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ACR (American College of Rheumatology) tETH38E# (1997)

[Arthritis Rheum 1982; 25: 1271-77.] [Arthritis Rheum. 1997; 40: 1725.]

=

R

10.

11.

HIZE

WEERFIHE (Malar rash) : EZA S EEEALAN I, FHAZELBERELTVWEZEEH D

H*ﬁ’lﬂ\iﬂi% (Discoid rash) : BRI T, REUABHSES LOEAMAREZH Y. HUVWRERBICIIERERENEL
LGEN B D

H¢i@8 (Photo-sensitivity) : HEICXH T 2 @878 G IC £ 5 B2

OREER (Oral ulcers) : O, RMREDEE, B HE4E

BIEIZ (Arthritis) : 25 Bl E DR O IERIEMERIEIA T, A - BN - BETRITE A #5

BRER % (Serositis) : OMIEX — BfE - WIZRERE - WK, QORE - 0B - LRERE - LD 5K OWgnh
ZEEE (Renal disorder) : OFRZEM — 0.5¢/BLE £ 7133+, QMMEME, oLnFhh

HEEREE (Neurologic disorder) : DS, QMR OWLWTFhh CRF|, REME, 7 F 7Y F—3 2, BREES %K% )

mEEE (Hematologic disorder) : @A MM E M, @A MRS (<4000/mm3), ® Y > /¥BKEA (<1500/mm3), @M1/ iRk
B (<100,000/mm3), D ULg fuh

eZEEE (Immunologic disorder) : QFIDNAYLE, @FTSmbtlx, @t Y > B Hifk (IgG or IgM anticardiolipin antibodies,
lupus anticoagulant, false-positive test for Treponema pallidum), ® L g LH

EIE (Antinuclear antibody) : IIIEDBIE CEAIIC L 2 D EBR)

FEATHBEMU ETSLEE 9487 2 (MBI —HLa<eb LW)



THE 1982 REVISED CRITERIA
FOR THE CLASSIFICATION OF
SYSTEMIC LUPUS ERYTHEMATOSUS

Table 5. Comparison of sensitivity and specificity of 1982 and
1971 criteria using scleroderma criteria databank

S

Specificity:
Sensitivity: 299 scleroderma
172 SLE 119 dermato/polymyositis
1982 criteria B3% 89%
1971 criteria TR 87%

Updating the American College of Rheumatology
Revised Criteria for the Classification of Systemic
Lupus Erythematosus

1. Delete item 10{a) (*Positive LE cell preparation’™), and
2. Change item 1(0{d) to “Positive finding of antiphos-
pholipid antibodies based on 1) an abnormal serum
level of IgG or IgM anticardiolipin antibodies, 2) a
positive test result for lupus anticoagulant using a
standard method, or 3) a false-positive serologic test
for syphilis known to be positive for at least 6 months
and confirmed by Treponema pallidum immobilization
or fluorescent treponemal antibody absorption test.”

ACR 1982/1997 ¥a &%

[Arthritis Rheum 1982: 25: 1271-77.]
[Arthritis Rheum. 1997; 40: 1725.]
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SLICC (Systemic Lupus International Collaborating Clinics) %X % (2012) [Arthritis Rheum. 2012; 64: 2677-86.]
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Derivation and Validation of the sl s
Systemic Lupus International Collaborating Clinics SLICC 2012 ﬁ’*kﬁg-’-%
Classification Criteria for Systemic Lupus Erythematosus — [Arthritis Rheum. 2012: 64: 2677-86.]
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EULAR/ACR SLE##EE# (2019) [Arthritis Rheumatol. 2019; 71: 1400-12.] [Ann Rheum Dis. 2019; 78: 1151-59.]
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2019 European League Against Rheumatism/

American College of Rheumatology classification

criteria for systemic lupus erythematosus

Table 4 Operating characteristics of the new classification criteria
compared with the ACR 1997 and SLICC 2012 classification criteria in
the derivation and the validation cohorts

SLICC 2012 EULAR/ACR 2019
ACR 1997 criteria criteria criteria

Derivation
Sensitivity (95% Cl) 0.85[0.81 t0 0.88] 0.97 [0.95t00.98] 0.98 [0.97 to 0.99]
Specificity (95% CI) 0.95[0.93 t0 0.97] 0.90 [0.87 t0 0.92] 0.96 [0.95 to 0.98]
Combined (95% Cl) 1.80[1.76t01.83] 1.87[1.84t01.90] 1.94[1.92 to 1.96]
Validation
Sensitivity (95% Cl) 0.83 [0.80 to 0.85] 0.97 [0.95t0 0.98] 0.96 [0.95 to 0.98]
Specificity (95% Cl) 0.93 [0.91 t0 0.95] 0.84 [0.80 to 0.87] 0.93 [0.91 to 0.95]
Combined (95% Cl) 1.76[1.73t0 1.80] 1.80([1.77t0 1.84] 1.90 [1.87 to 1.92]

ACR, American College of Rheumatology; EULAR, European League Against
Rheumatism; SLICC, Systemic Lupus International Collaborating Clinics.
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Performance of the 2019 EULAR/ACR classification criteria for systemic
lupus erythematosus in early disease, across sexes and ethnicities.

SR Johnson, et a/. Ann Rheum Dis. 2020: 79(10): 1333-39.
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Performance of the 2019 EULAR/ACR classification
criteria for systemic lupus erythematosus in early
disease, across sexes and ethnicitieS  [ann Rheum Dis 2020; 79: 1333-39.
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Table 1 Sensitivity and specificity of systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE) classification criteria across sexes, ethnicities and disease duration

Sensitivity Specificity
ACR 1982/1997 i EULAR/ACR 2019 ACR 1982/1997 S EULAR/ACR 2019
Criteria SLICC 2012 Criteria Criteria Criteria SLICC 2012 Criteria  Criteria
Sex
Women 0.83 0.97 0.97 093 0.82 094
n=1098 0.80 to 0.86 09510098 095t00.98 0.91 10 0.95 0.79 t0 0.86 0.91 10 0.96
Men 0.78 0.94 093 0.94 09 0.96
n=172 0.68 to 0.87 0.87 to 0.98 0.86 10 0.98 08710098 0.82 to 0.96 0.90to 0.99
Disease duration
<1year 0.56 0.89 0.89 0.92 0.92 0.92
n=34 0.21 10 0.86 0.52 10 0.99 05210 1.00 07410099 0.74100.99 0.74t0 0.99
1 to <3 years 0.81 0.98 097 0.95 0.88 0.96
n=196 0.72 10 0.88 09310 1.00 092t 099 0.88 10 0.98 0.80 to 0.94 0.90 t0 0.99
3 to <5 years 0.81 0.91 0.96 0.94 0.89 0.99
n=157 0.70 10 0.90 08210 0.97 08810099 087t 098 0.80 to 0.94 09410 1.00
=5 years 0.84 097 0.96 0.93 0.81 0.93
n=879 0.80 to 0.87 09t 0.99 0940 0.98 0.90 t0 0.95 0.76 to 0.85 08910 0.95
Ethnicity
White 0.83 0.96 0.95 0.93 0.83 0.94
n=941 0.79 10 0.86 09410 097 09310097 0.90 t0 0.95 0.80 to 0.87 0.91 to 0.96
Black 0.82 0.98 0.98 1 0.92 1
n=68 0.70 10 0.91 0.90 to 1.00 0.90 to 1.00 0.74101.00 0621010 07410100
Hispanic 0.86 1 1 0.96 0.78 0.96
n=124 0.76 10 093 09510 1.00 09510 1.00 08710 1.00 0.65 to 0.89 0.87t0 1.00
Asian 0.77 0.99 0.97 0.93 09 0.91
=118 0.65 to 0.36 0.93to 1.00 0.91to 1.00 0.82100.99 0.79t0 0.93 0.79t0 0.98

Non-overiapping Cls indicate statistical significance.
ACR, American College of Rheumatology; EULAR, European League Against Rheumatism; SUICC, Systemic Lupus International Collaborating Clinics,
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Figure 1 Forest plot comparing the sensitivity and specificity of systemic lupus erythematosus dassification criteria in Women. All women (n=1098)

were included in this analysis. ACR, American College of Rheumatology; EULAR, European League Against Rheumatism; SLICC, Systemic Lupus
International Collaborating Clinics.
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Figure 2 Forest plot comparing the sensitivity and specificity of systemic lupus erythematosus dassification criteria in white subjects. All white
subjects (n=941) were included in this analysis. ACR, American College of Rheumatology; EULAR, European League Against Rheumatism; SLICC,

Systemic Lupus Intemational Collaborating Clinics.



Table 2 Frequency of criteria in early and established systemic

lupus erythematosus
Established
Early disease disease
<3 years duration >5 years

Criteria (%) duration (%)
Constitutional

Fever 12.60 15.10
Mucocutaneous

Non-scarring alopecia 294 264

Oral ulcers 25.2 179

Subacute cutaneous or discoid lupus W 1.3

Acute cutaneous lupus 34.2 445
Arthritis 28.70 69.30
Neurological

Delirium 0 0.60

Psychosis 2.10 1.40

Seizure 2.10 _5.60
Serositis

Pleural or pericardial effusion 18.90 10.50

Acute pericarditis 3.50 _6.80
Hematological

Leucopenia 39.90 ﬂ

Thrombocytopenia 41.30 35.90

Autoimmune haemolysis 18.90 19.60
Renal

Proteinuria >0.5g/24 hours 9.80 7.20

Renal biopsy class Il or V lupus nephritis 7.00 8.90

Renal biopsy class Il or IV lupus nephritis ~ 16.10 M

Antiphospholipid antibodies

Anticardiolipin antibodies or 26.60 28.00

Anti-32GP1 antibodies or

Lupus anticoagulant
Complement proteins

Low C3 or low C4 21.70 24.70

Low C3 and low C4 49.70 46.20
Highly specific antibodies

Anti-dsDNA antibody or 83.20 78.30

Anti-Smith antibody
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