KYII: O ME2OX AOBOX EINAI
KPITHPIO EIIEMBAXHX;

Evdyyelog Aldtoikog
Avaminpmntg Kabnynmc
[Tavemomuo [atpav
ESUT president elect



Disclosures

* Consultant, opinion leader Cook Medical
 Consultant Boston Scientific

e Consultant Karl Storz



Eivou n aviyvevon tov HEGOL
AOB0V €0KOAN Y100 TOV OVLPOAOYO;



ALOKOTALOKT] DTTEPTYOYPOPIKN
EKTIUNON KOGTEMC-TPOGTATOV

EvkoAn, un emeuPatikn, a&omiotn uéBodoc.
[Tapéyel TOAAEC TANPOPOPIEC EVOEIKTIKES Y10l VTTOKVGTIKO

Ultrasound
Suprapubic Male
N Short Axis
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KOALLLOL
*OyKoc¢ TpoctaToL
*OyKoc 00p®V KOGTNG TPO KO UETAL
oVPNONG
*Extiunon ndyovc eEmotnpa
*EKTiunon €60yM¢ TpOGTATOL GTO
EGMTEPIKO TOV KLGTIKOV QUYEVOL
[lapovoia eKkKoOATOUATOV, ABloonc
KOOTNG
* ATOKAEIGUOC AAA®V TaBOAOYLOV
(Oykov)



ALOKOTALOKT] DTTEPTYOYPOPIKN
EKTIUNON KOGTEMC-TPOGTATOV

*OyKoc¢ TpoctaToL

, : *OyKoc 00p®V KOGTNG TPO KO UETAL
Itravesical prostatic

protrusion (IPP): OUpn’Gng i )
Extipdtoan 1 amdotoon Extiumon mayovg ecwotipa

G KOPLOG TOV HEGOV « *EKTiUNnomn €60YNC TPOGTATOL GTO
MoPobd £oc ™ Pdaon oe ECMTEPIKO TOV KLGTIKOV OLYEVOL
EMOPT HE TV KVOTN [Tapovocio ekkoAToudTmv, MOioong

KOOTNG

* ATOKAEIGUOC AAA®V TaBOAOYLOV
(Oykov)



AloxkotAlokn petpnon IPP
(oBeMoio emimeoo)

BRI ® -
vZ'?/lZSH
: : =" 21Hz

** Tl AOYOVC oTaVTOPOTOINGNC TNG LETPNONC,
cuvictaton 1 ektipnon pe 0yko 200-250cc oty
KUGTN

** H draxotitakn kot dtopOikn extipunon tov IPP

etvan mapouoa aéromioteg. Urology. 2016 Feb;
88:161-5.




Me Baon v kAMvikn onuocio n IPP
£xel olywplotel e 3 Pabuioec.

IPP grade I: 0-5mm
IPP grade II: 5-10mm
[PP grade I1I: >10mm




Med Arch. 2012:66(5):324-8.

Which is a better indicator of bladder outlet obstruction in patients with benign prostatic enlargement--

intravesical protrusion of prostate or bladder wall thickness?

Aganovic D', Hasanbegovic M. Prcic A. Kulovac B, Hadziosmanovic O.

111pts pe amoppacn o UDS
¢ 20ykpion 2 U/Sypapikwv mopapétpov KYII:
IPP vs bladder wall thickness (BWT)

IPP koAVTEPOC TPpOYWGTIKOG Ociktne BOO
* Aueon GLGYETION UE

— Oyxo npootdtov

— PSA

— Pick flow rate
— UDS outcomes (Bladder outlet obstruction index>40)

BWT cvoyétion uovo ue PSA kot nicia



Eniopacn IPP Gty ovpnon

Typical BOO Metd and Kamolo onueio g ovpnone M
IPP o@aivetolr vo omominmtel €viOC TOVL
KOVOALOU 0VPNGNC, TPOKAADVTOS AVENCT
MG amOPPaENe OT®WC QOIVETOL OO TNV
QTOTOUN UEIMGT TNS PONG TOV OVP®V KOl
TNV TAVTOYPOVT OVTIGTOOUIGTIK] aVENoT
o NG TEONC TOV EEMOTIPA.

* flow

IPP BOO

time Rosier et al. Abstract proceedings: ICS



2VUTEPOCLLOL

* H otoKotAlokn vaepnyoypo@ikn EKTIUNGCN TNG
EGOYNC TOLV UEGOL AoPoV otV KOoTN Elvon
EVOC €VKOAO EKTILOVUEVOC KOl  OELOTTIGTOC
OEIKTNC TNC VITOPENC VITOKVGTIKOU KOADLUOATOC
AOY® VIEPTAAGIOC TPOCTATY).



Eivain moapovcio Tov pEcov AoPov
KPLTN P10 ATOPPOENC;



ITowo peyebog IPP kaBictator KAvikd
CNUOVTIKO?

Correlation of various clinical variables with the bladder outlet obstruction

(n=239)

239 acBeveic: ovykpion IPP
Factor/group Unobstructed Obstructed p-value .,
= e LLE OVPOOVVOLIKT) EVOEIEN
IPSS 0.624 4
<21 127 (84.1) 24 (15.9) anO(Ppagng (BOOI>4O)
=21 66 (75.0) 22 (25.0)
QoL score

b s IPP cutoff of 5.5 mm predict

=3 124 (80.0) 31 (20.0)

Qe (L) BOO with 66.7% sensitivity

>10 93 (91.1) 9 (8.9) S
<10 100 (72.9)  37(27.1) and 80.5% SpGClﬁClty.
PVR (mL)
<50 173 (88.2)  23(11.8)
> 50 20 (46.5) 23 (53.5)
Prostate volume (mL)
<30 113 (87.5)  16(12.5)
=30 80(72.7)  30(27.3)
IPP (mm)* 193 (80.7)  46(19.3)

Korean J Urol. 2013 Jun;54(6):369-372. English



IPP: évoc aClomoTog 0eiKTNG OmmOPPUENC

Arab J Urol. 2011 Sep;9(3):209-14. doi: 10.1016/j.2ju.2011.09.003. Epub 2011 Nov 15.

Assessment of noninvasive predictors of bladder outlet obstruction and acute urinary retention secondary to
benign prostatic enlargement.

* U/S+UDS study

* 50 pts yopic BOO, 50 ue nma omoq)pocin, 35 ue
cofapn omocppocfgn, 50 ue emicyeon ovpwv

* 20Y7Kplom pneBoomv extiunonc BOO «kat
TPOYVOGTC KIVOUVOU EMIGYECTS OVP®V
— Intravesical prostatic protrusion (IPP)
— detrusor wall thickness (DWT)

— prostate volume (PV)
— PSA

(IPP> DWT > PSA > PV



2vunepoocpata tng LUTS committee tng IN'oAdkng
Ovporoyiknc Etaipeiog

* [PP xaAVTtEpPOC TPpOYV®GTIKOC ocikTtne BOO amo
— Oykoc mpoctdTov
— PSA

Grade III (>1cm)
— Specificity 80% and a sensitivity of 68%

— X 5.1 av IPP grade II
— x10.4 av IPP grade III

* Metd TURP 1 PeAtioon tov IPSS eivan
ueyarvtepn o€ IPP>I mwpoeyyeipntika

Clinical impact of the intravesical prostatic protrusion: a review by the LUTS
committee of the French Urological Association. Prog Urol. 2014 Apr;24(5):313-8.



EAU guidelines 2016: Intravesical
prostatic protrusion: £voc aCl0OmIGTOG

OElKTNC ATOPPOENC

IPP correlates well with BPO
Eur opgap | (presence and severity) on
ASSO$IO'|'IOI1 | urodynamic testing, with

_?i’s

of Urology- |

Positive Predictive Value: 94%
Negative Predictive Value: 79%

* Ynuelovetol Twg o ogiktng IPP dev umopel va avtikotactioel v otoyvootikn acio
¢ UDS xvpimg dedouévon 0Tt amd@pain umnopetl va vapéer kot yopic v vmapén IPP.

Recommendation

None of the non-invasive tests in diagnosing BOO in men with LUTS can

currently be recommended as an alternative for pressure-flow studies.




2VUTEPAC LT

H vmoapén peyainc mpoBoAnc tov HEGov
AoBo0 (>5mm, kvupinwc>10mm) ce cuvovacouUO
ue LUTS etvon e€oupetikd aS10moToC 0EiKTNG
VTTOKVGTIKOD KOADUOTOC.

H amovcio onuavtiking IPP oev amoxAeiet

TNV VTAPEN ATOPPaENS (LEYAAVTEPT
e101koTNT 0o evacOncia tov IPP ogiktn)



Eival n mapovsio tov peEcGov AoPov
KPLTNPLO OTTOTLYLUG TNE QUPUOKEVTIKNG
Oepameiog;



IPP ot a-blockers

Urology. 2016 Feb;88:161-5. doi: 10.1016/j.urolegy.2015.11.029. Epub 2015 Dec 8.
Intravesical Prostatic Protrusion: A Potential Marker of Alpha-blocker Treatment Success i

Patients With Benign Prostatic Enlargement.
Kalkanli A', Tandogdu Z2, Aydin M3, Karaca AS®, Hazar AI°, Balci MB?, Aydin M3, Nuhoglu B3.

*49 ac0eveic vmo Tamsulosin
*Apyntikn cvoyétion uetald peyébovug IPP kot Bedtioon IPSS
otovg 3 unveg (P =.004)

U ct Symptoms. 2013 Jan;5(1):1-4. doi: 10.1111/j.1757-5672.2012.00154 x. Epub 2012 Apr 20.
Effect of Intravesical Prostatic Protrusion on the Characteristics of Lower Urinary Tract Symptom Change

after 12-Week Drug Medication: A Prospective Analysis.

90 acBeveic ue PV>30g, extiunon petd anod
3unvec amo v Evopén eapuakobepameiog pe

Oroyotepa amoteléopata oe Qmax ent VapEng
onuavtikov IPP



IPP o 5-a-reductase inhibitors

Urology. 2016 Jan 27. pii: S0090-4295(16)00062-5. doi: 10.1016/j.urclogy.2016.01.009. [Epub ahead of print]
Intravesical Prostatic Protrusion as a Predicting Factor for the Adverse Clinical Outcome in

Patients With Symptomatic Benign Prostatic Enlargement Treated With Dutasteride.

Yoshida T'. Kinoshita H?. Yoshida K'. Mishima T'. Taniguchi H', Yanishi M', Komai Y', Yasuda K'. Sugi M'. Matsuda T'.

* 111 acBeveic owoywpiotnkav ce low IPP (<10mm) kot
high IPP (>10mm). ITapoarxorovOndnkav yia 3 ypdvia.

* IPSS xou Peak Flow Rate PertiovOnkov otnv low IPP
aALd Oyt otnv High IPP

* ITopd tn onuovtikn peimon tov pueyEédovg tov
TPOCTATN OEV TAPATNPNONKOY GNUAVTIKES AAAAYESG
otnv IPP

* H ermintmwon enioyeonc ovpmwv 6ta 3 ¥povia NTav:
— Low IPP: 9.9%
— High IPP: 71.5% (P < .001).



H avénuévn IPP etvon mpoyveotikog
Topayovtoc erepPoonc

Urology. 2015 Sep;86(3):565-9. doi: 10.1016/j.urclogy.2015.05.021. Epub 2015 Jul 18.

Evaluation of Intravesical Prostatic Protrusion as a Predictor of Dutasteride-Resistant
Lower Urinary Tract Symptoms/Benign Prostatic Enlargement With a High Likelihood of

Surgical Intervention.

Hirayama K', Masui K2, Hamada A2, Shichiri Y2, Mas

e 218 acBeveic EAaPav cvvovacud dutasteride/a-
blocker yio > 6unvec

* IPP (odds ratio 1.133, P <.001) ftav o
1GYLPOTEPOC TTPOYVOGTIKOC TOPAYOVTOC Y1l
eYYelpnon

* Optimal cutoff value of IPP fjtav ta 8 mm.



IPP kot KAviKY) emoeivoon

010) 17,

Intravesical prostatic protrusion predicts clinical
progression of benign prostatic enlargement in patients

receiving medical treatment

* 259 acBeveic ue BPH
* Follow-up 32 unvec

* 52 gpodvicov I I
emdeivoon I .

’ ade 2 ‘
(PVR> 1 OOCC’ STCIGX,SGT] Fig. 5 Proportion of patients with clinical progression (all

/4 4 14 patients, n = 259).
oOVPMOV gloon >4
POY I ' OR ywa kAwvikn emogivoon

novaoeg IPSS) IPP grade II: 5.1
IPP grade III: 10.4

linical progression (¥)
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IPP ko cuovinpntikn avtipuetomion
0EELOG EMTLOYEGNC OVPWV

J Urol. 2003 Dec;170(6 Pt 1):2339-41.
Intravesical prostatic protrusion predicts the outcome of a trial without catheter following

acute urine retention.
Tan YH' Foo KT.

* 100 acBeveic pe o&eia emioyeon ovp®V

* Katnyopromoinon amotuyioc amoyoAaKTIGUOD LE
Bdon to IPP

* IPP grade 1: 36%
* IPP grade 2: 58%
* [PP grade 3: 67%

AcOeveic ue IPP<10mm €yovv 6 @opéc ueyardtepmn mboavotnta

VOl 0OYQAOKTIOTOVY 0o ToV Kabempa . - Aug178(2):573-7:



2 VUTEPAC LOTA

* H dmopén avinuévne mpoPornc tov UEGOL
AoPo0 otV KvoTn €lvon £vag TOAD aSLOTIGTOC
OEIKTNC UE UEYOAVTEPTM evalcncic oamd TOV
OYKO TOVL TpootaTn, T0 PSA KOl TO TOY0OC TOV
eCHOTNPO

* Avénuévn IPP ovoyetiCetalr pe @toym
amOKPIoN O1TN  Qopuokodepaneia, oVENUEVO
KIVOUVO EMLOEIVOONC KOl YELPOVPYLKNG
eméuPoaonc e KYIL.
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