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Abstract
Both calcitonin gene-related peptide (CGRP) monoclonal antibodies (mAbs) and OnabotulinumtoxinA
(botox) are used in the prevention of chronic migraines. However, it is not clear which is more effective
overall. This review will compare the efficacy, side effects, cost-effectiveness, and other factors between
CGRP mAbs and botox. We searched Pubmed and Google Scholar using the keywords migraines, CGRP
mAbs, botox, efficacy, side effects, aura. All articles, including case-control/cohort studies, case series, case
reports, randomized control trials, traditional/systematic reviews, were analyzed. CGRP mAbs and botox
both reduce the frequency of migraines in patients. Patients have reported they decreased migraines'
frequency and intensity in several studies after being given each medication. While CGRP mAbs are more
recent medications, botox has been studied for more than a decade as a migraine preventative. Both drugs
have minor short-term side effects, but some CGRP mAbs may cause persistent constipation too. CGRP
mAbs are self-injected every month, and botox is physician-injected every three months, making it easier to
stay compliant. While both medications are expensive, botox has a lower cost over time. Botox is more
effective prophylaxis of migraines based on the articles that were reviewed. While both CGRP mAbs and
botox are efficacious and tolerable, botox has been studied longer, has fewer side effects, is more cost-
effective, and is easier to comply with.

Categories: Medical Education, Neurology
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Introduction And Background
Studies show that 15%-17% of women and 6% of men suffer from migraines [1]. A migraine is defined by a
severe pulsing or throbbing sensation in the head unilaterally but may also occur bilaterally. It is a
neurovascular headache disorder which may be multifactorial, recurrent, and debilitating. Usually, increased
intracranial pressure and an aura are present before or during a migraine. Auras include increased sensitivity
to light, sound, smell, and some migraines may even be associated with vomiting and nausea [2]. These
prodrome symptoms can be due to several triggers such as alcohol, lack of eating, scents such as perfumes,
hormones, stress, and weather [3]. While the exact cause of migraines is unknown, there is evidence that
different brain pathways might be involved in migraines' pain. For example, some data suggest that brain
excitability and the trigeminovascular system's sensitization is modified in certain individuals due to
congenital mechanisms [4]. The auras associated with the migraines might also be due to activation of the
trigeminal afferents leading to certain phenomena that induce pain [5]. Certain biomarkers are also thought
to play a role in migraine pain. Serotonin, glutamate, GABA, and dopamine were all found to be involved in
the nociceptive signaling of migraine pain, suggesting a balance of activating and suppressive activity taking
place [6]. Studies also show that migraines may even cause referred pain to the body's external areas, such as
the periorbital skin [7].

Chronic migraines are defined as having 15 or more migraines per month for at least three months. Many
potential chronic migraine treatments have been studied for the past few years. Calcitonin gene-related
peptide (CGRP) is thought to play an essential role in both preventing and treating migraines [8]. CGRP is a
neuropeptide that is released from sensory nerves and participates in mechanisms related to pain. One study
showed that those given CGRP had more intense headaches amongst migraine patients than those who
weren't [9]. CGRP is made in the neurons and vasodilates blood vessels during migraines, making it a target
for migraine therapy. Therefore, CGRP monoclonal antibodies (mAbs) were studied and used to block the
release of CGRP by antagonizing its receptor and limiting its effects on the nociceptive response. In a
randomized trial with 1672 participants, it was reported that patients who received a CGRP mAbs had fewer
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migraines than those who received placebos [10]. While CGRP mAbs are expensive and have some small side
effects, they are both efficacious and tolerable, making them promising drugs for migraine patients [11].

Another promising treatment and preventative for chronic migraines is botox. Derived from Clostridium
botulinum, this toxin causes paralysis of muscles and is thought to block the pain sensation associated with
migraines. Botulinum toxin is injected by a physician into the pericranial muscles in patients every three
months [12]. Botox is thought to cause its effects due to inhibiting neurotransmitter release from primary
sensory neurons [13]. This allows the toxin to suppress the pain, which may be due to excessive muscle
contractions, which lead to migraines [14].

While data show that both CGRP mAbs and botox effectively treat and prevent migraines, there is not much
information that compares the effectiveness between the two or discusses which is a more potent
preventative. This article will compare and discuss the efficacy of using CGRP mAbs versus botox and
comment on a more powerful drug. It will also compare other factors such as side effects, costs, and patient
compliance to analyze which one is more favorable.

Review
Method
Pubmed and Google Scholar were the databases that we used to search for the articles. The articles were
found and analyzed in September and October of 2020. The keywords used were: migraines, CGRP mAbs,
botox, efficacy, side effects, and aura. The articles were screened by reviewing articles with titles and
abstract that were relevant to the topic being discussed.

Inclusion Criteria: The inclusion criteria were articles between 1990 and 2020, articles in English, articles on
humans and animals, abstract, or full text.

Exclusion Criteria: The exclusion criteria were grey literature. 

Results
A total of 40,513 articles were found using the keywords, and after applying the criteria listed above, it was
shortened to 9,255 articles. Twenty-nine articles that were relevant to our review were used in this article
using the criteria mentioned above, along with choosing articles that analyzed the efficacy of CGRP mAbs
and botox in regards to migraines. Of the 29 articles, there were 13 review articles, two narratives, three
animal studies, three human clinical trials, four randomized controlled trials (RCTs), and five observational
studies. The articles' main points discussed the efficacy of CGRP mAbs or botox for migraines, the
mechanisms of actions of the two drugs, the typical side effects of the drugs, and the benefits and drawbacks
of each drug.

Mechanism of action
Migraines are headaches that can be unilateral, bilateral, present with an aura, and be accompanied by
nausea and vomiting. Usually, non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs) are given to terminate the
pain. However, a few drugs are being used to prevent migraines from occurring in the first place. Many of the
current medications used are off-label, such as beta-blockers and anti-psychotics, and not intended for
migraines. CGRP mAbs and botulinum toxin are two recent interventions that seem to be more promising in
preventing chronic migraines. Three CGRP mAbs, galcanezumab, erenumab, and fremanezumab, were
approved by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) to treat migraines in 2018. Botox was approved by the
FDA in 2010 for migraine treatment and has been studied longer to prevent migraines.

CGRP mAbs and botulinum toxin A work differently to help prevent migraines, as shown in Table 1 and
Figure 1. Migraines may be caused by multiple mechanisms that are not fully known. One such pathway is
the trigeminovascular system, which modulates sensation and pain in the face and head. It was discovered
that CGRP is one of the main neurotransmitters involved in migraines [15]. CGRP is a neuropeptide that
allows signaling in the trigeminovascular pathway and allows cranial blood flow and pain transmission to
occur, leading to migraines [16]. CGRP causes inflammation and irritation of the meninges, leading to
migraines. This is how pain occurs; this is also a pathway that can be blocked to prevent migraines.
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Author and year of

pub

Drug

studied

Type of

study
Results Conclusion

Russo et al. 2015

[15]

CGRP

mAbs
Review CGRP is a vital neurotransmitter that plays a role in migraines.

Antagonists and mAbs against CGRP can be helpful in preventing

migraines.

Moriarty et al., 2019

[16]

CGRP

mAbs
Review CGRP plays a main role in the vasodilation and sensation of trigeminovascular system.

CGRP mAbs are useful in preventing migraines and have many

advantages.

Cavestro et al., 2019

[17]

CGRP

mAbs
Review

Specific neurotransmitters such as CGRP are thought to play a role in migraines through the

trigeminovascular system.

Monoclonal antibodies against CGRP can be used as a treatment

for migraines.

Yuan et al., 2020 [18] Botox Review
Botox disrupts neuropeptide secretion that is related to trigeminal signaling, preventing the sensation

of pain.
Botox is safe and efficacious in preventing chronic migraines.

Lew et al., 2002 [14] Botox Review Botox inhibits acetylcholine release, leading to local paralysis and blockade of pain. Botox can help with pain relief via its mechanism of action.

Escher et al., 2017

[19]
Botox Review

Botox is a migraine prophylactic that might work by inhibiting acetylcholine release and CGRP

release.
Botox can inhibit migraine pain via blocking acetylcholine release.

Szok et al., 2015 [20] Botox Review 155-195 units of botox were found to be effective in patients. Botox was effective in preventing migraines in patients.

TABLE 1: Studies showing the mechanisms of action of CGRP mAbs and botox.
CGRP: calcitonin gene-related peptide; mAbs: monoclonal antibodies; botox: OnabotulinumtoxinA.

FIGURE 1: Difference in the mechanism of action between CGRP mAb
drugs and botulinum toxin.
CGRP: calcitonin gene-related peptide; botox: OnabotulinumtoxinA; mAb: monoclonal antibody.

Monoclonal antibodies have been created to block CGRP and be used as prophylactics [17]. The monoclonal
antibodies, such as galcanezumab (Emgality) or Erenumab, work by blocking either the CGRP ligand or
receptor. They are monthly self-injectable drugs that come with a subcutaneous auto-injector the patients
can do themselves. Another migraine prophylactic, botulinum toxin, works using a different mechanism.
Clostridium botulinum is a bacterium from which the neurotoxin, botulinum toxin, is derived. Botox is
typically used in cosmetics to diminish wrinkles' appearance since it relaxes the face's smooth muscles.
Botox is also indicated as a preventive medicine given for migraines to those who have more than 15
migraines a month. While the full process is unknown, it is thought that botox works by altering the
secretion of neuropeptides in the trigeminal pain pathway [18]. It does this by inhibiting acetylcholine
release from the neuromuscular junction, which induces paralysis [14]. Some studies show that botox can
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also affect the release of CGRP and other neurotransmitters relating to pain [19]. Around 155-195 units of
botox is injected into 31 areas on the face, head, neck, and shoulders [20]. Patients must get the injections
every 12 weeks, and it takes a few weeks for the pain-relieving effect of botox to start. 

Benefits of CGRP mAbs vs. botox
CGRP mAbs have several benefits of being used as prophylactic migraine treatments, as shown in Table 2.
They are proven to be very productive in several trials. As shown in the table above, a clinical trial split 1,672
patients randomly into groups getting different doses of galcanezumab and a placebo group. The patients
were divided into groups with a 120mg dose, a 240mg dose, and a placebo in a 1:1:2 ratio. In the group given
240mg, 60.9% of the patients stated they had at least a 50% reduction in their headaches.

Author and

year of pub

Drug

studied

Type of the

study
Results

Do et al.,

2019 [21]

CGRP

mAb
Review

One thousand six hundred seventy-two patients were split randomly into groups of different dosages of galcanezumab and a placebo. 60.9% of the patients on 240 mg showed a

>50% decrease in migraines. CGRP mAb was proven to decrease migraines and not have any detrimental side effects.  

Akhtar et al,

2019 [11]

CGRP

mAb
Review Monoclonal antibodies against CGRP are much safer than their predecessors. There aren't any major short-term side effects. 

Deen et al.,

2017 [22]

CGRP

mAb
Review

Monoclonal abs against CGRPs are more efficacious and have fewer side effects than older migraine-prophylaxis. They also don't have drug-drug interactions and do not have any

significant hepatotoxic side effects. It is also given only once a month instead of daily, increasing compliance.

Yalinay et all,

2018 [23]
Botox Observational

Two hundred forty-five patients enrolled in the study, and 180 answered questions about their treatment experience. 82.9% of patients felt that botox helped control their headaches.

On a scale of 0-10, a mean score of 6.94 ± 2.4 was given for the effectiveness.

Dodick et al.,

2010 [24]
Botox

Randomized

control trial
A total of 1384 patients were given either a placebo or botox. Those on botox reported a more considerable decrease in migraines than those on the placebo

Chan et al.,

2009 [25]
Botox Observational Twelve adolescents from ages 14-18 were given botox injections. All six long-term patients stated they experienced a better quality of life and had decreased migraines.

TABLE 2: Studies comparing the benefits of CGRP mAbs vs. botox.
CGRP: calcitonin gene-related peptide; mAbs: monoclonal antibodies; botox: OnabotulinumtoxinA.

Additionally, in the group given 120mg, 62.3% reported the same [21]. It was also shown that there were not
any major short-term side effects from using the CGRP mAbs, unlike their predecessors, gepants, which
caused hepatotoxicity [11]. A review of the efficacy of monoclonal abs against CGRP showed that the drugs
were efficacious and well-tolerated in many patients in many trials. Additionally, since monoclonal
antibodies are metabolized into amino acids and peptides, they don't interact with any other drugs, making
it easier for people to take multiple medications [22]. These specific monoclonal antibodies against CGRP
are taken only once a month, whereas many of the previous prophylactic medications were daily. This allows
patients to remain compliant with their medications.

Botox also has several benefits as opposed to other prophylactic medications. A cohort study done in 2018
followed 245 patients with chronic migraines who were given botox for several cycles. One hundred eighty of
the patients remained in the trial, and 82.8% of those patients reported they felt their migraines were more
controlled with the botox [23]. A more extensive randomized, double-blind study was done in 2010 with
1,384 patients, where 688 patients were given botox, and 696 patients were given a placebo. There was a
significant decrease in the frequency of headaches in the patients who were given botox.

Moreover, since this procedure is done every 12 weeks, it was found that it was easier to be compliant. There
were also no major long-term side effects noted aside from the usual effects of botox [24]. A study was done
in adolescents, which showed that botox was effective and safe to use in younger patients. Since migraines
can start at any age, some individuals experience them around a young age close to puberty. In a group of
six patients between the ages of 14-18 on whom other migraine preventatives didn't work, botox was given
during a clinical trial. It was found that every six patients had a decrease in their headaches and did not
suffer from any major side effects [25]. 

Drawbacks of CGRP mAbs vs. botox
While both CGRP mAbs and botox are effective in different ways in migraines, they also have some
downsides, as shown in Table 3. CGRP mAbs need to be self-injected by the patient every month, and it was
found to have some side effects, such as causing a rash and pruritus at the injection site [11]. It is also an
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expensive drug and can cost up to $600 without insurance every month, making it less accessible to some
people. The injection itself is also quite painful since it is injected into the subcutaneous tissue. The median
flow rate of one of the medications, Emgality (galcanezumab), is 0.4mL/s over four seconds [26]. This may
cause pain since a liquid is dispersing into the muscle at a fast rate. Another RCT showed that in a trial with
483 patients, some common side effects included upper respiratory tract symptoms, along with fatigue and
headaches [27]. For certain CGRP mAbs, constipation was also a major side effect in more than 20% of
patients in a retrospective study in 2020 [28].

Author and

year of pub

Drug

studied
Type of study Results

Akhtar et al. 

2019 [11]

CGRP

mAb
Review Monoclonal antibodies against CGRP are expensive and can cause a rash for a short time after injection.

Dou et al.,

2020 [26]

CGRP

mAb
Observational The CGRP mAb, Emgality, has a fast flow rate of injection.

Sun et al.,

2016 [27]

CGRP

mAb

Randomized

controlled

trial

Most common adverse effect was fatigue, headache, upper respiratory problems.

Robbins et

al., 2020 [28]

CGRP

mAb
Observational

A retrospective study from October 2018 to January 2020 evaluated 119 patients who took a CGRP mAb. Some monoclonal antibodies such as erenumab caused constipation in

more than 20% of the patients.

Dodick et

al., 2010 [24]
Botox

Randomized

control trial
Adverse effects include neck pain, muscular weakness. Resolves typically after a while.

Yalinay et

all, 2018 [23]
Botox Observational

Two hundred forty-five patients enrolled in the study, and 180 answered questions about their treatment experience. 82.9% of patients felt that botox helped control their headaches.

However, of the 245 patients, only 31 were treated for 12 months, showing that botox compliance may be low. Also, this study's yearly cost claimed it was for one year of botox was

$3000. 

Wu-Fienburn

et al., 2018

[29]

Botox Experimental Based on the BMI of the patients, botox had a different effect on migraine prophylaxis.

TABLE 3: Studies comparing the drawbacks of CGRP mAbs vs. botox.
CGRP: calcitonin gene-related peptide; mAbs: monoclonal antibodies; botox: OnabotulinumtoxinA; BMI: body mass index.

Botox also has several disadvantages that may affect patient compliance. In an RCT done on 1384 adults, it
was found that there were more side effects present in those patients with botox as opposed to the placebo
group. Some of these side effects include muscular weakness and neck pain. Eyelid ptosis was also noted
among many of the patients in this study [24]. While this does resolve after a while and is expected from a
medication like botox, it is still an important factor to note since it can decrease patient compliance. Even
though botox is done every three months, the total cost of botox treatment for migraines can cost around
$3,000, making it very hard for many people to afford, thus decreasing compliance [23]. Another drawback of
botox is that its effectiveness may be affected by the BMI of the patient. An experimental study done in 2018
showed that botox was not as productive in patients with a higher BMI. This could be because there is more
distance between the skin where botox is injected and the muscles that it targets typically [29]. This might
limit who can utilize botox for their chronic migraines.

Limitations
One of the limitations of this review is not having information about long-term side effects for either
medication. Also, there is no study currently that has published results that compares the efficacy of the two
drugs in a clinical trial. There is no study or data on whether or not the efficacy would increase if given both
CGRP mAbs and botox simultaneously to prevent migraines, which would be an interesting question to
pursue.

Conclusions
CGRP mAbs and botox are effective as preventatives in many studies. While they both work in different ways,
they seem to have a similar impact of inhibiting the nociceptive pathways involved in headaches. While
CGRP mAbs are thought to inhibit the sensation of pain by antagonizing a major inflammation marker such
as CGRP, botox does it by inhibiting the release of acetylcholine in neuromuscular junctions. Recent studies
that tested the efficacy of CGRP mAbs and had a large sample size proved that these drugs were potent
preventatives for chronic migraines. Botox was shown to be effective in multiple studies over the past
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decade. Regarding side effects, both CGRP mAbs and botox have mild short-time adverse effects; however,
one long-term side effect seen in patients who took CGRP mAbs was constipation. The injections for CGRP
mAbs are also much more painful compared to the injections of botox. Another factor to consider when
comparing these two medications is cost-effectiveness. While certain insurances partially/fully cover both of
the medications, those without insurance might not be able to afford either medication. Botox is the overall
cheaper drug long-term, and this could be an option that can be considered for those who have financial
restraints. Based on the articles reviewed, it can be said that botox is a more effective, cheaper, and painless
option for chronic migraines compared to CGRP mAbs.

Additional Information
Disclosures
Conflicts of interest: In compliance with the ICMJE uniform disclosure form, all authors declare the
following: Payment/services info: All authors have declared that no financial support was received from
any organization for the submitted work. Financial relationships: All authors have declared that they have
no financial relationships at present or within the previous three years with any organizations that might
have an interest in the submitted work. Other relationships: All authors have declared that there are no
other relationships or activities that could appear to have influenced the submitted work.

References
1. Stewart WF, Shechter A, Rasmussen BK: Migraine prevalence. A review of population-based studies .

Neurology. 1994, 44:17-23.
2. Burstein R, Noseda R, Borsook D: Migraine: multiple processes, complex pathophysiology. J Neurosci. 2015,

35:6619-6629. 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0373-15.2015
3. Kelman L: The premonitory symptoms (prodrome): a tertiary care study of 893 migraineurs . Headache. 2004,

44:865-872. 10.1111/j.1526-4610.2004.04168.x
4. Noseda R, Burstein R: Migraine pathophysiology: anatomy of the trigeminovascular pathway and associated

neurological symptoms, cortical spreading depression, sensitization, and modulation of pain. Pain. 2013,
154:S44-S53. 10.1016/j.pain.2013.07.021

5. Bolay H, Reuter U, Dunn AK, Huang Z, Boas DA, Moskowitz MA: Intrinsic brain activity triggers trigeminal
meningeal afferents in a migraine model. Nat Med. 2002, 8:136-142. 10.1038/nm0202-136

6. Noseda R, Kainz V, Borsook D, Burstein R: Neurochemical pathways that converge on thalamic
trigeminovascular neurons: a potential substrate for modulation of migraine by sleep, food intake, stress,
and anxiety. PLoS One. 2014, 9:e103929. 10.1371/journal.pone.0103929

7. Burstein R, Yarnitsky D, Goor-Aryeh I, Ransil BJ, Bajwa ZH: An association between migraine and cutaneous
allodynia. Ann Neurol. 2000, 47:614-624.

8. Charles A, Pozo-Rosich P: Targeting calcitonin gene-related peptide: a new era in migraine therapy . Lancet.
2019, 394:1765-1774. 10.1016/S0140-6736(19)32504-8

9. Christensen CE, Younis S, Deen M, Khan S, Ghanizada H, Ashina M: Migraine induction with calcitonin
gene-related peptide in patients from erenumab trials. J Headache Pain. 2018, 19:105-2018.
10.1186/s10194-018-0927-2

10. Dodick DW, Lipton RB, Ailani J, et al.: Ubrogepant for the treatment of migraine . N Engl J Med. 2019,
381:2230-2241. 10.1056/NEJMoa1813049

11. Akhtar A: The role of anti-calcitonin gene-related peptide in migraine and its implication in developing
countries: a reasonable option to consider despite higher cost. Cureus. 2019, 11:e4796. 10.7759/cureus.4796

12. Silberstein S, Mathew N, Saper J, Jenkins S: Botulinum toxin type A as a migraine preventive treatment . J
Head Face Pain. 2000, 40:445-450. 10.1046/j.1526-4610.2000.00066.x

13. Aoki KR: Review of a proposed mechanism for the antinociceptive action of botulinum toxin type A .
NeuroToxicology. 2005, 26:785-793. 10.1016/j.neuro.2005.01.017

14. Lew MF: Review of the FDA-approved uses of botulinum toxins, including data suggesting efficacy in pain
reduction. Clin J Pain. 2002, 18:S142-S146. 10.1097/00002508-200211001-00005

15. Russo AF: Calcitonin gene-related peptide (CGRP): a new target for migraine . Annu Rev Pharmacol Toxicol.
2015, 55:533-552. 10.1146/annurev-pharmtox-010814-124701

16. Moriarty M: Monoclonal antibodies to CGRP or its receptor for migraine prevention . J Nurse Practitioners.
2019, 15:717-724. 10.1016/j.nurpra.2019.07.009

17. Cavestro C, Ferrero M, Mandrino S, Di Tavi M, Rota E: Novelty in inflammation and immunomodulation in
migraine. Curr Pharm Des. 2019, 25:2919-2936. 10.2174/1381612825666190709204107

18. Yuan H, Silberstein SD: The use of botulinum toxin in the management of headache disorders . Handb Exp
Pharmacol. 2021, 263:227-249. 10.1007/164_2020_365

19. Escher CM, Paracka L, Dressler D, Kollewe K: Botulinum toxin in the management of chronic migraine:
clinical evidence and experience. Ther Adv Neurol Disord. 2017, 10:127-135. 10.1177/1756285616677005

20. Szok D, Csáti A, Vécsei L, Tajti J: Treatment of chronic migraine with onabotulinumtoxinA: mode of action,
efficacy, and safety. Toxins. 2015, 7:2659-2673. 10.3390/toxins7072659

21. Do TP, Guo S, Ashina M: Therapeutic novelties in migraine: new drugs, new hope? . J Headache Pain. 2019,
20:37. 10.1186/s10194-019-0974-3

22. Deen M, Correnti E, Kamm K, et al.: Blocking CGRP in migraine patients - a review of pros and cons . J
Headache Pain. 2017, 18:96. 10.1186/s10194-017-0807-1

23. Yalinay Dikmen P, Kosak S, Ilgaz Aydinlar E, Sagduyu Kocaman A: A single-center retrospective study of
onabotulinumtoxinA for treatment of 245 chronic migraine patients: survey results of a real-world
experience. Acta Neurol Belg. 2018, 118:475-484. 10.1007/s13760-018-0978-9

24. Dodick DW, Turkel CC, DeGryse RE, et al.: PREEMPT Chronic Migraine Study Group. OnabotulinumtoxinA

2021 Siddiqui et al. Cureus 13(1): e13002. DOI 10.7759/cureus.13002 6 of 7

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8008222/?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0373-15.2015?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0373-15.2015?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-4610.2004.04168.x?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-4610.2004.04168.x?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2013.07.021?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2013.07.021?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nm0202-136?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nm0202-136?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0103929?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0103929?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10805332/?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(19)32504-8?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(19)32504-8?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s10194-018-0927-2?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s10194-018-0927-2?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1813049?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1813049?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.7759/cureus.4796?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.7759/cureus.4796?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1526-4610.2000.00066.x?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1526-4610.2000.00066.x?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuro.2005.01.017?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuro.2005.01.017?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00002508-200211001-00005?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00002508-200211001-00005?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-pharmtox-010814-124701?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-pharmtox-010814-124701?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nurpra.2019.07.009?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nurpra.2019.07.009?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1381612825666190709204107?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1381612825666190709204107?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/164_2020_365?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/164_2020_365?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1756285616677005?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1756285616677005?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxins7072659?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/toxins7072659?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s10194-019-0974-3?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s10194-019-0974-3?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s10194-017-0807-1?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s10194-017-0807-1?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13760-018-0978-9?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13760-018-0978-9?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction


for treatment of chronic migraine: pooled results from the double-blind, randomized, placebo-controlled
phases of the PREEMPT clinical program. Headache. 2010, 50:921-936. 10.1111/j.1526-4610.2010.01678.x

25. Chan VW, McCabe EJ, MacGregor DL: Botox treatment for migraine and chronic daily headache in
adolescents. J Neurosci Nurs. 2009, 41:235-243. 10.1097/jnn.0b013e3181aaa98f

26. Dou Z, Eshraghi J, Guo T, et al.: Performance characterization of spring actuated auto-injector devices for
Emgality and Aimovig. Curr Med Res Opin. 2020, 36:1343-1354. 10.1080/03007995.2020.1783219

27. Sun H, Dodick DW, Silberstein S, et al.: Safety and efficacy of AMG 334 for prevention of episodic migraine:
a randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled, phase 2 trial. Lancet Neurol. 2016, 15:382-390.
10.1016/S1474-4422(16)00019-3

28. Robbins L, Phenicie B: CGRP monoclonal antibodies for chronic migraine prevention: evaluation of adverse
effects using a checklist. Practical Pain Management. 2020, 20:48-52.

29. Wu-Fienberg Y, Ansari H, Zardouz S, Narouze S, Blaha T, Swanson M, Totonchi A: Anatomical look into
onabotulinumtoxinA injection for chronic migraine headache. Reg Anesth Pain Med. 2018, 43:869-874.
10.1097/AAP.0000000000000818

2021 Siddiqui et al. Cureus 13(1): e13002. DOI 10.7759/cureus.13002 7 of 7

https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-4610.2010.01678.x?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-4610.2010.01678.x?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/jnn.0b013e3181aaa98f?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/jnn.0b013e3181aaa98f?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03007995.2020.1783219?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03007995.2020.1783219?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(16)00019-3?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(16)00019-3?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://www.practicalpainmanagement.com/treatments/pharmacological/cgrp-monoclonal-antibodies-chronic-migraine-prevention-evaluation-adverse?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/AAP.0000000000000818?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/AAP.0000000000000818?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction

	Comparing the Efficacy, Safety, and Superiority of Calcitonin Gene-Related Peptide Monoclonal Antibodies and Botox in Preventing and Treating Migraines
	Abstract
	Introduction And Background
	Review
	Method
	Results
	Mechanism of action
	TABLE 1: Studies showing the mechanisms of action of CGRP mAbs and botox.
	FIGURE 1: Difference in the mechanism of action between CGRP mAb drugs and botulinum toxin.

	Benefits of CGRP mAbs vs. botox
	TABLE 2: Studies comparing the benefits of CGRP mAbs vs. botox.

	Drawbacks of CGRP mAbs vs. botox
	TABLE 3: Studies comparing the drawbacks of CGRP mAbs vs. botox.

	Limitations

	Conclusions
	Additional Information
	Disclosures

	References


