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Abstract: Psoriasis is a chronic and immunomediated skin disease characterized by 

erythematous scaly plaques. Psoriasis affects approximately 1% to 3% of the Caucasian 

population. Tumor necrosis factor alpha (TNF-α) is a proinfl ammatory cytokine that plays a 

critical role in the pathogenesis of psoriasis. Infl iximab is an anti-TNF-α drug widely used 

for the treatment of plaque type psoriasis and psoriatic arthritis. Controlled clinical trials 

demonstrated that infl iximab is characterized by a high degree of clinical response in moderate 

to severe plaque psoriasis. Moreover infl iximab showed rapid effi cacy in nail psoriasis which 

represents a therapeutic challenge for dermatologists and a relevant source of distress for patients 

with plaque psoriasis. This anti-TNF-α has an encouraging safety profi le, especially as long as 

physicians are watchful in prevention and early diagnosis of infections and infuse reactions. 

The effi cacy, tolerability and safety profi les suggest infl iximab as a suitable anti-psoriatic drug 

in the long-term treatment of a chronic disease such as plaque-type psoriasis.
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Introduction
Psoriasis is a chronic and immunomediated skin disease characterized by erythema-

tous scaly plaques. Approximately 1% to 3% of the Caucasian population suffers 

from this disease.1 Psoriasis entails a psychological morbidity comparable to other 

major chronic diseases such as heart disease, cancer and diabetes.2 The most common 

clinical variant is plaque psoriasis, occurring in more than 80% of affected patients;3 

up to 40% of psoriatic patients develop an infl ammatory deforming arthritis termed 

psoriatic arthritis (PsA).4

Traditional treatments for patients with moderate to severe plaque psoriasis include 

ciclosporin, methotrexate, acitretin, ultraviolet B (UVB), and ultraviolet A with pso-

ralen (PUVA), both in monotherapy and combination. Ciclosporin is one of the most 

effective therapeutic options against psoriasis, even though long-term treatment is 

associated with hypertension and renal failure.5 Similarly, methotrexate can lead to 

liver toxicity and pancytopenia.6 Acitretin alone is only partially effective and rarely 

leads to a complete clearance of the skin lesions. Additionally, it produces substantial 

mucocutaneous toxic effects and, similarly to methotrexate, is teratogenic. UVB and 

PUVA both require an intensive treatment regimen (about 3 times per week prolonged 

for months), reducing patients’ compliance. Additionally, PUVA has been associated 

with skin cancers.7 The use of biological drugs can be seen as one of the greatest 

advances made in the treatment of psoriasis. These drugs have a selective action on 

receptors and mediators such as tumor necrosis factor alpha (TNF-α) which plays a 

key role in psoriasis.

Pathogenesis and TNF-α
Both adaptive and innate immunity are involved in the pathogenesis of psoriasis. The 

disease is characterized by an abnormal skin proliferation due to complex interactions 

between immune cells and keratinocytes (KCs).1 Psoriatic plaques are characterized by 
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an increased skin-homing activated T cells rate, expressing 

both lymphocyte function-associated antigen-1 (LFA-1) and 

cutaneous lymphocyte antigen (CLA);8,9 CD4+ T helper-1 

(Th1) cells, the newly described Th17 cells, and dermal 

CD11+ dendritic cells (DCs) down-regulate epidermal dif-

ferentiation genes, leading to abnormal KC proliferation 

and parakeratosis.10 The disease development depends on a 

mixed Th1/Th17 immune response inducing dermal DCs and 

macrophages to express mediators that favor infl ammation 

and excessive KC proliferation, such as TNF-α and inducible 

nitric oxide synthase (iNOS).10

Several infl ammatory mediators are overexpressed in 

psoriatic lesions, but only some of these have been shown 

to be of primary importance to the disease pathogenesis.11 

Among the cytokines whose levels are increased in psoriatic 

plaques, TNF-α seems to play a major role in this process; 

TNF-α, via activation of nuclear factor-κB (NF-κB), promotes 

the synthesis of numerous cytokines and chemokines such as 

IL-8 and IL-6.12 In addition, TNF-α potentially contributes 

to the recruitment and accumulation of infl ammatory cells, 

which are observed in both epidermis and dermis, by inducing 

the expression of intercellular adhesion molecule-1 (ICAM-1) 

on the surface of endothelial cells (ECs) and KCs. Of note, 

TNF-α upregulates ICAM-1 expression on the endothelial 

surface of microvessels, even though expression patterns 

differ between arterioles and venules. In venules, TNF-α 

leads to a further upregulation of ICAM-1 expression in the 

ECs already showing substantial ICAM-1 levels on their 

surface under normal conditions; by contrast, in arterioles 

the TNF-α-mediated endothelial upregulation of ICAM-1 

correlates with a spatial variation of the ICAM-1 expression 

pattern among ECs. The TNF-α-dependent increase in the 

ICAM-1 endothelial expression produces quantitative and 

spatial variations in leukocyte-EC adhesion interactions in 

venules and leukocyte-EC rolling interactions in arterioles. 

These fi ndings suggest that arterioles have an important role 

in the infl ammatory cascade and that the spatial distribution 

as well as the expression levels of adhesion molecules in 

the microcirculation infl uence the timing and placement 

of leukocyte interactions and hence signifi cantly affect the 

infl ammatory response.13

Langerhans cells represent one of the main antigen 

presenting cells of the skin, inducing the activation of 

T cells. TNF-α is known to stimulate the migration of Lang-

erhans cells to lymph nodes and to enhance the capability 

of presenting antigen to primed T cells.14 TNF-α activity 

blockade results in a noticeable reduction in infl ammation, 

keratinocyte proliferation and differentiation abnormalities 

in psoriasis. Effective treatment with TNF-blocking drugs 

rapidly down-modulates infl ammatory dermal DC products 

TNF-α, iNOS, IL-20 and IL-23.15

Infl iximab
Infl iximab (Remicade®; Centocor, Inc.) is a recombinant 

immunoglobulin IgG1 chimeric antibody composed of human 

constant and murine variable regions that specifi cally binds 

to and blocks both trans-membrane and soluble TNF-α, but 

not lymphotoxin α (TNF-β). In vivo, infl iximab quickly 

forms stable compounds with human TNF-α, a process that 

leads to the loss of the biological activity of TNF-α.16 The 

binding between infl iximab and TNF-α has a high affi nity 

(K = 4.5 × 10−10M) leading to a temporary steric rearrange-

ment of TNF-α when it is bound to infl iximab, inhibiting 

the TNF-α from being recognized by its own receptor on 

the cell surface. Pharmacodynamic studies have shown the 

high affi nity of infl iximab that binds about 100% of TNF-α 

molecules after infusion.16

TNF-α is active as a homotrimer, but it is also found 

bound as a monomer, dimer or trimer to the surface of 

TNF-α-producing cells. Infl iximab binds to all forms of 

soluble and membrane-bound TNF-α with high specifi city. 

The concept that infl iximab is also able to at least partially 

antagonize receptor-bound TNF-α is based on the high 

affi nity of infl iximab to TNF-α and on the documented 

high association-dissociation rate between TNF-α and TNF 

receptor.16,17 Infl iximab and TNF are multivalent proteins: in 

a situation of antigen excess, one of infl iximab molecules can 

bind two different TNF trimers, whereas in case of antibody 

excess, three infl iximab molecules can be bound to one TNF 

trimer. The high affi nity, by means of the formation of large 

immune complexes, signifi cantly reduces the chance of 

bioactive TNF dissociating from infl iximab. The ability of 

infl iximab to bind membrane-bound TNF-α in this fashion 

appears to be of central importance to explain the additional 

effects on TNF-α–producing cells (apoptosis, complement 

lysis, antibody-dependent cellular cytotoxicity), which have 

been described in vitro and in vivo and have been proposed 

to play a major role in enhancing the clinical effi cacy of 

infliximab.17,18 Infliximab might lead to the deletion of 

immune cells expressing TNF-α on their surface, such as 

macrophages/dermal DCs and T cells.15

Infl iximab has been successfully used in psoriasis and in 

several off-label indications, such as hidradenitis suppurativa, 

pityriasis rubra pilaris and pyoderma gangrenosum among 

others.19,20 This anti-TNF-α drug was developed for the treat-

ment of various chronic infl ammatory disorders mediated 
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by TNF-α and is approved for ulcerative colitis, adult and 

pediatric Crohn’s disease, rheumatoid arthritis (RA), and 

ankylosing spondylitis.

Infl iximab is administered as a short intravenous infusion 

over at least 2 hours at a total dose of 5 mg/kg body weight. 

According to the label for plaque psoriasis, infusions are 

given at weeks 0, 2, and 6 at the beginning (induction period) 

and then every 8 weeks for maintenance therapy. A single 

infusion of infl iximab leads to a mean maximum serum 

concentration (C
max

) of 118 μg/mL. The mean elimination 

half-life is approximately 8.5 to 9 days; however, depending 

on the dose and the duration of treatment, infl iximab can be 

detected in the serum for up to 28 weeks.21

Clinical effi cacy
Infl iximab was tested in several clinical trials involving 

patients suffering from moderate-to-severe psoriasis, at 

variable doses of 3, 5 and 10 mg/kg of body weight;22–24 

in these studies infliximab treatment was shown to be 

generally well tolerated and resulted in a rapid and signifi cant 

improvement in psoriatic signs and symptoms from baseline. 

Inclusion and exclusion criteria adopted in these phase II 

and III clinical trials were similar. Common inclusion 

criteria were: age � 18 years, moderate-to-severe plaque-

type psoriasis for at least 6 months, ineligibility or disease 

unresponsive to current conventional systemic treatments. 

Main exclusion criteria were: history of opportunistic or 

chronic/recurrent severe infections, internal malignancies 

or severe infectious diseases detected within 3 months prior 

to the start of infl iximab treatment, drug-induced psoriasis, 

live vaccinations, clinically signifi cant abnormal laboratory 

values, previous treatment with biological agents, systemic 

lupus erythematosus, demyelinating diseases, severe con-

gestive heart failure, and non-cutaneous malignancies or 

lymphoproliferative diseases within the previous 5 years.

Patients had to be negative for latent tuberculosis, after 

specifi c screening including history, physical examination and 

purifi ed protein derivative (PPD) skin testing; with the exception 

of non-medicated emollients and salicylic or tar shampoos, 

during the entire duration of the clinical trials patients were not 

allowed to apply any other treatment for psoriasis. Conventional 

systemic therapies were to be interrupted at least 4 weeks before 

the fi rst infusion of infl iximab, whereas topical treatments could 

be continued until 2 weeks before this time.

The overall efficacy of infliximab treatment was 

commonly assessed by the percentage of patients who 

achieved at least 50% and 75% improvement in Psoriasis 

Area and Severity Index (PASI) score (PASI 50 and 

PASI 75 respectively), the physician global assessment 

(PGA) and/or the body surface area score (BSA).

Phase II studies evaluated the safety and effi cacy of 

infl iximab in plaque psoriasis at different dosage regimens. In 

the phase II study,22 2 doses of infl iximab (5 and 10 mg/kg), 

administered under a 3-dose induction regimen, were 

compared with placebo in 33 patients. Patients treated with 

infl iximab showed a higher and more rapid degree of clinical 

improvement, as measured by PGA and PASI score, than 

patients receiving placebo; at week 10, PASI 75 was achieved 

by 82% and 73% of patients who received 5 and 10 mg/kg of 

infl iximab, respectively, whereas such a result was observed 

in only 18% of patients treated with placebo (infl iximab 

5 mg/kg vs placebo p = 0.0089; infl iximab 10 mg/kg vs 

placebo, p = 0.03). The end point of “excellent” or ”clear” on 

PGA rating was achieved by 82% and 91% of patients in the 

infl iximab 5 and 10 mg/kg groups, respectively, by contrast 

with 18% of patients in the placebo group (infl iximab 5 mg/kg 

vs placebo, p = 0.0089; infl iximab 10 mg/kg vs placebo 

73%, p = 0.0019). Remarkably, patients receiving infl iximab 

showed signifi cantly higher mean percentage improvements 

in PASI score as early as week 2 (p � 0.0003), and their 

median time to response was 4 weeks. In relation to effi cacy, 

there was no clinically signifi cant difference between 5 and 

10 mg/kg infl iximab regimen, while according to the safety 

profi le the 5 mg/kg regimen appeared to be preferable.

In the second phase II study,23 the above-mentioned 

3-dose induction regimen was further evaluated comparing 

3 mg/kg with 5 mg/kg infl iximab dose. This multicenter, 

double-blind, placebo-controlled trial was designed to 

assess the safety and effi cacy of infl iximab in 249 plaque 

psoriasis patients, presenting with BSA greater than 10%, 

in comparison with placebo; another aim of the trial was 

to test whether infl iximab could safely be readministered 

to patients 20 weeks after completion of the induction 

regimen. Eighty percent of patients treated with infl iximab, 

either 3 or 5 mg/kg, completed the 30-week study period, 

while this result was achieved by only 31% of the placebo-

group patients. A rapid onset of response to the infl iximab 

administration was observed in this trial, with a total of 34% 

of patients in the 3 mg/kg group and 40% of patients in the 

5 mg/kg group achieving PASI 50 at week 2 versus only 4% 

of the placebo-treated patients (p � 0.001).

For both the infl iximab groups, the maximum response 

was observed at week 10, when 72% and 88% of patients 

receiving 3 and 5 mg/kg infl iximab, respectively, achieved 

PASI 75 score, compared with only 6% of patients in the 

placebo-group (p � 0.001). The high degree of response 
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began to decline in the 3 mg/kg group as early as week 10, 

whereas in the 5 mg/kg group it persisted until week 14. 

Five mg/kg of infl iximab was proved to be the ideal dose, 

as showed by the higher percentage of patients achieving 

PASI 75 at the end of the induction regimen.

The Evaluation of Infl iximab for Psoriasis Effi cacy and 

Safety Study (EXPRESS) was a Phase III, multi-center, 

double-blind, placebo-controlled trial evaluating the long-

term safety and effi cacy of infl iximab in the treatment of 

skin and nail disease in patients with moderate-to-severe 

psoriasis (BSA � 10%, PASI � 12%);24 378 patients were 

enrolled in a 4:1 ratio to receive either infl iximab 5 mg/kg or 

placebo; 301 patients were allocated to infl iximab 5 mg/kg 

and 77 to placebo. The infl iximab group received intravenous 

infusions of infl iximab 5 mg/kg at weeks 0, 2, 6 and every 

8 weeks until week 46. The placebo patients were infused 

at weeks 0, 2, 6, 14 and 22, crossing over in a double-blind 

manner to infl iximab 5 mg/kg at weeks 24, 26, 30 and every 

8 weeks up to week 46.

By week 6, PASI 75 response was achieved by approxi-

mately two-thirds of patients receiving infliximab and 

PASI 90 response was achieved by approximately one third. 

At the end of the induction period (week 10), the above-

mentioned goals were achieved by more than 75% and 

50% of infl iximab group patients, respectively, compared 

with less than 5% of the patients in the placebo group 

(p � 0.0001). These data showed a continuous increasing 

in the response of patients rate during the induction period; 

at week 10, complete clearing of skin lesions was observed 

in approximately a quarter of infl iximab-treated patients. 

Also nail disease was proved to benefi t from infl iximab 

treatment (Figure 1).

By week 50, 61% and 45% of infl iximab-treated patients 

had achieved PASI 75 and 90 responses, respectively; the 

percentages of patients who had achieved PASI 50, 75 and 90 

were proved to be consistent with the degree of improvement 

shown at the end of the induction period (week 10).

The decline in PASI 75 at week 50 was not clinically 

signifi cant; nevertheless, it is important to investigate why 

some patients present a decrease in infl iximab-response from 

week 30 to 1 year. Possible explanations are high levels of 

serum infl iximab concentrations, changes in serum infl iximab 

concentrations or the presence of neutralizing antibodies. In 

fact, maintenance of response appeared to be related to both 

the level of serum infl iximab concentration achieved at week 

10 and the stability during treatment. In addition, mainte-

nance of clinical response was more commonly reported 

when antibodies to infl iximab were absent, although it must 

be emphasized that failure to respond to infl iximab was not 

fully refl ected by an antibody-positive status.

Therefore, in this study infl iximab was proved not only to 

be highly effective and rapid in the onset of action, but also 

to result in long-term remission of skin and nail lesions.

Infl iximab and other systemic 
anti-psoriatic treatments
Similarly to other biologics, infl iximab is currently recom-

mended by regulatory guidelines only as second-line therapy 

for patients complying with the following requirements: 

having failed to respond to conventional systemic agents 

and/or having become intolerant to conventional systemic 

therapy and/or being unable to receive conventional systemic 

therapy due to an increased risk of clinically relevant drug-

related toxicity.25,26 Nevertheless, there is a lack of evidence 

from “head-to-head” clinical trials comparing systemic 

biologic and non-biologic therapeutic options; however, 

two meta-analyses have been recently published, in which 

biologic drugs were compared alone and against non-biologic 

systemic treatments, respectively.27,28

Based on the PASI score and by a quantitative indirect 

analysis, Brimhall et al27 compared the effi cacy of alefacept, 

efalizumab, etanercept and infl iximab for moderate-to-severe 

plaque psoriasis. Effi cacy outcomes abstracted from this 

meta-analysis were 50%, 75% and 90% improvement in 

the PASI score (PASI 50, 75 and 90, respectively) at 10 to 

14 weeks of treatment. Indirect comparison of the effi cacy 

endpoints, all similarly compared with placebo, led to the 

following decreasing rank order of effectiveness: infl iximab, 

etanercept, efalizumab and alefacept. Nevertheless, caution 

must be exercised in interpreting these results because of 

the short duration of the analyzed studies, the different 

methodologies and administration (schedules and routes of 

admission) of the four different biological agents.

Schmitt et al28 took into account several randomized con-

trolled trials (RCTs) of both biologic and non-biologic systemic 

treatments approved for moderate-to-severe psoriasis. Simi-

larly to the previous meta-analysis, improvements in the PASI 

score were compared in order to determine the comparative 

effi cacy of these systemic drugs. In all the RTCs included 

in this meta-analysis, biologic and non-biologic treatments 

were administered at the recommended therapeutic dosage 

and compared with placebo or with other active treatments. 

Moderate-to-severe plaque psoriasis was deemed on the 

basis of a PASI cut-off of 7. The non-biologic systemic 

therapeutic options analyzed were ciclosporin (2.5–5 mg/kg), 

methotrexate (15 mg weekly), and fumaric acid esters.
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By contrast, biologic systemic agents studied by this 

meta-analysis were infl iximab (5 mg/kg), etanercept (both 

2 × 25 mg weekly and 2 × 50 mg weekly, respectively), 

efalizumab and adalimumab. The rate of patients with 

at least 75% reduction in PASI was the primary effi cacy 

outcome. Absolute risk differences (RDs) were adopted as 

effectiveness measure. The authors were not able to fi nd 

any head-to-head studies of different biologic treatments 

or of non-biologic agents; the time interval until assessing 

the primary effi cacy ranged between 8 and 16 weeks. The 

most effi cacious treatment found was infl iximab (RD 77%, 

95% CI 72%–81%), followed by adalimumab, which were 

signifi cantly more effective than all the remaining interven-

tions analyzed. These fi ndings support the conclusions of the 

previous meta-analysis. Nevertheless, in a subset patients 

initially responding to infl iximab a relapse in disease activity 

was recorded after 6 months of treatment, whereas etanercept 

was shown to be more reliable in inducing stable long-term 

response rates.

Based on the currently published data, among the TNF-α 

antagonists infl iximab appears to be the fastest drug inducing 

disease remission, with 80% of patients achieving PASI 75 at 

week 10 and a sustained response among the same patients 

at week 24. On the other hand, the clinical response with 

etanercept or adalimumab administration is characterized by 

a slower onset and a steady increase between weeks 12 and 

24, leading to an approximate rate of 50% of the etanercept-

treated patients and 64% of the adalimumab-treated patients 

reaching a PASI 75 response at week 24.

However, it should be emphasized once again that the 

clinical studies included in these meta-analyses are not 

head-to-head trials; thus they do not fulfi ll the need for 

direct comparator trials and they must be confi rmed and 

strengthened by pragmatic head-to-head RCTs, lasting at 

least 2 years and comparing different biologic drugs both 

with each other and with conventional systemic treatments 

for psoriasis.

Safety, tolerability and management 
of infusion reactions
The overall safety profi le of infl iximab seems to be similar 

in all its indications. It cannot be excluded, however, that 

certain safety aspects (such as the risk for skin cancer and 

liver disease) differ with regard to patients with plaque-type 

psoriasis due to their past medical history, including previous 

exposure to UV phototherapy, methotrexate or other medica-

tions. At present, there is a lack of suffi cient long-term data 

about the safety of infl iximab in patients with plaque psoriasis. 

For the safety of this chimeric biologic, key points that must 

be included are infusion/injection reactions and infections, 

including rare but important opportunistic infections.

As for other foreign protein-derived treatments, the 

intravenous administration of infl iximab is also at risk of 

causing infusion reactions, which can be classifi ed as acute 

reactions, occurring during the infusion or in the fi rst 24 hours 

afterwards, or delayed reactions, occurring between 24 hours 

and 14 days after the infusion (for the most part after 5–7 

days).29 Acute infusion reactions are usually graded as mild, 

moderate or severe, based on patients’ signs and symptoms,29–

31 and appeared to be the most frequent reason for discontinu-

ation of therapy in clinical trials (2.8% discontinuation rate 

in all clinical trials). In the EXPRESS clinical trial, infusion 

reactions were observed in about 3% to 7% of infusions with 

infl iximab compared with 1% to 2% of infusions with pla-

cebo.24 Most infusion reactions were mild (fl ushing, dizziness, 

headache, sweating, palpitations or nausea) to moderate (chest 

tightness, shortness of breath, hypo/hypertension, raised tem-

perature or urticaria), whereas severe infusion reactions (a 

change in blood pressure of more than 40 mmHg, wheezing, 

stridor, severe fever with rigors) were rarely reported. Among 

935 patients in clinical trials, 3% had non-specifi c fever and 

chills, and less than 1% of infusions were serious, including 

anaphylaxis and hypotension.32 Acute infusion reactions to 

infl iximab often develop with symptoms suggestive of ana-

phylactic reactions (systemic reactions due to the massive 

IgE-mediated release of mast cell products, such as histamine, 

triptase or cytokines, also known as type I hypersensitivity 

reactions);33 however recent evidence seems to prove that 

most of the anaphylactic-like reactions to infl iximab are 

anaphylactoid rather than true type I hypersensitivity reac-

tions,29,30,34,35 being clinically similar to the latter but having 

a different pathogenesis (mast cells are directly degranulated 

and activated, without IgE playing any role). As for delayed 

infusion reactions to infl iximab, they clinical resemble mild 

serum sickness (rash, fever and polyarthralgias/polyarthritis), 

even if typical laboratory fi ndings have not been identifi ed.30,36 

Interestingly, the incidence of mild to moderate infusion 

reactions has been proven to be relevantly increased if case 

of infl iximab administration leading to the development of 

human antichimeric antibodies versus infl iximab, also known 

as ATI;24,29 ATI occurs in 7% to 61% of patients suffering 

from psoriasis, RA and Crohn’s disease;37 Baert et al38 showed 

in a retrospective cohort study that a high risk of infusion 

reactions can be predicted by ATI serum concentrations of 8 

μg/mL or higher. The risk of developing ATI appears to be 

linked to both the infusion schedule and the co-administration 
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of immunosuppressants. Despite the lack of good comparative 

clinical studies, there is some evidence that the formation 

of ATI is less likely to develop by loading the infl iximab 

therapy with three infusions, respectively at weeks 0, 2 and 6, 

instead of only one initial infusion,36 and by maintenance 

treatment (an infusion every 8 weeks) instead of on-demand 

infl iximab administration.39 The combination of infl iximab 

and methotrexate seems to be particularly interesting; based 

on previous experiences in Crohn’s disease and RA,40–42 the 

combination with methotrexate, especially if the regimen 

is continued for more than 4 months, signifi cantly reduces 

the immunogenicity of infl iximab and, as a consequence, 

the risk of ATI formation and infusion reactions. However 

in this case the possibility of immunosuppression is higher. 

It is also important to emphasize that there is no solid 

evidence about the effi cacy of premedication (consisting 

of paracetamol, anthistamines or steroids given before the 

infusion) either in primary or secondary prophylaxis against 

infusion reactions,43–45 although it is routinely adminis-

tered for both purposes and it might lower the severity of 

a potential infusion reaction; consequently the additional 

benefi ts deriving from the routine premedication should be 

weighed against the chance of potential side-effects, even if 

small. In case of mild or moderate acute infusion reaction, it 

is recommended to slow down the infusion or even to interrupt 

it, to infuse physiologic saline, to treat with antihistamines 

and paracetamol, then to restart the infl iximab infusion at 

an initially reduced rate. A delayed infusion reaction should 

be treated by administrating antihistamines and, if indicated 

by the severity of the situation, steroids. Mild to moderate 

reactions should not induce the physician to interrupt the 

infl iximab treatment, whereas in case of serious reactions it 

is suggested that the pros and the cons of the therapy should 

be evaluated.

In order to reduce the risk of a new reaction, besides 

a stronger premedication, other available options are: 

1) modifying the dosage, 2) reducing the rate of the infusion 

in case of a previous acute reaction, 3) reducing the interval 

between infusions in case of a previous delayed reaction,29 

4) adding an immunosuppressant such as methotrexate, 

5) desensitizing procedure (an extreme solution which should 

be adopted only if infl iximab treatment is to be continued 

despite a severe reaction).38

Infections
As an immunosuppressant, infl iximab can reduce resistance 

to infection, because TNF is a pivotal cytokine in the host 

defense, especially against certain infective pathogens. 

Infections are the most common adverse events reported 

in literature related to TNF-α antagonists. There seems 

to be an increased risk associated with TNF antagonist 

treatment for severe and soft tissue infections, for bacterial 

intracellular infections, and for granulomatous infections.46 

Tuberculosis is the most frequent granulomatous infection 

occurring under anti-TNF-α treatment; TNF-α is essential 

for tubercular granuloma development and disease 

containment, so that TNF inhibition might lead to 

reactivation of latent tuberculosis infection (LTBI). 

Therefore, potential recipients of TNF antagonists should 

be rigorously screened for tuberculosis (TB), with a detailed 

medical history, questioning about potential TB exposure 

including recent travel assessment for symptoms such as 

cough and weight loss, purifi ed protein derivative (PPD) 

skin testing and a chest radiograph. In case of a positive 

PPD test associated with a negative chest X-ray, infl iximab 

could be administered in association with a concomitant 

antitubercular chemoprophylaxis (isoniazid prescribed for 

6–9 months).47 However, this clinical approach does not 

completely avert the chance of a tubercular reactivation.48 

Interferon assay (QFT-G), being highly specifi c and sensitive 

in diagnosing LTBI,49 should be employed in parallel with 

conventional procedures, assuming LTBI in case of a posi-

tive result of any of the aforementioned assays. For the same 

reason, before starting the infl iximab treatment every patient 

ought to be tested for hepatitis and HIV serologic markers. 

Besides the tubercular risk, other rare and/or opportunistic 

infections have been reported in association with infl iximab 

therapy, such as pulmonary actinomycosis,50 Listeria 

monocytogenes and Plasmodium falciparum sepsis,51,52 

latent visceral Leishmania reactivation,53 cryptococcal 

meningitis and life-threatening histoplasmosis.54,55 As with 

other immunosuppressive drugs, infl iximab should not 

be given to patients with active infections. The value of 

screening measures has been highlighted by the reduction 

of reported TB cases in patients receiving infl iximab after 

the regular adoption of educational programs and screening 

for TB, although the role of screening is more uncertain in 

relation to opportunistic pathogens’ prevention.46

Infl iximab, quality of life
and nail involvement
Psoriasis infl uences signifi cantly the health-related quality of 

life (HRQoL) issues, including the physical, psychological 

and social facets of the patient’s life.56,57 For this reason, as 

proved by different studies, the treatment with infl iximab 

is effective even on patient QoL. Feldman et al58 in the 
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EXPRESS II study involving 835 patients with moderate-to 

severe plaque psoriasis, showed that infl iximab is associated 

with a dramatic improvement of disease severity (PASI) and 

HRQoL (Dermatology Life Quality Index, DLQI; 36-item 

Short-Form Health Survey, SF-36). In particular patients 

treated with infl iximab gained signifi cant improvements in 

both non-specifi c HRQoL (evaluated by SF-36, PCS and 

MCS) and disease-specifi c HRQoL (measured by DLQI), 

compared with placebo. Infl iximab signifi cantly improved 

HRQoL and related comorbidities such as depression and 

anxiety, underlying that a comprehensive assessment of treat-

ment effi cacy against psoriasis must include the evaluation 

not only of the severity of skin lesions but also of social and 

psychological morbidities.59

In this context 20% to 55% of patients with psoriasis 

suffer from nail psoriasis.60 Nail involvement (usually 

measured in clinical trials by the nail psoriasis severity 

index, NAPSI score) is a relevant source of distress due to its 

chronic course (characterized by fl are-ups and remissions), 

the localization of the lesions (affected fi ngernails are 

visible during the whole year, disfi gured toenails torment 

female patients during summertime) and the predisposition 

to bacterial or mycotic infections in case of nail dystrophy; 

and the pain represents a serious obstacle to daily activities.61 

Nail psoriasis has a great impact on HRQoL, increasing 

the depression and anxiety scores among PsA.61 Moreover, 

many authors have found a relationship between nail dis-

ease and PsA:62–65 there is an increased prevalence of nail 

involvement among patients with PsA. Gladman et al66 

proposed that this feature is the only one clinically able to 

identify psoriatic patients prone to develop PsA in the near 

future. Since the extensor tendon enthesis forms an integral 

supporting structure for the nail,67 it has been hypothesized 

that the anatomical proximity could explain the association 

between distal interphalangeal involvement (DIP), enthe-

sopathy and nail dystrophy in PsA.68 In this way nail pso-

riasis could represent a pathogenetic connection between 

skin and joint involvement.69 However, this assumption 

has been denied by other clinical studies, which have failed 

to find a significant association between DIP and nail 

involvement;70,71 nevertheless, in patients without PsA, nail 

disease is associated with bone involvement of the distal 

phalange (valued as erosion and/or osteitis as seen by means 

of hands and feet X-ray), and the severities of these condi-

tions appear to be correlated.72

Therapy of psoriatic nails represents a challenge for 

dermatologists. In psoriatic patients with nail involvement, 

infl iximab proved to be effective in signifi cantly ameliorat-

ing the NAPSI score after three infusions, leading often to 

complete remission by the next one/two infusions.24,61,72 The 

effi cacy is directed against both matrix and nail bed signs, and 

no signifi cant difference has been detected between patients 

with or without PsA. In case of nail psoriasis, systemic 

therapy should be adopted only if there is extensive skin 

and/or joints involvement or if there is an extremely severe 

condition such as pustular psoriasis.73,74

Infl iximab and psoriatic arthritis
PsA is a chronic infl ammatory arthropathy characterized by 

different clinical forms of joint disease ranging from mild 

Figure 1 Complete clinical response of plaque type psoriasis with nail involvement after 3 infusions of infl iximab.
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synovitis to severe erosive arthritis. The latter occurs in 40% 

to 60% of PsA patients, showing a progressive course from 

the fi rst year of diagnosis.75,76

Infl iximab has been proved to be effective in the treatment 

of PsA. FDA and EMEA have approved its use in active 

and progressive PsA. In the placebo-controlled randomized 

trials relating to the effi cacy of infl iximab in PsA, achieve-

ment of the ACR20 was established as the primary end 

point. In order to achieve an ACR20 response, the following 

clinical and laboratory fi ndings were required: at least a 

20% reduction in the number of tender joint count, at least a 

20% reduction in the swollen joint count, and at least a 20% 

improvement in at least three of the following assessments: 

patient pain assessment, patient global assessment, physi-

cian global assessment, patient self-assessed disability, and 

acute phase reactants (C-reactive protein or erythrocyte 

sedimentation rate).77 In the phase II and phase III controlled 

clinical trials evaluating the administration of infl iximab in 

patients with PsA, the rate of infl iximab-treated patients 

achieving an ACR20 response after 12 to 16 weeks was 

signifi cantly higher than the rate in the placebo group; in 

the Infl iximab Multinational Psoriatic Arthritis Controlled 

Trial (IMPACT) and IMPACT 2 trials, 65.4% (IMPACT) 

and 58% (IMPACT 2) of patients with PsA receiving 

infl iximab (5 mg/kg at weeks 0, 2, and 6, then every 8 weeks, 

1 concomitant DMARD [IMPACT] or concomitant metho-

trexate [IMPACT2] allowed) achieved an ACR20 response 

at week 16 and at week 14, respectively (placebo, 10% 

[IMPACT] and 16% [IMPACT 2]).78,79 At the same time 

points, an ACR70 response was achieved by 15% and 28% 

of patients in the infl iximab-treated group (placebo, 0% and 

1%, respectively). Of note, the clinical response to infl iximab 

was sustained throughout a radiographic assessment showing 

the inhibition of the disease progression and the potential 

property of preventing irreversible joint impairment.80

The management of long-term 
treatment
Currently no defi nite guidelines are available with regard to 

the long-term management of infl iximab therapy. However 

this information is crucial because psoriasis a chronic disease 

and as a consequence specifi c treatments are likely to have 

to be continued for a long time. Despite the lack of well 

established data-based clinical investigations into the long-

term administration of infl iximab, a dermatology expert panel 

recently reached a consensus in this issue, explaining key 

decision points about long-term moderate-to-severe psoriasis 

management and long-term infl iximab therapy.81 In relation 

to the initial level of effi cacy, the consensus of the panel was 

that an improvement in symptoms should be at least 75%. 

After 12 weeks (induction period) of treatment, infl iximab 

should be continued as long as the patient has achieved at 

least PASI 50. If the patient fails to achieve PASI 50 after 6 

months, this may be considered a “non-response” and patients 

should be switched to another treatment.

During the long-term treatment with infl iximab, a slight 

decrease (10%–20%) in PASI score can be observed. This 

trend does not indicate that the therapy is not successful any 

more, as long as the absolute level of PASI and improvement 

in DLQI remain acceptable. Until the consensus statements 

are corroborated by robust clinical data, these recommenda-

tions provide at this time reliable guidelines about how to 

manage infl iximab treatment in the long term.

Costs
One of the main limitations to the use of infl iximab as well 

as other biologics as fi rst-line anti-psoriatic agents is their 

cost. For this reason in Europe, biologics can be prescribed 

only in patients unresponsive or with contraindication to 

conventional treatments.

The pharmaceutical total cost for infl iximab for moderate- 

to-severe psoriasis after 1 year is 15,162.64. A recent Italian 

study (unpublished) evaluating the cost-effectiveness of 

infl iximab compared with the others biologic agents for the 

treatment of psoriasis showed a higher effi cacy both in terms 

of PASI and DLQI scores of infl iximab when compared to 

efalizumab, adalimumab and etanercept.

Conclusions
This review demonstrated a high degree of clinical response 

to infl iximab in patients with moderate-to-severe plaque 

psoriasis. The results showed a rapid response in onset and 

persistence over time for the majority of patients, especially 

for those who received regular infusions of 5 mg/kg 

every 8 weeks. Improvement in PASI was paralleled by 

improvement in PGA score and QoL, as assessed by DLQI 

and SF-36 scores. This anti-TNF-α agent was shown to be 

effective in the treatment of nail psoriasis, although the latter 

alone cannot be considered an indication for infl iximab. If 

nail psoriasis is recognized as an early sign of joint involve-

ment, the current guidelines will be probably appropriately 

addressed.

Infl iximab has an encouraging safety profi le, especially as 

long as physicians are watchful in preventing and early diag-

nosing infections and infusion reactions. The long-term treat-

ment should be managed based on the sustained achievable 
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effi cacy and on the specifi c demands of individual patients, 

although further clinical studies are needed to investigate 

this issue and to produce defi nite guidelines.

Expert opinion
At the University of Rome Tor Vergata, we have been using 

infl iximab for 7 years and we have treated more than 250 

patients. Infl iximab has been shown to have a rapid onset of 

action maintaining a sustained effi cacy for up to 4 to 5 years 

of continuous therapy in terms of PASI 75 and PASI 90. 

Temporary reductions in effi cacy have been observed after the 

6th year. When a loss of response to infl iximab is observed, 

we suggest: 1) waiting and monitoring the patient for the 

next two infusions; 2) if the patient shows a persistent loss 

of effi cacy, a drug such as methotrexate or ciclosporin could 

be combined for a short period until effi cacy is regained. In 

other cases reduction of the infl iximab infusion interval from 

8 to 6 weeks or 4 weeks can be considered.

In our daily practice the choice among infl iximab and 

other biologics is made according to patients and their 

disease features. Patients with signifi cant psychological 

involvement or with more severe disease are treated with 

infl iximab since this anti-TNF-α agent is characterized by a 

more rapid clinical response. In contrast patients preferring 

a subcutaneous and intermittent therapy are treated with the 

other anti-TNF-α agents.

To monitor drug safety and the risk of opportunistic 

infections, we suggest chest radiography once a year, the 

interferon assay for the increased risk of TB twice a year 

and blood exams at every infusion.

Disclosures
No funding support was received.

SC has received research grants and consultancy fees 

from Schering-Plough, the manufacturer of infl iximab. RS 

has received consultancy fees from Schering-Plough.

References
 1. Griffths CEM, Barker JN. Pathogenesis and clinical features of psoriasis. 

Lancet. 2007;370:263–271.
 2. Rapp SR, Feldman SR, Exum ML, Fleischer AB Jr, Reboussin DM. 

Psoriasis causes as much disability as other major medical diseases. 
J Am Acad Dermatol. 1999;41:401–407.

 3. Lebwohl M. Psoriasis. Lancet. 2003;361:1197–1204.
 4. Green L, Meyers OL, Gordon W, Briggs B. Arthritis in psoriasis. 

Ann Rheum Dis. 1981;40(4):366–369.
 5. Ellis CN, Fradin MS, Messana JM, et al. Cyclosporine for plaque-type 

psoriasis. Results of a multidose, double-blind trial. N Engl J Med. 
1991;324:277–284.

 6. Kuijpers AL, van de Kerkhof PC. Risk-benefi t assessment of metho-
trexate in the treatment of severe psoriasis. Am J Clin Dermatol. 
2000;1(1):27–39.

 7. Gasparro FP. The role of PUVA in the treatment of psoriasis. 
Photobiology issues related to skin cancer incidence. Am J Clin 
Dermatol. 2000;1(6):337–348.

 8. Ghoreschi K, Weigert C, Röcken M. Immunopathogenesis and role of 
T cells in psoriasis. Clin Dermatol. 2007;25(6):574–580.

 9. Santamaria Babi LF, Picker LJ, Perez Soler MT, et al. Circulating allergen-
reactive T cells from patients with atopic dermatitis and allergic contact 
dermatitis express the skin-selective homing receptor, the cutaneous 
lymphocyte-associated antigen. J Exp Med. 1995;181(5):1935–1940.

10. Lowes MA, Kikuchi T, Fuentes-Duculan J, et al. Psoriasis vulgaris 
lesions contain discrete populations of Th1 and Th17 T cells. J Invest 
Dermatol. 2008;128(5):1207–1211.

11. Nickoloff BJ, Xin H, Nestle FO, Qin JZ. The cytokine and chemokine 
network in psoriasis. Clin Dermatol. 2007;25(6):568–573.

12. Barnes PJ, Karin M. Nuclear factor-kappaB: a pivotal transcription factor 
in chronic infl ammatory disease. N Engl J Med. 1997;336:1066–1072.

13. Sumagin R, Sarelius IH. TNF-alpha activation of arterioles and 
venules alters distribution and levels of ICAM-1 and affects leukocyte-
endothelial cell interactions. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 
2006;291(5):H2116–H2125.

14. Kimber I, Cumberbatch M, Dearman RJ, Bhushan M, Griffi ths CEM. 
Cytokines and chemokines in the initiation and regulation of epidermal 
Langerhans cell mobilization. Br J Dermatol. 2000;142:401–412.

15. Zaba LC, Cardinale I, Gilleaudeau P, et al. Amelioration of epider-
mal hyperplasia by TNF inhibition is associated with reduced Th17 
responses. J Exp Med. 2007;204(13):3183–3194.

16. Scallon BJ, Moore MA, Trinh H, Knight DM, Ghrayeb J. Chimeric 
anti-TNF-a monoclonal antibody cA2 binds recombinant transmem-
brane TNF-a and activates immune effector functions. Cytokine. 
1995;7:251–259.

17. Kleyn CE, Griffi ths CE. Infl iximab for the treatment of psoriasis. Expert 
Opin Biol Ther. 2006;6(8):797–805.

18. Di Sabatino A, Ciccocioppo R, Cinque B, et al. Defective mucosal 
T cell death is sustainably reverted by infl iximab in a caspase dependent 
pathway in Crohn’s disease. Gut. 2004;53:70–77.

19. Graves JE, Nunley K, Heffernan MP. Off-label uses of biologics 
in dermatology: rituximab, omalizumab, infliximab, etanercept, 
adalimumab, efalizumab, and alefacept (part 2 of 2). J Am Acad 
Dermatol. 2007;56:55–79.

20. Ruzzetti M, Saraceno R, Carboni I, Papoutsaki M, Chimenti S. Type III 
juvenile pityriasis rubra pilaris: a successful treatment with infl iximab. 
J Eur Acad Dermatol Venereol. 2008;22(1):117–118.

21. Mössner R, Schön MP, Reich K. Tumor necrosis factor antagonists in 
the therapy of psoriasis. Clin Dermatol. 2008;26(5):486–502.

22. Chaudhari U, Romano P, Mulcahy LD, et al. Effi cacy and safety of 
infl iximab monotherapy for plaque-type psoriasis: a randomized trial. 
Lancet. 2001;357:1842–1847.

23. Gottlieb AB, Chaudari U, Mulcahy LD, et al. Infl iximab monotherapy 
provides rapid and substantial benefi t for plaque-type psoriasis. J Am 
Acad Dermatol. 2003;48:829–835.

24. Reich K, Nestle FO, Papp K, et al. Infl iximab induction and mainte-
nance therapy for moderate-to-severe psoriasis: a phase III, multicentre, 
double-blind trial. Lancet. 2005;366:1367–1374.

25. Smith CH, Anstey AV, Barker JN, et al. British Association of 
Dermatologists guidelines for use of biological interventions in psoriasis 
2005. Br J Dermatol. 2005;153(3):486–497.

26. Stein KR, Pearce DJ, Feldman SR. The impact of biologics on the 
quality of life of psoriasis patients and the economics of psoriasis care. 
Semin Cutan Med Surg. 2005;24(1):52–57.

27. Brimhall AK, King LN, Licciardone JC, Jacobe H, Menter A. Safety and 
effi cacy of alefacept, efalizumab, etanercept and infl iximab in treating 
moderate to severe plaque psoriasis: a meta-analysis of randomized 
controlled trials. Br J Dermatol. 2008;159(2):274–285.

28. Schmitt J, Zhang Z, Wozel G, Meurer M, Kirch W. Effi cacy and toler-
ability of biologic and nonbiologic systemic treatments for moderate-
to-severe psoriasis: meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. 
Br J Dermatol. 2008;159(3):513–526.

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)



Clinical, Cosmetic and Investigational Dermatology 2009:236

Saraceno et al

29. Cheifetz A, Mayer L. Monoclonal antibodies, immunogenicity, and 
associated infusion reactions. Mt Sinai J Med. 2005;72:250–256.

30. Cheifetz A, Smedley M, Martin S, et al. The incidence and management 
of infusion reactions to infl iximab: a large center experience. Am J 
Gastroenterol. 2003;98(6):1315–1324.

31. Gottlieb AB, Evans R, Li S, et al. Infl iximab induction therapy for 
patients with severe plaque-type psoriasis: a randomized, double-blind, 
placebo-controlled trial. J Am Acad Dermatol. 2004;51(4):534–542.

32. Desai SB, Furst DE. Problems encountered during anti-tumour necrosis 
factor therapy. Best Pract Res Clin Rheumatol. 2006;20(4):757–790.

33. Puchner TC, Kugathasan S, Kelly KJ, Binion DG. Successful desensi-
tization and therapeutic use of infl iximab in adult and pediatric Crohn’s 
disease patients with prior anaphylactic reaction. Infl amm Bowel Dis. 
2001;7(1):34–37.

34. Duburque C, Lelong J, Iacob R, et al. Successful induction of tolerance 
to infl iximab in patients with Crohn’s disease and prior severe infusion 
reactions. Aliment Pharmacol Ther. 2006;24(5):851–858.

35. Lequerré T, Vittecoq O, Klemmer N, et al. Management of infusion 
reactions to infl iximab in patients with rheumatoid arthritis or spondy-
loarthritis: experience from an immunotherapy unit of rheumatology. 
J Rheumatol. 2006;33(7):1307–1314.

36. Candon S, Mosca A, Ruemmele F, Goulet O, Chatenoud L, Cézard JP. 
Clinical and biological consequences of immunization to infl iximab in 
pediatric Crohn’s disease. Clin Immunol. 2006;118(1):11–19.

37. Lecluse LL, Piskin G, Mekkes JR, Bos JD, de Rie MA. Review and 
expert opinion on prevention and treatment of infl iximab-related infu-
sion reactions. Br J Dermatol. 2008;159(3):527–536.

38. Baert F, Noman M, Vermeire S, et al. Infl uence of immunogenicity on 
the long-term effi cacy of infl iximab in Crohn’s disease. N Engl J Med. 
2003;348(7):601–608.

39. Hanauer SB, Wagner CL, Bala M, et al. Incidence and importance 
of antibody responses to infl iximab after maintenance or episodic 
treatment in Crohn’s disease. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2004;2(7):
542–553.

40. Kapetanovic MC, Larsson L, Truedsson L, Sturfelt G, Saxne T, Geborek P. 
Predictors of infusion reactions during infl iximab treatment in patients 
with arthritis. Arthritis Res Ther. 2006;8(4):R131.

41. Vermeire S, Noman M, Van Assche G, Baert F, D’Haens G, Rutgeerts P. 
Effectiveness of concomitant immunosuppressive therapy in suppress-
ing the formation of antibodies to infl iximab in Crohn’s disease. Gut. 
2007;56(9):1226–1231.

42. Crandall WV, Mackner LM. Infusion reactions to infl iximab in children 
and adolescents: frequency, outcome and a predictive model. Aliment 
Pharmacol Ther. 2003;17(1):75–84.

43. Farrell RJ, Alsahli M, Jeen YT, Falchuk KR, Peppercorn MA, Michetti P. 
Intravenous hydrocortisone premedication reduces antibodies to infl ix-
imab in Crohn’s disease: a randomized controlled trial. Gastroenterology. 
2003;124(4):917–924.

44. Sany J, Kaiser MJ, Jorgensen C, Trape G. Study of the tolerance of 
infl iximab infusions with or without betamethasone premedication 
in patients with active rheumatoid arthritis. Ann Rheum Dis. 
2005;64(11):1647–1649.

45. Jacobstein DA, Markowitz JE, Kirschner BS, et al. Premedication and 
infusion reactions with infl iximab: results from a pediatric infl ammatory 
bowel disease consortium. Infl amm Bowel Dis. 2005;11(5):442–446.

46. Saraceno R, Chimenti S. How to manage infections in the era of 
biologics? Dermatol Ther. 2008;21(3):180–186.

47. American Thoracic Society. Targeted tuberculin testing and treat-
ment of latent tuberculosis infection. MMWR Recomm Rep. 2000;
49(RR-6):1–51.

48. Raychaudhuri S, Shmerling R, Ermann J, Helfgott S. Development of 
active tuberculosis following initiation of infl iximab despite appropriate 
prophylaxis. Rheumatology (Oxford). 2007;46(5):887–888.

49. Takahashi H, Shigehara K, Yamamoto M, et al. Interferon gamma 
assay for detecting latent tuberculosis infection in rheumatoid arthritis 
patients during infl iximab administration. Rheumatol Int. 2007;27(12):
1143–1148.

50. Cohen RD, Bowie WR, Enns R, Flint J, Fitzgerald JM. Pulmonary 
actinomycosis complicating infl iximab therapy for Crohn’s disease. 
Thorax. 2007;62(11):1013–1014.

51. Kesteman T, Yombi JC, Gigi J, Durez P. Listeria infections associated with 
infl iximab: case reports. Clin Rheumatol. 2007;26(12):2173–2175.

52. Geraghty EM, Ristow B, Gordon SM, Aronowitz P. Overwhelming 
parasitemia with Plasmodium falciparum infection in a patient receiving 
infl iximab therapy for rheumatoid arthritis. Clin Infect Dis. 2007;44(10):
e82–e84.

53. Tektonidou MG, Skopouli FN. Visceral leishmaniasis in a patient with 
psoriatic arthritis treated with infl iximab: reactivation of a latent infec-
tion? Clin Rheumatol. 2008;27(4):541–542.

54. Muñoz P, Giannella M, Valerio M, et al. Cryptococcal meningitis 
in a patient treated with infl iximab. Diagn Microbiol Infect Dis. 
2007;57(4):443–446.

55. Lee JH, Slifman NR, Gershon SK, et al. Life-threatening histoplas-
mosis complicating immunotherapy with tumor necrosis factor alpha 
antagonists infl iximab and etanercept. Arthritis Rheum. 2002;46(10):
2565–2570.

56. Rapp SR, Feldman SR. The promise and challenge of new biological 
treatments for psoriasis: how do they impact quality of life? Dermatol 
Ther. 2004;17:376–382.

57. Fortune DG, Main CJ, O’Sullivan TM, Griffi ths CE. Quality of life 
in patients with psoriasis: the contribution of clinical variables and 
psoriasis-specifi c stress. Br J Dermatol. 1997;137:755–760.

58. Feldman SR, Gottlieb AB, Bala M, et al. Infl iximab improves health-
related quality of life in the presence of comorbidities among patients 
with moderate-to-severe psoriasis. Br J Dermatol. 2008;159:704–710.

59. Kimball AB, Jacobson C, Weiss S, Vreeland MG, Wu Y. The psycho-
social burden of psoriasis. Am J Clin Dermatol. 2005;6(6):383–392.

60. Rigopoulos D, Gregoriou S, Stratigos A, et al. Evaluation of the effi cacy 
and safety of infl iximab on psoriatic nails: an unblinded, nonrandom-
ized, open-label study. Br J Dermatol. 2008;159(2):453–456.

61. De Jong EM, Seegers BA, Gulinck MK, Boezeman JB, van de Kerkhof 
PC. Psoriasis of the nails associated with disability in a large number of 
patients: results of a recent interview with 1,728 patients. Dermatology. 
1996;193(4):300–303.

62. Cohen MR, Reda DJ, Clegg DO. Baseline relationships between psoriasis 
and psoriatic arthritis: analysis of 221 patients with active psoriatic arthritis. 
Department of Veterans Affairs Cooperative Study Group on Seronegative 
Spondyloarthropathies. J Rheumatol. 1999;26(8):1752–1756.

63. Jones SM, Armas JB, Cohen MG, Lovell CR, Evison G, McHugh NJ. 
Psoriatic arthritis: outcome of disease subsets and relationship of joint 
disease to nail and skin disease. Br J Rheumatol. 1994;33(9):834–839.

64. Baker H, Golding DN, Thompson. The nails in psoriatic arthritis. Br J 
Dermatol. 1964;76:549–654.

65. Wright V, Roberts MC, Hill AG. Dermatological manifestations 
in psoriatic arthritis: a follow-up study. Acta Derm Venereol. 
1979;59(3):235–240.

66. Gladman DD, Shuckett R, Russell ML, Thorne JC, Schachter RK. 
Psoriatic arthritis (PSA) – an analysis of 220 patients. Q J Med. 
1987;62(238):127–141.

67. Tan AL, Benjamin M, Toumi H, et al. The relationship between the 
extensor tendon enthesis and the nail in distal interphalangeal joint 
disease in psoriatic arthritis – a high-resolution MRI and histological 
study. Rheumatology (Oxford). 2007;46(2):253–256.

68. Kane D, Stafford L, Bresnihan B, FitzGerald O. A classifi cation study 
of clinical subsets in an inception cohort of early psoriatic periph-
eral arthritis – ‘DIP or not DIP revisited’. Rheumatology (Oxford). 
2003;42(12):1469–1476.

69. Williamson L, Dalbeth N, Dockerty JL, Gee BC, Weatherall R,
Wordsworth BP. Extended report: nail disease in psoriatic 
arthritis – clinically important, potentially treatable and often over-
looked. Rheumatology (Oxford). 2004;43(6):790–794.

70. Scarpa R, Manguso F, Oriente A, Peluso R, Atteno M, Oriente P. Is 
the involvement of the distal interphalangeal joint in psoriatic patients 
related to nail psoriasis? Clin Rheumatol. 2004;23(1):27–30.

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)



Clinical, Cosmetic and Investigational Dermatology 2009:2 37

Infl iximab and psoriasis

71. Serarslan G, Güler H, Karazincir S. The relationship between nail- and 
distal phalangeal bone involvement severity in patients with psoriasis. 
Clin Rheumatol. 2007;26(8):1245–1247.

72. Bianchi L, Bergamin A, de Felice C, Capriotti E, Chimenti S. Remission 
and time of resolution of nail psoriasis during infl iximab therapy. J Am 
Acad Dermatol. 2005;52(4):736–737.

73. Lawry M. Biological therapy and nail psoriasis. Dermatol Ther. 
2007;20(1):60–67.

74. Cassell S, Kavanaugh AF. Therapies for psoriatic nail disease. 
A systematic review. J Rheumatol. 2006;33(7):1452–1456.

75. Taylor WJ. Epidemiology of psoriatic arthritis. Curr Opin Rheumatol. 
2002;14(2):98–103.

76. McHugh NJ, Balachrishnan C, Jones SM. Progression of peripheral joint 
disease in psoriatic arthritis: a 5-yr prospective study. Rheumatology. 
2003;42(6):778–783.

77. Felson DT, Anderson JJ, Boers M, et al. American College of Rheuma-
tology. Preliminary defi nition of improvement in rheumatoid arthritis. 
Arthritis Rheum. 1995;38(6):727–735.

78. Antoni CE, Kavanaugh A, Kirkham B, et al. Sustained benefi ts of 
infl iximab therapy for dermatologic and articular manifestations of 
psoriatic arthritis: results from the infl iximab multinational psoriatic 
arthritis controlled trial (IMPACT). Arthritis Rheum. 2005;52(4):
1227–1236.

79. Antoni C, Krueger GG, de Vlam K, et al. IMPACT 2 Trial Investigators. 
Infl iximab improves signs and symptoms of psoriatic arthritis: results 
of the IMPACT 2 trial. Ann Rheum Dis.2005;64(8):1150–1157.

80. Kavanaugh A, Antoni CE, Gladman D, et al. The Infliximab 
Multinational Psoriatic Arthritis Controlled Trial (IMPACT): results 
of radiographic analyses after 1 year. Ann Rheum Dis. 2006;65(8):
1038–1043.

81. Reich K, Griffi ths C, Barker J, et al. Recommendations for the long-
term treatment of psoriasis with infl iximab: a dermatology expert group 
consensus. Dermatology. 2008;217(3):268–275.

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)



Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


