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HAIZZEANOES 2007 Fi 21% %82, 5% 3HIGEL LS L r@RttaL hoTnE
7. HEt S 0 BPRIGEREGE 2 A S ¢, GEB R R TILEBIRREE IC X 2 BEEREE T o
T4 7Y Fe—ACHARRERLTCWET., Z0FE7EED D TH 3 EMEEAREIX, 800
TR X, B o r0ffikE2H LTk 0, XA ZRBESREEIZH 2500 5 ANICHFEE
L, 40 L ECTHBERHH 55%, HAEIRE 25 1800 T AICET 2 L whbh, BEN#E~DEITY 27 5%
6 f5d 2 EEME TV T, BEMEREEEZMAOHEAERDO AL LT, HEORFEHCE
B EABORICE KB x5 2 Ch Y, ZORRITHAROBEOHEL WA T T

—7F5, FFFariE 2050 FEITITLMET 90 5%, BT 84 mRICIEL, 100 mell b o EilnE 135 70 A
EztPEINTHET. 5%, HRREDANOREEANODLERT 2 AORAEE8EHKL, Ehbd
2 E DL ASHALE & XN B EHANE- T E T, HAREBUF AL 100 ERHR 28T, A
TIT ATy =T OB AREASEICL S, b A HIEETE LCnE T, ToHARDEKIC,
b BIEARERE S a Iy P LT 2, 4, Z2o%E2lbhTnd eE2 T,

THEZSECERT 2HES L CEEE S VWEEDbN S 11 EEEZEE L, BEFTA F 74 v ofFK
KETF LI L., BEERBESIE ISR L TiE, 2008 Fic EfES 2 BB RBEESEICE T 2
Osteoarthritis Research Society International (OARSD#h5 % ~— 2 & L, BRMERBEFIEZET A F 7
A VIKRERES (4K e T v RICEILZFRA—bave vy RAT[ VT4 v & LTHAGEL
L HARDBIRFER L —BL iy 0B LIEE LT, 2010 FEICARL £ L. Z 0% 2015 FICH
2D RFENE L7z, R, SKETF7- 02, HAREIEIEIE S 1E 2019 41087 72 (I 2T PR R B e
BRTA FIA VRTERERSZRBEL, 2019E3 A»oREREH 2B L £ L1,

—fRIC, BIEATA P T4 v ek MERICRET 2 EEAFEIC O W T ERAAE L RREFomBRE %
YT 272010, VATYT 4w 7L Ea— L) vT v AREEGHEL, e EFEDONT v 2L
LT, il FEZoNIMRE LIRS 2 H] [AMEEAN HAREREREHHE (Minds) Z#7
AR IF7AMNE~=2T7 1 2020ver.3.0] EENFF. LEaroT, AHA N 74 vy ERIERKBEE
FEDZRICHE T, IHEICR S F, 5, JHIE, 2, &K, VeV 7—vavialonirb ML,
[EEEFHE ] 2 [BE] 20 °hL, Z2oFEe MRS IEREABLEDHNAEL o TnE
T F e, TRMEE | ZEMCEEMZ: EOERAAEEREICRS 3, B - R - 15 - fmtk e & ofT
BHHYE R D EEL T T, —7, ToHMIE [38 (assist) ] TH - T, [Hifl (regulate) | < [y
4 (order)] Tld7a <, R EE S B, BE - KiEx o0, ihE IEHRE] GRS
Be srIlfd#Rsel) ko TwEd. LT, A4 F T4 vIRKREBOEEFHAE (60~95%) 1cxiL T
HWIGE XD DOD, fflx OFHEOIRECERIEIIKA TH 2720, HEEOERICEWTIZZ D4 -
EREEAHE & REHEE CRER L THREERS RO b b & TF,

KAHA VT4 v CIETHRRBIEIE IC B 2 EWNA O R Z L, 7 v X 2 LG O X 5 8
DEWIFET — 2%, HIRANA T ZAD X 5 %7 —2 D0 R0 2 BRE, o fTvwE Lz 2 LT,
BEHDOWEFICOWTYRT YT A v 7L a—%fT\W, TNZNOIET v ADFEEEZIS 2 L
T, BRASUREEROF TR EEDONT Vv AEMRL CTHREZIRL T T

51 BIRTBUERBEETEZRA A ¥ 74 VREZB2ORED O 4 O A B, Z ZICBRIERE
HESHENA FI7A Vv E TN TET L. SiEDOHMED, RRERBEAZTBOHB L LR
BB > TN &, KA P74V EANTGERAL TS ZSwE T LS, DXV BEVHRL LiFE T,
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HefEseE (Minds) (IS oW, KATA K74 VEEFECN L CEHL oY aE 2wt & %
L7z, F7-, WMo MERICIE, HARBEERESE X OCHARBEE - IR - 28—V EEIEIYEARD
HE - JREORES OS2 EE L Lz X5, HARBEIESCHEER (LRIEELE,
FIRTER SR RSP, HERER hERELE, RZREAA P74 v RESHYFTHESE BHEA
Jed, B ZEREEMEA, FREARRER ARRZED TSmOy T NIEARAA ¥ 74 VIZFTK
LERATLE, O TEMIJESCHEHILAL B E T, mx<, X7V vy r7axy Pc@ERNaER%
BAHVIZZ WA B OHRICEH# - LT T

i2ic, R SCHRER L RE S 7 EEBEE L B 2 o IC T L T2 b 2 ERREY
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HiI 3L

IZC®IC

EIHREEX, v a7 4 7Y PR —LDFELERO—DOTH L. EREREHFOWLMEZHIET
e A iRt - BROEFRICH L <, BRERBEEEZETA ¥ 74 v ORE Ttttk A
HABEIHRI AR ISR O NN EETH Y, Hmo—o2LER 5.

1990 N FE TOBIEAA F 74 vid, BRLE 32 3CHRDER - AFE2i i, #hE (5 olE
7 EICHAE R TR A 7 <, “GOBSAT (good old boys sitting around the table) & FR& 13 X 5 1T,
RO N7 TENEREDER (opinion) OELEMHRE L TEREI NS L3 MTH -7z, 1990 FAX
12it, 7 v &2 bicitER (randomized controlled trial: RCT) .o v F v 2p3&E XN, 4 F
A4 VIIFFPEDOEKRIKI D D LT, HRK L EH L OBRRELZ T 2 HNTRMWICER I N CEFL
LCR#IND L Hicmorz. 2000 FFf0 5 1%, BEOLERME - HlME L, ERRKO MG/ EME, B
L EBREEORECEROITON G5 E, T XTEFRETLHRMNL Ea— ¥R A v —ic X
LB DOMAEIC L o THA F T A VEFEKT 2 7RNICHERL T o,

ZICHERRBAEAE IC D W\ CTld, 20004F, BRM Y v~ F %45 (European Alliance of Associations for
Rheumatology : EULAR) T &7 v ZICE DWW HIRDa v v I 2L L CORYIOZBESL A F 74
vE LY. —F, BETEREREMHEY — v X (National Health Service : NHS) o~%2 X v + %
A#17=National Institute for Clinical Excellence (NICE)2IC X 2 54 F 74 v OEE» Tz, & IT
NHSOR{ES — e 2 3B TlHbh s b D TH Y, WHKBERK EICEWTHA F 74 v OREIZHETH
272, 20084F, EFREFMEIMIEY2 (Osteoarthritis Research Society International : OARSI) (22006
EETORA RN EERBESPER BN L R O8] L €, ZOZFFREZHREE L T2
AP IA4VvERERL Y., HREEHRIARZTNERBEEEZE A A ¥ 7 4 VEZEES (4F) 122010
FIZZDOARSID A F 74 v X=RCHARGE LS LCHARDBREEE L —H L Rniln oAl
EE 2TV, ==Y FICRELLZ (2015FICFHE200).

—77, KEFEPIHEES (American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons : AAOS)H 4 ¥ 4 v IZ IR
TIZ OARSI 4 F 74 VB R—=RICL TWizh, 2013 F D5 2 fkRTlx OARSI i 54 V74 v oD
VATV T 4 v 7L Ea—%R L T minimum clinically important improvement (MCII) % 37 L,
INEHZ 2EBERHET 2L L7229 AAOS 74 F 74 viZ 2021 SIS 3 LFES LT % 9,
European Society for Clinical and Economic Aspects of Osteoporosis, Osteoarthritis and Musculoskeletal
Diseases (ESCEO)?, K[EH Y v~ F 44 /BHE KM (American College of Rheumatology/Arthritis
Foundation : ACR/AF) 7, OARSI®IZZNZNZEHNA F T4 v & BFE - &ETL, 2019 RS &
o TW3, ZTbid 2018 4 F ¢» MEDLINE, PubMed, EMBASE, Google Scholar, Cochrane
Databases 78 &ED T — X R—ZA 2 LEDE W 407~536 X Z it L, Grading of Recommendations
Assessment, Development and Evaluation (GRADE) Working Group 23{EfK L 72 GRADE system % Fi\»
T, WEREARTTIO~T5%U Lo a v vy b R e GREL R L T2, 2 © GRADE system (3,
BRIRIZ AR R %2 TAE I D ATz, BEHED S WA A4 P 7 A4 VERDTE L LR 2 32 1 T w
2/ETHSB. 0 XS mEFOFINEL b NICEHENYA2DOZEAA F 74 v OSRGEIOB ZICxH L T,
HARIZEWTIE 10 FI2b72 0 Z DUGETH R SN T W R WIRIICH o 72, AR HERBIEE <63 2+ 4
RO R E D % OFFEECIHE TN T 2 AR OFHEIC LY, HRICE W TS ZTHERBEEEZE 7
AN I7A4 v OUETHYNCE E 7z, 2019 4, HARBEIRI AR IETMERBIEIEZRE A ¥ 74 v HRE
ZEREHICREL, REXGEZHIG I ¢ 7.
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ERHEEEELRIA FF A~
ZRAA V74 VA ODHREOEREEICEIT 2 b D chiFnidk by, BERICIE, RDig
B, OBH, W, 2 L CERBCEOTHIMCIEH I N2 BERH 2 9,
1. 28 ERNAE L ERRAE OB EEIRE OEWEER L 72 2 2 EBBRIA F 74 VDK
QHEEREHNTH D, T/, WEHINIZETA N IA Vv THD7-0I1CIF, DoWwrEE Ho05
Mig%, HoW 3G THAMHTERBIEHINE DD THRTFNIER S R\,
2. HEH: BRI P IAVEESE  EROFEEBEMLE L GEL TEY, B4 F 74 v &2iGH
LB 22 W ZNOBHOEE A Y ¥ 2 7 4, HMBBES X OCEERTOEM L L TEMNIT S
N5 ENEF LW,
3. WS ERREVE IO U CHER Z{ERT 25208 A F 7 4 v OIEGERRIC B\ TUIERERR O 7-
DO RBBHL IS, LR oT, 22205 %OMN Y MO REWIEHRELZHOPICT 2L
NBTE D,
4,  [EEECR  MEICELNZBETA N 74 vidze T v RICERD S ERBEGR o8 & L TG
INBDIC, tERICBIT 5 A8 - tiEk - B L oEJROFH A A H il AR o 2 FE, H1E
TOERBAREN R EZHE R 2D THRITNIE R LR,
ZFLT, 2D X5 BEZEHA ¥ 74 vOsKEEFICOWTIL, KREEZVZEFT (Institute of Medicine :
IOM) EFRtD X HICE R LT3 10,
1. BMEOIETVYADYATYT A v ZLEa—IliEIL,
2. HPRCEEMM O RE 7 SHFRD H 2 FFEAF VI K o TER I N .,
3 BEOPCRICEEABRE /N - T CEEORLEEEE L T3,
4. EHheR Y, ISR % 5/MES 2 BRI CEIE O @i ic ko <
5. T T7OEFEE TV A LOBREIREY - BRIWICER L T e T v ADEOE X LR
X DT & BFEN T 5.
6. HELRFTET VALRENZLHEE, HEOHEHEZEET 5.

YoM B 27z 372 01, ZIHKRESTEZIE A A F 7 4 vIREREBS TlE, GRADE system
WCHERL L, FRPRIEARIA R 2 GiEICH D A7z, SHEO S WEIEN A4 F 7 4 AAERRDGE L L CEHb
%2 T3 Minds DIERRGiEERA L, KB A V74 v Z2ERKL 7=, LTS, %o BARIER
R U

1. {ERCGHAR - fERF 1A

A, ERCHAR

BIAERBAEHERZIE A 4 F 74 v ik, DttEEAN BREEIERIER0BIESTA F 74 vEES
ICERE SN LTBHERBEEESIR A ¥ 74 VIRERBRIC Ko TER I Lz, ZRERRZRER 1 4,
BIRER 14, RE 124, T4 ¥—14, BXOMERTERELES 1 4 ollsnsz (p.1). #
AL SR 13 H AR i A2 5 X O HABIEIE - K - AR — v BEHFIAR0ME - FEEE O 232
Lot N EZ T (p1~2). YATT A v 7L Ea—RABEITA N I74 VKEREBEZENMT-
oo HA VN4 VEEREBRIE, —HUWEEAN BEEESGEHR L % — (International Medical
Information Center : IMIC) T@&E\ 77,

B. {FHGERE

D ERTE

—fRIC, BIEATA P T4 v ek BRI 2 EEAFEIC O W CERAIAE L iRRtE o B BE %
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EREREEEZRIA KT A~
MET 27200, VATRT AV L Ea— kI T Vv RREEIHEL, e FDONT v REHE
LT, mEeEXONIMERLZIERT 2 LH VL IND, LT, KPELA F 74 v b LIphkE
IRBAETHE DRSIRIC BT, JBRICIR S F, Y, WWHE, 2Z2M, &M, VvV 7—vavhlonird
WS 2Ll L £, HARICHT2AERECER - BF RIS L OEREHEZEE 220
T EREATHRL 2.
2) M FoFEE
1990 4F, 7 2 — 7 RHERRBORFHIR ©, HAREHEE] (WHO) @ director T& - 7z Eddy 13 JAMA
IZ, option & guideline & standard OHEZ R L T 5 W, Z i XN option & 1F, EREHE LA
FETTEDOFYUTHT L THAZH TIRIEEE O A & KetEic o CERAE ISRt z175 b oo,
Z OFERFEEFHEITE LN DD TH S, —F, guideline & IFFIKTH - T, KRLE D EZHIH
FiexfL I N b DD, ik OFIHEDIRECIREEIC X > TED 2 DT, KinEKEOYI L B
Flaliml CREERZ RO 2T LA nb. —7), standard 1%, BAETH W HISNZFFE v —n, #
flcdH s, L7z23-T, option & IFFEDEEEZ N AN—FT 2D L T, guideline I3 60~95% D £ FH
%AoN—F 5. —J, standard 1 5% LA EDEFE A AN—F 2 b DT, HAGED [MEHERE | 22K T
5.

BT A R 74 v o HMIE [ (assist) | TH o> T, B (regulate) | @4 (order) | Tl
v, Thbb, KPEHA F 74 vIZRESBOEBEMHAE (60~95%) 1< L CEit e T d Do,
flél % D DIRFERLERIL (3Mk 4 TH 5 720, IBEFREEDERICE WTIEZ D4k - FH 2 EHRAI A & it
FHHETHEmN L TREEP RO ONEIRETH .

3)  FlEsHK

- MIZSHH I D H

PIRAA P74 VHRERESEBOHACHEIC X O FIFRML (COD DRI (2019~2022 FFHE) %
MR L 7. COLix, A1y COI (MADHMMERIFAL L), B LOME (i *x ) 7THEAE L)
DRRT 2T HT I v 2 COL &, FrEDME/MHE e ORFEIR, FRERIT 7 & 2BR T 2 FFMN
COI iIc KAl X5, clinical question (X9 2 HELESICTERER D 2 &% S N3 T o 7. HESE
FERTE DREDRRICIE, #FEED COl 2 EE L 7-.

- FIZSAH S~ DX 5K
BROMY 2R/ BIcT 2 HINT, 2 COMREIEIIRFEOHYEFE CTIIRL, ZESELEHOKEL L,
kD a v ey A EEL 7.
4) fERES
KHARZA VOERICE L 2 E® L, $TXTHAEPHR ERICX VWb DTHY, 20
fth DAHAR, D O DR IZ VIR IT Tz,

5) AR

p.1~2 /R L 7=,

6) LA

KIHTA K74 &, Minds BT A F 74 AE~ =27 2017 - 2020 i/l > TER T n7e. i3
PRI I B i TN & 1T 5 GRADE system, The Cochrane Collaboration, AHRQ (Agency for
Healthcare Research and Quality’s), Oxford EBM Center 1Z 23R T % 7EEZSEIC, AFIcEWT
YFELWeEZOLNIHERRELEFIETHE., 2O~=aT AT, [ZvF vk (body of
evidence) | DEEW B EH I N T2, BREFTA FIA VOERICH o TE, Y ATvT 4y 7L E
2= WIHMEN L2 HRIC Lo C, Mmooz T v A2 RN FECINEL, Az

9
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BTV RADEREI T Y ZREE LCGHEILIEE T 2 2 koo s, £/, ~=a T AT, 4%
& %E (benefitandharm) ONJ v X | OEEERBEFH I N T 5, BESA F 74 v Tlt, 2ERIR
WCER SN AR B 2 HEB DN AT7iE (BB, a#E, TP, NdERY) 2HIRL T RELFEZ
LNDIIEEHEET 20, 2o, NAOEMELFFIC, NARS L THEEFMICHTFELL I~
FLWLHORZEHLZDDTH 3.

B ER TRIZL T LB TH 5.

YR B B D BAfE(L

TR TR DPIE

HER - BEAA T T A AERGHAR D R

A a3 — 7R

VATRT A VI L Ea—

HESEAE AR

PN A T A vEEERK

SNEEHE - X7 Y v 7 a X v M BEEE

NG
, BN A N4 v oRBRIEE K - EA - G 2T, EESE 2R 5.

CRCECNONORONORCONGC)

=
oF

2. Ra—7
A, JRE Yy 7 ORI
1) ZETR LR AT O & £

AAOS 1T L iuE, AR X BIETCE 720 © /& <, e M E MR BE, B, 1o, BHAE
P % & o 7- Bl e B 2 KIg 3 b o<, ERRMICIXBIETR, M, nTEsfiiR, sl Bk
iE, EEERZ DR VEFIORELZ RS 2B L ER SN S, —, OARSI T3, [ EBIIE 3,
BETi~DWUNIMED 2 CIZIMBIC XL B HlE~D X LR L=} Y v 7 ZDOEREEARHHMIITH - T, AR
RIEOHIRIERIEZ D 25, BEBRRATITH B0, 5T LV ORBHET D O AREHZN - £
BRI e (BCEZtE, BV =T Y v, B, B, BIEREKT) 234 U CRIES RTINS
EERLTWD,

2) EERIREEL

AR REAEE X, BRBAETICE U 2 BT HRBETECH - ¢, FEEO R w—ME, FERICHRIEL
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BAEISRA T 1, BREFEY) 04, A TRHEIE ST 72 & 0 FHiE 2 » 5.
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Background Question 1 ZIZHAREAATIE © H AR 1%

L)

Bk co 10 £ LRI OBHHRE 2 S, v IAH A4 X3 KEL A oo, FEUETIIEE
PERRBAEIAE (B OA) &WiEaNTw2d DRIZIZTETHEITT 2 L AbhroTWwa, BOA L2l
NTuanbDOTH, BRZFRi> T2 DIIZITTNTH OA ICEET 2. HAICE W CidHIEF:
RAEXRIC 21 FFORIEH % FEhE L 72 IMRUBHREZZ OFE R 2 6, 61%ICHT 72 ICHE OA DFAEDED b
72 DMERD D, Tz, JFELHEPAOEITIEH % 23HUIER 25— b ROAD study DGR 2 551
ZICEOA DRENR 1 EICH LN, 2EPELZL OREDLDH 5.

fEg

R OA D HAEZBIET 2 -0icid, —MHERD VI3 OA BE D a+— + 2 RINICEIFT 5
EVWOWEERD 2720, HEIIDEL, FERNREADY v TAH 4 XHKEL 0D DBL 0,

¥ 9 Thorstensson 51, R OA L2 Twiawny 3 2»HL ERET 2E %2 b o 4E(35~54
PR 143 fl % 12 8L, ~—Z 74 VIFICKE OA Tl ad - 76 flD 5 5 86%IF 12 FED 5 b
I Kellgren-Laurence (KL) Z’L—F 1L LD OA ICBITT 2 MG LY. T HICR—Z T4 VI
I OA TH > 72 67 fHlTlE, 95% 25 EfTL 72 V.

ZIT 1950~1958 FICHRZWIIC TR OA L Z2Wrx 7z 2,195 il % L ¥ = — L 7= Hernborg & O #is
DclE, 60 K EoEknE OWIHK OA B3 714 94 D 10~18 fF 0 BHFE RS b, o X g
DZALITE L EAL T2 2 & 3R Sz 2.

IR OA 35 157 51 189 % 16 4E:EER L 72 Odenbring b Ok Tl, 14 FZO KT, 85 K
DEEBYI Y %, 33 BRI E IR % FEhitE X 21, major surgery B E T o7z 71 HEOBEE DK
LRI ETERE L RUBMET L, PRBEWZ EBHE I A,

HARANZXWRE L7z Tld, 1979 FoEER OB X #F s % £ L 2 UREZSnE s v
T, 2D 21 FFROHFHEICOSML L 736 PlORZFTHZ L7z & 25, 61%ICHT 721 OA DFTRAFED
b7z (early OA 48%, advanced OA 13%) & D& H 2 Y. 2005~2007 4FiC 2,262 il i X
BAIR L7 B D b 7 2 HUIRIER 2 — } ROAD study 12 35\ C 3.3 FEDBIMER 2 5, KL /'L
— F 2L Lo OA O FAEFITRE9.7% (B 6.9%, Lt 11.9%), =R 74 VKH» 6O OA %
{LDErTIX 21.1% (B 17.8%, M 22.3%) 1A LD T &M XL .

SCHR

1) Thorstensson CA, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2009;68(12):1890-3.
2) Hernborg JS, et al. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 1977(123):130-7.
3) Odenbring S, et al. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 1991(266):152-5.
4) Higano Y, et al. ] Orthop Sci. 2016;21(2):166-71.

5) Muraki S, et al. Mod Rheumatol. 2014;24(6):966-73.
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Background Question 2 ZJEPEREBIEE X QOL, {#FiFdn, LM TRIGEET 5 H

25

H{RZWIC X 2 i OA(radiographic knee OA, RKOA) 1ZLIME R E, HERFEE X OBREEIC X 2 4
FRICBEE T 2L OMEL DD, BREHEOIBOARECDI X7 % EiFb e T2HEdbHL. 2o
TERNZABERGIC X 0 S S cgid g Y2, L7 o T, SEMEWE OA £ 7213 RKOA I3#HIETC Y X7 %
EF2 0wz 3.

figesn

& OA D ¥, FricAhEmTPRICHT IHEIZZ kv, SEIZ 3RO vy P L7z, bl
WINRDILKROHETH B A, KB T — X %BI L COHEEEET Y P AL L LTHEITL T3,

Mendy & 1%, 1988~1994 4F & 1999~2010 4F 12 Ffifi X 1172 LKk D National Health and Nutrition
Examination Surveys @ ZJl1% 51,938 fl % 2011 4F % <iBpf L (h[EfiE 13.6 ), K OA oL HC
H&EGERSIR) & X #2Wiic X % Kellgren-Laurence (KL) 2 M EczhznHEL 2L 25, AE
HETH D & SN OA B TRICHEL ChWind -7, —7, RKOA ZLIMERE (~¥—Flit
1.43, 95% 5 HHIX [ 1.32-1.64), HEIRAE (2.04,1.87-2.23), HEE (1.14, 1.04-1.25) EFH DT Y X 7
EEHBIC T TnzR, BT D ) 27 13EE L Twiz (0.88,0.80-0.96). IEiiE XX Hic) 2708
KEL o7 (OIMERESE 1.89, 1.56-2.29, KK 3.42, 3.01-3.88)V,

Cleveland 5 1%, African American & Caucasian @ 45 %A F DB L 4,182 Hl2H 7 2{FER a2 F— +
% 14.6 F (hIEIfE) BEFL 1,822 HIOSEC AR L 72. FiHZ S RKOA, BIRD &3 v»3 b 5T
TRz zHEICET WY, o8I (BMI30 LLE) 2352 & 3 bIicims .

Wang 5 1%, Osteoarthritis Initiative ffZEDSINE 4,796 % (DAEMEMEMR OA [RKOA (KL 2 EELL
k) iR (2) BMED A, (3) RKOA A, (4) RKOA bR H AL D 4 7 — 7125 T 96 2 H
BIRL, 282 0L 2GR L 7z, B OA DRILTE~DEIC DT (A% reference & L TH 7V
—7THIRLZEZ A, ZA—=71Q)D ¥ — FLiE 2.2 (95%EHEX [ 1.6-3.1) , B A 0.9 (0.6-
1.4), RKOA 4 2.0 (1.4-29) ¢ 7Y, B OFMICED S, RKOAIIFEL ) 27 #HEIC LJFTw»
7= 9.

Cleveland ©» O Tl A %5 RKOA DI ~DHEDRE I N T\ 223, Wang b O Tl
FADHIICED 53 RKOA B TICHE L - L EIN T 5720, FHADOFHEIC DV TIiE5k
DILRDIIET VAOEREHFZRTNE RS, wWIhicLTH RKOA T Y 22 % LT3
HENCE K S EAREIND, X OIS oHAEZNET 5 & vz 5,

i OA ®» QOL I~ DFEIC D W TldE 230 72 CFHli¢ & 72w, LA L Wang b Ot
T, JEMEM: KOA ORFET ~D 528 T disability % QOL FHfif5EE (physical component score) % 4
L 7= B R AN bfi I T3 9,

HR 22w ) HEHE (self-reported) & 1x, HOTIRKEOADLRH 2 EBoTnD (HDWIiTEhx
NTWw3) BXBEECHERAINZDDTIERVKOADI L E2 W),

1
\Y

SCHk
1) Mendy A, et al. Int ] Epidemiol. 2018;47(6):1821-9.
2) Cleveland R]J, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2019;27(4):593-602.
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Background Question 3 ZJEHEEAFED V R 7 KT I3HET % 0

BH

HR OA I D ) A7 R EAE L, T E CIichlil GiikE), &M, &k, BEAEIIME O BE
f, MBI IC AR 2 2 2GS () PO~ LhoTwd., £, BT 74 XAV M), %
TRER 7 A b 70 EREMII R F O B MG I N w5, oI, S, RERE, FEHRE R
HEZ &S ERE & OB EE DRI Tw 5.

figesn

ZIRBAETE (R OA) BERTIREDO DD ) AV WHFB3HFET 5. b D) X Z7KT T
F e LTBRIAUALORBE I F— P20 RE LAEAHRICLOHESINLTE, 2NE TOEE
DL CIE L TH LI Nz ) A 7KF & LT, Il GRiRE), i, S, REAEiYME OB,
RBEE I B % 20 25EME () b T o Tns 179 b0 ) R 7 KO T 5k
KXo THERR 22, MFEORBEL € o — I XidA v X CcofBMRE IZERE 1.98, I 2.66, 2tk
1.68, MRPAHISME 2.83 L#itr LT3 V. F7, BREAEIIME IC O W CIZFTT T IRE O e 134
v AT 4.2, #iHFEE L AR GIHEE TIE 6.0 & I, BEECIEEIEIC D W TIESE, M,
T FBIRCHANER X 0 I OA I X OETMEHEE DGR ED E v 2 & 0, TR L 23 BIAR B IX
Ji BE 5 o BRI B e BA R L PR IMU IS T 2 Z L BRI N T % 3710 FHERE D EIC D\ T
BMD (bone mineral density) 5 X P % I v D %87 X — & & L 72WFFE T3 55 B M S L < 3Bk
BRLEVHIFERTHY, B OA OV X ZKTF2 L5 23K E THL 2 Tld ey 310120 55 i OA
TIEIBEMIERT (A A=AV T 77 2—) OFEPRENEIN, WINKT 74 A v b, BRPES MK
T, BT 7 2 PR, KGR MER, ATESHEIRR, MEREAIRZEED R OA © U R 7 HF-C
B DR ER S T3 413519 F 72 IR OA & G MR B CKEBEBINE &0 - 4158 18 o B
WKOWTHMERALNSE, WHOWBEAXRY v 7y v Fu—LDfRREL I N5 EKRE, SIME, IEE
S, BRI Do b R OA & OBLEMEAER X v, BOFDSHEINT 2 IC O THRIE - TG
PREED IS T C LRI NT 0B 20, I 51T, BAIREE DK OA IR LR RAMIES 2 OB 2, &
R, ST %R T OA ZFIET 5 IR XA v X T 4.19 LS T3 202, BRI D
WTIE OB OA CERIMR L T2 WEDH 5 —77, KHEL v 2 —Tidt v XHT 09 & PRl
TTHDELLIRRPRINT NS 27, HEKRKERTHLE X I K b OA O P T O nlREN:
IR I T w3 820 Ik OA LB a1 OBEMEIC O W I RIECHE T ICE 5§ 2 E8in 1, Bl 7% H
BIRE TN TS, BERERCREMEZ T 2ICEEHT 5 X 5 et o 7 — 2 28> DIk GDF5

(growth differentiation factor 5) D& & XL % 29,

SRR

1) Anderson JJ, et al. Am ] Epidemiol. 1988;128(1):179-89.

2) Hart DJ, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 1999;42(1):17-24.

3) Sudo A, et al. ] Orthop Sci. 2008;13(5):413-8.

4) Omori G, et al. ] Orthop Sci. 2016;21(4):463-8.

5) Yoshimura N, et al. Mod Rheumatol. 2006;16(1):24-9.

6) Yoshimura N, et al. ] Rheumatol. 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):1454-63.

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. ] Orthop Sci. 2016;21(2):166-71.

16) Takagi S, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2018;26(9):2607-14.
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. ] 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 ZFZPEEBEHTIE I X 2 &8 @ IR RN AA] 2>

L2 )
& OA DFFERIZERTH 5. ROAIC X ZEMOIFR & LCld, BEDMETICH 5 HBIEE BB
ZHEG L Tw3, 7zt 0 RFEOR G bR I T 3.

BIETRIZDREICE T 2RGFE L THRDBZVHDD—D>TH Y, BEEETR IIE OA DT/ 2 fEIRTH
210 EOABFICEWTERL oBEAEH I N T AR & LTid, Al Gt ), Im?, X
BRPUSERG R 2, BIMSRED, =& 3. Muraki & Y3 H 40 & b 1 KRERIUBERG 1 DK T 23 MM
CEEICHBET 2 LG L w3, ) & oBEIE A S i o 7.

T MR & L Cid, BORE %/ 7 Kellgren-Lawrence (KL) grade'®?, MRI i< ¥ % H#E5%
725 (bone marrow lesion : BML)®, ¥EEA ODTEfE & B & oA eI LT\ 5. Muraki & D3,
Bl X BR{RIC 351 2 NIRR /B SR ZEBRIE 2350 & B OB 2 L, B mk A & (R AERE 5 & BEE A
H5HLEWELTWA, Felson 5 Y3 OA HBFICH VT, IKRDH 5 OA ¥ Tl 77.5%I1c BML
BEAEL 72D L, RO R WEHETIZ30%EFEICY R b, e BML & 0B % f5
L CTw2. Neogi b 139 % FiEIHYINE (temporal summation : TS, HRPEARIES % D HERETEER) 5
X O EEH CO/EREIE (pressure pain threshold : PPT) C/E®R L, MRIJHZE & OBHE % F 7z, <
—ZF 4 @ MRI it C 60%ICIBIERSFEEL, 66%ICBAFIKAE, 79%IC BML 23{E7E L 7. iBIEE
DFEFEIX PPT DK N e AEICHBIL TB b, BRI RET CRREZMEOEN A b7, £ 7-Bfi
KIE, BML &_—=27 4 v@ PPT, RN OBEIZZED h o7z, /2o MRI TR D
TS L ORI AL N o7z LT3 9 MRIFTR &REATR & DK %Z1T - 72 Yusup & ¥ DA%
T, ETHIE OA Tlk MRI icE1F 2 BML IR % 7o EASHMAR ZIEER 2 27 LA EICEE L
TWwiz, —4 T Liu b NI ANLEBIEIRERL 2 %) 2 KK OA BFICHWT, ANV =V Lty
MRI Ca¥Hiffi U 72 3858 I3 RHAR A 7 i I 48 P B & AHBE L T 7223, 1R & OBz A e d o 7=
LLTWw3,

NAF~—=h—=ELTE, RIEWEYA bA A TH D IL-6 DILEHIEE & FiE OA (KL grade 2)
ICB T B DBE Y, X 5 MMP-3,COX-2,IL-18 &k OA DEAEE & DR AME TN T3
10, ¥ 7 Ishijima & "WZFIK OA I W THE~— /7 —TdH % sCPIl DK, sC2C/sCPIL, uCTX-
II/sCPII, sHA o#hnA380 53 2 &, KL grade 1 DEETH > THEROH 3 BH CRFAKDO~—
H—DEABALND L HZWE LT WS, T 720 RBERE S E OA EfTO YV R 7EFTH BT L
WEINTHE Y, I ORI, EEMICE ) BIEROME, 2 L CRERErOD 7T
T —ECRIEED A A A v OEEDE OAICEIT 2EMOKKETH Y, B OA DEITE HEIFEL Tw»
LAREMEDSRIE S B,

HEOEMARMEOE S b iEf I Tk b, HFEDIE OA B T self-rating depressive scale (SDS)
2540 LLEE 5 DREERIR L TH D, MiEFIL-6 Lt SDS 2 a 7B #EAZED b iz 12,

SCHk
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 Musculoskelet 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 ZJEVERRBMIE & i & o B 1%

L2

[ OA IZZIEMERMERE & DB HFR P DS, HHEE L DAIFERIIMAL 22Ty 72, ROA I
X B EBE DT 2> & L ECHERH & FE L DI ERE O &I X W T IR 2 fEftEssmn 2 &
DR T T3,

I

figesn

i OA T, i o ZTERBIRE, 2atEE, FLEE L oBEMENER S LT 3.

KRIRIC 31F 2 T BAETAE O KHBE 2492 ©H % ROAD study TlE, B OA DHFHIZ 54.6%
(5 42%, %tk 61.5%), ZAPEEHEEF 70.2% (51 80.6%, 2otk 64.6%), ZTAVEIBAATE X
15.7% (54 18.2%, %1k 13.2%) TH Y, B OA & EIENEHE D AHEERIZ 42%, B OA & &tk
IRBEEHE D AHFERIZ 72% L MG TN T W3, £/, BHERIECO W TIIAERELS 11%EE L I3
25, EOA L DAPERICOWVTIEIAL A TARWV LY, X 5ic, NETHICET 2 A O KHBER =+
— FHF%E (LOCOMO study) TIEBIROEREIRFEIL 32.7% (BH:27.9%, %P 35.1%), I
37.7% (A1 34.2%, % 39.4%), & BROAGHETIE 12.2% (B 10.9%, %M 12.8%) TH
b, BET 2T LCElim, &M & BML HGEERS T O THD Y,

YRR L OB T, BB 2 & 2 AR EE S & DIME R B AP o LR : 1.15~
1.26 5L DMENRH 2 Y. X HiC, LIMERBORK & 7% 2 BIRE(LOERA T TH A2 KRY v 7
vvFa—2L4 (X£FK) iI2WT, ROAD study 3 FEM0BEHE 2 6, T, MEMAE, SIEIE,
MHERE R 2 5 72 2 XA X R ORERER OB OA OFRALEITO ) X7 % &0 5 2 L3t &
NTW3, ¥7-, BEFAEEDTEEIROA DRKEV X 72 Emd 5 Z L bigiI T3 29,

[ OA DFEIC O W TIZIEEIE DK T 20 & i & 72 0 s, FERGE, (OILE R B S X ORI S
O 2 fEEEAER S o Tw B 20D X7z, REIMEORE A SRR X, S, b BRI
iz B & BB 8 o0 28 T 1 B EE o % FR BA RO B IR, (OIERB O AIHTEE I NS 2 L 3l
INTW3E Y,

FECH & oBE T, KED 65 % oA THEMBMIZ30) L BEE G T 2560 THED 21~
65%TH bV, FERITLIMEREDS S W EBERHEINT W3 9. £72, BKOA B L < IZ%EIET OA Ti
LT ERREE 25 1.55 5 <, FRICOIMAE R LR AVERIE O L TR T X IS 2 2 L 2R3 4,
T O ZRHEBEEES S ITREN L5 Z 2 ERREV I EAMEINLTHDE 0, X 5T, EEOD
Chingford study T3 23 4Efij o RIARFFE 2> & GAER O OA TR TS 1.97 f5m <, DIMERE
BAPHC X 2L 353 fAICNT 2 2 e REhTng 1D,

{\

SCHR

1) Yoshimura N, et al. ] 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. ] 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 R]J, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2019;27(4):593-602.
10) Nuesch E, et al. BMJ. 2011;342:d1165.

11) Kluzek S, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2016:75(10):1749-56.
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Background Question 6 ZJEHIRBAHAE D FhE P HEI T ICEIZ T AR IZBA 55 % 2

B

FHEEMRAT IC D %, IR OA OFIECHEITICEH S 2851, B T2 BEL  HfiiinTtnsd, L
L, B s ANECHBEZHE I, WERMEZ +9ICEEAT 2 X 5 etgEfgTo T —2 %>, H
o & A GDF5 (growth differentiation factor 5) A TH 5.

fiEER

77 LRPED Zul R I, 2000 ERTE 2> S FEF IEMHBIMAT IC X 2 OA DEBRRZEE T
DR CIR E - 72, 2000 FERHETH: L, BH, v 7ANEDT ), B TFRHREEROFED
HIR2 5, MHOEE, AL L E 2 bN-BIE T ICK > THEZ FN 2 hEn 77 e —F 2L 5
n, Ron-Bo8rnt, B raMrfxonr-. 20RO, Kizawa & VO T ZAKRY v D
B DFE TH - 7z, 2000 FRAILLF TIHEHERE T 7 7' v —F1C X 2 G728, BB o2
IZ X B IRAT )] DARWFZEC, WROERICHED B 2 H5205% <, Miyamoto & I35 L 72 GDF5 LA
AR, BERCHIBE O FEIRME SRR X L2 G T 13 70 20 o 72, 2000 EREEEA 51377 207 4 R BT

(genome-wide association study : GWAS) 23Tz X5k b, FEiLPHI—a vy XDV —Th5
RIS K DB T, Bar4M»HEInTEz LarL, HEX IR 2 A CHBIOFRER
MRINTV2EDIE GDFS DA TH5., HT, EEmAOMFE R OEN, AT GWAS 7—X%
DA ZFENHBTONLI L LTEY, XIKBEOEWT=203M36 02 2 LB MREI NS, 1) fEHiE
¥7 7a—5

Kizawa 513 OA B OBAFIE ICEE RT3l =tV v 7 ZAMGTH LT AKY Ve L
fEEfEL 7 & & 25l L 72 V. BYEERERT - Bl P40t v 2 —CINE L 2B FE T — & &
FIREREZA CY IV AT LEHBICT AR ) v OB 21T o 7. 393 il OA #f & 394 filo
IV ba—ARICOWTHEZFARER, 72AE) vo 7 285 F Vg (D) of » iR LES] (D-repeat)
WKHE R ZFEE L7z, B OARETIE, D-repeat ®5H D14 (D D 14 DO DVIEL) ZFH2H DH
% ote. TAFEY Viz TGF-B LB L Ts Y, TGF-B L o#Edic kv TGF-8 %
MmflL, Zhick v REHgo b, FEEEAZINGH T 2EH 2R oMER#MoET 22 —-ThH 2
23, Invitro DWEREMITEERC, < D TGF-B %3 2 FH A D14 28507 A KV v CRREAICHE
ZEMmENS D, Nakamura 513, EFELTT 7v—F I X 2 BT O 7 — % Z R W72 X X gkt
TTARY v ek OA OO ERE LY. LrL, Zoko GWAS W5t iR S
hrodz. T2, invivoTD14 T AKRY v OMEEZ N TSI 2w,

GDF5 i3 BMP-TGF 8 super-family IZJ& 3 2 fild il RA¥ <, BB EKEEZ 2. Miyamoto b
FEFHAANDRKEIE OA, JvCHEBIAT OA T GDF5 oM % #~, GDF5 &1 5 UTR icfF
79 % SNP, rs143383 iICHE MBI ZFE L 72 9. 15143383 13 GDF5 DGR L, GDF5 D
FEME T 25 OA DIRREL R T 2 L E 25N B, 15143383 & OA L DB, ZDHD% L DffFET
5 NEFTHHEHEIh WG o7,

2) GWAS

2000 R B 1, GWAS IC X 2 0iERy, MR RHBEORERTONDE X Il o7z, 2D
¥ D K151 23 Nakajima & D HA A D OA 906 15l & 17 3,396 il % 7= GWAS TH % 9, H& 34
B, BEMEIC X Y EFRRATR & XHR% b L icBli e iz, L, SGRREE ofpLEE ) — 5
4 v 7 7uy s b O OABEREZ Rz WiERE, B XOKREEH—2) -2 F77DKR7 VT
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4 T CTHot. BHTOKE, BEH OA EZMHICEET 2 2 >0 —HH% M (single nucleotide
polymorphism : SNP), rs7775228 & rs10947262 2[EE 7z, 2D 225D SNP I3 HLA 7 7 A 11/ 11
BEFZEOHERICH D, WEENA A =X LD OA DIFR~DEERB I N, LiL, Z0HD
ft A\FECTD GWAS TZ 5 @D SNP OB IZFHH S LT,

UK A ARy 207 0—713, HEAEN (OA 77,052 1 & xtid 378,169 ) T, OA ® GWAS (7
—Za v b u— VBT 21707 9. OA ICBIR 3 2k~ 2 RBIRL (I OA, IXBHHT OA, R OA ¥
X/ 72 3BT OA, BX U Zoftio OA, ATEEIERMZZ T 72285 R E)IiconTHIBE %
AR TAER, OAWKBET 2 64 DY 7 FAZEEL, 2D bD 52 1 3FHElTh o7, 72721, B OA
DA ER LSNP 135273 CTHo7-. TGFBI, FGFI8 CTSK, IL117: EiBBEICH US> % %
S IRIBIR TS B2 H o T BEALNICIFE L T 7z,

iR

1) Kizawa H, et al. Nat Genet. 2005:37(2):138-44.

2) Nakajima M, et al. ] Biol Chem. 2007;282(44):32185-92.

3) Kou I, et al. ] 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):e9723.

9) Tachmazidou I, et al. Nat Genet. 2019;51(2):230-6.
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Background Question 7 ZTEVEMBAFTIE O FAERE T 1%

25

B OA TG D2, BEW, WERA L 2L T2HEETH L. Z0XE - ETOA =XKL L
L Chmii, MR () o 2 CHEG 78 LIS X 2 NEM AR O RBIER I LT 5. WL E
BEHZ (bone marrow lesion : BML), #E NEE#E (subchondral bone attrition : SBA)7z & & vy o 72
MRIFTR, 774 Xy M RE, SMEER EHFAEY A 71 2 WREMEA R I N T 5,

figesn

1)  MRIFFR

& OA DEZWHIREARAER & Hfl X FURIC K o TIT S 2 &A% 03, R L BIHETKIE 72 & D RAERT
B, ZLCEARSIKE R EDORER Y, E OA oJRELZFMICHE T 3 &) AT MRI IZHER
bIEENZBWY — L THh 5. ITE, MRIJRZE & E OA R4 - T L OBRAEH N T 5. ik OA %
A4 - EEATICBIE T 2 MRIFTRLE LC, FARDEE X% ofmXcafIh g 10, Fric AR
DI DT IEIE OA & DEIER R & TN T W B 2-469~1D),

BAITKIE LTI 72 & D RIEFATRIZE OA DFERE LTEL 2 EEZLNTE LD, B OARE -
TV ZRZ7HFTH B AREMEAR TN T3 12, Minten & IZHEWITIZE IC B\ C, WEIEHH AR O B2
BT A O, IAE TR P O IR IE R MR 7 & OO KAEAT R &R OA DiEfT & OB#E%ZRLTE Y,
ZOFERIE MRI OfEREZEM T2 b0 TH S W, BRI Z LI Z O CIIEERRHEL & B OA i
freoAaDfEEZRLTWwE B,

BML < BE#iH o % 223 SBA 72 & D MRI LoF - BHHZ & E OA & oBE 23 56 X
NT\w3 121 BML OFERCIKRIZTOA DY 227 L2 b5nT\w3, FANRKRE OFHE X BML @
HIRYV 22 %E0 25 V., %72 SBA KL TRT7 74 AV P AR EOB#ED I LT3 19, 72
Neogi & 1% SBA L 2 H DOFHE L ORHEZMGTI L, SBA L EEHEL OR#HEZRL T3 1P

FTATT 2MEAIEE L Z OBROMFLED Y R 7 RIS 2,

2)  THETIZARAVE

THT 74 A FEEOA LOBBRARE TN TS 1617 Sharma 5%, WKT 74 A~ b izl
Rl OA DT 72 L (A v X1tk 4.09), T 74 A~ b i 5 fFOIMIITE OA T4 72 53
(Fy X 489 L EMEL T2 19, £7/25 DUEOT7T 74Xy PEREXHBICHZ L, 18 »AK
DEFEAEF B ICHEEI LTV EHE LT3 19, —J5, Hunter b I35l IE 25 OA 4D
VRZTHLZDIIRLT, BT 74 AV PEBEOARAFBEL AW LEHELTHE Y, Ll
DWFZE T IR OAFER & i & T L DIRBIEIIMEIE IC A=A H o 72 T & HESHEIRTF & 72 o T 3 AlREME
BB W, T T4 Ay FEE L MRI ED SBA FAEICEIET 2 2 & S I T Wnw B 1419,

3) Z ofh

WRBE T AMETE A3 OA FECHEITY R 7 % B 5 T & BSHE X LT 2 719, Driban & I3 EBI4ME
JE 2k e i OA OMEITICBART 2 b oo, @FEOK OA & 3BER RV &, LA L 1HEUNDKHE
FiAME I E BRI 2 L ME L T3 7,

JRBEE R K TS OA DY R 7 R I 2 LI WFRAER D H 225, 20X X EFICIIEE
N5 7% < (5530, H/METCH OA DERICET 2 2E M (heterogeneity) 2FEEL, 4
EDIE—EYE (inconsistency) 2FFATEL 72 iIiER T RETH 5 19,

Englund 513545 OA LJE OA L DB#Z /R L TH Y, I OA F4 Ik T 2 BT DRSS % 154
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Background Question 8 Bl X #RIRAL (32 AL IRBAEAE D 21T 12 H 2

L2 )
B OA DMk L UT 74 X v FiHliic s w»C, Bl X kg i3AAaRETH 5. LairL, Al
RS, WOINZL, EABURZ, MBIRR R EOREIIRINCTE R nwC LICHERPSETH 5.

figesn

& OA DBZWHITEREM X M IC X v iThhTs Y, TRIRKART—AL FRZ2 VX —-FTh 3.
fif B & JEMTE D g & IR 3 2 2 & X 0 BB/ MU DRI 23 123 2 728, 32T DiRsg 234
BahTwz Y, {iiREkio i & Ui Esr & iz —ricAv s tn s, wihd HH
TIxH 35, PHFIHHEATR Tl 30~60° JHEI{7IC 3 1) 2 KERE & I8 o Sfilii o $CE 18 5 08 M I
AL TwBZ s, JRIAHRE © 770 KERIKEBIET IC 510 5 5/ N BIETZLPRIR & X 1E6f 1< 3Tl < %
LEZLNLTWS Y, FEEE, B I CREIEGE A T 2500 X R E KT 2 &, 2mm M Lo
BAFZLRR P MU o B 3 13 AL B © 25% 1) LR BB Clt 85% L @ TH 5722, I 61T,
SATHA X BRI T T 74 A v FEHBIC O A TH 5. FRERELZITO 2 & Tl T T
T A AV FEHEARTRE & 72 . IRBRHIER O FHE & L oI E .

& OA o EfEFEFAf IC 1% Kellgren-Lawrence (KL) 73#HAA K v o iTw 5. BRI & BAEIA
BPMEE S 5T, ZL—F 0~4 @ 5 BERSICEHGiT 2 2. % oA Cc/L—F 20 E% OA &
EELEERERESTbONRT WS Y. 212 ROAD study TlE, AFTOR OA HiREK% Ll DE
FITX D BEIE42.0%, LM 61.5% WAL T3 9, —JT, KLAOMEOME NEHETEIZHBIFRE
0.66-0.88, M EIEHEM: (3AHBI(%%X 0.56-0.80 LR L TEIL 2\ O, AT, BRE LS OFFEE % EH
PR cE R L BMERE LThTFoNns. KLZL—F 00 XBEFELA R »—RERTD
MRIREZIT 9 & 69%ICHEIRZS, 52%ICHHERZS, 37%ITHRES, 24%IC: HBORZE 03389 b 1,
BT 89% TS 2 DREFTRAH 2 V. il X SREIEHAMRETH 32, BIKEOZ(LLS
DIFZE DRI IE MRLICHARTRW Z L ICHESLETH 5.
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Background Question 9 ZZ TR IR BAETIE D BEASREIR 3L 12 A5 %) 75 3T 2 1347 2

L2

[ OA DEFIRRERGHML & U<, BEZAREHE & A EERFHHC T s a7 ) v 7v R
TLBHL. ROARBRLZERIEREET 20T, LHIFHEZTT S 720 IR TR v < 02 OFFiiE
EilAGOEDLZEBREE L,

I

figesn
R OA DEFRIERIZZFTH 5. ADALR LT, HEERES QOL i % & @ T el iy 7 3 2 17 5
ZENEFE L, BE ORI OEE-CIRENRHE, RINFGEEIEEC O & FFH i< (X BAEIR A
ErHu-fH i G HTH 2. BERFHH SR 2 < ER I8 AR & BE L HEREHTG I ) S
3. ifgEHl & L Cl3RBE O EEERE T > Twb ., [ERTFEERFHE & L TiX, Knee Society Score,
H ARSI AR S R R B G HIEFL#E (JOA 2 2 7), Lysholm knee scoring scale 23% < Fi\v» &4
T3, BESHBEHE & L <k Western Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index
(WOMAC) + Japanese Knee Osteoarthritis Measure (JKOM) V2SN TWw5% . %72 Knee
Injury and Osteoarthritis Outcome Score (KOOS) 3 #, fEIR, HEEEEHE, A+F—, QOL &
% 7naHii 23 Pl RE T D, EEEICD L CHw b TWw S 2, KOOS I cross cultural adaptation (€
X HAGEIR O Z S HERFED T CicfTbTE Y, FEHELEL, oMot 2 9. EhifE
e BF R ol o RN % He 4l 2. 72 A 2 7 & L T International Knee Documentation
Committee (IKDC) & 227 % Knee Society Score 2011 3% 2. RAFK — Y iG81E D 121X Tegner
activity scales %> Marx activity level scale 23FH & 15 2 & 3% <, HEIMED & W EE I3 EE 0 5
FETH L., N OFHIE IFHRE O REUCHERRETH 5. X D ICTHRMEHE 217 5 BRIC i
minimal clinically important differences (MCID) 23X WigtEie 725, MCID A Lo X a 78GEEZ D -
TIHEROAMEZ NS 2 Z LA Aa[REL 72 5. B4 RIGHEEZ LI MCID 2EH I Tw 3,

{\

SCHR

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

2) Roos EM, et al. Health Qual Life Outcomes. 2003;1:64.
3) Nakamura N, et al. ] Orthop Sci. 2011;16(5):516-23.
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Background Question 10 ZJTEHERRBARAE D2 W, ERIRETAT, ET FIlIcH M 277135 2 2

(Dmfg (M X #, MRI, @EKZET)
L2 )

il X AR Cld, BAENZFGNE & BB, AL TT 74 A v bk EOFHiZ [ RETH 5. MRI i
ERTIEECE, WA TE, EAR BERREOZ{LE X VFEliciA 5 2 bsTE 5. T4, ROA
TIXFIHAD o BIEIRE A 2RI 2 2 T 2 L BHL IR > T b, L7zdi> TR OA 02
T, BRPREFAM, SEfTPENCIE, HA XIS MRICEEREZH W2 2 EFHTH 5.

fiEER

B X AL, BIEIZRRNE & B, 2 L QI M E OB L & v o 72 i BB iR o S < m &,
T 724 A FbFHiicE 2. Lo L, WRBIEREER D I 3BfHE 5 GRETE) mx,
A, B, R ESFEET S, E X BRI Z MRIPBEREZH VW2 &, chooZz X Yk
MEICHEZ 2 2 &3 CE 3. 21 HfdIc A Y 255 MRI R % v 72 BRFZE 250E L L, B OA ©
JREEMRIAAI R & CHEA TV 5. FRICEBL, WEWE, BHRERE, KE TERMMSWE a5 EE
7 L OWE NERE, BEeERE GEN) 7L oFANRE, WHHEE, EEXR EoE i F
ERELT 5 Lic XY, BEI» ORI ZET S AREL o T d 12, ZoRICL Y, IROA T
X2 N6 T X COREIRERASFIA» 2L T b 2 EBHL IR > TE 7,

IR OA DFJRFILFlL LD ICHEE Y, ZhLRRICEARBEHEOAHRELEES Y. ol Ll
i OA ORIERCHEITICEARIBENRECEE T2 L 2REBT 5. X512, BOADFEICEIT2
FAWRRE L LT, FAKRBGCMZEABER S EEcH 2 2 &, FricR D HE O WHEEEE OA
T PHEIRE AGEBE (medial meniscus extrusion: MME) 28/ OA OFIE & EfTO Y X7 AFTH 5B
EBHHS I T o T B 49,

X 51T, MRI Z W72 T 13 OA OFIERTERE OIREMEIHZ RlRE & L 72, & DI OA FHE R B
Z [ BB OA LHRL, WTEEZ DFREMNTASEA TV 5. AT RBIET A X $CI13E OA 2 0 7n
WELRE, BRIYICIT Kellgren-Lawrence (KL) 7327 L — F 0 O E4EFH T, MRIZH W% & 89%
ICHE OAFRENRFAET 2 9. 2N b D MRI TRED LN E OAJREPBEEST 2 LIE OA DFIE) R 7
BEED .

—RRIICIE, R OA IZMEIRE 030 HETHEDEETH 2 LEZ LN TS, Hijd X FRiihclag
OA DRIERLHITD Y 2 7 NTDEEIZHETH 57225, MRI ZfH2 Z & Tl OA DFIED 2 7 K
TS I o TE T B 810,

MRI HEEHKICL Y, SFTCTEhd oz ngEe x5 2 & bFFTcE 2. HlziE, IROA D
KEWIRIEE LTiE, BIFIEOBEESEECH L LEZLNTELZY, ZOMFIRIAHTH -
7z. MRI Z W7 f@#fric X 0, FABRIRZESRTE T BRE 7% CEEHRE LAt oRZRIc X Y, BIERE
JERED ) R/ BEEB LRI NT NS 19,

BEEF W OF]S & LT, MRI & [FERRICIEEEACH 5 2 L ichl 2z, BRI AIRETH 5 2 L 13D
Fohz, BF, BKOADEHBEARED -DOTHE I LAHLIICR>TEZ MME L2 WTiE, I
OA DEFEEDHET T LT EIC X 2 MME ORI 2 & 10, Bkl X #IC X 2 JRBEAN PA I BE 24
PMb e MME OB T 2 2 L R EAR I N T3 12,

SCHK
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NAF == — 13 OA DM R EIT FHNICHM A & L Cliiff T T 225, BRI ClE, IR
i CTX-1II, I COMP, IfiiE HA, JRH NTX-1, IL-6 AN INTwE b DD, B OA ICH R
7534 A~ — 7 =L I T,

(Il

figesn

N A F = — = IEBETE R (F, RE, WBERY) ofREEE 2z 5 2 Lic X WKk OA D RIA
Zis X OFRIEROET T, T 51K OABREOMRHEICAMNTH 2 2 L BfFE T3, T
NE TICERA N4 = — I —DEFEERHRE S LT 5208, BRRIICE M - JURE? &G OA OFF
BN A F~—H — T TN TR,

HTE, N4 F~—7 — 1 KREEN ALV (National Institute of Health : NTH) 2342Bh L&z
7z Osteoarthritis Biomarkers Network 23420 L 72 BIPED 3 #HiIc X 2 A7 2) —IcEHN I T3 D,
BIPED Zp#Eic X 2% 777 =) —34%], (Mburden of disease (FEAEE), @investigative (fiff%E), @
prognostic (F1%), @efficacy of intervention (/M AZIERYE), Bdiagnostic (ZWi) D5 2OTH - 7-.
% D%, (©safety of intervention (/P ADL4M:) %I4T BIPEDS 935 & L 72 2.

InF coWmE i, ERHE~—»—TH 5 KH CTX-1I (C-terminal telopeptide type Il collagen)
(BIPEDS 43#4 : B, P, D) & [filif COMP (cartilage oligomeric matrix protein) (BIPEDS 43## : B, P, D),
IR - B sk o i HA (hyaluronic acid) (BIPEDS 4348 : B, P), ‘& f\#~— 7 —TH 2 JRh NTX-

I (N-telopeptide type- I collagen) (BIPEDS 43%H : D)2 H ifld vTs Y, ZoHfTdRH CTX-1I
DO ERAEREVE INTWE 39, 7, BMOAICBWOEREOIEE & SN RIEWEY A P AH A
v OIiE IL-6 (interleukin 6) 13 FHAME OA ICBWTHREE L DR BRI F W L2 RENTVWE D, —
77, NIH @ OA Biomarkers Consortium Project I X 292 Ti%, Bx&D 72 OAICNT 554 4~
— 71 —1%, MR AFEIC X U reference interval (GRHEHIPH) 3574 256035 0, fEHT -l < =2
METHDZ EBEHEIN TS Y,

SXHR

1) Bauer DC, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2006;14(8):723-7.
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6) Golightly YM, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2011;63(8):2276-83.

7) Shimura Y, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2013;21(9):1179-84.
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B REEERRT A RF4
(3) N A RXH=r R

i3]

AATEENIFEARN 7 HEEEEETH 0, B OA L OB #EERIFR I N TS, AT R MHRICK
LZHNE—X v oI, double knee action DA T i X 2 JEEAGTE & — £ v F A 7 CIEEAENES)
AN IR ICE L, IROADETEMET 2 Z LRI NT WS,

I

figesn
AATHE) T b BN 2 HEAEBIECH Y, TR O IRBAELED) I N ) BIR O %L & iR OA @
B2 ks S T 3, EEIENT <X, BT 5 BTV O 7 LR TH 5 R T
A b BHEL, y_ﬂfﬂﬂP,ﬁH WHRIEEI A DX T (double knee action DIKT) 2EHZE I NS, b DiEH)
ZACIIIE OA OETELBET 2 2 LRI NT W5 W2, F72, JIAEITIc X 0, S0 IR
K& — X b (knee adduction moment: KAM) 231 L, KAM & 2 7 % b O IZHBARBEIR 2 H 5 &
&, VD double knee action DAXT & FREAFI € — X v F DA ICBHEDR D 5 2 L AME I N
TWw3 29, X5ic, MRIZHWZSHERFIE TR, 27 & & ABRENED BHIRZ & OBE#EIR &
h, 272 FHBIC X 5 KAM ORI = v — F 2 v OfifEAR Z KX, K OA
DETICHET 2 2L RRBINTNWE Y,

{\

SCHk

1) Omori G, et al. ] Orthop Sci. 2016;21(4):463-8.

2) Favre J, et al. EFORT Open Rev. 2016;1(10):368-74.

3) Kuroyanagi Y, et al. Knee. 2012;19(2):130-4.

4) Wink AE, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2017;25(6):839-45.
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AR BEE (BRFHRR)

IEUSES

B O BT ERBIETHE (B OA) JBIFEEICIE, EEOETTZIBIE S ¥ 2 2 L O T% 3 (RIFHIREIL-C,
REZODORUWEI L2 2 LB TE 2HRNERER L, Wb 2 REBBHMITNAEGE IXFE L R,
BB 2223 2 B, EARRMICHEARHICEz 233 olfEREEZHRL T3, 201
7 BAERIE, HITE T L LEBEROKRORATH S, 72, FRICIKRMREROEAZHREL TV
ZedHb, wINICLTDHD, BHETIHROA TN L CTHREI NS T TCoORFEEIE, oD %
Hlb & LEBREROSEEXHINE LB Y, ZORICOVWTOIET VAR IN T ZIERSGE
RligEch 5.

Fiot sy, KOABFDT25EKRIL, BHROKOWATH S, 2 L Tid —RIICH o
TWEZWNETH 2 i X i e 5d, BEOFAMEOIGETH, KB OIZRER 2k OA 21k
DED L FROONBWI LD L. 0K RGEIC, ERFABRRT 22 & 2HfFL T, Bk
WEE AR T 2 2 & 3RS ARy, 2o, Bl X I TR AR b itiny, b LK<
IBEEDECTH, MRISEZ v % & IRBIT 2 fE 3 2 RO BIG 2 HYHET L T 2 Bl LIFLIE
RBOOLNLTZOTHD. LizhoT, Bl XHRIC X 22W & BRI & o icaRltz2 2o = 8461%, 7]
Re 7z #IFH I CIRBARIN TR E TV 2 2L 2 RBINICIE 2 23l A0 ETH 5. D 0, R OA DIHED
JRANE, fhofRE L RRICIERZHI R DEETH 5.

ZD 52T, WEOFINIRFARETH 5. MHBEREICRS T, WhARIEECHLTH, BHEI
HOBRERL T 2RBORBICOWTIE, EMTEECT30oTirAal, HSEBICOWTOHERE%
WL L, TOREBICHNTIMEGCTE LTHREAETHLZ L2REINT VS, i OA b
T, CORERLEDS L O ETEOBEEICHR L TiX, *ORERIEREL T, ZhIcll L 724 iERR
RHEBE R EICH O QREBIIC 005 ERRYITH S, Z L CENEEFICHEBIRL LD, &
fOEEREEITH 2. 7272 L, RO TR ANIEE CREERAFC L 23y vy F v rvmy ¥
v 7T R M S R e T ENEIIR T B b, REEE T AWES TR RV EZR S
N256 L, BEICHPINEROMR %+ T3 LAAGE 2 1572 5 2, RO T Fifize &
EITHINETH B,

JBE OA 1T X BIRDIF A3 iS5 T L i X 2 3G T, UG I F < B O S RBEREIX T )
UM% 5 2 5. ILFEDOK OA ICDO W T ORFRIFFRORBIC L Y, BHTRIT LD L L 2BH KO
JE DI & DIRFEDERZ T & 21T 7 o T & 72, [FRFIC, YR D X 9 7o, BT BN LIS C B I OA
BEPRAZEL 5 LDJFEEICOVWTD, ZORFO—IEAEFEINOOH 5. WADIHK L 7 50K
REZHMEST 2 2 L IicB®w, ZOJRFEICHIL 2162 L ICfTH 2 eARUITH 5.

BT DOEDI A 1L, BEIEREEDOEEZTE L. B OA L, BRSO bETHORETH 5. Kk
%22 L7z 3 Tt OA MM ETL T 2 RECi->Twad e wH 2 &b LITLITRERT
3. BEIROBKEZIZIL® L LB AIX, BEIL WITAZObDOEEEZ 2L VI TEIZHITIZ
Tl & 7B, B OA 1T AHRHIREEIC O W T D, o TEWiigEEsISEshTw3, B
IR Cld, FBEIEEAE D UGE D 72 D I IIAVRHIRIE S IR bl L 72 iGRE L FEX T2 2 2 e WIREED HBHE D
FEST 2. HEIT OB T, EHSREZH S L VI e TLZOMEEZRIEX T3 2L ATEL N
LWV R D 5. IEHEEE, 2 ) Filioa kT CICBESRErEI R 2L IETE R L,
HEHRERD YV e ) T —va v e L COEEFRED A TIE AL, REFINERIC S EEFGESHR T
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HHT DY, TNEFWHLLTHS.

EmEintt a2 W2 AT, JEEMmOEMOFEERITETDH 5. M THVAEREZRITHE OA
25, PEEFH OBEIAEK T ICS 2 2B IRRU EICRZE W L HEERAL I Ro T3, —AD
LY DEREDOK OA DIREZ M 2 2 LIcED, BIIKEOK T 2R/ NRIcL v s 2L, £ LTK
TLTCLE o BEIRREZ E L ICSGE S 2 5 2 L DEAEDI IS, EFF LM O FKI~DEf X
R2TL3bDLEZ 3.
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Clinical Question 1  ZBWHREAFEICK L, HE 7w 77 LI3FH»

HESESC
ZIHREBIFE IC N L CHE L EIEFBEICOWTORRE T v 77 LIZEHTH 5.

IVETFVRADIEX
B B:ROHEMICHFREDHEE»H 2

HEAR DR X
By (ERT S L RHEET D)

fEg

& OA DIREREHARIL, HIf 7R & DRERMEA & BARIFERERITE 2 X1 v ADL [EE 2 & & QOL %A L
TEBTLICHB. OA T AR EICIIEFAE, HE, EHIEE, X OENNREFEEE R
E23d 3. PE[E National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) , KEZE/EIES (American
Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons : AAOS) < EFEZ T BIHE %2 (Osteoarthritis Research Society
International : OARSD 72 ED A A F 74 v Th BERKECER 42 b NICHEIFE,LEE L I, OAR
BEOLICIED T O TS,

& OA 1o L CHERE RPN E B L N ADL E R H 2 00%, I A+ ED TR
AEL 7z, AMATTEICIE, FEATEZ V2 BFERE 7w 7 7 62 7 v— 7 EH, BIEFEOWHIIC X 2 8E51E
B, EHiE A v EA—Fy MCXIEEREENRD Y, YO L INEHE 7 w77 LCcOFHEiCld7s
Dot WIRHHLEFEZEICE T2 OA KT 2 ) —7 Ly P OffiHAFIHLE FHEL, 2 \WITEALE
Th o7z,

FERSIRICOWTE, 6JEFE Tz ARRIEE S [SMD -2.09 (-3.68,-0.49)] "9, 6 »HE T
BECHRFE N boD [SMD-0.6 (0.74,-0.46)] 9, 6 22 ALK, MAZIEIZ SMD-0.21 (-
0.31,-0.11) &K R L 20910, 1413 SMD -0.16 (-0.27,-0.05) &7z b 2910, FEEERRAYEM I 7 < 7
LAEMIC B 5 72 (K 1).

BRECE IC oW T h, SRR L FERIC 6 B TldZ ot AR ITFE VD DD [SMD-0.52 (-0. 76,
-0.24)]1 9, 6 »HLE, M AZIER I SMD-0.37 (-0.46,-0.28) LK T L 17309~ 1 4£-Clk SMD -0.24

(-0.38,-0.12) & 7o 72 (X 2) 29~10,

% 7z, ADL/QOL 0dGERIFIC oWk, &6 HHE ©)2) LRI F)ics v T b HE ARG
37> 7= [14C SMD -14 (-0.27,-0.00)] (1] 3) 21010,

IR MATIE, HEZ 077 LICBb 2R E~OBERB 225 b 00, EEEL L COREZEIL
B 7- [SMD-1.94 (-27.10, 23.22) (X4)' .

BFERFRRICOVWTORE X 4 X LorHEICEXbNTnhnd oo 2121415 598 ffijdh 2 {4 ic i %
T (0.3%), Hh L —=v 7 TOEBEHMTH > C, BELAFERIIZVLE WL E(X5). &b, &
Y& 2 A ARE 12.7%(209/1,644 ) 1<t L -CRHREE 13.8%(209/1,511 fi) <, fakRaid 0.97 (0.82,
1.16) 72, MAIC X o THEBIAHE Z 5 D Tl o 72 (K 6) 14619,

IEXY, BOAITRT2HE L AEBEICOWTOIRE 1 2775 A3, I IR - HaEdEs)
RBBHY, ZOMPIZHHT 2D DD, APHEY Z2713E LA ERLREIITHI LB TE, IR M
DRELRMED T &b, HEZBICBW TSR TE 3, 5%, L0XI%HEF -8 vr 7 4
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23
24
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VRN, £, FHE LR E 72630k e, HE - I5E 70 7 J L OFGEL O &
HTh b,
nk, ARELTOHKECTIE, BMOARKE 7 v 27 L%2iE R 228 134 (87%), 59 < H#ESE(R
R)T20824(13%)TH o7,

SR

1) Coleman S, et al. Arthritis Res Ther. 2012;14(1):R21.

2) Victor CR, et al. Clin Rheumatol. 2005;24(4):358-64.

3) Martire LM, et al. Rehabil Psychol. 2007;52(3):121-32.

4) Yip YB, et al. Patient Educ Couns. 2007;65(1):113-21.

5) Claassen Aniek AOM, et al. BMC Fam Pract. 2018;19(1):82.
6) Heuts PH, et al. ] Rheumatol. 2005;32(3):543-9.

7) Keefe FJ, et al. Pain. 2004;110(3):539-49.

8) Omidi A, et al. Natl ] Physiol Pharm Pharmacol. 2018;8(7):1035-40.
9) Allen KD, et al. Ann Intern Med. 2010;153(9):570-9.

10) Lorig KR, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2008;59(7):1009-17.

11) Mazzuca SA, et al. ] Clin Rheumatol. 2004;10(6):315-22.
12) Ravaud P, et al. BMJ. 2009;338:b421.

13) Anderson AM, et al. BMJ Open. 2021;11(7):e045389.

14) Hurley MV, et al. Arthritis Rheum. 2007;57(7):1211-9.

15) Nuiiez M, et al. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2006;14(3):279-85.

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 IV, Random, 95% CI
Coleman 2012 1.6 021 68 -01 D.21 68 23.7% -7.101-6.02, -6.18] ‘
Martre 2007 036 037 aa 0.04 047 54 254% -0.97 [-1.33, -0.61) -
Victor 2005 -2 352 a7 -18 354 58 254% -0.08 |-0.39, 0.28) -
Yip 2007 -131 209 94 0.01 238 88 25.5% -0.59 [-0.89. 0.29] -
Total (95% CI) 338 266 100.0% 208 [-3.69, 049] —i——

Heterogeneity: Tau® » 259, C* » 201.87, df » 3 (P < 0.00001); I* » 99%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2,57 (P =0.01)

1-1L30mah R (6% ©)

} " |
-4 -2 0 2 4
Favours [SMP] Favours [control]

2 SMP vs usual care

2.5 Pain mtermediate term (Sweeks< <Emonths)

SMP usual care/no treament S1d. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
StudyorSubgroup  Mean SO Total  Mean SD Total Weight IV. Fixed, 95%Cl| IV. Fixed, 95%ClI
Coleman 2012 16 o1 68 03 049 68 40% 5011-570.432] *
Heuts 2005 06 249 96 04 23 118 258% -0.37 064, -0.10) =
Keete 2004 144 173 18 0,72 179 18 37% 1200192 -048) ——
Omidi 2018 12 097 50 032 11 5 113% 0841125 043] —
Ravaud 2009 -165% 181 126 -1.18 284 146 33.3% -0.19 [-0.43 0.08) —
Y 2007 -11% 199 o« -018 24 88 21.9% DA61075 -0 16) —_—
Total ($5%Ci) a52 488 100.0% <0.60 [-0.74, 0.46) ’
Heterogeneity: ChiF » 17504, df = 5 (P < D.00001). F » 97% = t- -+ !

Test for overall eflect: Z = 653 (P < 0.00001)

[ 1-2. #EFEsE (682> 5 6 A ¥ T)

Favours [SMP] Favours [controf]
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1.5 Pain long term [>&months)
SMP usual Careino treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Differance
Studyor Subgroup  Mean SO Total  Mean SD_ Yotal Weight IV, Fixed. 85%Cl IV, Fixed, 95%Cl
Adlen 2010 D7 23 146 03 21 157 201% D18 [-D 41, 004} -
Heuts 2005 06 245 S 04 28 118 139% -037 064, 0.10) -
Lorig 2008 076 24 307 027 228 307 408%  -021}037,-0.05) -
Mazzuca 1997 £12 342 & 009 32 83 1No% 001 [-0.31, 0.30) —r=
Nunez 2006 244 689 43 097 3N 37 5% -06111.06,-0.16) —_—
Victor 2005 -2 352 87 -18 354 S 91% -0.06 [-0 39, 0.25) -,
Total (38%C)) st 758 100.0% .21 [-0.31, -0.11) ¢
Heterogeneity Ce* = 6 98, df = 5 (P =0.22) 1 = 28% ’_2 3 ) ' P
Test for overak effect: Z = 4.08 (P « 0.0001) Favouss [SMP] Favours [controf]
Mk af bine losmed
1-3. SR (6 22 H LARE)
2.5 Pain long term (>=1year)
SMP usual care/no treament S1d. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
StudyorSubgroup  Mean SD Total  Mean SD  Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%CI IV, Fixed, 85%C1
Asen 2010 07 23 w5 03 21 157 248% 018041, 0.04] g
Long 2008 076 24 307 021 223 307 503%  -D21[-037,-005 =
Mazzuca 1997 012 342 82 009 32 83 136% 0.01 [0.31,030) =
Victor 2005 -2 382 87 -8 354 % 112% 0061039028 ~=
Total (35% C1) 22 803 100.0%  -0.16 [0.27, -0.05) ¢
Heterogenety Chit =171, af=3 (P=064) I'=0% 5_2 _“ ) “ ?‘
Test for overall effect. Z =273 (P = 0 006) Favouss [SMP] Favours jcontrof)
B 1-4. $ERZER (1 4F)
1.2 Function short-term
SMP usual careno treament Std. Mean Difference Std, Mean Difference
_StudyorSubgroup  Mean  SD Total  Mean SO Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 35%C1 IV, Fixed, $5% Ct
Coleman 2012 S5 D48 o8 03 049 64 31% -1076(-1210 942 ¢
Martre 2007 AT 117 B9 0SS 15 54 471%  065].094 -030] —-
Victor 2005 <189 118 ar 219 115 55 498% 025(.0.00, 053 1=
Total (95% C1) 244 178 100.0%  -0.52[0.76, -0.20) -2
Heterogenety. Chi* = 244 98, df = 2 (P < 0.00001), I* = 99% 4_2 }1 ' 2
Test for overali effect Z = 426 (P < 0.0001) Favours [SMP] Favours [controf]
W, Ay -l: A} -
B 2-1. HERECGESIER (6H % ©)
2.6 Function Intermediate term (Gweaks< <6 months)
SMP usual careino treament Std. Mean Difference Std, Mean Difference
S or Si Moan  SD Total  Mean SD Total Wei IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 88%CI
Ravaud 2000 574 1120 128 403 1194 146 100.0% -0.15 [-0.39, 0.08)
Total [95% CI) 126 146 100.0%  -0.16 [0.39, 0.09)
Hotergunshy: fio! spplaote 23 0 T 2
Tast for overall afact: Z = 120 (P =023) Favours [SMP] Favours fcantrolj
B 2-2. HERESGERNR (6325 6 22H)
1.6 Function long term >=6M
SMP usual care/no treament Sty Mean Difference S1d. Mean Difference
StudyorSubgroup  Mesn SO Total  Mean SO TYotal Weight IV, Fixed, 95%.CL IV, Fixed.98%CI
Aen 2010 01 17 s 03 13 157 156% -0.26 |-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 9 -37 2196 108 102% 016F0.12, 0.44] g |
Hurley 2007 48 1046 227 22 W05 M0 153%  -025(-048 -0.02) =
Lorig 2008 027 109 307 -0.05 1.05 N7 318% -0.21 [-0.36, 0.05) -
Martire 2007 127 038 5] 03 048 54 44% 222(285 180) +
Mazzuca 1987 0es 062 B2 0.z 065 83 B8%% 027 057, 0.04] =
Nunez 2006 455 1236 43 4 12 3r  39% 069 [-1.15,0.29) T
Vicior 2005 2 1378 72 2 1443 53 63% D28 1064, 007] —
Total (96%.C1) 147 1000 100.0% 037 [-0.46, -0.28] ¢
Helerogenedty Chet = 273 58, of = § (P « 0.00001). = 97% L y— ) 4 )
Test for overall effect Z = 817 (P < 0.00001) Favours [SMP] Favours fcontrl]

2-3. PRRESGERIR (6 2 H LAKE)
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2.6 Function long term 1year
sSmp usual care/no treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Dsfference

_StudyorSubgroup  Mean SO Total  Mean SD  Total Weight IV, Fixed, 35%CI V. Fixed, $5%Cl

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

Lorg 2008 027 108 2307 005 105 307 511% 021036, -005 L

Mazzuca 1997 005 0862 B2 02 0865 83 137% 027 [-057,004) ——

Victor 2005 2 1378 72 2 1443 53 10.1% 028(-0.64, 007) —

Total {35%CI) 807 600 100.0%  -0.24 [0.35, 0.12) L 2

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

Test for overall effect Z = 409 (P < 00001) Favours [SMP] Favours fcontrol}

2-4. HERESGERIR (148)

1.3 QOL short-term

usual careino treament

68 49.3%
56 50.2%

-34 092 68
05 288 &y

Coleman 2012
Victor 2005

Total (95%CI) 155 124 100.0%
Helerogeneity: Taw® = 2 80; Ch¥ = 72.40, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); I = 99%
Tost for overall effect: Z = 0,90 (P = 0.37)

3-1. ADL/QOL Dik#ERhE (6 F <)

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

-2.27 |-2.70, -1.84)
0.11 [-0.22, 0.45)

1,08 [-3.41, 1.26]

4 .2 [} 2 4

Favours {SMP] Favours {controf]

smp usual caraino treament Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Diffarence
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 1.2 68 157%  -2908|-348,-249] T
Hurley 2007 00s 02 227 0.08 023 110 73.3% -0.05(0.28,0.18]
Total {95% CI) 317 201 100.0%  -0.53 [-0.72, -0.33) ¢
Haterogenaity: Chi* = 113.53, df = 2 {P < 0.00001); ¥ = 88% + 2 ) 2 41

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

3-2. ADL/QOL oYz (6 25 6 22H £ T)

Favours |SMP] Favours fcontrol]

2.7 QOL long torm fyear
SMP usual careino 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

Loeig 2006 -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) 481 443 100.0% -0.14 [-0.27, -0.00]

Heterogeneity: Chi° = 2.48, df = 2 (P = 0.29); F = 19% _‘ 2 o 2 4

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

3-3. ADL/QOL odEmR (1 4)

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 = 0.15 (P = 0.88)

X4, Xt
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1.9 Adverse effects
SMP usual careino treament Risk Ratio Rizk Rato
or Events Total Events Total Wei M-H. Fixed, 35% CI M-H. Fixed. 95% Cl A
Allen 2010 o 172 0 171 Not estimate
Hurkey 2007 2 29 3 13 1000%  033[006 194)
Nunez 2006 o 5 0 49 Not estimabie
Raviaud 2009 0 146 0 181 Not estimatse
Total (85%Clj 598 514 1000%  0.32 [0.06, 1.94)
Total events 2 3 . ; . .
Heguy N sl o1 01 1 0 100
Test for overall effect Z= 123 (P =022) Favours [expersnental] Favours [control]
1 Rk of bias teoend
2 5. AEER
14 Withdraw
SMP usual careino treament Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
_StudyorSubgroup _ Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 5% Ci M-H, Fixed. 95% C! A
Azen 2010 % 1712 14 171 68% 185100, 341] ——
Angerson 2021 TR < 1 24 D5% 104[007,1572) —
Coleman 2012 0 68 0 =3 Not estimatie
Heuts 2005 N 132 33 141 154% 133090, 1.95) -
Hurley 2007 2 22 3 13 19%  033{0.06, 1.94] =
Keefe 2004 0o 18 0 18 Not estimable
Lorig 2008 40 347 68 375 315%  064[044,091] -
Martire 2007 0 &9 0 54 Not estimabie
Mazzuca 1997 2 105 23 106 11.0%  1.01{061, 168 )
Nunez 2006 8 5 12 45 59%  064[0.29, 143 —1
Omidi 2018 0 50 ] 50 Not estimable
Ravaud 2009 20 146 a5 181 151%  071{043,1.17] e
Victor 2005 48 120 20 73 120%  146{0.98 229 -
Yip 2007 0 M 0 88 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% :u.m 0?1 1:0 10(3

Test for overall effect Z=0.33 (P =0.74)

5 K. @&hfiive

Favours [SMP]  Favours [control]

N
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B RBEEERRATA RT A~
Clinical Question 2 ZEJZMERBEERE 1< S B 134 1 A

HESESL
EENEEE X, BUE, SARERESGEMIR, HHEEERRESGEMR 2O AEHTH 5.

IVYF VYV RADMX
B C: o EE T 2HEEIXRENTH S

HEAR DR X
B 1:Ey (EEdser2ittEdss)

fEH

i OA I3 2 EEE IR, MANBINL —=v 2, 27uvy 727934 X, B lds), Kb
B, K% Offe ©h 5. EBOREEIZXANT 2 < & &  ERAE, BRESGESR, HEANEE)
fF (ADL) SGEMR, AHERERICE L GEBREORAMEZRET L 72, £ 72k LEH I3 5K
HEE) DA L IC O WT AT L 7.

SRR IC oW TIE, VAS, NRS, KOOS pain, WOMAC pain 7% £ 4 ZiHliA S Tn/z, £
TEBNAERAY TH Y, BRSNS OEB A IR L —=> 7 %2E 5 H, 5HERFEL
7= RCTY, MEJEIFR & RS SR ) o i b L — = v Z IR IS T 2 % E %M 4 H, 1285 %E
il 7= RCT?, it —=v7z7ury 77344 X eiflatbe7-EE% 50~60 5
M, A2 H, 8HEMEML 7~ RCTY, Kz iEic 2 H, 128BFEMHEL 72 RCTY, JE 1 H 60 /rfiio =
HEE% 8 M FEM L 72 RCTYTH o7z, A X T D#ER, NRS - VAS £ WOMAC pain T & % T3
FRIC X 2R AR 72,

B ABRE IC D W Tt KOOS, WOMAC, SF-36, chair stand test, stair climbing test, timed up & go
test, 6 70FfTT A b, T/, ROM 72 &8k e dli A STz, 7z, SRR DT &
FfRIC, HEBNFEI T X TREE->TEY, HAEBIL—=v 7 ezTrEy 727994 XzilHn
Hrbe /@B % 50~60 40, E2 H, 8EMEML 7z RCTY, KixZsziEic 2 H, 12 EMFEHL 7=
RCT?, 1 H 60 o3 ##E4 S MM L 72 RCTY, T RHAEEINIIC ST EB % A G b 72
HeppRhE 7' 77 Lk 6 o AN L 72 RCTO, WRJEFH & BBAEISMER /) o ffi g s L —=v 7
AT AEELREA4H, 12 HEFEML 72 RCT2TH - 72, fbricid, &b Hol L 7= SRR
T®H o7 WOMAC & SF-36 @ S {RBERERE 28 LT L 7. A X fEMT o5 R, @Bk L >
REERED BN R 238D 72, F 7z, HR L 723k 5 BB N Atk 0 BHFIFICEE L Cix 4 -5 o3k
TiHliZid », WFh b FEARKERHE SN Tz, WEEEE OB EETH 572 DI 2 2D
BRCH D, MAK 62 HHEZIEE L2230k O & 20 H % 34l L 72 SCHk 2% T L 72, A Z R o fE
R, EHBRIEIC X o TR AR—EMIERIC S RPERE D SCEERN R 2 380 7.

ADL i2 2w Tix, KOOS, WOMAC, SF-36, SF-12, AQoL-6D, PASE 7& &kk4 ZiHlizs v & 1
Tz, B8, SRBRREUGEAIR & RIRRICEBINE IZk 2 TH b, I, ERI N TRD
% {BRFH X LT 72 3l R E IR A T H 2 WOMAC %R L 72 139, X X @R o k55, #HB)
BEEIC X > T WOMAC DEER B2 80 7-.

BEFRRRERKCEL L, BEREN7z 6 kb 3FICAEEFHRRICEAT2EHSH Y, 13Tk
AHEFRRERDnD o7z, AHFRRFEECHT 25 iz LT\ 35 2 3CHk 49 Cld, ofHEfEc 86 il 7
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ERHEEEELRIA FF A~
fF (8.1%) icxf LA AR 88 il 32 1 (36.4%) TdHo7-2%, X XN OfERAEEIX R - 72,
T2, ARVIFICEHKRARY MEhd otz T2, KeuESH) & e FES) 2 DL U 72 SCikidii & vz
iRl

DIE XY, JEEEERIIERE, BARMEREELGEDR, ADL EDIRE2ROEHTH 572, 72771, K
B % G o R EE L OMEICBET 2 e T v ARARHTH 5. 7z, BMWAZHE D AT
»5.

R OA 1T 5 F%mH A4 K I 4 Tdh2s OARSI, ACR, Ottawa panel, EULAR ~CiBfik 1L 42 X
N, coretreatment D—2 L I NTW3, F77, 2019 FIHEE X /- LEBNC X 3 BRSGEE IR
() 7 SEHBAERE L WIRICBI 4 2 o 2 F=F 4 v 7L a—TlE, 3 [E, 8~11H%F 7213 12~15 24
FATH2EMEINTED, I61C, BOADY R THHEr29nrax=T¥ TJLALY wvax
T4 7YV Fa—010 [EEoREEE D S 3 2 EEIREOME D HRFE 1, B OA ICKHT 3
SEEERIC X B EHEN R RN D HIETH 5.

R D X 5 IC 5Bl X 2 gl OFER, $H, S IARERECGE RIS, ADL SGERNRIC B\ CGEBEE I
FHTH o7, L LSOk RE T, #RENZRCT 136 e P7RL, HAADT —2138
Inhhot. FREBNRIETER > TE Y, EBRME, SE, WL Ech{, REMET
fili b AL 12~40HE —EThdr o7,

Ed»D, 7 v RAIRENTIEH 203, e EHFLONTVRARMHEECTH Y, HElC X 2 Y
RO HfF I N e, NEEIEEYEMT 2 L 2R T3] LHELE. 72L, Y
7n B % FEHE T 5 72 0 1 LR & & D EEAR ARG 2 T O L AAEETH B,

¥, REATORETIE, H10HOKECTIHE OA IGEREEZ B R T 22810 4
(66%), F9LHERE(RE) T 2085 4 (33%)TH Y, HREOIERRI N7z,

55 2 B H 0 B 5 ClI R OA IEBIREZ TR HESE ST 2439 4 (82%), 39S HERE(IRE) 2082 4
(12%)TH o 7-. T/, WBHXOBIEEL LT MEIEEOREN R () 5 v 2EHL 2T

Few], TLo b & LMETEZKZ LS A TIT 5 ] BERRLEITRE] LWIEREH - 7.

SCHR

1) Anwer S, et al. ] Phys Ther Sci. 2014;26(5):745-78.

2) Bennell KL, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2016:68(5):590-602.
3) Braghin RMB, et al. ] 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):32-42.

7) Imoto AM, et al. Rheumatol Int. 2019;39(7):1159-79.

8) Beckwée D, et al. ] 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.
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B RBEEERRATA RT A~
Clinical Question 3 ZETZMERBEERE 1< AR B IR 134 1 2

HEBE
ZICERRBIEE 1203~ 2 (R ERAD IZA A TH 5 2%, £ DRIRIZRENITH 5.

IVYF VYV RADMX
B C: oM EE T 2HEEIXRENTH S

HERRDER X
B 25w (EiidsLziRET D)

IR B ETE 1S M 2 (R ERAD O3h I DT, BIHERBIETE B 1o B (R EIRD O S
B, RESCERNR, ADL SGERNR, AOHE (BHERD) OfefEtts & O OA FIE Y X 7122w T
fENT % 1T > 72,

PRAIFICBA L <, REBDNAZITo 2t iTbhbo7a v bu— o RCT 15 fisM i
T%7. 5#® RCT 225, HERIVNATELE Y P —ARBCIEELZHDE2 -7 (K1) D, EHH
AN REFRDNAZ I L7 RCT (34 idH 0, SRR CILEBNA L RERDNMATIRELZRD R
otz (K2) 39, BB ADHRORE L BN AHRER DN AZMA O RCT (3 4fHd v, EH)
A ANITAREIR D A E N Z 7213 9 ASEBIA A D A ORI K L CHRMERIIRIFcH o 7= (M 3) 2.
PRI I, EEA D SICHIR L CEE A L EREBD N AT AD 72139 BEERARITEN T
W7z, Messier H Vi, RERADOREICX 22825 272910, JEHCH OA 2720 % 240 il %
WRICEA Ty F &7, 18 2 H QM CRERAD 23 5% KmifE, 5~10%HE, 10~20%7%HE, 20%
DLERED 4 BRI/ T TG L 72, ZOFER, 10%LA L O FERA % 528 721 TR 5 2 1 il
L, BEEEUENMEDHL L TH -7z & HRE L 7=, Riecke 5 2, Christensen & 3)3 10% LA _E o RE R
DI D OA IR TH o 7z Lk RT3,

BRESGEER R IO WT, RERDNAZTo TR o7za v bu—ATo RCT 1% 5 b
o7z, 5D RCT IZH T 2ETClE, HREBDNMAREL 2 v b v — B CHRREEI R ICITEZ D
mrote (K4) 29, F7#Eh i AL REMD N AZ B L 72 RCT 12485 0, BERECERIR <1
BN A L RERDNATREZRBD R o7 (M5) 39, BB A D HRORE L BN A RE R
AZMZ 7D RCT 124D 0, EHEN ARERD AN A Z I Z 7213 5 25#EB) /A D A ORI L L
THRESCEMIRIIRIFCH o 72 (K 6) ¥, FERME L FIERIC, PERESCEAIR ILEB) N A D I L
TEINNA EBRERHDNAZEDEZIZ ) BENT W2, Messier 5 Y% 55 LA E D B O B OA I
LT, =733 4 XHE (15040, £4 v MEE (152401, X4 =y b+ 27354 X8 (152 fi)
I8 HANMAL, £ATYy FHLAA Ty b+ 79 F 4 IBCTIVEERIBEON, Ficxfx
v b+ I 7Y A RFETERRUGE, HRESGE 20 2 b iE L 7.

ADL OEMBICOWTIE, HRERDNAZRITT-> 2 L fTbARdro7zay Fu—ABETo RCT 1
DT & 72, REMAONAREL 2 v b o - A CERREEREM R IC I EEZD o (MT) 2.

AOFE (BEERY) ofathicBIL <, RERAARE & EE AR Z i L 72 RCT 2% 1 #,
B ARE &EENN A ICERERD N AZ I 2 728 % L L 72 RCT 23 1 fwfhi & vz, (RERDN A%
o 2BECOIHE (BEERD) ofslttiiEmsr-72 (X8,9) 2.
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ERHEEEELRIA FF A~

i OA FIE Y A 7 1B L ¢, RERD M ARE L BB N ATEZ LI L 72 RCT 28 1 f@fhii & iz, B
OA@%WUXN:LT NAF2—71—TH% Log CIM B L 7=, % DFER, HFEFEDNADIZ
505, EEINAX DI OAFRIEY X 7 13- 72 (K10) 2, F 7=@Eh AR & EF A ICRE D
AZIMZ RO R TD, HEB /N AICREFD N AZIMZTZREDIE D B34 A ~—71—TH 5% Log
CIM MK <, OAFRIEY 2 713K o 7= (X 11) 12,

¥, REATORETIE, H10HOKETIRE OA ICKREBD ZBHERET 22874 (43%),
59 HER(RR) T 2284 (5B3%)TH Y, HROWEIZR I NAD» T,

+or 7 itiE 0%, 8 2 M H O E T OA ICRED % 55 < HERE (B ) 3 5 2% 11 £4(100%) TH
> 7.

SR

1) Messier SP, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2018;70(11):1569-75.
2) Riecke BF, et al. Osteoarthritis 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):1167-74.

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. iR7E

Control . Control

Experimental : JEkiE 1T A

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD 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%
Massiar 2004 82 55, 4 0749 78 602 38743 _T\_ 013 [-044;018] 251%
Somers 2012 40 3550 112938 37 3800 121036 ——=+—1— 021 [[066;024] 120%
Riacke 2010 96 888 139131 96 1056 139131 — -0.12 [-0.40;0.16] 302%
Fixed effect mpdel 322 315 -t -0.14 [-0.29; 0.02] 100.0%
Heterogenedty: )° = 0%, v =0, p =097 UL T
060402 0 0204 08
Favours Control Favours Experimental

OO v EETTA
SRCTAMEIE 2417
.’Eﬁ;f”:‘-"d‘hn s, - BO—JLOE SR L \EE. B3 1
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Control D T A
Experimental : JkEITA

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Christensen 2015 64 -7.60 151020 64 -680 151020 ———— -0.05 [-0.40;029) 20.6%
Messier 2004 82 551 40749 80 624 42038 ———4— -0.18 [-0.48:0.13] 26.0%
Somers 2012 40 35.50 11.2938 39 34.50 11.7890 H 0.09 [-0.36;053] 12.7%
Messier 2013 124 480 28407 128 470 2.8862 S 0.03 [-0.21;0.28] 40.6%
.
.
Fixed effect model 310 311 -4* -0.03 [-0.19; 0.13] 100.0%
Heterogenelty: 1* = 0%, v =0, p= 0.71 T T
04 02 0 02 04
Favours Experimental Favours Control
4RCTAMEEENT,
EERHIEH DI
* =2
01. iR/E
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—ie -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 11,1928 39 3550 11.7880 ~—w—r— -0.72 [-1.16;-0.28] 14.4%
Messier 2013 120 360 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%
Heterogensatty: I = 31%, «* = 0.0141, p =0.23 J v ! ' !
1 05 0 05 1
Favours Experimental Favours Control
EETA v EET A + ST A
4ARCTAMRE =N
BEITA +HBNADESH, BN AOSHICHRLUTHEHRELN R @3
Heterogeneity 31% (REMFLLHN SoEBLOT)
02. HERECHE
Control : Control
Experimental : Sk 1T A
Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-C1 Weight
Christensen 2005 40 -252.50 3136979 40 -85.60 3282444 ——=—L 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 78 240 131575 - 006 [-037; 0.25] 252%
Somers 2012 40 36.00 106485 37 37.50 114828 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 Favours Control

J> 0L v #AETA
SRCTH@EHENE,
=ERDHIINI. &4
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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 —ﬁ— -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 —_— -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 I T 1 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 et -0.50 [-0.67; -0.34] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I° = 65%, * = 0.0600, p = 0.04 F !
14 05 0 05 1
Favours Experimental Favours Control
EETTA vs EENTA HEETA (WOMAC)
SRCTAMAENTE

BEITA +EETADIESH, BENTADH LB U THEEER LN 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 T T
02 01 0 0.1 02

J>bk0O-JL vs
1 RCTAMAH Uz,
ERBHIRIMOTZ,

Favours Control

EETTA
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04. &HIE (BEE)

Control : EBEITA
Experimental : JE&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 RCTAMBIEENTE.
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 DEBTA
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]
I T I l 1
04 02 0 02 04
Favours Experimental Favours Control
1rCTAMRE ENTZ.
BETADEDH, FEETALDOAREY XU FEMN T
Biomaker D&M\ 2 7= 10
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05. OAFJE'J X7 (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 04817 —+—— | -0.33 [-0.57; -0.1]
I 1

I I I
-04 -02 0 02 04

Favours Experimental Favours Control

FBEITTA vs EENTA+HRETA
1 ReTAYEH NI,
BETA +REITADEDN, EENTALDOARIEY A THEN T _
BiomakerTYE M o7z e B
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B RBEEERRATA RT A~
Clinical Question 4 ZEJZMERRBEERE 1< PRI 134 1 A

HEBE
ZETAEIRBEEE /S0 3 2 VBRE D 2 2 I IZER A b D FET 5. L LEmE 2RI 7%
<, HEREINZBHRERRENTD 5.

4, TVTVADHX
B C: oM EE T 2HEIXRENTH S

HEIEDIR X

U e i BB St (TENS)]

B 25 (EfidsceziREds)
GEREFIREYS)

B 25w (Edscexifds)

(ki3]
B2 B (ElLAVT L RRET )
[%i6H#]
B 2B (EELALT L RRET2)

fiRsH

JBE OA ITxf 9~ 2 HEFRE DR RICBA L C, SERAME, AEUGERNRIC O TG L 72, SRR,
BRRECCGERNIR L &, WA R To T v ay b e — B ic LTl uWilR 220 72, 28
Lot e LT, REMESMRREE (TENS), #&HK, %, #icowTo RCT Z LT 217 -
7z.

PERARICBE L T, YIEER T L fTb R ofza vy b r—A o RCT 1T 10 fea3h T
Z7-. 10 ff® RCT T EHEN R OFHEIE H 13 WOMAC (pain), pressure pain threshold, VAS T&%
D, VIEERRER L 2 v b e — A TEO T I ERERETE CH RN 0 72 (X 1) 1Hhessin,

PRRECGERNRICB L <, VIRE R To it iTb b o722 v b u—UiE® RCT 13 7 fadshiH
TE 7. BEREYGEZN R 0 FHEIE H 13 WOMAC (function), TUG TH Y, 7##®d RCT 2 & P)BEiLit
Lavbo— R L, PERETCR WRRESGEMIR 2o = (K 6) 81V,

1) FEEHyE SRR (TENS)

PRSI O WTIE, TENS B9 % RCT iF 3wl 7z, TENS #fToCwiwvway bro—n
FEL LIS L CHWEEEAN R 2500 72 (X 2) 124781012 Vance b Vi, B OA HEF 75 HlicxfL <, &
J&l# TENS (100Hz) 25 {4, {€f&3#% TENS (4Hz) 25fl%, 77 - TENS 25 ffil& [ti#g3 3 RCT %
fTo7=. ZD#fEHE, pressure pain threshold (PPT)23& &# TENS, {KJE# TENS & L, 77+
AT ERD b o7z LT LT,

PERECGERI R ICBA L i, TENS B934 RCT id 3fefiitti &7z, TENS #fT>oCwwiawa v b w
— AR E L TR R 20 2 (K 7) 30,
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

ERHEEEELRIA FF A~

7k, ZEATOHIETIX, B OAIC TENS 255  #ER(IRER) T2 28 11 4(73%), TENS #{7b 7
WZ B CHEARE)T 2234 20%), [ThhnwI 2T IR 14 (T%) TH- 7.

2) HE BRI

i OA DFEFFFRICEI L <, BEIAEZITo7- RCT 2 4Md v, BERRERZ{TbARro/ay
e — g R L CHEEoSERMR LRS- (K 4). Yildiz 5 Vi, WMl OA B3 90 FlicBIL
T continuous ultrasound # (30 fl), pulsed ultrasound # (30 ), 77 &+ E (30#%1) %:HE5 H,

2 AMMIITS % RCT 17> /2. W ultrasound # & b, 77 REEICIHIK L CTHEIC VAS, BT #)E
DUGEL 72 &g L7,

HEREUCEAIRICBI L <, BEIEEE 2T RCT X 2MRd 0, BERGEL{TO R o722V |
7= AL L C, HEE OBRESESI R 2R 72 (X8) 39,

¥, BERTOHRETIE, H 1 HOKETIIE OA ICHEEIGEL I HEE T 52810 4
(67%), BEBIREZ{TORWI L2 CHRERR) T 2084 4(27%), fTbmwI b aim fiEE s
253 14(T%)THY, HIEOWE IR I Nkh o7z,

55 2 [ H oS I OA IS E ERF % 55 < HERE(HRE) 372 43 10 #4(91%), EEBIEREZTH 7
WZ L EFHHRGRE) T2 14 09%)TH 57z,

3) HRE

i OA OSFEAIEICEIL T, SR TIE 2/ RCT 2l I 1=, iaExitbhhrozav b
— BRI L T VIR 2580 72 (KM 5) 810, FEEICBEL C 7 7Rk avba—re Lz
RCT 2347 <, BHoEW RCT 3580 b7 - 7z,

HEREUGEAIRICBA L <, SR TIE, 240 RCT i a i, e iTbhhrofzav b
—AEEL HE L CHERECERN R DT IC R0 B b BE MR E Ao 72 (K 9) 2.

i OA ICh 3 2 SiaHEICEA L <k, HoEWw RCT 2372 <, HTHICHD 258 s BEE»E M
AW 2 2 & EEEL .

JRBEEICHAR AT 2L ic kb, &IHE & L CLIRMEIREIET 28 % FE L 72 iEG] 2 B 23547 L 72
TEGIZRRER L 72 &\ ) BE D L OWMEN D o7z, RBIEICH L CHUREEIT S & L i3fabaz k> e
oY, HREE L [EELan L 25 HRETE] & L.

nk, REATOHRETIE, H1NHOKETIR, K OAICHIARELZH CHERIRR) T 5124
(14%), SR EfTbR T L 25 CHEBEFER) T 2038 4 (57%), M HELET 2434 £4(29%)TH
D, HROWRERFRINADr o7, FECEHL T4 [THEAL| K L20wA%YT 2000k
W] oL OB TEMEL .

F 2B HOBECIHIMIBEZ TRV L 25 CHERERR) T 24710 4 (91%), fTbRwI L ii
CHERETZENR 1 400%)THo7-. $7-, (BOATIR) SHARIIEBEHA TRV E VI EREDH
277,

4) FIREE

B OA X 2 BERAIRICOWT, RIGEICEHL Tk 1/ RCT 2 d . RiGEZITOR»
ofzav tu— L L CHREEOHEME AR (X 4) 1712,

BERESGERIRIC DWW, RIGFICBL T 1HRD RCT A& iz, RiGEE{TOR» 5722 v b
o — L TR L TR WIRRESGE IR 2 0 72 (X10) 2,

A OA T3 2 i IcBIL ¢, Bom< 2w 1HD RCT LA AL, BRAMEZHNT2 2 & id#L
W,

RBEATIC RIBEEITI) T EIc k), APHEE LTAEZRD LW IREDLLOMERD - 7. B
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ERHEEEELRIA FF A~
BEATICN L CRIBIERITS C L BEMEHEISEARH 2L LT, #HEEL LT [FHELAwI %
g9 HEBET B ] & L7,

FEATOHRECE, 1 HEHOKRECIIE OA ICAIBE LT CHERGERR) T 23223 4(21%), 4B
BafTbRnw &2 HRERER) T 22085 %4(36%), MRS 2286 4(43%)TH 0, HERORE
BhINhhorz, HECELTIAL [THEREAL ] L2 ENST 320 007% ] L oBfic#
HEL 7=,

552 [0 H DR ECIIE OA ICRIRBERITHO AW & 255 CHERGERE) T 228 10 £(91%), fTh7Zawn
e ERECHET 2E 1 4(9%)TH o 72,

SXHR

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.€5.
4) Chen LX, etal. . 2013;19(6):308-16.

5) Tascioglu F, et al. ] Int Med Res. 2010;38(4):1233-42.
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, et al. . 2017;43(1):187-94.

12) Pietrosimone BG, et al. Clin Rehabil. 2010;24(12):1091-101.

01. &)@
N i < SHBIEE : womac (pain) ressure
Control ' 77 L//_R ;ain threshold VAS(p P
- . =S 7 XL 2z Ak A ’
Experimental : Y)IBEE (TENS, BEK, &, #H) %He 2019, Zhao 2014, Vance2012(z
ZALFZ I
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 ; r -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 40789 62 7.70 4.0014 —— -0.37 [0.73,-0.01] 15.8%
Chen 2013 7 779 41271 82 856 3.6499 st -0.20 [-0.52; 0.12] 20.2%
Ozgonenea 2020 15 593 08000 18 589 0.6800 e 0.05 [-0.63; 0.74] 4.4%
Pietrosimone 2011 10 11.80 53242 10 1230 53242 ——f—=—— -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
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

®1
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02. HgEchE

Control ;
Experimental

TSR
YIBEE (TENS, BEK, #)

EIEREEEEBRI A KT 1~

¥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 — -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
. q He 2019, Vance2012(3Z(LHRZEF
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 7 —_ -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. #’%ﬁba&r—"‘ SHEIEE : womac (function) , TUG
%He 2019, Vance 2012(3Z (b3 % 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 31.10 7.9057 ——=———+ -0.82 [-1.74, 0.10] 13.2%
1
1
Fixed effect model 71 7 - -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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=p
0l. ﬁﬂE 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
vt W ==
02. V’g’ﬁba&:’ SH@IEE : womac (fuction)
¥lia 2016(3 AT & T
Control TR
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 80 —_— -0.62 [-0.94; -0.30] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0%, 2= 0, p = 0.50 f T T !
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

Favours Experimental

Favours Control

6
\
01. &)@
Control : TSR
Experimenta| : %ﬁi I SH@EIEE : womac (pain) |
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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Control R few e 257
Experimental : i I SH@EIEE : 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

Fixed effect model 173

Heterogeneity: /° = 81%, v = 0.1037, p = 0.02

—————— 0.23 [-0.08;0.55] 45.3%
|
|

—T T

04 02 0 02 04

164 -0.04 [-0.26; 0.17] 100.0%

Favours Experimental Favours Control

8
01. #HJE
Control R fe55 i 7] 1 = _
. =2 SFMIEE : womac (pain)
Experimental @ 7t WAL 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 T T 1
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
Favours Experimental Favours Control
9
25
02. tEHECNE
Control s TS5t
Experimental @ 7 FHEEE : womac (fuction)
¥Zhao 2014(F 2L F% FHE
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 -T-T‘—]—!> — -0.36 [-0.73; 0.02)
-06-04-02 0 0.2 04 06
Favours Experimental Favours Control
F10

61



© o =3 & Ul b W b M

R W W W W W W W W W W NN DN DN DNDNDDNDDNDNDDN e e
H O © 00 9 O Ot bk W N H O © 00 90 Otk WD H O © oSO 0tk W+ O

B RBEEEBRIA FT A~
Clinical Question 5 Z T MEBIAIE I 2 B L CRTHIBIE 2 & 0) ITE

HESESL
I R BAETE (o3 2 R ., AMETERY R R & F W 72 2 EUR 138 B X OB REDGE IR L
T, TORAMEFHHEREINS.

IETFVADBX
B B:ROHEMICHFREDHEE»H 2

RO
B 2:50 (EfdsLziRETs)

fEg

& OA IFEEItt 2 2 M A AL B TRERDOFHWERETH Y, nEomElL2zX 2 2 L I13#
FHRPEMO 7 53, EERFE RO NI EECTH L. £ AR, e, BEE, Sl
BRI R R O EE O A L M2 lET L7z, IO ICEREEciIfEAT ¥4IV 2zl
ML LB RLDeEZONS D, HHEBICX2F 77V =T b1To 7.

B OA 1T X 2 S ABEREIX T, QOLK'T, HTRE/ME T IR&0R B L OERIC X 2 S RTEEI R 0K T ic
RT3 2 ehb, HEBRECE W CHFEME M CREELRKEHTH L LEILONS. Lido
T, INETHEINTE 2 RCT DLELEFLOBRRMBICEAT 2 2 2@z fTo 72 V1V, Z OF5E,
VAS, WOMAC(pain), KOOS(pain)ic & 2 & D 7l C 132 EEE I K & RRRIRABE T 52 LA
O cho7z (K1), 72, HAZEBICX 297 70— T cldfA T 22 B0 HICL Y 20
IR IV EDUR S, REEE 19 2 ST JEHR OII R Z iR 20, Hie —AMIEAEED
SRR D b NTn o Tz,

B OA I X 2 BIARBEREIK T X BTGB E 2K T &4, FEHICX2HETeL8RATIOKT % D
726 L, HITREIOET, 51K QOL DK TOFEKEE 2 agEMELrH S, 22T, T THES
N T & 72 RCT DL B D S ARRESCE RN IR ICBI I~ 2 A Xt 21T o 72 11V, Z DR, WOMAC
(physical function), KOOS (ADL function), Lequesne score, Edinburg Knee Functional Scale iZ X %
BERE O FEAR C 132 BRI R & RECE R0 bz (M 2)., HEEICX 3 77— Tk
Wrcix, ZoORBICHEVCEEELZD S, BEE WD L SMUIEEE R *DI3 K & 2R z2ido, e
—ABIAE DR FRD b Nl d o Tz,

iR OA Z 13X U & J 5 fd 4 O #HENZR O MRS CIXEEREDE QOL MK T F 5 2 &8 b T3
23, HEEER O OMEERE QOL IC5 2 28 RIEAHTH -7, 2 TIhEFCOilEINTE L
RCT o Bk o fiEFEESHE QOL I 5 2 2 IFRICBH T 2 X 2 T 21T - 72, Z DFEHE, KOOS
(QOL), Assessment of Quality of Life instrument IZ X 2 QOL @ FFfi ¢l % D QOL A Exh R 23
Boonlz (K3). LrLERHEEICL Y727 — T, fxoiEEo QOL it 2 6%
DINR % RO Ie > o 7z 211,

I, SRR, (@ERBEE QOL 2 X o FBIN T ¥ F 71 LA T, B OA ITx 3 % & BB L% #]
W77 b AL T 2ROMENFEECTH L. 22T, TNFETHEINTE L RCT 0REERED
FHRFITRENCN T 280 2 T L7z, 2 OFER, BBIRBRTREN T3 2 IR 2 MET L 7 2L B
5D RCT (ZAMUBLARRJER V& — AL 0D 2 iDAHATH Y, ZD 2D A X T, BB {THE
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ERHEEEELRIA FF A~
TR (6 2EHATT 2 b)) TIHAEROUWEMNRIRD bnkh o7z (K4,

—77, W OA Ichtd 23 B o IERICBI L T3, RCTIC X 2 4RO HERIZMEEE %2 H w723
BEED 1D ATH D Y, BREEFET 10 B K E O R A&7 & O S HHE %589, % ORI
HFRED Y 227 IE 3.65 L) Ed oz (K5). L LikEEFIET 2 X5 REIER Iz o7z L
W En, F—aici Bk cRER S R4 L 2356, BEE2ENT 2 2 L X Y BIER 23 8GE
T3 L&z b0, AWERRER oSS, YL, THERCHLLAES Th by, HEE
E~DEE IR EZ LN,

DIEX 0 OA IR 2 3 E, SMEEAL R AR % F v 72 25 B 13 SR 5 & OVBSRECGE 1CB L T
RENRZAL, BREECTIRAIEHBEERPE D DOWMULES TH 5720, B OAITKL T,
fEdE R, AMIBAE RN & VW2 B RBE AT C Lo FRERE Y. L LAasb, ZosFRIci
EOEREEEZRER RO TE Y, AT EE0ERCK OA OMETE N EEELE O R ICHE
B2 TR E Wz, RER, SMIBALE AR % F s 72 25 BRI TR R R & L Cids < HEdE
INb. —F, BOA KT 2 AL, #HtzHWZEERLORMAEIIAATS 5.

REATORECIE, #1HOKECIIIE OA I BELCGRMTHBI B2 &) 2 M R 3084
o (27%), 59 HEBRE(FRS) T 5039 £4(60%), HERECHTHIMEZET)2TbAVwC & 255
BARE)T20524(13%)TH Y, HEOREFRINAr o7, T/, HEHOFIMERIVERS
23, FERNC X o TR, S HOIEAT 2EEICK s CTOMRCERHMOMEDR B 5 72 D i
HARICEI RO RO TIR] LOERYD - 7-.

2 HOKETIE, B OA ICKEERECHTRIE2&5T) %99 CHERGRER) T2 2510 %4 (91%),
RO THIBIE 2 G T) 2 TbanwZ L 2 HERAER) T2 081 £4(9%) TH - 72,

SCHR

1) Callaghan MJ, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2015;74(6):1164-70.

2) Ostrander RV, et al. Am ] Orthop (Belle Mead NJ). 2016;45(5):306-11.
3) Thoumie P, et al. Sci Rep. 2018;8(1):105109.

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

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

6) Campos GC, et al. Sao Paulo Med 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. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2019; 27(9):1324-38.
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Exgerimantal Conwol St Mean Differnece Sud, Mean Oifference

Study or Subgroup Maan SO Total Neas SO Towal Weight 1V, Random, 955 O Year WV, Random, #5% O
101 Lowe brace
N1C0022% Calaghan 2015 575 20408 56 5175 l“rull 61 fax 3131258367 2014 -
N1CO0081 Ostrander 2016 63.2 188 16 33 184 15 B 518064, 6.74] 2016 ——
N1CO4A820, Thourmie 2018 41.3% 387 2 vy 33 Bex 7790635, 8.23) w018 S
Subtatal (95% C1) 104 111 26.5% 5011239, 8.24] > ol
Mewrogenelty: Taw* = 6.26; Ch « 38.30, ¢ « 2 (7 < 000001k * = S35
Test for owerall effect Z = 3.57 (P « 0.000¢)
1.1.2 lateral wedge
N1C04902 Rarrios, 2005 102 1435 20 =2 W0 15 SA% 011045 0.7¢) 2005 v
N1CD3204 Manet, 2014 18335 21505 57 G245 160969388 61 BAX 1214 (1052 1375 2014
N1CD4802, de Campos 2015 1.1 3.90384426 2 2 831738917 19 86X 0.1 [-1.54,133) 2015 -
N1C01311 Lewtraon 2018 66 177 15 1 128 18 54X 0367033, 105 2016 o
N1CD3800,Salam 2019 115 3683846 20 25 221305 W0 92K 2.90 [L99, JJII 019 p——
Subtotal (95% CI) 134 153 45.0% 1.01 j0.09, 5 | —<E—
Hesrogenelty: Taw' = 1081, O = 21110, ¢f = 4 (# < 0.00001), # = 38%
Test for overall effecy 2 = 2.02 (F = 0.04)
1.1.3 shoe
N1CO0141 Hinman 2016 5 41 80 22 35 80 B5S% 007 2016 t

Subtatal (95% CI) 0 B0 95% 007 [-024,0.38] 4
Hewrogeneity: Not agpicable
Test for owerall effecs 2 = 0.47 (7 = 0.64)
114 cane
N1CO0188 Jones, 2012 178 12826 30 —0A7 13 19 S 160 [1.01,218) 2012 e
N1C04328,Van GinckelL 2015 14 38 ao is 32 38 95K 011|056 03 2018 ~
Subtetal (35% C1l 67 189% 073 |-094, 241) Rl
Memrogenelny: Tay® = 1.35; O = 2055, c-wwmucf-m
Test for overall effect 2 = 0.86 (7 = 0.39)
Tonal (95% Cl) 368 411 1000% 287 155, 4.20) e
Hemrogenelty: Taw' = 4.75, O = 447,19, ¢f = 10 {F < 0.00001) ¥ = 38% =1

Test for overall effecy: 2 = 4,26 (F < 0.0001)
Test for subgroup dMerences: ChF = 16.33, df = 3 ( = 0.0010), F = B1.6%

-5 L 5 1
Favowrs [conred]  Faveurs [expeneencal

Y A - Ak e g
B 1 SEmAFRICBES 2 LB D X 2 it L OMERHERIC X 29 7 70 — T
| 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
N1C0OO8I Osrander 2016 684 21428 16 0.15 221938776 15 96X 369 (245 489 ——
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% CI) 104 11 299% 4.50 [2.32, 6.69) -
Hemrogenety: Taw' = 3.42; Ch' = 28.72, df = 2 (P < 0.00001); I = 938
Test for overall effect Z = 4.63 (P < 0.0001)
1.2.2 lateral wedge
RICOT3 1T lawiraon 2016 59 149 15 <54 16.8 18 10258 068 [-0.02,1.40] uE
N1CD3204 Hawetf, 2014 755 06377551 37 0545 04872445 61 S9N 1232 [10.68, 13.96] s
N1C0AB02,c¢ Campos, 2015 1.5 389624 20 1 4700 23 1038 011 040,063 T
N1C04902 Sarrios, 6.2 1716 20 58 18725 25 1038 0.02 [-0.57,0.60] 1
Subtotal (95% C1) 21 133 39sx 3.14 (022, 6.05] -
Heterogenety: Tau' = 8.58; Chi* = 203.26, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); ¥ = 89X
Test for overall effect 2= 2.11 (P = 0.03)
1.2.3 shoe
NI1CDO141 Hinman, 2016 7.8 128 ®0 73 12 80 104X 0.04 [-0.27,0.35]
Sabtotal (95% C 50 80 104% 004 [-027,035]
Hemrogenety: Net applcable
Test for overall effect Z = 0.25 (P = 0.50)
1.24 cane
N1CO0166 Jones, 2012 3.14 33882 30 <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) "
Subrotal (95% CI) 67 206%  QS57[-043 158] -
Meterogenety: Taw' = 0.46; Chi* = 8,04, df = w-omr L L
Test for owerall effect 2= 1.12 (# = 0.26)
Total (955 Cn 375 391 100.0% 263137, 3.88) <
Menerogenety: Taw' = 3.91; Ch* = 41252, ¢f = § (P < 0.00001); ¥ = S8 1o = S R 10

Test for overall effect 2 = 4,10 (F < 0.0001)
Test for subgrevp Eferences: ChP* = 20,44, df = 3 (7 = 0.0001), F = 85.3%
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Exparimental Comtrol $1d. Mean Difference $1d. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Welght IV, 9% O w, d SN O
157 Knew brace
N1C00081 Oserander 2016 36 2653 16 347 270408 15 1A 047 H0.24,1.19) -
Subtotal (955 C1 16 15 A 0.47 {<0.24, 1.19) -
Hemrogenelty: Not appicable
Test for overall effect £ = 1.30 (F = 0.20)
1.5.2 Interad wedge
N1C01311 Lewinsos, 2016 6.7 145 15 03 17.2 18 1508 0.35 -0.30, 1.08] v
N1C03800 Saam 2018 5875 250537776 20 2635 B.79688515 20 143% 1.74 [1.00, 248} —
Subtotal (95% CI) 35 38 293%  106{-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
N1COD141 Minman, 2016 0 01 B0 L] 01 80 20X 000 031,031 T &
Subtotal (95% C1) 8o 80 202% 0.00 {-0.31, 0.31) L
Meterogenelty: Not appicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00)
134 cane
N1C00186 Jjones, 2012 81 1654 M 0 15 28 1 0.79 [0.26, 1.32) —
N1CD4328,Van Gincke 2018 o 01 40 0 0.1 38 185X  0.00 044, 0.44) 2
Subtotal (95% C1 70 67 358%  0.381-0.39,1.16) -
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% €N 201 200 100.0% 0.51 10.04, 0.99) -
Hewerogenelty: Tayw* = 0.26; Ch* = 23.55, df = 5 (P = 0.0003); F = 788 =g 3 ry < 7 3

Test for overall effect 2 = 2,14 (P = 0.03)
Test for subgroup differences: Ch* = 383, df = 3 (F = 0.28), ¥ = 2178

favours [contrel]  Favours [experimental

3 QOL UGEMNRICE S 2 L HRED X 2 s XL EMEEIC X 2 % 7 70— TlElT
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference $1d. Mean Difference

_ Study or Subgroup Mean SO Total  Mean SO Total Welght IV, Random, 95% €1 Year WV, Rand 955 Cl
LAY larecal wedge
N1C04902 Barrics, 2000 5374 927 20 5122 758 25 5028 0.30 [-0.30, 0. !” 2009
Subtotal (95% CN 20 25 502% 030 [-0.30, 0.8
Meterogenelty: Not applicabie
Test for overall effect: Z « 0.98 (P = 0.33)
142 cane
NICOO186 Jones, 2012 404.22 5185 30 32094 252 29 408N 201 [1.37,264) 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% CN 50 54 100.0% 115 [-0.53, 2.82) | —eE——
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.37; Che' = 14,87, df = 1 (P = 0.0001); ¥ = §3% % =% 3 i
Test for overall effect Z = 1.34 (F = 0.18) Favours [ i| Favours [exp Ul

Test for subgrovp differences: Chi* = 14,67, df = 1 (P = 0.0001), I = §3.3%

4 FERPBITRE I O SGESNRICEE T 2 2 B EE DO X 2 it L O EIC X 29 77— TiElT
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
N1004829, Thournie, 2018 10 32 335 100.0% 3.65 [1.10, 12.08] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 32 35 100.0% 3.65[1.10, 12.08]
Toml events 10 3
Heterogeneky: Not appicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.12 (P = 0.03)
Total (95% C) 32 35 100.0% 3.65 (1.10, 12.08] B ——
Total events 10 3
Hewrogenety: Not applicable 00 o1 10 100
Test for overall effect Z = 2,12 (P = 0.03) ! S ontrol]
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable TN S D
5 EIEMIFEARICBT 5 S BREL D 2 X T
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Clinical Question 6 &l O ZTEPERBAHIE D YL O 55— &P LM 23 FH 2>

HESE

1) PEERER WA, T2 b7 37 7 =y, NSAIDsH#MAE, JERIRFINSAIDSPHIREE, Cox-2
FRRHESE, e 7 m v EEREEIN TS & 5 BN L L TSR3 2.

2) MLEREY) R 78355854, TR M7 I 7y, NSAIDsHMVHEE, v 7o v ERERTNE
W& SRR LR T 2.

3) DIMEEEY 227535 2854, T M7 37 7=, NSAIDHVHHE, v 7o v EEREANE
W& B LR T 2.

4) BREE) R 70835584, TRV T I/ 72y, e7ln VBN E-SRIRNEE LC
325 2.

BRI N—Tic ) 5, HRICBEET 2 MHERCEFS R L2ET Y+ hsilic, —EoffifEs%EE
¥3)

A CQ ITH3 2HEEDEKICH - T, TITEMHRBEFEEHICNT 27T I 72y,
NSAIDs #4F#, FEZEIRA) NSAIDs MARSEE, Cox-2 ZERIHESE, v 7 v vIBBEEINGES, X7 8a4
FREAFINGS, TanFeFy, 7232794 LREEEREEREMBEEEAF, F o< F—1%
DFFEIE, HIRBERES X Y ADL EME, B X UOAIHERERZEEHL, 77 R oK %E1T
> T, BEAOEMELFAML 7. XIC, il ics 0 28YFE L, I 218MRERS 70
EHICZAIZIRAL CTwb 2 e, lld PREEX/NS Wi olERG L )T Wi EofEREH 2

(g ORERIMEIENT A F 74~ 2015) =012, Tnx B 2 T, Osteoarthritis Research Society
International (OARSD)2019 D4 4 F o4 v &5#ic L <, OfEERRL, QELEREEY 227, Gl
MEREY 27, BLXUOFEEY 2270 4T T, FEACOOTHEEEIT- 7.

9, A (Thbb, “HET 2 B0 HELRW) IOV TORELTY, DTl
DRI DWTEEEZTo72. Thabb, 5% L0 LT 2 “BELG T, "iE HELE T 2 “2350%LL
& xlevel 1AL L, 50%AKimZlevel IB& L7z, #IC, 75%LA LD H#HELE L e W REZE T, "<
L 0 2350%LL B & Flevel 5L L, 50%K #level AA L L7-. 7z, AltEiconwg, “fEd23”
H60~74% D EE % level 2, 40~59% D& Flevel 3& L, “HEIE L 7\ " 2360~74% D4 % level 4B &
L7, BEICBT 2 L0FEE, T7hbblevel IAZFELERIEL L 7.

IETVADBE
EHEAOT TV ADBWIPIR1IDLEY TH .

#£1. &FEHlozes v R

Bk IETFVRADIEX
T +rTI/) 7V B : IR OHEEMEIC P EE DHERE 2 H 5
NSAIDs PMARE B : ZhR O HEEMHICHHIRE DTS2 H 5
NSAIDs #}FH# B : ZhR O HEEMHICHHIRE DTS2 H 5
77y =T AN RGRER RRAE
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figaR
YPRILEOE —FERIEOREHFEICOWT, 2019FIC EFEINZRFTOBOAT A ¥ 74 v
[ American College of Rheumatology/Arthritis Foundation (ACR)?, Osteoarthritis Research Society
International (OARSI)?, ¥ X U'European Society for Clinical and Economic Aspects of Osteoporosis,
Osteoarthritis and Musculoskeletal Diseases (ESCEO)¥] # L v 2 — L 7. 2o I3EREZENAN L 28
FRICHY ATz, B EWBIRAA F 74 VERTTE & L C okl % % 17 Tw 5 GRADE
( Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation ) ¥ X 7 &4
<http://www.gradeworkinggroup.org/>% ££H L CT\»%. MEDLINE, PubMed7 & D 7T — % X — 2%
OARSL ACR7: & D &k s X USRMEINBER 2 5PICOIC~ v F L 724008 Lol &L, 7 b
LT T v RADOFMIAfThbI, TR RAT~YT 4 v L ba—T—RICHEINT, HEREAT
70%H 5 W IZ75% U Lo a vy R EHAEL L CHEREI N HEA L 2 0MRE A2 REL T3,

HESE X, ST (“recommended” or “against”, “in favor” or “against”, “do” or “not do”) 3 7 b b #ELE 3
5 HEREL 7o & 2 DR & (“strong” or “conditional”, “strong” or “weak”’)IC4 S, T BT v RICHKD
W, voting panellC X 2% FEXTONL TS, KERBROBECHFREOER L 2RICE LD
7z (F4) .

ACRATA F 74 v<lx, BEOHEREREDOHAEICOVWTORHITZ {, strong % 5 —FE IR,
conditional Z 5§ R & L, 55— #PEEIINSAIDsNARE, NSAIDsHHEE, 27 v A4 FREEEiNG S % H#E
BEL, HBRCET7E 7/ 72y, PIvF—n, TauvFxkdy, aviefFrEoNR,
74 VHHEE ST CnD (R4 .

—77, OARSITIREHE Z2OIFFRERL, OHLERE) 2250, QUMERE) 2250, OF
EEYZI7HY, @7V 40N, QLHPEER - 9> 2REICHFEL T, HrPE (“in favor” or “against”)
D% Tlevel 12> 5% TH I T, RICHIEBEPHEIC X 2 bt (RFIZE) % BH 5 2 1C k0l 2 854 % strong,
AHI#E D B8] 2GR E D B 1Ll conditionale L T3, F7bbH, level 1AIZ=75% “in favor” & >50%
“strong” recommendation, level 1BiZ=75% “in favor” & >50% “conditional” recommendation, level 2
60~74% “in favor”, level 31340~59% “in favor”, level 2~4i35 7 # L } Tconditional & L T\ % (F
5).

525. Translating voting data into the treatment algorithm?

Level % in favor % 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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ERHEEEELRIA FF A~

Z DFER, IHAREOEIC X 258, OFERERL, OQEEREY 2250, Q0I
BEEYV 7B, OBFEEYZ27HY, 7L AL TIENSAIDSHHIEZHESE L, @ILFFERE -
DIRRE T IZIBEIRINSAIDs N IREE, FEFEIRAINSAIDs IAREE + PPI, Cox-25ERNSAIDsPIARSEE % HEHE L
Tw3 (F4) .

ZHICH LT, ESCEOTIZE 5 BINE LT/ rad I vl 2 v Fuf F U iEiE, T 73
/7 = v, NSAIDsHRZEBHELE X h, fERSEESTWVEEE 2O FEER L, OQHILEREY 27
HY, QULMERE) R7HY, OFFEEY 275 Y OAFFIC/H T, ) R 7 % [alkEd 2 P AREE S B &4t
Al GBPEEE L, ZNTHHRP T NEEHTEA A A F, TavoFeF v NIREZHELREL T»
5 (%4).

AREZEATIHIOARSID EH O HFUCHERLL 7228, ® 7 L4 v, @JLHIFAESE - 5 DIREIXERA L 72,
ZJLANEuaEeT 4 7o Fu—L0EREZ L THROAL DXFIBEKRTH L0 THL. £z, A
HPFHEN - 5 DRRBICDO WY, RHEIFERE L 5> OREBZFRBEHICE LD TlER, HLFETHL
IR IIAECE L 2 E XA T RELEX D06 TH 5.

7rds, JAHIPRPIR 2 RE R TERK 3 2 RS B ROARF 1K b s b oo, BURTIIAR
REOHELFET 5720 DMWIERIEER TV L2 b, KREEATREHRD S 2, INEHHFRENE
IR AN D o 7o, ARAKTIIHARDOEIPHRIEROBURICHE AT, ThE coRIEA [
ICDOWTL B a—%27k, fEiinEOROAICK T 2 HEYFREDH ERICOWTERELTo 7. &
EROFMEROICR T, ZNICH DR, RRERXVIEREOARIC X o CTELL 72 (R7). 2ok
TIPS 25 EIR e L7,

K7, BHAREOHEIC X 5 KA OHEAEREE

level R L HLEREEY R 2H0 | LINEY 225D BrEEY R 750
level 1A T MNP I/ Ty | TRETI) 72y TEbMFI/) Ty | TRETI) 72y
g4 2= NSAIDs#} 35 NSAIDs#} 5 NSAIDs#} 5 v 7w v EREEATA
75%, BX = | IHBINMNSAIDsN | b7 v VEERIMIE | v 7ouo VBB | gt

50% [ d 5 e D)

Cox- 23R PHE 38

v 7ove RN

T
level 1B Cox-2;E R PHEHE
s 2=
75%, X
<50%
level 2 TIY=T A NA 723 =T7 74 VA | NSAIDsH\F
HEXE S 260~ | BEfd SRR 2SAE B fih ERERRRIER G | 77y =T v A LR
74% & LA & LA B R TR AT B

HE A A

level 3 A7 a4 FEHNGE | T2t F v TaaF¥EeFV TanrFkFV
He3E 9 241~ | 4 TO=TOANAE: | P I=F—n b= F—n
59% Tau¥tFV TSR TR JHE B G &

P = A BdAl

FI=F—
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level 4B 27 v 4 FREEINES | A7 04 FBEENE | 2704 FEESNGE
HERE L 721060 %t 5

~74%

level 4A Cox-2: 3R 1y FH. 2 3

HERL =

75%, X

<50%

level 5 FEEIRINSAIDs AR | FEEIRIINSAIDsA | FEEIRFYNSAIDs A
HERE L v = ' e i[i&'S

75%, WX = Cox-2; &R fH & 38
50%

SR

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.

70




ERMERBEEESRA A P71~
1 #4. FROAH A F 74 v DI

and Exnnamic Aape:

2038 n Coilege of Fheus oy, Arite it F o Sl g1 Mo w19
2029 Arvwnrica lirgw of Fleumatology, Arthe it W thon OARS! guMetnes 01 s Ecimeri e

the
11171123 ded: 10,1007/500036-21 9063326, Egub 2019 May 25
mumu 2019 Jun 202 PMID. 31129712

i erLATLA2 Eppol 2320,
Aheumatul 2021 Moy, 73151799, PMID:
LJ b2t M 000
VEDLINE (s Ovidl, EMEASE. Cc
HAZM  OVID Mustine Pubbed, Emease, snd the Cochrans Liteary Madtine, Pubbed, EMBASE, Gaogle Schele, Cochrase Datatmsns it (O CENTRALS, Cochrans Dtubars o ystematc Reves (COSH
Has ~August] 2018 wdaly 12th 2018 20L4ver Updated, Seplember 30,2018
R - - 8a
A GRADE GRADE GRADE
RF2A WUL Y2TERBWS, VALY T-L 315, VITERIE, AERRRIL. I 2TFF. UL P2 oy, BRGE ALET, REY. WENKT
anERS YOVIE, AHE. ERE. SR (58) ERANIS, WERLIS, ROKL, (134 : wEZ SRNTE, GRE. ETOR (88
EFE 0 & « 70N LTSN 75N
teconmendnd | against i favor | against ‘de’ ot 'd0 nat*
streagly [ condSonsl strang / conditisanl sireng wesk
i vl sL sasEmL  GiuRs CTETRE PP . FENBLL Gy xy CTETINN L PEY)
NSAIDRER BRENNAOMER
miRnE e P NEADNRE BERANSADAEE ' yaae2 el 35 FO(P ML T4 T/ 72, NSAOAME
Con- 2BANSAIDSEE
L) HLATLTABE
. cranm COX-ZRIEIE NEADHER
ZRUTE IS PR T S B covtawnmws TR pageuaons  RE
— Ao i cox-sRrER anpazraqs 2AESRT ' whe
RS ®  aeyoxros  pmemen OEEN cosrnewe
IAPIRFOL  FRBNEH ETADNENAEM JAPIZFO4 FRIRAEY
FRBAEY
Noa-gadactive
P NGDS  COXIE® Faoters Iy
mInHR o/ min B Pr NEAD PP TaBSES 7 hn o MEDAL, RRREEXSF, Tanser AN
coXZmsnme - NEADA M
d
3

71



1

\]

K6, FH| DHEPLRTERER

EIEREEEEBRI A KT 1~

£k Q6: PP/ TV
HEER (OfFEEEREL)] [QBELEREEIVRY] | [OQLOBEEEYRY] |[OBERIURY]
RIS 88.9% 100.0% 88.9% 77.8%
HHELGEL 11.1% 0.0% 11.1% 22.2%
AN 55.6% 55.6% 66.7% 66.7%
EEIA 44.4% 44.4% 33.3% 33.3%
LR Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A
E- -1 Q16 : NSAIDs4} R &l
HELER [OfFEEEEL)] [QBEELEEEIVRY] | [QLOEEEYRY] |[OBEEURY]
RIS 100.0% 88.9% 88.9% 66.7%
HRLGL 0.0% 11.1% 11.1% 33.3%
AR 100.0% 55.6% 55.6%
EHA 0.0% 44.4% 44.4%
LRIV Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A Level 2
X#H £ Q16 : JERIRMINSAIDsA R I
HEER (O FEBERL] [QEELEREVRY] | [QLOETEEYRI] |[OBFEEYXY]
X R) 88.9% 0.0% 11.1% 0.0%
HELGZW 11.1% 100.0% 88.9% 100.0%
A 88.9% 100.0% 77.8% 100.0%
EEIY 11.1% 0.0% 22.2% 0.0%
L)L Level 1A Level 5 Level 5 Level 5
E 3k Q16 : Cox-2BIRMBEE R
HEER [OfTFEEDRL] [QBLELEEEIVRY] | [QLOEEEYRY] | [OBEEYRY]
HETD 100.0% 88.9% 22.2% 22.2%
HRELEW 0.0% 11.1% 77.8% 77.8%
(A 88.9% 33.3% 33.3% 55.6%
EEIR 11.1% 66.7% 66.7% 44.4%
LRI Level 1A Level 1B Level 4A Level 5
3k Ql6: E7)L0VEEAS RS
HEER (D FEEEREL] [QBEELEEEIVRY] | [QLOEEEURY] | [OBEEURY]
#RI 3 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
HRLGL 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
AR 88.9% 77.8% 77.8% 77.8%
EA 11.1% 22.2% 22.2% 22.2%
LRIV Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A Level 1A
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EH A Q16: A 704 FEA#HARIH
BEER (O FEEBEEL) QEELEETYVRY] | QDOEEEVRY] |[OBEEY X ]
#RETD 55.6% 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%
R LA 44.4% 66.7% 66.7% 66.7%
A
B

LR Level 3 Level 4B Level 4B Level 4B
EE £ Q16: FaaO¥EF > (SNRI)
BEEE (O FEEBEEL) [@QEELEREEVRY] | [QDOBEETYRY] |[OBEEYR Y]
#RETD 55.6% 55.6% 55.6% 44.4%
R LA 44.4% 44.4% 44.4% 55.6%
ML
B

LR Level 3 Level 3 Level 3 Level 3
KL Ql6: /4O koY
BEEE (O EFEEBEEL] [@QELELEREEVRY] | [QDOEETYRY] | [OBEEYR Y]
HETD 66.7% 55.6% 66.7% 66.7%
HEEL AL 33.3% 44.4% 33.3% 33.3%
[zAA)
B

LR Level 2 Level 3 Level 2 Level 2
£k Q16: FS<T F—JL
BEER (O FEERL] [QHELELEEREVRY] |[QLOBERTYVRY] | [OBEEYRY]
HETD 55.6% 55.6% 55.6% 44.4%
HERL AL 44.4% 44.4% 44.4% 55.6%
(A8
B

LR Level 3 Level 3 Level 3 Level 3
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Clinical Question 7 ZTMMKBAEHEIC T2 7 2/ 7 = v ITHEH»

HESESC
EIERBEEEICN T3 72+ 72 72 vOERAMEE—ERENTH 2 RBD 5N 720, W)
TEERIBET S,

IETFVADBX
B B:ROHEMICHFREDHEE»H 2

RO
B 2:50 (EfdsLziRETs)

T b7 77203100 FELL ERTICH R & 50 FLL RS L LA S T & 7228, COXfHE
I X BHISIEMERIE 7 <, SR I 20w Tl iR o BRI iE BRI R E R MEE S
WEHDOD, ZOERIRIIREAHTH S, ChE TEFIRIARELL Ao, HLEREDOH
XU 2 27 %3 NSAIDs Bl X W K2 & 25, BORTIZEERIEOHE BN L LTt s h &z L
U, 2ETRREREE A3tk SRR & 41, 2014 FLARE, KE i 355 (Food and Drug Administration :
FDA) citfiflo&HESY 1 HIFEHREOHGIATHON T3,

ROAICKLTT R M7 I/ 7 = VICHRNRCHRESGE 5 X O ADL SGERIR 2 H 2 52%, a2 A b
b & CREE L 7z,

MASTEE, T FT I 72585 1,300,2000,4,000mg/H & B3 /55ETH Y, 722
W25 48K 5 128, 6 2HETHRATH>72. WIHIZT IR %7z RCT % X X f@##T L 7=.
SRR ICOWTIE, MAMRIE 4 E ¢id SMD -0.41 (-0.84, 0.02) 9, 12H% ©i3 SMD -0.89
(-1.91, 0.12) <357, FREIRITERIZIRERN TH - 72 (X 1),

BEAESGE 1T D W T b, SRR & RIS A AR IE 438 % <13 SMD -0.02 (-0.34, 0.44 0.02) &3
LAY W, 12 FCld SMD -1.09 (-2.35,0.17) T 135~7, FERRIAZHERIZ 7220 - 72 (K 2).
ADL/QOL @& FIc o wvTld, SMD -2.1 (--2.28,-1.91) ¢ WEAKEVFER L Ro720 D
@, RCT 28 2 L o727, RELD X 5 1B -BREUGEIRICZ L W &2 b, ZOUENR IR
MR ch s (X3).

IR METE, Y7V AV FEDRCTLIIFE®E b7 Vg NSAIDs & OJEFIERIFSE %10 L 2
L, BRANRIINIWEEZONDE D, EYEEOFCTRIZETELIbDLFE LT
AEFRRICOVWTOWEL, RCT 7RO X X CIIEERFREAKR TR T I T I 72 Vil
29.29(1,847 f5ilth 539 F) Tt LT 7 7 & FHE 28.8%(1,768 flrf 510 ) ic & v, falsRix 1.02 (0.92,
1.12) L HAETIEARr->72(¥4-1)23671012 UL, EEAAFEERORERZ TR T I 72 Vv
1.6%(1,965 fl 31 i) icxf L€ 77 & A 1.0%(1,717 Fldh 17 ) icd v, fafRix 1.45 (0.79,
2.68) &RRENMEAAICH o 72 (M 4-2)35~7101D L (T, FHREEEORAE R T e VT I 7o Vil
5.79%(929 il 53 F)icxt LT 7 T = KEE 1.3% (781 ik 10 ) ThH v, fafRit 4.07 (2.12,7.81)
LAEBEICE o 7= (K 4-4)5~710,

¥, BEBEIEZT 2T 2 7 2 v EET7.7%(1,866 flth 143 ) ickt L < 7T &K 6.4%(1,631
104 B)CcH v, fERERIE 1.24 (0.97,159) &7 T3 72 v DREMIEIH 3 LE27-(X 4-3)3
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~7,11,12)_

PIEXY, BOAICKT AT T 3 72y D - BEEEMRIZRERNTH - T, BRI
HVEKIZX LI THEHDOD, HEZRIIBWCT R T I/ 7 v RT3 2 iRET 3L
L7z, 72720, HHEEREREDORGHRY R I7R 7T 7RI L TAEH L L ICII-ERILETH
5.

REATORECTE, BOAIKKTRFT7T I 72 vl fERT2814 (T%), 59 < HERGERZ)
T3 124080%)Th o7z, Tz, [HEREZRL] LI BRI CE V] 2w HERR2
#4(13%) H o 7.

SCHR

1) Case JP, et al. Arch Intern Med. 2003;163(2):169-78.

2) Golden HE, et al. Am ] 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;11:453-64.
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.
12) Pincus T, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2004;63(8):931-9.
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1
2

SIS

@ 3

2.1 Pamn intensity

S1d. Mean Difference

Paracetamol Placebo

Study or Mean SD Total Mean SD Total )
2.1.1 Immediate tarm

Case 2003 -08 "y T 93 105 268 214%
Golden 2004 222 181 w5 18 165 148 203%
Micell-Richard 2004 18 2 2388 15 21 3% 3048%
Yue ¥, 2018 “1.24 028 25 029 073 26 185%
Subtotal (85% CI) 582 556 100,0%

Helerogensity: Taw? = 015, Chi* = 24 07 df = 3 (P < 0.0001). I* = 88%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.86 (P = 0.06)

2.1.2 Short tarm

Case 2003 48 1638
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 0 183115
MicellRichard 2004 236 217
Prior 2014 -29.68 157
Reed 2013 -2825 17
Subtotal (95% CI)

Hetercganaty” Tau® = 1.31. Ch# = 307,63, of = 4 (P < 0.00001) ¥ =50%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.72 (P = 0.08)

B 1. SEmANR

2 a9 187
108 25 1863115
we -8 a7
177 -3575 1.55
200 -2574 M
805

19 100%
104 202%
282 204%
172 20.1%
196 20.3%
753 100.0%

IV, Random. 95% CI

-0.05{-0.50, 0.49]
0.24 [0.47, 0.01)
0.05[-0.1%, 0.10]
1,68 [-2.34, +1,04]
0,41 10,84, 0.07]

0.09[-071.0.52)
-0.13 (0,40, 0.14]
004 (-020,0.13]
2,69 [-2.68, -2.40]
-1.47 [-1.69, -1.25)
0,89 {181, 0.12)

"

EHREBEEERRR T A KT A~

Std. Mean Diffsrence
IV, Random. 95% CI

—_——

+

-4

2 0

2
Favours paracetamol  Favous plao

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

Paracetamol
Mean

SO Total Mean

Placebo
SD

ht

2.2.1 immediate term

Case 2003 05 72
Miceli-Richard 2004 -8 12
Subtotal (95% CI)

27
385 -7 12
412

Heterogeneity. Tau® = 0.05; Chi* w 2.25 df = 1 (P » D.13); P = 55%

Test for overall effect: Z =024 (P = 0.8%)

2.2.2 Short tarm

Case 2003 -25 121
Herrerc-Beaumont 2007 0 17.826
Micell-Richard 2004 -12 17
Prior 2014 -2664 151
Read 2018 2643 N

Subtotal {95% CI)

2 5 1313
108 4.7 17826
268 “12 16
177 2120 149
200 2338 172
805

30.7%

63 3%
100,0%

19 19.4%
104 20.1%
262 20.3%
172 20.0%
196 20.2%
753 100.0%

Heterogenaity: Tau* = 2.03; Chi* = 437.87. df =4 (P < 0.00001). P = 99%

Tost for overall effect: Z= 188 (P=0,08)

B 2. BERECGE IR

24 Q0L

0.35[-0.20, 0.69]
-0.08 [-0,23, 0.06)
0.05 [-0,34, 0.44]

0.20 [-0.42, 0.61]
0.26 [-0.53, 0.01}
0.00[-0.17, 0.17)
356 [-3.90, -322)
1,79 [-2.02. -1 55)
+1.09 [-2.35, 0,17]

t +

4 2 0 2

Favours paracetamol Favours placed

P. | Placeb Std, Mean Difforence Std. Mean Differonce Risk
StudyorSubgroup _ Mean SD Total Mesn _SD_Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%CI IV. Fixed, 85% C1
Prior 2014 273 15 177 222 148 172 314% -342[-375.-3.08) -
Reed 2018 -027 002 200 -024 D02 196 68€%  -150[-1.72-127] )
Total (95%C1) a7 368 100.0%  -2.10 [-2.28, +1.81) L]
Heterogeneity: Chit = 86.01, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); I = 99% p VRN TR A SEA

Test for overall effect: Z = 22 25 (P < 0.00001)

3. ADL/QOL k&3 5

Favours [experimental] Favours [contref]
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1.3 Adverse events (AE)
Favours paracatamol Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratlo Ri
Study or Subgroup Events
131 AE (any)
Altrman 2007 n 160 66 185 135% 1.11[0.86, 1.43)
Golden 2004 7 148 50 155 82% 09€[071,1.37
Meel-Richard 2004 &5 405 86 374 126% 0£1]0.70, 119
Pincus 20048 85 300 76 289 127™% 1.08 {0.83, 1.40)
Pincus 20045 87 N 63 273 Ma% 1.14 [D.88, 1.51)]
Prior 2014 148 27 158 275 405% 096083, 1.11)
Reea 2018 18 236 10 237 1.5% 181[0.74, 3.47) T
Subtot (95% CI) 1847 1768 100.0% 1.02 [0.92. 1.12)
Total events 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 2 185 W% 1.56 [0.32.7.63) e
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 5 08 5 104 254% 096029, 3.23) s
Miceli-Richard 2004 5 405 3 374 183% 154 [0.37,8.40) —

Pincus 20042 3 300 4 286 16.8% 072[0.16,3.20) T B

Pincus 20045 1 33 1 273 48% 0.62[0.05. 13.13)

Pricc 2014 8 27 2 275 5T 412(088 1922 T —
Reed 2018 3 236 0 237 42% T03(037 13535 \d
Subtotal (95% CI) 1965 1747 100.0% 1.46 [0.70, 2.68) -

Total events 3 7

Heterogeneity Tau’ = 0.00, ChF = 4.31. &= 6 (P = 0.63), ¥ = 0%
Test for overall effect Z2=121(F=023)

1.3.3 AE (withdrawals)

Altman 2007 18 318 8 185 90% 1.17[D.52, 2,63

Herrero-Beaumnant 2007 12 108 9 14 88% 128055, 2.92] -
Mcali-Richard 2004 kL] 408 29 34 2% 1.15(0.72, 1.83) 5
Fincus 2004a 1% ”m 12 172 5% 1341065 2.75) “hT .
Pincus 20045 n n 7 273 B8% 130]0.51,3.30) T 1\
Prior 2014 25 227 23 275 203% 112065, 1.92) ory =
Reed 2018 19 235 10 237 1W0.7% 1.82 [0.81, 4.03)
Yue Y 2018 [] N (] N 58% 100036, 2.7¢) —
Subtotal (95% CI) 1866 1631 100.0% 1.24 [0.97, 1.59) | 2
Total events 143 104

Hetarogeneity: Tau’ = 0.00, ChF = 181, df =7 (P = 0.87), F = 0%
Tost for overall effect Z =175 (P =0.08)

1.3 4 AE (liver)

Altrnan 2007 2 318 2 185 184% 2.33[0.51, 10.68) Y I —-
Herrero-Beaurnant 2007 21 108 6 104 565% 337[142,3.09 -

Prior 2014 1% 67 2 275 W% 8.24(1.97, 3549 —_—
Reed 2018 7 238 0 237 52% 1506[0.87, 262.25) T————————*
Subtotal (95% CI) 929 781 100.0% 4,07 [212.7.81) <>

Total events 53 0

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

005 02 H
1 Favours paracetamol Favours placebo

2 M4 AEFERS L CEPEED

nl
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Clinical Question 8 ZJTEH:MRBIHMIE (I NSAIDs WAR 136 F 2>

HESEC
NSAIDs PMARIZ, AR 7o S8 K OCBERESGE IR 2 B B C©H 2 28, RIM R IZ&0HE ICE
BTI0ERD D,

IVFVADMBX
B B:ROHEMICHFREDHEE»H 2

HEIEDIR X
B 25w (EiT L2 RET )

fEg

i OA Ik L, NSAIDs NARIC X 28052 ¥ b u— A i3ATOR T B iGEED—>Th 5. iR
INZ225/XDH> B, WEBT 7R RTH Y, PICO BEEL 72 RCT % FIR L X X i 21T -7, £
2 g o B IE H 1%, SR E 23 VAS H 5 i3 WOMAC pain7 53 ™7, BEREE 28 WOMAC functiond
A Y, AOFE 9 Fm Ve Lz, ZamX[H T, B OA ofilll, NSAIDs offifficitb &, &5 M
BEEoTE Y, FEEEOMELZRD 2. 7, BEL» o0&, EFD AL 72X
DY A7 %BY, TETVRAREOFHEEZ B & L7

A RENT ORGSR, FE—EHMERH Y, FIAR A3 EM) OfRTliid 5 b 0D, NSAIDs O H & 75 #ER)
F(SMD -0.32, f54H[X[H-0.40,-0.25), HERESGERIF (SMD -0.35, {54#X[H-0.45,-0.25) #2072 (X 1,
2). BEDRA N B LY RTF =T 4 v 7L a—10"190Y NSAIDs OF & 7o #/, HEAEUER %
RO LD DN T,

AOHEICBI L Cix, NSAIDs O &GHHERMBKOSE M FNICEEE 2RO -7 (K 3). Lol
HALERADHEICRRE L <k s % &, NSAIDs 3AEICAIEDS 2> o 72 (K 4), #wED X X s X
PV RAT<7 4 v 7L ¥ a—"Tl NSAIDs ORIMEH, FHiCHLEREIFEDS L W e E T hTw 5. 2019
£ D American Colllege of Rheumatology (ACR) ¢ Osteoarthritis Research Society International (OARSI)
DHAFZA4vicks e, HLEGREECOME A XV b, BEE, EUHLEHZ SoFERERPES
N3, SEofEFRITEEDOHE & —HAERL ko723 (K 5), FHEHMAF W &2, AOHE
DIHER—HL TR LR EPERNE LTEZLONL., D720, BEDHEICLHH S X I I,
NSAIDs ffi IR I IZAPHEICTHEE T 2 083 H Y, BFOEMERECIREICIO U THER/NRE X F
THD.

ZERTOHRETIE, B OAIC NSAIDs oWz M HESE T 2232 4 (14%), 55 SHEBRE(RE) T 5
2312 4(86%) TH o 7-.
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NSAID po Placeto Sid. Maan Difference S0d. Mean Ditteronce
Shudy or Subgroup Nean SD Total Mean SO Total N, Random, 55% Ci IV, Rangom. %% C1
NICOH 0, Gioolsky A 2012 -39 2987020257 W04 20 28897040 W) D22E0.45 000 - 1
HICOT 170, Oloofsky A 7014 441 20 3 adus 98 15 208377413 03 0SS -010)
NICOH 73 Amman R, uan 13 30 445965 11 33, -D 04 ——
3462 012 —
57 2, 0.08) —
49 0 26)
30 57,-0.12)
21 0.02] -5
NICDM09 et T4, 7010 ¥ 51 .-027] —
N1CO4526, Arende-Naksan, 2018 14 13,-019)
N1CO4T62, Conaghan PG, 2013 £8 Q30048011 P
Totad (95% CY) 1512 1243 100.0% 0,32 [0.40, -0.25] @

Hotarogenety Taf < 000 Chf= 902, o= 10 P« 053y M= 0%

Teztdor overadl effect Z

X 1. S

Siudy or Subgroup

SD

Placabo

SO Tolal Weight

Std, Means Dfterence
IV, flandom, 55% C1

tal] Facurs o

St Mean Differonce
IV, Random. 35% CI

N1CD1173 Atman & 2015 12 £ 3044596525 133 152% 034|043, .009]
s g 5 3044996525 133 157% 033 F0AT, -0.06] ——
Essex NN 2 127048307 65 100% 7009 _
Easue i 2 13.7058281 65 101% 019) -
B Gordo AC, 2017 -1089 § 85792434 oI 88, -0 1] —
3578 Qondo AC, 2017 ] $ 1165792434 78 120% L001)
N1CD4DBT, Bermiter TJ, 2000 -34.07 T1B2 221 251% 0524071,-033| —_—
Total (5%% C 1047 13 100.0% 035 1-0.45, 0.2%) £
Heteropeneity, Ta® = 000, Ch*= 810, 0= B (P=0&1), F=2% R 0s 15 =
Test foe ovarall efiect 2= 716 (P« 0.00001) Favoars [oxpenmental Favours fconmrel
2. HEREUGE
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. AHEEA)
NSAID po Placebo Odds Ratio (Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl 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, Taw®=0.05; Chi®=11.87, df=10{FP=0.249); F=16% '0.01 DH 1-0 100'

Testfor overall effect 2= 218 {(F=0.03)

4. BHHEGHILER)
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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'

Test for overall effect: £= 099 (P=0.32)

5. GPHECOIME)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

SR

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. ] Int Med Res. 2012;40(6):2251-66.

4) Gordo AC, et al. ] Int Med Res. 2017;45(1):59-74.

5) Schnitzer TJ, et al. Osteoarthritis 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) Essex MN, et al. Int ] 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, et al. Eur ] Med Res. 2015;20:24.

14) Gregori D, et al. JAMA. 2018;320(24):2564-79.

15) Jevsevar DS, et al. ] Am Acad Orthop Surg. 2018;26(9):325-36.
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Clinical Question 9 Z TR MRBIHMIE (I NSAIDs 1 136 F 2

HESESC
NSAIDs #4H 1%, ZIPERBIEIE ICN U CHEE, WEEdGE R 2 S Y, HEELRGIHED R AHT
» 5.

IETFVADBX
B B:ROHEMICHFREDHEE»H 2

AR DR X
B (ERT 5L RHEET )

figa

NSAIDs #H 13 OA DRFEBED —D & L CEIRIMICASERA I TWw5, $ERICE L TRIRX
NEZ1EHEXDIH, NERTI7FTHY, PICOBEHELZRCTZHEIRL, XX E{To77. A
Z R D S IE H 1%, SR AN SE A3 VAS & 2 12 WOMAC pain7 #3217, BéRELE 22 WOMAC function
5 F3C 230, AOHE 7R & L. KamosCi Ol OA o HAEE, NSAIDs SMH o &, #%
H5WMIZE AR > Th Y, FEEEOMER R 72, % 728355 b 0 BEIRMPIEFHD A 7 2 %
EDYV R %R, TET VARKE L COFiZ B & L7,

PRI B 2 A 2T OfER, AR 4 5w, 9 3L L IE—EH MR B o 7243, SMD-0.15, {3
JEHIX[H]-0.25,-0.05 L HRMER I Nz (K1), BREESGEICBET 2 2 2T oSSR, A2 6 F, M)
1iwXTd v, SMD-0.16, {SHX[-0.31,-0.02 & FatErRE i (X2). REROME IR, M
IR (1 ~128) kR TlEd 2 b DD, NSAIDs /MO H E 72 80, HAERERN R 200 7.

HOHFEICBAL CIEEZR D O3 A L, AXMITICRA I N 7T RCTEM (77 41R) &K
LRBRICHEREZ I R o7z (K3). L2 LEEANEHERNL O SR BUE I8 7 & O B REE 235
DEVWAEPHEE L TG I N TE Y, HHCHAZVERLZET S, IR olBETErE 27
anersaz v -y liENE, EEAEEEOS 2BFICEER L Ao TEY, BH¥ELZEEL
72 XA TUH T 2 R0ERD 5.

NSAIDs PR3 HGREE 72 EOAIHED - 0T WAL H 2 —F, IMHIZEE RAIHEN
(e F v, PLEXY, NSAIDs A IZER DR B RE WD, [FiET 2 2 L 2 g 2 |
& L7z

ZEHATOHRECIE, 51 0HDOKEECIEM OA IC NSAIDs O/ VHZ B HERET 30874 (50%),
FHCHEREGRR) T 2037 4(50%)TH O, HESRDORIE X S nde o 72 TEICHEL T 1 S A3BHE L 72,

1oy it 9 2 MHOKRECIEH OA I NSAIDs O/ 2R HEXRET 223 11 44 (84%), 59
CHERE(RE) T 225 1 %4(8%), NSAIDs O4VHEH WARWZ & 25 K HERARE)T 225 1 £ (8%)TH

> 7.
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Topical NSAIDs Pacebo Std. Mean Difference S1d, Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SO Tots  Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% C1 IV, Random, 954 C1
N1COD1T1, Conaghan 2G, 2013 <188 158 232 193 181 238 08% 003 F015.0.21) i
N1CO0171, Conaghan PG, 2013 1982 175 230 18 174 2 95% <007 F0.25,.0.11] —
N1CO1210, Baraf HE8, 2011 68 45 207 -S54 &5 N2 0.2% -0.31F0.50,-01% S
N1CO3708, Kneer W, 2013 5735 293 221 -4053 3405 199 02% -025F0.44,-0.09 ——
N1CO3708, Kneer W, 2012 -5709 AT 223 -4053 3405 198 02% -0.235042,-0.04 ]
MN1C0O3708, Kneer ¥, 2013 -534 311 222 -4953 M05 199 0.2% -012}0.31,007] e
NICO3711, Yataba ), 2017 A64 152 121 <148 WD 127 T4% <011 L0 36,014 = a5 -
NICO3711, Yataba ), 2017 162 145 12T 148 W9 127 15% 0094034014 =
NICO3711, Yatabe ), 2017 A8T 147 132 148 149 137 15% G 324057, -0.08
N1CO3755 Roter N, 2013 188 197 274 233 212 280 101% 017 [0.00, 024 P
N1CO510, Simon LS, 2009 B 45 158 AT 44 15T 82% -023051,-007) ———
N1COL543 Varani G, 2012 -1931 1904 39 -1135 1643 B/ 15% -0.¢4 |0.90, 0.0
Total (95% C1) 2184 236 100.0%  0.15[0.25, 0.05] <
Hetaropenety. Tau®= 002, Chi*= 2616, df= 11 F= 0003, "= 51% 1 GS ) n?s
Tos! S overal effact Z= 2.95 (F » 0.003) Favowrs jaxperimental| Favours [control]
1. i

Topical NSAIDs Placebo $td. Mean Ddference $td. Mean Difference
Study o¢ Subgrosp Mean SO Total Mean  SD Total Welght IV, R: 95% CI V. R 95% C1
N1CO1210, BarafHSB, 2011 215 163 207 168 187 212 156% -0.30 [-0.50,-011] ==
NICO3708, KnearW, 2013 -4201 3569 221 -361 3902 199 155% -0156}+0.35,007] -
NIC02708, Kneervy, 2013 -44.7 3931 223 361 3902 199 156% -0221041,-003) —
NICO3708, Kneerwy, 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) [
N1C044510, Simon LS, 2000 158 151 156 123 AT 155 142% 02310 46,-001) -
NIC04543, Viaradhi G, 2013 -1404 1518 39 -D803 1303 3% BTN -0.60 [1.07,-0.14] —
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% ‘§ .' : 5

Test for ovurall eflect 2= 217 (P=0.03)

2. HRRESGE

Favours jespenmental] Favours jeontrol]

Topical NSAIDs Placebo Ddds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Ewents  Total Events Total Weight M.H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% C1
H1CO017, Coraghan PG, 2013 91 223 DB 232 16.9% 0.21 [0.56,1.97] T
M1CO01T1, Conaghan PG, 2013 102 220 107 234 170% 0.95 [0.E6, 1.26] -
M1C01210, Baraf HSB, 2011 16 208 9 Nz 1% 1.88 081, 4.35] T
MCO3T08, Kneer'w, 2013 a0 s 35 199 48% 1.37 085, 227] T
MCO3T08, Kneer'w, 2013 43 273 35 199 43% 1.12[0EB, 1.83] 1T
MCO3T08, Kneer'w, 2013 Edl 273 35 199 A% 0.76 [0.45, 1.28] 1
MCO3711, Yatabe |, 2017 16 120 0 124 313% 1.7 [0.76, 4.04] T
H1C03711, Valabe |, 2017 10 125 10 14 17% 0.%3 [0.40, 247] 1
M1C03711, Yalabe |, 2017 18 129 10 14 315% 1.97 [0.28, 447] T
M1C02755, Rother M, 2013 67 e 66 281 149% 1.06 [0.71, 1.56] -
M1C04510, Simon L3, 2009 96 154 90 155 109% 1.20 [0.76, 1.89] T
MC04543, Varadi G, 2013 1 3 1 6 03% 082006, 15.29]
Tuotal {25% CI} 2179 25 100005 1.06 [0.92, 1.24] »
Tuotal events 543 514

: E_ 1 I I !
Heterogeneity: Tav®= 0.00; Chi®= 10,84, df=11 (P = 0.46); F=0% 005 3 z 0

Testfor overall effect 2= 082 (P = 0413

3. AfHE(4fk)

SCHK

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. ] Pain Res.. 2013;6:743-53.
4) Yataba I, et al. ] Pain Res.. 2017;10:867-80.
5) Rother M, et al. ] 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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B RBEEERRATA RT A~
Clinical Question 10 ZETBMWRRBAFIREIC Y 7 & =7 7 4 )V R EEHER TR FE R JEG & A AN AR I A
FH %

HEBESL
ZICHERRBERIE IS 32 7 2 > =7 7 A M 2R RAEL G S RWAOFREZS v, W5
T ERREETD

IETFVRADIEX
B C: R oMEEICN T 2HEEIXRENTH S

HEIEDIR X
B 25 (EfidsceziREds)

figE

77y =T A NREER BRI G EARA FiRb/ Arteey) ik, HRCTHIEI N
7EHITH o T, EBIICIZ /T FLF ) v MTHERRINER & IS L L <~ o RERIM O (RE
ARKEICHIfS 2 2 L AME S N Tw 3 V. AFNCH T 2 BRI AT cfTbniz b DDA T
HoT-.

AREZEATIE, B OA K L CAFIOSERE, FikiGESs X O ADL SCERLH 5 00 %, GHHE
FAERBI PR bED THRGEEL 72,

FRATICIE 4 0B IBMBIAL, 250 RCT AfliiansE. 4 Y FAX Y vHIRE (75mg/
H, 70 3) &@® RCT?TiE, 4B TOERMME, BECGEDIRICOWTIRAEELR G2 272d DD,
JERIfENT <X R 6 22 AL L, EYRREED VHETCI VAN TH -7 (K 1a). BLethiconTik
77y =T UANAEREERRRERE L EAE A cCEREICE» 272 (M 1b). $7z, AHERERFEER
A v P AR YAIRCAERICHED - 72,

MEENE L D 12 o RCTYCid, Wifte b WOMACA OJ#s, BoZbhiEh, Co ADL [EEL
DAARTE I L CAREICKT L, MM C3EEELR o7z (X 2ab,c). £7z, MRI ZHW 728k
B OMEZN D HEAEIT R - 72 (X 2d).

—77, B ST vITnd v v AT — AR T, HARBEIEIEN: S T R B B vA e A H
ERHE (JOA 2a7T) L BEETBOMEELZHWCCTEMEZEHEL Tw 228, KRAGE X 163 #ild
123§ (75%), BEREE1Z 184 f5vh 103 5] (56%), QOL ek (% 205 il 107 il (52%), i /& 1%
184 {5l 103 f5l (56%) <, BHEFRFEMHI 256 fildh 13 6] (5%) TH o7z,

LLEDS 7 7 v =T 7 4 v ZBERERK T ST B R Hh A B A < L S 2 R B S R R 0
HooNndbon, RYWTIIAHTH S, RCT A2 LB Th AL, 2oz EeTF v RFHHn. 5
BOT—2DEMBMBETH 5.

REATORETIE, BOAILY 7y =T 7 A VA BB LGRS E8A OB %2175
R HEREARER) T 20812 £4(92%) T, IRAZITOR W &2 HERARR)T 2081 4(8%)TH
ofz. HWEICBRL T2 B EMEL, FHIN/RREN COL &, KR CQ IZH— DA 2 FHlicd 2
ZEpbfthio CQ ToOIEANCKHT T 25 & 3R 2 2 L, SE, S FEHOFEOHELREIC O
THHCE R WD DEREDH o7, Tz T v AP RL, HoTHEBMELS HWIFETH %
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1 YOEABBY, SHFT-ATET VR BRAN AL eEDT) BRAICKD LG, T HITH)
2 KRN VEARIIRGONI R T 2 X0E R H 2 L OERD H 572,
3
4 SCHR
5 1) Okai H, et al. Life Sci. 2015;136:79-86.
6 2) =T, 132, B ER. 1986;20(17):9089-118.
7 3) ELUE, 132 Bk LR, 2012;61(4):836-41.
8 4) fEbk M, 132 FrEE L. 1992;41(9):2153-64.
9 5) JEKAIE, 132 B & . 1992;41(5):1055-67.
10 6) ARHTR, 1820, &L 1990;23(2):445-53.
11
IENT v IM
38.1 Pain
Nourotropin  Indomethacin Odds Ratio 0dds Ratio Risk of Bi
Events Total Events  Total bt M-H, Fixed, 85% CI M-H, Fixed. 95%CI
Miurs 1986 40 54 35 52 100.0% 1.38 [0.60, 3.22}
Total (95% C1) 54 52 100.0% 1.39 [0.60, 3.22]
Total events s .-‘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 la. SEJRRNE
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 1686 15 70 6 67 100.0% 2361090, 5.80)
Total {95%.ChH 70 67 100.0% 2.39 [0.99, 5.80) et
Total events 15 4 X )
;‘::T;:?:::‘::. ::;ppz‘t:’?‘;a (P =008} OF'%'.uus [?«'mrnttrmm] } Favours [ﬁion‘cﬂz‘-ml
]_5 Risk of bas jegand

16 Ib. AEFELR
17 1. 773 =794 NMABBRREIEREMEEERANR (NT) vs. 4 ¥ FX 22 vHik IM)
18

37 NT vs Exercise

37.1 WOMAC-A Paln

Neurotropin Exorciso Mgan Difference Maan Difference Risk of
Study or Subgrou| Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed 85%Cl IV, Fixed, 95% C1
Watanabe 2012 4 2865 43 58 304 28 100% -D20]-1.58 1.18)
Total (95% Cl) 43 28 100.0% -0.20 [-1.58, 1.18)
TIomropariely: et tpphrene 4100 50 0 50 100

Test for overall efect: Z = 0.28 (P = 0.78) Favours jexperimental] Favours [controf)

19 Rk of bias legens
20 2a. BEIAIR
21
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37 NT vs Exorciso
37.2WOMAC-8 Function
N pl E < Moan Difference Moan Difforence Riskof E
StudyorSubgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed 85%ClI v, 95%Ci
Watanabo 2012 <2 155 43 21 175 28 1000% 0.10[-0.70, 0.60]
Total (98%.Ch a3 28 100.0% 0.10 [-0.70, 0.90)
erm P =081 “100 50 0 g 100
ost for overall 0 = (P=081) Favours [exparimantal] Favours jcontrof
Risk of tias legend
1
W N P
2 2b. B RBEREUGE AR
37 NY vs Exercise
ITIWOMAC-CADL
N tropir E i Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of
Study or Subgrou, Mean SD Total Mean SD Total W IV, Fixed. 95%Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Ci
Watanabe 2012 -19 101 43 18 951 28 1000% -1.00[-584 364]
Total {95%C1) 43 26 100.0% -1.00 [-5.64, 3.64)
Heterogenety. Not applicabis ¢ ¥ r ¥ 1
5 -100 50 0 100
Test for overall eflect: 2= 0.42 (P = 0.67) Favours [exparmental] Favours [control]
4 Risk of bias legend
5 2c. ADL/QOL SE4hR
37 NT vs Exercise
37TAMRI
Neurotropin Exercise Maan Difference Mean Difference Risk of
or Sul u Moan SD Total Mean SD Total Woight IV, Fixed 95%Cl IV, Fixod, 95%CI
Walanabe 2012 0 8 12 Q 4 9 436% 0.00[4.28 428]
Walanabe 2012 2 57 " 4] 7 11 327% -200(-6.95 295)
Walanabe 2012 1 7 4 0 652 B 236% 100[4.82 682)
Total (85%C1) 43 28 100.0% 0.42[-3.25 241)
Heteroganeity. Chi* = 0.66, df = 2 (P = 0.72). " = 0% :-mo % 3 5:0 mo:

Test for overall eflect: Z = 0.2 (P = 0.77)

Risk of bias legend

7
8 2d. KA RAEEH
9

Favours [Newotropin] Favours [Execcise)

2. 72T UANAEBRBSER G EERANM (NT)  vs. EBEEL
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Clinical Question 11 ZJEMERBIEIRE IC 554 © 4 4 FiZA A

HEBE
EICHERRBEHE IC N3 2554 © 4 4 FoffifHIZTAHTH 3.

IVYF VYV RADMX
B B:ROHEMEICHFREDHEELH 2

HER DR X
B 2:5w (Efds2LziETs)

figE

ik OA DFfi 4 2 18RI LEICOH 294 A4 Fld b I~ F—L& b I F—L T+ 7T
I 7 voAFITH L. o OIHANIE OA 1Tk L CIEA v 4 F R EUREIE D M) 7o 18K 1 0t
LCOfEADEFRI I N T 5.

594 © A A4 FOFRAR, H{RERES X O ADL 8GERR, AOHEFRERZMEEL /2. 2019 FICFER
INTWVWEIAZTVLE2—DFERLFEEL D,

FI=F—niconTid, ZThETIEH% L DRCT X 2@ ITONT WS, %< 1%, VAS40 mm
U EoE&Eo » 2 BFICE LT COREIEONRERRZ B TroTEhTnz, 1H1MHORK
RFIEAL e 1 HEREE S 2 b o, MEFTEICEL T RCT IC X VEITICER D o 7243, §54 v
F 4 FidE OA ofEfE, HEEdGE, ADLICAEICMERH -72 (M 1~3) b DD, ZodEDMEIT/N
XA o722, NSAIDs & HIT 3 LA DNEE ZHEECTIdhh o7z D,

$77, BIERRAEIRZ 7HESL, 77RO 5E LML COERICSL D - 7M. FIEH O
BUTEEL - EH, o F v, BRI, A% R0 LNk 9, 2 OEIERIIC X 2 BElE % 21%R5E
7=V, NSAIDs & i3 3 &, EIWFH2EOFAEZ L NSAIDs DIg 5 23007 V. —J, §94
v A F D% 5 53 NSAIDs i LR FIGEE CERRERE SV e EZ LN Tw 528, RCT 1347 <,
NSAIDs & le_REAZEWERIZD 2V EREI N TV EHIHZ DD LT VAL~ HKn D,

Fo=F—n T brT73/772VEFF, FI~F—nAtRZSOMELEIERZRD V.

—F, A AL FTHIEBERARRICEL LT T 7 4 VIEFIREERARECH 220
AT 2 X ASIEMEFICHATRETH 5. BIEA L LCiE, + 7= F— L FERRIC L - EH:,
R, AR DIZ 2 I AR, PIREEDALNE 2 LY, 77 R X0 AIWFHARBE
E\ O R ICHNRIBETE - YR, A A A FEREOMESEWERICKE S L Ebh 254
CERZZRB I NS0, GLH - KFofEMEDER S w2, BEHEROREBRITEA A4 Fickw
T7 7R IVABICESFERESLETH 2 Y, R OA KIS 2 FYpEiELA o Fifiz iZ Co &
THIRBEFEED Y, BEWICHEHEZRN T2 058235 5.

AEXY, 554 eA 4 Vidh OA Tkt L C#fE - BEESCEXIE, ADL/QOL DOeERNR I H % 23,
AEHRORERITI T 7R EHGERICEL, FHCBWTIAEEREZBEZ CHEBHROLE
BV ADF T 2 RFICHEILA DD L VB, Lo T, HEZEICEWTIIIEF A 4 FRH
ISR D BV DR S 2R OA BFICHA A4 PO ZHE S 5.

ZELTORETRR, F1NHOBRECTREOAICHA AL FEMIHET 2234 (20%), 55
CHERRE) T 22810 £4(71%), A AL FEMAWARWZ L 2R T 2281 40% TH Y,
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22
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ERERBEEESETA R A
BOPRE IR EINEh o7z, E, FICERL TIRRFRN COl ZHHIC 1 4 2FEHE L 72,
For ek, 2 BHOKE IR OA KA vt 4 N2 HRERE) T2 2 13 £4(93%),
A A A FEH AW EEFHHRERR) T 228 140%) TH - 7.

SCHR

1) Toupin April K, et al. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2019(5):CD005522.
2) DeLemos BP, et al. Am ] Ther. 2011;18(3):216-26.

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

4) Babul N, et al. ] 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. ] Pain Symptom Manage. 2007;34(3):328-38.

8) da Costa BR, et al. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2014(9):CD003115.

Tramadol Placebo Std. Mean Difference St1d. Mean Difference
Study of Subgroup Mean SO Total Mean SO Towsl Weight IV, Random, 95% CI  Year WV, Randiom, 85% CI
1.1.1 Tramadol vs Pracebo
Babul 2004 1201 335 14 69 33B3 122 167% 015+0.10,0.80f 2004 >
Ssionna, 2004 243 18 S5t 155 24 4 185% 042[0.00,083] 2004 e
Qans, 2006 1039 87 200 742 65 205 156% 3450.14,375 2008 -
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(0.03,0861] 2009 EE
NIC00124, Osiemas, 2011 nrs 80 193 G40 89 200 5/% 257 230,283 2011 -
Suttotal ($5% Cl) 10 940 100.0% 121013, 2.29) -
Heterogeneity Tav*=1 81, Chi*= 503.06, of = 5 (P « 0.00001), F=99%
Test for overall effect Z= 299 (P =003)
Total (95% CN 1001 MO0 100.0% 121 [0.1),2.29] B
Heterogenalty Taw= 1 81, Ch* = 503.06, of = 5 (P « 0.00001}, = 99% t

IR T T |

Testfor overall effect Z= 219 (F = 003) Favours placebo Favours Opiosd

Testfor suboroun diffarences: Not apolcadle

1.

Test for overall offect Z=7.97 (f = 0.00004)
Test for subaroup differences Not apphcable

X 3. ADL

Oproid Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Nean SO Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, R 5% C1 Year v, 85% C1
2.1.1 Tramadol vs Placebo |
Savul, 2004 407 11587 12¢ 2085 1142 122 250% Q174008 042 2004 o8
Gana, 2006 3361 288 20 2M3 71 205 249% 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 [0.03,313) e
Heterogenelly Tau®s 249, Chi"» 37055, df= 3 (F < 0.00001), 1"« 29%
Tost for overall effect 2= 200 (P = 0.09)
Total (95% C1) 585 594 100.0% 1.58 [0.03, 3.13) e ol
Heterogenelly. Tau®= 2 49, Ch*= 379 85, df= 3 (P = 0.00001); = 99% + 4 3 t 1
Test for overall effect Z= 2.00 (P = 0.05) Favours placens Favours opioia
Tast for subaroup aifferancas: Not apoleabis
Ny Y% L
2. FERE
Opiod Placobo Std. Mean Difference Sud. Moan Ditferonce
Study or Subgroup Mean SD VYotal Mean SO Total Weight IV, Random, 04% C1  Year IV, Random, 95% CI
3.1.1 Tramadol vs placebo
N1C0012¢, Delernos, 2011 35 06 199 3 06 200 1000% 083053, 104} 2011 1’
Subtotal (95% C1) 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% CI) 199 200 100.0% 0.83 10,63, 1.04] <
Helerogeneity. Not appacable '] ‘0'5 0'5 ‘
F

avours placebe Favours oploid

87



=

EIEREEEEBRI A KT 1~

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

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*= 11.21, df= 4 (P = 0.02); F= 64% Dlﬁ DIT 115 é
Testfor overall effect: Z=4.82 (P = 0.00001} Fa'v'DLlrs Obioid Fa'v'DLlrs Placebo

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot annlicahle

4. AHHE
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Clinical Question 12 ZFHEESEICta b =Y « VAT FLF U vy AAHES (SNRI) 1
HH 2

HESEL
ZTAEIRBATAE 1< 13- 5 SNRI o fHIZEHTH 5.

IVFVADMBX
B B:ROHEMICHFREDHEE»H 2

HEIEDIR X
W25 (EiT L2 RET )

figa

VAR, R OA DEMEMICHHRBIEDSER L Twa e dnd, kut=yv - JATFLF Y YEHILY
AAPHEF(SNRDIX, 9> 2RO E LTI NZD, v b=ve/ AT FLF U v IidEaoiiic
B BED B FATIERRINGR 2 B0E GEMAL) L, ZofiZic X 0 SEURshEAIE &, BEREHHER
P s o MR AE A, 2 TERERIE I 2 OA ~DEEMNR BRI T3, KEHATIE, SNRI O
WIS, HRBEREUGE SR, AIFERER 2 MEE L 7.

SNRIiICDWTiE, ZNETICH %D RCT 2fTbiL T35, FE4aW5EiE VAS 40 nm A _E O 1EH& SR
DH%HEFIC NSAIDs 57X E— A (TR T 7x2V)2EMB XOHHAL THITE LTz,
i & b FARICEN D - 72, SNRI 1Z, ik OA O, WRESGEICHEREICIRLE D -7z (K 1, 2) 25,
Z OFGEBEIAM I3 EHOMETH D 1Y, TeT v RELTEATSTH .

FRERHORERIT5E L, IR0 4HIIN LEREICE 2 - 72 (X 3)1248 Bl{fEH o fEkE L&
R [HH, BREERZETHY, 77 RLERTVEORED H o7,

PAE XY SNRI I, MR OA KT LS - BERECCERNIRIE D 223, AEFROFEILT 7R L~
BETH2PAREICE L, HRHICBCTIAERER 2B CEHRROME LB EAZH T 5
=, ¢Emﬁﬁibfwé$%uﬁmﬂbé&wzé L7285 T, HEZEICE WL TIZEWERT
HY, THEEE AT 2 OA H# i< SNRI ot # 2%+

ZELSTORETIR, F1hHOEET %OALSMM%%<ﬁ£¢5ﬁ3%(N%& 55 < HERE
(R T 228104 (71%), SNRIZH VW Z & 25 HRERLD T 2014 (T%) Th Y, HEok
FEZ7RINTmh o7z, HEICERL TIRHFN COl A 1 H23FEMEL 7-.

T ndtEo%, F2 mHOKE I3 OA i SNRI %55 < #EEBE(RE) T 5 43 12 44(92%), SNRI
ERCZEWC LR HRARE) T 28 14BN TH o7z, HFEICERL T1ABFEMEL .

SCHR

1) Abou-Raya S, et al. Age Ageing. 2012;41(5):646-52.

2) Frakes EP, et al. Curr Med Res Opin. 2011;27(12):2361-72.
3) Risser RC, et 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. ] 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. ] Pain Res. 2018;11:1391-403.

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% 036018 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. $Jm
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
™ N
2. HEREUGE
Duloxetine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl 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 574 444
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.04; Chi®= 27 .64, df= 6 (P = 0.0001); F=78% Dfs Uf? 1!5 é

Testfor overall effect: Z= 2.55 (P = 0.01) Favours Duloxetine Favours Placebo

10
11

12
13

3. APHE
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Clinical Question 13 ZEHRBIEIE IC & 7 v v v BERIET N ES 13 A H 2

HEBESC
b 7w VIRBEEINESNE, R TERBEE N L TERTH 5.

IVETFVRADIEX
B B:ROHEMEICHFREDHEELH 2

HERR DR X
B 25w (EiT L2 RET )

figE

v 7 Ao v EREAEI N ES I3 OA DRFEHIBRED —2 & L CHIKRIICIAS I Tw 3, $ERIC
BALCRIRENZ 128X D5 b, WNER T %R ThHb, PICO BEEL 7= RCT %3EIR L A X it
T o7, A RENTOFLIEE 1%, BEURAISA VAS & 2 i WOMAC pain(9 3#30), HERELE A
WOMAC function(6 530, &BHEQ #0) & L7, &Kol OA 0 EIEE, v 7 u v RN
FHofECHE, REGIHMIEER 2Tk Y, FEEEOMELZZD 2. T -MEXED> b 0B
i, JEGRRA AL T RABRE D) R0 %8, TEFVABKE LCOHE%Z B & L7,

SRR I BE S B X X RNt OFER, BEh 4 @0 Y, MERh 5 G Y L IE—E 0 B o 72238, SMD-
0.28, {SHEX[M-0.25,-0.05 LA RE Nz (K1), BRESGEICBIT 2 X X T ofEE, B2 3 i
3356, RN 3 EC 12D L IE—E MR H o 7243, SMD-0.16, {EHEX[E-0.31,-0.02 & HEIEATR X 7
(K 2). e7rm v EEEAENTH OF 280, HREUCEMR 2T 7.

EEAAIHE XA, FERPM ORAR, HER, fak SERMAAOHEICEI L <X 95T 1 i 9T
HEEZRD D, 8 Hi M360810IDTF 5 2R & LRBRRICHEZ IR L, 9 DX 2 EFT
i34 v X 1.25 (0.80, 1.96) TH-7= (K 3). L2 LiESHAMKICX 285 o4&, Hill, 2biEh
BREFEFRZ LATNTEZ O AVWAEERERTH S Z LICITERELZHT 5.

ZESTOHRETIE, ROA ICe T o YIEERHEINTEN 2 SRS 228 14 (T%), 59 < HESE(R
K)T 50314 4(93%) TH > 7-.

AHA Placebo Std. Mean Dilterence S1d. Mean Ditference

Study of Subgroup Mean  SD Totsl Mean  SD Totsl Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Ci
N1CO0174 Chevalier X, 2010 08¢ 0643 115 069 0827 117 111% -0.24 049, 0.02) 3
NICOO178, 1g2n A 2010 -30 20 185 -20 0 170 143% -050(-0.72,-0.29) ">
N1C00310, DeCarla JE, 2012 -t87 213 15 -086 123 15 45% -045F1.10,0.27) —— ol
N 655, Huang TL, 2011 -2928 192 100 -21.52 19205 90 12.4% -0.40[-0.68,-0.12) ¥

3, Arclan NK, 2014 -256 346 108 -245 06 10 129% -0.03 F030,0.23) =
NiC 3, Diracogly D,2000 -1 66 " 40 041 09 0 B1% 118E1.77,-061) e —
NICG3 , Petturson SC, 2019 th] 1 A00 10 Z 200 149% 000 |0 20, 0.20) T =
NICO03989, kubParza E 2010 E)| k) ¢ 33 n 24 0.3% 008 050, 063 —
NICO4830, Allorman RD 2009 -257 208 25¢ -185 325 264 155% 022041 -0.06) -
Tosal (@55 CN 1021 1018 100.0% 0.28 [.DAG, 0.11) .

Hetsrogenalty. Tau = 0.04; Chit= 16,48, df= 8 (P = 0.0009), = 70%
Testfor overad effect Z# 313 (F»0002)

4 1. SERRh R
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HA Placebo Std. Mean Difference 1. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Wean SO Total Wean S0 Total Wwight IV, Random, 355 C1 Year WV, Random, 25% O
NI1CO3408¢, Dyracoghu ©,2009 1.4 1 40 053 11 20 81% 093 |1.45 -0.25) 2009
N1COBI0, Altoman RD.2009 185 247 254 -146 258 264 26.7% -019}0.37,-002] 2009 -
N1CO01 74, Chevaller i 2010 59 685 114 D 08004 117 207% 0141033,012 2010 —
N1CODBRE, Muang TL, 2011 -2516 187 100 182 167301 9D 19.1% <041 +0.70,-033) 2011 .
MN1CO0310, DeCana JE, 2012 407 834 14 353 1019 15 483% <0.991332,0195) 2012
N1COT162, Arden N 2014 -6.26 1081 108 550 1058 110 201% -0.08 F0.23,020] 2014 —
Totas (95% C1) 632 624 100.0% 0.28 [ 046, 0.00] Rz
Hatorogansaity, Tau's 0 n{, \'.;nr'- 1063 of= G (P« 006),1"«53% " '055 5 o5 ;
Testtor overall effect Z= 297 (P=0003) Faveors JAHAY Favours [Placebo]
2. HEREUGE
|AHA Placebo Owids Rato Odds Rato
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Totad gt M-H, Rand 955 C1 M-H, Random, 95% C1
NI1CO01 T4, Chevalier X, 2010 7 123 4 130 10.0% 1.90 10 54, 6.69] Tl
N1C00185, Navarro-Garabia F 2011 15 153 14153 198% 1.08{0.50,2.32) o
N1C00310, DeCaria JE, 2012 0 1% 0 15 Nol estimable
N1C00686, Huang TL, 2011 0 100 0 100 Not astimable
NI1COT 168, Argan NICI014 16 108 6 110 147% JAT32,9.0)
N1C03405, Dirstogiu D, 2009 0 <0 0 20 Not estimabée
N1C03989, Kuk-Panza E 2010 1 23 1 22 24% 095 [006, 16.27)
N1C04830, Ntoman RD, 2009 27 295 35 293 278% 0741044 1 28] —s
NIFQ2622, Strand V,2012 43 248 19 128 254% 1200067, 2.14) o | oot
Total (99% C1) 106 971 100.0% 1.25 0,80, 1.96) <
Total everds m 78
Heterogenelty. Taw®= 012, Ch@=8.31, df= 5P =0.14), F= 40% =0 m o ‘Gn me:

Test for overall effect Z=098 (P=033)

3. B AHHE

SCHK

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. ] Back Musculoskelet Rehabil. 2009;22(1):1-9.
6) Huang T-L, et al. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. 2011;12.

7) Jorgensen A, et al. Ann Rheum Dis. 2010;69(6):1097-102.

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):1957-62.

10) Petterson SC, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2019;27(6):1992-2002.

11) Strand V, et al. Cartilage. 2012;3(4):297-304.
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Clinical Question 14 ZTEHMEBIEE IC X 7 v A F BN 26 H 2

HEBE
EICERBEHE IC N3 2 2 7 v 4 FEEINTESHITAHTH 2 BFHINMRO A TH Y, HEDiks
CRMF ORI T 2 X2 TH 5.

IETFVRADIEX
B C: oM EE T 2HEIXRENTH S

HEIEDIR X
B 25w (EiT L2 RET )

figa

& OA KB WT, EEEOHETICH: > CRBINORIELRET 2 L RIELHMONTED, RIAE
EWHIT 2 2o icarFaxTa 4 FOBEBINER ST T2 2, LarLl, 27aA4 FERSNE
HF & 77 2 RBEAEI NS & L LSRRI E e mms 3P e d o 72,

274 FESORIERhEICE L <X, FH6iEH 259598 VAS, WOMAC pain?~¥, KOOS Pain®, &
JRZIE 95 A v A FIZER» L SIICh 7z o Tnizds, 27 a4 FEEITS OB Z R THRE &
77 REFFEEFETH DL EVIMERREL, AT 04 FESNES T 7 7 & FBEFPESHC N3
2BV RE N A o7 (K1), BRI WTIE, EHEBRECEARNIZ 7 7 e FESNES L 0V FEIC
EAS, BRI ISR IV W HERH B 1,

BEREE ICBE S 2 A 2T CIE, FHfiEH & LT WOMAC function®V 23\ b, #EEE 2R 23
2D 12V EIIH B H, AT a A FEBNER OB RIS MR o7 (K2).

ADL B9 2 A 2 fgbrclx, FHMEEHE & LT KOOS ADLYY 23w s, AT v A FEHHINES O
BRI R E WA h o7z (K3).

AOFEICBI L Tt 35R3C 2402554 L, HERTI oM 4, IEIR, A3, & X OBHmALH, @ifEx &
DT, PERIE DI ICE L 3SR © HbAlc %l L, BEFRIE O AOHEIZZRD 7 d o 7=
2. 27 u 4 FEEfiFESHc X 2 UIREEARI R S 2 7 v 4 FBEISEDRE LS % 25, RCT Tirbh 3 X
9 7 Hilnl 3 X OMKIA 0 {35 C i3 2 OREHNII L IEMERIEI R T 29 RCT 1 filcdH - 72 9,

A7 v A4 FRASINES NI 25 i & U<, EiioEKRFHmIC A, TEREYM il b L3 TH
%, FEFICATIEDH 525, MRI ZHWCEHEI L T3 29, BHEINEE OE A RO % §Hl L
D EmHR2ETATE A Fi30.2lmm, 7 7% F1Z0.10mm & X7 a4 FEFINTEHDOIZ I BEEIC
MEREOWRD %0 7-(p=0.01). WERIFHETIX, X7 v 4 FEHIEINESE 148L 26 0 TRIED
B A HREICRD 9,

PEXY 27w 4 FEEINERIC X 2 BRmAR, REIEIREEE, ADL OUGER R I RAE O it 5
Mo SICREI NG, AIHEY R 2137 7R KL TR 3k o728, 27 v 4 N
WIESHIC X 2 BCEHRE, DR EREEEET OGMMERH 5. LizioT, HEZEICEWTAT
A FEHEINES 2 HEENCAT S C L RRE T FICHERT 2 2 &, BRIt c LRI nd, &
PHEICHEREL, REOHEEFLCEIADORRHICR > 72ffHICIRETH 3.

ZELSTORETIR, F1RHOKRETIREOAICRT v A FEAFINES %55 < HERURE) T 5483
%(20%), 27 v 4 FEMiNERZITbARW L 25 HERARE) T 22810 %4 (67%), 5T 3
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27

2324 (13%)CTH b, HFEOREITRIN LT,
‘4 mitEEoRk, FH2HEHOBRECIIE OAICRT o4 FESMTH 258 S HERERR) T2 11 4
(79%), 27 v 4 FEFSNERNZ2THLEV & 25 HBEIRR) T 20834 021%)THh - 7-.

SCHK

EIEREEEEBRI A KT 1~

1) Jiini P, et al. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2015(10):CD005328.
2) McAlindon TE, et al. JAMA. 2017;317(19):1967-75.
3) Chao J, et al. ] Rheumatol. 2010;37(3):650-5.

4) Shrestha R, et al. KUM]J. 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. ] Bone Joint Surg Am. 2018;100(8):666-77.

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.

o ka-n

Mean Difference
S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% Cl

2704 F
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean
N1C03283 27 46 70
N1C03748 0.03 2 34
N1C03819 0z 112 a7
N1C04275 139 233 41

Total (95% CI) 202

3.9 T0OO237%  -4.90[6.31,-3.44]
1.4 33 253%
1.1 60 26.0%
228 45 250%  -3.20[4.18,-2.23]

-017 1.0, 0.67]
0.40[-0.02, 0.87]

208 100.0%  -1.90 [-4.08, 0.28]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4.72, Chi®= 84 .93, df= 3 (P = 0.00001); F= 96%

Test for overall effect, £=1.70 (P = 0.04)

1. #

JE—
—
-
R —
1 ! ! !
T T T T

-4 -2 0 2 4
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

2ZFA4F I kO-n Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CIl IV, Random, 85% Cl
M1C03283 41 1.64 7o 1.48 70 B1.1%  -1.00[1.52,-0.48] |
W1C03814 3899 127 1] 11 57 38.49% 362 [-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 o

Testfor overall effect Z=035 (P=0.72)

2. BERERTM

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

2704 F axka—-n Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 85% CI
N1C04241 148 1.98 32 152 183 31 48.45% -0.40[-1.37,0.57]
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 15 P :15 1=D

Testfor averall effect Z=1.41 (F=0.16)

3. HELEBE

Favours [2 7O F] Favours [37 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 TO  39.2% 032012083 2017 —
M1C03477 91 161 162 81.5% 1.15[0.74,1.78] 2018
MN1C03818 0 57 60 9.3% 0.34[0.01,8.64] 2018
Total (95% CI) 288 292 100.0% 0.62 [0.21,1.83] —~ai—
Total events 143 150

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.53; Chi*= 610, df= 2 {P=0.05), F=67%

Testfar overall effect: Z=0.86 (P =0.39)

4. AHHE
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Clinical Question 15 ZEJEIERRBIMIIE IC Bt T A RVIBRPHEE T 7 7Y F= v I3HM

HESESL
IR BAFTE I 2 850 T2 ARG VRS HER T 7V P~ oGHAEIRREWNTH Y, A
BEL LC3fTbhnw L 2K+ 3,

IETFVRADIEX
B B:WROHEMCHREEDHEELH 2

BB
B 25w (ElLan e ziRET )
fiEE

JiE OA 13T & BEREREE 2 11 5 IBITHIER CTH 272, ZDRFENAICE W LB 3R 235 5
NHIEBEDOFINPLE L . BOAICET 2 AREEMA ICH L CidfREERELE LT T v
o VEERBAFINER ) Y T = a VHITONT & /2. —FCHEREE L L TR T ARE S
PR T 7 7V Vv v 7z & O BEIHE N ICLE 21T 5 Bt N FilioifTh T 2 7243, American
Board of Orthopaedic Surgery database ~D&HHIC X 5 & 2 OREFTHUZ 2004 4 LAREIAEH AN B %
1)

& OA TR 2T FIMT O EAMIEL 72 RCT 13% 238, FHfiEE 2 —B L TH 63 —E D Rfig
BEo N TR, 2 oI T TERFARBEIH{ONE LIV ATTT 4 v 7L Ea—
bH 2172, IWENEBDRCHEREL Ve T25b0bH 239, FREHIFICBT 5 A X T <,
it 1 LA E D VAS B X Uitk 1 £ KOOS pain I W T WL d b 7ova VIS -CE B
HEABLRENRVEWHIFERTH - 72(X1,2)59, [FIERICHTE 2 4D Lysholm knee score IC35 T
bR E DEDED» 0T T EAIRIN(K )™, itk 1 4 co N TIRBIEEI~OBITH D,
3D RCT 2> HAT o 7o X ZFNT TIIE T FMT OB IR T e o 72 (K 4)0810, fifitk 5 EfE O
RIBIE %17 572 RCT ICH W T b EBEGERFD 17.9% & §01 T FHilED 15.0% 25 A LBIANE il ic 2
> TEY, BINFMEEED 52> & IR 23700 o 72 LT D ivTn 2 10, SR T AR
UIBR %217 5 < & T N LIRBIET 2@ (TKA) VR 2723 3fFiIck o7 L OBIEREITED 2 1V,

APHEICBEL <it, SR T FMICEhET 2 A0HES L CRRT, MiiRZERiE, T RgREs iR
iE, &G, CEABCEMYIE, BHEIMEAR, WOR, BOMREE, REREZLZ ARG I TnR Y. X X fE
Wr DR H b HE R AUHE & B GIHEDRAERITZNEN 3.9, 83% LA T, HEEIELZ B.O
L L7RABIR E 023 R0 e h o7 (X 5, 6)581219, —J7Cid v AT~ T 4 v 7L Ea—"Tl,
RHICEE R AHIERLE ) X7 055 5 Z L o hEimHE ~OFHR T Fl 2175 N Tldhwvne IhTn
%9,

a 2 MIZBHL Tlx, Osteoarthritis Initiative D7 — X 2> S 1EEEFIR O 4 £ CTICHE T %5 o X M IEH
TFATCT 21,345+841 22— n, {RIEIHHET 16,2841855 2 —n b K&K R Y, BHINREOEH S
& OA 1T 3 2B CTIT Y Il X v e AT T b hTn g 19,

AR XY, SEETFMIC X 2mME, REHMERRUGESNIRIZ V7 <, TKA ~DBT 23 2 %)
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RbROONmh o7z, BIFEY R 7 3EIE e o072, a X MHOMERESH 2 Z &5 b HEZHE

KBWCEHETEMZ2T) c L3RI vweELr N7,

ZEHARTORETIE, 14 (8%)23 0 OA ICHEE T AMRVIBRPHAT 77 ) V= v 25 AR

L)L, 124 (92%) 2 FEE T EARVIBRPHERTT 7V F= v 2{Tbhanwa & 25 CHERGRER) T3

Th o7,

ik

1) Potts A, et al. Am ] Sports Med. 2012;40(6):1247-51.

2) Spahn G, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2013;21(7):1553-61.
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 ] 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):23-9.

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):184-94.

341 vAsat>1year

Anhroscopy Control Mean Difference Mean Difference Ris
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed 95%C! Year IV, Fixed.95% Ci ABC
Forster ot al. 2003 57 21 15 57 21 17 50% 000([-145 146) 2003 g —
Yim et al 2013 18 1 50 1.7 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), " = O

L N
4 -2 0
Test for overall effect Z =057 (P =057)

Random saquence generagbion (selecton bas
Allacation concealment (selection bas

A
8
(C) Evn}w._; of participants and personne! (performance bias)
D) Blinding of outcome assessment (delection bias

E

) Incompiete outcome data (attrition bias
(F} Selective reporting (reporting blas
o Mar hiae
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Ao

o Ot

BQ2 Koos Pain subscale at 12 months

Arthroscopy
S0 T

Kotz et al. 2013 191 1752 156 193 1764 164 S539%
Gouttn ot al. 2017 294 1845 75 188 2284 75 46w
Total{95%C1) Fal) 239 100.0%

Heterogeneity. Tou* = 5084, Ch* = 753, df = 1 (P = 0.008); I = 87T%
Test for overall effect Z = 0.90 (P = 0.37)

Biak of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Aflocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Binding of and pet i (parformance bias)
(D) Banaing of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete cutcome data (afirition Dias)

(F} Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other tias

B3 Lyshoim Knes Score at 2 years

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

485 [-5.71, 15.41)

EHREBEEERRR T A KT A~

Arthroscopy Control Moan Difference Mean Difference R
or T Total Fix 1Y (VA 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 "% 99 100.0% -2.0) [-2.45, 1.38)
Hetarogeneity Chi* = 124 df= 1 (P 027 = 19% e 10 14 10 Py

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

Bl of i jegand

(Al Random sequence generation (salection bins)

(B8 A bas)

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

{E) Incompiete cutcome data (attrton bias)

(F) Betective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Cther s

B4 conversionto TKA at 1 year

Favours Control  Favours Arthroacopy

Forster et 8l 2003 17 196%

Katz et ol 2013 5 158 %4 N 176 [042.7.56] 2013
Suetal 2018 [ 214 168 8% 118033 226) 2018
Total (85% C1) 385 349 100.0% 1,24 [0.51, 3.01)

Total avents 2 9
Hederogenedy Chi*= 087, =2 P=0T71) 11 =0%

Test for overall effect 7 = 043 (P = 083)

Bisk of s legond

(Al Random seq Qer ( s )

8] A | 1 bias)

(€ BEnding of parvcipants and personnel (performance bias)

(D) Blincing of beas )

(E} Incomplete outcome Cata (afingon tuas)

(F) Seloctn 9 U ¢ bues)

(G) Omher bias
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25 major compiications

EHREBEEERRR T A KT A~

Arthroscopy Control Odds Ratko Odds Ratio Risk
or 18 Total Events Total Wi MM, Fix Cl_Yoar M-H_ Fixed 95%C1 ABC
Katz et al 2013 3 1% 2 183 184N 155026 564 2012 ——
Gauftn ot ol 2017 2 75 0 75 41% 514024 10881] 2017 ———
Roos et ol 2018 2 22 2 22 156% 1001013 7.81] 2018 ——— —
Van de Graaf et of 2018 5 1% 8 181 S35% 115043 307) 2018
Total (95% C1) an 422 100.0% 137 (0.64, 2.90)
Total everts 16 2
Heterogenety: Chw' =055 df =3 (P =081 1"=0% oo1 oh g % rr

Test for overall affect Z = 081 (P = 042)

Bisk of bias segend
{Al Random sequence panaraion (selection bias)
8 A [{ ties)

Favours Arthrascopy Favours Contral

(C) Biinging of partcipants and personned (performance bias)

(D) Blindng of cuico blas)
() Incomplets outcoms date (atirition biss)

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

Kotz et al 2013

Roos etal 2018 4 k] 3 2 13.9% 141028 7.18) 208 N P —

Van de Groaf ot @ 2018 ? 158 4 161 212% 237071786 2018 =

Total (9% CN) 6 M7 O100.0% 1.50 [0.82, 2.73)

Total events 28 20

Heterogeneity Ch* =080, df = 2 (P = 067) = 0% %OJ o:' 4 ‘co 50,
Test for overall effect 2= 132 (F=0.15) Favours Arthroscopy  Favours Coetrot
Bk of bias Jegend

(A} R SAGUANCE O | )

18] A 1 concasiment ( ) baad)

(C) Bincsng of pants and P bias)

D) BAndng of cuicome assessment (detecson Das)
(E) \ncomplete outcome data (attrion bias)

[L5-] reportng {reportng baas)

(G) Other bios
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32
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34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

B RBEEERRATA RT A~
Background Question 11 Z T RREAEAE (< R JE PRE-U U fifT 134 FH 2>

25
FRIE B E Y] 0 i 3R oM X035 » FHMi WS cd 2 23, &b MR EMEEY) 0 ili (high
tibial osteotomy : HTO) (3flit2 D&, BHETAIENR, BRRAEE 2 & AMNATICH L CHEICSKET 5.
* HTO 133& 128 < I W EeRlin o BF ICHEHTH 5.
- HTO Ofli i ici % 52 2 ) 2 7 IN1- & LTI, @i, &t BML BERKREDH 5.
- HTO o Ef31t, TKAfifTZz=y FHRA v b & L7gd, 54 T91.2~97%, 10 4T 68~
97.6%, 154 T55~90.4% & HEMICIETLOE 1D 2.
- HTO & AN TJRBEfIA (U4) {HIE A (unicompartmental knee arthroplasty : UKA) (&, #ISfER]23
B2 DR D3% DS, IR I T BT 7.
- R e, FIlFAiTo HTO 12 UKA % TKA & bl U CERNEIERS L v e 3 38
Bd 5.
* HTO fiif&IC 85.5% DIEHE A S & D AR =V ITBIRTE, 79.5%DMrHT & [Fl L~ v OIEEIESE 6 h
2T WMELD 5.
- double level osteotomy (DLO) % biological knee reconstruction (B L Clx, R v 7 v 225+
THRWI 2L, SHROEKERES RCT 25722 nide bk,
< PYEPREAB (BBR) 1B, B OA 2517 L TKA OH8ME 2 2 720 B o &1E & B Y i o Hf
DERE L Tno CTX Tz,
UrzHEd 5L, BREABEEYIYMIESAREIERE G, &2 I ERR ORI OA FERFIIC
FricaHeEzZLONS.

fiRsH

JE R B U 0 A 12 @S REE B ) 0 4l (high tibial osteotomy : HTO) 12{%3R & 1 2 [REEAE Y
fitt, KERE &AL DL % fEGIE S 2 KEREEAE Y] 0 i (distal femoral osteotomy : DFO), KRR #{7
EIRE AL D T TER &M IE T % double level osteotomy (DLO) 72 &% %. HTO IZ % open
wedge HTO (OWHTO) & closed wedge HTO (CWHTO) 3% %. %72 HTO & 1387 2 2354
N CTHYI D 21T 9 open wedge distal tuberosity tibial osteotomy (OWDTO), & & 1 (BB & 8
HME % B ICEIET 2 tibial condyle valgus osteotomy (TCVO) 7x E#EE O35 0 19, A THRE
i 4Bl (total knee arthroplasty: TKA) 1T~ 2 & Z OERAVE D M 1 EHMEIC 72 2.

R G Y 0 it DB, wIENE, EERBUE 78 EIIRTICHER TR E (BGET 5 2 L 3% < D
XICE DG I TWE 5 | FRcAICE T2 OWHTO o 3#E L <, BV ALH %2 E
M3 2 7 Lo Ric & ) BRIREATREL 72 0 U~ e ) 77— = v RIE ICHTHE & du7z 10
2000 - A Z 5 2 ALLART IZ CWHTO B3 2 ED T L A & TH o 7228, LARECIIFEIE A B % i
HiciEERlRE T, BEFEEYI Y £ 72 13UIFRO B2 23 72w OWHTO OGN A CT& 7z, Lo L,
CWHTO & OWHTO D fiifi & F#k L 7 RCT i3> T 7 <, SEIEFIL 2 725m3Cid CWHTO &
OWHTO & Dffitk 2 FERAMEOHEICL & 2 Y. 20w TlE, KOOS, Oxford Knee Score <
Lysholm score 7z & QRGN X MM EIICHEEE 322 072, 72, KRGS O®% A A 2 5k
CEWTH, WHICIIEREEICAEERZR 2D o7,

BOHEICBEIL Tld, CWHTO TR thfEfRE S R 2 CORIESIE ST b, 72, &
= - KBRBIfN o ZTEEBIfAE (PFOA) 1CBIL Tix, OWHTO RICHETT 2 2 &b E T3
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W, —J7, CWHTO &I I3EE - KERBAFiOBEAEAKET 2L WO MEDH Y 2, wIhoffid
DT 07w, £/, GEind, &, BML BERF R EOGIENY R 7 KT & I 1219 KH
Tt D PFOA 0i#fT% FHiL 5 5 OWDTO %179 7 — AHEFEH 2 T 5,

HTO i@ B AEEPEOMR 23 Al RE R FilicH v, HTO D A K —VEIFICET 2MED H 2
9, Dominique & 1 83 il BE M EVI Y iz %217 (OWHTO 62 5], DLO 21 fi), #fif%ic 85.5% D
BENRD LDRAR—VICHRETE, 79.5%0HT & F L XL OiEEER S LN LIMEL T3 19,

& OA 13hnfin & & b ICHETT 5729, HTO ffTICL D X7 74 X v b+ 25 L < b RERERS
FLC TKA ofifT 2 RfER< Iz bbb, TKAME TR Y FHRA v b & L7z HTO o473
1% 5 T 91.2~97%, 10 4T 68~97.6%, 15 T 55~90.4% & LM ITIE D D X 23H % 2121619,
INDLDIES DX IIMEOMRE, FiliTiE BYVEHOEE L IHICERET 74 X v Off
REOMBEIED AL LT, BEOHMATFEOREL SIGER T 2b0LEZLNS.

HTO & AN THEEIEIAN (44) {HIZE AT (unicompartmental knee arthroplasty : UKA) 158 CAES 23 5
05 % <, HIRBHEICBE L CTlE 2R L2 AT ~T7 4 v 7L a=%2E80%  OMELH
% 1920225 N OIE T H AL ICIIEEE TR\, HTO O 5 I REAAT o nlEhik A UKA X
DX ETHL, TRAELZAIHED VA7 B3R L S s, UKA OF| sl R 102 b & fEl
LG O WURRERE D R kA H T o s, FmFi& i TKA ~O revision surgery DHHEICH
HENEWE TAIRENL WD, 55K L D HWEEIC UKA #9179 & TKA ~® revision rate 235 > &
DL P, itk 12 £ F Tl HTO D13 9 EFERIT L »2S, T UKA D135 23X v & o
HYH 519 UKA 55 TKA ~O conversion 13 loosening 23RIKTH 5 Z L 3% L, K& REHXREHR
BaaInz 2, —J, HTO 2o ldflEE 23 2 L3 wnwe I 20, FinpEis e LT HTO I3iE
B A W EFIC, UKA ZEEIE IC/T) 2 & 2R3 253 % . & 51 TKA ~o
conversion D AEIX HTO 28 UKA X W 3 R e ofEd H 3 2V,

HARANDE OAJEFI D% < IZ KRG 23HVE LISEBEHANK, X oICEafidsmiciatn,
B 5 A5 & EFHms R X 0 AMANCZEA L 2B R s, —7F, BCRADKEIZFA ML —
FTH Y, WEIZZ T ZER T 2 UKA IZRCR ADIEEICIT#E T 2 23, NRETBREICH L TT 5 L ZTE0
B3 2 -0 RIAMGE LB EICEENRE 2 2 L BB a I NG, SHRIIERBEEY) YT UKA &
DEFIREAE 35 & O TKA ~® revision rate Z LI L 72%  © RCT 238 TH 5. Lo L, EEORK
DIGITE T, REAMEYIY T e UKA ICEEREID 1T 2179 2 L BRHARTRIN#RZ LA FREI N
5.

ERREFABE 2 DMUMD 2 055, avEa—2yialb—va v ilBnT60mUT,
7213 50~60 KOBEEZZNZNNRE L. PIElOFHic HTO %175 & UKA £ TKA 21795
BICHAR TR 2 B NI R ME 2 Z & 23R S 7z 2829, [EIC X o CReyiaiil - (i B O Baei B2 1%
R0, INOLOWMEITTEDXFFHGONE LERXS.

1969 4£ 1 Benjamin®© 23 DLO % #] T XX THE L, I 51T 2002 1T Babis & 3V & IE A E D
RE ZZREFNCN LT HTO %2179 L IEEBIETR O T ER AR L, BRETHNIC R4 T 5 TIWGH
DB CRIFARIIEGERE O N v e Lz, FEIEAEH K E TR <0 KRG =7 B 1 4 1 K 23
FAES 2 HERICiE DLO Z# RS U XIS B A o BAEIH T & AT E 72 0, A A A =7 ZDOBIR
oD IICHRo7FMTH Y, WL ERXIRFREMEAGONSE EEZ NS, FIHKRETIED
20 X VERBREIG O Nz L OWREDRDH S Y. DLO I W TIRBIED & & BREFIED PR L, 5
DEFIRER S RCT ZfF7- 2 T N7 b 7n e,
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%L T 1% biological knee reconstruction & #1 L C HTO FAICHRE 4 2 A IS 7r & o Hifli %38
M3 2 L EHERM ET 5 &I MEDERL IS 8323, b5k, BEBEY YT & Weg e
AMAEE M 75 & DO FE D ERREAEIC G 2 208 % RCT ICX VAL T2 2 L b METH 5.
A, WHEEARGR)BEZRET 2 LEOA ZEITI 2R LR EAMEE ShTn?
D NI AR (BRAR)BESRE C 2 & FEHRD 7 — 7HE 3 ihe L CBEfim 2 5% L, OA oiEfr%
BoRpekifgic TRAZEZ 2 L s, —F, FICAMPEAR (BIR) BEZ1T5 & OA 0EfT% &
L TKAICELZ BB WY BFIRE DL L INT3E, LarL, FEANKERZEGH L AEGNICN
T EAREMFMORRIZZ L <, FEEEAEY) 0 o ORI T T 5. I AR
(&) BE2 G0 L 2N OA Wt L <, BREFEEY) Y finic NEE Atk (BiR) (EE R o fF
ISITEIC DL 2T, SBRORMINRE ZE&® TR 3.
Rk, AT B TREFOLERIC X 2 FlinE B A L ORI il D 72 D Ic 2K =2 ©
Witz L BT MBI NG, Lo T, GEIGEEIMED SV EEE O & A ER O F =
EHMHE - CTHEIHEY) D ITOKRNERS I HICHEZA 2 Z e TRIND.
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Background Question 12 Z= T MR BA EITAE (< A TR BE Ef B A 1 #0137 FH 2

B

AT B B (UKA) 13, JEESPHID 2 W IZMIDKERISE B ICIRB L, A2Ri5 8
# (ACL) BEREICRIEZR VI OASEFNICIE, OB, ADL o4t IcH <, QOL oF kicd
Hcth5.

I

fEs

P DIRSE L ACL 42 7\ PRI TH O 1 70 Ji OA 1 3~ 2 A\ T IRBAAN @Al (UKA) o
HRATEIC DWW TIE, % < ORI CRIFRBGED /R S T 5. UKA OF AR RAEROEM, B
finl s 7 & OMEBIEIERE O, ADL 5 X 0 QOL 0uE, GHHEORIER, EEaX a0
Jii 5 bW E D,

AVT IV NTHAVDER, A VI —EBENANEATHT 4 v 7 ARA THx Lk 5 HE
235 %55, HEFERECORMEREREEOZ IR I Tnizn, XY FEEE £ A Y P LRABEEDOH
KT, ENANZA TORECOWET, itk 2HF TRV b LAEE CRIEHETRYG AN
T, AV MEETIE 24%ICHA SN V. 5FEE CORMIBGED £ 4 ¥ L ABEEDIZ 5 AHEHEE
A& o 72 2. FANFHICBIL Tk, S@H O jig-based & m ARy b7 ¥R b OLETE, HIREHTIC I
ERRDP oIV, Sk, BFERLED L RIKESBETH 5.

fRIFERE & DT, UKA 13 HTO  TKA LRI L, AROHEREESGE CAMMIE R I T2
4)

Z DD Fii L otz i, HTO ®° TKA L DIt % X tCT\» 5. TKA & UKA & Dtk T
%, UKA fEflix TKA SEGIC -~ CHlTRT & D BfR A 22 7% Forgotten Joint Score (FJS) 23R#f7xZ &
2% <, Bt T 2 b irTEARWY, LA L, WHEICHREL 721 OA icxf L < UKA & TKA %
FIEL 356y, Mgy FREAY b e LeAeR, BEMoam, GUREOH ML M L 72 75 %
Pl ko UKA ##Cld, TKA 83 & R L CiffiREredcE 2R <, i Biigic@En cwiz on, —J5
<, TKA ZHEFA-cHELRIED R EAICH - 72 28710,

HTO & DT, ik 3 F ORI TR IC 22870 < 12, FRAAIR L HRBGE X UKA 013
IVENTEHEY BIVREICK YV EAL S, ZHIHEIEE & 2 EI-CIEEIME R &0 BEEROEWICGER
TEHLDLEZLNT.

2 a2 McBIL T, BARRIRIE TKA XV #En, HTO ICid% 3 L ahs 1919, L L
RWIBHE, OAEEE R BT ICEBINTWARVATEEESH 3.

{\
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103



© 00 I O Ot Bk~ W N =~

9) Lyons MC, et al. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 2012;470(1):84-90.
10) Chawla H, et al. Knee. 2017;24(2):179-90.

11) Ko Y, et al. Value Health. 2011;14(2):322-8.

12) Yim JH, et al. | Arthroplasty. 2013;28(2):243-7.

13) Cho WJ, et al. Int Orthop. 2018;42(10):2357-63.
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Background Question 13 ZE TR B EIAE 1< A TR BE i 4= & #7134 1 2

BH
AN LB E (TKA) (3, @il o W OOMINCHEST U 7 2 TR IR B ERRESE (I 1< 13558 ©
BJH, ADL 0dGEIcHZIT, QOL O LicbHHTH 5.

i

g&

B OA 13 2 N THRBART 2 &4l (total knee arthroplasty: TKA) O FHMEIC O W T, #EH D
BRI CRAIF ARG R T3, TKA oGRS IRER OB, KBIEHAE (BIETaTE, Sfr
) o, ADL X0 QOL 0o, AIHEREE, ERaX Lo ime bl hs.

TKA FEFI DRI AT DN T A — XD E S 2 L EZ o T W5 YV, AT ARIEAE 2K
b DIk TKA DA DR & & 3G SN T 5. OA SERI O IRIFREE LB R & o ik Tk, TKA
iz IR OUCEE 2K E (, BEERECTHRERAREIN TV Y, fittoY ~eT—vav7uba
—VICBI U CUZ R & 0 AR Y 1 fn7 2R 0 B B8 D 2 17 5 fRRtis &, (RAR L O B 2 WS B 1A T 5 1R
BT, WEOBEESLERICET 2213 L 2 Thud, R a L IISBROMNBLETH S
2.

TKA OFMFET, A v 77V VEEEZ LAV P 2w A v b, REG Q@R IEBIR 7 L
T RELEIH LD, BMEFEZERT L L CTHFMO Y X2 3EA L, B L BIEH &R
fiEtk, QOL CTEMHESAEREICEN TV 2 L oED H 2 Y, BRI TR U CliE I 3R KHE,
BFREME, P20 axX e ETHLARENRD 2 LTV xmw Y. - TKAICIFEFRFEREIC X
ATV FTHA vOESC, B - BTFIERAE, ST iR - T U] BR A o AHE,
AVHF =P BENANRAL THT 49 7 RAEATICT 5070 EREIEROME XD 225, TKA FlidsitE
T3N3 L)1 oTH0FULREL, HT 2 ALKRBMOMROMAONTERZ LT X
b, BEMEHINTH LRV OEECT ¥ A Y TIIAEAREFRVE WR B o,

Fl7 D BE D WRERAHAREE B D 77 I BRI VIR 2 Il 2 2 7735 ICE V03 ® Y, parapatellar #EAGE X Y
mid vustas £ D% ) A OMEES R L, iiEPIicofbliER ETHRNTH 2 L oWmED H S
23, ERRIM 2k ewvw e Bbihvs 12,

EHICTFHIEDT 74 AV FEDWRESTETIE, BH O jig-based TKA LB LT, Fesr—va v
RV 2 — AR K DMEBAED %127 <, implant survival, SHHEICD Z X R» o772 B, —JFF
T, 774XV FDIEMEEO R L outlier 1347 a3 2 e BME I N T35 419, BFERERMIFE

(PSI) & {ERD 75T OB CHIRRAE ICZ IR 2\ & Bbhd 19,

Z Ofthd N T BEET & Db ¢ld, patello-femoral arthroplasty (PFA) & @ bEIZIRIRTIZ T 74«
vy, TKA & UKA & o bifig<ix, UKA fEF]IE TKA FEFNIC E~ CTHTET X 0 BfJRK 2 =2 7 % Forgotten
Joint Score (FJS) 3R/ 3% <, BT 22 &3 c&x w7, Lo L, WHENCRFEL 72
& OA icxt LT UKA & TKA 2% L 72856, HiEfiz oy VR4 v b e L2EfR, JFiliof
I, GUHEORRZIE L 72w H v, 75 Lo UKA BEF Tl TKA B3 & g L Cifaiéreck
ERR W EE DN S 819 —5C, TKA i3 UKA TR CTHFMCHELRIZD R WERICH 3 & Bb
nz) 20~24).
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1) Pua YH, et al. Acta Orthop. 2019;90(2):179-86.
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Background Question 14 A T RBEE 4> B4 a1 0 S0 i BR I3 H 2

i3 9]
TR (local infiltration analgesia: LIA) LA MFE 7 v v 71, A 7= A LI 4 &l
JETHIE R E R T H 5.

fi#
1) JEpriEERE (LIA)

LIA 78 TKA Offftcatiici LCAMTd 2 2 &1, 77 R E RCTY, B O8 L O
AR D CIRE I N TE Y —HERH 5. ERESCENIRICBI L <id, TKAfiigatifics »wCcHE)
THEREZ E (SLR) @il 90° ZEW T 3 £ CoMMERT 2 & oG8 H 5 236825, hEHH
mANRIMER I Ty, LIA ZEARBRERM LV b RTe A F, A4 4F, =vx7) v,
NSAIDs, k7 v =2 v E2MAZRAR (B2 T71) DRI B X VRS E G-, 2Fa 4 F
BN BIT 2 A XN <L, SN 72 © CBERERIAE 28 < ABEHAR D 45 < 72 B & fEm T
T3 2, 1770 X % LIA OFRNFIIRMERE 7 7 v 7 CRERfRE + B EkE 7 v 7)) L[H
HTh 21, LIA OFAMHAIHEE LTHZ > 72 D37 L, Tl b 7 7 AR EYYEZ NS ¢ 2
T oldmwn i T B 0810993 SIRFEFIEDSIR S T O bl 5 2 L3 L v, A==
FZ VT H o, LIAK X o CABHIRI 2 M T 2 #8558, TKA CTE3 23 ABREMEM L 72 & OME 21 H
%6,

2) Kt 7m v 2

KR 7 v 7 TKA iz 2 EmIc L CAzicd 5. KRR 7 o v 7 14910 KERM#E &
WAEMRE T ey 7 OfflaGbE 17, KRR, BASEeRRE, SMILKIRE MRt oA G b (BHE R T
7oy W e3inl Tuy s W) REMMTONTHWE, FOFHBRIENLTVLID2IEIAHTH
5%, KB 7wy 7 LIGEH T 7wy 7 38R ICBEL CR%E Wb s, 7z, EFfTbND
X5 7 o 2 NEEHIE 7 1 v 7 Tl KRRPUSAT EBN R % i © & 2 72 o SN R 2 CHEREMIfE 23
B bR TH 2 9. AT =T A ERHE LTS eIkt 7 e v 7 o RIS O W TIZH S 2
72 o TR\ 20, KRS 7 1 v 712 X 5 TKA o I RESGES % BRERI N TLY, A

g&

FEICB L ClE, KEEMIREZ o v 7ic X 2 BERE W KRR 7 o v 7ic X 2 KBRPEER o i 1
KT O ERHEINRTNS
3) ZDfth

TKA Offite@MEicd L <, A7u4 FE (XFAL7LF=yaverFd2xyy) oM
3B TH B 82,

TKA fiitfic Z /MM (PRP) ZAiSEpIcEfi 32 < &%, #8H, PRREE, HIME O & Cifga
HMEUGE L rd o7 2,

SCHR

1) Jung WH, et al. Arthroscopy. 2014;30(10):1261-8.
2) ChenY, et al. ] Int Med Res. 2012;40(5):2032-40.

3) Fu P, et al. Knee. 2009:16(4):280-4.

4) Anonymous. ] Med Assoc Thai. 2014;97(12):1332-7.
5) Fan JC. Hong Kong Med J. 2018:24(2):145-51.
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8) Rytter S, et al. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2017;25(1):284-90.
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13) Uesugi K, et al. Knee. 2014;21(4):848-52.
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18) Xie Z, et al. J Arthroplasty. 2012;27(5):673-8.e1.
19) Rousseau-Saine N, et al. Anesth Analg. 2018;126(3):1019-27.
20) Ilfeld BM, et al. Anesth Analg. 2009;108(4):1320-5.
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Background Question 15 A TIREAEI B EAMI Y ~ v ) 7 — o a v EFRITA M

i3]

LG PERRBAEE 1 03 2 N LREBHAI 2 &7 (total knee arthroplasty: TKA) DAY ~e ) 7 —
vaviiRIcEREEZ LN TV S,

D RCT T, EROTTELVHECHBELZ D) ) F—va v, FRAIINE ZE8m
T3 Y TF—vay, ZLTHRIV A ) F— a vOERAES#REIhTW 3,

g

R OA KT MY ~e V) 7T —va vz RIICEAEEZ N TV S, HE, SEEE I
FRR M AZIT W Z O ZIERk DT L L L 72 RCT M) ~ v ) 7 — < a v o fF A% % Gk
L7 RCT 2 T b, RCT 2R L 72458, TKAfifif2icBd3 2 b o2 33 s, UKA fifitzicE
T25500 248, HTOMiRICEIT 2 H D23 1#H, TKA - THAMIEZEAL T2 b 00 2 iz L
7. L2 L7256, TKA LSO E DD 7729 TKA @ 33 fRD AICHK > THREEL 7=, 215 O k%
OFEBEE F 72 13RI X 22 ) ~e ) 77—y a voEMA%ICET 2 b o, X TR Y »
vV T7r—vavoGRMEICET 2 DICa T, SRR, WRESGEMIR, AIHEREY X7 0m I b
A RENT AT o 7=, FAfTE, SRR - SN2 303 2 & O 2 L 72 #5258, TKA fligi&# i
#E o T MRAE & 72 o 72,
1) e E 72 3R R I X 2 Y ~e Y 7T —v a v o RN

AT @ RCT ARFE I N7z, @A - SisE O ALY, N7 v R ZBML 72/ A2, KERFIC X
AN, B E BRI TS MAY, BEIEET T2 AEIIFY, 77 VBT O/
AFE O, ERRFZBIML AT, _ZAGEEEE) 28 L 724 A 0. SRRSO VT VAS
pain, NRS, KOOS pain subscale, WOMAC pain subscale 7z L OIHH2MEH S LCH 0, NHIAHT~
DO ELHH A ENM L 72 RCT ICB W COREERERNRDS O 72 8. SRICBE T 2 @0 2 2 7 2
FURHHICE SN T2 b Did 28w (ifitk 3 22 H LT 17 2 WOMAC pain subscale) 9% ), x &
RN CEIIRO o7z (1), BERESGERRIC O W T KOOS, WOMAC, SF-36, stair climbing
test, timed up & go test (TUG), 6 734477 A b, iJl, ROM & &Ml TE Y, MAICKD
BHERRH 2L T2 DRHMA I N, FRHICfTb - LEOFMEEIX 5 HEH H (WOMAC
total, SF-36 PCS, knee flexion ROM, TUG, 63377 & +), X Zf@rofEEs o 5HE T 2I1HH

(WOMAC total, TUG) IZEWTHABEDLRRIFTH 72 (K2). GHHEICBET2E 2D 2 b DI 3

i 139CH - 7=. musculoskeletal injuries, knee ROM limitation, knee manipulation, or falls 7z & iZ D\
TRCH I N T3, AZENTRAAIC L2 ) X7 DT D 5d > 7-.

2) Mgy ~e Y F—v 3 vofF Ak

6 > RCT BRI N, WTIDMAET 4~6 BTN AZITo T2 DTH o7z, AELERM
RERLbDEAro7 (M3). HEEESGEEICH L TIE KOOS, WOMAC, AR, TUG, #i)
REBFHEE N TEY, NARESNIEEFCHIRL CRIFE T2 b D% 0o 7z 07 X ZfEHT 230 g
THozFHMEHIZ 2B H (KOOS daily living, knee flexion ROM : WL b it 3 22 H),
KOOS daily living iIZ B8 W THAHERRIFCTH o 72 (K4). GHHEICEIL TiX, i) ~e ) 57— =3
X B AHHERE Y 22 OHMCRAEDAIEDFREEZR LD DIEAd o7z, I A MHICE T
T ABECERE, ABCHAR 2500 L7 (BEEGESRERICER L) MR ARIhTniz 9,
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ERERBEEESETA R A
ik x 2tk v, OFRE T 72 IR AIIFIC X 2% Y e ) 77— a3 v, X UOOiHTY
AV T = avouTNONADIERD kL I U CHERARICBL CTEXRD Rd o720, B
BB IC OV TR BD LN, —F, NMAICKZHL 2 RAHHERE Y X 7 M2 >
7. BURCEEBRLDNATEBSHETH 27201 CQ & LTHRIFT 3 ICiIz e F v 28+ Tldk
{, SBRCT Mz e T v AREBEINZHAEICCQ & LTHRIEZITY RMbAH 2 L RELSTITH
WL 7=.

ik

1) Bade M]J, et al. Arthritis Care Res (Hoboken). 2017;69(9):1360-8.

2) Liao CD, et al. Clin Rehabil. 2013;27(8):697-7009.

3) LiL, et al. Complement Ther Clin Pract. 2019;35:121-5.
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WOMAC pain subscale

Lxperimental Control Maan Diffarvoce Mean Difference
Stwdy or Subgroup Mean SO Total Mean SO Total Welght Iy, Random, 95% €I Year _IV. Random, 95% CI
N1CO3734, Veorenmaa, 2014 8 185716 53 S 189187 55 215N -1.00 [-807,6.07] 2014 - e —
N1CD1148, 1, 20189 455 10 54 465 95 53 7E5X -1.00 [4.70,2.70] 2018 =
Towsl t95% C1) 107 108 100.0% -1.00 |-4.24 2.28)
Mesrogenelty, Taw' = 0.00; Che' = 0.00, df = 1 (7 = 1.00K # = ¢X o 3 [ [ 10

Test for owecall effect: Z « 040 (7 = 0.3%) Fawours (expermentsl]l Favours (cemrol
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WOMAC total scale
Lagerimental Control Mean Differvece Mean
M:__ Masn S0 Totsl Masn SO Tortsd Weight IV, Random, 9% C1  Year W, Random, 25% C1
TW1001837, 1hee, 2013 3655 504 58 4285 S8 55 DON 6.6 986 -286 2013 —
NICO3734, Viorenraa, 2014 £333 218185 53 1322 183499 53 146N 489 [-12.51,273] 2034 .
NL00277, Dembcioghs, 2015 423 1.y N 472 AAN ] IO 184N 490 [F11.28, 1.40] 2915
NICODSS2, Kade, 2017 669 275 62 716 628 62 359N -0.47 295,201 2017
N1CO1148, 1L 2018 ] o o o ") Nt eatmable 2018
Total (95% €O 0 202 1000% 376 | 73K -0.34) e
Neserogeneny: Taw' = 783, Ch = 807, ¢f = 3 (7 = 0.04); F = §3% ey o b FT

Test for overal effec: £ = 2.03 (# = 0.04)

SF-36 PCS

Eapedimental Control Mean OlTerance Mean Difference
Study or Subgruup Mean 3D Total Mean 3D Total Welght v, Random, 95% €I Year w, "IN c
N11O0116, Pemersen, AGT7T 874 4] 4388 BN 41 I8 182 1083.657] 2008 4 N TN
NICO3Y34, Vuorearman, 2014 304 507 53 304 935 55 261N 000 [-3.46, 3.46] 2014 —
N100277, Demicioghs, 2013 683 148 0 678 143 M0 153% 070 671, 8.11] 2013 SN —
NI1CO1148, 1L, 2018 542 15 54 452 19 53 2855  5.00 1835, 965 2015 .
Tosal 95% C1 17 179 100.0% 346 |-2.14, 9.06) | ET—
Heterogenelty: Taw® = 28.11; Ch' = 38.60, ¢f = 3 (# < 0.00001), * = 02% =1 i 3

Test for ovmrall affect: Z = 1.21 (7 = 0.20)

knee flexion ROM

Neaan Differencs
Stedy o Subgroup Sll Tocal Ohlﬁ SD Yﬂl Weign Mlm“nmtl Year v, Random, 95% C1
N1MO0118, Pemenion, 2000 0 0 Mot esirale 2009 {
NIC01I734, Vigeenmaa, 2014 nr. I Mlll 53 II&’ 140568 ” 1635 ©30 [-4.20,490| 2014 '—_L—
W07, Demiciogh, 2015 1ns2 30 1105 19 30 0N 220 -125 685 2015 = PR
N1000352, Eade, 3017 12928 lu 7 1827 61 67 JsAx 101 |-1.81,383 2007 —S—
NIC01148, L, 2018 1nma 148 54 10 S$3 118% 210 [-3.16, 736] 2018 | I
N1I00894, duttler, 2018 1) W4 23 104 28 123N 100 |-2.52,7.72] 018 e
Total (9% CH 238 219 100.0%  L38 [-02% 599 -
Heverogenehy: Taw' = 000, O = 0.9, df = 4 (F = 0.92); F = 0N 5 o ‘ — 5} 3
Test for overal effect: £ = 1.71 (# = 0.08)

Timed Up & Go test

Contral Mean Difference
_Swudy o Subgroup Mean ﬂ' 'Ml- SO_Total Weight IV, Randem, 93% C1
N1900116, Pemersan, 2008 L] 0 o 0 !

Not estade
336X <084 118, -0 48}
10.5% <115 |-2.24, -0.08)
116% -0.60 [-1.61, 041}

NI001037, L, 2013 588 m )l 1073 088 5

782 34486 53 007 21455 55
NL00277, Dembcioghy, 2015 123 21 W 128 15 »
WIC00552, Rade, 2017 7 177 71 744 13 67 46N 0080063, 047
NIFO0RD4, Sarrier, 2019 €9 13w 1 13 28 19N ~0.20 [0.80, 0.48)

Total |95% C0 240 205 1000% -0.51 [-091, -0aW

Hetwrogereity: Tay® = 0.09; Chf = 255, dF = 4 (F = 0.11), # = 478
Test for overall effecr 2 = 2 60 (P = 0. 00%)
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Maan Difference
R IV, Random, SSK I
2009
013 ——
W14
w015 ™
w17 —
019 —
-
- -2 2 K

Favours [espermmental] Favours (comrod
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6-min walk test

Conwol Nean Differance
ht IV, Randoms, 95% O Year
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_Study or Subgroup Mean SO Towl Mean SO Total wei ndoms, 95%
NICD0352, Bade, 2017 5317 988 &5 531G 784 67 329N 0.0 [-29.85 30.05) 2017
W1CD1234, Wesby, 2018 O o © o e o Wot esrmable 2018
NICO1148, 1L 2019 4671 514 34 4202 475 30 454X 37.80[18.15, 56.65] 2018
WIFOOP4, Samer, 2019 514 A5 28 48R3 897 28 213N 2500 [-18.45, 60.85) 2019

Tetal (955 Ch 151 148 100.0%  22.88 [-2.31, 48.06)
Hewrogerebty: Taw* « 20862; Ch' « .40, df = 2 (P = 0 11) ¥ = 558
Teat for overal afect 2= 1.78 (0 = 0.00)

E3 #RIVAYYT—Ya ot (BEHR)
KOOS pain

-100 -30 50 100
Tavours [mepermental] Favours [centrol)

Fraugerstive waiig Connrel Mawn Oiteresce Mwart Diffaren e
Sty o WMo S0 Tl Mawn SO Tkl Wegtl W Rascus, 9N C1 Yeer v, Ranvdoow, 958 ©
WICOAME, Mur B st 3016 3435 135620 S8 R536 30855 SO SAIN G323 I1A6 1153 016 —%
NICROMA ), Soaer, 2016 M 1na m me IZR 21 ANEN -LN0 [RI7,5.07] 2008

Tutal @Y% €I ™
M =1 {P=002)F=ron

B4 HRIYAEY T3 rOHRE (BEUEDR)

71 000K 250080, 10e)|

_— .

aritsl Frecomaie rusy

KOOS daily iving
Preoparative trainig Camrod Mcan Diffecasce Nean O flerence
%r"“ ¥ Mean SO Total Mean S0 Total Weight W, Rasdace, 95X O IV, Rangom, 0SS CI
Seofar, 2016 ®i6 117 29 K3 12§ 21 419N AF0 F2.37,1187] R
NIOBAR4E, Mar tlnal, 2016 LEAIREY ZikY S0 BO.G 150552 S0 STIN B SM[.50, 748N s
Tonal @5% Co B 71 1000% LY [LS6 ILAEN i
FHenmge by Ta = 008 O = 881, df = 1 (P = §37) ¥ = 0% B T 0 T

Vst fer overal efecr £ = 306 (F = 0002

Enee flexion ROM
Frecpensive (g Comired Meas Desoce Mean Dfererce
Sy af Sabgmin Vear SO T Wean S Tl Welgh W Rasdon 9580 Ve V. Kardam, 955 C)
NICEOSA], Sexfee, 2016 1183 Lt 23 1K) E 211 0K 040 .26 .06 M6 ST o~
N1CE4840. Vit tF b, 2074 10873 143001 3010131 137381 M 350X 644 004, 1134 10 i
Totl @3N CO e ] 7110008 EAPY -2A7. 4810 | —
Nrteogewty: Tasd = BIL O =« 1IN S« 1P «017;F =478 =30 i 0 F
COrma PIespeiates Earay

Tes e overab efect L= L 24 r = g2
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SELER 57D A v b ICBID 3 ERERR R &

HATIZY 7Y A v MO TORMERENERIT 2V, EIEN, ERERSEOWE, AR
ZRMEDOMMRFICET 25 L EMEEERICL>TH2LEIEI N D O ERERN L EHD 2 X
SICRA TN TE Y, BIFRERERRERS E —REMICOEING. X O ICIREFERE R IR EE
BEEIC X o TREARIL 2 $2 L KR oFFi] 2 S - FrE R B (M2 &) CREEDORER%
GAHIMER W T2 LR D AR L 7o o o RERBER M L ICAHI N TV 5. LA oT, bW Bk
B 7Y A v MIREEERERZ R B 5 b —REICERORFHEEICET 2 b0 L LTifi
HCcELEI R - FHI LW RN EMNEMNTONS.

207D, WOWRHERMNCY 7Y A Y MBI RS, REMDES, KEMREL, KE
TR, (AR YRR A AR CIEIEN T WA, T IFRMICHHI NS 20— /N EIETH
HRFErlRECTH o C, EHRE, ZoREE - IRz S L FFFEIhzwv., LirL, MADOYAAT 4T
THAMERI NI OA TN T 2 EERMCY 7Y X v OJRFHICE FRLICEAM S 2580 H 2 H D
bH 5.

srayiv, aviadFy, BXor7rvayrIviary Fud sy oftHoE %672l
HTOKRERFER 5 2707 2001 4£1C Lancet IZI5# X 117 Reginster DX TH 5 V. Z DIELL
K, Thoo3 7Y Ay rOERAEICOWTIEE K D RCT 237H4C & 72, Arthritis Foundation and
American College of Rheumatology 13 F:d OA iIc 2 v FuF v EREMICHLEL 720 ?, European
Society for Clinical and Economic Aspects of Osteoporosis and Osteoarthritis (ESCEO) i symptomatic
slow-acting drugs for osteoarthritis (SYSADOAs) & LCZva% v, av e Fryihroy 7Y 2
VEREHSELZD LTWD Y, ), KEEENEYS (American Academy of Orthpaedic
Surgeons : AAOS) T T T v ARREV THIRICHEENTH-TY, TNOLDF TV AV FDER
WL, BLUOHRICOWTIRERIC X > TRBL PN TN S,

AR CIZEE DO COREICOWTHEEZZ T 2 2L b nwiz®, KFEETIIEK OA 1Tkt
LCH TV AV (Urayriyv, aviedsFy, B0 rvayrIiviaviaedFroitH)
DFFEFEINE, FEHRES X N ADL/QOL SGERN R S 2 2%, AIFEREE B LUV X P b ED TR
AL 7z,

A ZEHT 11T Cochrane review 3 X 18 PubMed Central® (PMC) 2> & 27 # X 2 Fr7- \BME I L
7. %L DRCTHBENENDOHREHFELLI VLA I v IZIEHOTENTZ{To Tz, %55,
BISHHENIC X > TRAARIREZBEEL 7. M ATTETIE, a2 v Ve F v @) 800mg/HEA L, 7 rvady
IVED 1,500mg/HU EaxiRe L. MM 6 2 HE <, 14, 28U E3FETLXIIL
7z, XBBIZ 7 7w R EH 72 RCT % A 2@ L 7z,

av e FviconTit, RCT I8HIED A Xf@fth 5, 6 2 ARl CIIBRME R 1, 6
DAL 2FEETIEDLTIICH DD D@ 221012510 2000 FLAFEDE O Evs RCT 5 ifFFEIC RV @18~
OEHRAIRITIZ L AR, U3 FEE TTRCoOMMcHEARR R R ok W 7, BEEXK
i 1013141719 % ADL/QOL D SGERIR #17, I X A IRFEIEH 415172013 3 X C D ] %38 U T 7 2>
27z,

Tz, Zaad I VICBT 5 RCT LLAFFED A 2 fFMTIC X hig, 37T oA 2 U < 5 - R REK
H ¥ L O ADL/QOL O EM R I X CHREIRFEME 13 78 > o 72 1131419.21~20),

o, Frariviay ruFdyHRICBES 5 RCT 12 Wit 0 A X MR Cld, SRR,
BeREE, 5 X O ADL/QOL O iR 5 13 75 4> o 7 13.1418.21~32),
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ERHEEEELRIA FF A~
—77, LD EEROAEFERERLEBHREGIOFREY R 71X 7 7R LED O Ed 5 7z 0871118151619~
2325313330 ([ lef, X 2e,f, M 3de). 723, TR FITOWTIZMHEZR RCT 1372 {, #E NHS 2250
VATRT AV ILEL=2 AAOS DH A F T4 v 9 RCT 2372\ &2 L ERANEITAIHE L
TWaB R, RRMAEER WM E, a X MIZETELLD T AW EGmL 7.

B, €21V DoEOA KT ZHEMAEICOWTIZRCT4 Mg V7L, EMRGE IR,
Bk, ADL/QOL SGERN SR IZMIR LB <, A X T < X BAEWCE R E R 13 7 2 o 72 34D (¥
da,b,c,d). HBREOHERERCEPBEGIOREY R 71ET 7R LD L 5D 272 (K 4ef).

IEX Y, Z2EEBRBESIECHST 237V A0 (Frayiy, aviFefFy, BXUOZva
FIviaviFueAFrofffislte s v D) O - HEESEEDER, ADL/QOL OERhHIX
R o, WEREFERADHO 2 TRL, INLOAMERTRTHENTH L. AERROFKE
X7 7 REARBEAEZERRVDOD, WRMNEGESRAZNAVEUE Z0oax M3BFICE ST
KTEZHDEITVZARVWEEZ B,
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Chondroitin versus Placebo

1 Pain on a 0 to 100 scale

EIEREEEEBRI A KT 1~

FavorsChondroitin Favors Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risl
Study or Subgroup Mean SD  Total Mean SD Total Weight IV.Random,95%CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.1.1 Short-term studies (< 6 months)-dose 2 800 mg/d
Bourgeois 1998 29 16 40 45 19 4 121% -0.90 [-1.35, -0.45] =
Mazieres 2001 -26 233 63 -197 228 67 167% -0.27 [-0.62, 0.07] —=
Monfort 2017 05 138 2 -03 181 27 88% -0.12[-0.68, 0.44] =
Morreale 1996 15 121 74 189 13 72 174% -0.59[-0.92, -0.25] -
Uebelhart 1998 36 23 23 52 15 23 79% -0.81[-1.41,-021] -
Uebelhart 2004 429 232 54 491 245 5 152% -0.26 [-0.63, 0.12 =
Zegels 2012 394 242 117 471 248 117 22.0% -0.31[-0.57, -0.06] N
Subtotal (95% CI) 393 406 100.0% -0.44 [-0.63, -0.25] ¢
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.03; Chi* = 10.08, df =6 (P = 0.12); F = 40%
Test for overall effect Z =4.50 (P < 0.00001)
1.1.2 Long-term studies (= 6 months)-dose > 800 mg/d
Bucsi 1998 32 23 39 56 26 46 125% -0.92[-1.37,-047] -
Clegg 2006 303 226 318 302 26 313 127% 0.00 [-0.15, 0.16] &
Fransen 2013 2 379 129 2 359 127 127% 0.00 [-0.25, 0.25] & 3
Railhac 2012 68 107 25 102 133 23 124% -0.28 [-0.85, 0.29] =
Reginster 2017 426 134 160 -334 129 172 123% -6.98 [-7.56, -6.41]
Uebelhart 1998 21 21 23 48 25 23 123% -1.15[-1.78, -052] T
Uebelhart 2004 343 274 54 458 276 56 126% -0.42[-0.79,-0.04] -
Wildi 2011 -148 237 35 -203 221 34 125% 024[-0.24,0.71] .
Subtotal (95% CI) 783 794 100.0% -1.18 [-2.28, -0.07] B = ol
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 2.48; Chi® = 555.35, df = 7 (P < 0.00001); I = 99%
Test for overall effect Z =2.09 (P =0.04)
1.1.3 Long-term studies(>=2years)-dose>=800mg
Fransen 2013 24 366 117 24 366 121 335% 0.00 [-0.25, 0.25] w
Kahan 2009 23 128 206 -05 129 217 337% -1.40[-1.61, -1.19] =
Sawitzke 2010 -115 269 69 0 269 66 32.8% -0.43[-0.77, -0.08] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 392 404 100.0% -0.61 [1.53, 0.31] B —ad
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.64; Chi® = 72.55, df = 2 (P < 0.00001); F = 97%
Test for overall effect: Z=131(P=0.19)
EETR IR
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 1.76, df = 2 (P = 0.41), I = 0% FebiORs Cromivo, Favom Face
Ri :
4 1a. SEJRRHSL
1 Chondroitin versus Placebo
1.3 Physical Function on a 0 to 100 scale
FavorsChondroitin Favors Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference R

Study or Subgroup Mean SD__ Total Mean

SD Total Weight

IV, Random, 95%ClI

1V, Random, 95%Cl

1.3.1 Short-term studies (< 6 months)-dose > 800 mg/d

Sawitzke 2010 259 205 126 286 207 131 604% -0.13[-0.38,0.11]
Uebelhart 1998 45 23 23 35 19 23 396% 047[-0.12,1.05]
Subtotal (95% CI) 149 154 100.0% 0.11 [-0.47, 0.68]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.13; Chi* = 3.39, df = 1 (P = 0.07); F=70%
Test for overall effect Z=0.36 (P =0.72)
1.3.2 Long-term studies (> 6 months)-dose > 800 mg/d
Clegg 2006 32 232 318 318 22 313 427% 0.01[-0.15, 0.16]
Fransen 2013 63 1185 129 52 1262 127 380% 0.09[-0.16, 0.33]
Uebelhart 1998 14 14 23 32 23 23 194% -0.93[-1.54,-0.32] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 470 463 100.0% -0.14 [-0.49, 0.21]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.07; Chi® = 9.38, df = 2 (P = 0.009); F=79%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.79 (P =043)
1.3.3 Long-term studies (>=2years)-dose(>=800mg)
Fransen 2013 51 1244 117 39 1284 121 334% 0.09[-0.16, 0.35] =
Kahan 2009 -36 138 206 03 133 217 334% -2.87[-3.15,-2.60] &
Sawitzke 2010 -36.64 101.21 69 0 101.21 66 332% -0.36 [-0.70, -0.02] —i
Subtotal (95% CI) 392 404 100.0% -1.05 [-2.95, 0.86] e ——
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 2.81; Ch* = 265.77, df = 2 (P < 0.00001); F = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.08 (P =0.28)
2.4 0. A9,:32

Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 1.50, df = 2 (P = 0.47), F=0%
Risk of bias legend
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1 Chondroitin versus Placebo
1.4 WOMAC ADL/QOLon a 0 to 100 scale

FavorsChondroitin
Study or Subgroup Mean SD  Total Mean

Favors Placebo
SD Total Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV.Random, 95%Cl

EIEREEEEBRI A KT 1~

Std. Mean Difference Ri
IV, Random, 95%Cl

1.4.1 Long-term studies (> 6 months)-dose > 800 mg/d

Clegg 2006 378 259 318 353 244 313 501%
Kahan 2009 29 128 206 -05 133 217 499%
Subtotal (95% CI) 524 530 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.86; Chi* = 188.62, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); FF = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.90 (P =0.37)

0.10 [-0.06, 0.26]
-1.83[-2.06, -1.61] =
0.87 [-2.76, 1.03]

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.36 (P =0.17)
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable
Risk of bias d
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Total (95%Cl) 524 530 100.0% -0.87 [-2.76, 1.03]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.86; Chr = 188.62, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); F = 99% 5_4 _’2 0 '2 4'
Test for overall effect Z=0.90 (P =0.37) Favors Chondroitin Favors Placebo
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable
Ri X
le. ADL/QOL gri#4hit
1 Chondroitin versus Placebo
1.12 Cartilage Volume Loss (global)
FavorsChondroitin Favors Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD  Total Mean SD Total Weight IV,Random.,95%CIl IV, Random, 95%: CI
1.12.1 Long-term studies (= 6 months)-dose = 800 mg/d
Fransen 2020 -0.08 1.01 "7 -0 1 121 201% 0.03[-0.22, 0.28] -
Fransen 2020 0.1 0.98 129 -0.06 099 127 201% -0.04 [-0.29, 0.20] -+
Kahan 2009 -0.07 0.03 206 -0.3 004 217 200% 6.75 [6.26, 7.25] 4
Railhac 2012 0.07 3.791.78 14 031 42383 17 197% -0.00 [F0.71, 0.71] -
Wildi 2011 -2.87 326 35 -467 339 34 200% 0.54 [0.05, 1.02] B
Subtotal (95% CI) 501 516 100.0% 1.45 [0.63, 3.54] ‘-*“
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 5.62; Ch® = 639.56, df =4 (P < 0.00001); IF = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.36 (P =0.17)
Total (95% CI) 501 516 100.0% 1.45 [0.63, 3.54] —tei——
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 5.62; Chi® = 638,56, df =4 (P = 0.00001); IF = 99% 14 _12 ) 12 4!

Favors Placebo Favors Chondroiti
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1 Chondroitin versus Placebo

1.41 All withdrawals

FavorsChondroitin ~ Favors Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H.Random,95%Cl M-H, Random, 95%ClI
1.41.1 Short-term studies (< 6 months)-dose > 800 mg/d
Bourgeois 1998 1 40 3 4 03% 037[004,338) &¥—— 1
Mazieres 2001 7 63 7 67 17% 1.06 [0.40, 2.86] —
Moller 2010 6 64 14 65 21% 0.44[0.18, 1.06] ——
Monfort 2017 10 32 5 32 18% 200([0.77,520] S
Morreale 1996 e} 74 1 72 24% 0.80([0.35, 1.81] A T
Railhac 2012 1 25 5 23 21% 202[0.83,494] T
Reginster 2017 20 199 17 205 42% 1.21[0.65, 2.24] o
Subtotal (95% CI) 497 508 14.6% 1.06 [0.69, 1.62]
Total events 64 62

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.11; Chi* =9.10, df = 6 (P = 0.17); F = 34%
Test for overall effect: Z =025 (P =0.80)

1.41.2 Long-term studies (= 6 months)-dose > 800 mg/d

Clegg 2006 70 318 65 313 152% 1.06 [0.79, 143] T
Kahan 2009 103 309 96 313 229% 1.09[0.86, 1.37] ™
Michel 2005 41 150 40 150 10.6% 1.02[0.71, 149] S
Reginster 2017 39 199 33 205 85% 1.22[0.80, 1.85] T
Sawitzke 2010 57 126 65 131 192% 0.91[0.70, 1.18] -
Uebelhart 1998 2 23 2 23  05% 1.00 [0.15, 6.51] =
Uebelhart 2004 11 54 15 5 35% 0.76 [0.38, 1.50] S
Wildi 2011 4 35 1" M4 15% 0.35[0.12, 1.00] |
Zegels 2012 13 17 17 117 35% 0.76 [0.39, 1.50] R
Subtotal (95% CI) 1331 1342 85.4% 1.00 [0.88, 1.13] 4
Total events 340 344
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; ChF* =7.05, df =8 (P =0.53); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z =0.00 (P = 1.00)
Total (95% Cl) 1828 1850 100.0% 1.00 [0.88, 1.14] L]
Total events 404 406
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.01; Ch* = 16.27, df = 15 (P =0.36); F=8% 605 032 é 26
Test for overall effect: Z=0.07 (P=0.94) Favbrs Chondroitin Favors Placebo
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 0.06, df=1 (P =0.81), F=0%
1 Risk of bias legend
2 X le. 2WiiEHl
1 Chondroitin versus Placebo
1.42 Withdrawals due to adverse events
FavorsChondroitin Favors Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of |
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Random,95%Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
1.42.1 Short-term studies (< 6 months)-dose = 800 mg/d
Moller 2010 0 64 0 65 Not estimable
Monfort 2017 0 32 1 32 09% 0.33[0.01,7.89]
Bourgeois 1998 1 40 3 44 1.8% 0.37[0.04,338] ¢
Morreale 1996 1 74 1 72 12% 0.97 [0.06, 15.26] * »
Railhac 2012 15 25 13 23 37.9% 1.06 [0.66, 1.72] _r_
Mazieres 2001 4 63 3 67 4.1% 1.42[0.33, 6.09] >
Subtotal (95% CI) 298 303 45.9% 1.02 [0.66, 1.58] ‘
Total events 21 21
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi*=1.58, df =4 (P=0.81); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.09 (P =0.93)
1.42.2 Long-term studies (= 6 months}-dose 2 800 mg/d
Gabay 2011 3 80 3 82 53% 038[0.11,140) ¥ —
Kahan 2009 16 309 17 313 19.8% 0.95[0.49, 1.85] =
Michel 2005 9 150 9 150 10.9% 1.00 [0.41, 2.45] —
Uebelhart 2004 1 54 1 56 12% 1.04[0.07, 16.17] ¢ »
Clegg 2006 20 318 11 313 16.9% 1.79 [0.87, 3.67] S
Subtotal (95% CI) 911 914  54.1% 1.06 [0.68, 1.65] R ol
Total events 49 46
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.03; Chi* =4.52, df =4 (P = 0.34); F=12%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.26 (P =0.80)
Total (95% CI) 1209 1217 100.0% 1.05 [0.78, 1.41]
Total events 70 67 )

0507 1 152
Favors Chondroitin Favors Placebo

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* =6.08, df =9 (P =0.73); F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.32 (P = 0.75)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.01,df=1 (P =0.90), F=0%
Risk of bias legend
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35 Glucosamine versus Placebo

35.1 Pain
GS Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed,95%Cl IV, Fixed,95%Cl
35.1.1 short-term<=6M
Clegg 2006 -84 948 242 -86.1 9341 248 23.0% 0.02 [-0.15, 0.20] & 2
Giordano 2009 -345 1171 28 102 655 28 26% -0.46 [-1.00, 0.07] - i
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 -38 237 70 24 234 78 66% -0.59[-0.92, -0.26] oA
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 27 237 70 -18 23 78 68% -0.38 [-0.71, -0.06] e
Kwoh 2014 -17.402 2099 95 -208893 2134 86 84% 0.16 [-0.13, 0.46] ™=
McAlindon 2004 -2 34 93 25 359 93 87% 0.14 [-0.15,043] = i
Petersen 2011 -1.68 04 12 -0.19 03 12 03% -4.07[-5.56,-2.58] ¢
Subtotal (95% Cl) 610 623 56.4% -0.10 [-0.22, 0.01] L

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 48.14, df = 6 (P <0.00001); I* = 88%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.81 (P =0.07)

35.1.2 intermedium term 6M<,<=1Y

Fransen 2020 2 355 138 2 36 136 128% 0.00 [-0.24, 0.24] = B
Subtotal (95% CI) 138 136 12.8% 0.00 [-0.24, 0.24]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.00 (P = 1.00)
35.1.4 Long-term >=2Y
Fransen 2020 -2 354 128 2.1 345 128 12.0% 0.03[-0.22,0.27] =
Pavelka 2010 -037 33 66 -007 315 55 56% -0.09 [-0.45,0.27] B 7]
Reginster 2001 -4.9 31366 68 -79 10474 71 6.5% 0.01[-0.32,0.35] 50
Sawitzke 2010 484 1377 79 0 1377 66 6.6% -0.35[-0.68, -0.02] S
Subtotal (95% CI) 341 320 30.8% -0.08 [-0.23, 0.07] @
Heterogeneity: Chi* =3.63, df =3 (P=0.30); F=17%
Test for overall effect: Z =1.00 (P =0.32)
Total (95%Cl) 1089 1079 100.0% -0.08 [-0.17, 0.00] q
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 52.38, df = 11 (P <0.00001); F =79% 3_2 _51 ) %
Test for overall effect: Z =1.92 (P =0.06)
Test for subgroup differences: Ch* = 0.61, df = 2 (P = 0.74), I = 0% Faors IG5 Fays (Flact
: :
4 2a. FEIRRHR
Y sis Lk s
4 2b. ErfRbERECCE DR
35 Glucosamine versus Placebo
35.2Function
GS Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl 1V, Fixed, 95%Cl
35.2.1 short-term<=6M
Clegg 2006 -229 35559 242 -2255 34094 248 227% -0.01[-0.19,0.17] e
Giordano 2009 031 124 30 -067 1405 30 28% 0.03 [-0.48, 0.53] _t
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 -123 259 70 -82 832 78 65% -0.65[-0.98, -0.32] .
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 92 27 70 -55 835 78 66% -0.58 [-0.91, -0.25] T
Kwoh 2014 -154138 2134 95 -19404 2121 86 83% 0.19[-0.11, 0.48] 7 i
McAlindon 2004 -52 1042 93 46 114 93 86% -0.05[-0.34, 0.23] b B
Subtotal (95% CI) 600 613 55.5% -0.13 [-0.24, -0.01] L
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 23 45, df = 5 (P = 0.0003); F =79%
Test for overall effect: Z=221 (P =0.03)
35.2.2 intermeium term >6M,<=1Y
Fransen 2020 54 1241 152 52 1275 151 140% -0.02 [-0.24,0.21] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 152 151 14.0% -0.02 [-0.24, 0.21] @
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.14 (P =0.89)
35.2.3 Long term>=2Y
Fransen 2020 -39 1261 128 -39 1285 128 119% 0.00 [-0.24, 0.24] =
Pavelka 2010 -1.16 1064 66 -1.7 1089 55 56% 0.05[-0.31,041] T | S
Reginster 2001 0.3 36868 68 -38 37147 74| 6.4% 0.10 [-0.23, 0.43] o b7
Sawitzke 2010 -956 8935 79 0 8935 66 67% -0.11[-043,0.22] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 341 320 30.5% 0.01 [-0.15, 0.16] L3
Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.83, df =3 (P =0.84); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.09 (P =0.93)
Total (95%CI) 1093 1084 100.0% -0.07 [-0.16, 0.01]

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 26.47, df = 10 (P = 0.003); IF = 62% = I1 t
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.64 (P =0.10) Favours [GS] Favours [Plact
Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=2.19, df =2 (P =0.33), F=8.9%

Risk of bias legend

1
T

o

119



2

5
6

35 Glucosamine versus Placebo

EREEEEEBRI A K71~

35.3ADL/QOL
GS Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl IV, Fixed, 95%Cl
35.3.1 Short-term<=6M
Clegg 2006 481 5879 242 486 569 248 349% -0.01[-0.19, 0.17]
Hermero-Beaumont 2007 173 1196 70 1.7 1.4 78 102% 0.49[0.16, 0.81] —
Hermrero-Beaumont 2007 129 1.4 70 82 11.M 78 10.3% 0.41[0.08, 0.73] -
Kwoh 2014 15.7157 2048 95 199213 2085 86 12.8% -0.20[-0.50, 0.09] -7
McaAlindon 2004 -78 1418 93 -7.8 1530 93 13.3% 0.00[-0.29, 0.29] .
Subtotal (95% CI) 570 583 81.5% 0.08 [-0.04, 0.19] -
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 14.61, df = 4 (P = 0.006); F = 73%
Test for overall effect: Z =1.30 (P =0.19)
35.3.3 Long-term=>=2Y
Pavelka 2010 -1.58 1433 66 -1982 1432 55  86% 0.02[-0.33, 0.38] -
Reginster 2001 -5.9 47863 68 -45.7 48882 71 99% 0.08 [-0.25, 0.41] N
Subtotal (95% CI) 134 126 18.5% 0.05 [-0.19, 0.30] L 2
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.05, df = 1 (P = 0.82); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.44 (P = 0.66)
Total (95% CI) 704 709 100.0% 0.07 [-0.03, 0.18]
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 14.69, df = 6 (P =0.02); F = 5%% I_2 _I1 } }
Test for overall effect: Z=1.36 (P =0.17) Favours [GS] Favours [Place
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* =0.03, df = 1 (P = 0.87), F=0%
Risk of bias legend
2c. ADL/QOL SERD R
35 Glucosamine versus Placebo
35.4 JSW
GS Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of Biz
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 5% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Fransen 2020 008 112 131 011 1 127 338% 0.03[-0.22.0.27]
Fransen 2020 016 113 125 0.1 1 121 322% -0.05[-0.30, 0.20]
Pavelka 2010 012 15 66 018 157 55 157% -0.04 [-0.40, 0.32]
Reginster 2001 D129 68 006 125 71 182% -0.05[-0.38, 0.29]
Total (95% CI) 390 374 100.0% -0.02 [-0.16, 0.12]
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.23, df = 3 (P = 0.97); F=0% I_2 _I1 1 } 2:
Test for overall effect: Z =028 (P =0.78) Favours [GS] Favours [Placebo]
Risk of bias legend
35 Glucosamine versus Placebo
35.7 OAworsening
GS Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 95%CI M-H, Fixed, 95%CI
Kwoh 2014 15 93 22 103 100.0% 0.72[0.40, 1.30)
Total (95% CI) 98 103 100.0% 0.72 [0.40, 1.30]
Total events 15 22
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable '0. o1 0: 1 i 1'D 100'

Test for overall effect: Z=1.10 (P =0.27)

Risk of bias legend

Favours [experimental]

Favours [control]

4 2d. SEREFER [BEERBEOZ (1) & OA ETHIE D i (F) ]
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35 Glucosamine versus Placebo

35.5 Withdraw

GS Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed,95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Clegg 2006 7w N7 65 33 225% 1.14 [0.85, 1.53] >
Fransen 2020 24 182 22 151 T.9% 1.04 061, 1.79] e
Giordano 2009 2 30 2 3 0T% 1.00[0.15, 6.64] S E—
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 36 106 26 14 90% 1.36 [D.85, 2.08] —
Kwoh 2014 3 93 17 103 5.T% 0.19 [0.086, 0.61] —
MeAlindon 2004 8 101 11 104 37% 0.75[0.31, 1.78] e
Pavelka 2010 3B 1M 46 101 158% 0.76 [0.54, 1.07] -
Petersen 2011 o 12 o 12 Naot estimable
Reginster 2001 3 106 35 106 12.0% 1.09 [0.75, 1.57] T
Sawitzke 2010 55 134 65 131 226% 0.83 [0.63, 1.08] -
Total (95% Cl) 1157 1155 100.0% 0.94 [0.82, 1.08] 4
Total events 276 290
Heterogeneity: Chi® = 14.91, df = 8 (P = 0.06); F = 46% lﬂ 01 051 y 150 101}:
Test for overall effect: Z =0.81 (P =042) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
1 Risk of bias legend

2 ¥ 2e 2N

35 Glucosamine versus Placebo

35.6 Adverse Effects

GS Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 95%Cl M-H, Fixed, 95%: CI
Clegg 2006 9 37 11 313 158% 0.81[0.24, 1.92] -
Fransen 2020 & 152 8 151 115% 0.99 [0.38, 2.58] s
Giordano 2009 11 30 12 30 171% 0.92[0.48,1.74] .
Herrero-Beaumont 2007 9 106 4 104 58% 221[0.70, 6.99] T
Kwoh 2014 3 ag 4 103 56% 0.79[0.18, 3.43] I E—
McAlindon 2004 1 1M 3 14 4.2% 0.34 [0.04, 3.258] - - 1
Pavelka 2010 & 1 10 101 14.3% 0.80 [0.23, 1.94] — =
Petersen 2011 a 12 ] 12 Mot estimable
Reginster 2001 21 106 18 106 257% 1.17 [0.66, 2.06]
Total (95% CI) 1023 1024 100.0% 1.00 [0.73, 1.36]
Total events 0 0
Heterogeneity: Chi® = 3.63, df = 7 (P = 0.82); P = 0% bor on ! s 00
Test for overall effect: 2 =0.01 (P =0.99) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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3 Chondroitin sulfate + Glucosamine versus Placebo

3.1 Pain on 0 to 100 scale

CS+GH Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
3.1.1 Short-term studies (< 6 months)-dose = 800 mg/d
Kanzaki 2011 -102 5 20 -5 443 19  20.9% -108[-1.75, 0400 — =
Lubis 2017 -1 304 49 0 3.04 50 332% -0.33[-0.72, 0.07] —& T
Nakasone 2011 =307 19.02 16 -27.2 2069 16 20.3% -0.17 [-0.87, 0.52] L
Sterzi 2016 224 2197 23 -227 2006 27T 256% 0.01 [-0.54, 0.57] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 108 112 100.0% -0.36 [-0.78, 0.05] e

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.09; Ch = 6.34, df = 3 (P = 0.10); F = 53%
Test for overall effect: Z2=1.74 (P =0.08)

3.1.2 Long-term studies (= 6 months)-dose > 800 mg/'d

Clegg 2006 1034 9001 254 -B61 9341 248 254% -019[-0.36, -0.01] —

Messier 2007 09 046 39 03 046 36 249% 129179, 079 —=—

Roman-Blas 2017 88 2 855 157 22 B4 248% 325[2.70, 380] ’
Roman-Blas 2017 112 26 55 -16 24 64 250% 1.91[1.48, 2.35] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 403 412 100.0% 0.91 [-0.77, 2.59] ———e

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 2.89; Chi® = 22861, df = 3 (P = 0.00001); F = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.07 (P =029)

3.1.3 Lomg-term studies (>=1 year)

Fransen 2020 -1.8 355 136 -2 36 136 535% 0.06 [-0.18, 0.29]
Messier 2007 -1.1 05 y D72 05 35 465% 0.75[-1.23, 0.27] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 173 171 100.0% -0.32 [-1.11, 0.47]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.29; Chi* = 8.76, df = 1 (P = 0.003); F = 89%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.79 (P = 0.43)

3.1.4 Long-term studies{2yrs)

Fransen 2020 -2 385 124 21 345 128 669% 0.03[-022,0.28]
Sawitzhe 2010 -1.04 204 59 0 204 66 33.1% -0.05 [-0.40, 0.30]
Subtotal (95% CI) 183 194 100.0% 0.00 [-0.20, 0.20]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; ChF =013, df =1 (P =0.72); F=0%
Test for overall effect: £ =0.02 (P =0.98)

,
2 - 0 1 2
Favours CS + G Favours Placebo

Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 4.16, df = 3 (P = 0.24), IF = 27.9%

1 Risk of bias d
2 3a. BERZHR

3 Chondroitin sulfate + Glucosamine versus Placebo

3.3 Physical Function on a 0 to 100 scale

CS+G Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV.Random,95%CI IV, Random, 95%Cl
3.3.1 Short-term studies (< 6 months)-dose = 800 mg/d
Lubis 2017 671 1524 49 -546 13.92 50 75.6% -0.09 [-0.48, 0.31]
Nakasone 2011 -307 19.02 16 -272 20.69 16 24.4% -0.17 [-0.87, 0.52]
Subtotal (95% Ci) 65 66 100.0% -0.11 [-0.45, 0.24]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Ch* =0.05,df = 1(P =0.83); F=0%
Test for overall effect Z =0.61 (P = 0.54)

3.3.2 Long-term studies (> 6 months)-dose = 800 mg/d

Clegg 2006 268.1 33839 254 2255 34094 243 255% 0.13[-0.05, 0.30] -
Messier 2007 4 145 39 18 134 36 242%  4.11[-492-329 M

Roman-Blas 2017 9 2 55 -143 22 64 251% 250 [2.01, 2.98] —-—
Roman-Blas 2017 118 14 55 -147 22 64 252% 154 [1.13, 1.95] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 403 412 100.0% 0.05 [-1.69, 1.79] AR

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 3.09; Chi® = 228.97, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z =0.06 (P = 0.95)

3.3.3 Long-term studies(>=1 year)

Fransen 2020 45 1274 136 -52 1275 151 505% 0.05[-0.18, 0.29]
Messier 2007 65 15 37 05 138 35 495% 4.11[-494,-328] F—
Subtotal (95% Cl) 173 186 100.0% -2.01 [-6.09, 2.08]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 8.59; Chi® = 89.61, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); F = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z =0.96 (P =0.33)

3.3.4 Long-term studies(=2Y)

Fransen 2020 49 1354 124 -39 1285 128 534% -0.08 [-0.32, 0.17]
Sawitzke 2010 -54.41 92 59 0 92 66 46.6% -0.59 [-0.95, -0.23] R
Subtotal (95% CI) 183 194 100.0% -0.31 [-0.82, 0.19]

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.11; Chf =531, di = 1 (P =0.02); F=81%
Test for overall effect Z =123 (P =0.22)

7 1 t i

-2 0
" ) Favours CS + G Favours Placebo
Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=1.29, df=3(P=0.73), F=0%
4 Risk of bi
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3 Chondroitin sulfate + Glucosamine versus Placebo
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3.6 WOMAC Total
CS+G Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of |
Study or Subgrou Mean  SD Total Mean  SD Total Weight IV,Random,95%CI IV. Random, 95%Cl
3.6.1 Short-term studies(<6M)
Nakasone 2011 59 437 16 -39 526 16 241% -0.40[-1.10,0.30] -
Sterzi 2016 -144 1373 23 -164 1363 27 248% 0.14[-0.41,0.70] I
Subtotal (95% CI) 39 43 49.0% -0.09 [-0.62, 0.44]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.05; Chi* = 1.43, df = 1 (P =0.23); F=30%
Test for overall effect Z=0.32 (P =0.75)
3.6.2 Long-term studies (= 6 months)-dose = 800 mg/d
Clegg 2006 298 205 317 324 2203 313 260% -0.12[-0.28,0.03]
Roman-Blas 2017 89 2 55 148 22 64 250% -2.78[-329,-2.27] G o
Subtotal (95% CI) 372 377 51.0% -1.44 [-4.04, 1.16]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 3.49; Chi* = 95.71, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); F = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.08(P =0.28)
Total (95%Cl) 411 420 100.0% -0.79 [-2.04, 0.46] q
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.56; Chi* = 98.60, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); F = 97% '4 _52 0 é 4
Test for overall effect: Z=1.24 (P =0.22) Favours CS+ G Favours Placebo
Test for subgroup differences: Chi*= 1.00, df = 1 (P =0.32), F=0%
Risk of bias legend
3c. ADL/QOL tiifkhs
3 Chondroitin sulfate + Glucosamine versus Placebo
3.14 All withdrawals
CS+G Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Random,95%Cl M-H.Random, 95%Cl

3.14.1 Long-term studies (> 6 months}-dose > 800 mg/d

Clegg 2006 63 317 65 313 28.1% 0.96 [0.70, 1.30]

Das 2000 1 46 3 47 05% 0.34 [0.04, 3.16] TR T B

Fransen 2013 27 151 23 151 104% 1.17[0.71, 1.95) 0

Messier 2007 8 45 9 4 37% 0.87 [0.37, 2.05] o B

Roman-Blas 2017 25 80 14 78 81% 1.74[0.98, 3.09] =

Sawitzke 2010 70 129 65 131 49.1% 1.09[0.87, 1.38] [ |

Subtotal (95% CI) 768 764 100.0% 1.09 [0.92, 1.28] ]

Total events 194 179

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 4.63, df = 5 (P = 0.46); F = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z=098 (P=0.32)

Total (95%Cl) 768 764 100.0% 1.09 [0.92, 1.28] )

Total events 194 179 ; ; ; ;
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* =4.63, df =5 (P = 0.46); F = 0% 01 01 10 10

Test for overall effect: Z =098 (P =0.32)
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable
Risk of bi
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3 Chondroitin sulfate + Glucosamine versus Placebo

3.15 Withdrawals due to adverse events

CS+G Placebo

Risk Ratio

M-H,Random, 95% Ci

BB IR A K51 >

Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

M-H, Random, 95%CI

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight
3.15.1 Short-term studies (< 6 months)-dose 2 800 mg/d
Nakasone 2011 8 16 6 16 319%
Subtotal (95% CI) 16 16 31.9%
Total events 8 6

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.70 (P =0.48)

3.15.2 Long-term studies (> 6 months)-dose = 800 mg/d

Clegg 2006 12 317 11 313 317%
Das 2000 1 46 1 47 27%
Fransen 2020 7 151 8 151 20.9%
Roman-Blas 2017 9 80 3 78 127%
Subtotal (95% CI) 504 589 68.1%
Total events 29 23

Heterogeneity: Tau* =0.00; Chi# =2.38,df =3 (P=0.50); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z =0.70 (P = 0.49)

Total (95%Cl) 610

Total events 37 29
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi® = 2.40, df = 4 (P = 0.66); F = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z =0.97 (P =0.33)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.04, df =1 (P =0.85), F=0%
Risk of bi

3e. AEFRICK L%
X3 sZravIv+aviodFroiii

605 100.0%

4, vxIvD

1.08 [0.48, 2.40]
1.02[0.07, 15.85]
0.88[0.33,2.35)
2.92[0.82, 10.40)
1.22 [0.70, 2.10]

1.25[0.80, 1.97]
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Favours CS +G Favours Placebo

36 Vit D versus Placebo
36.1 Pain
VitD Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of |

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed,95%Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
36.1.1 Pain 1Y
Sanghi D 2013 055 047 52 116 033 51 89% -149[-1.93,-1.05] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 5] 51 8.9% -1.49 [1.93, -1.05] R
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.66 (P <0.00001)
36.1.2 Pain 2Y
Jin X 2016 -509 8941 181 -375 8522 159 374% -0.15[-0.37, 0.06] =
McAlindon T 2013 231 093 64 -146 086 60 123% -0.94 [-1.31,-057] %
Subtotal (95% CI) 245 219  49.8% -0.35 [-0.53, -0.16] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 13.02, df = 1 (P =0.0003); IF = 92%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.69 (P = 0.0002)
36.1.3 Pain 3Y
Arden NK 2016 008 153 188 071 153 198 414% 052[-072,-0.31] ki
Subtotal (95% CI) 188 198  41.4% 0.52 [-0.72, -0.31] L)
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z =4.98 (P <0.00001)
Total (95%Cl) 485 468 100.0% -0.52 [-0.65, -0.39] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 35.08, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); F=91% I t t i

Test for overall effect: Z =7.79 (P <0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 22.06, df = 2 (P < 0.0001), IF = 90.9%

Risk of bias legend
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36 Vit D versus Placebo
36.2Function
VitD Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95%Cl
36.2.1Function1Y
Sanghi D 2013 -1.36 051 52 069 074 5 51% -321[-380,-262] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 52 51 51% -3.21[-3.80, -2.62] @
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 10.65 (P < 0.00001)
36.2.2 Function2Y
Jin X 2016 -1815 3115 181 -1058 30629 159 39.0% -0.24 [-0.46, -0.03] |
McAlindon T 2013 697 298 64 -382 214 60 121% -1.20 [-1.58, -0.82] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 245 219 51.2% -0.47 [-0.66, -0.28] L3
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 18.21, df = 1 (P < 0.0001); F=95%
Test for overall effect: Z =4.94 (P < 0.00001)
36.2.3Function3Y
Arden NK 2016 042 144 188 107 144 198 437% -0.45 [-0.65, -0.25] iy
Subtotal (95% CI) 188 198 43.7% -0.45 [-0.65, -0.25]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z =4.37 (P <0.0001)
Total (95% ClI) 485 468 100.0% -0.60 [-0.74, -0.47] 1]
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 97 .05, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); F=97% I_4 -=2 ) 5 4:

Test for overall effect: Z =8.83 (P < 0.00001)
Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 78.84, df = 2 (P < 0.00001), F=975%

Risk of bias legend
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36 Vit D versus Placebo
36.3ADL/QOL
VitD Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk
Studyor Subgroup ~ Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%CI IV, Fixed,95%Cl
36.3.1 ADL 1Y
Sanghi D 2013 -2.12 07 52 141 065 51 31% -5.18[-6.00, 4.37] ¢
Subtotal (95% ClI) 52 51 3.1% -5.19 [-6.00, -4.37] «
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 12.41 (P < 0.00001)
36.3.2 ADL 2Y
Jin X 2016 -253 42307 181 -160 41106 159 462% -0.22[-0.44,-0.01] L |
Subtotal (95% CI) 181 159 46.2% -0.22 [-0.44, -0.01] $
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=2.04 (P =0.04)
36.3.3 ADL 3Y
Arden NK 2016 0.1 12 188 084 12 198 506% -0.61 [-0.81,-0.40] B
Subtotal (95% CI) 188 198 50.6% -0.61 [-0.81, -0.40] ¢
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z =5.83 (P < 0.00001)
Total (95%Cl) 421 408 100.0% -0.57 [-0.72, -0.43] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 132.33, df = 2 (P < 0.00001); F = 98% T 3 3 2

Test for overall effect: Z =7.74 (P < 0.00001)
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 132.33, df = 2 (P < 0.00001), F = 98.5%
Risk of bi
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36.6 JSW narrowing
VitD Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference R
Study or Subgroup Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%:Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Arden NK 2016 -0.01 021 188 -008 021 198 455% 033013, 0.53] |
Jin X 2016 -228 101556 181 -242 103338 159 405% 0.01 [F0.20, 0.23]
MeAlindon T 2013 4035 019 64 022 02 60 14.0% -0.66 [-1.02, -0.30] &
Total (95% CI) 433 4T 100.0% 0.06 [-0.07, 0.20]
Heterogeneity: Chi® = 22.57, df =2 (P = 0.0001); F=91% 5_4 _52 ‘-} l2 4!
Test for overall effect: Z =0.92 (P =0.36) Favours [Vit D] Favours [Placeba]
1 i )
2 4d. WEPREEM
36 Vit D versus Placebo
36.4 Withdraw
VitD Placebo Odds Ratio Odds Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95%CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Arden NK 2016 1 53 2 53 2.3% 0.49[0.04, 5.58]
Jin X 2016 49 237 39 237 36.9% 1.32[083,2.11]
McAlindon T 2013 a 73 13 73 136% 0.65[0.26, 1.63]
Sanghi D 2013 28 209 45 204 4T 1% 0.55[0.33, 0.82] —
Total (95% CI) 572 567 100.0% 0.85 [0.62, 1.16]
Total events ar 99
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 6.79, df =3 (P = 0.08); IF = 56% f f 1 f |
o s 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z=1.04 (P =0.30) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
4 I )
5 de. vl
36 Vit D versus Placebo
36.5 Adverse Effects
VitD Placebo Odds Ratio Odds Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Evenis Total Weight M-H,Fixed,95%Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Arden NK 2016 59 237 64 237 62.8% 0.90[0.59, 1.35]
Jin X 2016 50 209 7 204 3T 2% 1.42[0.88, 2.29]
Total (95% CI) 446 441 100.0% 1.09 [0.80, 1.49]
Total events 109 101
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 2,08, df = 1 (P = 0.15); F = 51% f t ! ; |
Ry o 0.01 01 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z =0.55 (P = 0.58) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
7 i )
8 4. HEFERIC X 2 i
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