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EvbooKOmKdG sUpnuara

| Cumulative
Ewayoymn Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Mn amoKaAUTTIKA 47 34,3 34,3 34,3
H w ATTOKQAUTTTIKN 90 65,7 65,7 100,0
Total 137 100,0 100,0

EvéookoTtTika eupAMara

B N aTrokaAuTrKG
B AtokaAuTrikA

1 Yo
MEBoo0¢

JOUTEPACHOTO

AVUKOIWVOGELS




AnoteAEopatal

Ewcayoym

H 168 \

|
7

Epgovn | JKé
Epotyuo

1 Yo

J\féﬂoﬁog

JOUTEPACHOTO

AVOKOIWVOGELS

Bilowia Aapidac
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  AsveAngBn deiyua 79 7.7 57,7 57,7
ApvnTiKn Blowia 39 28,5 28,5 86,1
@enikn Blowia 19 13,9 13,9 100,0
Total 137 100,0 100,0
Bioyia AaBidag

B Aev eArigBn Beiyua

B Apvnrikn Bowia
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AntoteAEopatol

Bpoyxikn Bouproa
Cumulative
Ewaymyﬁ Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  AsveAngBn deiyua 87 63,5 63,5 63,5
ApvnTiKn Blowia 40 29,2 292 92,7
@enikn Blowia 10 7.3 7.3 100,0
Total 137 100,0 100,0
BpoyxikA Bouptoa

B Aev eAfgBn Seiyua

B Apvnnikn Blowia

O eenkn Bowia
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AntoteAEopatol

Bpoyxiko EKmAupa
Cumulative
EIG(I'Y(DVI'] Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Apvnrikn Browyia 112 81,8 81,8 81,8
OeTIKN Browia 25 18,2 18,2 100,0
Total 137 100,0 100,0
Bpoyxiko EKTTAUMG

B Apvnnikn Bowia
B ©enkn Bowia

MEBoo0¢

JOUTEPACHOTO

AVUKOIWVOGELS




Ewcayoym

MEBoo0¢

JOUTEPACHOTO

AVUKOIWVOGELS

AntoteAEopatol

YAKOC BPYXOOKOTINONC
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Apvnrikn Blowia 109 79,6 79,6 79,6
TN Browia 28 20,4 20,4 100,0
Total 137 100,0 100,0
ZAKOC BPYXOOKOTTNONG

B ApvnTikn Browia
B ©enkn Bowia
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ple wedge resections. Mediastinoscopy was applied in 14 patients and surgical
biopsy of the tumour in 11 patients. The hospital mortality rate was 1,36 % (1
of 73 patients). Patient died of haemorrhage. Follow-up was obtained in 13 of
73 patients with TC (17,80%). 59 of the patients were treated by adjuvant
chemotherapy. Lymph-node involvement was present in 6 of TC, 5 of AC, 8 of
LCNEC, 9 of LSNEC and 13 of SCC. Presenting symptoms were invariably of
respiratory-related. None had the carcinoid syndrome.

CONCLUSIONS: Lobectomy with radical lymph-node dissection appears the
most appropriate surgical treatment in well-differentiated forms because of the
high percentage of lymph-node involvement found in our series. Sleeve resec
tion could be performed in central typical and atypical carcinoid tumours,
avoiding pneumonectomy. More limited resection appears optimal as diag-
nostic procedure in selected patients.

P-267-LUNG CANCER AS A SECOND PRIMARY CANCER

Lukavetskyy, Nazar; Bilynskyy, Borys; Fetshych, Taras
Lviv Medical University, department of Oncology, Lviv, Ukraine

BACKGROUND: Aim of the study is to detect regularity of appearance and fea
tures of lung cancer as a second cancer.

METHODS: Between 1997 and 2003 5768 patients with lung cancer were
treated in our institution, including 111 peoples (1.929%) who had association
of lung cancer with cancer at other sites. The riterion of inclusion to detailed
study was diagnosis of lung cancer in association with another primary cancer.
The ariteria of exclusion to the study were as follows: lung cancer with syn-
chronous cancer, association with skin cancer. We did not analyzed the cases
of association of lung cancer with cancer at other sites when they were diag
nosed less that 4 times. We analyzed all selected cases separately for men and
women

RESULTS: We select 46 cases. Association of three cancers were diagnosed in
two patients: leucaemia+esophageal+lung  cancer (men)  and
rectal+lung #breast cancer (women). The most frequent sites of primary cancer
in men were head and neck cancer - 17 patients (interval between two diseases
was 8.2 years; mean survival after lung cancer was 7.4 months), gastrointesti-
nal cancer - 6 patients (interval was 6.8 years; mean survival was 19.1 months),
genitourinary cancer - 6 peoples (interval was 4.8 years; mean survival was 3.2
months). The most frequent sites of primary cancer in women were gyneco-
logic cancer - 9 patients (interval between two diseases was 6.875 years; mean
survival was 9 months), gastrointestinal cancer - 4 peoples (interval was 6.5
years; mean survival was 7.7 months), breast cancer - 4 patients (interval was
2.3 years; mean survival was 3.6 months)

CONCLUSIONS: Lung cancer as a second primary cancer was diagnosed: in
41.49% all cases of association lung cancer. In 15.3% cases lung cancer was
detect as synchronous cancer. The most frequently lung cancer arises in men
after head and neck cancer. Certain specific associations of different cancer with
lung cancer exist. Sexual difference of such associations exists. Lung cancer in
association s aggressive and survival after there treatment is not long-term
Nevertheless the first cancer is cured during the second cancer management.

P-268-THE OVEREXPRESSION OF VEGFAND P53 IN CYTOLOGIC
SPECIMENS OF LUNG CANCER PATIENTS

Valeri, Rosalig-Marig; Viadiko, N; Boglou, K: Barbetakis, Nikolaos; KLeontas,
Athanasios; Charalampidis, Charalampos; Destouni, Chariklia; Antzel, Jacob
Dept. of Cytopathology, Hospital “Theagenio®, Thessaloniki, Greece

BACKGROUND: Lung cancer stll remains a major cause of cancer death in the
world. Several markers (diagnostic and prognostic) are being used in recent
years, in order to investigate the pathogenesis of lung cancer. Angiogenesis-
stimulating factor VEGF (Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor) and pS3, a tumor
cell prolifarating parameter, are two very promising markers in cancer research,
which are not widely investigated in lung cancer. VEGF is supposed to be over-
expressed usually in non small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) but its role as a prog-
nostic factor still remains controversial. P 53 overexpression implies resistance (o
chemotherapy in NSCLC and a worse prognosis in patients with well differen-
tiated tumors. The purpose of this study is to investigate the expression of VEGF
and ps3 in cytological material of non small cell lung cancer cases. According
to bibliographic data, there is a small number of cytology studies relevant to
this subject

METHODS: We examined a total of 50 archival positive for malignancy

$385

bronchial washings, sputum specimens and pleural fluids (adenocarcinomas
and squamous cell carcinomas). The*material was processed using Liquid
Based Cytology (Thin Prep= automated method of processing and smearing of
cells on a monolayer) technique and immunostained with mouse monodlonal
antibodies for VEGF and ps3.

RESULTS: Our results suggest that; 1) VEGF was expressed both in adenocarci
nomas and in squamous cell carcinomas 2) All patients with VEGF positive
staining had o d 3) Most pleural
fluids were negative for VEGF immunostaining. 4) P 53 immunodetection was
not related to differentiation and to VEGF positivity.

CCONCLUSION: VEGF seems to be involved in lung tumorigenesis and could
serve as an independent prognostic marker useful for targeted therapy in
NSCLC. P53 could serve as an independent prognostic factor for poor progno-
sis with high value for choosing therapeutic management in well differentiated
tumors. Developments with antiangiogenesis agents hold promise as new
approaches in lung cancer patients.

P-269-THE SAC OF BRONCHOSCOPY IS REALLY A WASTE OR A
NEW METHOD FOR DIAGNOSIS? Dr.ANTZEL JACOB'S NEW
METHOD

Kleontas, Athangsios: Pilitss, Leonidas; Tsompanidou, Chrysoula; Charalam-
pidis, C Despoina; Valeri, R ; Destouni,
Chariklia; Georgantis, George; Antzel, Jacob

Hospital of Thessaloniki “THEAGENIO”, Thessaloniki, Greece

BACKGROUND: The sac of bronchoscopy is a part of the bronchoscopy equip-
ments, into which all fluids during bronchoscopy are collected and thr
away. So, Dr Antzel Jacob, supervisor of the Bronchoscopy Department, had
the idea of keeping and sending this sample for microscopy evaluation and the
results were surprising. The aim of our study was to investigate whether the
fluid of the sac could be a useful and helpful material and we had to keep this
for cytology examination as an additional tool for correct diagnosis.
METHODS: We performed 137 fiberoptic bronchoscopies from patients with
abnormal findings at their CTs. Then we collected endobronchial biopsies,
endobronchial brushings, bronchial washings, and the fluid of the sacs of bron-
choscopy for pathology and cytology evaluation.

RESULTS: The results revealed that the sac of bronchoscopy was positive for
malignancy at 20,44% of all cases. In the cases that we had endobronchial find-
ings (revelative bronchoscopies), the sac of bronchoscopy was positive for
malignancy at 21,11%. On the other hand, in the cases without endobronchial
findings (non-revelative bronchoscopies), the sac of bronchoscopy was positive
for malignancy at 19,15%. In a very high rate (4,25%), the diagnosis was only
based on the sac of bronchoscopy. As far as bronchial washing is concerned, in
4,38% of all cases the sac of bronchoscopy was positive for malignancy and the
bronchial washing negative. Also, the sac of bronchoscopy seemed to be more
effective (20,44% VS 18,25%) (p=0,646) than bronchial washing in all cases.
From all non-revelative bronchoscopies with positive results for malignancy, the
sac of bronchoscopy seemed to be more effective (19,15% VS 14,89%)
(p-0,583) than bronchial washing. Additionally, from all revelative broncho-
scopies with positive results for malignancy, the sac of bronchoscopy seemed
10 be more effective (21,11% VS 20,00%) (p=0,854) than bronchial washing.
finally, from all revelative bronchoscopies with negative nippers or brushings
or both, the sac of bronchoscopy seemed to be more effective (8,88% VS
7,77%) (p-0,787) than bronchial washing.

CCONCLUSIONS: Our results suggest that, the fluid of the sac of bronchoscopy
is a sample of high value and it could enhance our diagnostic accuracy in lung
cancer investigation.

P-270-USE OF Y-STENT IN THE MANAGEMENT OF INOPERABLE
TRACHEAL STENOSES AND TRACHEOESOPHAGEAL FISTULAS

lliodis, Kosmas: Misthos, Panagiotis; Hatzinis, Alexios; Agiannidou, Katerina;
Kontaxis, Argytios
Hygeia general hospital, Maroussi, Greece

BACKGROUND: The efficacy of Dumon Y-stent to relieve respiratory distress
symptoms was tested in patients referred for endoscopic paliation of both
benign and malignant tracheobronchial disease.

METHODS: The medical records of 48 patients who had undergone the place-
ment of a Dumon Y-stent at our institution from 1999 to 2004, were retro-
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Zevodoxeio “THRAKI PALACE”

r
Amoteiiopota aviioTon. , ' |
! Anoteléopara: O 0aKKOG TG BPoyxooKOTang fTav BTikoG yia veomhacia g
. 070 20,44% £7i TOU GUVONOU. ZTIG TTEPITTTWOELG TTOL LTITPXAV EVOPOBEOYXIKA ' ZFNOAOXHIO THRAKT PALACY

JOUTEPACHOTO

guprjuaTa (AmMOKAAUTITIKEG BPOYXOOKOTAOELS), O GAKKOG HTav BETIKOG Yia
veom\aoia oTo 21,11%. STIC MEPITTWOEL TTou Sev unmpxav evopoBpoyxikd
€VUPAKATA (UN AMOKAAUTTTIKEG BPOYXOOKOTOEIC), O GAKKOG ATav OETIKOG

yla veorhacia oto 19,15%. Z€ éva peydho mooooto (4,25%), n Siayvwon
MO BacioTnKe HOVO OTO GAKKO. ora

SUYKPITIKA ME TO BPOYXIKG EKTTAUHAL: 4,38% £TTi TOU GUVOAOU O GAKKOG HTAV
BETIKAC yla VEOTIACIA EVEM TO BPOYXIKO EKMAUMA fTav apvnTIKS. O oaKKog
gival amoTEAEOHATIKOTEPOG (20,44% VS 18,25%) TOL BPOYXIKOU EKTTAUMATOG
€71 TOU GUVOAOU TWV TIEPITTWOEWV. TIG U AMOKAAUTTTIKEG BPOYXOOKOTICEIG
0 GAKKOC €ival amoTENEOHATIKOTEPOS (19,15% VS 14,89%) Tou Bpoyxiko
€KMAUPATOG. ZTIG AMOKAAUTITIKEG BPOYXOOKOTIOELS, O CAKKOG Eival aToTe-
Aeopatikdtepog (21,11% VS 20,00%) Tou BpoyxikoL eKMAULATOG.
Supnépacpata: O GAKKOG TNG BPOYXOOKOTINONG £ival TOAD XPRGIUO UNKS Kal
Tpénel va Slatnpeital kat va amooTENAETaL TIPOG EpyacTnplakh Siepevvnon
KaBoTI £xel peyaAn StayvwoTikn agia.

|




000

B/ -’ T
Kisovrac ABavacirog
. Eowxevopevos latoos

Xetpovoyinns Owmoaxog, Kapowdg &
Meyaiawv Ayyeiwv



