Atelectasis and survival after bronchoscopic lung volume reduction for COPD
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Abstract

Background: Bronchoscopic therapies to reduce lung volumes in COPD are intended
to avoid the risks associated with lung volume reduction surgery, or to be used in
patient groups in whom LVRS is not appropriate. Aims: Bronchoscopic lung volume
reduction, using endobronchial valves, to target unilateral lobar occlusion can
improve lung function and exercise capacity in patients with emphysema. Benefit is
most pronounced in, though not confined to, patients where lobar atelectasis occurred.
Few data exist on their long term outcome. Methods: 19 patients (16 male) FEV1
28.4(11.9) underwent BLVR between July 2002 and February 2004. Radiological
atelectasis was observed in 5 patients. Survival data to February 2010 was available
for all patients. Results: None of the patients in whom atelectasis occurred died
during follow up whereas 8 out of 14 in the non-atelectasis group died (Chi2 p=0.026).
There was no significant difference between the groups at baseline in lung function,
quality of life, exacerbation rate, exercise capacity (shuttle walk test or cycle
ergometry) or CT appearances, although BMI was significantly higher in the
atelectasis group 21.6(2.9) vs 28.4(2.9)kg.m-2 (p<0.001). Conclusions These data
suggest that atelectasis following BLVR is associated with a survival benefit which is
not explained by baseline differences.

Keywords Emphysema, mortality, interventional bronchoscopy
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INTRODUCTION

Despite optimal pharmacological therapy and pulmonary rehabilitation, patients with
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease remain significantly disabled. Lung volume
reduction surgery (LVRS) has been clearly shown to improve outcomes in selected
patient groups [1-3]. The surgical intervention is however, associated with significant
morbidity and an early mortality rate of about 5% [1, 2]. There is considerable interest
in developing novel treatment approaches that can reduce lung volumes and gas
trapping, either more safely than LVRS, or else in patients for whom LVRS is not an
option [4]. These include: the placement of endobronchial valves to prevent airflow to
worst affected areas; the PneumRxTM coil to compress emphysematous lung; the
creation of airway bypasses to allow trapped gas to escape and the bronchoscopic
instillation of biologic agents to achieve volume reduction [4-17].

As this is a rapidly developing area, few data exist regarding the long term outcome of
these approaches. There is an urgent need for therapies that might improve prognosis
in COPD. Although pharmacological therapies are effective in relieving
breathlessness and improving exercise capacity and quality of life, only smoking
cessation and, in the most hypoxic individuals, oxygen therapy, have been shown to
improve survival. In 2005 the authors published a case series describing the effect of
bronchoscopic lung volume reduction (BLVR), using the EmphasysTM valves in
patients with severe emphysema. The procedure was associated with improvements in
exercise capacity that were most pronounced in, but not confined to, individuals with
radiological atelectasis[14]. It is not known whether success of the procedure is
associated with long term benefit. This knowledge would inform the ongoing debate
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as to whether lobar atelectasis should be the target of valve therapy. This approach
involves all segments of a target lobe being occluded and patients selected according
to the presence of intact interlobar fissures, a marker of the absence of interlobar
collateral ventilation. However the occurrence of atelectasis may increase the risk of
pneumothorax as the lung tissue remodels[9] and since some benefit occurs in the
absence of atelectasis some investigators prefer a less extensive strategy without lobar
occlusion[16]. Long term survival of patients from the authors’ original study was
reviewed and related to treatment response and baseline characteristics.

METHODS

Between July 2002 and February 2004 19 patients (16 male), FEV1 28.4(11.9)
%predicted underwent BLVR at The Royal Brompton Hospital. Vital status was
established for all the participants up to February 2010 (i.e. 6 years after the last
procedure was completed) and survival data censored at 6 years. Clinical records were
also reviewed for evidence of late complications that might have been due to the
valves such as pneumothorax or distal pneumonia. Where patients had died a copy of
their death certificate was obtained to establish the cause of death.

A full description of the original trial cohort, methods and four week outcomes has
been published previously [14]. To recap briefly, patients were eligible to participate
if they had COPD consistent with the GOLD guidelines [18], significant dyspnoea
despite optimum medical therapy including pulmonary rehabilitation and a
heterogeneous pattern of disease with a target area identified by CT scanning and
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ventilation perfusion scintigraphy [15]. The Royal Brompton Hospital’s Research
Ethics Committee approved the study and patients gave their informed consent.

Endobronchial occlusion was performed using one-way valves (Emphasys Medical,
Inc, Redwood City, Ca), placed to occlude segmental bronchi leading to the most
affected area of lung. All procedures were unilateral. Initially, valves were inserted on
a single occasion under general anaesthesia [15, 19]. Subsequently some procedures
were carried out with sedation only and some of these were staged, with valves being
inserted on two separate occasions one to two weeks apart. A radiologist blinded to
clinical outcome assessed CT evidence of atelectasis, defined as changes in the
position of interlobar fissures adjacent to the targeted area in CT scans performed one
month post procedure.

Spirometry, gas transfer and lung volumes assessed by body plethysmography were
measured using a CompactLab System (Jaeger, Hoechberg, Germany). PaO2 and
PaCO2 were measured in arterialized earlobe capillary samples. Quality of life was
assessed using the St George’s respiratory questionnaire (SGRQ) and the Short form36 (SF-36).

Patients performed endurance cycle ergometry, at 80% of the maximum workload
achieved on a previous incremental test, before and after BLVR. Improvers were
defined as those who had >60 seconds and 30% increase in endurance time.

Pre-treatment CT scans of all subjects were analyzed using Pulmo-CMS software
(Medis Specials, Leiden, The Netherlands). Quantitative densitometry was performed

5

by calculating the Relative Area (RA) of pixel values below -950 Hounsfield Units in
12 axial partitions of equal volume in each lung [20]. The top and bottom partitions
were excluded to prevent influence by partial volume effects, and each lung was then
characterized by its RA slope, defined as the slope in the plot of RAs against
partitions.

The ADO score (age, dyspnoea, obstruction) was calculated to allow us to quantify
expected three year mortality in the patients at baseline [21].

Statistical analysis
Baseline parameters in patients with and without atelectasis were compared using
appropriate test for paired comparisons. Primary analysis was survival at 6 years
follow up in individuals with or without atelectasis. A secondary analysis compared
survival in exercise ‘improvers.’ Other treatment response characteristics of survivors
were compared to those who had not survived. All ‘treatment response’ parameters
were measured one month post procedure.

RESULTS

Baseline characteristics of patients with (n=5) or without (n=14) atelectasis are given
in Table 1. At 6 years, all five of the atelectasis group were still alive whereas 8 (57%)
of the 14 non-atelectasis group had died (Chi2 p=0.026) (Figure 1). Death certificate
data showed that 6 deaths were from respiratory failure, one was cardiovascular and
one was due to lung cancer. In a stepwise regression model atelectasis was retained as
an independent correlate of survival at 6 years (R 0.51 p=0.026) whereas FEV1 %
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predicted, age and BMI were not. If the two non-respiratory deaths are excluded there
is still a significant association between the occurrence of atelectasis and survival at 6
years (Chi2 3.9 p=0.049)

With the exception of BMI, which was significantly higher in the atelectasis group;
28.4(2.9) vs 21.6(2.9) kgm-2 (p<0.001), there were no significant differences between
the two groups at baseline in spirometry, lung volumes, gas transfer, blood gas
parameters, quality of life, number of exacerbations in the preceding year or exercise
capacity (assessed both by incremental shuttle walking test and cycle ergometry). In
patients who did not have atelectasis there was no difference in BMI between those
who were or were not alive at 6 years; 21.5(12.5) kgm-2 vs 21.7(6.6) kgm-2 (p=0.9).

Pre treatment CT appearances did not differ significantly between the atelectasis and
non-atelectasis groups in terms of degree of emphysema at either the upper or lower
parts of the lungs or in heterogeneity (slope) in either the treated or non-treated lung
prior to treatment. Using the ADO score, predicted 3 year mortality was 31.1(10.0)%
in the non-atelectasis group and 32.2(15.1)% in the atelectasis group (p=0.8). 4 of the
8 deaths occurred within 3 years of the procedure, representing a 16% three year
mortality rate for the whole study group and a 29% mortality rate for the nonatelectasis group.

Acute effects of BLVR
As reported previously, BLVR was associated with an increase in cycle endurance
time from 227(129) secs to 315(195) seconds (p=0.03), a fall in functional residual
capacity from 7.1(1.5) to 6.6(1.7)L (p=0.03), and an increase diffusing capacity from
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3.3(1.1) to 3.7(1.2) mmol.minute-1.kPa-1 (p=0.03). Nine patients were defined as
improvers in the original study on the basis of their exercise capacity. At 6 years,
2(22%) of the improvers and 6 (60%) of the non-improvers had died (p=0.06) (Figure
2).

Comparison of early responses between patients who had died or were still alive at six
years are given in table 2. Of note, although survivors had numerically better
responses for all parameters, only the occurrence of atelectasis was significantly
different between groups.

Late complications
In the atelectasis group, as previously reported, one pneumothorax requiring
intercostal drainage occurred at day two and one, which resolved without intervention,
occurred at 4 weeks. There were no pneumothoraces in the non-atelectasis group.
Subsequently one patient who had atelectasis developed a distal lung infection
requiring drainage 6 years post procedure and one patient without atelectasis
developed an ipsilateral empyema 2 years post procedure.

Follow up imaging was not performed systematically, but CT or chest x-ray
appearances were consistent with persisting atelectasis in all patients for at least one
year (mean follow up at time of imaging 5.5 years) where this had been present at the
one month scan.

DISCUSSION
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The main finding of this study is that the occurrence of atelectasis following BLVR
for severe emphysema is associated with prolonged survival, with 100% alive at 6
years compared to only 43% of individuals where atelectasis had not occurred. The
only parameter that differed at baseline was BMI, which was significantly higher in
the atelectasis group, but BMI was not itself independently associated with survival.

Significance of findings
The first possibility is that the survival advantage is explained by a difference in the
baseline characteristics of the participants i.e. that some factor predisposing
individuals to develop atelectasis also improved outcomes. A number of factors have
been associated with survival in COPD including lung function parameters, exercise
capacity, breathlessness and exacerbation frequency [22]. The participants in this
study were thoroughly phenotyped (Table 1) and did not differ significantly at
baseline in any parameter except in their BMI, which was higher in the atelectasis
group. Exacerbation rate and quality of life were numerically but not significantly
worse in the atelectasis group at baseline. A low BMI (<21) is an element of the
BODE index which predicts survival in COPD although it wields only a modest effect
and did not differ between survivors and non-survivors in the atelectasis group [23].
The lack of difference in BMI between survivors and non-survivors in the nonatelectasis group suggests that it was not a significant factor determining survival and
it is unlikely to be the explanation for the marked difference in outcome we observed.
Moreover, in a study from our group based on a similar hospital-based COPD cohort,
following 110 patients with a mean FEV1 of 36.6% predicted for up to five years,
BMI did not differ between those who had died (n=37) and survivors (n=73); 25(6.4)
kgm-2 vs 25.1(6.4) kgm-2 [24].
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Another possibility is that the presence of atelectasis led to a systematic difference in
the way that patients were treated subsequently that influenced survival. Patients were
on standard optimal inhaled therapy already and it is likely that if a change occurred at
all it would have led to a reduction in therapy in the atelectasis group so it is not clear
how this would have conferred a survival advantage.

There are a number of factors by which atelectasis might provide a survival advantage
in patients with severe emphysema. Lung volume reduction surgery is associated with
improved survival and exercise capacity in subgroups with low exercise capacity and
heterogeneous disease [2], and is also associated with an improvement in diaphragm
strength [25] and a reduction in the oxygen cost of breathing [26]. Successful BLVR,
where atelectasis occurred, is likely to have mimicked the effects of LVRS by
reducing operating lung volumes. Measures of gas trapping IC/TLC ratio[27] and
sniff nasal pressure [24] have been shown to be associated with mortality in COPD,
and both lung volumes and diaphragm function improved most in the atelectasis
patients [14]. In this study cohort dynamic hyperinflation also improved most in
patients with atelectasis. Dynamic hyperinflation has been shown to be associated
with reductions in daily physical activity [28] which is itself associated with
accelerated disease progression [29] and increased co-morbidity [30]. Interestingly a
reduction in systemic inflammation has been observed following LVRS [31] – the
authors of that study suggest that this is because of the removal of diseased lung but
an alternative hypothesis is that a reduced work of breathing leads to a reduction in
sympathetic activation [32] and reduced cardiac compromise from hyperinflation
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[33]. This would be an interesting hypothesis to test in subsequent studies with BLVR
approaches.

None of the deaths in our cohort occurred within 6 months of the procedure, making it
unlikely that they were related directly to complications of the procedure itself, which
continues to have a better safety profile than LVRS [2, 9, 16].

The current data suggest a survival benefit associated with improvement in functional
capacity as there were fewer deaths in the ‘improvers’ group, defined as those with a
>60 second improvement in endurance cycle time, though this is less clear cut than
the effect of atelectasis. Interestingly although survivors tended to have had a better
lung function and exercise response to BLVR at one month (Table 2) the only
response parameter that was significantly different between the two groups was the
occurrence of atelectasis.

Implications for targeting strategy
In a multicentre series of 98 patients treated with Emphasys valves, 5 pneumothoraces
occurred, 3 requiring surgical intervention [9]. All pneumothoraces occurred where
lobar occlusion had been performed. In that study, a lobar targeting strategy produced
significantly better improvements in FEV1 and exercise capacity than a nonlobar
approach. Likewise, a unilateral approach led to greater benefits in FEV1 and exercise
capacity than a bilateral approach. No data on radiological atelectasis were presented
however. There were no obstructive pneumonias and in fact 5 pneumonias occurred in
non-targeted lobes during the 90 day follow up period.
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The VENT study (Endobronchial Valve for Emphysema Palliation Trial) was a
randomized controlled trial studying the addition of BLVR to best supportive care
including pulmonary rehabilitation. A unilateral lobar targeting strategy was adopted.
The study results have not yet been published fully, but the BLVR intervention was
associated with an improvement in FEV1 and exercise capacity [4]. Functional
improvement and reduction in lobar volume were greatest in those with intact
interlobar fissures, the absence of defects being a marker for reduced collateral
ventilation [34].

In contrast to the unilateral lobar occlusion strategy, a bilateral approach with
incomplete lobar occlusion has also been advocated in trials with the umbrella-shaped
IBV valve (Spiration Inc, Redmond, Wash, USA). A review of experience in 98
subjects undergoing bilateral valve placement found that although treatment was
associated with changes in lobar volume and improvements in quality of life (which
must be interpreted with great caution in the absence of a control group), there were
no changes in lung function parameters. Interestingly this group also found that where
atelectasis, which occurred in 9(9%) subjects, was present it was associated with
significant improvements in lung volumes as well as larger improvements in
SGRQ[16]. Pneumothorax occurred in 5 (56%) atelectasis patients and 6 (7%) of the
non-atelectasis patients. Longer term follow up data from that cohort is not available.

Limitations of the study

The study is relatively small and confirmation from larger cohorts and trials is
necessary. An incremental shuttle walk test was used rather than the 6 minute walk
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test, so it was not possible to calculate the BODE score for these patients. However
the ADO index suggests an expected 3 year mortality of more than 30 percent in the
whole cohort, similar to the 29% 3 year mortality observed in the non-atelectasis
group. This suggests that the finding of prolonged survival in the atelectasis group
differs significantly from what would have been expected.

Conclusion
These data suggest that where BLVR is successful in producing atelectasis this
imparts a significant survival advantage. The data also illustrate that longer term
follow up is needed to evaluate fully the risks and benefits of bronchoscopic lung
volume procedures.

13

Acknowledgements
NSH conceived the study, analyzed the data and wrote the first draft of the
manuscript. SVK and DMH performed the radiological analysis. DMG, DMH, MIP,
TPT, NSH were involved in the original procedures, results of which are followed up
in this study. All authors contributed to and approved the final paper.
Funding
This study was supported by the NIHR Respiratory Disease Biomedical Research
Unit at the Royal Brompton and Harefield NHS Foundation Trust and Imperial
College London, who part fund MIP’s salary.

14

1.

Geddes D, Davies M, Koyama H, Hansell D, Pastorino U, Pepper J, Agent P,

Cullinan P, MacNeill SJ, Goldstraw P. Effect of lung-volume-reduction surgery in
patients with severe emphysema. N Engl J Med 2000: 343(4): 239-245.
2.

National Emphysema Treatment Trial Research Group. A Randomized Trial

Comparing Lung-Volume-Reduction Surgery with Medical Therapy for Severe
Emphysema. N Engl J Med 2003: 348(21): 2059-2073.
3.

Ferguson GT, Fernandez E, Zamora MR, Pomerantz M, Buchholz J, Make BJ.

Improved exercise performance following lung volume reduction surgery for
emphysema. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 1998: 157(4 Pt 1): 1195-1203.
4.

Herth FJF, Gompelmann D, Ernst A, Eberhardt R. Endoscopic Lung Volume

Reduction. Respiration 2010: 79(1): 5-13.
5.

Moore AJ, Cetti E, Haj-Yahia S, Carby M, Björling G, Karlsson S, Shah P,

Goldstraw P, Moxham J, Jordan S, Polkey MI. Unilateral Extrapulmonary Airway
Bypass in Advanced Emphysema. The Annals of Thoracic Surgery 2010: 89(3): 899906.e892.
6.

Choong CK, Cardoso PF, Sybrecht GW, Cooper JD. Airway bypass treatment

of severe homogeneous emphysema: taking advantage of collateral ventilation.
Thorac Surg Clin 2009: 19(2): 239-245.
7.

Snell GI, Holsworth L, Borrill ZL, Thomson KR, Kalff V, Smith JA, Williams

TJ. The potential for bronchoscopic lung volume reduction using bronchial
prostheses: a pilot study. Chest 2003: 124(3): 1073-1080.
8.

Yim AP, Hwong TM, Lee TW, Li WW, Lam S, Yeung TK, Hui DS, Ko FW,

Sihoe AD, Thung KH, Arifi AA. Early results of endoscopic lung volume reduction
for emphysema. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg 2004: 127(6): 1564-1573.

15

9.

Wan IY, Toma TP, Geddes DM, Snell G, Williams T, Venuta F, Yim AP.

Bronchoscopic lung volume reduction for end-stage emphysema: report on the first 98
patients. Chest 2006: 129(3): 518-526.
10.

Venuta F, de Giacomo T, Rendina EA, Ciccone AM, Diso D, Perrone A,

Parola D, Anile M, Coloni GF. Bronchoscopic Lung-Volume Reduction With OneWay Valves in Patients With Heterogenous Emphysema. Ann Thorac Surg 2005:
79(2): 411-416.
11.

de Oliveira HG, Macedo-Neto AV, John AB, Jungblut S, Prolla JC, Menna-

Barreto SS, Fortis EAF. Transbronchoscopic Pulmonary Emphysema Treatment: 1Month to 24-Month Endoscopic Follow-up. Chest 2006: 130(1): 190-199.
12.

Wood DE, McKenna RJ, Jr., Yusen RD, Sterman DH, Ost DE, Springmeyer

SC, Gonzalez HX, Mulligan MS, Gildea T, Houck WV, Machuzak M, Mehta AC. A
multicenter trial of an intrabronchial valve for treatment of severe emphysema. J
Thorac Cardiovasc Surg 2007: 133(1): 65-73.
13.

Galluccio G, Lucantoni G. Bronchoscopic lung volume reduction for

pulmonary emphysema: preliminary experience with a new NOVATECH(R)
endobronchial silicone one-way valve. Interact CardioVasc Thorac Surg 2010:
icvts.2010.236398.
14.

Hopkinson NS, Toma TP, Hansell DM, Goldstraw P, Moxham J, Geddes DM,

Polkey MI. Effect of Bronchoscopic Lung Volume Reduction on Dynamic
Hyperinflation and Exercise in Emphysema. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2005:
171(5): 453-460.
15.

Toma TP, Hopkinson NS, Hillier J, Hansell DM, Morgan C, Goldstraw PG,

Polkey MI, Geddes DM. Bronchoscopic volume reduction with valve implants in
patients with severe emphysema. Lancet 2003: 361(9361): 931-933.

16

16.

Springmeyer SC, Bolliger CT, Waddell TK, Gonzalez X, Wood DE.

Treatment of heterogeneous emphysema using the spiration IBV valves. Thorac Surg
Clin 2009: 19(2): 247-253, ix-x.
17.

Ingenito EP, Berger RL, Henderson AC, Reilly JJ, Tsai L, Hoffman A.

Bronchoscopic lung volume reduction using tissue engineering principles. Am J
Respir Crit Care Med 2003: 167(5): 771-778.
18.

Pauwels RA, Buist AS, Calverley PM, Jenkins CR, Hurd SS. Global Strategy

for the Diagnosis, Management, and Prevention of Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary
Disease. NHLBI/WHO global initiative for chronic obstructive lung disease (GOLD)
workshop summary. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2001: 163(5): 1256-1276.
19.

Toma TP, Polkey MI, Goldstraw PG, Morgan C, Geddes DM. Methodological

aspects of bronchoscopic lung volume reduction with a proprietary system.
Respiration 2003: 70(6): 658-664.
20.

Parr DG, Stoel BC, Stolk J, Stockley RA. Pattern of Emphysema Distribution

in {alpha}1-Antitrypsin Deficiency Influences Lung Function Impairment. Am J
Respir Crit Care Med 2004: 170(11): 1172-1178.
21.

Puhan MA, Garcia-Aymerich J, Frey M, ter Riet G, Antó JM, Agustí AG,

Gómez FP, Rodríguez-Roisín R, Moons KGM, Kessels AG, Held U. Expansion of the
prognostic assessment of patients with chronic obstructive pulmonary disease: the
updated BODE index and the ADO index. The Lancet 2009: 374(9691): 704-711.
22.

Martinez FJ, Foster G, Curtis JL, Criner G, Weinmann G, Fishman A,

DeCamp MM, Benditt J, Sciurba F, Make B, Mohsenifar Z, Diaz P, Hoffman E, Wise
R, for the NETT Research Group. Predictors of Mortality in Patients with
Emphysema and Severe Airflow Obstruction. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2006:
173(12): 1326-1334.

17

23.

Celli BR, Cote CG, Marin JM, Casanova C, Montes de Oca M, Mendez RA,

Pinto Plata V, Cabral HJ. The Body-Mass Index, Airflow Obstruction, Dyspnea, and
Exercise Capacity Index in Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease. N Engl J Med
2004: 350(10): 1005-1012.
24.

Moore AJ, Soler RS, Cetti EJ, Amanda Sathyapala S, Hopkinson NS,

Roughton M, Moxham J, Polkey MI. Sniff nasal inspiratory pressure versus IC/TLC
ratio as predictors of mortality in COPD. Respiratory Medicine 2010: In Press,
Corrected Proof.
25.

Hamnegard CH, Polkey MI, Thylen A, Nilsson F, Schersten H, Bake B. Effect

of lung volume reduction surgery for emphysema on diaphragm function. Respir
Physiol Neurobiol 2006: 150(2-3): 182-190.
26.

Takayama T, Shindoh C, Kurokawa Y, Hida W, Kurosawa H, Ogawa H,

Satomi S. Effects of Lung Volume Reduction Surgery for Emphysema on Oxygen
Cost of Breathing. Chest 2003: 123(6): 1847-1852.
27.

Casanova C, Cote C, de Torres JP, Aguirre-Jaime A, Marin JM, Pinto-Plata V,

Celli BR. Inspiratory-to-Total Lung Capacity Ratio Predicts Mortality in Patients with
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2005: 171(6):
591-597.
28.

Garcia-Rio F, Lores V, Mediano O, Rojo B, Hernanz A, Lopez-Collazo E,

Alvarez-Sala R. Daily Physical Activity in Patients with Chronic Obstructive
Pulmonary Disease Is Mainly Associated with Dynamic Hyperinflation. Am J Respir
Crit Care Med 2009: 180(6): 506-512.
29.

Hopkinson NS, Polkey MI. Does physical inactivity cause chronic obstructive

pulmonary disease? Clin Sci (Lond) 2010: 118(9): 565-572.

18

30.

Watz H, Waschki B, Boehme C, Claussen M, Meyer T, Magnussen H.

Extrapulmonary effects of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease on physical activity:
a cross-sectional study. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2008: 177(7): 743-751.
31.

Mineo D, Ambrogi V, Cufari ME, Gambardella S, Pignotti L, Pompeo E,

Mineo TC. Variations of Inflammatory Mediators and {alpha}1-Antitrypsin Levels
after Lung Volume Reduction Surgery for Emphysema. Am J Respir Crit Care Med
2010: 181(8): 806-814.
32.

Heindl S, Lehnert M, Criee C-P, Hasenfuss G, Andreas S. Marked

Sympathetic Activation in Patients with Chronic Respiratory Failure. Am J Respir
Crit Care Med 2001: 164(4): 597-601.
33.

Barr RG, Bluemke DA, Ahmed FS, Carr JJ, Enright PL, Hoffman EA, Jiang

R, Kawut SM, Kronmal RA, Lima JAC, Shahar E, Smith LJ, Watson KE. Percent
Emphysema, Airflow Obstruction, and Impaired Left Ventricular Filling. N Engl J
Med 2010: 362(3): 217-227.
34.

Higuchi T, Reed A, Oto T, Holsworth L, Ellis S, Bailey MJ, Williams TJ,

Snell GI. Relation of interlobar collaterals to radiological heterogeneity in severe
emphysema. Thorax 2006: 61(5): 409-413.

19

Figure 1
Atelectasis following BLVR was associated with improved survival (p=0.026).

Figure 2
There were fewer deaths among patients with a significant improvement in exercise
capacity after BLVR (p=0.06).
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Table 1: Baseline characteristics
Non-atelectasis
=14

atelectasis
n=5

T test

Age

59.6(9.0)

56.0(7.6)

0.4

Percent female

14

20

0.7

BMI (kg.m-2)

21.6(2.9)

28.2(2.9)

0.004

SNiP (cmH2O)

64.4(22.9)

70.6(26.3)

0.6

FFMI (kg.m-2)

15.8(1.5)

17.5(1.4)

0.05

SGRQ Symptoms

63.3(18.2)

64.9(24.3)

0.9

SGRQ Activity

76.9(18.1)

83.2(11.0)

0.5

SGRQ Impacts

42.8(13.9)

51.9(11.0)

0.2

SGRQ Total

56.5(14.2)

63.5(5.3)

0.3

SF-36 PCS

41.2(19.9)

41.9(16.9)

0.9

SF-36 MCS

50.5(23.4)

50.7(19.3)

0.9

FEV1 %pred

28.6(11.8)

27.7(13.3)

0.9

FVC %pred

80.1(18.2)

81.0(34.3)

0.9

TLC %pred

141.1(16.0)

134.3(14.7)

0.4

RV %pred

264.4(66.6)

249.4(80.0)

0.7

RV/TLC (%)

64.0(10.8)

60.9(16.1)

0.6

FRC %pred

213.3(37.9)

200.1(44.1)

0.5

TLco %pred

35.6(11.2)

36.9(11.1)

0.8

PaCO2 (kPa)

4.8(0.5)

4.8(0.8)

0.9

PaO2 (kPa)

10.0(1.4)

9.2(1.7)

0.3

Exacerbation rate /yr

1.9(1.5)

2.8(2.7)

0.4

ADD prednisone mg/day

3.1(6.3)

4.1(5.6)

0.8

Pack years smoked

45.4(16.7)

58.6(21.9)

0.2

VO2 l/min

0.85(0.23)

0.85(0.26)

0.99

VCO2 l/min

0.79(0.27)

0.79(0.23)

0.98

VE l/min

29.5(9.9)

29.5(4.1)

0.99
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Values are Mean (SD). BMI body mass index, SNiP sniff nasal inspiratory pressure,
FFMI fat free mass index, SGRQ St George’s Respiratory Questionnaire, SF-36 short
form 36, PCS physical component score, MCS mental component score, FEV1 forced
expiratory volume in one second, TLCO diffusing capacity, TLC total lung capacity,
RV residual volume, FRC functional residual capacity. ADD average daily dose in the
preceding year, VO2 oxygen consumption, VCO2 carbon dioxide production, VE
minute ventilation.
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Table 2 Comparison of early responses to BLVR in survivors and non-survivors
Non-survivor at

Survivor at 6

p

6 years

years

=8

n=11

∆ SWT (m)

+17.5 (65)

20.9(95)

0.9

∆ TLco (mmol.minute-1.kPa-1)

+0.11(0.4)

+0.46(0.6)

0.2

∆ RV (L)

-0.01(0.4)

-0.62(1.2)

0.37

∆ TLC (L)

-0.17(0.28)

-0.31(0.55)

0.53

∆ FRC (L)

-0.26(0.41)

-0.49(0.86)

0.53

∆ Endurance time (secs)

+26.5(148)

+133 (172)

0.17

∆ FEV1 (L)

-0.01(0.17)

+0.18(0.2)

0.06

∆ Isotime EELV (L)

-0.16(0.56)

-0.61(1.0)

0.31

∆ SGRQ

-0.6(10.6)

-0.1(8.4)

0.9

Atelectasis (n)

0

5(45%)

0.026*

Values are Mean (SD). SWT shuttle walk test, TLCO diffusing capacity, RV residual
volume, TLC total lung capacity, Endurance time refers to performance on a cycle
ergometer at 80% of peak workload, FEV1 forced expiratory volume in one second,
EELV end expiratory lung volume, SGRQ St George’s respiratory questionnaire total
score. P values are for unpaired t tests except *Chi2.
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