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A New Disease Activity Index for Rheumatoid Arthritis:
Mean Overall Index for Rheumatoid Arthritis (MOI-RA)
HEIDI MÄKINEN, HANNU KAUTIAINEN, PEKKA HANNONEN, and TUULIKKI SOKKA

ABSTRACT. Objective. To develop a continuous composite index of disease activity for rheumatoid arthritis (RA)
based on the 7 American College of Rheumatology (ACR) core data set of disease activity measures:
Mean Overall Index for Rheumatoid Arthritis (MOI-RA).
Methods. The MOI-RA is the mean of standardized values of tender and swollen joint counts (28,
42, or 66/68 joint counts), physical function (Health Assessment Questionnaire 0–3), patient’s and
physician’s assessments of global health and patient’s assessment of pain (visual analog scale 0–100
mm) and erythrocyte sedimentation rate (1–100). All the 7 components were standardized (0–100),
and the mean of standardized values was calculated. The range of MOI-RA is 0–100; higher values
indicate poorer outcomes. The validity and measurement properties of MOI-RA were analyzed in
169 patients in the Finnish RA Combination therapy trial.
Results. The mean MOI-RA28 decreased from 38.5 to 13.3 [standardized response mean (SRM) =
1.8, effect size (ES) = 1.9] from baseline to 6 months, compared to Disease Activity Score (DAS) 28,
which decreased from 5.55 to 2.77 (SRM = 2.0, ES = 2.8). Correlation between MOI-RA28 and
DAS28 was 0.90. When compared to the ACR response categories (20/50/ACR remission), changes
in MOI-RA versions (using 28/42/66 joints) were similar. The reproducibility of MOI-RA with dif-
ferent joint counts was 0.97. A simulation in which 15% of the component values of MOI-RA were
randomly omitted indicated an intraclass correlation coefficient of 0.98 between incomplete and
complete data.
Conclusion. MOI-RA is a simple and feasible index based on the ACR core data set of disease activ-
ity measures for assessment of disease activity and treatment response in RA trials and clinical set-
tings. (First Release May 15 2008; J Rheumatol 2008;35:1522–7)
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The contemporary approach to treatment of patient with
rheumatoid arthritis (RA) involves aggressive therapy with
disease modifying antirheumatic drugs (DMARD) and bio-
logic agents1-4. The goals of treatment are to prevent struc-
tural damage, functional impairment, work disability, and
premature mortality. As no single measure can serve as the
“gold standard” to assess patient status in RA as in hyper-
tension or diabetes, a pooled index of several individual
measures is required5. Regular assessments of disease activ-
ity can successfully be used in the clinic for guidance of
treatment1,3. Indices are needed in randomized controlled
trials (RCT) to demonstrate the efficacy of a new drug.
Payers need disease activity measurements for RA to decide

whether to provide an expensive treatment to an individual
patient.
Indices used in RCT to document the efficacy of a treat-

ment for RA include the American College of
Rheumatology (ACR) improvement criteria6 (Table 1), later
known as the ACR20 response and succeeded by higher
thresholds for improvement, ACR50 and ACR707. The
Disease Activity Score (DAS)8,9 and its modified version
including 28 joints (DAS28)10 provide European League
Against Rheumatism (EULAR) response criteria. The ACR
and EULAR response criteria are the current standards to
monitor treatment response in RA clinical trials11. Minimal
disease activity of RA can be assessed using definitions that
are based on either DAS28 or the ACR core set criteria12.
Recently, additional composite indices have been pre-

sented: the Simplified Disease Activity Index (SDAI)13 and
the Clinical Disease Activity Index (CDAI)14. Both are
based on a simple sum of the outcome measures: tender
(TJC) and swollen (SJC) joint count based on 28 joints,
patient global assessment of disease activity [visual analog
scale (VAS) 0–10 cm], physician global assessment of dis-
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ease activity (VAS 0–10 cm) and C-reactive protein (CRP is
not included in CDAI). ACR-N15, the hybrid measure of
ACR16, and other continuous indices17,18 that are based on
ACR core data set measures assess percentage change in
disease activity instead of current disease activity. Indices
that include only patient reported outcomes such as the
patient activity score19 also discriminate effectively between
active and control treatments in clinical trials17,18,20.
All indices to assess disease activity in RA have some

shortcomings. DAS includes 4 variables and it requires com-
plex calculations like square root and logarithm. Further,
DAS, SDAI, and CDAI do not include patient functional sta-
tus [Health Assessment Questionnaire (HAQ)], which is the
best predictor of most severe longterm outcomes of RA21-23.
The ACR20/50/70 response criteria as well as ACR-N15,24

or ACR Hybrid16 are based on change in disease activity and
do not allow assessment of the current disease activity and
therefore cannot be used in cross-sectional settings. These
considerations led us to develop a disease activity index
based on all 7 core set components of the ACR response cri-
teria for RA: Mean Overall Index for Rheumatoid Arthritis
(MOI-RA), and to analyze its validity and measurement
properties in the Finnish Rheumatoid Arthritis Combination
therapy (FIN-RACo) trial.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Reference population. The FIN-RACo study25 included 195 patients with
recent onset RA who met the ACR criteria for RA26 and had active disease,
and were randomized to receive either DMARD combination therapy or
DMARD monotherapy. The study has been described in detail25.

Baseline, 6 month, and 12 month data of the patients were analyzed.
Clinical assessments included tender and swollen joint counts (28, 42, and
68/66 joint counts), physician and patient global assessments of global
health and patient’s assessment of pain on VAS (VAS 0–100 mm), physical
function on patient self report (HAQ), and erythrocyte sedimentation rate
(ESR).

MOI-RA. The MOI-RA is the mean of standardized values of tender and
swollen joint counts (28, 42 or 66/68 joint counts); patient’s (GH) and
physician’s (GL) assessments of global health, and patient’s assessment of
pain (VAS 0–100 mm), the HAQ (0–3), and ESR (1–100). In ESR, all
values above 100 are replaced by value 100. Standardization means that the
effect of an individual component on the total score is equal: HAQ value
(range 0–3) is divided by its maximum, which is 3, and multiplied by 100.
Similar calculations are performed with the other components: they are
standardized to range from 0 to 100. The mean of the standardized values

is calculated. The range of MOI-RA is 0–100; higher values indicate poor-
er outcomes. If values of 1–3 components of MOI-RA are missing, stan-
dardized values are calculated from the available component values and the
mean of the standardized values is recorded.

DAS28. DAS28 was calculated with formula

0.56 × (tender joints 28)

+ 0.28 × (swollen joints 28) + 0.70 × ln (ESR) + 0.014 × GH27

Definition of remission. The ACR remission criteria were defined as: no
joint swelling or soft tissue swelling of tendon sheets, no joint tenderness
or pain on motion, normal ESR of < 30 in women and < 20 in men, morn-
ing stiffness ≤ 15 min, absence of joint pain by history. The criterion of “no
fatigue” was excluded, but the other 5 criteria had to be fulfilled.

Criterion validity. MOI-RA was compared both with ACR response crite-
ria and DAS28. Mean change in MOI-RA from baseline to 6 months was
calculated in patients who did not meet ACR20 response criteria, patients
who met ACR20 but not ACR50 response, ACR50 but not ACR remission,
and patients who met ACR remission criteria6,7.

Sensitivity to change. Sensitivity to change of the MOI-RA index was ana-
lyzed in the reference patient population from baseline to 6 months, and
compared to DAS28.

Stability of imputation. Stability of imputation is a useful characteristic of
an index when a data set is incomplete. To examine the stability of imputa-
tion of MOI-RA, a simulation was performed where 15% of the values
were omitted (0–3 of 7 measures per patient lacking).

Statistical analysis. Descriptive statistics: The results are presented as mean
or median, standard deviation (SD), and/or interquartile range (IQR).
Distributions of MOI-RA and DAS28 are represented as skewness and kur-
tosis. Coefficient of variation was calculated for both indices using formu-
la: (SD/mean value of index at baseline) × 100. Confidence intervals (95%
CI) were obtained from bias corrected bootstrapping (5000 replications).
Assumptions of normality in the baseline index values were evaluated by
the Kolmokorov-Smirnov test with Monte Carlo p values. Internal consis-
tency between components of MOI-RA was estimated by calculating
Cronbach’s alpha, and reproducibility of MOI-RA by calculation of intra-
class correlation coefficient (ICC).

Criterion validity: Possible relationship between MOI-RA and different
ACR response classes was studied using analyses of covariance. Agreement
between MOI-RA and DAS28 was tested using Pearson’s correlation coef-
ficient.

Responsiveness: Responsiveness was calculated as standardized
response mean (SRM) and effect size (ES). SRM was defined as the mean
change of the score from baseline divided by the SD of this change28. ES
was defined as the mean change from baseline divided by the SD of the
baseline scores29. CI of ES and SRM values were obtained by bias correct-
ed bootstrapping (5000 replications).

Table 1. ACR Core Set and ACR improvement criteria requirements.

ACR Core Set ACR Improvement
Criteria Requirements

Tender joints ≥ 20%
Swollen joints ≥ 20%
Patient’s assessment of pain (VAS)
Patient’s global assessment of disease activity (VAS) ≥ 20% in 3 of the 5 measures
Physician’s global assessment of disease activity (VAS)
Patient’s assessment of physical function
Acute-phase reactant value

ACR: American College of Rheumatology; RA: rheumatoid arthritis; VAS: visual analog scale.
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Sensitivity to change: To be able to include all information of the
patient population at all timepoints (baseline, 6 and 12 mos) repeated meas-
ures analyses were performed by using generalized linear mixed models.

RESULTS
Patient demographics at baseline. The reference patient
population included 169 patients with complete ACR core
set data at baseline, at 6 and 12 months; 79 patients were
randomized to combination therapy arm, and 90 patients to
monotherapy. The mean age of the patients was 47 years,
106 (63%) were women, 120 (71%) had positive rheumatoid
factor, and 83 (49%) had erosions at baseline.

Descriptive statistics of MOI-RA and DAS28 in the refer-
ence population. Descriptive statistics and internal consis-
tency are presented in Table 2. Coefficients of variation
were higher in MOI-RA compared to DAS28. Assumptions
of normal distribution were satisfied: DAS28 (p = 0.81),
MOI-RA28 (p = 0.71), MOI-RA42 (p = 0.64), and MOI-
RA66/68 (p = 0.66). The reproducibility between MOI-RA
indices with different joint counts was 0.97 (95% CI 0.88-
0.99).

Criterion validity.ACR20 andACR50 response are a change
score and not a continuous variable such as DAS and MOI-
RA. Figure 1 illustrates mean baseline adjusted change in
MOI-RA from baseline to 6 months in patients who did not
meet the ACR20, who met ACR20 but not ACR50, ACR50
but not remission, and who met remission criteria. When
compared to the ACR response categories (20/50), changes
in MOI-RA versions (using 28/42/66 joints) were similar
(Figure 1). The correlation between MOI-RA and DAS28
was between 0.84 and 0.90 (Table 3).

Responsiveness and sensitivity to change. The mean MOI-
RA (SD) values at baseline with 28, 42, and 66/68 joint
counts were 38.5 (13.6), 39.2 (13.3), and 35.6 (12.8),
respectively, indicating a decrease in the MOI-RA values
from baseline to 6 months of approximately 65%. The mean
DAS28 (SD) at baseline was 5.55 (0.98), and a 50%
decrease during the same time period was seen (Table 4).
Sensitivity to change of MOI-RA and DAS28 is shown in
Figure 2; both indices discriminate the 2 treatment arms sig-

nificantly. SRM and ES of both DAS28 and MOI-RA for all
joint counts were excellent (Table 4).

Stability of imputation. A simulation in which 15% of the
component values of MOI-RA were randomly omitted (0–3
of the 7 measures per patient could be missing) was per-
formed: the ICC was 0.98 (95%CI: 0.97 to 0.99) between
incomplete and complete data.

DISCUSSION
In accordance with theACR response criteria widely used in
RCT30-33, MOI-RA is an index based on all 7 components
of theACR core set. MOI-RA has major advantages over the
ACR20/50/70 response criteria: it is a continuous index and
it enables the assessment of current disease activity and can
therefore be used in cross sectional studies. By definition,
MOI-RA can recognize worsening in clinical status, which
is not possible with the ACR20/50/70 response criteria.
Further, MOI-RA is easy to calculate compared to other
indices that are based on the ACR core data set variables.
The content validity of MOI-RA is based on the fact that

the assessed measures are included in the highly validated
ACR core set of disease activity34. These criteria include
important domains of the disease: those valued by clini-
cians, such as joint counts and laboratory tests, and those
valued by the patients, such as pain and functional status.
Criterion validity is based on the highly significant correla-
tion of MOI-RA and DAS28, and relationship of the change
in MOI-RA with different ACR response categories and
ACR remission. Correlation of MOI-RA with SDAI and
CDAI was not studied because those indices are not so
widely used in RA studies as DAS28.
Expert rating versus response criteria to determine

whether the criteria can adequately discriminate between
patients with important clinical improvement and those
without35 was not regarded as necessary, as MOI-RA was
examined against ACR20 and ACR 50 responses and ACR
remission criteria36. In terms of responsiveness, ES > 0.8 are
considered excellent37, and ES of MOI-RA and DAS28 are
at least twice the value. The discriminative power of disease
activity index is important in RCT. MOI-RA discriminated

Table 2. Distributions and internal consistency of MOI-RA and DAS28 at baseline.

DAS28 MOI-RA28 MOI-RA42 MOI-RA66/68

Mean (SD) 5.55 (0.98) 38.5 (13.6) 39.2 (13.3) 35.6 (12.8)
Median (IQR) 5.53 (4.90, 6.17) 38.8 (28.7, 46.8) 38.6 (28.3, 47.1) 35.5 (26.5), 42.7)
Range 3.03–8.03 13.2–73.3 16.1–72.2 13.8–71.6
Coefficient of variation*, % (95% CI)‡ 18 (16 to 20) 35 (32 to 39) 34 (31 to 37) 36 (32 to 39)
Skewness (95% CI) 0.12 (–0.17 to 0.37) 0.40 (0.18 to 0.64) 0.41 (0.21 to 0.67) 0.45 (0.23 to 0.69)
Kurtosis (95% CI) 2.9 (2.5 to 3.4) 2.8 (2.4 to 3.4) 2.7 (2.3 to 3.2) 2.8 (2.4 to 3.4)
Internal consistency† (95% CI) 0.49 (0.37 to 0.59) 0.78 ( 0.72 to 0.82) 0.80 (0.75 to 0.84) 0.80 (0.75 to 0.84)

* (SD of the index at baseline/mean value of the index at baseline) × 100; † Internal consistency between components of MOI-RA was estimated by calcu-
lating Cronbach’s alpha; ‡ Confidence interval obtained from bias corrected bootstrapping (5000 replications). MOI-RA: Mean Overall Index for Rheumatoid
Arthritis; DAS28: Disease activity Score 28 joint count; SD: Standard deviation; IQR: interquartile range; CI: confidence interval.
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significantly the outcomes between the 2 treatment arms of
the FIN-RACo study.
MOI-RA results were similar regardless of which joint

count (28, 42, and 66/68) was used. In other indices, joint
counts are fixed. In DAS2810 and SDAI13, 28 joint counts
are used, and in the DAS, a 44-joint count is needed9,13. In

DAS, tender joint count is replaced with the Ritchie articu-
lar index38.
In large clinical RA studies, hard work is done to collect

data from patients. It is not rare that some data are missing.
If, for example, values of some patients’ general health are
missing, DAS28 cannot be calculated and those patients

Figure 1. Changes in MOI-RA (28, 42 and 66/68 joint counts) in patients who did not meet the ACR
20 response, who met theACR20, but not ACR50 response, andACR50 response but not ACR remis-
sion and in patients who met ACR remission.

Table 3. Correlation* between MOI-RA (with joint counts 28, 42, and 66/68) and DAS28.

DAS28 (95% CI) MOI-RA28 (95% CI) MOI-RA44 (95% CI)

MOI-RA 28 0.90 (0.86 to 0.92)
MOI-RA 42 0.86 (0.82 to 0.89) 0.99 (0.97 to 1.00)
MOI-RA 66/68 0.84 (0.79 to 0.87) 0.98 (0.97 to 0.99) 0.99 (0.97 to 1.00)

* Calculated with Pearson’s coefficient.

Table 4. Responsiveness of MOI-RA and DAS28.

Index Change from baseline to Change from baseline SRM* ES*
6 months mean (95% CI) to 6 months % (95% CI) (95% CI)

DAS28 –2.78 (–2.88 to 2.57) 50 2.0 (1.8 to 2.3) 2.8 (2.5 to 3.2)
MOI-RA28 –25.2 (–27.3 to –23.1) 65 1.8 (1.6 to 2.1) 1.9 (1.6 to 2.1)
MOI-RA42 –25.4 (–27.4 to –23.4) 65 1.8 (1.7 to 2.1) 1.9 (1.7 to 2.1)
MOI-RA 66/68 –23.1 (–25.0 to –21.2) 64 1.8 (1.6 to 2.1) 1.8 (1.6 to 2.0)

SRM: standardized response mean; ES: effect size. * Confidence interval obtained by bias corrected bootstrap-
ping (5000 replications).
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have to be omitted from the analyses. The high imputation
stability of MOI-RA provides an opportunity to include in
analyses patients with incomplete data.
A limitation of our study was that repeatability of MOI-

RA was not studied. However, repeatability of the 7 compo-
nents of MOI-RA has been studied on several occasions,
since they all are components of ACR core set criteria and 4
of them included in DAS28, both widely accepted in RA
assessment.
ACR-N15,24 is a continuous index also based on the

core set of ACR response criteria. ACR-N reports the low-
est of the 3 values: percentage change in the number of
tender joints, percentage change in the number of swollen
joints, and median percentage change in the other 5 core
set measures. Worsening of patients is represented in neg-
ative values. In accordance with the ACR response crite-
ria, ACR-N cannot be used in cross-sectional studies.
ACR-N may also be difficult to calculate in a busy clini-
cal setting.
The MOI-RA index was designed for simplicity and fea-

sibility, while incorporating patient physical function
(HAQ). Calculation of MOI-RA might be more understand-
able for an ordinary rheumatologist with limited statistical
education than calculation of DAS28. The components of
MOI-RA include all the important measures of disease
activity from both the physicians’ and patients’ perspectives.
Further, MOI-RA has advantages compared to previous
indices: various joint counts can be used with comparable
outcome, and the imputation stability is high, enabling the
use of incomplete data. The MOI-RA index merits addition-
al testing in other patient populations.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
We thank the other members of the FIN-RACo Trial group, as follows:
Timo Möttönen MD, PhD; Marjatta Leirisalo-Repo, MD, PhD; Markku
Korpela MD, PhD; Markku Hakala MD, PhD; Heikki Julkunen, MD, PhD;
Reijo Luukkainen, MD, PhD; Kaisa Vuori, MD; Leena Paimela, MD, PhD;
Martti Nissilä, MD, PhD; Urpo Yli-Kerttula, MD, PhD; Kirsti Ilva, MD;
Ilppo Pälvimäki, MD; Jari Ahonen, MD; Heikki Piirainen, MD, PhD;
Kalevi Koota, MD, PhD; Kari Puolakka, MD, PhD; Claes Friman, MD,
PhD; Oili Kaipiainen-Seppänen, MD, PhD; Per Franzen, MD; Tapani
Helve, MD, PhD; Juhani Koski, MD, PhD; Marianne Gripenberg-
Gahmberg, MD, PhD; Riitta Luosujärvi, MD, PhD; and Anna Karjalainen,
MD, PhD. We also thank Salme Järvenpää, MSc for her help with the sta-
tistics in cooperation with Hannu Kautiainen, and Theodore Pincus, MD for
his comments on the manuscript.

REFERENCES
1. Grigor C, Capell H, Stirling A, et al. Effect of a treatment strategy

of tight control for rheumatoid arthritis (the TICORA study): a
single-blind randomised controlled trial. Lancet 2004;364:263-9.

2. Mottonen T, Hannonen P, Korpela M, et al. Delay to institution of
therapy and induction of remission using single-drug or
combination-disease-modifying antirheumatic drug therapy in early
rheumatoid arthritis. Arthritis Rheum 2002;46:894-8.

3. Goekoop-Ruiterman YP, de Vries-Bouwstra JK, Allaart CF, et al.
Clinical and radiographic outcomes of four different treatment
strategies in patients with early rheumatoid arthritis (the BeSt
study): a randomized, controlled trial. Arthritis Rheum
2005;52:3381-90.

4. Sokka T, Hannonen P, Mottonen T. Conventional disease-
modifying antirheumatic drugs in early arthritis. Rheum Dis Clin
North Am 2005;31:729-44.

5. Smythe HA, Helewa A, Goldsmith CH. “Independent assessor” and
“pooled index” as techniques for measuring treatment effects in
rheumatoid arthritis. J Rheumatol 1977;4:144-52.

6. Felson DT, Anderson JJ, Boers M, et al. American College of
Rheumatology. Preliminary definition of improvement in
rheumatoid arthritis. Arthritis Rheum 1995;38:727-35.

Figure 2. Decrease in DAS28 and MOI-RA in the monotherapy (Single) and combination therapy (Combi) arm of the FIN-RACo trial from baseline to
12 mos.

 www.jrheum.orgDownloaded on May 24, 2023 from 

http://www.jrheum.org/


1527Mäkinen, et al: New disease activity index in RA

7. Felson DT, Anderson JJ, Lange ML, Wells G, LaValley MP. Should
improvement in rheumatoid arthritis clinical trials be defined as
fifty percent or seventy percent improvement in core set measures,
rather than twenty percent? Arthritis Rheum 1998;41:1564-70.

8. van der Heijde DM, van ‘t Hof MA, van Riel PL, et al. Judging
disease activity in clinical practice in rheumatoid arthritis: first step
in the development of a disease activity score. Ann Rheum Dis
1990;49:916-20.

9. van der Heijde DM, van ‘t Hof M, van Riel PL, van de Putte LB.
Development of a disease activity score based on judgment in
clinical practice by rheumatologists. J Rheumatol 1993;20:579-81.

10. Prevoo ML, van ‘t Hof MA, Kuper HH, van Leeuwen MA, van de
Putte LB, van Riel PL. Modified disease activity scores that include
twenty-eight-joint counts. Development and validation in a
prospective longitudinal study of patients with rheumatoid arthritis.
Arthritis Rheum 1995;38:44-8.

11. van Gestel AM, Prevoo ML, van ‘t Hof MA, van Rijswijk MH, van
de Putte LB, van Riel PL. Development and validation of the
European League Against Rheumatism response criteria for
rheumatoid arthritis. Comparison with the preliminary American
College of Rheumatology and the World Health
Organization/International League Against Rheumatism Criteria.
Arthritis Rheum 1996;39:34-40.

12. Wells GA, Boers M, Shea B, et al. Minimal disease activity for
rheumatoid arthritis: a preliminary definition. J Rheumatol
2005;32:2016-24.

13. Smolen JS, Breedveld FC, Schiff MH, et al. A simplified disease
activity index for rheumatoid arthritis for use in clinical practice.
Rheumatology Oxford 2003;42:244-57.

14. Aletaha D, Nell VP, Stamm T, et al. Acute phase reactants add little
to composite disease activity indices for rheumatoid arthritis:
validation of a clinical activity score. Arthritis Res Ther
2005;7:R796-806.

15. Bathon JM, Martin RW, Fleischmann RM, et al. A comparison of
etanercept and methotrexate in patients with early rheumatoid
arthritis. N Engl J Med 2000;343:1586-93.

16. A proposed revision to the ACR20: the hybrid measure of
American College of Rheumatology response. Arthritis Rheum
2007;57:193-202.

17. Pincus T, Strand V, Koch G, et al. An index of the three core data
set patient questionnaire measures distinguishes efficacy of active
treatment from that of placebo as effectively as the American
College of Rheumatology 20% response criteria (ACR20) or the
Disease Activity Score (DAS) in a rheumatoid arthritis clinical trial.
Arthritis Rheum 2003;48:625-30.

18. Pincus T, Amara I, Koch GG. Continuous indices of core data set
measures in rheumatoid arthritis clinical trials: lower responses to
placebo than seen with categorical responses with the American
College of Rheumatology 20% criteria. Arthritis Rheum
2005;52:1031-6.

19. Wolfe F, Pincus T, Thompson AK, Doyle J. The assessment of
rheumatoid arthritis and the acceptability of self-report
questionnaires in clinical practice. Arthritis Rheum 2003;49:59-63.

20. Pincus T, Chung C, Segurado OG, Amara I, Koch GG. An index of
patient reported outcomes (PRO-Index) discriminates effectively
between active and control treatment in 4 clinical trials of
adalimumab in rheumatoid arthritis. J Rheumatol 2006;33:2146-52.

21. Pincus T, Callahan LF, Sale WG, Brooks AL, Payne LE, Vaughn
WK. Severe functional declines, work disability, and increased
mortality in seventy-five rheumatoid arthritis patients studied over
nine years. Arthritis Rheum 1984;27:864-72.

22. Callahan LF, Bloch DA, Pincus T. Identification of work disability
in rheumatoid arthritis: physical, radiographic and laboratory
variables do not add explanatory power to demographic and
functional variables. J Clin Epidemiol 1992;45:127-38.

23. Sokka T, Hakkinen A, Krishnan E, Hannonen P. Similar prediction
of mortality by the health assessment questionnaire in patients with
rheumatoid arthritis and the general population. Ann Rheum Dis
2004;63:494-7.

24. Siegel JN, Zhen BG. Use of the American College of
Rheumatology N (ACR-N) index of improvement in rheumatoid
arthritis: argument in favor. Arthritis Rheum 2005;52:1637-41.

25. Mottonen T, Hannonen P, Leirisalo-Repo M, et al. Comparison of
combination therapy with single-drug therapy in early rheumatoid
arthritis: a randomised trial. FIN-RACo trial group. Lancet
1999;353:1568-73.

26. Arnett FC, Edworthy SM, Bloch DA, et al. The American
Rheumatism Association 1987 revised criteria for the classification
of rheumatoid arthritis. Arthritis Rheum 1988;31:315-24.

27. van Gestel AM, Haagsma CJ, van Riel PL. Validation of
rheumatoid arthritis improvement criteria that include simplified
joint counts. Arthritis Rheum 1998;41:1845-50.

28. Liang MH, Larson MG, Cullen KE, Schwartz JA. Comparative
measurement efficiency and sensitivity of five health status
instruments for arthritis research. Arthritis Rheum 1985;28:542-7.

29. Kazis LE, Anderson JJ, Meenan RF. Effect sizes for interpreting
changes in health status. Med Care 1989;27 Suppl:S178-89.

30. Breedveld FC, Weisman MH, Kavanaugh AF, et al. The PREMIER
study: A multicenter, randomized, double-blind clinical trial of
combination therapy with adalimumab plus methotrexate versus
methotrexate alone or adalimumab alone in patients with early,
aggressive rheumatoid arthritis who had not had previous
methotrexate treatment. Arthritis Rheum 2006;54:26-37.

31. van der Heijde D, Klareskog L, Rodriguez-Valverde V, et al.
Comparison of etanercept and methotrexate, alone and combined,
in the treatment of rheumatoid arthritis: Two-year clinical and
radiographic results from the TEMPO study, a double-blind, ran-
domized trial. Arthritis Rheum 2006;54:1063-74.

32. Kremer JM, Genant HK, Moreland LW, et al. Effects of abatacept
in patients with methotrexate-resistant active rheumatoid arthritis: a
randomized trial. Ann Intern Med 2006;144:865-76.

33. Emery P, Fleischmann R, Filipowicz-Sosnowska A, et al. The
efficacy and safety of rituximab in patients with active rheumatoid
arthritis despite methotrexate treatment: results of a phase IIB
randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled, dose-ranging trial.
Arthritis Rheum 2006;54:1390-400.

34. Felson DT, Anderson JJ, Boers M, et al. The American College of
Rheumatology preliminary core set of disease activity measures for
rheumatoid arthritis clinical trials. The Committee on Outcome
Measures in Rheumatoid Arthritis Clinical Trials. Arthritis Rheum
1993;36:729-40.

35. Singh JA, Solomon DH, Dougados M, et al. Development of
classification and response criteria for rheumatic diseases. Arthritis
Rheum 2006;55:348-52.

36. Pinals RS, Masi AT, Larsen RA. Preliminary criteria for clinical
remission in rheumatoid arthritis. Arthritis Rheum 1981;24:1308-15.

37. Cohen J. Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences,
2nd edition. Philadelphia: Lawrence Erlbaum; 1988.

38. Ritchie DM, Boyle JA, McInnes JM, et al. Clinical studies with an
articular index for the assessment of joint tenderness in patients
with rheumatoid arthritis. Q J Med 1968;37:393-406.

Personal non-commercial use only. The Journal of Rheumatology Copyright © 2008. All rights reserved.

 www.jrheum.orgDownloaded on May 24, 2023 from 

http://www.jrheum.org/

