NOXOX CROHN

Mviovakn Mapio,



ENTOIIIXH THX NOXOY

Small bowel
alone 30-35%

Small bowel and | Colon alone
colon 40-50% 20-25%

@ Current Medicine



NOXOX CROHN: ENAOZKOMNIKH
KAYOYAA (EK)

¢ A1ldyvoon acbevov LeE COUTTONATO KOl GTUELD
mOavig vosov Crohn (NC) ko pe apvntiko
EVOOGKOTIKO KOl OTTEIKOVIGTIKO EAEYYO
¢ Aldyvoon aclevov pe atacvountn IOEN koAitioa
¢ 5-15% 1oV tpotocupavitouevav acbevov ue IDEN

¢ IHopaxkorovOnon acOevav pe yvoor NC
¢ ? Empuévovta coumtopoto, avOEKTIKT vOoOoC

¢ ?’EAeyy0G eVOOOKOTIKNC ETOVAMONG. . ..
¢ Meteyyeipntikn mopokoAovdnon acbevov pe NC




H Awayvootikn ikavotnta s EK

¢ H EK &ye1 vynAdtepn
gooucOncio otnv odyvoon tov

BAEVVOYOVIKOV QALOIDCEWMV GE
oUYKPLON UE AAAEC
ATTETKOVIOTIKES TEYVIKEC

GIVEN(R)

Triester et al. Am J Gastroenterol 2006:101:954-964
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A meta-analysis of Capsule Endoscopy (CE) compared
to other modalities in patients with non-stricturing
1 Crohn’s di

small bow

Published Study
n=11

Established or
Suspected

Costamagna 2002

Established/Suspected

Heigh 2003

Established

Bloom 2003

Established/Suspected

Buchman 2003

Established

Goelder 2003

Established

\Voderholzer 2003

Established

Chong 2003

Established/Suspected

Eliakim 2004

Suspected

Toth 2004

Established/Suspected

Dubcenco 2004

Established/Suspected

Marmo 2004

Established

Triester et al Am J Gastroenterol 2006:101:954-964



EK vs AKTIVOAOYIKOGC EAEYXOC AETTTOU EVTEPOU

Study Y (random) Incremental Yield (random)
95% ClI 95% CI
Costamagna 2002 . 0.33[-0.42, 1.09]
Bloom 2003 : 0.37 [0.08, 0.66]
Chong 2003 : 0.48[0.22, 0.73]
Heigh 2003 ' 0.47[0.17, 0.77]
Buchman 2004 1 0.00[-0.27, 0.27]
Dubcenco 2004 : 0.61[0.42, 0.81]
Eliakim 2004 : 0.54[0.35, 0.74]
Marmo 2004 . 0.53[0.26, 0.80]
Toth 2004 B 0.34[0.17, 0.51]
\
66% (CE), 24% (SB radio

Higher yield SB radiography Higher yield CE
Triester et al Am J Gastroenterol 2006;101:954-964



EK vs ElAgooKoOTTnON

Study 1Y (fixed) 1Y (fixed)
95% ClI 95% CI
Bloom 2003 — 0.05 [-0.26, 0.37]
Heigh 2003 —— 0.06 [-0.26, 0.37]
Dubcenco 2004 —— 0.32[0.09, 0.55]
Toth 2004 S L 0.11 [-0.09, 0.30]
4
61% (CE), 46% (lleoscopy

1 05 0 05 1
Higher yield lleoscopy Higher yield CE

Triester et al Am J Gastroenterol 2006:101:954-964



CE vs CT Enterography (CTE)

Study lY (fixed) 1Y (fixed)
95% CI 95% ClI
Heigh 2003 —— 0.18 [-0.14, 0.50]
Voderholzer 2003 + 0.00[-0.42, 0.42]
Eliakim 2004 —& 0.57 [0.38, 0.76]
<

75% (CE), 37% (CTE)

1 05 0 05 1
Higher yield CTE Higher yield CE
Triester et al. Am J Gastroenterol 2006;101:954-964



CE vs. CT Enterography (n=58 pts)
CE detects more proximal disease

CE B CTE

Prox-Mid Terminal ileum

4

Voderholzer et al. Gut 2005;54:369-373
Hara et al. Radiology 2006;238(1):128-134




MR Enteroclysis (n=18 pts)

CE B MR Enteroclysis

A P I'

Prox-Mid Term lleum

Golder SK et al. Int J of Colorectal Disease 2006;21(2):97-104



VS

VS

VS

VS

VS

H Awoyvootikn ikavotnto ts EK

Total
yield
CE (%)

. SB Radiography 66
. lleoscopy 61
. CT Enterography 75
. Push Enteroscopy 51

. Small Bowel MRI 60

Total yield
other
modality
(%0)

24

46

37
7

40

% 1Y for CE
(95% CI)

42 (0.30-0.54)
15 (0.02-0.27)
38 (0.23-0.54)
44 (0.31-0.57)

20 (0.41-0.81)

Triester et al. Am J Gastroenterol 2006:101:954-964




CE vs. Barium Radiography

Suspected CD subgroup
Study

Y (random) [95% CI]

'Y (random) [95% CI]
|

Costamagna 2002
Dubcenco 2004

Eliakim 2004
Toth 2004

Chong 2005
Hara 2005

i
43% (CE), 13% (barium radloFraphy)

e

0.00 [-0.85, 0.85]
0.38 [-0.04, 0.79]
0.54 [0.35, 0.74]
0.17 [-0.02, 0.37]
0.00[-0.11, 0.11]
0.25 [-0.16, 0.66]

0.24[-0.03, 0.51]

Yield higher in barlum rad|ography
Established CD subgroup

0 1

Yleld higher in capsule endoscopy

Study 'Y (random) [95% CI] 1Y (random) [95% CI]
Costamagna 2002 0.50[-0.21, 1.21]

Buchman 2004 — 0.03[-0.20, 0.27]

Dubcenco 2004 —=— 0.70[0.49, 0.90]

Marmo 2004 — = 0.45[0.23, 0.67]

Toth 2004 0.61[0.35, 0.87]

Chong 2005 0.62 [0.38, 0.86]

Hara 2005 0.67 [0.34, 0.99]

Total (95% CI)

-
78% (CE), 32% (barium radiograpg

0.51[0.31, 0.70]

-1

Yield higher in barium radiography

-0.5 0 0.5 1
Yield higher in capsule endoscopy



INIGANH NOXOX CROHN

A. XopoKTNpLoTiKa copuntopotoe oxo to 'EX
¢ XpOvio KOLALOKO aAYO0S

¢ Xpovia owappora

¢ XNpovTiki) aroiee Bapovg

¢ KaOvotépnon g avartoing

B. EEmevtepika copntopata

¢ AyvioTou oUTIOA0Yi0C VTOTPOTLALOV TUPETOGC
¢ ApOpitoo/apOparyio

¢ [oyyporvmoec muooepa/olmoeg epvOnua

¢ L KANPLVTIKT) YOAQYYELTION

¢ [lepurpoxtikn voco

Mergener K et al. Endoscopy 2007; 39: 895-909




INIGANH NOXOX CROHN

B. OAeYLOVOOELS OEIKTES

¢ 210NPOTEVIKT] avOoLLia

¢ AgvKOKLTTOPMON

¢ Avénuévn TKE 1) CRP

¢ Octikol opoAoyikoi ogiktec yio IPEN

¢ AEIKTEC KOTPAVOV: KOATPOTEKTIVN, al-avTiOpoyivn,
Hb +, Aevkd apooceaipto +

I. IlaB0oA0oy1KOC uN OLOYVOGTIKOS OTELKOVIGTIKOG
éheyyos: AAE, CT

Mergener K et al. Endoscopy 2007; 39: 895-909




EK & ATAZINOMHTH KOAITIAA

45 acOeveic ue AK
22 (49%) == crheiTION

B:24:42 83 Dec B2

22 ac0 pe AK

9 (40%) == OALOIDOEIC OTO
AETTTO £VTEPO

GIVEN(R)




EK & ATAZINOMHTH KOAITIAA

: 26 Nov B2

4:49:92
ey :

30 acBeveic pe AK & (-)
(ASCA/p-ANCA)

5 (17%) [ 3 81}»8]’“’[18(1 6:06:48 Jr— .?..Dec 82

LS

o¢ 5 aclOeveic £yive ol yvoon b
vooov Crohn ~ petd 11 pnvec ol

GIVEN(R)




Scoring Index

* [Tapauetrpot * Atafabuion
ELPAVIOT] TOV AXYVOV QLGLOAOYIKES, OLOTLLOTMOELS
EAKM aplOuog - €va, UEPIKA, TOAAATAN
GTEVOOT KOTOVOUN - EVTIOMIGUEVES, KATA

TOTOVS, OLAYVTEC

EMUNKNG EMEKTACT - BpayD,

LOKPD, OAOKANPO TUN L

uéyeboc EAKovg — EKTAOT GTNV

glKova Tov Video

otévoon Ue eEElkmon M Oy,

OVVOATOV VO TPOCTEANCTEL
Gralnek IM et al. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2008; 27: 146-154



Example of Score Template

Longitudinal

Extent (% of

Normal Short Segment Single

illous Appearance|Edematous Long Segment Patchy

Whole tertile Diffuse

None Short Segment <1/4

Single Long Segment 1/4-1/2

Ulcer Few:2-7 Whole tertile >1/2

Multiple: >8 (Score the largest ulcer)

Parameters | Number

Descriptors

Stenosis - Rate
for Whole Study

Ulcerated Traversed
Stenosis Non-Ulcerated Not traversed

Gralnek IM et al. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2008; 27: 146-154




Scoring Index

Villous parameter x extent x descriptor
+

ulcer parameter x extent X size

+
stenosis number X ulcerated x traversed

Normal: < 135, mild: 135-790, moderate to severe: >790

Gralnek IM et al. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2008; 27: 146-154
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ALLOVOGELS AETTTOV EVTEPOV: OLOPOPLKY] OLAYVOOT)

Noéoog Crohn

Mn otepocon avtiprieypovodn (NSAIDS)
[oyouia

Kothmoxdkn (vnotidition)

[ToAvEGTIOKT] EAKMTIKN

KOl OTEVOTIKN EVTEPITION

AxTtivoPoAia

AEpemuo, EAKOTIKOC KOPKIVOg

Ayyetitioa (XEA, oldong moAvaptnpiitioa,
moAvapOHpition)

Noécog Adapavtiadn-Behcet
Hooivoeihikn eviepition

Aowméelg (CMV, I'epoivia)

Ye 14% vywov e0ehovrav (Goldstein JL et al. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol
2005

Delvaux M et al. Inflamm Bowel Disease Monitor; 7 (3): 99-105




EK & Meteyyeipntikn vwotponn

e 32 060 ue ELEOTLPAIKT OpaipEDT

 EK & stheokorovookonmnon < 6 unveg

* Yrnotponn: 21/32 — evoucOncio:
detleokorovookonnon 90% vs. 62% EK
H EK diéyvmoe voco oto €yyhg £vtepo

o€ 2/3 TV TEPICTATIKMV.
H EK umopet va etvat ypriioiun otnv
APYIKN EKTIUNGT TOAVNC LETEYYEIPNTIKNG
VTTOTPOTNG AOY® TNG KOANG OVOYNG TNG
eCETOONC.

Bourreille et al Gut 2006;55:978-983



EK & Meteyyeipntikn vrotpon

14 pe elheotveAkn apaipeon X 1 ypdvo
X0ykpron EK & US Aentod eviépov oe 13 (1 otévmon)
Ymotpomn: 12/13 pe tnv €1heokolovooKOTN o

US: 13/13 ( 1 yevdag +)

CE: 12/13 (6ha. +/ +)
H EK amoteAel wo un emepPortikn nEBooo mapakoiovdnong yio
oy vToTPONN TOV AGOEVOV HETA ad YEPOLPYIKT) ETEUPOOT

Biancone et al; Inflamm Bowel Dis 2007



IHopapovi TS EK o670 Aemwto £vtepo

Author Type Patients (n) Capsule Type
Retention (%0)

Mow 50 4 Known

Herrerias 21 Suspected

Fireman 17 Suspected
Eliakim 20 Suspected
Sant’ Anna 20 Suspected
Buchman 30 . Known

Chiefetz 38 Known
strictures




Hopoapovn ™ EK 610 Aeto évrepo

2e aobeveic pe dwayveen NC 0 kivouvog
etvar 9% aveCaptnTo Ao TNV OIToLGio
otevoce®v otnv AAE

2 acBeveic pe vroyio NC:

d O xivovvog etvar tukpodc pe AAE (-)
d Xopic AAE, 6e anovoio amo@pokTiKoy
CUUTTOUATOV O KivOuVOG Eivor akOUT AYVMOGTOC




Suspected SB CD

Positive

Negative ileocolonoscopy

or unsuccessful

I I

NO Possible or known
obstruction obstruction
Patency

No obstruction‘ Obstruction

Capsule CTE/MRE
endoscopy (SBFT)

ileocolonoscopy

Presence of SBCD

g Treat accordingly

Mergener K et al. Endoscopy 2007; 39: 895-909



LVOUTEP UG

EYEL > OLOYVMOTIKT TKOVOTNTO GE GUYKPLON LE
OTTEIKOVIOTIKEC LeBOOOVG

vrepeyel e CT & MRI waitepa yio vooo 6to
OVOTEPO KO LEGO AETTO EVTIEPO

elvail YpNoIUn Kot o€ aobeveic pe
vroyio NC kot apvnTikd EVOOCGKOTIKO Ko
OTTEIKOVIGTIKO EAEYYO.

BonBela oty o1dryvwon aclevov pe AK

LTOPEL VaL ELVOL PG GTNV OPYIKT EKTIUNGT TNG
LETEYYELPNTIKNC LTOTPOTNG € acbevelc ue NC




