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Mepilypappo TNG mopovciacnc

Erdnuodoyia tng Xxpiong KOPTLKOELO WV

Makpoxpovia AP n KOPTIKOELS WV Kol EMOLKOAOUON HELWON TNG OOTLKNAG TTUKVOTNTOG KOL EMLITTWON

Kotaypatwyv o€ dtadopa voorjporta

H cuvelbntonoinon tov npoBAROTog
NaBoduciloAdoyia TnG 00TEOMOPWONC OO KOPTLKOELSN
Avvatotnta OepaneuTtikng napEupaong

AeBveic 0dnyieg yia mpoAnyn ko Oepareia TG 00TEOMOPWONG ANO KOPTLKOELON




EmidnuioAoyia tnc xpRnonc KOPTLKOELO WV

" Mooooto 1.4-1.7% tou GUVOAOU TWV YUVALKWV NAKiag >55 etwv oto Hvwpévo BaoiAelo
EUPLOKETOIL OE LOLKPOXPOVLOL XPHON KOPTLKOELO WV

= The Global Longitudinal Study of Osteoporosis in Women (GLOW), pia peAétn nopatinpnonc o 10
XWPEC avePePE HEYAAUTEPN OUXVOATNTA XPHONG KOPTLKOELOWV OE aAUTH TV opdda mAnbuouov o€
nocooTo 2.7-4.6%

= It HNA avadEpBnke mpoodata 0tL moocooto 1.2% tou cuvoAikol MAnBucpoUL AapBavel aywyn

HE KOPTLKOELON

Diez-Perez, A. Bone 2011;49:493-498
Overman, R. A,, Arthritis Care Res. 2013; 65: 294-298




OoTEOMOP WO OO KOPTLKOELON

Eruénuioloyka dedopéva:

= To ocuvnBéotepo aitio deuteponaBolc ooTtEONOPWONG

= [epinovu 1o 50% Twv acOevwv o€ Xpovia aywyn KLE KOPTLKOELON

udioTavtol 00TEOTTOPWTLKA KOTAYHLOTOL

= Xpovia AfjPn KopTIKOEOWV og: -Xpovia anodeaKTLKr MTVEVHOVONAaBeLa
-Peupartika vooquorta
-fTaotpeEVTEPOAOYLKA VOO LOLTOL
-AEPUATIKEG TOLONOELC
-Nedpwoiko cuvdépopo

-NeupoAoyika voorjpata




Ooteonopwaon oo
KOPTLKOELON

Mpotipnon ywa ta
onoyywdn oota,
KUPLWG KaTaypata
oMz

AoOsvic o Oeparmeia pe

KOPTLKOELSN yLa €val £T0C




Normal
T-score

Huepnowa 60oon Kz <5
mg npebdbvi{oAdvng
awéavel Tov Kivbuvo
kataypotoc ~20%, pe
v avénon va pOavel
10 60% ywa 60oeLg 220
mg NUEPNGLWG

Rizzoli R., Nat. Rev. Rheumatol. 2015;11: 98-109




Mpedvi{oAOVN O€ VYLELC AVOPEC

. BMD
Change (%)
0 [M@wes — = — = = —— — m e m s e m e m e ]
—~ Total Body
9 avdpeg EAafav aywyn yia 1-6
1k
MAVEC o€ 60on 50mg/nuépa ya
2 L Femoral Neck OLVTLOTIEP LKA OLVTLOWRLOLTOL.
Trochanter Fevika vyLeic pe puoloAoyLki
S TEOTOOTEPOVN
4
Lumbar Spine
5k « Ward's Triangle
Baseline Final Measurement

Pearce, JCEM, 1998




Mpedvi{oAOVN O€ VYLELC AVOPEC

PTH

Osteocalcin
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Pearce, JCEM, 1998




Z-score

Z-score

Z-score

2uvdpopo Cushing:
BMD pETA TO XELPOUPYELD

N = 33 aoBeveic o€ cUykpLoNn He
ducLoAoykoUG HAPTUPES

Méoo follow-up 71 pRveg

Kristo, Eur J Endocrine, 2006




Ooteonopwon ano KOPTLKOELON o€ acOeveic pe acOua
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YUVOIKEG pe acOpa
Schatz M et al. Allergy Proc 1993;14:341-345




Ooteonopwon ano KOPTLKOELON 0€ 0OEVELC LE pEVUATOELDN

opOpitida

O —
X -0.5-
[a)
s -1-
) ] 0 om:zz
§ -1.5 B Auxévog
‘% -2 1 pHnplaiov
T -25-
A
S -3

Mdptupeg AoOeveic og xapunAn 6oon

(n=371) KOPTLKOELO WV (N=66)

Oepancia looduvapun pe 7 mg npedbvilovn nuepnoiwe. Atadopd o€ anoAutn

TIUN A Z score amno tnv evapén thg aywyng
Verhoeven AC, et al, 1997




Ooteonopwaon oo KOPTLKOELON Ka ZEA
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DXA *P<0.001; **P=0.002

Kipen, et al, 1997




Octeonopwon ano KOPTLKOELON o€ pAsypovwdn voonpata Tou
EVTEPOU

40.2

B Oocteonevia ce OMM: -loyio

B Ootsondpwon

AoOseveic (%)

92 Mitchell RS et al, 1999

n




Kivouvoc kataypatoc Kot 606n KOPTLKOELO WV

Jj Kataypa woxiov

[l ZrtovSUALKO KATayua

ZXETLKOG KIVOUVOC KATAYHOATOG
O€ OUYKPLON HE HAPTUPEC

2.5 mg/d 2.5-7.5 mg/d >7.5 mg/d

van Staa TP et al, 1998




ZXETLKOG KIVOUVOC KATAYHOTOC GE CUYKPLON

ME MAPTUPEG

Xpnon KOPTIKOELOWV KOl KiVOUVOG KOTAYHOTOC

B Mn onovéuAwka 6 13
Bpayxiova
B loyiouv

ITTOVOUALKA

2.59

1.55
1.17 1.1 ¢ 99 I I

n=2192 531 236 191 2486 526 494 440 1665 273 328 400

XapnAn Adon Méon Adon YynAnq Adon

(<2.5 mg/d) (2.5-7.5 mg/d) (>7.5 mg/d) van Staa TP et al, 2000




Mn ommovOUALKA KaTAyHaTo Kot §00Nn KOPTLKOELOWV

281 Adjusted relative rate of
274 non-vertebral fracture

2.6 4 b

2.5 -

24 '

23] £, N = 244.234 XpROTEG
22. KOPTIKOELS WV Kalt i6Lo¢
211 aPLONOC HoPTUPWV

204 i

191 UK Database

25
Van Staa, Rheumatology, 2000

Average daily corticosteroid dosage (mg)




Enintwon pn omovOUALKWVY KAaTtaypHatwyVv o acOeveic mov Aappdvouv

ZXETIKN ENiMTWON:

Mn onovSuAika 1.33
loxiou 1.61

IrovOuAwka 2.60

KOPTLKOELON
g -
74
¢ High dose
5 Control
4
%[yr

! |
I8 354555657585 18 3545556575 85

Females Males

N = 244.235 XpAOTEC
KOPTLKOELS WV Kall i610¢
oPLOMOG papTtUpwv

UK Database

Van Staa, Osteoporosis Int, 2002




XpNotec KopTikoeldwv Kot xapnAn BMD
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Enintwon twv ocmovSuAlkwv
KOTAYLATWV CUUPWVA UE
tnv BMD and RCT’s og
aoBeveic mouv Aappavav

KOPTLKOELSN | OE HAPTUPEG

Van Staa, Arthritis Rheum, 2003




Koptikoeldn amo Tov 6TONATOC O€ YUVOLKEG >50 £TwV Kol xopriynon
NPOPUAAKTLKAC AYWYNC

Enintwon Kataypatwv:

633 aoOeveic

Méon Aqdn kopt/6wv 3.3 £tn

Enintwon Kotaypatwy

AcOua/XAN

Peupatiki moAvpualAyio

Peupatoeidng apOpitida

Chantler IW et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2003;62:350-352




KopTilkoeLdn amno Tov oTONATOC O YUVALKEC >50 ETwV KAl xopnynon
NPOPUAAKTIKAC AYWYNC
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Avaloyia (%)

S50-59 60-69 /7079 >79
HAwia o€ €tn

Avaloyia twv acOsvwv nouv Aappavouv ntpoAnmntikn Oepaneia yia
TNV 00TEOTOPWON

Chantler IW et al, Ann Rheum Dis 2003;62:350-352
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% Receiving Osteoporosis Management

% Receiving Osteoporosis Management =
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AVTLLETWTILON
OOTEOTOPWONC OO
KOPTLKOELON METOEY

1996-2012 otov Kavada

AvVTLHETWTILON
OOTEOTOPWONC MO
KOPTLKOELON ME TNV NMAP0do
ToU Xpovou (a) ava puAo
ko (B) ava pUAo Kat
TPONYOULLEVN XOpKynon

OlYyWYN¢ YL 0OTEOIOPWON)

Albaum JM, Osteoporos Int 2015; 26:2845-2852




NaBoduoioAoyia TNC 0OTEOMOPWONC OO KOPTLKOELON

Apeon 6pAon TWV KOPTLKOELOWV OTA OOTLKA KUTTApO
AnoppLOuLoN TNG Spdong Tng mapoOopuovnc
AVTOYWVIOMOC TV 0pHoVWV Tou ¢UAOU Kat TNnG ooteoavaBoAkic Spaonc toug

Mewwpévn anoppodnon tov acBeotiov arnod to EViEPO Kat avénUevn vedppLki
OLTLEKKPLON aoPBECTIiOV HE anoTEAEoHa apvnTIKO LloolUylo aoBeotiov ko dsuteponadn

UTtEPMapPaOUPEOELSIONO




MnXOaVLGLOC TNG OCTEOMOPWONC OO KOPTLKOELON

» Au&€non tnc ékppaonc tou RANK-L, peiwon tng ékppaonc OPG
» Au&non tn¢c ékppaonc tou CSF-1, nov napovcia RANK-L mpodyel tTnv 00TEOKAAOTOYEVEDN

» g xpovia AP n to KOPTLKOELS UMOPEL VA AVOLOTELAOUV TNV EVEPYOTIOLNON TWV

OOTEOKANOTWV, HECW AVAOTOANC TWV PAEYUOVWEWV ONUATWY OTO KUTTOPLKO IepLBAAAov

Canalis E et al, Bone 2004;34:593-8




Octeonopwon ano KOPTLKOELON: LeElwon Tou aplOpou Kat avénUevn
OLTTOTITWON TWV 00TEOBAAGTWYV

@uocloAoyka Me KopTIKOELSN

Manolagas SC, JBMR 1999;14:1063




Anontwon ooteoBAactwy o€ pakpoxpovio AnPn KOPTIKOELO WV

Anontwon ooteofAactwy o€ pakpoxpovia AP n KopTKOEWO WV, OTtWE paivetol pe
tnv texvikn TUNNEL. Mg * onupewwvovtat ta adpOova Autokittopa, TUNILKA OTRV
OOCTEOMOPWON ONO KOPTLKOELON

Weinstein R and Manolagas S, Am J Med. 2000;108:153-164




ATMOMTTWON 00TEOBAAGTWY KOIL OCTEOKUTTIAPWV CE Hakpoxpeovia Anwn
KOPTLKOELO WV

ATIOTTTWTLKO v
r/ Ootsomtta;a\\ ' g

ZWANvVwto

ocvoTNMA -

ATTOTITWTLKA EMEVOUHATIKA KUTTOPQ

H av€énon tng anmontwong Twv 00TEOKUTTAPWY Elval TOAVWE 0 OCNUOVTILKOTEPOG
TLOLPAYWV OTNV OOTEOVEKPWOT QO KOPTLKOELSN, KBooov dev mapatnpeital o€
AAAEC HOPPEC OOTEOVEKPWONG
Weinstein R and Manolagas S, Am J Med. 2000;108:153-164




OoteoAaOTIKA KUTTOPO KOl KOPTLKOELON

" To KOPTLKOELSN TPOTOTIOLOUV TNV
ooteoPBAactoyEVEDN IPOG Snovpyia
AUTOKUTTAPWYV KUPLWG 0TO ENinedo Twv

OTPWHATLKWY KUTTAPWV

=  Avénon tou puBbuou anontwong 6to

TPUMAAOLO, TPOKAAEL pHEiWON TWV A. B. Amtérmwon = 50%|I". Amérmwan = 0%

o= T

S100e0ipwv wpLuwv ooteoA0CTWY KOTA

90%

r

Weinstein R and Manolagas S, Am J Med. 2000;108:153-164




Enidpaon tng pakpoxpoviac AP nc KOPTIKOELOWV OTA OOTLKA KUTTOPO
\ N N c |

Anontwon:

OcteokUTTOpa 5%

§ OoteoPAaoteg 30%

. T L
Weinstein RS et al, J Clin Invest 1998; 102: 274-282




Glucocorticoids

l NaBoyéveon tng

— OOTEOMOPWONG OO
Underlying disease

Inflammatory cytokines | 1 , ,
. | HaKpoxpovia xprion
| 1
i b i KOPTLKOELO WV
Bone cells and remodelling R |
Osteoblasts Osteocytes Osteoclasts Muscle
Decreased bone |<+—— t Sclerostin | Increased bone Atrophy and
formation 1 Apoptosis resorption weakness
Decreased bone mass Impaired bone microstructure Increased risk of falls
I I
Y
Fractures

Rizzoli R., Nat. Rev. Rheumatol. 2015;11: 98—-109




American College of
Rheumatology**

Osteoporosis Canadat*?

Brazilian Society of
Rheumatology, Brazilian
Medical Association,
Brazilian Association of
Physical Medicine and
Rehabilitation®*

International Osteoporosis
Foundation, European
Calcified Tissue Society*®

National Osteoporosis
Guideline Group (UK) 3

French Society for
Rheumatology and Groupe
de Recherche et
d’'Information sur les
Ostéoporoses (GRIO), with
the participation of several
French learned societies**

National Osteoporosis
Foundation (USA)>2

2010

2010

2012

2012

2013

2013

2014

Postmenopausal women
and men age =50 years

Premenopausal women not

with childbearing potential
and men age <50 years

Premenopausal women
with childbearing potential

All patients

Postmenopausal women

Men initiating GC therapy
(GIOP prevention)

Men already receiving GC
therapy (GIOP treatment)

Postmenopausal women
and men age =50 years

Premenopausal women
and men age <50 years

All patients

Postmenopausal women
and men age =50 years

Premenopausal women
and men age <50 years

Postmenopausal women
and men age =50 years

GC dose =7.5mg per day for =3 months plus low risk
(<10% based on FRAX®) of major fracture OR

Any GC dose for =3 months plus medium risk (10-20%
based on FRAX#®) of major fracture OR

High risk (=20% based on FRAX®) of major fracture

GC dose =5mg for 1-3 months plus fragility fracture OR
GC use =3 months (no dose threshold) plus fragility
fracture

GC dose =7.5mg for =3 months (anticipated or actual
exposure) plus fragility fracture

GC dose =7.5mg per day for =3 months (anticipated or
actual exposure to GC) plus age >50 years

GC dose =5mg per day for =3 months
(anticipated or actual exposure)

GC dose =5mg per day for =3 months
(anticipated or actual exposure) plus T-score =-1.0

GC dose =5mg per day for =3 months
(anticipated or actual exposure) plus T-score <-1.8

GC dose =7.5mg per day OR

Age =70 years OR

Fragility fracture OR

T-score =-1.5 OR

Adjusted* FRAX® fracture probability above the
intervention threshold of the general population

GC use =3 months plus fragility fracture

10-year fracture probabilityt equivalent to a prevalent
fragility fracture

GC dose =7.5mg per day OR

Age =70 years OR

Fragility fracture OR

T-score =<-2.5 OR

Adjusted* FRAX® above the intervention threshold of the
general population

GC use for =3 months plus fragility fracture

Fragility fracture OR
T-score =<-2.5 OR
T-score between —1.0 and —2.5 plus FRAX® >20% risk of

maior osteogorotic fracture or >3% risk of hiE fracture

MNote Oa mpEneL va
yivetal
BepaneuTiki
napeEUPoon os
LOKPOXPOVLA XpHiON

KOPTLKOELOWV;

Rizzoli R., Nat. Rev. Rheumatol. 2015;11: 98-109




Ooteomopwon arno KOPTLKOELON:
OEPAMEVTIKEC HUVATOTNTEC




BMD, Bwtapivn D, kot aoBE0TLO OTNV 0CTEOMOPWON OO KOPTLKOELSN
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HAVEG HAVEG HAVEG HAVEG HAVESG HAVEG

N
o

MetaBoAn thg BMD % otnv OMZZ o€ 1 £10¢
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| ] Brtapivn D kai acBéotio

. Placebo
Adachi JD, et al, 1996




MpeoAnyn tnG 00TIKAC anwAEeLaG e pL{EdpovaTn GE EvVa £TOC

MetafoAr BMD (%) o€ 12 pAveg

-4

14*’r

0.6 * 0.8 *

T

22

B AoBéotio (500 mg/d)*

i Puedpovarn (5 mg/d)
+ aioBéotio (500 mg/d)?

TNPOS

-3.1

*P<0.001 vs. control; 'P<0.05 vs. baseline; *Vitamin D dtav ftav xapnAn apxwd Cohen S et al, 1999




Apadon tn¢ pwledpovatng otnv BMD o acBeveic mou apxilouvv Bspansia

MetafoAry BMD (%)
o€ 12 pnveg

*P<0.05 vs control

4.0

20

0.0

-2.0

-4.0

HE KOPTLKOELON

| Maptupeg
I Puedpovartn 2.5 mg
 Puedpovatn 5 mg

omMzz Auxévog Tpoxavtipoag
pHnpLaiov

Cohen S, et al, 1998




Enidpaon tng ptledpovatng otn cUXVOTNTA GTIOVOUALKWY KATAYHOATWYV

20 _

15

AcOeveic pe omtovOUALKA
kortayporta (%)
S
|

Opada eAéyxou AcBeveig og pl{ebpovartn

ZUXVOTNTO CTTOVOUALKWV KaTtaypatwy o€ 518 acOeveic o€ kKopTKOELON
*P=0.016 vs. opadacg eEAEyxou

Reid D, et al, 1998




AnoteAeopatikotnta tng aAevdpovatng: Avo £tn Follow-Up

B Control
Alendronate 5 mg/d
B Alendronate 10 mg/d
Alendronate 2.5 mg/d, peta 10 mg/d

* *

o *
B 4- )
(o]
g :
_ %
g 2 o
—~— 1_
[a)
2 ol — - B
== _1_
é_ OoMzz : 20voAo
5 2 Tpoxoavtipag )
- 3 CWMOATOC
2 _a- AuxEvog
pHnpLaiov

*P<0.05 vs. control Adachi JD et al, 2001




AAegvdpovartn yia tnv tpoduAaén TNC 0CTIKAG ANWAELAC OO
ELOTIVEOEVOL KOPTLKOELON

MetafoAr BMD (%)

-1.5

4.0

3.5 +
3.0 +
25+
20+
15+
1.0 +
0.5 +

0.0

0.5 1
-1.0 4

T
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0.2 +
-0.4 +
-0.6 +
0.8 +

Mnveg ano Evapén

12

-1.0

1.6
1.4 1
12 +
1.0 +
0.8 +
0.6 1+

02 +
0.0

Auxévag punploiov

0 (3] 12
Mnveg ano Evapén

Lau EMC et al, Bone 2001;29:506 -510




A Lumbar Spine (L2-L4) , , ,
- . AAevoépovatn N aApakacldoAn otnv
—_ 2 I ’ ’ r .
z " f&___f_____,-.-f---%eﬂdmm OCTEOTOPWON OO KOPTIKOELSH);
o
F T ~—_ " NpedviloAovn 27.5mg, 200 acBeveig, 18 HAVEC
P T
_2- Awacai{é.é?r‘j Oepancia pe alevdpovatn 10mg n aAdakactdoAn 1ug
-3 I T I
0 3 12 18 NUEPNOILWC
Months
s Fe““;’f" Neck = Méon Sitadpopd otn BMD 4%
= ) T~ Alendronate ~d = 3 aoBeveic otnv opdda tnc alevépovatng ixov véo
2 -
'% o1 KAToypa otnv a/a, Eévovtt 8 otnv opada tng
8 -1 T~
; . TM ldII aAdakaotdoAnc pe 13 kataypora, arno ta onoia 5
> 6 12 18 OUUTITTWHLOTLKAL
U de Nijs RNJ, N Engl J Med 2006;355:675-84




Change in BMD (%)

Change in BM D (%)

A Lumbar spine

45 —

—8— 7oledronic acid
—a— Risedronate t

Femoral neck

457

35

2.5 ]

Time (months)

B Lumbar spine

.
.----.%
.---d-
-‘---

|
0 6

Time {months)

mr—i—||—#—|

ZoAevdpoviko o&u
gvavtL puedpovatng
O€E YUVOLKEC UE
OOTEOMOPWON OO

KOPTLKOELON

833 yuvaikeg o aywyn
ME KOPTIKOELON

Reid DM, Lancet 2009;373:1253-63




Change from baseline (%)

Treatment subpopulation
(@) Lumbar spine BMD

—— Zoledronic acid
—{1- Risadronata

-2

Baseline Month 6

(b) Total hip BMD

Change from baseline (%)

—a— Zoledronic acid
—0-- Risedronate

Month 12

i

14
o — L
4
2 T

Baseline Month &

(C) Femoral neck BMD

Change from baseline (%)

-1.5

| —#— Zoledronic acid
-1+ Risedronate

I'ulc:nih 12

—

Baseline Month &

Month 12

Change from baseline (%) Change from baseline (%)

Change from baseline (%)

14

-2

Prevention subpopulation

71 —e— Zoledronic acid

- Hisedronate

e

T T
aseline Month 6 Month 12

9
—— Zoledronic acid

o] -0 Risedronate *

-2 T t
Baseline Month 6 Month 12

3 —— Zoledronic acid
2.5 —F- Risadronate
'1 5 T T
Baseline Month 6 Month 12

“p=0.05, "p<0.01, ""p<0.001 vs Risedronate

ZoAevOpoVLIKO 0&U EvavTl
pLledpovatnG o€ AVOPEC HE
OOTEOTOPWON Ao

KOPTLKOELON

265 avépeg, 6oon mpedviloAovng
27,5mg

Sambrook PN, Bone 2012;50:289-95




AdwodpoviKA 0TV 0CTEOTIOPWON OO KOPTLKOELON: ZITOVOUALKA KOTAYLOTOL

BPs Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
- i < - i 5% CI

Prevention
Adachi 1997 S 54 10 63 11.4% 0.58 [0.21, 1.60] ———p
Boutsen 2001 o) 9 o) 9 Not estimable
de Nijs 2006 3 79 8 84 9.6% 0.40 [0.11, 1.45] C——
Jenkins 1999 o} 6 1 F 4 1.7% 0.38 [0.02, 7.93]
Okada 2008 (0] 16 4 21 4.8% 0.14 [0.01, 2.49] »
Roux 1998 2 51 5 56 5.9% D44 [0.09, 2.17] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 215 240 33.5% @ 0.22, 0.84] <.
Total events 10 28
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.93, df =4 (P = 0.92); I7 = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.47 (P = 0.01)
Treatment
Eastell 2000 2 30 3 33 3.5% 0.73 [0.13, 4.09] g
Frediani 2003 25 71 41 73 50.0% 0.63 [0.43, 0.91] L
Lems 2006 9 70 2 48 2.9% 3.09 [0.70, 13.66] -
Sato 2003 0 30 2 31 3.0% 0.21 [0.01, 4.13] e
Sato 2008 2 38 6 42 7.0% 0.37 [0.08, 1.72] ————n— i
Takeda 2008 o) 17 o) 16 ot estimable
Subtotal (95% CI) 256 243 66.5% 0.49, 0.98] L 4
Total events 38 54
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 543, df =4 (P = 0.25); I? = 26%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.07 (P = 0.04)
Total (95% CI) 471 483 100.0% 0.44, 0.83] <
Total events 48 82
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 7.21, df = 9 (P = 0.62); 17 = 0% o 61 031 . 1:0 180
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.17 (P = 0.002) ’ %
Test for subaroup differences: Chiz = 1.55. df = 1 (P = 0.21). 12 = 35.3% Feveurslere] evours leonuol

Feng, PLoS ONE, 2013




AdwodpoviKA oTNV 00TEOTIOPWAN OTtO KOPTLKOELSN: M 6TOVOUALKA KaTaypata

BPs Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Prevention
Adachi 1997 3 57 8 65 36.3% 0.43[0.12, 1.54] — &
de Nijs 2006 2 79 3 84 14.1% 0.71]0.12, 4.13] =
Roux 1998 2 51 4 56 18.5% .55 [0.10, 2.87] - W
Subtotal (95% CI) 187 205 68.9% ‘22, 1.24] o
Total events 7 15

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0,21, df = 2 (P = 0.90); I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.48 (P =0.14)

Treatment

Hakala 2012 1 59 3 65 139%  0.37[0.04, 3.43] -
Lems 2006 2 70 3 48 17.3%  046(0.08, 2.63] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 129 113 31.1% (0.42)0.10, 1.66] N
Total events 3 6

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.02, df = 1 (P = 0.88); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.24 (P = 0.21)

Total (95% CI) 316 318 100.0% ((0.49)0.23,1.02) <>
Total events 10 21

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.30, df =4 (P = 0.99); I = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1,92 (P = 0.06)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 0.07, df = 1 (P = 0.80), I = 0%

001 0.1 1 10 100
Favours [BPs| Favours [control]

reng, PLoS ONE, 2013
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COMMENTARY

Should Bisphosphonates Be Used for Long-Term Treatment of
Glucocorticoid-Induced Osteoporosis?

Steven L. Teitelbaum,' Margaret P. Seton,” and Kenneth G. Saag>

H AavBaopévn avtiAndn otL ta YAUKOKOPTLKOELSN EVIGXUOUV TNV 6pAon TWV 0CTEOKAAOTWV
aveédptnta ano tnv dtapkela tnc Oeparmneiacg, EXeL 0dNYNOEL 0TNV SLATUNWON CUCTACEWV OTL TAL
Sibwodovikad Ba mPEMeL va xopnyouvtatl TAKTIKA yia TV teoAnydn kat Bsparneia tTng 00TEONOPWONC
OLTtO KOPTLKOELON. ZTNV MPAYHUOTIKOTNTO, OE HaKPOXPOVLa EKOEON O€ KOPTLKOELSN N OOTIKA
anoppodpnon HetaBarAetol ano toxeia o EAATTWHEVN, TILOAVA AOYW AUECNC KOTOLOTOANG TWV

OOTEOKAOLOTWV.




Eninmtwon ootikwv papdwv o acOeveic mou AapBavouv otepoeldn Kat
Sibpwodovika

N = 125 diadoyikol
aoBeveic otnv lanwvia

X-rays otnv évapén Ko
MHETA SLeTiaL.

Ooctwka papedn 8% otnv
gvapén ko 10% oto
follow-up. To papdog
dev aAlaée o€ 6
aoBeveig, emidelvwOnke
o€ 7 KoL Evag eLXE
NAAPEC KATAYUQL

Méon duapkera AD 6.1 €tn
Prednisone 12.7 €tn
ZuxvOltepn ouvounapén dtaBRtn

Sato H, Osteoporos Int 2016; 27:1217-1225




JBMR

Comparative Effects of Teriparatide and Risedronate in
Glucocorticoid-Induced Osteoporosis in Men: 18-Month
Results of the EuroGIOPs Trial

LS mean % change (SE)

10 -

OTeriparatide  MRisedronate

p=0.045
I * AAQYn KZ og 660n 25mg

npeedviloAovng yLa

p=0.256 p=0.026
i T TOUAAQ)XLoTOV 3 UVEG IIPLV
ﬁ | ™MV évapén tTnG LEAETNG
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Lumbar spine Total hip Femoral neck

Gliier CC, ) Bone Miner Res 2013;28:1355-68




Teriparatide vs Alendronate in GIO: Ootikn mUKvotTnTA

il

12 - A Lumbar Spine ~ B Total Hip —o— Teriparatide 20 pg/day
8 —a— Alendronate 10 mg/day
= 10 1
oo oy "
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me 8 A c *
25 S t
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QR
"2 c © Q e ¥ {
© (12} I o 4 7
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= 4 o ©
39 3=
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Q0 F¥— . . . ‘ #
0 3 6 12 18 24 36 LOCF
Months 0 o - - ' '
ALN (n) 195 184 173 159 148 131 112 195 0 12 18 24 36 LOCF
TPTD (n) 198 183 178 170 156 136 123 198 Months

Saag, Arthritis Rheum, 2009




Teriparatide vs Alendronate in GIO: Ootikoli d€iktec

200 - "8 150 A
*§ _—

O -
0 -+
-50 -
-50 1
-100 ~— - ! -
10T 18 36 01 6 18 36
Months Months
ALN (n} 99 85 76 57 ALN(n) 79 75 71 48
TPTD(n) 97 85 76 59 TPTD (n) 70 66 64 49

Saag, Arthritis Rheum, 2009




Teriparatide vs Alendronate in GIO: Katayupata

Subjects taking Subjects taking

alendronate teriparatide
Fracture type (n = 214) (n = 214) P
=1 radiographic vertebral ¥ 13 (7.7) 3 (1.7) 0.007
=1 clinical vertebrali 4 (2.4) 0 0.037
=1 nonvertebral 15 (7.0) 16 (7.5) 0.843

=1 nonvertebral fragility 5 (2.3) 94.2) 0.256

Saag, Arthritis Rheum, 2009




Tepumapotidn Evavrtl pedpovatnc o€ AVOPEC LE OCTEOTIOPWON OO
KOPTKOELON: petaBoAn otnv BMD thg OM22

[ Teriparatide M Risedronate
— p=0.004 —/

[
o
i

=i
o
I

=
bJ
I

16.3%

[y
-
I

— p=0.563 —|

L _

2.7%

LS mean change (SE) (mg/cm?®)
= n L+ 2]

P
1

3.3%

=)

T

Month 6 Month 18 (primary endpoint)

2
I
O
N
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ORIGINAL ARTICLE

To néEAAovV

Sclerostin-antibody treatment of glucocorticoid-induced
osteoporosis maintained bone mass and strength

W. Yao' - W. Dai'* . L. Jiang' - E. Y.-A. Lay' - Z. Zhong' - R. O. Ritchie” « X. Li* -
H. Ke*- N. E. Lane’

= [Neipapa o€ novtikia SeiyveLl OTL CUYXOPRYNON HLOVOKAWVIKOU OVTILOWMOTOG EVOVTL TNG
okAnpootivng pe Stadopec 600eLC KOPTIKOELO WV avaotpEdel TANPwWC TIC BAaBEPEC SPATELC TOUC

= To amotéAeopa paivetal UTLEPTEPO OAWV TWV AAAWV cUyYXpovwV PapUrAKwWVY otn Bepaneia TN

OOTEOTIOPWONG OTLO KOPTLKOELON Kol TTPOTELVETAL N SLEVEPYELX LEAETNG OE OLVOPWITOUC

Yao W, Osteoporos Int 2016; 27:283-294




ALGORITHM FOR THE MEDICAL MANAGEMENT OF

GLUCOCORTICOID-INDUCED OSTEOPOROSIS IN ADULTS

Treatment

Alendronate 70 mg WEEKLY
(or Risedronate 35mg weekly if not
tolerated)

All patients must also be prescribed:
Calcium 1 - 1.2 gram + colecalciferol 20
micrograms (800 IU) daily

unless clinician is confident patient has
adequate calcium intake and is vitamin
D replete

Initiate osteoporosis management when
glucocorticoid is started and stop
treatment six months after
glucocorticoids stop.

Advise three/six monthly review of
adherence to therapy.




®
FRAX EpyaAcgio agloAéynong Tou KivdUvou KatdyuaTog Tou MNaykéouiou

Opyaviouou Yyeiag

ApXIKn EpyaAcio uttoAoyiopou ¥ Alaypdpparta ZUXVEG EPWTHOEIG BifAioypa@ikég EAMnvika B
Avutpupt'.g

EpyaAgio uttoAoyiouoU

[MapakaAgioTE va QTTAVINOETE OTIC TTAPAKATW EPWTACEIC YIO TOV UTTOAOYIOPO TnG OEKAETOUG
mIeavOeTNTAG KATAYHATOG BACEI TNG OCTIKAG TTUKVOTNTAG.

i

Xwpa: EAAGSa ‘Ovopa/Kwdikog:
ZXETIKA ME TOUG NAPAYOVTEG KIVOUVOU
MsTaTpoTrn TOU
EprnHGTO)\OYIO 10. AsuTeponabric 0oTEONOPWON @ Oxi ©Nai Bdpouc
1. HAikia (peTa&u 40 kai 90 £T®V) 1 TNV NHEPOMNvia 11. 3 ) nepioodTEPEG HOVADES @Ox1 © Nai , ,
yEWNONC aAKkoOA NuePNGi®G Nippeg = KIAG
HAikia: Huepopnvia yévvnone: 12. BMD auyéva pnpiaiou (g/cm~2)
E: M: H:
emAegTe BMD [
2. ®uAo © Avdpag © luvaika
3. B¢ AG 3 i 5 ’
apog (kiAa) [ Kabapiouog mediwv ] [ YTroAoyiopég MeTaTpoTrh Tou
Uyoug

4. 'Yyog (ekaTtooTa)

‘Ivioeg W ekarooTd

5. Mponyoupevo kartaypa @®0x1 © Nai
6. IoTOpIKO KATAYHATOG I0YioU Ot @Ox1  © Nai
yovéa
7. Kanviopa @Oyx1 ©Nai
8. TAUKOKOPTIKOEIDN @O0x1  © Nai
, , , , 00019253
9. Peuparoeidng apBpitida @Ox1 © Nai

ATopua pe Kivduvo Kat@yuaTog Trou
aglohoyribnkav aToé v 1n ATip.
2012




‘Evapén aywync HE KOPTIKOELON Kal TavtoXpovn npoduUAaén

Tavtoxpovn Evapén ovil-ooTEOMOPWTIKAG AYWYNC OE ATOMA HE AVENUEVO KIVOUVO KOTAYHOTOG

*** Atopa >70 sTwv

s Atopa >50 eTwv o€ uPnNAnR G0N KOPTLKOELS WV

+* Nedtepa atopa (Kot TPOEUNVOTIOUOLOKEG YUVALKEG) EAV £XOUV LOTOPLKO KOTAYHATOC i Oa

AdBouv uPnAn 66on KopTLKOELOWV

Bitapivn D kot aoBEctio xopnyeital cav GUUNAnpwHATIKN Oepaneia otnv octEONOPWON ANO
KOPTLKOELSN, HOVN TNG OHWE LOVO G ATOMA TTOAU XaNAoU KvéUvou, OTWG yLa TtapASELYOL VEQL
atopa rtov Oa AaBouv 600eLg LoodUVApEC HE £5.0 mg MPedVI{oAGVNC NHEPNOLWG yia dtaotnua <3

HNVWV, OE€ MPOENHNVOTILUGLOKEC YUVALKEG ] o€ aoBeveic pe uPnAnl ootk pala

Rizzoli R., Nat. Rev. Rheumatol. 2015;11: 98-109




