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LLEHTpa}'IM3aLI,VIFI OUEHKU B HEMNCUXNATPUHECKUX UCCNENOBAHUAX

FDA n EMA B pyKoBoACTBax NO KAMHUYECKUM UCNbITAaHUAM NOAYEePKMUBAIOT
LLeHHOCTb LL,eHTPa/IM30BaHHOMN OL,eHKMU:

«LleHTpanu3oBaHHasA 3acaenneHHas oueHKa Heobxoauma gna nporpecca B OTpacaAn».

(13 npunoxeHua 2 Kk Pykosodcmay no oueHke 3ghchekmusHoOCmMu npomusoornyxosessix npenapamos y awdeli (CPMP/EWP/205/95 Rev. 3) on Confirmatory studies
in Haematological Malignancies, EMA)

«Mbl peKomeHayem, 4To6bl Ha 3-11 pa3e KAMHUYECKUX UCNbITAHUM, 3acenieHHan
OLeHKa CHUMKOB NPOBOAMUAACDL FPYNNOii HeE3aBUCUMDbIX CNeLuaiucToBy.

(3 Pykosodcmea no nposedeHuto KAUHUYeCKuUx ucnsimaHuli nekapcmeeHHoix cpedcme u 6uoso2udecKux npooyKmMos ¢ Ucrnons3o8aHuem memodos
su3syanuzayuu. Yacme 3: dusaliH, aHAAU3 U UHMepnpemMayua OaHHbIX KAUHUYecKux uccnedosaHuli, FDA)
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BblCOKME PUCKM HeyAaBLUMXCA NCCAe0BaHUMN

(QHKCMONINUTUKU U aHTUAENPECCAHTbI)

Heyﬂ,aBUJI/IeCFl nccrneagoBaHun4A KonnyecTtso HeydaBLUNXCA
aHTngenpeccaHToB N aHKCUNOJTNTUKOB I/ICCJ'IeD,OBaHI/IVI aHTngenpeccaHToB
1985 — 2000 rrt 1983 — 2008 rr 2
Trials with . Overall
FDA APPROVED | #of | #of | % Failure MDD Trials us Non-US | Failure
Drugs Trials | Arms | vs Placebo Trials LIEIS Rate
Antidepressants 52 93 51.6 1983-1994 38% 70% 45%

Anxiolytics 40 75 52.0 1995-2008 48% 60% 50%

MccnenoBaHuA ABAAIOTCA YCNELWHbIMKW, eC/IN NeKapPCTBEHHbIN

npenapart otaenaetcs ot naauebo B 80-90% cnyyaes

v
Honyckaetca 10-20% Heynad

1FDA Trial Database

2Khin Ni A., et al. (2011) Exploratory Analyses of Efficacy Data From Major Depressive Disorder Trials Submitted to the US Food and Drug Administration in Support of New Drug
Applications. Journal of Clinical Psychopharmacology. 72:4, 464-472.

3Khan A., et al. (2002) Severity of Depression and Response to Antidepressants and Placebo: An analysis of the Food and Drug Administration Database. Journal of Clinical
Psychopharmacology. 22,40-45.
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BblCOKME PUCKM HeyAaBLUMXCA NCCAe0BaHUMN

(QHTUNCUXOTUKMN)

LLinsoppeHuna: ysenmnueHme nnauebo-orsera 1993 — 2008!

900Z-#00Z~
800¢-200¢Z~

PANSS Total A from BL (Placebo)

-
co o1 N
1 1 1

1Kemp. A. et al. (2010) What Is Causing the Reduced Drug-Placebo Difference in Recent Schizophrenia Clinical Trials and What Can be Done About It?
Schizophrenia Bulletin. 36(3): 504-509
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MCTOYHMKN PUCKA

HeobbeKTusHocTb 1 HecornacoBaHHOCTb

BKkatoyeHne HenoaxoaaLmx
nauueHToB

HeTouyHble/BapunabenbHble
pe3ynbTaThbl

/ BanaHue Ha oueHKU B KPUTN4eCkKu sHadymmblie MOMEHTbI\

Investigator Start DX Screen Baseline Mid-study :ndpomt
Meeting Study symptom Symptom Visits ymptom
severity Severity Severlty/
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NcTouyHMKKM pucka: OTbop naumeHToB

peuTepbl NPOBOAAT
OLLeHKM

[laBneHue Ha aTane
Habopa naumMeHToB

> =
J T
BKnoyeHue g’[ H r:u[
HENOAXOAALLMX > e3aBucumble, <
NaLNeHTOB: T 3acnenneHHble g
X X
—t o
> =
Q. a

« N3meHeHunAa B paboTe nccneaoBaTenbCKUX LEHTPOB HE YCTPAHAKT OCHOBHbIX
NPUYUH 3TUX Npobnem

« HesaBucumble, «3acnenneHHble» 3KCNepTbl NPOBOAAT obcnenoBaHMe, He
MCNbITbIBAs AaBAeHMs Ha 3Tane otbopa nauMeHTos
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Ba)XHOCTb «3acsenneHna» aAnAa 06BbEKTUBHOIO CKPUHUHTA

) ) MedAvante

Site Ratings
PacnpepeneHue oueHkn no 12 . Vean— 108 12 _ Mean = 17.5

Does Meets Std Dev. = 4.2 . Std. Dev. = 4.9
HAM-D Ha 6a3oBom BusuTe, 10 notmeet § inclusion N0 g Does i Meets N =77

- inclusion criteria - potlmget : 'n9t|U§'0”

tAar Inciusion « Criteria
nposegeHHOU > 8 criteria 5 8 closion 3
LEeHTPa/IN30BaHHbIMU "é 6 "é 6
peiiTepamu u peiitepamu cairal & &

1 1
1 Detke, M et al. (2010). The Challenge of Subject Selection in
Clinical Trials: New Data. Presented at NCDEU Annual 0 0
Meeting, Boca Raton, FL 0O 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Baseline HAM-D total score SR Baseline HAM-D total score SR
) ) MedAvante
PacnpepeneHue oueHKU no Site Ratings
HAM-A Ha 6a30B0Mm Bu3UTe, 70 . Mean = 24.1 70 . Mean = 19.8
- Does = Meets Std. Dev. = 2.5 . Std. Dev. = 5.0
nposegeHHOU 60 notmeet =W inclusion N =437 60 Does = Meets N =437
50 inclusion criteria 50 notmeet « inclusion
LEeHTPa/IN30BaHHbIMU -~ criteria > '”i'r‘:tzz; criteria
(&)
[¥) [¥) vl c 40 c 40 :
peiiTepamu U peiTtepamm cauta’? ¢ g
5 30 330
L 5o % 20
10 10
PRy
Wllllams, JBW et al'. (2010). Placgbo Respon'se Assesseq by 0 0 0 10 20 30 40 50
Site and Remote Blinded Centralized Raters in a GAD Trial.
Presented at NCDEU Annual Meeting, Boca Raton, FL HAM-A HAM-A
©2011 MedAvante, Inc. 8 MEDAVANTE
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YTO XyrKe: HEBKNOYEHHbIWM NALUMEHT UM BKAKOYEHHbIN
«HEenpaBUIbHbIN» NALMNEHT?

BKAlOYeHHble B uccneaoBaHue

HO3OIIOFI/IFI HenoaxoaAwMe naumeHTbl (C HeJoCTaTOYHOMN
BbIPa*XeHHOCTbIO CUMNTOMATUKM)

[eHepannsoBaHHOEe UccneposaHue 1: 43%
TPeBOXKHOE PacCTPOMCTBO UccneposaHue 2: 52%

Bonblwoe genpeccusHoe WIS LTilel: TSI/ I Raw A oy 74
paccTponcTBo UccneposaHue 2: 35%

LLinzodpeHns UccneposaHue 1: 32%
i NccnepoBaHue 2: 56%

Bcero CpenHee 3HayeHue: 39% (811 n3 2054)

Kaxable pAaBoe wn3 nMATU MAUUMEHTOB, BKJ/IIOYEHHbIX B UCCAedOoBaHue
JNOKaJ/IbHbIMW DEIZTepaMM, He COOTBETCTBYHOT KPUTEPUAM BRKIKOYHEHUA.

©2011 MedAvante, Inc. 8 MEDAVANTE
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MCTOYHUKM pUCKA: HeToYHble namepeHus

b

= - )

HeTouHble usmepeHus: - ‘:"E
OWMBKM OXKNAAHUA E He3zasucumeie, >
PyHKUMOHAaNbHOE gll:J 3acnensieHHble I
«paccnenneHune» > pEﬁTepr npoBoOAAT 5
HecornacoBaHHOCTb LS) s
pentepos a el Q.

! M3meHeHns B paboTe nccnenoBaTelbCKUX LEHTPOB HE YCTPaHAIOT
OCHOBHbIX MPUYMH ITUX Npobaem

! KannbpoBaHHble N HE3ABUCUMbIE 3KCNepPTbl obecneumBatoT bonee
TOYHblE pe3y/bTaTbl
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JKcnepTm3a HeydaBLIeroca nccaeaoBaHuaA

(nccneposaHue B/1P)

[MpoaHanM3MpPOBaHO BAUAHME KayecTBa OLLEHOK Ha 0bHapyeHune
CTaTUCTUYECcKoro curHanal

Bce oueHku: Paroxetine and Placebo (N = 216)

o 15 -
<§E 9.7 9.2
L 10 A
Q
e p=0.6
(g0}
S O 7
[
o
= 0
Paroxetine Placebo

25% nHTEepBblO Ha 6a308BbIX BU3NTax bl 0TOBpaHbI cayyYarHbiM 06pa3om;

3acnensieHHble 3KCnepTbl AeNUAN UX Ha 2 TPYNMbl: «Xopollee/0TAUYHOE» UHTEPBbLIO
(39%) u «nnoxoe/Heyao0BNETBOPUTEIbHOE» MHTEPBLIO (61%).

1 Kobak, KA, Feiger, AD, & Lipsitz, JD (2005). Impact of interview quality on signal detection. American Journal of Psychiatry, 162 (3), 628.
©2011 MedAvante, Inc. % MEDAVANTE
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JKcnepTn3a HeyaasLIeroca nccaesoBaHums

OUEeHKMU 13 rpynnbl UHTEPBbIO
«nnoxoe/HeynoBAETBOPUTEIbHOEY

w N=34
212 - ( ) 10.4
510 7 7.6
Q8 1 OueHKu u3 rpynnbl
S 6 -
<, | «xopowee/oTINYHOE» UHTEPBbIO
S 2 - o 16 - _
§ 0 | | % 1421 : 11,6 (N—22)
Paroxetine Placebo "2 10 -
s 87
p =0.3, %(32)=-1.13 < 6 - 4,8
I 4
s 2
Mnauebo adppekTnBHEE MNapoKceTnHa < o0 . .

(pa3[|14q14;| -2.8) Paroxetine Placebo
p =0.02, t(20)=2.61
[MapokceTuH adppekTnBHee MNnauyebo
CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYUMO (pa3inymsa +6.8)

1 Kobak, K.A., Feiger, A.D., & Lipsitz, J.D. (2005). Impact of interview quality on signal detection. American Journal of Psychiatry, 162 (3), 628
©2011 MedAvante, Inc. % MEDAVANTE
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LleHTpann3oBaHHasa obcnenoBaHme

3acnenneHHble, He3aBUCMMbIE LLleHTPasIbHbIE
penTepbl NPOBOAAT OLEHKY NALMEHTOB
YOANEHHO, B peXXnme BMAEO- U Tene-
KOHbepeHUn:

LleHTpanun3oBaHHble 06Ccnen0BaHUA
NPOBOAATCA Ha KNOUYEBbIX BU3UTAX;

B xoae Bcero nccnenoBaHus
noAfep*KMBaeTca «3ac/enneHme» u
HEe3aBMCUMOCTb SKCNEPTOB;

Hebonblas rpynna pentepos No3BonseT
BbIMO/IHATL KaZIMOPOBKY U A0CTUTATb
BbICOKOW CTEMNeHn CTaHAapTM3aumum

npoueayp.

©2011 MedAvante, Inc. 8 MEDAVANTE
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Bo3pacTtaHue BennvunHbl 3PpPeKTa npenaparta

(nccneposaHue I'TP)

Escitalopram-Placebo Sample Effect Size

6o Separation
Y — 1.0
- 5.3
3 0.64
GEJ .
— 4.0 -
3<
5> 05
2.5 >
£q 0.32
O
©
O
b
L
0.0 0
Site Central Site Central
Qualified Qualified Qualified Qualified
& Rated & Rated & Rated & Rated

C poctom BenuuuHbl a¢deKTa npenapata yBeMUNBAELTCA CTaTUCTUYECKAnA
CUNa uccneaoBaHus

Coric, V., et al., 2008, ACNP annual meeting; Data on file.
50 sites, 8 weeks, site HAMA > 18 at SCR & BL, BL < 30% lower than SCR, HAM-A anxiety & tension >2 and CGI-S >4 at SCR & BL;
n= 98 pbo, n=97 pexacerfont, n= 47 escitalopram. Central rating by VTC.
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Bo3pacTtaHue BennvnHbl 3ppeKkTa npenaparta

(nccnepoBaHue Wn3odpeHnn)

OT60p NaLMeHTOB OCYLLLECTBAANCA LEeHTPa/IbHbIMWN penTepamu;

LileHTpanbHble penTepbl onpeaennnmn curdan ansa obemx o3 uccnegyemoro npenapara,
penTepbl LEHTPOB — HET.

JloKanbHble peiTepbl LleHTpanu3soBaHHble pentepbl
) ) MepaBaHTe
() ()
= =
g O g 0
3 %
o -2 4 O -2 4
£ =
S -4 - S -4+
Y— Y
8 -6 4 @D -6 -
c c
© o
S -8 - S -8-
c c
8 -10 4 8 -10 -
= -12 = -12
Time (wks) Time (wks)
Placebo Test Drug 1 ==fil== Test Drug 2 === Olanzapine (Active Comparator Arm)

Williams, JBW et al. (2010). The Importance of Quality in Post-baseline Assessments in CNS Trials. Presented at ISCTM Autumn Conference 2010, Baltimore, MD
N=313 with equal randomization; 6 weeks; inclusion PANSS > 70 and < 120 by Central raters; 35 sites, 18 central raters by VTC.

©2011 MedAvante, Inc. 8 MEDAVANTE
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YmeHbleHne nnauebo-oteseTa

(nccneposanma 6P v I'TP)

PRECISE MDD Study*
Placebo Response

(V)
S 10,0 - >6%
= CHUXKeHue
% 8.0 - nnauebo oTseTa
o
g O 6,0 1
“— =
)
an T 40- 3,2
<
@) 2,0 1
C
M
§ 0,0 -
Site Qualified & Central Qualified
Rated & Rated
p = 0.001 h=51
Standard Deviation:
Site Qualified & Rated (n = 13) 5.99
Central Qualified & Rated (n = 8) 6.60

Mean change from baseline

HAM-A

SEPRACOR GAD Study?
Placebo Response
37%

CHUMKEeHMe
nnauebo oTseTa

10,0 - 9,3

5,9

6,0 1

40 A

2,0 1

0,0 -

Site Qualified & Central Qualified
Rated & Rated
p <0.001 n=220
Standard Deviation:
Site Qualified & Rated (n =122) 6.20

Central Qualified & Rated (n = 22) 5.60

1 Kobak, KA et al. (2010). Site versus Centralized Raters in a Clinical Depression Trial: Impact on Patient Selection and Placebo Response. Journal of Clinical Psychopharmacology, 30 (2) 193-1972
2 Williams, JBW et al. (2010). Placebo Response Assessed by Site and Remote Blinded Centralized Raters in a GAD Trial. Presented at NCDEU Annual Meeting, Boca Raton, FL
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CHUMKEeHMe pUCKa HeyaaBLLUMXCA UCCea0BaHUM

He3aBMCMMOCTb

OTcyTCcTBUE AaBNAEHUSA Ha 3Tane CKPUHUHIA;
BKitoyeHMe noaxoaAlmx nauneHTos;

O6beKTUBHASA OLLEHKa;

3acnenneHue

BKntoueHne noaxoAAaLmnX NnaumMeHTos;
Ob6beKTUBHas OLEHKa;

HeBO3MOXHOCTb « DYHKLMOHANBLHOIO paccnenieHna;

CornacoBaHHOCTb
npoueayp

BblCOKasA TOYHOCTb OUEHKU;

BbicOKadA cTeneHb CTaHAapTM3aLUnK;

BblCcOKaAa 04HOPOAHOCTb.
©2011 MedAvante, Inc. & MEDAVANTE
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Cnacubo!

©2011 MedAvante, Inc. 8 MEDAVANTE

A0S0C1_6-27-11 17 Calibrated for Certainty



	Слайд номер 1
	Централизация оценки в непсихиатрических исследованиях
	Высокие риски неудавшихся исследований �(анксиолитики и антидепрессанты)
	Высокие риски неудавшихся исследований (антипсихотики)
	Источники риска
	Источники риска: Отбор пациентов
	Важность «заслепления» для объективного скрининга
	�Что хуже: невключенный пациент или включенный «неправильный» пациент?�
	Источники риска: Неточные измерения
	Экспертиза неудавшегося исследования (исследование БДР) 
	Экспертиза неудавшегося исследования
	Централизованная обследование 
	Возрастание  величины эффекта препарата �(исследование ГТР)
	Возрастание величины эффекта препарата �(исследование шизофрении)
	Уменьшение плацебо-ответа � (исследования БДР и ГТР)
	Снижение риска неудавшихся исследований 
	Слайд номер 17

