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CPABHEHWE 3CUUTANONPAMA U MHTUBUTOPOB
OBPATHOIO 3AXBATA CEPOTOHUHA U
HOPAOPEHAJNUHA KAK NPEMNAPATOB «BTOPOIO WWATIA»
anAaA NEYEHUA BOJIbHBLIX C BOJIbWUUM OENMPECCUBHbBIM
PACCTPOUCTBOM: AHAIIN3 NYNA®

P. B. Nam', C. 1. Nén2, H. Oewnurens?

" OenapmameHm ricuxuampuu yHusepcumema bpumarckoti Koriymbuu, BaHkysep, KaHada;
2[lyHO6ek, KoneHaazeH, JaHus; 3lyHd6exk CAC, ®paHuus

B BbICOKOpa3BHUTHIX CTpaHax OOJNBIIOE JETIPECCHB-
HOE pacCTPOUCTBO HAXOJIUTCS HA TPETHEM MECTE CPEAU
BCEX MEIUIIMHCKHUX COCTOSHHUH MO HArpy3Ke, KOTOPYIO
OHO HAaKJIaJbIBAacT Ha SKOHOMUKY [14], 9To CBs3aHO C
ero OOJBIIONH PAacIpPOCTPAHCHHOCTHIO W BIUSHHEM
JIETIPECCUBHOM CUMITOMATUKHA Ha COLMAIbHOE (PyHK-
MOHUPOBaHWE. ABTOPHI YKa3bIBAIOT, 4YTO, HECMOTPS
Ha CYILECTBYIOIINE B HACTOSIIEE BpeMsl BECKHE JTOKa-
3aTeabCTBa I(PPEKTUBHOCTH PA3IUYHBIX IICHXOTEpa-
MEBTUYECKUX M MEIMKAMEHTO3HBIX METOJIOB JIEUEHHUS,
COXPAHSIOTCS CYIIECTBEHHBIC TPOOIEMBI TTPH TePaTHH
JJAHHOTO paccTpoiicTBa. B yacTHOCTH, MeTa-aHaIW3,
BKJItOUaronui 182 paH10MU3UPOBAHHBIX KOHTPOJIHUPY-
eMBIX uccieoBanus 3 PEeKTHBHOCTH aHTUACTIPECCaH-
TOB, TTOKa3aJl, YTO KIMHUYECKU OTBET, ONIPEAEIISIEMBbII
kak 50% penykius CUMITOMATHKH OT HCXOIHOTO
YpOBHS, OOHApPYKUBAJICS TONBKO B 53% ciyuaeB 1o
cpaBHeHUIO ¢ 37% mst mane6o [17]. bonee Toro, yka-
3BIBAETCS, UTO B «pealbHOW XM3HM» 3()(HEKTUBHOCTH
MOXET OBITH elie Huxke. Tak, B OTHOM U3 UCCIIEI0Ba-
HUN OBLIO MTOKA3aHO, YTO Ha3HAUYCHUE ITUTAIONpaMa Ha
npotskeHun 12 Hepens B go3ze 20-60 mMr B cyTkd
MO3BOJMIO TOCTUYb TEPANICBTUYECKOTO OTBETA MCHEE,
YeM y TOJOBHHBI OOJBHBIX, a TIOJHOW PEMUCCHU —
ToIbKO ¥ 28%—33% manmenToB [22]. Takum oOpazom,
Ba)KHOM 3ajJjaueill CTAHOBUTCS OIpeieneHrue d3PPeKTUB-
HOHM CTpaTeruu B CIy4yasx HEIOCTATOYHOU pe3yibTa-
TUBHOCTH JICUSHHS WITH TUIOXOU MTEPEHOCHMOCTH aHTH-
JlerpeccanTa, KOTOPBIA Ha3HAyajcsl MepPBbIM, TO €CThb
Tepexo]l Ha Mmpernapar «BTOPOTO Iara», Kak 3TO PeKo-
MEHAyeTCS B KIMHUYECKHX PYKOBOJCTBaX, OCHOBBI-
BAIOIIMXCS HA MPUHIUIAX JOKA3aTEIbHON METUIIUHBI
[1-3, 13]. CumuTaeTcs, 9TO 3TOT HOBBIM Mpemapar I0JI-

* PacumpenHblil pedepar cTaThbH, OMyOIMKOBAHHON B jKypHAIIE
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KeH TPUHAIISKATH K JPYTOMY TepareBTUYeCKOMY
KJIaccy, OTIMYAIOUIEMYCSl MHBIM MEXaHU3MOM Jei-
ctBus. OHAKO, KaK YKa3bIBAIOT aBTOPHI, B PSJIE PaHIIO-
MH3HPOBAHHBIX KOHTPOJIUPYEMBIX HCCIEIOBAaHUN U
METa-aHaJIN30B MPOJAEMOHCTPUPOBAHO OTCYTCTBHUE
pasiIuuMil IPU CMEHE TpemnapaTa, OCYIIECTBIECHHOTO
BHYTPHY OJHOH TPYMIIBI, IO CPAaBHEHHUIO C MEPEXOJIOM
Ha Jpyroil kiacc (Hampumep, IpH MepeBOiE C OTHOTO
CEJICKTUBHOTO MHTHOWTOpa 0OpaTHOrO 3axBara Cepo-
TOHWMHA (IHMTAJONpaMa) Ha IPYyro (CepTpainH), Io
CPaBHEHUIO C Ha3HAYCHHEM OyNpPONHOHA JJIUTEILHOTO
BBICBOOOXKICHHSI WM BeHJIadaKkcWHA IITUTEIHHOTO
BBICBOOOXIeHMS) [20]. BMecTe ¢ TeM, 3TOT BEIBO 1O~
JIep’KUBaeTCA HE BCeMU ucciaenoBareasimu [18, 19].

DcuuTanonpaM SBISETCS CENCKTUBHBIM WHTHOHTO-
poMm obparHoro 3axBata ceporornHa (CHO3C), koto-
pBIN, Kak TOKa3aHO B pslie MeTa-aHamu3oB [7-9, 11],
npesocxoaut 1o dddextuBroctu apyrue CUO3C u
CEJIEKTHBHBIE MHTHOUTOPHI 00PaTHOTO 3aXBaTa CEPOTO-
HuHa u HopanpeHanmHa (CMO3CH). Bmecre ¢ tewm,
OCTaeTcsl HeIO0CTAaTOYHO HM3YYEHHBIM BOIPOC 00 ero
3¢ (eKTUBHOCTH KaK Tpernaparta «BTOPOTo Iara.

C »TOl 1eNbl0 aBTOpaMU ObUIM KM3Y4YCHBI JTBOMHEIC
CIeIble PaHJIOMH3UPOBAHHBIC KOHTPOJIHUPYEMBIC
WCCIIeIOBAaHMs, TTOIepKUBaeMble KoMmmanusimMu Lund-
beck unmu Forest, B KOTOpBIX 3CHUTANONPaM CPaBHH-
Banicst ¢ CMO3CH, Ha3Hadasch MoOCIe MPEAecTBYO-
el aHTHIeNpPecCUBHON Tepanuu (MHPOpMAIUI O
mpernaparax, J103e, JJIMTSILHOCTU TpuemMa, d3PPeKTUB-
HOCTH JICYCHHSI W €r0 TMEPEHOCHMOCTH OTCYTCTBYET,
YTO OTMEYAeTCsl aBTOPaMHU KaK OTpaHWYCHHE JaHHOTO
uccienoBanus): 3 paboThl, B OHOM U3 KOTOPHIX CpaB-
HEHHE OCYIIECTBIUIOCh ¢ BeHjadakcuHOM [5], a B
IByX — ¢ nyaokcetuHoM [10, 23]. Bce uccnenoBanus
OBUTH MYJIbTHIICHTPOBBIMH M KACAIHCh IMAlUEHTOB C
OONBIINM JIENPECCUBHBIM paccTporcTBOM 10 DSM-IV.
Hckimovyanuck O0NBbHBIE C aKTHBHBIMH CYHUITHIaTHHBI-
MU MBICISIMHA WM CYMIIMJAIBHOM MOTBITKONH B HEJaB-



HEM TIPOLIIOM, a TAKXKE, €CII OHU B TEUCHUE JAHHOTO
JETPECCUBHOTO 3IM30/a HE PearupoBalld Ha TEPAITHIO
IBYMsi WK Ooliee aHTHICTPEeCcCaHTaMu JIu00 paHee —
OIIHAM U3 MCCIEYEMBIX MPernaparoB (UTaIOMPaMOM,
BeHJIa(DaKCHHOM HJTH TYJIOKCETHHOM ).

[Tom «BTOPBIM IIarOM)» MOHUMATACh TepaIs, Ha3Ha-
YyaeMmasi Mociie MpeIiecTBYIONIEro 6-MeCIIHOTO Jieue-
HHAS KaKUM-JINOO aHTHUIETpeccaHTOM. Takoi ITomxosn
OOBSICHSIICS TeM, YTO O-MeCSUHBIA mepuon Oe3 yede-
HUS OOBIYHO paccMaTpUBAETCsl KaK WHTEPBAJ, OIpe/ie-
JISTFOIIAN JTBA OTACIBHBIX IEMTPECCUBHBIX dmu3oaa [21].
Crnyuan, Koraa HE MMENOCh TOJTHOH WH(GOpMAIUH O
JICYCHUH, a TaK)Ke MPEIIISCTBYIOIEe JIeUeHHE Ha TPO-
TSOKeHHH OoJiee 6 MecsIeB HE paccMaTPHBAIUCH Kak
«BTOPOM mIar».

Tepanust cuntanach SPQGEKTHBHOW NpU HATHMYUH
mocie 8-HeIembHOTO Kypca CHIDKEHHS OajuioB 110
mkane MoHTromepu-Acbepr He meHee, yeM Ha 50%
(pecrionziepsl), a o0mHi Oamt 6bL1 <12 (pemuccus).

N3 762 marmmenToB 132 Obutn Ki1acCUGUIIPOBAHBI
Kak CyOrpymnmna «BTOporo Iiara». B memom, mo cBoum
XapaKTepHCTHKaM oHa Oblia OJn3Ka KO BCeil BBIOOpKe.
Hcxonnas TAXKeCTb pacCTPOMCTB y MAlMEHTOB, TOJY-
YaroMIUX ACIUTAIONpPaM, 1Mo Ikane MoHTromepu-Ac-
Oepr cocraBiasiaa 31,9, mo 17-myHKTOBOW mIKaie
nenpeccuu 'amunbrona — 21,9; it malueHToB, MpH-
mnMmaBmmx CUO3CH (BennadakcuH Wid JylioKce-
tuH) — 31,3 1 22,1 COOTBETCTBEHHO.

[TomyueHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl YKa3bIBAIOT, YTO JCIUTA-
sorpaM 10 3((HEKTUBHOCTH 3HAYUTEIIEHO TPEBOCXO-
mt CMO3CH: ¢ ncnonp3oBaHueM HIKaibl MoHTTOMe-
pu-Acbepr paszmuuus cocraBism 6,4 TyHKTa
(p<0,0001; ANCOVA; LOCF) u 3,8 mynkra (p=0,014;
OC). Ha pe3ynbTaThl He BIUsAIa KOPPEKTHPOBKA IO
noiy u Bo3pacty. Ilo mkane nenpeccuu 'amuiabToHa

OBUTM TIOJTYYEHBI CXOAHBIE pe3ynbTarhl (pasnuuns 3,0
myakTa; p<0,01; ANCOVA; LOCF).

KomuiecTBo pecnioHniepoB, cpeny OONbHBIX MPUHU-
MAIOIIUX ACIUTAIONpaM, CoCTaBsuio 73% 1o cpaBHe-
Huto ¢ 44% B cnyuae nmpuema CUO3CH (cooTHOmIEeHNE
puckoB (OR) — 4,1; p=0,0004; noructuueckas perpec-
cus LOCF); umcno mammeHTOB, NOCTUTIINX PEMIC-
cunt — 62% u 41% COOTBETCTBEHHO (COOTHOIIEHHE
puckoB (OR) — 2.,8; p=0,008; noructuueckas perpec-
cust LOCF). INokazarens NNT (number needed to
treat — 9HICIIO TIAITMEHTOB, KOTOPHIX HEOOXOIUMO TPO-
JICYUTH, YTOOBI TIPEJOTBPATUTH OJUH OTPHUIIATEIHHBIN
pe3yabTar) sl pECIIOHACPOB COCTABIISII 3, JISI pEMUC-
cuu — 5.

KonuiecTBo manueHToB, BHIOBIBIINX U3 HCCIIEI0BA-
HUS BCJICJCTBHE BCEX NMPUYMH, TaK K€ KaK U U3-3a BO3-
HUKAIOIIIX TOO0YHBIX 2P HEKTOB Teparnu, OBLIO0 HIDKE
B cydasx JedeHwus sciuTanonpamoM (9,1% vs 22,5%,
p<0,04 u 1,5% vs 16,7%, p<0,003 cOOTBETCTBEHHO).
NNH (number needed to harm — komugecTBO TarueH-
TOB, KOTOPBIX HEOOXOMMO TIOABEPTHYTh BO3ICHCTBUIO
Kakoro-nmubo ¢akTopa puCKa, YTOOBI HETaTHBHBIC
MTOCJICAICTBHS BOHHUKIIM €IE y OJHOTO JOTOJHUTEIh-
Horo 6onbHOTO) cocTaBstn 7 At CUO3CH mo cpaBHe-
HUIO C 3CIUTAIONPAMOM.

Taxum 06pa3oM, TIOITyUEeHHbBIE JaHHBIE JTOKA3aTeNb-
HO JIEMOHCTPHUPYIOT, YTO 3CHUTAIONPAM ITPEBOCXOTUT
BeHJIadaKCUH M JYIOKCeTHH Mo 3(deKTHBHOCTH U
0€3011acHOCTH TPUMEHEHHs TMPU MEepexo/e Ha HUX ¢
MPOYUX AHTUACTIPECCAHTOB. YKa3bIBAETCS, YTO OTH
pe3yabTaThl COBNANAIOT C BBIBOJAMHU JPYTUX aBTOPOB,
M3YYaBIINX MaHHBIM Bompoc [7, 9, 11, 12]. Bee arto
MTO3BOJISIET aBTOPaM PacCMaTPHUBATh ACIIUTAIIONPAM Kak
mpernapar BbIOOpa JUIsl MAIUCHTOB, HYXIAIOUIUXCS B
JIYEHUH «BTOPOTO IIIaray.
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CPABHEHME 3CLUTAJTIONPAMA U UHTUBUTOPOB OBPATHOIO 3AXBATA CEPOTOHUHA U
HOPALOPEHAJIMHA KAK NMPEMAPATOB «BTOPOI'O LWATA» ANA NEYEHUA BOJIbHbLIX C BOJIbLUNM
AOEMPECCUBHbLIM PACCTPOUCTBOM: AHAINU3 NYNA

P. B. Ilam, C. J1. J1én, H. Oewnurenb

Llenbro HACTOAIIETO MCCIEAOBAHUS OBLIO OLEHNUTH 3(P(PEKTUBHOCTD U
MEPEHOCHMOCTH ICIUTAIONPaMa B CPABHEHHHN C HHTHOMTOpaMu 0OpaTHO-
o 3axBaTa cepoToHHHA U HopaapeHanuna (MO3CH) kak npenaparoB BTO-
poro ypoBHs (IIpU OMEPAIMOHHON JeUHUIIMN «HETOCTATOYHBIN OTBET Ha
TEPAIHIO» UIIH HENIEPEHOCUMOCTh aHTHACTIPECCAHTOB) JUIS JICYEHUs OO0Ib-
moro JenpeccuBHoro paccrpoiictBa (B/IP). Bpumm mpoanann3upoBaHb
Pe3yIbTaThl BCeX MOAXOASAIINX IS TAHHOTO HCCIEAOBAHMS KIMHIYECKHUX
HCTbITaHu# 1o JedeHnio B/[P (MckiIroyaBIINX ManueHToOB, KOTOPEIM paHee
He IIOMOIJIH IBa WK 00Jiee aHTH/ICIIPECCAHTOB), CIIOHCHPOBaHHbIX Lund-
beck or Forest u cpaBuuBaromux scuutaionpam u MO3CH (Bennadaxcin
W JylnokceTuH). bbuna BbIJENeHa MOArpYyNIa BTOPOTO YPOBHS, KOTOpas
OIIpEe/IENAETCS, KAaK «IALHEHTHI, JICYEHHBIE PaHee Ha IPOTsHKEHUU 6 Mecs-
1IeB /10 HaJdaja JaHHOTO HCCIEAOBAHUS JIFOOBIM WHBIM aHTHJIETPECCaH-
ToM». B MeTa-aHanu3 ObUIN BKIIOYEHBI JAHHBIE TPEX KIMHHYECKHUX HCIIBI-
TaHu#, u 132 manuenTta GbUIM OTHECEHBI K BTOPOMY YPOBHIO JIedeHHs (110
66 nauenToB B rpymmax sciuranonpama u MO3CH). [lepBuunblii ananus
3(})EKTHBHOCTH MOKa3bIBACT, YTO MAIL[UCHTHI, JICYCHHBIC BIIOCICICTBUHI
3CIMTATIONPAMOM, ITIOKA3bIBAIM IOCIE 8 HENEIb Tepariu JOCTOBEPHO

OoJiee HU3KHMH TOKa3aTelb MO IIKalle Jernpeccud MoHTromepu-Acbepra,
10 CpaBHEHMIO ¢ marerTamu, npuauMasmuMu MO3CH (pasmians=—o6,4;
p<0,0001). Teparusi HCIUTATIONPAMOM TAK)KE aCCOIMUPOBANIACH C Ooiee
3aMETHBIM yIydIIeHHEeM KIHHH4Yeckoro cocrosHus (73 vs. 44%,
p=0,0004) u nokazarensimu pemuccuu (62 vs. 41%, p=0,0083), yem Tepa-
st MO3CH. Dcnuranonpam Takxke JIydie NepeHOCHIICS MAllHeHTaMHt, 1
Ha HEM OBUTO MEHBIIE CITy9YaeB BBIMAJACHUS U3 TEPAITHUH «II0 BCEM HPHYH-
Ham» (9 vs. 23%, p<0,04) u MeHbIIE CiTydaeB BHINTAICHUS U3-3a IIOOOYHBIX
3t dexroB (2 vs. 17%, p<0,003). BeiBox: scuuTamonpam acCoOUUPyeTCs C
Oonee BBICOKOH 3(M(HEKTHBHOCTHIO U JIyUIliel MEPEHOCHMOCTHIO, YeM
HO3CH (mynokcetuH u BeHiadhakchH), MPU UX HCHOIB30BAHUU B Kaue-
CTBE IpEnapaToB BTOPOro yposHs mirsi tepanuu bJIP. s noareepskaeHus
JIAHHBIX PE3yNbTaTOB HEOOXOAMMO MPOBEACHHE NPOCHEKTUBHBIX PAaHIO-
MH3HUPOBAHHBIX KIMHUYECKUX MCIIBITAHUI.

KiroueBble ciioBa: aHTHACNPECCAHTHI, KIMHUYECKHE HCHBITAHUS,
JICIPECCHUBHOE PAaCcCTPONHCTBO, ICLUTAIONPAM, PEMUCCHUS, CEICKTUBHBIC
MHIHOUTOPBI OOpPAaTHOTO 3aXBaTa CEPOTOHHHA, WHIMOUTOPBI OOPAaTHOTO
3axBara CEpOTOHMHA M HOpaJpECHAIINHA.

ESCITALOPRAM VERSUS SEROTONIN NORADRENALINE REUPTAKE INHIBITORS AS SECOND STEP
TREATMENT FOR PATIENTS WITH MAJOR DEPRESSIVE DISORDER: A POOLED ANALYSIS

R. W. Lam, S. L. L6énn, N. Despiegel

The objective of this study was to evaluate the efficacy and tolerabili-
ty of escitalopram versus serotonin and noradrenaline reuptake inhibitors
(SNRIs) as second step treatment (defined operationally as poor response
or intolerability to an antidepressant) for major depressive disorder
(MDD). Results from all eligible head-to-head clinical trials of MDD
(which excluded patients who earlier failed two or more antidepressants)
sponsored by Lundbeck or Forest comparing escitalopram and SNRIs
(venlafaxine and duloxetine) were pooled. A second step treatment sub-
group was identified, defined as patients treated earlier with any antide-
pressant in the 6-month period before baseline. Data from three clinical tri-
als were included in the analysis; 132 patients were identified in the
second step treatment subgroup (66 in each of the escitalopram and SNRI
groups). The primary efficacy analysis showed that the patients subsequ-
ently treated with escitalopram had significantly lower Montgomery
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Asberg Depression Rating Scale total scores after 8 weeks compared with
those subsequently treated with SNRIs (difference= — 6,4; p<0.0001).
Escitalopram treatment was also associated with higher clinical response
(73 vs. 44%; p=0.0004) and remission rates (62 vs. 41%; p=0.0083) com-
pared with subsequent treatment with SNRIs. Escitalopram showed a bet-
ter tolerability profile with lower all-cause withdrawals from study (9 vs.
23%; p<0.04) and lower withdrawals because of adverse events (2 vs.
17%; p<0.003). In conclusion, escitalopram is associated with a better effi-
cacy and tolerability profile than SNRIs (duloxetine and venlafaxine)
when used as a second step treatment in patients with MDD. These results
should be confirmed in prospective randomized clinical trials.

Keywords: antidepressants, clinical trials, depressive disorders, effica-
cy, escitalopram, remission, selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors, sero-
tonin and noradrenalin reuptake inhibitors.



