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[NauneHTbl ¢ akHe
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Intervention [MpyHUMaAM M3OTPETUHOMH B
BMmellaTenbcTBo KOMOGUHaLMU C A€3AOPaTaAUHOM
Comparison

nPMHMMaAM U3OTPETUHOUH
BmelwatenscTBO CpaBHEHUA

noBbieHUs 3PPEeKTUBHOCTH
A€YEHMUS, YMEeHbLUEHWE BCMbllIEK

yrpem

Outcome
Nexon

BOINPOC:

OPPEKTUBHO NN NEeYEeHNEe aKHE M3OTPETUHOUHOM B KOMBUHALLMM C
AE3A0paTaAMHOM !
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llsotmtinom in Combination with Desloratadine in the 17
2 in Viethamese Patients.

comparative clinical trial was undertaken to evaluate the efficacy of oral isotretinoin alone and in
in the treatment of 62 moderate acne vulgaris patients. Patients were randomised into two groups
ied group's patient took 20 mg isotretinoin and 5 mg desloratadine per day. In the control group
day. The treatment time was 16 weeks. The evaluation and follow-up were done at week 2, 4, 8

studied group had a better curative rate than the control group (45.2% versus 22.6%). The avera
ed group was significantly lower than the control group (0.19 versus 0.94). The mean GA! ¢
rtnan the control group (3 71 versus 6.52). Acne outbreaks rate of the studled group




® LleAb: oueHKa 3pPeKTUBHOCTH
NEepOpPaAbHOIro NpMMEHEHUS
M30TPETMHOMHA OTAEABHO M B COYETAHUMU
C A€3AOPaTaAMHOM MpU AeYEHUU
yYMepeHHbIX OObIKHOBEHHbIX YrpeH



® CpaBHMUTEAbHOE KAMHUYECKOE UCCAEAOBaHME 62
NaUMEHTOB C YMEPEHHbIMU YIPSIMM
OObIKHOBEHHOIO ObIAO MPOBEAEHO B
HaunoHaAbHOM 6oAbHULLE AEpMaTOAOTMU U
BeHepoAornu B BbeTHHame c aBrycta 2017 roaa
no aeryct 2018 roaa.

® [pynna n3 62 naumeHTOB OblAa
PaHAOMM3MPOBAHA Ha 2 paBHble FPyMnbl:
MCCAeAYEMas FPYNNa U KOHTPOAbHas rpynna.

® OO6e rpynnbl A€4UAUCH U3OTPETUHOUHOM Mo 20
MI B CYTKM B TeyeHue |6
HeaeAb. KOMBOUHMPOBaHHOE AeYeHME COCTABASIAO
5 Mr pAe3ropaTapMHa eXXeAHEBHO B TedeHue |6
HEAEAb AASl UcCAepayeMon rpynnbl. OueHka u
nocaeAytouee HabAloAeHME MPOBOAMAUCH Ha 2,
4,8, 12 n 16 Heaere AeveHuUs.



AAS OLEHKM MOACYMTAAU KOAUYECTBO MOPAXKEHMM MpbILLEN,
oueHuan GAGS (Global Acne Grading System), 3anucaHbl
HeXkeAaTeAbHble 3¢ PeKTbl nocAe 2,4, 8, 12 n |6 HeaeAb AeyeHHUs.

OueHKa BCrbILEK Yrpeir BO BpeMSi A€4EHUSI OCHOBbIBAAACb Ha
NOSIBAEHMM HOBBIX Y3€AKOB MPU KAXKAOM NMOBTOPHOM OCMOTPE.
MCMOAb30OBAaHA LLIKAAQ OTCYTCTBMS BCMbIWKK (6e3 HOBbIX o4aros),
Aerkom BcrbIWwKK (<5 yseakoB), ymepeHHoM Bcnbiwku (5-10
Y3€AKOB) U Ts>KeAoM BerblwKK (= 10 yseakos).

OueHka KAMHU4YecKon 3¢ PpeKTUBHOCTU Yepes | 6 HepeAb AeyeHUS
6blAa oLeHeHa Ha:

- OTAMYHO: HET BOCMAAUTEABHbIX U HEBOCMAAUTEABHbIX
NOparKeHUN.

- Xopolwuo: ymeHblieHo Ha 2 90% oT KoAMyecTBa NOpaXKeHUM.

- Y AOBAETBOpPUTEABHOE: YMeHbLUEHO Ha = 75-90% oT koAnyecTBa
NOparKeHUN.

- YMepeHHbIN: ymeHbliaeTca Ha 2 50-75% ot kKoanvecTBa
NOpParKEHUN.

- [NAoxo: ymeHbweHo Ha <50% oT 4ncaa noparkeHUMN.



® Ha MoOMeHT Ha4yaAa AeyeHus ABe rpynnbl
MMEAU CXOAHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKM B
OTHOLLEHMU MOAA MaLMeHTa, BO3PacTa,
cpeAHEN NPOAOAXKUTEABHOCTH
3a00AEBaHUSA, KOAMYECTBA MOPAXKEHUH,
TAXeCTU 3a60AeBaHUSA U AO3bI
M30TPETMHOMHA.



Uzyuaemasn KoHTpoAbHas rpynna
Nugnkato

rpynna (n=31) (n=31) n
p
My>K4UMHa (n) 11 12 p = 0,074
>KeHckui 20 19
(H)

CpeaHui BospacT (aeT) 21,90 £ 4,1 22,06 £ 4,20 p=0,88
CpeAHss MPOAOAKUTEABHOCTb 38 74 + 34,44 43,16 + 26,62 p=0,55
3aboAeBaHUs (MecsLbl)

CpeaHuit Bec (kr) 52,32 £ 8,56 57,61 £ 9,90 p=0,186
Kon/Bo BocmaanTersHl o 5 4 4 g4 19,58 + 8,60 0=0172
MOpaXKeHUM

KoA/Bo HeBocn/HbIX 48,90 + 29,36 47 87 + 25,44 p=0,345

Nopa*KeHUu

O6Lee KOA/BO 8,87 + 35,86 68,45 + 28,95 P=0,182

NopaXkeHUn

CpeaHuin 6aan GAGS 22,90 £ 3,11 22,77 £ 3,03 p =0,869

XapaKTepucTnKa naumMeHTOB
o0b6enx rpynn Ao AevYeHHns



® Pe3yAbTaTbl Ae4eHMA
® W3meHeHWe KoAMYECTBA BOCMAAUTEABHBIX MOPAXKEHUM

® B nccaepyemMoit rpynne KoAMYECTBO BOCMAAUTEAbHBIX MOPaXKeHUM
ObIAO 3HAUMTEABHO HUXKE, YEM B KOHTPOAbHOM rpynne, ¢ p <0,025,

22.5
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n
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baseline 4 weeks 12 weeks
after after



® M3meHeHMe nokasarteas TaAXKecTH 3aboreBaHuA

® [lokasaTeAb TaXecTU 3a6OAEBaAHUS B UCCAEAYEMOWN rpynne OblA
3HAaYUTEAbHO HUXKE, YeM B KOHTPOAbHOWM rpynne, Ha4MHas ¢ 4
HeaeAmn, c p <0,05




® ODPPekTMBHOCTb AevyeHHns yepe3 |6 HepeAb

® B uccaeayemost rpynne 6biro paspeweHo 45,2% yrpen, uto
Bbillle, YeM B KOHTPOAbHOM rpynne: 22,6% c p <0,05

419
0 Excelli-~esponse
B Good response
% Medium response
— B Quite response

1 Poor response

b4
lo

Studied group  Control group

Response



® He>xkeaaTeAbHble 3¢ppeKTbI
® Bcnbiwka npbiwen

® B uccaepayemoit rpynne 4actoTa BCrbiWeK ObiAa 3HAYUTEABHO
HUXXe, YeM B KOHTpOAbHOM rpynne c p <0,05 Ha 2-1 1 4-11 HeaeAnx.
Ha [6-1 HeaeAe y 0o6enx rpynn He BbIAO BCMbiLLEK.

3 Week 16

26 AeT, )KEHLLMHA U3 UCCAEAYEMOWM Tpynnbl (M30TPETUHOMH
+ AE3AOpPaTaAMH)



® Apyrmue He>xkeAaTeAbHble 3¢pPeKTbI

® Bo Bpemsa HabaoaeHUs obe rpynnbl
MCMbITbIBAAU NOBOOYHbIE 3PPEKTbI, TaKNE
KaK CyXOCTb KO>XM, CyXOCTb ry6, sya. B
MCCAEAYEMOM Fpynre ypoBeHb 3yAa Obia
3HAYMTEABHO HMXKE, YEM B KOHTPOABHOM
rpynne (Heaeas 2: 12,9%; Heaen 4: 6,2%
npotue 64,57% Ha Heaeae 2 u 717 Ha
HeAaeAe 4). He 6bIAO HMKaKOM pa3HULLbI
MEXAY ABYMS rpyrnnaMu B OTHOLLEHUM
Nob6oyYHbIX 3PPEKTOB, TAKUX KaK CYXOCTb
ryd, CyxocTb KOXM, LUEAYLLEHUNE U
NOKpacHeHue.



® [locae 16 HepeAb AeveHUs Yy obenx rpynn BbiAm xopolume
PE3YAbTaTbl: Y UCCAeAyEMOM rpynnbl 6biA0 45,2% oTAMYHO, 35,5%
XopoLo 1 octaBaroch |19,3% yaoBAeTBOpPUTEABHO; pe3yAbTaThbl B
KOHTPOABHOM rpynmne cocTaBUAmn 22,6%, 29% n 49,1% cpeaHero
oTBeTa cooTBeTcTBEHHO. OAHAKO pe3yAbTaTbl MOKa3aAM, YTO
rpynna c Ae3aopaTapnHoM bbiaa Ayywe (p<0,05).
DKCMNepUMeHTaAbHblE MCCAEAOBAHUS MOKA3aAU, YTO AE3AOPATAAUH
MHIrMOMpYeT MeaMaTopbl BocnaAeHus, BKatovaa MA-4, A-6, UA-8,
NA- 3, npocTaraaHAWHbI, AEMKOTPUEH, TPUMNTA3Y U MTMCTaMUH
. Taknm obpasom, Ae3A0paTaAUH UrpaeT NPOTMBOBOCMAAUTEABHYIO
poAb. Kpome Toro, AesaopaTaAMH Tak)Ke YMeHbluaeT obpa3oBaHue
CKBaA€Ha, BAXXKHOrO KOMMOHEHTa KOXXHOro caAa , . B uccaepoBaHmm
Au B nccaepayemoit rpynne 6oiao 40% sicHbIx cAyqaes, 50%
YAYULLEHME, B TO BPEMS KaK B KOHTPOAbHOM rpynne 6biao 20%
4YnCTbIX NaumeHToB, 40% yAyyweHue . MccaepoBaHus,
npoBeaeHHble Dhaher SA u Jasim ZM, nokasaau Te ke pesyAbTaThl:
50% npeBocxoAHbIX pe3yAbTaToB, 39,5% Xopolumx pe3yAbTaToB B
MCCAEAYEMOM Fpynne, B TO BpeMS KaK KOHTPOAbHas rpynna bbiaa
31,6% oTAn4HbIMK, 34,2% Xxopowmnmm, 26,3% cpeaHummn u 7,9%
MAOXMMMU



® 3aKAOYEHUE: AeYEHME YMEPEHHbIX
OObIKHOBEHHbIX Yrpein NepopaAbHbIM
M3OTPETUHOMHOM B COYETAHUM C
AHTUTMCTAMUMHHbIMM MpenapaTamu
noBbiwaeT 3PPEeKTUBHOCTb ACYEHUS U
yMeHbLUaeT NobouHble 3pdeKTbl OT 3yAa
M BCMbIWWEK Yrpeu, YTO CBA3AHO C
NnepopaAbHbIM MPUEMOM U3O0TPETUHOMHA.



HaliAM elle cTaTbio B
http://www.jddsjournal.org

oratadine, when combined with isotretinoin, had a favorable effect in the treatment of moderate acnég
acne remained to be elucidated. Aim of the Study The aim of the study was to evaluate
combined azathromycm and isotretinoin regimen for seVafa acne. Patients and Mdmods




® LleAb nccaepOBaHUA: LEAD
MCCAEAOBAHMSA COCTOSIAQ B TOM, YTOObI
OLLEeHUTb 3pPeKT A0OaBAEHMUS
NEPOPAAbLHOIO AE3AOPaTaAMHA B
KOMOMHUPOBAHHYIO CXEMY A€YEHMUS C
M3OTPETUHOMHOM MPU TAXKEABIX YIPsX



® [laumeHTbl BbIAM CAYYaliHbIM 0bpasom (I1: 1)
pacrnpeAeAeHbl Ha ABe rpynnbl: |- "KOHTpOAbHas
rpynna (38 nauneHTOB) U NepopaAbHbI NMPUEM
nsotTpeTuHomHa no 20 mr 3 pasa B HEAEAIO B
BOCKPEeCeHbE, BTOPHUK U YETBEPT MAIOC
asutTpommumH no 500 mr B cy660TY,
NOHEAEABHUK U CPeAY MOCAE €Abl B Te4YeHMUE
obuiero nepnoaa |2 HeaeAb U 2- 7 rpynna
BMewaTeAbCTBa (38). naLmeHTbl) MOAYyYaAU Ty XKe
CXEMY, YTO M Bbille, MAIOC NEPOPaAbHO
AE3AOPaTaAMH 5 M YTPOM €XXEAHEBHO B TeYEHMeE
|2 HeaeAb. [TpoBoANAM HabAIOAEHUE KaXkAable 4
HeAeAU B TedeHUe |2 HepeAb, UTODbI OLLeHUTDb
KAMHUYECKMM OTBET U COOBLMTL O AOOBIX
nobouHbIX 3dpPeKTax npenapara.



Assessad for aligibity
{(n =560)

Exciudad (n =470)
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(n=441)

-Deaciinad to participata(n = 29)
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4

! J

Allocated to inlarvantion Aliocated to control
group(n = 45) group {(n=45)
-Lost © Plow-up (n = 4) for Lost to follow-up (n= 7) for
unknown reasons UNknNown ragasons
-Discomtinueaed (n = 3)
becauss treatmant was
tiresoms & langthy

! !

Analyzed (n= 38) Analyzed (n = 38)

Flow diagram 1: Flow chart of the trial show the progress of pariicipants
during the study penrod
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Data presented as (mean, percentage of reduction), (*P value significant <0.03)



® 3akAtloueHue: OpaAbHbIM A€3AOpaTaAMH
obAasaeT NpPOTUBOYIPEBbIMU CBOMCTBAMMU,
M B COMETaHMU C U3OTPETUHOMH
3HAYUTEABHO YAYULLAET TAXEAblE
NOPa*KeHUs1 akHeE U MUMHUMU3UPYET
NoboyHble peaKLMU AEKapCTB.
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