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Abstract. — OBJECTIVE: To evaluate the clin-
ical efficacy between tenecteplase (TNK) and al-
teplase (rt-PA). Furthermore, suitable dosage of
TNK in cerebral arterial thrombosis treatment
was explored.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: The studies met
with the predefined selection criteria were se-
lected for the present study. The quality of each
study was evaluated by Cochrane quality evalu-
ation. The outcome indexes including early ma-
jor neurological improvement (MNI), excellent
recovery, good recovery, recanalization at 24
hours-complete or partial, symptomatic intracra-
nial hemorrhage, any parenchymal hematoma
and deaths were analyzed by using RevMan and
Stata statistical software, under a random-ef-
fects model or a fixed-effects model. The safety
and efficacy between TNK and rt-PA were inves-
tigated. Furthermore, the clinical efficacy out-
comes between different dosages of TNK were
evaluated. Sensitivity analysis was performed to
evaluate the reliability.

RESULTS: A total of 6 studies were enrolled
for the present study. Compared with the 0.1
mg/kg TNK group, 0.25 mg/kg TNK group had a
significantly better MNI (RR = 0.66, 95% ClI: [0.49,
0.88], p = 0.005) and excellent recovery (RR =
0.71, 95% CI: [0.53, 0.95], p = 0.02). TNK group
achieved an increased MNI (RR = 1.59, 95% CI:
[1.08, 2.34], p = 0.02) and a reduced parenchymal
hematoma (RR = 0.26, 95% CI: [0.10, 0.71], p =
0.009) than rt-PA group.

CONCLUSIONS: Compared with rt-PA, TNK
could better improve the major neurological
function. TNK 0.25 mg/kg had a better clinical
treatment effect than TNK 0.1 mg/kg.
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Introduction

Cerebral arterial thrombosis (ischemic stroke)
is characterized by the sudden loss of blood cir-
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culation to some part of the brain, which further
leads to the loss of neurologic function'?. Is-
chemic stroke remains a leading cause of mor-
bidity and mortality worldwide®. Systemic
thrombolysis with recombinant tissue plasmino-
gen activator is the first therapy that has been
proven to be effective in ischemic stroke*’. For a
long time, alteplase (rt-PA, recombinant tissue
plasminogen activator) has been widely used for
the treatment of ischemic stroke®. Additionally,
thrombolysis with intravenous rt-PA has been
proven as an effective treatment for patients with
ischemic stroke in various studies’®. Although rt-
PA is considered to be safe and effective, it also
has several side effects®. The increasing use of rt-
PA in ischemic stroke has resulted in some com-
plications like lingual angioedema'®. Thus, novel
thrombolytic therapy is needed.

Tenecteplase (TNK), the genetically engi-
neered variant of rt-PA, is a tissue plasminogen
activator (tPA) produced by recombinant DNA
technology using an established mammalian cell
line!!. A previous study'? shows that TNK and rt-
PA are equivalent for 30-day mortality in clinical
therapy. The preclinical study'® suggests that
TNK has a better pharmacological profile than
rt-PA. Parsons et al'! indicate that TNK is associ-
ated with significantly better reperfusion and
clinical outcomes than rt-PA. However, since the
small sample size and lack of large scale of clini-
cal outcomes comparison in previous studies, the
effect and safety between TNK and rt-PA are
still controversial. Although TNK and rt-PA
have the same mechanism of action, the proper-
ties of TNK (like rapid single-bolus administra-
tion) make it a seemingly more advantageous
thrombolytic'*. Several clinical studies'''* have
proved the safety, feasibility, and efficacy of
TNK in ischemic stroke. However, there are
some controversies on the different doses of
TNK in clinical treatment. Parsons et al'* believe



Y. Zhang, J. Hou, L.-Y. Wang

that 0.1 mg/kg TNK has significant biologic effi-
cacy in acute ischemic stroke. Haley et al'® indi-
cate that TNK doses of 0.1 to 0.4 mg/kg are safe
in ischemic stroke. In the treatment of acute low-
er-limb ischemia, the TNK 0.25 mg/h and TNK
0.125 mg/h have the similar success and compli-
cation rates. Therefore, the effect and safety
comparison between TNK and rt-PA based on
clinical outcomes are needed to guide the further
application of TNK in ischemic stroke treatment.

In the present study, a meta-analysis was
performed based on the collection of all TNK-
related study on the treatment of ischemic
stroke. A comprehensive assessment of clinical
treatment effect of TNK would be performed
via evaluation of the indexes like neurological
function scores, the mortality, the occurrence
of intracranial hemorrhage rate and adverse re-
action. Furthermore, the optimal dose of TNK
was also investigated.

Materials and Methods

Data Sources and Search Strateqgy

A comprehensive search in bibliographic data-
bases (PubMed, Embase, Cochrane Library)
were conducted to identify relevant studies. The
searching strategy was “tenecteplase” AND
“cerebral infarction” OR “ischemia stroke”. The
studies were restricted to English publications.
The retrieval time for the present study was up to
September 2015. Manual searches were used for
screening and selection of other eligible studies.

Study Selection

The inclusion criteria for the present meta-
analysis were: (1) clinical trial studies of is-
chemic stroke treated with TNK; (2) at least one
of the following outcomes was included: mortali-
ty rate, adverse reaction, occurrence of brain is-
chemia and the neurological functional scores;
(3) studies were published in English. Studies
with incomplete or unavailable data, or the litera-
ture reviews, letters, comments and repeat publi-
cations were excluded.

Data Extraction and Quality Assessment
Two investigators independently extracted the
information from all selected studies. A consen-
sus on all items was reached via discussion with
a third investigator and reexamination. The fol-
lowing data informations were extracted from
each eligible study: name of first author, year of

publication, study type, country (or area), study
time, case characteristics, standard of functional
score, the number of cases and age of subjects,
and outcomes of the present meta-analysis.

Methodological quality assessment of the in-
cluded studies were based on the guidelines of
Cochrane!’, an official document that describes
in detail the process of preparing and maintain-
ing Cochrane systematic reviews on the effects
of healthcare interventions. The standard criteria
of Cochrane were: random sequence generation,
allocation concealment, blinding of participants
and personnel, blinding of outcome assessment,
incomplete outcome data, selective reporting,
and other bias.

Outcome Indexes for the
Present Meta-Analysis

Efficacy clinical outcomes, imaging efficacy
outcomes, and safety outcomes were involved
in the evaluation of the present meta-analysis.
Efficacy clinical outcomes included: (1) early
major neurological improvement (MNI, im-
provement in acute-24 h National Institutes of
Health Stroke Scale score of = 8 points); (2)
excellent recovery (modified Rankin Scale
score of 0-1 at day 90), and (3) good recovery
(modified Rankin Scale score of 0-2 at day 90).
Imaging efficacy outcomes referred to recanal-
ization at 24 hours-complete or partial [com-
plete recanalization was defined as normal flow
at 24 hours; partial recanalization was defined
as any improvement in flow (excepting return
to normal)]. Safety outcomes included: (1)
symptomatic intracranial hemorrhage (large
parenchymal hematoma combined with a sig-
nificant clinical deterioration of = 4 points on
the National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale at
24 hours); (2) any parenchymal hematoma
(large or small parenchymal hematoma), and
(3) deaths (mortality at 30 days).

Statistical Analysis

Stata 12.0 (STATA, College Station, TX, USA)
and RevMan 5.3 statistical software (Cochrane
Collaboration, http://ims.cochrane.org/revman)
were used for the statistical analysis. Since all the
outcomes of this meta-analysis were dichoto-
mous data, the combined effect size was evaluat-
ed by the relative ratio (RR) and 95% confidence
interval (CI). The tests for heterogeneity were
performed using Cochran’s Q statistic and I?
test'®. The random effects model was applied if
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significant heterogeneity was found (p < 0.05 or
I > 50%). Otherwise, the fixed effects model
was used if there was no statistical heterogeneity
(p = 0.05 or I < 50%). In the comparison of
TNK with rt-PA, the sub-group analysis strati-
fied by different doses of TNK was performed.
Furthermore, sensitivity analysis via eliminating
a study at one time was performed to evaluate
the reliability of the present meta-analysis based
on Stata 12.0 software.

Results

Included Studies with
Their Characteristics

Through database searches and manual search-
es, the present meta-analysis initially retrieved
192 studies (Figure 1), from which the duplica-
tions (n = 56); studies unrelated to the research
topics (n = 43); other meta-analysis or reviews (n
= 60) were removed. The remaining 33 studies

Literatures searched, n=192
PubMed, n=44;
Embase, n=128;

Cochrane library, n=20

Excluded duplicates, n=56

Articles screened for titles, n=136

Excluded, n=103
Reviews, letters, and meeting

abstracts, n=60
Complete
n=43

irrelevant  articles,

Articles screened for abstracts, n=33

Excluded, n=18
14 were not ischemia stroke

2 were not about TNK vs. others
2 was protocol

Articles screened for full-texts, n=15

Excluded, n=9
5  were
infarction

about  myocardial

3 were repeated reported
1 was without required outcomes

Figure 1. Flow chart
of study selection pro- n=6

Articles included in further Meta-analysis,

cedure.
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were reviewed, and 17 additional studies were
excluded via abstract reading due to that they
were studies not involving ischemia stroke (n =
14), or not mentioning the comparison of TNK
vs. others (n = 2), and that two were just proto-
cols. Subsequently, through full-text reading, the
irrelevant studies including studies about my-
ocardial infarction (n = 5), or without the re-
quired outcomes (n = 1), or are repeated reported
(n = 3), were further excluded. Finally, a total of
6 eligible studies with sufficient data were en-
rolled for the present meta-analysis'>1923,

There were 3 studies concerned the different
doses of TNK (0.1 mg/kg, 0.25 mg/kg and 0.4
mg/kg), and 5 studies involved in the comparison
of TNK and rt-PA. All patients involved in the
enrolled studies were diagnosed as ischemia
stroke with the neurological functional score cri-
teria of NIHSS (National Institutes of Health
Stroke Scale) and mRS (modified Rankin Scale)
(Table I). Cochrane quality evaluation result
showed that all studies had a high quality except
for the high risk of the random sequence genera-
tion in Parsons et al'’, as well as the high risk of
the blinding of participants and personnel in
Huang et al?* (Figure 2).

Comparison of the Outcomes Between
Different Doses of TNK

There were 3 studies'’?!* contained the data
of comparison for different TNK doses. The
heterogeneity in all indexes was not significant
(I? < 50% and p > 0.33), thus the fixed effect
model was adopted. Compared with the 0.1
mg/kg TNK group, the 0.25 mg/kg TNK group
gained a significant Early MNI (RR = 0.66,
95% CI: [0.49, 0.88], p = 0.005) and excellent
recovery (RR =0.71,95% CI: [0.53,0.95], p =
0.02) in patients of 0.25 mg/kg TNK group
were significant (Figure 3A-B). The good re-
covery, recanalization at 24 hours complete or
partial, symptomatic intracranial hemorrhage,
and deaths between two groups were not signif-
icant (Figure 3C-F).

Comparison of the Outcomes Between
TNK and rt-PA

There were 5 studies' "% contained the data
of comparison between TNK and rt-PA. Due to
the significant heterogeneity (I> > 50% or p <
0.05) for the outcomes of MNI and recanaliza-
tion, the random effect model were adopted (Fig-
ure 4 A, C). There did not detect any significant
heterogeneity (I> < 50% or p > 0.05) in other in-

dexes, thus the fixed effect model were selected
(Figure 4 B, D-F). Compared with rt-PA group,
TNK group achieved a pronounced MNI (95%
CI: [1.08, 2.34], RR = 1.59, p = 0.02) (Figure
4A) and a reduced parenchymal hematoma (95%
CI: [0.10, 0.71], RR = 0.26, p = 0.009) (Figure
4E), further suggesting a good improvement of
major neurological function and low risk of
parenchymal hematoma for TNK in these pa-
tients. The excellent recovery (Figure 4B), re-
canalization at 24 hours complete or partial (Fig-
ure 4C), symptomatic intracranial hemorrhage
(Figure 4D) and deaths between two groups were
not significant (Table II).

Sensitive Analysis

A reverse result was not detected for the com-
bined results after removing any study, indicat-
ing that the results of the present meta-analysis
were stable.

Discussion

As a new ideal thrombolytic agent, TNK has a
longer half-life and higher fibrin specificity than
rt-PA%*. However, a comprehensive analysis
based on meta-analysis for TNK is lacked. In this
study, a meta-analysis was performed based on
all the TNK-related studies on the treatment of
ischemic stroke. Compared with rt-PA, TNK
could pronouncedly improve major neurological
function and lower parenchymal hematoma in
patients with ischemic stroke. Compared with 0.1
mg/kg TNK, the 0.25 mg/kg TNK had a better
clinical efficacy in MNI and recovery on patients
with ischemic stroke.

The accurate dose of TNK is vital for the clini-
cal treatment of thrombosis®. A previous study
using advanced imaging guidance in an extended
time window, indicated that 0.1 mg/kg TNK had
significant biologic efficacy in acute ischemic
stroke!’. However, in certain circumstances, the
higher dose of TNK (0.25 m/kg) is superior to
the lower dose such as exhibiting an absence of
serious disability at 90 days''. For the recanaliza-
tion rate, Coutts et al** believe that 0.25 mg/kg
TNK is superior to 0.1 mg/kg TNK in complete
recanalization. A sequential combination of TNK
(0.4 mg/kg) led to a complete recanalization of
the basilar artery, with a very good clinical out-
come?®®. For intracerebral hemorrhage patients,
TNK doses of 0.1 to 0.4 mg/kg are safe in is-
chemic stroke?’. Hull et al'® show that treatment
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Figure 3. Results of the comparison between different doses of TNK in the present meta-analysis. A-F, Represent the com-
parison between 0.1 mg/kg TNK and 0.25 mg/kg TNK in early major neurological improvement, excellent recovery, good re-
covery, recanalization at 24 hours-complete or partial, symptomatic intracranial haemorrhage and death, respectively. The
squares and horizontal line correspond to study-specific RR and 95% CI. The area of the squares reflects the study-specific
weight. The diamond represents the pooled RR and 95% CI. RR: relative risk; CI: confidence interval. TNK: tenecteplase.
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Figure 4. Results of comparison between tenecteplase and alteplase in the present meta-analysis. A-F, Represent the compari-
son between TNK and rt-PA in early major neurological improvement, excellent recovery, good recovery, recanalization at 24
hours-complete or partial, symptomatic intracranial haemorrhage and death, respectively. The squares and horizontal line cor-
respond to study-specific RR and 95% CI. The area of the squares reflects the study-specific weight. The diamond represents
the pooled RR and 95% CI. RR: relative risk; CI: confidence interval. TNK: tenecteplase; rt-PA: alteplase.
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Table II. Pooled outcomes (TNK vs. rt-PA) and subgroup analyses.

No. No. of participants Heterogeneity Effect size
of Model
Outcomes study TNK rt-PA P 12 (F/R) RR 95% CI P
MNI-Overall 5 226 275 0.02 57% R 159 [1.08,2.34] | 0.02
TNK-0.1 mg/kg 3 71 91 0.13 51% R 1.81 [0.93,3.52] | 0.08
TNK-0.25 mg/kg 3 103 105 0.69 0% F 200 [1.37,2.91] | 0.0003
TNK-0.4 mg/kg 1 19 31 - - - 131 [0.40,427] | 0.66
Excellent Recovery- 4 193 227 0.54 0% F 124 [0.98,1.57] | 0.07
Overall
TNK-0.1 mg/kg 3 71 91 0.33 0% F 1.18 [0.82,1.60] | 0.37
TNK-0.25 mg/kg 3 103 105 0.52 0% F 141 [1.00,1.99] | 0.05
TNK-0.4 mg/kg 1 19 31 - - - 0.88 [0.43,1.80] | 0.72
Recanalization-Overall 4 128 156 0.03 61% R 1.15 [090,147] | 0.26
TNK-0.1 mg/kg 2 38 51 0.17 41% F 136 [1.04,1.77]1 | 0.02
TNK-0.25 mg/kg 2 57 57 0.03 78% R 1.12 [0.70,1.78] | 0.63
sIH-Overall 5 231 277 0.54 0% F 093 [0.53,1.61] | 0.79
TNK-0.1 mg/kg 3 71 91 0.34 7% F 091 [041,2.05] | 0.83
TNK-0.25 mg/kg 3 108 107 0.55 0% F 0.74 [0.27,2.07] | 0.57
TNK-0.4 mg/kg 1 19 31 - - - 4.89 [0.55,43.73]| 0.16
Any parenchymal 3 117 136 093 0% F 026 [0.10,0.71] | 0.009
hematoma-Overall
TNK-0.1 mg/kg 2 40 60 0.77 0% F 035 [0.09,137] | 0.13
TNK-0.25 mg/kg 2 77 76 0.99 0% F 020 [0.05,0.87] | 0.03
Death-Overall 5 211 240 0.37 8% F 0.87 [0.59,1.30] | 0.50
TNK-0.1 mg/kg 2 56 56 0.19 41% F 045 [0.17,1.23] | 0.12
TNK-0.25 mg/kg 3 103 105 048 0% F 096 [0.52,1.78] | 0.89
TNK-0.4 mg/kg 1 19 31 - - - 0.61 [0.18,2.03] | 0.42

Abbreviations: TNK: tenecteplase; rt-PA: alteplase; MNI: Major Neurological Improvement; sIH: symptomatic Intracranial
Haemorrhage; F: fixed effect model; R: random effect model; RR: risk ratio; CI: confidence interval.

of acute lower-limb ischemia with TNK infusion
at 0.25 mg/h and 0.125 mg/h is associated with
similar success and complication rates, and the
initial TNK bolus dose should be limited to 1.5
mg, which further indicating that a suitable dose
of TNK is important for the clinical application.
Furthermore, in the combination therapy (like in-
tegrilin and TNK) of acute myocardial infarction,
the reduced-dose of TNK leads to faster, more
stable ST-segment recovery and improved angio-
graphic flow patterns, compared with full-dose
TNK?. Double-bolus eptifibatide plus half-dose
TNK tended to improve angiographic flow and
ST-segment resolution compared with TNK
monotherapy®. In the present meta-analysis, the
0.25 mg/kg TNK had better clinical efficacy in
MNI and recovery compared with 0.1 mg/kg
TNK in patients with ischemic stroke. Mean-
while, the differences of safety indexes like
symptomatic intracranial hemorrhage and death
between 0.1 mg/kg TNK and 0.25 mg/kg TNK
were not significant, which further indicated that
0.25 mg/kg TNK would not bring additional ad-
verse effect. Thus, we speculate that 0.25 mg/kg

TNK might be a safe and efficacy dose for the
monotherapy clinical application of ischemic
stroke patients. These observations warrant fur-
ther confirmation in randomized clinical trials in
ischemic stroke.

As the genetically engineered variant of rt-
PA, TNK is commonly used to compare with rt-
PA on the clinical effect in various situations®.
A previous study?! showed that TNK appeared
to induce recanalization more rapidly than rt-
PA, and thrombolysis that initiated early after
the onset of symptoms was associated with re-
markably low mortality. Parsons et al'' demon-
strate TNK is associated with significantly bet-
ter reperfusion and clinical outcomes than rt-PA
in patients with stroke who are selected on the
basis of CT perfusion imaging. The comparison
between TNK and rt-PA based on safety index-
es shows that mortality rates remain similar in
patients with acute myocardial infarction treated
with rt-PA or a single bolus of TNK??. Although
TNK and rt-PA were equivalent for 30-day
mortality, the ease of administration of TNK
may facilitate more rapid treatment in and out
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of hospital'?. In this meta-analysis, compared
with rt-PA, TNK could improve major neuro-
logical function and lower parenchymal
hematoma in patients with ischemic stroke.
Meanwhile, the differences of symptomatic in-
tracranial hemorrhage and death between TNK
and rt-PA were not significant. Thus, we be-
lieved that for major neurological function im-
provement and parenchymal hematoma risk re-
ducing, TNK might be a better choice than rt-PA.

The reasons for the significant heterogeneity
in our meta-analysis might be: (1) although the
same evaluation criteria have been used in differ-
ent studies, the subjective judgments of patients
made by researchers are different; (2) health and
living conditions in different areas, as well as
differences between different individuals may
lead to the heterogeneity. There were some limi-
tations in the present study such as sample sizes
and few follow-up data in the enrolled studies,
which affected the results. Therefore, further
studies with larger sample sizes and long follow-
up time are needed to confirm our findings and
provide a more accurately representative statisti-
cal analysis.

Conclusions

Compared with rt-PA, TNK might improve
the major neurological function. The 0.25 mg/kg
TNK had a relatively good clinical treatment ef-
fect than 0.1 mg/kg TNK. The adverse outcome
for different TNK dosage was not significant.

Conflict of Interest

The Authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest.

References

1) ENDRes M, DIRNAGL U. Ischemia and stroke. Adv
Exp Med Biol 2002; 513: 455-473.

2) JANG PR, ZHANG N, Wu YE Quu ZL. Effect analysis
of nasotracheal suction mechanical ventilation
treatment of cerebral ischemic stroke induced by
sleep apnea. European Review for Medical &
Pharmacological Sciences 2015; 10: 1766-1772.

3) CARPENTER CR, KEiM SM, MiLNE WK, MEURER WJ,
BARSAN WG; BEST EVIDENCE IN EMERGENCY MEDICINE
INVESTIGATOR G. Thrombolytic therapy for acute is-
chemic stroke beyond three hours. J Emerg Med
2011; 40: 82-92.

4)

5)

6)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

KoenNecke HC. Systemic thrombolytic therapy of
acute ischemic stroke with rtPA. Expert Rev Neu-
rother 2002; 2: 187-201.

FURLAN AJ, KaTZAN IL, CAPLAN LR. Thrombolytic ther-
apy in acute ischemic stroke. Curr Treat Options
Cardiovasc Med 2003; 5: 171-180.

YAvaN J. Effects of alteplase in the treatment of
acute ischemic stroke. Int J Gen Med 2012; 5:
743-751.

Dirks M, NIESSEN LW, VAN WINGAARDEN J, KOUDSTAAL
PJ, FRANKE CL, VAN OOSTENBRUGGE RJ, DipPEL DW/,
INVESTIGATORS P. The effectiveness of thrombolysis
with intravenous alteplase for acute ischemic
stroke in daily practice. Int J Stroke 2012; 7: 289-
292.

MicieLl G, MARcHESELLI S, Tosi PA. Safety and effica-
cy of alteplase in the treatment of acute ischemic
stroke. Vasc Health Risk Manag 2009; 5: 397-
409.

Yavan J. Lingual angioedema with macroglossia
during the treatment of acute ischemic stroke with
alteplase. Int J Gen Med 2012; 5: 183-186.

Bozkurt S, ARSLAN ED, Kose A, AYRIK C, YILMAZ A,
DunDAR GA. Lingual angioedema after alteplase
treatment in a patient with acute ischemic stroke.
World J Emerg Med 2015; 6: 74-76.

PARSONS M, SPRATT N, BivarRD A, CAMPBELL B, CHUNG
K, Miterr F, O'BRIEN B, BLADIN C, MCELDUFF P ALLEN
C, BATEMAN G, DONNAN G, Davis S, Levi C. A ran-
domized trial of tenecteplase versus alteplase for
acute ischemic stroke. N Engl J Med 2012; 366:
1099-1107.

ASSESSMENT OF THE S, EFFICACY OF A NEw THROMBOLYT-
Ic I, VAN DE WERF F, ADGEY J, ARDISSINO D, ARM-
STRONG PW, AYLwARD P BARBASH G, BETRIU A, BINBREK
AS, CAUFF R, DIAZ R, FANEBUST R, Fox K, GRANGER C,
HEeikkita J, HusteD S, JANSkY P LANGER A, Luri E,
MASERI A, MEYER J, MLczocH J, MocceT D, MYBURGH
D, O10o A, PAOLASSO E, PEHRSSON K, SEABRA-GOMES R,
SOARES-PIEGAS L, SUGRUE D, TENDERA M, ToroL E,
Toutouzas P VAHANIAN A, VERHEUGT F WALLENTIN L,
WHITE H. Single-bolus tenecteplase compared
with front-loaded alteplase in acute myocardial in-
farction: the ASSENT-2 double-blind randomised
trial. Lancet 1999; 354: 716-722.

LAPcHAK PA, Arauso DM, Zivin JA. Comparison of
Tenecteplase with Alteplase on clinical rating
scores following small clot embolic strokes in rab-
bits. Exp Neurol 2004; 185: 154-159.

BeHrouz R. Intravenous tenecteplase in acute is-
chemic stroke: an updated review. J Neurol 2014;
261: 1069-1072.

PARSONS MW, MITEFF F, BATEMAN GA, SPRATT N,
LoiseLLe A, AtTA J, LEvi CR. Acute ischemic stroke:
imaging-guided tenecteplase treatment in an ex-
tended time window. Neurology 2009; 72: 915-
921.

HuLL JE, Hue MK, Urso JA, PArRk HA. Tenecteplase
in acute lower-leg ischemia: efficacy, dose, and
adverse events. J Vasc Interv Radiol 2006; 17:
629-636.



Therapeutic effect of tenecteplase on treatment of cerebral arterial thrombosis: a meta-analysis

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

Higains JP Green S. Cochrane handbook for sys-
tematic reviews of interventions. Vol. 5. Wiley On-
line Library, 2008.

HigaINs J, THOMPsON SG, Deeks JJ, ALTMAN DG.
Measuring inconsistency in meta-analyses. Br
Med J 2003; 327: 557-560.

Courtrs SB, Dusuc V. MANDzIA J, KENNEY C, DEMCHUK
AM, SmiTH EE, SuBRAMANIAM S, GOYAL M, PATIL S,
MENON BK, BARBER PA, DOWLATSHAHI D, FIELD T, As-
DAGHI N, CAMDEN MC, Hi MD. Tenecteplase-tis-
sue-type plasminogen activator evaluation for mi-
nor ischemic stroke with proven occlusion. Stroke
2015; 46: 769-774.

GEORGIADIS AL, MEMON MZ, SHAH QA, VAzQuez G,
TArRIQ NA, SurRl MF, TAYLOR RA, QuREsHI Al. Intra-ar-
terial tenecteplase for treatment of acute is-
chemic stroke: feasibility and comparative out-
comes. J Neuroimaging 2012; 22: 249-254.

HALey EC, JRr., THomPsON JL, GROTTA JC, LyDEN PD,
HeEmMEN TG, BrRowN DL, FANALE C, LIBMAN R,
Kwiatkowskl TG, LLNAs RH, LEVINE SR, JOHNsSTON KC,
BucHsBAUM R, LEvy G, LEviN B. Phase IIB/III trial of
tenecteplase in acute ischemic stroke: results of
a prematurely terminated randomized clinical tri-
al. Stroke 2010; 41: 707-711.

HuANG X, CHERIPELLI BK, LLoyD SM, KALLADKA D,
MoreToN FC, Sippioul A, Forp I, Muir KW. Al-
teplase versus tenecteplase for thrombolysis after
ischaemic stroke (ATTEST): a phase 2, ran-
domised, open-label, blinded endpoint study.
Lancet Neurol 2015; 14: 368-376.

PARsONs M, SPRATT N, BivARD A, CAMPBELL B, CHUNG
K, Miterr F, O'BREEN B, BLADIN C, MCELDUFF P ALLEN
C, BATEMAN G, DoNNAN G, Dawvis S, Levi C. A ran-
domized trial of tenecteplase versus alteplase for
acute ischemic stroke. N Engl J Med 2012; 366:
1099-1107.

Courtrs SB, Dusuc V. MANDzIA J, KENNEY C, DEMCHUK
AM, SmiITH EE, SUBRAMANIAM S, GOYAL M, PATIL S,
MEeNON BK, BARBER PA, DOWIATSHAHI D, FIELD T, As-
DAGHI N, CAMDEN MC, HiLL MD; TEMPO-1 INVESTIGA-
ToRrs. Tenecteplase-tissue-type plasminogen acti-
vator evaluation for minor ischemic stroke with
proven occlusion. Stroke 2015; 46: 769-774.

KucHULAKANTI PK, CHIRDE S, AKKALA R. Successful
treatment of aortic prosthetic valve thrombosis
with bolus dose Tenecteplase. Indian Heart J
2014; 66: 251-252.

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

31)

32)

SMADJA D, OuNDO S, SAINT-VIL M, CHAussoN N. Se-
quential combination of two intravenous throm-
bolytics (recombinant tissue plasminogen activa-
tor/tenecteplase) in a patient with stroke and car-
dioembolic basilar artery occlusion. J Stroke
Cerebrovasc Dis 2009; 18: 68-71.

HALEY EC JR, LYDEN PD, JoHNsTON KC, HEMMEN TM;
TNK IN STROKE INVESTIGATORS. A pilot dose-escala-
tion safety study of tenecteplase in acute is-
chemic stroke. Stroke 2005; 36: 607-612.

RoE MT, GReeN CL, GIUGLIANO RP GissoN CM, BARAN
K, GREENBERG M, PALMERI ST, CRATER S, TROLLINGER K,
HANNAN K, HARRINGTON RA, Krucorr MW/, INTEGRITI
INVESTIGATORS. Improved speed and stability of ST-
segment recovery with reduced-dose
tenecteplase and eptifibatide compared with full-
dose tenecteplase for acute ST-segment eleva-
tion myocardial infarction. J Am Coll Cardiol
2004; 43: 549-556.

GIUGLIANO RP ROE MT, HARRINGTON RA, GiBsoN CM,
ZEYMER U, VAN De WERF F BARAN KW, HoBBACH HP
WoobLer LH, HANNAN KL, GREENBERG S, MILLER J,
Kirr MM, STrRONY J, MccaBe CH, BRAUNWALD E, CALIFF
RM, INTEGRITI INvEsTIGATORS. Combination reperfu-
sion therapy with eptifibatide and reduced-dose
tenecteplase for ST-elevation myocardial infarc-
tion: results of the integrilin and tenecteplase in
acute myocardial infarction (INTEGRITI) Phase Il
Angiographic Trial. J Am Coll Cardiol 2003; 41:
1251-1260.

SEmMBA CP Suaimoto K, RAzavi MK; Society oF CAr-
DIOVASCULAR AND INTERVENTIONAL RADIOLOGY (SCVIR).
Alteplase and tenecteplase: applications in the
peripheral circulation. Tech Vasc Interv Radiol
2001; 4: 99-106.

BINBREK AS, RAO NS, NEIMANE D, HATOU E, ABDULALI
S, SoBeL BE. Comparison of rapidity of coronary
recanalization in men with tenecteplase versus
alteplase in acute myocardial infarction. Am J
Cardiol 2004; 93: 1465-1468.

SINNAEVE P ALEXANDER J, BELMANS A, BOGAERTS K,
LANGER A, DIAZ R, ARDISSINO D, VAHANIAN A, PEHRS-
SON K, ARMSTRONG P VAN DE WERF F ASSENT-2 IN-
VESTIGATORs. One-year follow-up of the ASSENT-2
trial: a double-blind, randomized comparison of
single-bolus tenecteplase and front-loaded al-
teplase in 16,949 patients with ST-elevation
acute myocardial infarction. Am Heart J 2003;
146: 27-32.



