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/RS vs. medical therapy @ BLVR vs. medical therar

LVRS vs. BLVR
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LVRS
Open vs. VATS



VATS vs Méon ZtepvoToun

OvntoTtnTa (90 nuépeg): VATS 4,6% - M2 5,9%, P=0,67

AleyxelpnTikn armrwAela aiyarog: P=0,55

Avaykec yia yetayyion: P=0,99

MEoocg eyxeipnTIKOG Xpovocg: MZ < VATS, P<0,001

AieyxeipnTikn uttocaiuia: VATS 5,3% - M 0,8%, P=0,004
AieyxeipnTikéc emmimrAokéC: VATS 13,8% - MX 7%, P=0,02

Méon diapkeia voonAegiac: VATS 9 nu. - M2 10 nu., P=0,01
Avecaptntn empBiwon oTi¢ 30 nuépec: VATS 80,9% - M2 70,5%, P=0,0
NAEITOUPYIKA atToTEAETUATA TTAPOMOIa oTouG 12 & 24 uAVEC

KooTtog voonAeiag: VATS < M2, P=0,03
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AU&Non TNG TTieEoNG EAACTIKAG ETTAVAPOPAGS - AU¢NON TNG

EKTTVEUOTIKNC PONGC

Meiwaon TNG UTTEPEKTTTUENCG - BEATIWON TNC MNXAVIKAC TOU

OIaPPAYUATOC/BWPAKIKOU TOIXWHATOC

Meiwon TNG AVOUOIOYEVEIAC aEPICUOU/aAINATWONG, KOAUTEPN

QVTOAAQY QEPIWV

2.UYXPOVIONOG TNC Kivnong TOU TTIVEUUOVOC JE TO BWPAKIKO



Lung volume reduction surgery for diffuse emphysema
(Review)




Helysis 11, Cornparison | Surgery veru control, Outcorre | Early mortality (90 daysl.
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Analysis 1.1, Comparison | Suryery versus control, Outcome 1 Long-term mortsiity (> 34 montha),
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Arabysis L. Comparison | Surgery versus control, Outeome § Change in SGRQ {end of follow-up).
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Analysis 111, Cormnparison | Surgery versus control, Outcorne 11 Walldng Distance {(Mirs, end of llow-up).
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Analysiy 1.1, Comparison | Burgery versus control, ODutcome 12 FEYI (L, end of Tollow-up).
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; 3 77 par 1000 CRE.16
days) (42 1o 136) (3.22 to 11.79) |',5 RCTs) MODERATE®
Long<erm meorality (» 547 per 1000 478 per 1000 CRD.7TE 1280 SEB0 Subsrantial diffecences
38 months) (424 to 534) (0.81t0 0.95) (2 RCTs) MODERATE" in follow-up betwean
the 2 trials measuring
Crarge i total scores End of trestment con- Mean SGRCscorsinihe - 1328 N Lower scone indicates
5GA0 (end of follow- trel growp mean SGAO LVAS group was -13.78 {2 RCTs) WMODERATE* batter quality of i¥e. A
up} scoras ranged from 57 units lower (-15.75 % - ditference of £ units or
unins 10 82.1 wniss 11.78) mone s thought fo e
limically im portant
Walging distance (end Control group walking Standard- . 215 S0 Four studies reported
o foliowup) distance ranged from ised mean waking dis- {5 ACTs) LOWd MWD test and 1 shut-
303 to 350 metres (in tance inthe LVASgroup the wallong tes:.
the 4 studies reponting was 0.70 standard de- 0.7 standard deviations
MWD viations highar (0.42 1o equates tc approxi-
0.54) mately T0 metres for
EVWD
FEV, (end of follow-up) Control growp FEV; Mean FEV, inthe LVRS - 188 8800
ranged from 0.64 L tc group was 0.2 L higher {4 ACTs) LOW=-

0.7 L FEV, (0.13 %0 0.28)



OAol o1 aoBeveic Ba mTpeTTEl VO €XOUV UTTOBANBEI O€ EVTATIKN

DUCIKOBEPATTEIO TOU AVATTIVEUCTIKOU TTPIV TTAPATTEUPOOUV YIa

EIPOUPYIKN EKTIUNON

AoBeveic upnAou KivOUvou, gival EKEIVOI UE XOMNAES AVATTVEUOTIN

pedpeieg (< 20%) Kal OMOIOYEVEG EPPUO MO

2 NUAVTIKOTEPO TO OPEAOC O€ AUTOUC UE EYPUONMA KUPIWG TWV O

\OBWV KAl uE XOMNAR IKOVOTNTA ACKNONGS



change in FEV 1 ater uniat LVRS
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() FEV1 Ratio
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Table L. Baseline comparison of paticnis in the

4
Ly Stapde Vinkiar

Moo of palsenis 13 »n NS
Mabe (No.) o n bl
Age (yr) M= A h o2 B by b
FEV, (L) AT=02 @O7202 NS
FYC (L) 21207 2212@mT NS
RY (L) 3=z S4z@2 bt
TLC (L) Th £ 14 192113 M5
D OOk ( mall meim mm Hig ) 421D Kb 219 hS
Puos, (mem Hg) el sa=12 NS
Pacn; (mm Hg) =7 “ =8 NS

Hompital days (mean = 50)
Al leak =T days (Mo )
Death (No)

Respirstory (aihere (Mo )
Owpcrating e (hr)

Take back (o)

Thus { v )

Dreep vein thrombosia (Mo}
Dighayed prssamotioran (N )

Table Il Comparison of the complications for the

Laer Stinpe r
=31 fm= 39 Falee
Nz 13z 11 NS
11 (33%) 19(48%) NS

0 | (L5%) NS

0 L(25%) NS
21207 1910 b
| (3%) 1{25%) NS

| (3%:) (1] MY
il 1{23%) NS

6 [ 185 ) 1] LLE T

Soww (Lseciom H L) ny = 00 0l =0l NS

Senokang (pesck-vears) ad = X0 68 = 24 M
CT emplysasma sooe” 6 = 71 56 = 11 b
Mhapoca grade” Ll=08 Al=07 NS
Croygen wse (Mo, of patienta) 5 17 W%

- MOS-36 improvement: Laser 8/33, Staple 26/39, p=0.003

- Mean FEV1 improvement (6 months): Laser 0,09L, Staple 0,22L, p=0,01
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Secondary outcomes
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.« OWPOAKOCOKOTTIKI TTPOCEYYION TTPOTIMATAI EVAVTI TNG AVOIKTAG

(OTTOTE AUTO £ival duvaTO)

- MovoTTAeupn eKTOMN - O€ OEUTEPO OTADIO ETEPOTTAEUPN EKTOMN
(e(pOOOV AUTO UTTAYOPEUETAI ATTO CUMTITWHATA KAl ETTITPETTETAI AT]

(PUOIOAOYIKA KATAOTAON TOU aoBgvou()
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