40 -8560 3282444 ——=— 051 [-0.96; 0.07] 12.2%
Christensen 2015 64 -840 151020 64 -820 15.1020 0.14 [-0.49; 0.20] 20.2%
Messier 2004 82 -423 136755 78 -340 13.1575 006 [-0.37; 0.25] 252%
Somers 2012 40 3600 106485 37 37.50 11.4828 0,13 [-0.58; 0.31] 12.1%
Riecke 2010 96 926 130313 96 882 134232 : 0.03 [-0.25; 0.32] 30.3%
Fixed effect model 322 315 -0.11 [-0.27; 0.04] 100.0%

Heterogeneity: I° = 7%, ¢ = 0.0024, p = 0.37
0.5 0 05

Favours Experimental

J> 0L v #AETA
SRCTH@EHENE,
b= VA 51 00 e
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02. tEgeciE

Control EENITA
Experimental : JB&EITA
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Difference SMD 95%-C1 Weight
Messier 2004 82 -4.23 141375 80 -3.07 13.9640 —7—1—— -0.08 [-0.39; 0.23] 26.1%
Christensen 2015 64 -8.40 14.6939 64 -8.30 14.6939 — -0.01 [-0.35; 0.34] 20.6%
Somers 2012 40 36.00 10.6485 39 35.20 10.8332 ' + 0.07 [-0.37;0.51] 12.7%
Messier 2013 124 17.40 8.5221 128 1840 8.6585 —r -0.12 [-0.36; 0.13] 40.5%
1
1
Fixed effect model 310 311 _ -0.06 [-0.22; 0.10] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I” = 0%, ¥ =0, p = 0.88 f LI T 1
-04 -02 0 02 04
Favours Experimental Favours Control
EENTTA vs EEITA
5 RCTAMBHETE.
EERHIBN DTz, 5
=]

02. HEpEcE

Control EHITA

Experimental : EB)ITA +EBEIT A

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Messier 2004 76 -5.73 13.7884 80 -3.07 13.9640 T -0.19 [-0.51; 0.12] 28.2%
Miller 2006 39 15.80 8.8741 35 23.80 11.8322 ——*—— -0.76 [-1.24;-0.29] 12.5%
Somers 2012 47 25.10 10.4933 39 35.20 10.8332 —F—— -0.94 [-1.39;-0.49] 13.9%
Messier 2013 129 14.10 8.6922 128 18.40 8.6585 — -0.49 [-0.74;-0.25] 45.4%
1
1

Fixed effect model 291 282 = -0.50 [-0.67; -0.34] 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 1 = 65%, t* = 0.0600, p = 0.04 I T T
4 05 0 05 1

Favours Experimental Favours Control

EEITA vs EENTA+EENTA (WOMAC)
SRCTAMAEE N

EETTA +HEENTADESH, EETADH (CHE U THEEEFLN DT

Heterogeneity 65% (BYMDIESOENBS ERENLE) F6
03. ADL
Control . Control
Experimental : JA&EITA
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl
Riecke 2010 96 11.01 14.6969 96 11.13 13.0313 - -0.01 [-0.29; 0.27]

T T I T 1
02 -01 0 01 02

Favours Control Favours Experimental

a>bkO-)L vs BETA
1 RCTAMAH Uz,
ERBHIRIMOTZ, 7
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04. &I (BBE)
Control D EHITA
Experimental : & ITA
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl
Beavers 2014 88 -23.70 31.5885 95 -2.00 32.3236 ——+— -0.68 [-0.97; -0.38]
-0.5 0 0.5
Favours Control Favours Experimental
1 RCTAMEIENTZ.
EBEITADEDN, SHE (BEERY) @norz
=8
04. AHHIE (BEE)
Control D EETA
Experimental : BENTA +E&EITA
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl
Beavers 2014 101 -19.50 32.3032 95 -2.00 32.3236 ——+—— -0.54 [-0.82; -0.25]
-0.5 0 0.5
Favours Control Favours Experimental
BEITTA vs BENTA+EEITA
1 RCTAMEEENTZ.
EETTADEFSN, EENTA+HRENALDESHE (BEERD) DR E9
05. OAFAE'J X7 (LogCiM)
Control : EETA
Experimental : JBEITA
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-ClI
Loeser 2017 144 11.34 0.4800 145 11.48 0.4817 ——+— | -0.29 [-0.52; -0.06]
[ T I l 1
04 02 0 02 04
Favours Experimental Favours Control
1ReTAMEE ENTZ.
BETADEDH, FEETALDOAREY XU FEMN T
Biomaker D&M\ 2 7= 10
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05. OAFIEYJ R (LogCiM)
Control EHITA
Experimental : EE)IT A +IHEITA
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl
Loeser 2017 140 11.32 0.4733 144 11.48 0.4817 g | -0.33 [-0.57; -0.1]
T T T T 1
04 -02 0 02 04
Favours Experimental Favours Control
FEENTA vs EEITA+RETA
1 ReTAYEH NI,
FEETTA +RETADESN, FEETALDOAREY RT(FEN>TZ _
Biomaker D&M\ o 7= <
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Yo 68p 106"
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K. nMHp g0’ xO ¢ TB6 g@Os”™ 8 3
o OG?° my my’ 1v X nyg OAT = F 65% 1B84Y 10
S67 ) S F 6“20MAp6O Y A( 3)BUY 4 (27%) “20MEpBEY 4B
Y1 7nKY °41xQ YyoRboTud"
2v X nmy OAT =S F 65Y 4( 3)pUY 10 91%)’ = F+ 6“20
MaGp6D Y A( 8)UY 1 (9% mKupuo"
x F
OA X "Brthdo’ F myp2 XRCTY YNnb6' F+F 6“20TUBOEpPEK
.M Hp glodM "B6 ¢gOs” 58D L Th{iodkxJWOGEPEK.npiH O
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O ¢ "Brthboy’ F my” 2 X RCTY YRbho' F 6“20TUBOEpPEK
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o O0G?2 my Ty’ 1v X ny’ OAT F 65YW A ( 3)BYY 2
(14%)° F 6“20MAp6OHY 1( 3)BUYY 8 (B7%)’ 6Y 1BUY 4 (29%)TK
g’ 1xQ YonboTubd" 1601 Y " 100, 1086MYh BUFX Yo
M. pX moabe:
2v X Ty +F 6“20MAp6OHY 1( 3)BUY 10 (91%)’ “20Mdap 66
W ABUs Y1 (9%TKpuB' 08's OATYXo F Y 1 mYyoMpMZBAY K

Mo

4x F

OAT B Y "B1Tv Mo’ F thdooypyl X RCTY Ynho F 6“20T
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O ¢ "BrtvMo’ F tThiloygl X RCTY YAbO' F 6“20TUBEpPE
K. uMHp g00d5MO ¢ "B6 ¢gBs™ 10¢
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O0G2 my my’ 1v X my OAT F 65% A( 3)pUY 3 (21%)’ F
6“20MaGpBOH WY A( 3)BUY 5 (36%) €W 1BUY 6 A3WnNKI ° 1x0Q
YonboTpuo" T80l Y " " 100, T00MYh BUFXYOM, px mé
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2v X my OAT F 6“20Map6O Y 1( 8)pUY 10 (91%) “2a M
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a
1) He DP, et al. . 2019;25(2):30 - 4.
2) Zhao L, et al. Arthritis Res Ther. 2014;16(3):R133.
3) Weiner DK, et al. Clin Ther. 2013;35(11):1703 -20.e5.
4) Chen LX, et al. . 2013;19(6):308-16.
5) Tascioglu F, et al. J Int Med Res. 2010;38(4):123342.
6) Ozgonenel L, et al. . 2018;26(4):194-9.
7) Vance CG, et al. . 2012;92(7):898-910.
8) Jia L, et al. Sci Rep. 2016;6:35453.
9) Yildiz SK, et al. Turk J Med Sci. 2015;45(6):1187-91.
10) Altay F, et al. . 2010;25(3):116-21.
11) Yegin T, etal. . 2017;43(1):187-94.
12) Pietrosimone BG, et al. Clin Rehabil. 2010;24(12):1091-101.

01. #&JE
. f = 47+ SHAEIEE : womac ain) ressure
Control ' 77 ij ;ain threshold VAS(p o F
. R =L v Jn w N Zz Ak A v
Experimental : Y)IBEE (TENS, BEK, &, #H) %He 2019, Zhao 2014, Vance2012(z
Z{L %% 5l
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
He 2019 36 -157.20 209.4000 36 -66.40 215.4000 4 -0.42 [-0.89; 0.04] 9.4%
Zhao 2014 65 -50.75 35.0300 55 -20.47 57.3000 —F— -0.63 [-1.02;-0.25] 13.9%
Weiner 2013 57 620 40769 62 770 40014 —— -0.37 [0.73,-0.01] 15.8%
Chen 2013 7 7.79 41271 82 856 3.6499 st -0.20 [-0.52; 0.12] 20.2%
Ozgonenea 2020 15 593 08000 18 589 0.6800 —— 0.05 [-0.63; 0.74] 4.4%
Pietrosimone 2011 10 11.80 53242 10 1230 5.3242 _— -0.09 [-0.97; 0.79] 2.7%
Vance 2012 25 -51.50 103.2500 25 -22.60 68.3000 — -0.32 [-0.88; 0.23] 6.6%
Jia 2016 49 154 08100 48 228 1.0100 —=*—+ -0.80 [-1.22;-0.39] 11.9%
Kapci 2015 30 517 20200 30 6.73 28900 —*—+— -0.62 [-1.14;-0.10] 7.6%
Yegin 2016 30 460 38200 32 7.30 40100 —=—— -0.68 [-1.19;-0.17] 7.8%
|
1
Fixed effect model 378 398 = -0.44 [-0.59; -0.30] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I° = 13%, t* = 0.0082, p = 0.32 !

-1 05 0 05 1

Favours Experimental Favours Control
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02. HgEchE

Control :

SR

Experimental : PJIEEE (TEnS, BFK, #)

® mm)

¥ He 2019,

HEIER : womac (function)

Zhao 2014, Vance 2012, Jia 2016

(327 S

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
He 2019 36 -658.60 883.2000 36 -321.70 804.6000 -0.39 [-0.86; 0.07] 12.9%
Zhao 2014 55 -43.58 53.5100 55 -11.28 114.8200 — -0.36 [-0.73; 0.02] 19.8%
Chen 2013 71 2570 14.1869 82 29.00 13.8603 = -0.23 [-0.55; 0.08] 27.7%
Pietrosimone 2011 10 2250 64536 10 3110 7.9057 ———— -1.14 [-2.10;-0.18] 3.0%
Vance 2012 25 -0.72 23000 25 0.52 2.6000 E -0.50 [-1.06; 0.07] 8.9%
Yegin 2016 30 1560 13.7400 32 2250 14.4500 * -0.48 [-0.99; 0.02] 11.0%
Jia 2016 49 -81.20 11.5000 48 -73.00 11,5600 —*T -0.71 [-1.12;-0.29] 16.7%
]
1
Fixed effect model 276 288 < -0.44 [-0.60; -0.27] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 1> = 0%, ° = 0, p = 0.48 | I T 1
-2 -1 0 1 2
Favours Experimental Favours Control
2
01. #&J@
Control bk ] 1\ SHHEIEE : womac (pain) , pressure pain threshold
. . ¥ He 2019, Vance2012(3ZALH % T
Experimental : TENS = ance2012(3 252 FF il
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
He 2019 36 -157.20 209.4000 36 -66.40 2154000 ] -0.42 [-0.89; 0.04] 50.6%
Pietrosimone 2011 10 10.00 5.3242 10 12.30 53242 —_— -0.41 [-1.30; 0.47] 14.0%
Vance 2012 25 -51.50 103.2500 25 -22.60 68.3000 — -0.32 [-0.88; 0.23] 354%
1
1
Fixed effect model 71 71 —_ -0.39 [-0.72; -0.05] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0%, 7° =0, p = 0.96 I T L 1
1 05 0 05 1
Favours Experimental Favours Control
P! 3
Labs, %
02. #’%ﬁb = SHEIEE : womac (function) , TUG
¥He 2019, Vance 2012(3Z (b % S
Control : N
Experimental @ TENS
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
He 2019 36 -658.60 883.2000 36 -321.70 804.6000 —7— -0.39 [-0.86; 0.07] 51.5%
Vance 2012 25 -0.72 23000 25 0.52 2.6000 —— -0.50 [-1.06; 0.07] 35.3%
Pietrosimone 2011 10 2490 64536 10 3110 7.9057 ——=—1+ -0.82 [-1.74, 0.10] 13.2%
1
1
Fixed effect model 71 71 - -0.49 [-0.82; -0.15] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I = 0%, ©* =0, p = 0.72 U [
-15-1 050 05 1 15

Favours Experimental
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® mm)

=p
0l. ﬁﬂ}% SHAIEE : womac (pain) , VAS
2 Jia 2016(DFHVAS
Control LB S ) )
Experimental : B
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Ozgonenea 2020 15 593 0.8000 18 5.89 0.6800 — 0.05 [-0.63; 0.74] 13.8%
Jia 2016 49 154 0.8100 48 2.28 1.0100—-'-—:— -0.80 [-1.22;-0.39] 37.7%
Kapci 2015 30 5.17 2.0200 30 6.73 2.8900 — & -0.62 [-1.14;-0.10] 24.0%
Yegin 2016 30 460 3.8200 32 7.30 40100 ———— -0.68 [-1.19;-0.17] 24.6%
1
1
Fixed effect model 124 128 i -0.61 [-0.86; -0.36] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 1> = 33%, ©* = 0.0350, p = 0.21 ! I ! 1
-1 05 0 0.5 1
Favours Experimental Favours Control
5
AERIVE
02. V&ﬁba&m SH@IEE : womac (fuction)
¥lia 2016(3 AT & T
Control : TSt
Experimental : EBEK
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Yegin 2016 30 1560 13.7400 32 22.50 14.4500 —+——1 -0.48 [-0.99; 0.02] 39.7%
Jia 2016 49 -81.20 11.5000 48 -73.00 11.5600 —=+—— -0.71 [1.12;-0.29] 60.3%

Fixed effect model

79

Heterogeneity: 1 = 0%, 2= 0, p = 0.50

80 -

-0.62 [-0.94; -0.30] 100.0%

Favours Experimental

Favours Control

6
\
01. iEJE
Control : TSR
Experimental : % IEEF{ﬁﬁIEE : womac (pain) I
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Weiner 2013 57 6.20 40769 62 7.70 4.0014 ——=+——| -0.37 [-0.73;-0.01] 43.5%
Chen 2013 71 7.79 41271 82 8.56 3.6499 et -0.20 [-0.52; 0.12] 56.5%
!
1
Fixed effect model 128 144 i -0.27 [-0.51; -0.03] 100.0%
Heterogenelty: 12 = 0%, ¥ =0, p = 0.49 ER U
-06-04-02 0 02 04 06
Favours Experimental Favours Control
7
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® mm)
42k,
02. HEEcE
Control : TS5t
Experimental : i Iéqzﬁﬁlﬁﬁ : womac (function) |
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sSD Difference SMD 95%-C| Weight
Weiner 2013 91 22.20 122000 93 26,10 16.1000 ——=—+ 0.27 [-0.56;0.02] 54.7%
Chen 2013 82 29.00 13.8603 71 25.70 14.1869 {——#——— 0.23 [-0.08;0.55] 45.3%
Fixed effect model 173 164 _<.>_ -0.04 [-0.26; 0.17] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I° = 81%, v = 0.1037, p = 0.02 )
04 02 0 02 04
Favours Experimental Favours Control
8
\
01. #EJ&E
Control R fe55 i 7] 1 = _
. =2 SFMIEE : womac (pain)
Experimental @ 7¢ e T
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl
Zhao 2014 55 -50.75 35.0300 55 -20.47 57.3000 —==— | -0.63 [-1.02; -0.25]
T T I T 1
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
Favours Experimental Favours Control
9
43k,
02. HEccE
Control s TS5t
Experimental @ 7 FHEEE : womac (fuction)
¥Zhao 2014(F 2L EZ A
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Difference SMD 95%-Cl
Zhao 2014 55 -43.58 535100 55 -11.28 114.8200 —~O—1—-!> : -0.36 [-0.73; 0.02)
I I I 1

-06-04-02 0 0.2 0.4 0.6

Favours Experimental Favours Control
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0’ 4bOT | Ahbo®O RCTX & xM¥ “BThBUIOK" 6*po ¥ 7y Q8"
VAS' WOMAC(pain) ° KOOS(pain) T WY X 3Ty a g ®oM TB6E BUApPpY
WwTtopuOBs™ 1x 00’ » Gt WY HBYOu. o~ wyr PBU ax° tTWIZX
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1) Callaghan MJ, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2015;74(6):1164-70.

2) Ostrander RV, et al. Am J Orthop (Belle Mead NJ). 2016;45(5):306-11.
3) Thoumie P, et al. Sci Rep. 2018;8(1):10519.

4) Barrios JA, et al. Knee. 2009;16(2):136-42.

5) Hatef MR, et al. Int J Rheum Dis. 2014;17(1):84-8.

6) Campos GC, et al. Sao Paulo Md J. 2015;133(1):13-9.

7) Lewinson RT, et al. Gait Posture. 2016;50:60-8.

8) Salam A, et al. JLUMHS. 2019;18(2):146-51.

9) Hinman RS, et al. Ann Intern Med. 2016;165(6):381 -9.

10) Jones A, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2012;71(2):172-9.

11) Van Ginckel A, et al. Osteoatrthritis Cartilage. 2019; 27(9):1324-38.
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® mm)
Exgerimantal Conwol St Mean Differssce Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Maan SO Total Neas SO Towal Weight 1V, Random, 955 O Year WV, Random, #5% O
101 Lowe brace
N1C00225 Cafaghan 2015 7.8 20608 56 5195 1 nruu 61 Pax 3131258367 2014 —
N1CO0081 Ostrander 2016 6.2 188 16 33 184 1% B 518 .64, 674 2016 —
N1CO4820, Thourmie 2018 4138 357 2 33 3 Bex 77801635, 9.23) w018 ——
Subtotal 95% C1) 104 111 26.5% 501 (239, 8.24] i
Mewrogenelty: Taw* = 6.26; Ch « 38.30, ¢ « 2 (7 < 000001k * = S35
Test for overall effect 2 = 3.57 (7 « 0,0006)
1.1.2 lateral wedge
N1C04902 Rarrios, 2005 102 1435 20 =2 W IS5 SA% 011045 0.7¢) 2005 .
N1C03204, Manet, 2014 9335 21505 57 G245 160969388 61 BN 1214 (1052, 1373 2014 .
N1C04802,de Campos. 2015 1.1 3.90384426 2 2 B31738917 29 86X -0.11 [-1.54,133) 201§ .
N1C01311, Lewtraon 2016 66 177 15 1 128 18 954X 0.36 -0.33,1.05] 201€ -
N1C03800,Salim 2019 115 3683846 20 25 2221305 20 9.2% 290199, JJ!I 2019 —
Subtetal (95% CI) 134 153 45.0% 1.01 {009, S <
Hesrogenelty: Taw® = 10.81; O = 21110, ¢ = 4 (F < 0.00001); F = 38%
Test for overall effecy 2 = 2.02 (F = 0.04)
1.1.3 shoe
N1CO0141, Himan 2016 5 41 80 22 35 80 0SK 007 016 1
Subtatal (95% CI) 0 B0 93% 007 [-024,0.38] 4
Hetrogenelty: Not agpicable
Test for owerall effecs 2 = 0.47 (7 = 0.64)
114 cane
N1CO0188 Jones, 2012 178 12826 30 —0A7 1% 19 Sax 1.60 [1.07,218) 2012 e
N1C04328, Van Gincke 2018 14 58 ao is 33 38 95K 011|056 033 018 ~
Subtotal (35% CI) 67 1895% 073 |-0.54, 241) =
Memrogenely: Taw® = 1.35; O = 2055, of = l’(ﬂmuc!-”l
Test for overall effect 2 = 0.86 (7 = 0.39)
Total (95% CI) 368 411 1000% 2.87 [L55, 420) <
uur:mmru-o.rs;c:'-c:w.c-uwto.oomu-ul =1 5 [ § 1
Test for overall effecy: 2 = 4.26 (P < 1) f F
Teat hor 3ubiroup derences: ChF = 16.33, df = 3 (P = 0.0010), F = B1.6% W Smemel. SN Dgetiney
1 "BThPBU & X oK~ = Wo » Wy pYOn. o-
| Contral St Mean Difference Std, Mean Difference
Study or Sabgroup Mean 50 Total Mean SO Total Weight IV, Rand, 95% C1 IV, Random, 95% CI
1,21 knae brace
N1CO0O0A1 Osrander 2016 684 21428 16 80.15 221938776 15 96X 3.60 (248, 4.89) -
N1C00225 Calaghan 2015 608 14285 5 503 147935164 61 105N 307 1253, 361 -
N1C04829, Thoumie, 2018 5.8 05 32 23 05 35 9ax €.9215.62,8.22] s
Sabtotal (95% CH 104 111 295% 4,50 [2.32, 6.69] T
Hemrogenety: Taw' = 3.42; Chi' = 28.72, ¢f = 2 (P < 0.00001); I = 038
Test for overall effect Z = 4.03 (P < 0.0001)
1.2.2 lateral wedge
NICOI311 lawiraon 2016 59 149 15 54 168 18 1025 0.68 [-0.02, 1.40) t—
N1C03204 Hawetf 2014 755 06377551 37 0545 04872445 61 S9N 1232 [10.68, 13.96] —
N1C04802,d¢ Campos, 2015 1.5 389624 20 1 4700 23 1038 011 040,063 T
N1C04902 Sarrios, 62 1716 20 58 18725 25 1038 0.02 [-0.57,0.60] 1
Subtotal (95% C1) 21 133 39sx 3.14 (022, 6.05] -
Hewrogenety: Tau' = 8.58; Chi* = 203.26, ¢f = 3 (P < 0.00001); ¥ = 85X
Test for overall effect 2= 2.11 (P = 0.03)
1.2.3 shoe
NI1CDO141 Hinman, 2016 7.8 128 0 73 12 80 104N 0.04 [-0.27,0.35]
Sabtotal (95% CH 50 0 104% 004 [-0.27, 035)
Hemrogenety: Net appicable
Test for overall effect Z = 0.25 (P = 0.50)
1.24 cane
N1C00166 Jones, 2012 314 3382 0 <05 33432 29 103N 1.10 10,55, 1.85] *
N1C04328 Van Ginckel, 2018 51 113 ‘0 43 9% 38 104N 0.08 [-0.37,052) r
Subtotal (95% CI) 67 206%  057[-043 158] -
Meterogenety: Tau' = 0.46; Chi* = 8,04, df = w-omr L L)
Test for owerall effect 2= 1.12 (# = 0.26)
Toal (95% €N 375 391 100.0% 263137, 3.88) <>
Menerogenety: Taw' = 3.91; Ch* = 41252, ¢f = § (P < 0.00001); ¥ = S8 1o % % 10
Test for overall effect Z = 4.10 (P < 8.0001) " ’ f
Test for subareup @ferences: ChF = 2044, df = 3 @ = 0.0001), = 85.3% o fmad Prosre Somesrissd
2 0O ¢ TBThBU a XK~ TwWéer» &t WYIHYOu. o~
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® mm)
Exparimental Comtrol $1d. Mean Differnnce $1d. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Welght IV, 9% O w, d SN O
1,51 knee brace
N1C00081 Ostrander 2016 36 2653 16 347 270408 15 1A 047 H0.24,1.19) -
Subtotal (95% C1) 16 15 1A% 047 (024, 1.19) -
Hemrogenelty: Not appicable
Test for overall effect £ = 1.30 (F = 0.20)
1.5.2 Intersd wedge
N1CO1311 Lewinson, 2016 6.7 145 15 03 17.2 18 150%  0.39 (-0.30, 1.08) -
N1C03800 Salam 2018 5875 25.0537776 20 26.35 B.7968525 20 14.3%  1.74 [1.00, 2.4 —
Subtotal (95% CI) 35 38 293%  L06{-0.27,239] e
Heterogeneity: Tav' = 0.78; Ch' = .87, &f = 1 (P = 0.008) ' = 85X
Test foc overall effect: Z = 1.57 (P = 0.12)
1.3.3 shoe
NI1C0D141 Minman, 2016 0 01 80 L] 01 80 20X 000031 b 0.31) > G
Subtotal (95% CI) 80 80 202%  0.00(-031,031) <>
Meterogenelty: Not appicabile
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00)
134 cane
N1C00186 Jones, 2012 81 1654 M 0 15 28 173 0.79 [0.26, 1.32) —
N1CD4328,Van Gincke L2018 o 0.1 40 0 0.1 38 185X 0.00 H0.44,0.44) iy
Subtotal (95% Cl) 70 67 358%  0381-0.39, 1.16) i
Heterogenelty: Tay' = 0.25; Ch = 5.03, df = 1 (P = 0.02); ¥ = 80%
Test for overal effect: 2= 0,87 (P = 0.33)
Total (95% €1 201 200 100.0% 0.51 [0.04, 0.99) -
m:pw.td-o.u’;cv-z:.::.df-sv-o.omy;f-nn % 5 ) < 7 %
Test for overall effect 2 = 2,14 (P = 0.03)
Test for suboroup dfferences: Ch* = 3.83, 6f = 3 (F = 0.26), ¥ = 21.7% peerad oo Mot oo oot
il d 7 A I3 d A
3 QOL ¢ BthpBUY «a X HOK > Wo » a1t WY BYOun. o
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference $1d. Mean Difference
_ Study or Subgroup Mean SO Total  Mean S0 Total Welght IV, 95X CI Yeur v, Random, 95% CI
LAY lateral wedge
ummoz.umm 5374 927 20 5122 158 25 5028 0.30 [-0.30,0.89] 2000
Subtotal (95% C 20 25 S02% 030 (-0.30,0.89]
Heterogeneity: Illl ppicabie
Test for overall effect: Z « 0.98 (P = 0.33)
142 cane
NICOO186 Jores, 2012 404.22 5185 30 32094 2512 28 488N 201 [1.37,2.64] 2012 ——
Subtotal (95% CH 30 29 49.8% 201 {137, 2.64] G
Meterogeneity: Not appicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.21 {# < 0.00001)
Total (95% €N 50 54 1000%  1.15[-0.53 2.82) e
Hemrogenelty: Ta® = 1.37; Ch = 14,87, df = 1 (P = 0.0001); ¥ = §3% * % i
Test for overall effect Z = 1.34 (F = 0.18) Favours | Favours [e I
Test for subaroup differences: Chi* = 14.87, df = 1 (P = 0.0001), ¥ = §3.3% >
4 wH “ X® " BthpBd a X FOK~ T Wo » at W4 BYOn. o~
Experimental Control Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.5.1 knee brace
N1C04828, Thournie, 2018 10 32 3 35 100.0% 3.65[1.10,12.06]
Subtotal (95% CI) 32 35 100.0% 31.65](1.10,12.08)
Toml events 10 3
Heterogeneky: Not appicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 2,12 (P = 0.03)
Total (95% C1) 32 35 100.0% 3.65 [1.10, 12.08] el
Total events 10 3
HemrogeneRy: Not appicable b 0 -+, Y =
01 0.1 10 100
Test for overall effect Z = 2.12 (F = 0.03) Favours {experimantal] Favours (control]
Test for subaroup differences; Not applicable - . '
5 [ ThBY a X HOK »
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1 American College of Rheumatology/Arthritis Foundation (ACR) Y’ Osteoarthritis Research Society
International (OARSI)?, = Wo European Society for Clinical and Economic Aspects of Osteoporosis,

Osteoarthritis and Musculoskeletal Diseases (ESCEOP1 61 PB . 00 " dbwy A [ A6
vt 19 hHo X %oMi  Co Xxop | plox 36 | oMU GRADE
s Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluationx € | I 3

<http://www.gradeworkinggroup.org/ >6% 0 o MU' MEDLINE ' PubMedo ¢ x 4. KL . | &
OARSI,ACRG ¢ x> u ZWo0©O d{ T wPICOT bIAY 6 4003 1 X 6 YO't] EpD

9pePlApl x 3Y“2b’' {XAEITbIrMApiiPe. . Ktmé Mo’ OG> n
70%K UM 75%3 4 x EpJp Bl 6mMplo” 1abUd -pZx° 1 6Q 6oMU:®
A’ O (-recommended® or -against°, -ipoclmVOB° or -

UT° "6 0oMTplxén(-stroongPconditional°,1 43tePdmpdax m§r -wee

Mo ' voting panelt W4 Y“2boMU" O0G? ¥ U DBy o¢b 4t Qpg

0s 4

ACRCo Xxpopmy'’' B" x D BYx Tv Mo YoW' strongb d '

conditional © pvo’ d W NSAIDs " NSAIDs# "1 Tk @ Xh 16°

10 Yt IJETbATOp’ ExbX.un’ ABkMIYp EpXkoV¥Yp X ’
bdho€Epr 6KYoMUs 4x

d ' OARSIMTYB*' 6 DBol’' V3ENf31pKY T QENF31 pKY’

N¥ 31 pKY' Tiipou' o N TZvAd T 6o’ O s4n favor®° xor =-ag
X~ mlevellTw50m T o’ wt :Y> 41tWIdmMp ( )6 wTt4hve UAs 6strong

YA e UM  YKbwconditionalp b oMU Bo2k’ levellAp_ 75% —-in favor©° &
- s t r cecogfendation,level 1B _ 75 % -in favor° & recoriméndatiomlevdl®yt i on al
60 74 % -i n lefeh3pddi 59 % -aivo ridkel2” 4P AT > n E m conditionalp & o MU (
5)'

5' Translating voting data into the treatment algorithm 2

Level % in favol % against % Conditional/strong
Level 1A 75—100 0-25 =50 strong

Level 1B 75—100 0—-25 =50 conditional
Level 2 60—-74 26—40 conditional by default
Level 3 41-59 41—-59 conditional by default
Level 4B 26—40 60—-74 conditional by default
Level 4A 0-25 75—100 =50 conditional
Level 5 0-25 75—100 =50 strong
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1) Kolasinski SL, et al. Arthritis Rheumatol. 2020;72(2):220 -33.
2) Bannuru RR, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2019;27(11):1578-89.

3) Kucharz EJ, et al. Rheumatol Int. 2019;39(7):1117-23.

4) Arendt-Nielsen L. Clin Exp Rheumatol. 2017;35 Suppl 107(5):68-74.
5) Fingleton C, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2015;23(7):1043 -56.
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[ -] [ ' @c ] |[° ' ec] |[ ' o]
A 88.9% 100.0% 88.9% 77.8%
e ™ 11.1% 0.0% 11.1% 22.2%
55.6% 55.6% 66.7% 66.7%
44.4% 44.4% 33.3% 33.3%
Tz Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A
Q16 NSAIDs
[n <] [ " ec] |[ ' ec] | ' eo ]
A 100.0% 88.9% 88.9% 66.7%
o ™ 0.0% 11.1% 11.1% 33.3%
100.0% 55.6% 55.6%
0.0% 44.4% 44.4%
"oz Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A Level 2
Q16 NSAIDs
[ -] [ " ec]|° " es ]| " es]
A 88.9% 0.0% 11.1% 0.0%
sn ™ 11.1% 100.0% 88.9% 100.0%
88.9% 100.0% 77.8% 100.0%
11.1% 0.0% 22.2% 0.0%
"ozl Level 1A Level 5 Level 5 Level 5
Q16 Cox-2
[ =] [° ' @c ] [° " ec] | " ec]
A 100.0% 88.9% 22.2% 22.2%
s ™ 0.0% 11.1% 77.8% 77.8%
88.9% 33.3% 33.3% 55.6%
11.1% 66.7% 66.7% 44.4%
Tz Level 1A Level 1B Level 4A Level 5
Q16 g« 1. fi
[n =] [ ' ec]|° " ec] | ' ec]
A 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
-n ™ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
88.9% 77.8% 77.8% 77.8%
11.1% 22.2% 22.2% 22.2%
Tz Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A
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Ficoadi(0"
0 't IETbNTEP Y 1,300,2000,4,000mg/ p Y od nKYd’' Q08 36
hy 4 Twi12 " 6TQOM " mKpud' AYydxJUWO6 MB RCTHIOK~ 06"
"BrtvMoy'°o TByYy4 OmyY SMD-041s -0.84,0.0 9’ 12 OQm Y SMD -0.89
$ -1.91,012 35D A B PO TKud ( 1)
O ¢ tvMoOF’ "B op 1o "B Y4 Qmy SMD -0.02s -0.34,0.44 0.0% p ¢
P6CoW™ 12 OQmy SMD-1.09s -2.35,017% m 1357 N "B yoTpuo( 2
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1) Case JP, et al. Arch Intern Med. 2003;163(2):169-78.
2) Golden HE, et al. Am J Ther. 2004;11(2):85-94.
3) Miceli-Richard C, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2004;63(8):923-30.
4) Yue Y, et al. Pain Med. 2018;19(2):355-67.
5) Herrero-Beaumont G, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2007;56(2):555 -67.
6) Prior MJ, et al. Curr Med Res Opin. 2014;30(11):2377-87.
7) Reed K, et al. Curr Med Res Opin. 2018;34(4):689-99.
8) Scholtissen S, et al. Int J Clin Pract. 2010;64(6):756 62.
9) Migliore A, et al. Clinicoecon Outcomes Res. 2019;11453-64.
10) Katz J N, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2016;24(3):409-18.
11) Altman RD, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2007;15(4):454 -61.
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2.1 Pam Iintensity

Paracetamol Placebo S1d. Mean Difference Std. Mean Diffsrence
Study o Mean SD Total Mean 8D Total Wei IV, Random. 95%CI W 95%Cl
2.1.1 Immediate tarm
Case 2003 08 17 27 93 105 2B 214% -0.05[-0.59, 0.49] -
Golden 2004 222 181 W5 .8 185 140 203%  0.24[0.47,0.01) -
Micell-Richard 2004 18 2 388 .18 21 386 2048% 0.05(-0.18, 0.10] L
Yue ¥,2013 124 028 25 029 073 25 185%  -1€9[234..104 —
Subtotal (95% C1) 582 556 100,0% 0,41 10,84, 0.07] k2

Helercgensity. Taou? = 0.15; Chi* = 24 07, df = 3 (P < 0.0001). I = 88%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1,85 (P = 0.06)

2.1.2 Short term
Case 2003 48 188 2 31 187 19 100%  -008[-0.71.052 ——
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 0 183115 108 28 183115 104 202% 013040014 -
Micell-Richard 2004 216 217 2@ 228 7 M2 204% 0041020013 -
Prior 2014 2088 157 7 -2575 155 172 201%  -2.69 [-2.88,-2.40] -

Reed 2013 2325 17 200 -2574 171 186 203%  -1.47 [-1.69,-1.25] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 805 753 100.0%  -0.89 (181, 0.12) e

Hetercganaty” Tau® = 1.31. Ch# = 307,63, of = 4 (P < 0.00001) ¥ =50%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.72 (P = 0.08)

"
+

4 2 0 2
Favours paracetamol  Favows plao

2.2 Physical function (Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index)

Paracetamol Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Mean SO Total Mean SD ht

2.2.1 immediate term

Case 2003 05 72 27 21 76 28 307% 0.35[-0.20, 0.89]
Miceli-Richard 2004 -8 12 385 -7 12 356 693% -0.08 [-0.23, 0.06)
Subtotal (95% CI) a12 382 100,0% 0.05 [-0,34, 0.44]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.05; Chi* w 2.25 df = 1 (P » D.13); P = 55%
Test for overall effect: Z=024 (P = 0.81%)

2.2.2 Short tarm

Case 2003 -25 121 2 -5 139 19 19.4% 0.20 [-042, 0.81] o=
Herrerc-Beaumont 2007 0 17826 108 47 17826 104 20.1% 0.26[-053,0.01} -
Micell-Richard 2004 -12 17 268 12 16 262 20.3% 0.00[-0.17,0.17) Y
Prior 2014 -2684 151 77 2120 149 172 200% -3.56 [-3.90, -3.22} -

Reed 2018 2643 171 200 -2338 172 196 202% <179 -2.02. -1 55) -

Subtotal {95% CI) 805 753 100.0% ~1.09 [-2.35, 0,17] -

Heterogenaity: Tau* = 2.03; Chi* = 437.87. df =4 (P < 0.00001). P = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z= 189 (P =0,08)

- 2 0 2
Favours paracetamol Favours placed

20 ¢ "B

24 Q0L
P. | Placeb Std, Mean Difforence Std. Mean Differonce Risk
StudyorSubgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 85%C| IV, Fixed, 85% Cl
Prior 2014 273 15 177 -222 148 172 314%  -342[-3.75.-308) -
Reed 2018 -0.27 002 200 -0.24 002 196 6686% -180[-1.72-1.27) .
Total (95% C1) an 368 100.0%  -2.10 [-2.28, .1.91) L]
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 8901, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); F¥ = 98% -'4 -:2 [ é j
Test for overall effect: Z = 22 25 (P < 0.00001) Favours [expenmental] Favours [control]

" 3.ADL/QOL ¢ " B
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1.3 Adverse events (AE)
Study or Subgroup
131 AE (any)
Altrnan 2007 n 160 66 185
Golden 2004 7 148 50 155
Meel-Richard 2004 &5 405 86 374
Pincus 20048 85 300 5 289
Pincus 20045 87 3 63 273
Prior 2014 148 27 150 275
Reea 2018 18 236 10 237
Subtot (85% CI) 1847 1768
Total avents 539 510

Heterogeneity: Tau’ =000, Ch¥ =3.90. =6 (P =0.69); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=032 (P=0.75)

1.3.2 AE (serious)

Altrnan 2007 8 318 2 165
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 5 08 5 104
Miceli-Richard 2004 5 405 3 374
Pincus 20042 3 30 4 285
Pincus 20045 1 kX3 1 273
Price 2014 8 27 2 275
Reed 2018 3 236 0 237
Subtotal (95% CI) 1965 1717
Teotal events 3 17

Heterogeneity. Tau® = 0.00; Chi # 4,31, &f = 6 (P = 0.63), I" = 0%
Test for overall effect Z2=121(FP=023)

1.3.3 AE (withdrawals)

Altman 2007 18 318 8 185
Herrero-Beaunont 2007 12 108 2 104
Mcali-Richard 2004 kL 408 29 374
Fincus 2004a 1% ”m 12 1!
Pincus 20045 n n 7 23
Prior 2014 25 267 23 2715
Reed 2018 19 235 10 237
Yue Y 2018 [] N g N
Subtotal (95% CI) 1866 1631
Total events 143 104

Hetarogensity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi = 1.81, df = 7 (P = 0.87); ¥ = 0%
Tost for overall effect Z =175 (P =0.08)

1.3 4 AE (liver)

Altman 2007 318 2 185
Herrero-Beaumant 2007 21 108 5 104
Prior 2014 18 67 2 25
Reed 2018 7 236 0 237
Subtotal (95% CI) 929 7w
Total events S3 10

Hetarogeneity. Tau’ = 0.00; Chi* = 2.40. &f = 3 (P = 0.49), F = 0%
Tost for overall effect: Z =422 (P <0,0001)

4 & HJZWo

13.5%
8.2%
12.6%
12.7%
1.1%
40.5%
1.5%
100.0%

W%
254%
18.3%
16.8%
4.60%
15, 7%
4.2%
100.0%

164%
56.5%
19.5%
5.2%
100.0%

1111086, 1.43)
0.96[0.71,1.37
©91(0.70, 1.18)
1.08 0.63, 1.40)
1.14 [D.88, 1.51)
096 [0.63, 1.11)
1.61[0.74, 3.47)
1,02 [0.92. 1121

1.56[0.32.7.63)
0.96{0.29, 3.23)
1,54 [0.37, 8.40)
072[0.16, 3.20)
0.62[0.05. 13.13)
412088, 19.22)
7.03(0.37, 135.35)
1.46 [0.79, 2.68)

117 [0.52, 2.6
128056, 2.92)
1.150.72, 1.83)
134 |0.65,2.75)
130051, 3,30
1.12{0.65, 1.92)
1.92 [0.91, 4.03)
100036, 2.78)
1.24 [0.97, 1.59]

2.33[0.51. 10.68)
337[142,8.02
8.24(1.91, 35.45)
15.06 [0.87, 262.25)
4,07 (212, 7.81)
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® mm)
NSAID po Placeto Sid. Maan Difference S0d. Mean Ditteronce
Study or Subgroup Nean SD Total Mean SO Tors N, Random, 55% Ci IV, Rangom. %% C1
NICOT1 10, Gibalsky A 2018 -39 2087620257 104 -0 20897040 ) 0 22(0.48 000) —
NICOT 170, Oloafsky & 7014 441 0 FME 98 315 208377417 1) DIRFOES -010]
N1COt1 73, Aman R, kTR Y] 13 30 445085 m 3, -D04] —_—
342 12 012] —_—
57 2, 0.08) T |
49 026)
310 57,+0.12)
C 21 002 —
e T4, 7010 ¥ 51 -0 64, -027) —
N1CO4526, Arende-Naksan, 2018 14 LQB6[113-019]
N1CO4762, Conaghan PG, 2013 £ 03I0|048,-011] —
Totad (95% CY 1513 1243 100.0% 0.32 [0.40, 0.25]
Hetwarogenedy Tauf< 000 Chi*= 902, af= 10 P« D53y M= D% * 5 + i
TestSor overall effect Z el " Fansurs to
- 1
Placabo Sid. Mean Difterence St Mean Differance
Study or Subgroup i SO Total Weight IV, Random, 55% CI IV, Random. 5% C
N1CD1173 Atman &, 2015 € 3044596525 133 152% 034|043, .009]
5 3044996525 133 157% 033 F0AT, -0.06] ——
Enser NN 2 127048317 65 100% s7.0079) ——
Essue M 2 65 101% 0.19) -
B Gordo &%, 2017 -1049 oI 56, -011] ———
CO3S78 Qordo AC, 2017 Rks] w120 Do)
N1C04DRT7, Borniter T, 2090 <3407 21 5% 0524071,-033| —_—
Total (5%% C 1047 13 100.0% 035 1-0.45, 0.2%) £
Heteropeneity, T = 000, Che=610,d1= B (P= 0 &1), 1= 2% -3 e ta 1~
Test foe ovarall efiect 2= 716 (P« 0.00001) Favoars [oxpenmeotal Favours fconmrel]
T 220 ¢
NSAID po Placebo Odds Ratio (Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
MN1CO1170, Gibofsky A, 2014 5 104 2103 23% 2.55[0.48,13.46] ]
M1C01170, Gibofsky A, 2014 G 98 2 103 24% 329 [0.65, 16.73] —
M1CO1173, Altman R, 2014 53 269 23133 1.a5% 1.17 [0.68, 2.01] T
M1C03575, Essex MM, 2012 26 125 15 GE 8.4% 0.89[0.43,1.83] I
M1C03575 Essex MM, 2012 21 125 15 GE 81% 0.69[0.33,1.44] 71
M1C03576 Gordo AC, 2017 43 143 27 T8 O107% 0.75[0.42,1.38] -
M1C03576 Gordo AC, 2017 BE 1486 27 TaO111% 1.41 [0.80, 2.48] T
M1C04097, Schnitzer TJ, 2010 127 225 86 222 152% 2.05[1.41,2.99] -
M1C04526, Arendt-Nielsen, 2016 2 34 0 k] 0.7% 5.27[0.24,113.358] +
M1C04555 Trudeau J, 2015 1] a0 0 a0 Mot estimable
M1C04762, Conaghan PG, 2013 106 233 104 227 155% 0.99 [0.68,1.42] -
MN1F02623, Esgex MN,2014 36 129 ] 61 7.3% 2.241.00,5.00] |
M1F02623, Essex MM, 2014 25 125 9 61 T.0% 1.44 [0.63, 3.37] T
Total (95% CI) 1811 1269 100.0% 1.27 [0.97, 1.66] >
Total events 516 314
o o
) : : Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
3 > A )
NSAID po Placebo Odds Ratio (Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
MN1CO1170, Gibofsky A, 2014 1 104 0 103  1.0% 3.00[0.12, 74.50]
M1C01170, Gibofsky A, 2014 1] 98 o 103 Mot estimable
M1CO1173, Altman R, 2014 21 269 3133 B3% 367 [1.07,12.53] —
M1C03575, Essex MM, 2012 12 125 g GE 9.9% 0.77[0.30,1.99] E
M1C03575 Essex MM, 2012 11 125 g GE 9.7% 0.70[0.27,1.83] T
M1C03576 Gordo AC, 2017 11 143 B Ta 8.6% 0.94 [0.34, 2.658] I —
M1C03576 Gordo AC, 2017 24 1586 B T8 O101% 2.21 [0.86, 5.66] T
M1C04097, Schnitzer TJ, 2010 53 225 27223 4T% 2.23[1.34, 3.69] —
M1C04526, Arendt-Nielsen, 2016 1 34 0 k] 1.0% 308012, 77.91]
M1C04762, Conaghan PG, 2013 ¥ 233 33227 245% 1.11 [0.67, 1.858] -
M1F02623, Essex MM, 2014 4 129 1 61 21% 1.92[0.21,17.585]
MN1F02623, Esgex MN,2014 3 125 1 61 2.0% 1.481[0.15, 14.48]
Total (95% CI) 1781 1239 100.0% 1.44 [1.04, 2.00] L 4
Total events 178 93
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.05; Chi*= 11.87, df= 10 (P = 0.29); F= 16% ) t t |
Testfor overall effect 2= 218 {(F=0.03) 0.0 0.1 " 10 108
) : : Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

4 5> 4 (N 3M)
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NSAID po Placebo Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
M1C01170, Gibofsky A, 2014 2 104 o 103 8.3% 5.05[0.24, 106.46]
MN1CO1170, Gibofsky A, 2014 a 98 0 103 Mot estimable
M1C01173, Altman R, 2015 2 269 1 133 133% 0.99 [0.09, 11.00]
M1C03575 Essex MM, 2012 o 125 0 GE Mot estimable
M1C03575, Essex MM, 2012 o 125 0 GE Mot estimable
M1C04097, Schnitzer TJ, 2010 Too225 B 222 B27% 1.16[0.38, 3.50] —a—
M1 C04526, Arendt-Nielsen, 2016 u] 39 1] 35 Mot estimahle
M1C04762, Conaghan PG, 2013 4 233 1 227 159% 3.95 [0.44, 35.59] I e —
Total {95% CI) 1218 959 100.0% 1.55 [0.65, 3.73] i
Total events 14 g
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.70, df= 3 (F= 0.64), F=0% 'D.D1 Df1 1'D 1DD'

Testfor overall effect: = 0.98 (F = 0.32) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

5 5 1 (f QE)

o}
1) Gibofsky A, et al. Curr Med Res Opin. 2014;30(9):1883-93.
2) Altman R, et al. Curr Med Res Opin. 2015;31(12):2331-43.
3) Essex MN, et al. J Int Med Res. 2012;40(6):225166.
4) Gordo AC, et al. J Int Med Res. 2017;45(1):59-74.
5) Schnitzer TJ, et al. Osteoathritis Cartilage. 2010;18(5):629 -39.
6) Arendt-Nielsen L, et al. Pain. 2016;157(8):1634-44.
7) Conaghan PG, et al. Rheumatology (Oxford). 2013;52(7):1303-12.
8) Trudeau J, et al. Pain Pract. 2015;15(3):247-55.
9) EssexMN, et al. Int J Gen Med. 2014,;7:227-35.
10) Moore RA, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2010;69(2):374-9.
11) Zeng C, et al. Sci Rep. 2015;5:10593.
12) Bannuru RR, et al. Ann Intern Med. 2015;162(1):46 -54.
13) Kongtharvonskul J, & al. Eur J Med Res. 2015;20:24.
14) Gregori D, et al. JAMA. 2018;320(24):2564 -79.
15) Jevsevar DS, et al. J Am Acad Orthop Surg. 2018;26(9):32536.

80

s



® mm) wfi

Clinical Question 9 1 h 11 NSAIDsa T
° 1
NSAIDs& ¢’ h 11 Obo O ¢ TBYKY " o> AFoV¥ T
KY'
ePApl xén
B° 7B x°® T Xxz&YKU
T1xén

1 EMs DuBUGpPp 6 A1BYX

NSAIDs® U OAYX F xdvpldo A 1TOWY»r nboMU-’ Thboo¥% n
be 11 XZK' AYOxJUWTKY PICOY> 6 RCT6 O’ IOK~ 6“pe' 10
K~ x 371 g’ " B Y VASK Y My WOMAC pain7 Y70 ¢ Y WOMAC function
5 235 70 5 ) 7 I'7"p06" m hm OAx~ 1 ' NSADsa X' X ’
dhyYopozyg’ X 6 ¢cB8' 06 7T TwyxtY &1 "Hi1Het!l o
¢X3lpb ¢’ ePApl pbox 36Bp0BO"’

"BThBUIK"~ x™Q' 7 4 C T p dH YKpoOY’' SMD-0.15 &
Yh-025-005p " Y " RAbBs™ _ xO ¢ tThPBUWK~ xQ8' 7 6 T
. mKd4’ SMD-0.16 & VYh-031-002p " Y  AbBs™ 2 dhxdzyow’
dhs_ =12 )X B nyKUFxx’' NSADsa x 6o O ¢ "B6 g0
> Athboyg™ OoFXQPoW IOK~ 1% Abh6 7 BYomm:- s &xJ Wx p g
60 "H 1 ODYoTpoOs & x 0TO - 3x1 2 4144uTbogy Ne Y
X%M> 4pbo 1 AboXZd” » 1KY 66 BU' Q86 X VY Y%Mel T
nnPOKk TOP MAD -y’ " o  NfXKUB' TYyUNpopozd9'~ O 6— 0
e=nNmn\v pBU YKY'

NSAIDs gU ANrogx> 41x6g ndoMA> YKUd "& ¢~ 0> 1Yo
WrMUBM 34 WY’ NSAIDsa Y+r Y1oW: Y odMBg "  DuxBUGPpOBEW 13U,
pbO"
O0Go 1y my’ 1v X my OAT NSAIDsxw O6EY ABUY 7 s 50 x
5Y A ( 3)BUY 7 (BOWNKY'® 1xQ wonboTuo' 1001l YOaoe:
o uxi’ 2v X my OAT NSAIDsxw O6EW ABYY 11 s 84 x' 9
WA 38)BUY 1 (8%) NSAIDsxw 6 MoMap6O Y 4( 3)pUY 1 (8% mK
e’

81



(G2 F N

© 00~

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

Testfor overall effect 2= 082 (P = 0413

¢ )

1) Conaghan PG, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2013;71.

2) Baraf HSB, et al. Drugs Aging. 2011;28(1):27-40.
3) Kneer W, et al. J Pain Res.. 2013;6:74353.
4) Yataba I, et al. J Pain Res.. 2017;10:8680.
5) Rother M, et al. J Rheumatol. 2013;40(10):1742-8.
6) Simon LS, et al. Pain. 2009;143(3):238-45.
7) Varadi G, et al. Pain Physician. 2013;16(6):E749-62.
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® mm)

Topical NSAIDs Pacebo Std. Mean Difference S1d, Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Tols  Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% C1 IV, Random, 954 C1
NICODIT1, Conaghsn PG, 2013 188 158 237 193 181 239 Q5% 003 F0.15.0.21) o=
NICODIT1, Conaghan PG, 2013 <182 175 230 18 $7¢ 2 95% <007 025, 0.11] —
N1CO1210, Baraf 488, 2011 68 45 207 -54 45 M2 02% -031F0.50,-01% ————
N1CO3708, Kneer W, 2013 <5735 293 221 4053 3405 199 02%  -025F0.44,-0.09 -
N1C03708, Kneer W, 20132 -5709 T 223 -4953 05 199 02% -0.23(-0.42,-0.04 —
N1C03708, Kneer ¥, 2013 534 311 223 -4953 MO05 199 02% -012}0.31,007] e
NI1CO3711, Yataba ), 2017 A64 152 121 148 W9 127 T4% 01 036,014 = =i .
NICO3711, Yataba |, 2017 162 145 12T 148 W9 127 15% 0094034014 =
NICO3711, Yatabe ), 2017 AT 152 132 148 149 137 15% G324057,-0.08
N1CO3755, Roter N, 2013 188 197 274 233 212 28t 101% 017(0.00, 034] pr——
N1CO4510, Simon LS, 2009 B 45 158 AT 44 15T 82% 029 F051,-007) o —
N1COL543, Varani G, 2012 -1931 1904 39 <1135 1643 W 15% -0.¢4 }0.80, 0.0
Total (95% C1) 2184 2136 100.0%  0.45[.0.25 005 <
Heteropenedty. Tau*= 002, Chi*= 26.16, df= 11 (F = 0.003), "= 51% 1 GS ) 0:5 1
Tos! S overal effact Z= 2.95 (F » 0.003) Favowrs jorperimentsl| Favours [control]

~ 1
Topical NSAIDs Placebo $td. Mean Ddference $td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgrosp Mean SO Total Mean SO Total Weight  IV.R 24% C1 W, R: 25% C)
N1CO1210, Baraf HSB, 2011 215 153 207 166 157 212 156% -0.30 [-0.50,-011] =
NICO3708, Knearw, 2013 -4201 3569 221 -361 3002 199 156% -015}+0.35,007) -
NI1C03708, Kneervy, 2013 -447 3031 223 361 39.02 199 156% -0221041,-003) —
NICO3708, Kneerw, 2013 3708 357 223 <361 3007 199 156% 0.034022,018) -
NICO3754, Rather M, 2013 2202 207 274 232 223 1 167 04440.03,031) re—
N1C04510, Simon LS, 2000 158 151 156 123 AT 155 142% -0.23 -0 46,-001) ——
N1C04543, Varsdhi G, 2013 -1464 1518 39 -08603 1393 3% 6T -0.60 [1.07,-0.1¢] 3
Total {25% CI) 1341 1281 100.0% 016 [0.31, .0.02] L 2
Heterogeneity: Taw? = 003, Chi*= 20,00, of = 6 (P = 0.003), F=70% x) .' ; 5
Test for ovurall eflect 2= 217 (P=0.03) Favours jespenmental] Favours joontrol]
T 220 ¢

Topical NSAIDs Placebo {Odds Ratie Odds: Raatio
Study or Subgroup Ewents  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% C1
H1CO01 T, Coraghan PG, 2013 41 233 106 238 16.9% 0.81 [0.56,1.17] —=T
H1C00171, Coraghan PG, 2013 102 230 107 234 17.0% 0.95 [0.68, 1.36] —a—
M1C01210, BarafHSB, 2011 16 208 9 M2 1% 1.88 [0.81, 4.39] T
RCOET08E, Kneer'W, 2013 a0 ey | 5 199 9.8% 1.37 [0.85, 227 T
RCOET0E, Kneer'W, 201 3 43 273 5 199 9.3% 1.12 068, 1.83] -1
RCOET0E, Kneer'W, 201 3 ]| 273 5 199 B.I% 0.76 [0.45,1.28] ——
RC0ET11, Walabe |, 2017 16 120 10 124 13% 1.75 [0.76, 4.04] N —
HCO3711, Yataba |, 21T 10 125 10 14 17% 0.%3 [0.40, 247] s —
H1C03T11, Yalaba |, 2017 18 129 10 14 315% 1.57 [0.28, 4.47] T
M1C03755, Rother M, 2013 67 T4 B6 281 149% 1.05 [0.71, 1.56] -1
M1C04510, Simon LS, 2009 96 15 a0 155 109% 1.20 [0.76, 1.89] N
RCO4543, Varadi G, 2013 1 ] 1 6 0.3% 082006, 15.29]
Total {25% CI) 2179 2125 100.0% 1.0 [0.92, 1.24] 1"
Tidal ewents 543 514
Heterogeneity: Taw®= 0.00; Ch¥= 10.84, df=11 (P=046); F=0% 0 ijﬁ l]IJ é IID

Fawours [experimental] Fawours [cominol]
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1 pXOAYKY gfR0OBoePApl s top UT 9671 ¢B*xY -1Zc¢wbU' Auwt”
2 BY gcwbaoM/A> P X s64a BU YKUpx ©OAFKuo"
3
4 a
5 1) Okai H, et al. Life Sci. 2015;136:79-86.
6 24, “,6T.m p .1986;20(17):9089-118.
7 3 M L, 0T.0 p .2012;61(4):836-41.
8 4 ,OT. 0 p  .1992;41(9):2153-64.
9 5) ,0T. 0 p .1992;41(5):1055-67.
10 6) h ,OT.Fp [ .1990;23(2):445-53.
11
IENT v IM
38.1 Pain
Neourotropin  Indomethacin Odds Ratio 0dds Ratio Risk of Bi
Events Total Events  Total ht  M-H, Fixed, 85% CI M-H, Fixed 96%CI
Miurs 1986 40 54 s 52 100.0% 1.38 0.60, 3.22}
Total (95% C) 54 52 100.0% 1.39 [0.60, 3.22]
Total events 0 35 L
'Tm Ior.ov:‘rall::(o‘c';rz =0.76 (P = 044) r:?;g:ns (Ingu‘mct'w.;n] ‘ Favours [;;')elulrup‘:x?o
Bisk of bas legand
12
13 T la "B
14
IBNTvsIM
38.4 Adverse Effects
Nourotropin  Indomathacin Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio Riskof §
Study or Subgroup Evonts Total Events Total Weight M-H Fixed 85%C1 M-H, Fixad, 95% C|
Miura 1886 15 70 6 67 100.0% 2301099, 580§
Total {95%.ChH 70 67 100.0% 2.39 [0.99, 5.80) et
Total events 15 4
o neity. Not applicable + 4
;‘9:"2?:"“::. e:m‘?pz‘ - ?‘93 (P =008} OF'%'.uus [?u'mrmtnmnj‘FR\m..'a [ﬁion‘cﬂz‘-ml
15 Risk ol bas jegand
16 “1b' § HJ
17 ~ 1 mpENtj oul v ni AR - s NTx vs. p XIOK €p s IMx
18
37 NT vs Exercise
371 WOMAC-A Pain
Neurotropin Exorciso Mgan Difference Maan Difference Risk of
Study or Subgrou Mean SD Total Mean SD Tolal Weight IV, Fixed. 95%Cl IV, Fixed, 95% C1
Watanabe 2012 4 2865 43 58 304 28 100.0% -D20)-1.58 1.18)
Total (95% Cl) 43 28 100.0% -0.20 [-1.58, 1.18)
;‘::?’“ M'"::::t Z=028(P=078) F’a:r?ou: }c;éecrwenlaljéhmrs iiomtrop 100'
19 Rk of bias legend
20 To2a "B
21
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37 NT vs Exorciso

37.2WOMAC-B Function

L | Exorcis Meoan Difference Moan Difforence Risk of E
W, 95%Cl

Watanabo 2012 -2 155 43 21 175 28 1000% 0.10[-0.70, 0.00]
Total (85%.Ch) 43 28 100.0% 0,10 [-0.79, 0.90)

Heteroganeity: Not appicable 100 50 0 50 100
Test for overal eftect: Z = 0.25 (P = 0.81) Favours (experimantal] Favours jcontrof

Risk of hias legend
o O e e

37 NT vs Exercise
IT.IWOMAC-CADL
Neurotropi Exerci Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of
StudyorSubgroup _ Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Wi IV, Fixed, 95%C1 IV, Fixed, 95% Ci
Watanabe 2012 -19 101 43 18 951 28 1000% -1.00[-564, 364)
Total {95%C1) © 28 100.0% -1.00 [-5.64, 3.64]
Heter Not sl ¥ + * i 4
genety ¥ -1 0 |
Test for overall eflect: 2 = 0.42 (P = 0.67) P e TR L .. PO
Risk of bias legend

™ 2¢ ADL/QOL ¢ " B

37 NT vs Exercise
ITAMRI
Neurotropin Exorcise Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of
_StudyorSubgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Woight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl IV, Fixoed, 95%CI
Walanabe 2012 0 8 12 Q 4 9 436% 0.00[-4.28 428]
Watanabe 2012 2 57 7 0 7 11 327% -200(-6.85 295
Walanabe 2012 1 7 4 0 652 B 236% 100[4.82 682)
Total (85% CI) 43 28 100.0% -0.42[-3.25, 241)
Heteroganeity. Chi* = 0.86, df = 2 (P = 0.72). ' = 0% :-100 = 3 ;0 100:
Test for overall eflect: Z= 0.2 (P = 0.77) Favours [Neurotropin] Favours [Exercise]
Risk of bias legend

O A |
2 MpENUTj oul "w nt Y - s NTx wvs."
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5 b Chb o XX "B’ O W6 ADLe "B 5 4 64400 2019 T

AboMUEpxpiPB. X QBF— 06
ExXb)X. nTvMoy’ dabQmtF Wx RCTHMIOK~ Y*“ 2boMU' Wy’ VAS40

34X XKUB* 1ChQmy XW 6h6XxMoTw" n\boMB" 1 1vx
wWh ([ Tui1 v BUFYX’ Thdooy RCTT WY~ TIHYKuOY' 5bC
bo Xy OAX O ¢ " ADLT OT"BYKpOs™ 1 XFExx' IXx® X w1
NTPO 27" NSAIDsp gBUp oxe g enygoTpuo

Qe Y7t p W oxJIWX 5 p gdloF 61 Tuo( 4% [ x°
WXt S OM’ b’ Y ¥ cwb6 ¥ by [ T WY 6 2T
cO Y NSAIDsp gRBUp’ [ X W NSAIDs x ¢ Z=Y41oTpub 9 d ' ob

CPboXX®=ZYNSADst YU Asru O ArYA0Mp—TwboMUY' RCTY1oW
NSAIDsp YY" o [ ydoMp 1 AboMU FKUFxxePApl iluny M
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¥ HJ X PoxJIWp Y BT %W » TIMoy ¥ HJ6 Mo "By o

€M oxVv PBUB* T @YKUpMNU' §86Ypo' Ai TIMoy bCbpXO
T"BXOMEM oxv PBU OAB' THPChPpXx» 6 1BU"
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1) Toupin April K, et al. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2019(5):CD005522.

2) DeLemos BP, et al. Am J Ther. 2011;18(3):216-26.

3) Kean WF, et al. Pain Med. 2009;10(6):1001-11.

4) Babul N, et al. J Pain Symptom Manage.2004;28(1):59-71.

5) Malonne H, et al. Clin Ther. 2004;26(11):1774 -82.

6) Gana TJ, et al. Curr Med Res Opin. 2006;22(7):1391-401.

7) Burch F, et al. J Pain Symptom Manage. 2007;34(3):32838.

8) da Costa BR, et al. Cochrae Database Syst Rev. 2014(9):CD003115.
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(93%)’

Tramadol Placebo Std. Mean Ditference S1d. Mean Difference
Study of Subgroup Mean SO Total Mean SO Towsl Weight IV, Random, 95% C1  Year W, Randiom, 95% Ci
1.1.1 Tramadol vs Placebo
Babul 2004 1201 335 14 69 33B3 122 167% 015+0.10,0.80f 2004 d
Ssionna, 2004 243 18 S5t 155 4 4 185% 042[0.00,083] 2004 e~
Qans, 2006 1039 87 200 742 B5S 205 1556% 3450.14,375 . 2006 -
Burch, 2007 303 212 393 229 197 195 1658% 036[0.18,053f 2007 ®
NIC04532, ¥ean, 2009 S59 388 63 452 438 176 167% 032[0,03,061] 2009 &
NICOO124, Ostomas, 2011 1178 80 199 G0 89 200 157% 24571230,283 2011 -
Subtotal ($5% CI) 1031 940 100.0% 121 (013, 2.29) -
Heterogeneily Tav*=1 81, Ch*= 603.06, of = 5 (P « 0 00001), F=99%
Test for overall effect Z= 299 (P =003)
Tosal [(95% CN mwn MO0 100.0% 121 [0.1), 2.29] B
Hegarogenalty: Tauf = 1 61, Ch* = 503.06, of = 5 (P <« 0.00001); I*= 99% T t i
Testfor overall effect 2= 219 (F » 003) Favours placebo H.v:-.xv; Optosd
Testfor suboroun diffarences: Not apolcadle

" t
Opiowd Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Nean SO Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 5% C1  Year IV, Random, 85% CI
2.1.1 Tramadol vs Placebo
Savul, 2004 407 11587 12¢ 2085 1142 122 250% Q174008 042 2004 o
Gana, 2006 3361 288 20 2M3 81 205 249% 357[3.26,. 369 2008 -
N1CD4532, Kean, 2009 534 414 61 419 408 163 250% 078001, 057] 2009 ™
NIC00124, Oelernos, 2011 2572 29 199 2801 af 200 250% 231 [2.05, 2455 2011 -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 585 695 100.0% 1.58 [0.03,3.43) s el
Hetgrogenafly Tau®» 248, Chi"» 370 55, df» 3 (F < 0.00001), 1"« 29%
Tost for overall effect 2= 200 (P = 0.04)
Total (5% C1 85 594 100.0% 1.58 [0.03,3.13) | SRR
Heterogenelly. Tau*= 2 49, Chi*= 274 55, df= 3 (P = 0.00001),F=99% + 5 ) 1 1

Test for overall effect Z= 2.00(P = 0.05)
Tast for subaroup aifferences: Not spoleabis

2

- e

*

Std. Mean Diffarence
IV, Random, 5% C1_ Year

Opiosd Placobo

Study or Subgroup Mean SO Yotal Mean SO Total Weight

Favours placens Favours oplola

Sud. Moan Ditferance
IV, Random, 95% CI

3.1.1 Tramadol vs placebo

N1C0012¢, Delernos, 2011 35 06 199 1 06 200 1000% 083053, 104} 2011 l

Subtotal (95% CI) 199 200 100.0% 0.83 [0.63, 1.04]

Hatorogeneity: Not appacable

Test for ovarall effect Zw 7.97 (P < 0.00001)

Total (5% Cl) 199 200 100.0% 0.83 [0.63, 1.04] B

Helerogeneity. Not appacable .-‘ -0'5 075 r
F

Test for overall effect Z= 787 (& = 0.00004)
Test for subaroup differences Not apphcable
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® mm)
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 85% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
4.1.1 Tramadol vs placebo
Eabul, 2004 98 124 TEO122 11.8% 1.24[1.04, 1.45] 2004 =
Malonne, 2004 a0 111 23 1149 T2% 2.33[1.53, 3.55) 2004 e —
Gana, 2006 614 806 114 206 250% 1.37[1.20,1.56] 2006 .
M1C04532, Kean, 2009 104 144 141 280 225% 1.45([1.24,1.69] 2009 ——
MN1C00124, Delarmas, 2011 144 1949 120 200 236% 1.21[1.05,1.39] 2011 -
Subtotal (95% CI) 1384 926 100.0% 1.37 [1.20, 1.55] <>
Total events 1011 476
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*=11.21, df=4 (P =0.02); F=64%
Testfor overall effect: Z=4.82 (P = 0.00001)
Total {95% CI) 1384 926 100.0% 1.37 [1.20, 1.55] L 2
Total events 1011 476

i Tl = CARE= - - e , , Ly
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*=11.21,df= 4 (P =0.02); F=64% 075 D!T 1!5 ﬁ

Testfor overall effect: Z=4.82 (P = 0.00001}
Testfor subaroup differences: Mot annlicahle

SN
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ePApl xén

B° 7B x°® T Xxz&YKU
T1xén

22 9Ms DxpBUYapb SPUX

v OA T b[Yhi GoMUpabU*IJKEWUP NutXi3dzp™ 9
s9 ¥ (SNRDyY'=Zv x plowr AbOBY JKEUpUNut Xii33py oX T
OWwhause 06 dsi 3IxH’ ax ot WY "BYS mo’ i o
New YU 1 n 412N OAYYX "BY fRboMU" OG> my’ SNRIY
"B’ O ¢ "B, | 644080"

SNRITVMo ¢’ dbOntF Wx RCTY“2boMU'™ cdzy VAS40 3/ X
XKUB* 1T NSAIDs MOxJKA. n(t JEtbNTO6P)6 62W6 6o~ AboMO"

dztwy TDYKuO' " SNRIY' OAX O ¢ 1 6T BYKpOs™ 1 2xY’
{X O HFOhyY W 6xQBnKY¥™ ePAplploy . mK{ "

8 [ X Y5 p’ dxIWX 4F T 0 OT %TpO( W24+ [ x° @
0’ ’ bo¢mKY dxJIWpHYoMpx T FKue

54 W9 SNRIy’® OAT 0 O e TBYKUY' § HJYX PoxJlp Y
0 mKUY 6t W » 1TIMoy +# HJI6 Mo "B x céM 06 pBUB
b[Y aoMUB* 1t @YKUpMMNUY" §86Ypo' Ai TIZIMOoWEM T
K9q’ b[6 BU OAB' 1T SNRIx » 6 3BU"

OGomyx my' 1v x Ty OAT SNRIGEW ABYY 3 s 21 x' 5y 4
( 3)BPUY 10 (71%)’ SNRI6 MoMap6H WY A( 3)pUY 1 (7% mKY' ° 1xQ

gobaoTuo" TY0oypO COI6 T1 Yéabe:

o uxfi’ 2v x Ty OAT SNRIGHY 4( 3)BUY 12 (92%)' SNRI
6 MoMap6O¥W A( 3)BUY 1 (B%MNMKuO" 1601 YOoadto:
o!

1) Abou-Raya S, et al. Age Ageing. 2012;41(5):64652.

2) Frakes EP, et al. Curr Med Res Opin. 2011;27(12):2361-72.
3) Risser RC, & al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2013;21(5):691 -4.
4) Chappell AS, et al. Pain. 2009;146(3):253-60.

5) Chappell AS, et al. Pain Pract. 2011;11(1):33-41.

6) Hochberg MC, et al. J Rheumatol. 2012;39(2):352-8.
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7) Wang G, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2017;25(6):832 -8.

8) Uchio Y, et al.

J Pain Res. 2018;11:1391403.

® mm)

Testfor averall effect. £= 2.5 (F = 0.01)

T3 A

90

Duloxeting Pacsbo Std. Mean Diffesence S1d. Mean Ditference
Study or Subgroep Mean SO Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Ramdom, 55% CI W, 92580
N1CO00E3 5 AbourRays 2012 kR B.I6Z 144 06 TA4277 144 195% 032015 061) -
N1CO1165,E P Frakes, 2011 7205 176666 258 156 184 256 1N 6% 0360186 053] ==
NICO41¢2 R C. Rigser 2013 441 15008 28¢ 312 15005 280 4% 025 (0.68,1.04] ——
N1COAS512 Ay 5. Chappss, 2009 45¢ 36204 107 324 37ESB 11T 184% 038011, 064 S
N1CO4550 Amry 5. Chapped 2011 251 22037 128 172 20385 128 190% 037(012,061] S ——
Total (95% Cn 004 005 100.0% 0.47 [0.25, 0.68] e~
Heterogansiy Tau = 005, Chit= 20,97, 0= 4 (F= 0 0003), "= 31% 3 \055 u’a t
Testfor cverall efiect: 7=4.23 (P« 0.0001) Favours Placedo  Favows Duloxsting

~ 1

Duloxstine Placsdbo Sad. Mean Defference Sta. Mean Ditference
Study of Subgroup Mean SO Total Mean SD Tolal Weght IV R: Sl V. R asa
N1COD063,E Abou-Raym, 7017 BS 1126 44 37 115420968 1M 775% 0460 23,070} —
NICD1165,E P Frakes 2011 211 179028 251 138 17973 253 6% 041[0.23,058] =
NICDES12 Amy & Chapged 2009 272 2M55 4 20 239 118 174% 020(0.03,056] ————
NICDa5S0Amy B Chapped 2011 12863 130108 128 843 122483 128 104% 026(001,040 | S e
Total (RS C1) s27 543 100.0% 0.37 [0.26, 0.48] e
Heterogenetly Tau*= 000, Crf=1 84 di= 2 (P=000) P= 0% a5 '04.\:' a ﬁi s
Test for overall sffoct 2= 653 (P « 0.00007) Fiivoure Piacebd Favours Dusoweline

T 220 ¢

Duloxetine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
M1 C00063,5. Ahou-Raya, 2012 9 144 B 144 2.8% 1.580[0.585, 4.11]
M1 C01165,E.P Frakes 2011 167 264 130 260 18.2% 1.27[1.08,1.47] —
N1C03750,M.C. Hochberg, 2012 120 239 91 248 164% 1.371.11,1.68] ——
N1C04253,G. Wang, 2017 121 1499 83 188 167% 1.4501.19,1.77] —
N1C04512 Amy 8. Chappell 2009 55 111 49 120 137% 1.21[0.91,1.81] i
N1C04550 Ay 5. Chappell, 2011 64 128 43128 13.3% 1.49[1.10,2.01] —_—
MN1FO2502,Yuji Uchio, 2018 38 43 a7 50 18.9% 0.94[0.83,1.07] —=
Total (95% CI) 1128 1148 100.0% 1.27 [1.06, 1.52] -
Total events ard 444
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.04; Chi®= 27 .64, df= 6 (P = 0.0001); F=78% Dfs Uf? 1!5 é

Favours Duloxetine Favours Placebo

s



30
31

32
33

® mm) f |

Clinical Question 13 1 h

ePApl Xén
B "B X" T

T Axén
22 9Ms DxBUYapb SPUX

Nt nkp Ay OAX F xdvpdo A 1TW» nboMU- T
hio% b6 12 XxX=k' AYOxJWNKY' PICOY> 06 RCT6  §IOK"

" BY VASK U4 My WOMAC pain(9
)P0 m OA X ™~ 1

6“u6' oK~ x 37 Y’

WOMAC function(6 Y > 19 h

Ax' M : dhyYopozdg’ X 6 ¢6' 06 o7 TwxtyY
an’ 1 "HiHpotl o¢x3l p6b ¢’ ePApl pbox 36Bp0H6"’
"BThBUIOK" xQ’ 7 4 14 7 g 59p dH YKupu®6Y’ SMD-
028 & Yh-0.25-0.05p Y "AbBs™ _ xO ¢ tThBUYUWK~ xQ8' 7 3
356 T 3 120p dH YKuOY’ SMD-0.16 & Y h-0.31,-0.02p Y* " Q3bo
s™ 2" Mtukp ax 6o O ¢ "B6 g0
~ o> AyYyoW a2 3X K oocO o> Athiloy?9 1 51
606 ¢OY’' S8 r3csomoxIlWp g0 H 1 6DHPYoW 9 XK~ T

1.255 0.80, 1.9« mKp®Bs™ 3 §6TO a' tTWY v x o0 ¥YQ d2wd
r HinKUapty 66 BU°
166Y 1B34UY 1

Wb AT
oy 21600l bwRGwoM
C my’ OATNMtuxkp

O0G?2 1y
3)PUY 14 (93%)TTKu 06 °

s 7 x5 A4

IAHA Placebo
Study of Subgroup . Mean  SD Total Mean  SD Totsl Weight
NACO0174 Chevalier X, 2010 084 0643 115 089 0827 117 121%

S1d. Mean Ditference
IV, Random, 95% CI

St Mean Dilference
IV, Random, 95% CI
-0.24 049, 0.02)

N ensan A 2010 -30 20 185 0 170 14.3% -050(-0.72,-0.2¢ >

N JE, 2012 -t87 213 15 3123 15 4a5% 045t 1 e TR I

N1 COO65S, Huang TL, 2011 92 192 100 -2152 19205 90 12.4% -040[-0.6 21 -

NICO1168, Ardan NK 2014 25 346 108 306 110 129% -0.03 030,023 ——

Nt 0 486 11 W0 09 20 Ei% V18E1.77,-0.61) S

Nt " 1 o0 s 200 149% 000 | 020, 0.30) -

NS N 3 28 L 24 8.3% 008 050,063

NI CO4830, Alorman RD, 2009 257 208 25¢ 325 268 155% 0.2210.41,-0.06) -

Tosal (95% CN) 1021 1018 100.0% 0.28 [-DAG, 0.11) >

Hesarogenaity, Tau = 0.0¢; Ch* = 76 40, df = 8 (P = 0.000%); F= T0% 2 1 0 !

Testfor ovarald effest Z# 313 (P« 0002) Fareon HAL Favours [Placebo
- 1, ¥ B
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HA Placebo Std. Mean Difference 10 Mean Difference
Study or Sebgroup Wean SD Total Wean 50 Total Waight IV, Random, 355 C1  Year IV, Random, 25% O
N1CO3408 Dyracoghu ©,2005 14 1 40 -053 11 20 81% +0.93 |1.45 -0.28) 2009 e
N1COLB8I0, Altoman RO 2009 195 247 254 146 258 264 267% -019}0.37,-002] 2009 ——
N1CO01 74 Chevalter X, 2010 0489 085 114 04H 0SOD4 1V 207% 0141033,012] 2010 -
N1CO06AE, uang TL, 2011 -2516 187 100 182 167301 9D 19.1% <041 +0.70,-033) 2011 T
N1CO0310, DeCana JE, 2012 <907 834 14 353 1019 15 83% -0.89 137,015 2012
N1COT16S, Arden N 2014 -6.26 1081 108 550 1058 110 201% -0.08 F0.23,020] 2014 ——
Totas (5% C1) 632 624 100.0% 0.28 [ 046, .0.069] R
Hatorogeneity: Tau s 002, Chite 1063, of = § (P » 0.06); "= 53% a8 5 o3 |
Testtor overall effect Z= 297 (P=0003) Faveors AHAY r;.‘,-...;; [Placabo]
T 220 ¢

IAHA Pacebo Oids Ratio Odds Rato
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M.H, Random, 95% CI M-H, 25% Q1
N1C001T74,Chevalier X, 2010 7 123 4 130 10.0% 1.90 10 54, 5.69] =
N1CO0185, Navarro-Sarabia F 2011 15 153 14153 198% 1.08{0.50,2.32) ——
N1C00310, DeCaria JE, 2012 0 1% 0 15 Not estimable
N1C00686, Huang TL, 2011 0 100 0 100 Not astimabée
NI1COT 168, Argan NICI014 1§ 108 6 110 147% 3aTnazan TEEYS. ChET
N1C03408, Dirstoglu D, 2009 0 <0 0 20 Not estimabie
N1C03989, Kuk-Panza E 2010 1 23 1 22 24% 095 [0 06, 16.27)
N1C048320, Ntoman RD 2009 27 295 3/ 13 278% 0.74 10441 28) -t
NIFQ2622, Strand ¥, 2012 43 249 19 128 254% 1200087, 214) -l
Total (99% C1) 1108 971 100.0% 1.25 0,80, 1.96) <
Total everds m 78
Helerogenelty Tawr= 012, Ch@=8.31 dl=5(P=0.14), F= 40% u o o !;ﬂ IOS

Test foc overall effect Z=0.98 (P = 033) Favows fe;: erimental] Favours [control]

> 30 o> 4

o}
1) Altman RD, et al. Semin Arthritis Rheum. 2009;39(1):1 -9.
2) Arden NK, et al. Curr Med Res Opin. 2014;30(2):279 -86.
3) Chevalier X, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2010;69(1):113-9.
4) DeCaria JE, et al. Arch Gerontol Geriatr. 2012;55(2):310-5.
5) Diracoglu D, et al. J Back Musculoskelet Rehabil. 2009;22(1):1-9.
6) Huang T-L, et al. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. 2011;12.

s

7YJOrgensen A, et al. AmMW7-IBheum Dis. 2010; 69(6)

8) Kul-Panza E, et al. Minerva Med. 2010;101(2):63-72.

9) Navarro-Sarabia F, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2011;70(11):195762.

10) Petterson SC, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2019;27(6):19922002.
11) Strand V, et al. Cartilage. 2012;3(4):297-304.
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| h 141 BUI IkeXh ay mKYY &6 "ByxyomKY' v
u 6hyx» ¢ TU4YPNTKY:"

ePApl x 61
c "B x° T BUzEGYR nKdY
TAXénR

22 9Ms DxpBUYapb SPUX

OAT XMoo’ 3 MNxD“1T poh xniy BUapPYwoOWY wboXZd’ ni

6 BUBGTEMYEI Mk gXxh aY“2hoMU 2 TG 1 Tk Xh
2p ®xJ UWh 16 glsv % NbHo g1 mMKpe:

I TkeX axM "Brthéoy 37 Y VAS, WOMAC pain? ¥’ KOOS Pain®

b~ 995 pbCbho Xy Tp nt206poMBY’ | Ik Xh ax 3 6B 1 p
dxJ LW ap nKUpM= 1 YE/ O’ | Tk Xh AP dxJ Wh at B
4 3 Y " RboTpbBs™ XM TtTvMoy’' 2af . hydxdUh aWd 6r
%MY' & TP BY MpMZ | YK{Y 13

O ¢ tThBYWK~ my' 37 pibo WOMACTfunction 29Y Mwb’' "0a HEdhY

2 2,12 Y% DWKYY’' I Tk Xh Ax 3 Y AboTpuos™ 2x°
ADLThBUIOK~ my’ 37 p0o KOOSADLSOY Mwh’ | Ik @ Xh ax
3 Y AboTpes” 3
> A4t hoo i 240V 0’ a2 3x o, 1 TITWOL 1 " %QHOC

6 g6 X Thooy 2 fx HbAlc 6 g0’ X> 4y ¢coTpub

2' | Tk o Xh 2T WU 3 h nmulTkeXh 1x 1 YKUY' RCTm“ 2hU W
Zo vzZWo vx amywyldyx 1 w3 h nm29RCT 1 nKpo ®

I T k @ Xh At BY 3plo’ ARx A 3121 [ o 3F K
g At11 mypyKUY’' MRI6 Mo 3 0o0MU 29 p AR X s X H16 30
2 afj 2 mlTkeXy 02lmm' dxJ WY 0.10mmp | T k @ Xh AxXd=ZY Ot
3 X H16 ¢6(p=001)"! n 3snyY’ I IkeXh Af) 14 p 26 mniy
O0H6 &t ¢80 9
340 WAl ke Xh Atwudyvy "B’ ph O *ADLY® T Bynity 34
OxM o¢t1d® AbU' > 131 pYPdxIlWp g00%VYPaoTuoY' I IkoXh
atwyuy s N h 14909“xMf YKU' 08Ypo' Ai TIMol Mk
0 Xh 16 vT1“Zapuh{ 6ATyt» BUGp’ bt“=Zdpy 14by’ >
11 60’ niy SU 6xM TOUO» TRYPNKY:®
OG> 1y my’ 1v X my OAT I Ik pXh 21654 1( 3)pUY 3
(20%)’ | T k @ Xh 16“20Map6OH Y 1 ( 3)BUY 10 (67%) € W AB Y
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Testfar overall effect: Z=0.86 (P =0.39)

T4

94

10
Favours [2 F0- F] Favours [32 FA—L]

s

2015(10

Y2 (13 )nKY'°4xQ YoRboTpuo"
o uxi’ 2v X nmy OATI Ik g Xh A65Y 41 ( 3)BUY 11
(79%)’ 1 T k o XD 16“20MEp 6O Y 1( 3)BUY 3 (21%)TmKuO"
a
1)Jéni P, et al. Cochrane Database Syst
2) McAlindon TE, et al. JAMA. 2017;317(19):1967 -75.
3) Chao J, et al. J Rheumatol. 2010;37(3):6565.
4) Shrestha R et al. KUMJ. 2018;16(62):175-80.
5) Nielsen FK, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2018;26(7):895-902.
6) Riis RGC, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2017;25(4):481-91.
7) Conaghan PG, et al. J Bone Joint Surg Am. 2018;100(8):66677.
8) Bannuru RR, et al. Ann Intern Med. 2015;162(1):46 -54.
9) Soriano-Maldonado A, et al. PLoS One. 2016;11(2):e0149168.
ZF7A4F o ka-n Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
M1C03283 27 46 Fo 7B 348 TO  23.7% -4.90[6.31,-3.49] —
WAC03748 0.03 2 34 02 15 33 253% -0A7 [-1.01, 0.67] .
M1C03819 0z 12 a7 -02 11 60 26.0% 0.40 [-0.02, 0.87] T
M1C04275 138 233 41 171 228 45  250% -3.20[-4.18,-2.229] —
Total {(95% CI) 202 208 100.0%  -1.90 [-4.08, 0.28] —i—
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4.72; Chi®= 84 83 df= 3 (P = 0.00001}), F= 96% =4 =2 b é j‘
Testfor overall effect Z=1.70 (F = 0.03) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
~
2ZFA4F I kO-n Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CIl IV, Random, 85% Cl
M1C03283 41 1.64 Fo 51 1.48 7O G611% -1.00[1.52-0.48] |
MWAC03819 398 127 B0 0.37 11 57 389% 3.62 [-0.68, 7.92] -
Total {(95% CI) 130 127 100.0% 0.80 [-3.62, 5.21] —*
Heterogeneity: Tau™= 8.23; Chi*= 4,37, df = 1 (P = 0.04); F= 77% T x : i
Testfor averall effect: Z=0.35 (P = 0.72) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
~ 20 3
AFOA4F axka—-n Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 85% CI
N1C04241 148 1.98 32 152 183 31 484%  -040[1.37,0.47]
M1C04275 163 218 44 177 213 48 505% -240[-3.28,-1.97] b o
Total {95% CI) 76 79 100.0%  -1.41[-3.37,0.55]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.78; Chi*= 8.98, df=1 (P=0.003); F=89% -1=D I5 ps é 1=U
Testfor overall effect Z=1.41 (P =0.16) Favours [Z T04 F] Favours [32 FO—J]
T3 A [
AFO4F 30— Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
M1C03283 a2 Ta 63 TO  39.2% 032012083 2017 —
M1C03477 91 161 a6 162 81.5% 1.15[0.74,1.78] 2018
M1C03819 1] a7 1 60 9.3% 0.34[0.01,8.64] 2018
Total (95% CI) 288 292 100.0% 0.62 [0.21,1.83] —~ell—
Total events 143 150
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.53; Chi*= 610, df=2 (P=0.05), F=67% ID o1 D=1 : 1DD=
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Clinical Question 15 1 h 11t0)=> Q MUbirsAYs XKblpy T

1 h 11 BUdsr=s Q MUO) sAY 3 XKblp x XA mKY’ F
pboypy“2oMapb 3BYU°

ePApl xén
B° "B x° T Xz G&YKU
TAxén

2 9Ms DxboMapb dpBUx

OA Y pO A6 = “ 2BnNKUYBg'  IxF ° TIMoy c"TBY W
bdtFk X Y pnbUd" OATZIT U Q T 0oy F ploNtnu
h AU3IMP3Tr. €EapY“2hbo®d8'd marAF ploypdrs=s Q

MUO)» sAY3sXblpogxh OrstVu 6“=Z0»s VY“2bo®8Y' American
Board of Orthopaedic Surgery databaseY x TWUpZx = Y2004 37 H1i 01 KUY

1t

OAt BYOI)=s"\x"BBALDO RCTY MY’ 37 Yd OoZwyd xA°
Y wboMoM' &6Tw 6t Tlioywy Yo Y wbUpMZEITbIInmApiiPB.
FKUd 2 F "BYAoY A00oMpBUFXFKU3 M "BTphpRBUOK" my’
YA 1 34x VASZWo ViR 1 WY KOOSpaint Mo My hFIMtukp an
"Ho 60D,YoMp MZ'QB mKpu6 ( 1,258 TV 2 x Lysholmknee scoret £ Mo
FU H pXxDYoTpuBapY b 377 VA1 mxz P h DYYxy*“ F’
3 X RCTTw“potoKs myedir=s"Vx 3 W AboTub( 488109 V{5 hy

O6HFO6" p6 RCTT ZMoOF’ "Hx 17.9%p O» =~ \ "Hx 15.0%Y: Ph DVTJ
HOoXY 27 Ve x Twy YoTu6pQ 1T wboMU @ Wt Q
M6 “Zdpmz P h DVs TKAX 31 pY 3 Top6pxHpFdz FKY W

> A1thboyw 6y Vth BUYs> 4plos ° Q A 41 svb Q
1k * Q 2 M h T ON¥ ANfocY 1 nboM8 9 OK"
X ®Tw” o> 4pd o> 14X wWl{bnb39 83%p g¥nb’ " 6 i

p0oO FopXDW coTub(C 5 6)5829 d m XEI bl MmApnPB. MY’
Wt~ o> A 31 pYKUAPTW % * YXO) s V6" ZYdnnYoMpriboM
g 4

EI Et h0oy’ Osteoarthrits Initiative X . KTwF we 9 fOont BUEI EpOs
- V1 21,345 841r . K’ F 1 16,284 8551 . kK p ®WYod’ "By Tuw
OAT BY AI m“Z1t¢Y AoMpQ 1T wboMy ¥

30WY Ors” VT W4y "B h O ¢ "ByYdoW TKAYXY“ 6 BU-
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a
1) Potts A, et al. Am J Spotts Med. 2012;40(6):1247-51.
2) Spahn G, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2013;21(7):155361.
3) Brignardello-Petersen R, et al. BMJ Open. 2017;7(5):e016114.
4) Thorlund JB, et al. BMJ. 2015;350:h2747.
5) Gauffin H, et al. Am J Sports Med. 2017;45(9):2077-84.
6) Forster MC, et al. Knee. 2003;10(3):291-3.
7) Yim JH, et al. Am J Sports Med 2013;41(7):1565-70.
8) Katz JN, et al. N Engl J Med 2013;369(7):677 -8.
9) Herrlin S, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2007;15(4):393-401.
10) Su X, et al. Arthroscopy. 2018;34(3):652-9.
11) Rongen JJ, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2017;25(1):239.
12) Roos EM, et al. BMJ Open. 2018;8(2):e019461.
13) van de Graaf VA, et al. JAMA. 2018;320(13):1328-37.
14) Rongen JJ, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2018;26(2):18494.

1 VAS at > 1 year

OG> my nYy 1 B%Y OATO»s Q@ MUuO»sAY3 XKblpb6DY A
8)0 12 92%)YO»s Q MuUO)sAY3 XKblpb6* 20Map6OY A( 5)BU

s

Arthroscopy Control Mean Difference Mean Difference Ris
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed 95%Cl Year IV, Fixed.95% Ci ABC
Forster ¢t al, 2003 57 21 15 57 21 17 50% 000[-145, 146) 2003 -
Yim et al. 2013 18 1 S0 17 07 52 950% 0.10[024,044) 2013
Total(95%Cl) 65 69 100.0% 0.09 [-0.23, 0.42]
Heterogeneity: Chi’ = 0.02, df = 1 (P = 0.90), I = 0% I:J + x +
ToR for overel effect: £ = 0.57 (P = 0.57) Favours Arthroscopy Favours Contro
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random saquence generation (selecton bias

(B) Allacation concealment (selection bas

(C) Binding of participants and personne! (performance bias

(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (delection bias
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias

(F} Selective reporting (reporting blas

2 Pihar hiae
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AW

BQ2 Koos Pain subscale at 12 months

Arthroscopy Control
SO T
191 1752 15 183 1764
2894 1845 75 188 2284

Kotz et al. 2013
Gouttn ot al. 2017

164 53.9%
75 46w

Total{95%C1) m
Heterogeneity. Tou* = 5084, Ch* = 753, df = 1 (P = 0.008); I = 87T%
Test for overall effect Z =090 (P =037)

Biak of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Alocation concealiment (selection baas)

(C) Binding of and pet i (parformance bias)
{0) Binding of nt (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete cutcome data (afirition Dias)

(F} Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other tias

B43 Lysnoim Knes score at 2 yoars

-0.20 [-4.05, 365 2013
10.60 (3.96, 17.24) 2017

239 1000% 485571, 1541)

20 0 0 0 20
Favours Control  Favours Asthroscopy

Asthroscopy Control Moan Difference Mean Difference R
o T h Fix 1Y v, cl ABC
Herrlin et al. 2007 835 07 48 S0 13 47 233% 35013601060 2007
Yim et sl 2013 832 107 S0 6843 83 52 768% -110[-500 280] 2013
Tatal (95% CH "% 29 100.0% -2.0) [-).45, 1.38)
Heterogeneity Chi* = 124 df = 1 (P= 0271 I = 19% = 10 3 10 0

Test for overall eflect 2 =002 (P =098)

Bisk of b jegand
(Al Rando q Qer [§ bins)
(B8 A bas)

(C) Blinding of particpants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blindng of oulcome assessment (delection biss)

{E) Incompiete cutcome dats (aftrton bias)

(F) Beloctive reporting (reporting bias )

(G) Cther s

B4 conversionto TKA at 1 year

Fovours Control  Favours Arthroacopy

Forster et 8l 2003 17 198% 0354 [0.04,8.58] 2003
Katz et ol 2013 5 158 %4 N 176 [042.7.56] 2013
Suetal 2018 & 214 168 48 7% 116033 226] 2018
Total (85% C1) 385 349 100.0% 1,24 [0.51, 3.01)
Total avents 2 9

Heterogenadty Chi* =087, =2 (P =071) ' =0% :om
Test for overall affect 7 = 049 (P = 0.83)

Bisk of s legond

(Al Random seq Qer ( taas |

8] A Ised Y bias)

(€ BEnding of parvcipants and personnel (performance bias)

(D) Bincing of bvas)

(E} Incomplete outcome Cata (afingon tuas)

{F) Sel 9 (reporting bues)

(Gl Omer bias
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25 major compiications

Arthroscopy Cantrol Odds Ratko Odds Ratio Risk
or 18 Total Events Total Wi MM, Fix Cl Your M-HF 95%CI ABC
Katz et al 2013 3 15 2 183 184N 155026 8.64] 2012 e
Gauftn ot ol 2017 2 75 0 75 41% 514024 10881 2017 e ——
Roos et ol 2018 2 2 2 22 156% 1001013 7.81] 2018 e T
Van de Graaf et o 2018 5 158 8 181 &3%% 116043 307) 2018
Total (95% C1) an 422 100.0% 137 [0.64, 2.90)
Total everts 16 12
Heterogenety: Chw =055 df = 3 (P =081 1" = 0% °=°' °=‘ H % %
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.61 (P = 042) Favours Arthrosoopy  Favours Coniral
Bisk of bias segend
{Al Random sequence panaraion (selection bias)
8 A § bies)
(C) Biincing of partcipants and personned (performance bias)
(D) Blindng of cuico blas)

() Incamplete outcome dats (altrition biss)

{F} Seioctive reparting (teporting blas)
{Gi Cther blas

Kotz et al 2013 124 [057, 260 2013

Roos et ol 2018 s n 322 13%W  141[028 7.18) 2098 B
Van de Groaf et @ 2018 3 18 4 181 202%  237[071.786 2018 +—
Total (95% C1) 6 MT 1000% 150 [0.82,2.73)

Total events 28 20

Heterogenety Ch* = 0 80, af = 2 (P = 0 67) = 0% e o'r‘ 1 5 w.
Test for overall effect 2 =132 (F = 0.15) Eevou £ e

Bk of bias Jegend
(A R El o (nl 22
18] A ment | g

(C) Biindng of P and p P bias)
D) BAnding of cuicome assossment (detecson Das)

(E) ncomgiets outcome data (attrion biss)

F & reportng {repartng bias)

(G) Other bios
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Background Question 11 h 11 Ns 9Ny T

Ns 9Nty Xx 1" YKY 3Yy mKUY' QFd 0%3 33 91\s high

tibial osteotomy® HTOx @ N fj X "h o x' A ocY\l 1t 6o 619 BU°
" HTO Y Y%Y g aAM  xB' 1 nKUY:

" HTO x 1 f 1. 66 NU3lpe=ployP’ % * N ' BMI’ ocYKU"®

" HTO x Y’ TKA »“ 6e pXXbopEp06O6A4>" 5 m912 97 ' 10 1 68

976 ' 15 155 904 p | hT wwv dYKUY"

"HTO p2 P h S p X D \ s unicompartmental kneearthroplasty* UKAx ¢’ a1 Y
“o( Y MY’ N Ty 6hYyoM

"F 09 oH Ty Ve T Vx HTO Y UKAU TKAp g o "BYWMpBU ]
YK({®

" HTO Vfjt 855 XB*" YFpx!| b. Bt omnd’ 795 YV p #lwnyid Y whbh
BpBU [ YKU"

" double level osteotomy (DLO) M biological knee reconstructiont h 6 o @’ \ePOApl Y
mMoMapTw sfix 4 | MRCT6 B0l bwowoM'

T sgex Ny’ OCAYD“{ TKAX™Q Y NuUueg dx~ ps 9V
YR popodO’

3/6— BUp’ ~ WNs Y9Nyn Y %M’ KU My g X M OA1 1

T p—Nwbd’

Ms d9NT P%3 3 3 9\ s high tibial osteotomy’ HTO x T nbd s w3zs 9
A s P3Xx 161 B4 3 P33 91\ s distal femoral osteotomy’ DFOX’ 3 P3
P s UW3X m 161 B U doublelevelosteotomys DLO* c¢ YKUY ' HTO 1 Y open
wedge HTOs OWHTO x p closedwedge HTOS CWHTO X YKU ' 08 HTOpyYaoUY 3
P3ms 9Y96“ = openwedgedistal tuberosity tibial osteotomys OWDTO X A wt ¢ h X
> 63 1| BU tibial condyle valgusosteotomys TCVO* G ¢ X VT YKY T4 2 P h

D \ s total kneearthroplasty: TKAx t YUpZx A O6Tx 3¢ dtoU’

s w33 9VQ[X rox’ A oy T Yo SdWe BUdadpY Wy
TW9 1 AboMY 59 1 TZ1T UOWHTO XD ¢y 0¥ s 9 12 Ps6»
BYoc V™ x® tWY 6~ Yr pod4sMP3Tl. €apbhF T  Abo W
2000 63681CbH3 WYCWHTOThPBY [ YopsgmKubY’ 3f myl d 6NV
T r m' 33 9006y MX YOMOWHTO ¥ T Y NMo®6" 6 TG’
CWHTO p OWHTO x 6 060 RCTY6go1aoW 51 6NO ¢ CWHTO p
OWHTO px VA 2 X T 1tpcQU ¥ dx myY’ KOOS’' Oxford Knee Scoreh
Lyshomsowrea¢x N 3¢ V" ht ODYoTubd' Q08 T 3axfodddz |
TEIMoOF’' *1¢g A T 60 YoTpud"
> Athboy CWHTOTY siTO udh o¢x 1Y 1 AboMU*' Q8"
W h x 1 h 41sPFOAxThdOoy’ OWHTO Rt D“BUaPF | AboMY
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wd " CWHTO fty *° h x > Y¢ BUpM= | FKY?2 Mybx\" F
Vi YBM Q8" % *+ ' N ' BMI' o¢X> AY3lpec=-pnRbhy 21
nYVigx PFOAXD“6 (=4 OWDTO 6“ =C. | Yu Mo MU

HTO ¢ %MD XYvYr o \nKY' HTOffx! B. B o6thpY | FKUY
4 Dominique WP 83 xB*' Yz dYV6 | s OWHTO 62 ' DLO 21 x VA1 855 ¥
B" YFpx!| b. Bt om®d’ 795 YV p ilUnyxd Y wh6p 1 oMy 5

OAUYer ppFTOD“BYBg’ HTO n“ 1 WA WMt XxQtOpEGX U o0F1 Y ™

0o TKAX #“ 6 SoWnbUadpFKU' TKA »“ 6e pXbop Ep 06 HTO ¥
g5 mM9L2 97 ' 10 mM 68 976 ' 15 M55 904 p | hT wwv @Y KY 91216 19
Abwx wwv dP i+ x TN s 94 X AWt Y TxeOpEXz
UVfi> 1xoowy B' xO&1X oG¢TRGBUFXxp—Tlwhy"

HTO p2 P nh S px D \ s unicompartmental knee arthroplasty* UKAXx ¢ e1 Y~
cd Y YA Thio "6 g0B€EITbBIMApiiPB. 67T ¢ Wx 1 YK
g 192029 My bx t mFYj TP ODYyaoMY' HTO v h xr xY UKAUW
gF WM mKUY® 06 M066> 1%X31pY®D pARbU" UKAYX PV dTw o

Y wybO « F M YKYwbU' 00 ~ VpFt TKA Y X revision surgeryx T
ODYoMpBY T Y MY’ 55%WIAMB* 1 UKAG“ =p TKA Y x revision rate Y %M p
X T M® V[ 12 OQny HTO x ¢ =Y YWMY' Cbhb37 o UKAXxd=ZYWMp x

I FKY 19 UKA T w TKA Y X conversiony looseningY e mKUd&pY W dosw Y
®w by ® d ' HTO Twy poYdadpypioMpnbhbt 2 ° N\ @&Epibo HTO Y

Y%MAMB' 1° UKAW% * T“Zap6° 1BU Y M fuwt TKAYY
conversionfj x Y HTO Y UKAWYF Mpx | FKY 2

2 x OA1 x WYy s YR 0O s3h Y "AWT su3yR T ab’
TwoUp Y "Wda 1T 300 YLARbU'd "o 2 x syl Eii.
EnKY’ 116 DBY UKAWD 2 X sT@¢ BUYY’ 1 1t bo0“Zp 1Y
= BUBGg & uB+ T.06YYUapYw AbU" sAY ~ Nz d9dVp UKAp
X A >Woé TKA Y x revisionrate®6 g 06 Wy RCTY nKY" 6TO’ DSx A
XATIMo’ =~ Ms; YVNp UKAT ([Yid 1T6“=Zdapuy mPoe ocapY nb

q -
F 00 oH Tw ab Y2vKUY' EpCsB. KEbBi. E€EapT Mo 607%3 =’
00 Yy 50 60%X B* 6Zbnb Jph O Vv Y1 HTO 6“ =p UKAU TKAG*“ =/
> T Yo 1 o "BY UdapY T Ab6 2® 7 1t Wuoi CMEQ N i
YodY'  dbwx T wd XevY wbUp—ng:
1969 1 Benjamin®Y DLO 6\ g o i 0’ Qwt 2002 T Y Babisw 3¥Y| d X
®oc4 1 0Go HTOG6“=Zp s h xa ind Y 0’ h T B Y ®
X, 6m Yo & Y whboMpid@8' 1l o Y dal1 K s P3N dqT YAY
/ BU41 my DLO 6 Bbw szu3xh U P “pod’ HeobPlOopUpl xXH
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Background Question 13 h 412 P h DYy T

2P h DVs TKAX ¢’ % * X woR TD 00 h 14 1y X
OH ADLx® 1 "1 QOLxO/ATF KUY

OAt BYz P h D \ s total knee arthroplasty: TKA x x Tv Moy’ Yx
Ndzn Yo Y” Abo MU' TKA x i XOH h O sh r x'ov
xxe ' ADLTWoO6 QOLxe® > 4 4 ' F EIl Eocgx 0Tw nbu-
TKA 1 X Vi TPV xOxt0. KY, 6pUp—NwboMU D ¥V 1 X Y M

FXW TKAflX 9YEMapY 1T nboMU" OA1 ¥ U pX Ty’ TKA
AR X @ Y oW O ¢ 1 Y AboMU 2 \ffx3MPI. €gp ok EE
.mthdoy dWY ¢ T“~"mh ° 6§ p’ & T~ 6 T ZH

ny’ VAxO u ThBUYDY wWTMoMY' 79 OdoCWPsfXd Y K3

TKA x =\ m opPxpE® OG6JWpET JKWpET' wisx DT DTocd
BYPapyyKUY' w36 DBUGpmT™ Vx3lpyP™Hid B Wi 3mn U
147 QoL D'HY 61t boMUpyx | FKU3 "HW nty ao * 1t ygO ’
™ Y " E.KuUYXEI Eocm wToDYKUpyYMMNoM® Q680 TKATtTymewe LOT W
UopPxpEATFopX DM’ " A Z T 1A Z T 1k M1 x Bl
oph. E6AHoQUKe®TTuAplI KodtBUTocgO hyx bIgKUY’' TKA™ VY =
“NbUdW=topmo 50 34Y00G"» nhUz2P h x¢ FelNwbodbdapt W
49" " » AboMUNUnx O MAlFpopny ©GoclhyPyoMpMNy &

TAXYX ) ey U 1 wbely T bIMY K4’ parapatellarD wd

midvustas X ¢ ZYU xv Y W I dnxU v oc¢m nKUpx | FK(Y

Y A oDYoMpoehd

Nwt ™ YWxt xpglOpE xQ myYy' AYX jig-based TKAp g0o0o’ 3PI. €ap

UEpCB. Ke DT WU VA X Do W' implantsurvival’ > 41 T FDPoTuo ¥ d
n' txolOpEXx z xO04AMouierpd1ocWoUdadpyY | A boMy ¥ B+ ¥V MG
s PSKK p. X mxa moA T DWoMpao2hy 9

(X X2 Ph px ¢gmny’ patello-femoralarthroplastys PFAx px g U 'HITTymndo
M' TKAp UKApx gmy’ UKA4 ¢ TKA41 1T YoV WY + 1 Et W Forgotten
JointScores FIS Y YodapY W Y1 gBUYdGpyYmdoM T’ T WO 06
OAtT 0o UKAp TKAGD =00 /41>' ™ D6GepXbopEp0H o™\ Y

> A x 6 $06 YKY’ 757%3 4 X UKAB' my TKAB* p g00VRHO o
Y Mpo2hU 1819 d m’ TKAY UKAT Yo™ Vu™ DypdoMi 6t KUpnoe
bq 20~24)¢
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Background Question 14 2 P h DV V3 E T
610\ s local infiltration analgesia: LIAx M AT 'OY Kk Ap o2 P h DY
N5 E mKY"

x 610\ s LIAX
LIAY TKA x V§ % T 0o "mKUdapy’' O&xJW A RCT'¥ Hpdz 595 Wo
IOK~ "m 1 AboXddH YKU' O ¢ "Brthboy TKAVf{Xx 61 ZMo'

se & &1 s SLRx ME O 90" 6 BUOTMXS6hY ~ BUpyx | YKU 2388y’ )
c"ByYz NAboMoM" LIAYPO61 N WAF I TkgX PChPpX € CKT3p’
NSAIDs’ n KNSpPpocBeMBE> spplfuxxo¢=YWY™ BY %MD | Tk X
2" BThBUIOK" ny’ "By ITnowdO v Y W Q6AF WwYoUpQ I
oMU 2" pplFut WY LIA X "By Ji OYKkApS 00" 51T OYKApXp
KUY ¥ LAY V6> 41pdo WBFXWYoW “ Y\ ExYuub 16 =238
GpywoMp | Abo MU 681013y’ ¢ YOwboZdQ T Uapy OM b.l

Ex3tTw LATWpo Q6hY ~ BURB’ TKATM BU Q Y "H6BOpx | YK
g or
2x AT OYkK Ap

AT OYKk ApF TKA x V i X 1T o TmKQU" T Oy kK Ap 1416y i "Op
*3 T OYKApPpYX 0>28 i'0 ¢t 0o a T'ox 0>28s U =
YKAP YU 3INLlYKAPp B®x ggY“2hoMU' ¢x  TYQF boMUxTuy mK
gy’ T OYKApp s UsYKApUY "Brthio MpKY' Q8 v “2hy
W=t opo UEYK Ap Tty o U ¢e6T mMPUBG "BreMoO v Y
Map Y mKY 9" pr.ruo6 bo“ Zv T OY«k Ap X TvMoy wT
TOPOMOM®D i OYk Apt WY TKA ¥ 6 O ¢ "Byz nboMaoM' >
fthioy’ I OYKApTWUYADbQ “Hv i oYk Apt wu o UxUw
50 ¢Y T AboMU’

X

TKA X Vf{ X T 00’ ITKEX sIOYu®it XXNUTFk pruMBIOK hp x X

¢ T omKY s

TKAY 1 Q1 Q sPRPx6V 14 BUapy’ O ¢ ' ¥YQ x mVf
6¢ 0oTpo &
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