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There have been a  number  of Figure 2: Rejection Rate (Campath vs ATG)
immunosuppressive agents introduced in renal Campath  ATG Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
N " y . . Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
transplantation in recent years. There is limited amcio 2008 T % 5 50 124% 12210 417 :
- = = Farney ATG 2009 16 113 28 109 65.7% 0.48 [0.24, 0.94] —._
evidence to describe the efficacy and safety of o 3 me De ememe S o
the different strategies or regimens used.
Total (95% CI) 213 208 100.0%  0.63 [0.37, 1.05] &
Alemtuzumab(AL) or campath, a humanized Total svents 30 43 o o
. . Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.83, df =2 (P = 0.40); I?=0% ! ' | '
anti CD-52 antibody has been reported by Testfor overall effect: Z = 1.79 (P = 0.07) . S
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some centers as a promising agent apart from
its cost effectiveness.

Figure 3: CMV Infection Rate (Campath vs ATG)
Methods

Campath ATG Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
A Syst e m at| C r ev' eW W a S C a r rl e d O Ut t 0 Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Ciancio 2008 > 30 1 30 38% 207[0.18,24.15] -
evaluate the Safety and effica cy of this Farney ATG 2009 9 109 18 109 67.2%  0.46[0.19, 1.06] —
. Hanaway ATG 2011 8 70 8 69 200%  0.98[0.35,2.79] ——
monoclonal antibody. EMBASE, MEDLINE and
Total (95% Cl) 200 208 100.0%  0.67 [0.36, 1.25] > 3
Cochrane databases were searched. Only Total events o o7
ra ndomlsed controlled trials where AL was i i e et 0ot 01 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z=1.26 (P = 0.21)
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Campath IL2A Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Chan IL2A 2011 1 82 4 41 26.7% 0.11 [0.01, 1.06] -
Ciancio IL2A 2008 2 30 0 30 23% 5.35[0.25, 116.31]
Hanaway IL2A 2011 22 164 13 171 56.0% 1.88 [0.91, 3.88]
Leeds IL2A 2012 1 58 3 58 15.0% 0.32[0.03, 3.19]

Total (95% Cl) 334 300 100.0%  1.26 [0.70, 2.27]

Total events 26 20
Heterogeneity: Chi?=7.87, df =3 (P = 0.05); I?=62%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.76 (P = 0.45)
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v fro i'*f-iffff-?}f th eava lla I e ’?:%ontro I Ie‘"f'f trials. Some of
these studles were under powered and contalned 3

number of confounders. More studies with larger

Figure 1: Rejection Rate(Campath vs IL2A)

Campath IL2A Odds Ratio Odds Ratio : ;

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI Sample SlZes and |0nger fo"ow up perlods are
Chan IL2A 2011 13 82 11 41 197%  051[021,1.28] —& .. :

Ciancio IL2A 2008 730 7 30 86%  100[030,331] —— necessary to further ascertain its safety and efflcacy.
Hanaway IL2A 2011 5 164 34 171 516%  013[0.05,0.33] —— : . :

e D § & i & GR GOiAm — The substantial economical impact and the
W—— s I — & possibility of steroid avoidance regimens are likely to
folevents . 66 - .. generate further interest. Several well designed

Heterogeneity: Chi*=8.05,df =3 (P =0.04); I?=63% ! ! - -
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Test for overall effect: Z=4.59 (P < 0.00001)
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