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Calculation of sensitivity/specificity/LR

Disease positive Disease negative
Test positive a b
Test negative c d

Sensttivity = a/(a + ¢)

LR+ = [sensitivity/(1 — specificity)] = [af(a + ¢)] + [b/(b + d))

Specificity = di(b + d)

LR- = (1 - sensitivity)/specificity = [¢/(a + ¢)] + [d/(b + d))

Positive predictive value = a/(a + b), negative predictive value = d/f{c + d)
Pre-test probability =(a+ c)(a+b+¢c+d)
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Calcutations of OR/RR for use of trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole prophylaxis in
cirrhosis
Adverse event Adverse event Totals
occurs does not occur {(no
(infectious infectious
complication) complication)
Exposed to
wroatment 1 29 30
{experimental)
alb a+b
Not exposad c|d c+d
to treatment
{control) ] 21 30
Totals 10 a+c| b+d 50 atbec+d - 60
CER = ¢/(c*d) = 0.30
EER = a/(a+b) = 0.033
Control event odds = o/d = 0.43
Experimental event odds = a/b = 0.034
Relative risk = EER/CER = (.11
Relative odds = odds ratio = (a/b)/{c/d} = ad/bc = 0.08

W Clinical Trials and mata-analysis: 2L SRR
“NumberNeeded o Treat | Paraliel group tias | Crossovertnaisl Ciossoves idk Relatve Rlskl

—Number Need to Treat-

Treatment Cortrol Toral
Numbei with bad outcome: l 1 r 3 10
Number bith good outeoms | =R 21 50
Sample Size | e [ 30 80
Which calculation’ melhod"
[(‘ Hecomnmded[Newcombe] @ Tradiional
Proportions | G ] 0300
95% Confidence Interval
Traditional method

NumberNesded to Benefit | 3750 | 2258 to | 11.048
Absolute Risk R eduction | 07 | 0081 1w | 0.443
Standard Emor of Risk Reduction l 0.030 Noma! Value l 1.860
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Calculations for the occurrence of diabetic retinopathy in IDDMs

Occurrence of Relative risk Absolute risk Number needed
diabetic neuropathy at reduction reduction to treat
§ years among (RRR) (ARR) (NNT)
insulin-dependeant
diabetics in the DCCT
trial
Usual Intensive |IEER - CERI IEER - CER] 1/ARR
insulin insulin CER
regimen regimen
{CER) (EER)
13% 38% |13% ~ 38%|/ [13% = 38%| 1/25% = 4 pts,
38% = 66% =25% for 6 years,
with intensive
insulin Rx

- 222 -




i Aldge
A O 5 EA/504
4

4 34k
79 9FYo) B, £F ¥ 3 A=
F2: gl 1/22H/ Ax30d

10d A A% AZHAIAA BE e B FUHBsAg) FAolate olop7] Hg e
U oolgje] 5% g A8 FAY QA ol F W 2d nFez e FHF AFHA
mEith 2 olor] ey EaE F4 flo] 9 ol YA A &yt

HI go] AF X3 fA HIG FAAol LAt ol Udat Al APAY =
ZEEHIEY Y F7HPT prolongation)$t A ¢¥ 7 ¥ F(hypoalbuminemia), Y FHEZF
(hyperblirubinemia)o] AMT FF-2EIAHAME 7 sts} v Fud, F5E EF 27
ARt AFH OS2 Child-Pugh class CZ ¥EHJUZ, J=AZHF FFE &3y A8
AP AR AAHA WAAA Grade 1119 AEFNF B2t WA 22208 Bol =
U A=AguFol 287540l dAHAT FAE A=A YFY 25AH L FALR
3 o] Ag37] AsA ARA = Aol FSA GFIAA EJ

9 i ARARFY GFAPRHY AnA deAGAL WNFH SEP9F
F¢ Fol AeE F Uk olop]E FREVH ST Metd oo #AW FUE 13
Sm AAS BEe PO A old ARWL BAIA AL AUA, wd AVYH o
F Foe 4% AAAE AR 2 shadrh

2dFy ¥ n#

£ A9 dde A% £d9 3 2 3L A3 A 5 de dFFANEH
(MeSH)& o33} Z

® Primary Prevention
® Esophageal Variceal Bleeding

o] 5 gFAjEE o2 U PubMed Alo}E(htip://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez)ol
A& ERHEAS AFEH

A7te) GaEAEZo AAG £ ARE AAPHC C AND B olgdel AAWNE
ZH 7 Al o1& “ Randamized Cantralled Triall 8 #HAE ZFHd(7dA 1Y 7 AA /A

- 223 -



Entrez~PubMed HIOIXIt /1

PubMed Nucleotide Protein Genome Structure PopSet Taxonomy OMIM
Search [PubMed  +] for [#1 AND #2 Preview I G°|
Clear |

¥ Limits Preview/Index History Clipboard

About Entrez ) ¥
! o Search History will be lost after one hour of inactivity.
e To combine searches use # before search number, e.g., #2

Entreg PubMed AND #6. _

e TEAG o Search numbers may not be continuous; all searches are

Tutorial represented.

New/Noteworthy

PubMed Services Search Most Recent Queries Time Result

ﬁugzagBrowser #4 Search #1 AND #2Limits: Randomized 09:22:10 [6]
e rowser H '

Single Citation Matcher Controlled Trial

g?tgh %auop Matcher - #3 Search #1 AND #2 09:21:48 18

chlt?ya veries #2 Search esophageal variceal bleeding 09:21:16 2020

#1 Search primary prevention 09:20:42 64235

Related Resources

Order Documents

Grateful Med

Consumer Health . R
Clinical Alerts Clear History-

ClinicalTrials.gov

Privacy Policy

NCRI | NIM | NiH

http://neptune.nim.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?CMD=History&DB=PubMed 2001-07-06
-9224 -



C .

€35 NCBI

Pu

National B> 7S
Library EZ1N
of Medicine ExiZil

bl Jed

PubMed Nucleotide Protein Genome Structure PopSet Taxonomy OMIM
Search [PUBMed ] for [#1 AND #2 ‘GOI Clear I
, , ¥ Limits Preview/Index History Clipboard
About Entrez ¥
~~" Limits: Randomized Controlled Trial
Entrez PubMed Display [Summary _:j Save l Text l Order l Details I Add tc
Overview Show: |20 <] ltems 1-6 of 6
Help | FAQ
Tutorial
New/Noteworthy [~ 1:0eschenes M, Barkun AN.

PubMed Services
Journal Browser

MeSH Browser

Single Citation Matcher
Batch Citation Matcher
Clinical Queries

Cubby

Related Resources
Order Documents
Grateful Med
Consumer Health
Clinical Alerts

ClinicalTrials.gov

Privacy Policy

Comparison of endoscopic ligation and propranolo! for the prir
prevention of variceal bieeding.

Gastrointest Endosc. 2000 May:51(5):630-3. No abstract availabie.

PMID: 10896486 [PubMed ~ indexed for MEDLINE]

2:Avgerinos A. Armonis A, Manolakopoulos S, Rekoumis G, Argirakis G, Viazis

N. Vlachogiannakos J. Adamopoulos A, Kanaghinis T. Raptis SA.

Endoscopic sclerotherapy plus propranolol versus propranolol

primary prevention of bleeding in high risk cirrhotic patients wit
esophageal varices: a prospective multicenter randomized trial
Gastrointest Endosc. 2000 Jun;51(6):652-8.

PMID: 10840295 [PubMed ~ indexed for MEDLINE]

[~ 3:0berti F.

[Primary prevention of esophageal variceal rupture: endoscopi
propranolol]?

Gastroenterol

Clin Biol. 1999 Oct;23(10):1104~6. French. No abstract avail

PMID: 10592890 [PubMed - indexed for MEDLINE]

I~ 4:Sarin SK. Lamba GS. Kumar M. Misra A, Murthy NS.

Comparison of endoscopic ligation and propranolol for the prir
prevention of variceal bleeding.

N Engl J Med.

PMID: 100991

1999 Apr 1:340(13):988-93.
40 [PubMed - indexed for MEDLINE]

[~ 5:Plevris JN, Elliot R, Mills PR, Hislop WS, Davies JM, Bouchier |A, Hayes PC.

Effect of pr
patients wit

opranolol on prevention of first variceal bleed and ¢
h chronic liver disease.

Aliment Pharmacol Ther. 1994 Feb:8(1):63-70.
PMID: 8186348 [PubMed - indexed for MEDLINE]

I~ g:Duhamel O. Carle JP, Daures JP. Boyer A. Gislon J. Nalet 8, Cassan P,

Dubois A, Raff

anel C, Balmes JL. et al.

[Primary prevention of digestive hemorrhage, caused by ruptur

esophageal

cirrhosis. M
Gastroenterol

varices, by endoscopic sclerotherapy in patients w

ulticenter randomized controlled study].
Clin Biol. 1994:18(1):57-62. French.

PMID: 8187990 [PubMed - indexed for MEDLINE]

Display JSumma

ry >} Save | Text l Order | Details | Add tc

http://neptune.nim.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Select+from+History8 2001-07-06

-225-



The New England Journal of Medicine

COMPARISON OF ENDOSCOPIC LIGATION AND PROPRANOLOL
FOR THE PRIMARY PREVENTION OF VARICEAL BLEEDING

SHiv K. SARIN, M.D., D.M., GURWANT S. Lamsa, M.D., D.M., ManDHIR Kumar, M.D., D.M., Atok Misra, M.D., D.M.,
AND NANDAGUD! S. MURTHY, PH.D.

ABSTRACT

Background and Methods We compared propran-
olol therapy and endoscopic ligation for the primary
prevention of bleeding from esophageal varices.
This prospective, controlled trial included consecu-
tive eligible patients who had large varices {(>5 mm
in diameter) that were at high risk for bleeding. The
patients were assigned to either propranolol therapy,
at a dose sufficient to decrease the base-line heart rate
by 25 percent, or variceal ligation, to be performed
weekly until the varices were obliterated or so reduced
in size that it was not possible to continue treatment.

Results Of the 89 patients, 82 of whom had cirrho-
sis of the liver, 44 received propranolol and 45 un-
derwent variceal ligation. The mean (+SD) duration
of follow-up in each group was 14+9 and 1310
months, respectively. The mean time required to
achieve an adequate reduction in the heart rate was
2.5+1.7 days; the mean number of sessions needed
to complete variceal ligation was 3.2*1.1. After 18
months, the actuarial probability of bleeding was 43
percent in the propranolol group and 15 percent in
the ligation group (P=0.04). Twelve patients in the
propranolol group and four in the ligation group had
bleeding. Three of the four in the ligation group had
bleeding before their varices had been obliterated.
Nine patients in the ligation group had recurrent var-
ices, a mean of 3.7 months after the initial treatment.
Five patients in each group died; bleeding from the
varices was the cause of death of four patients in the
propranolol group and of three in the ligation group.
There were no serious complications of variceal liga-
tion; in the propranolol group, treatment was stopped
in two patients because of side effects.

Conclusions |n patients with high-risk esophageal
varices, endoscopic ligation of the varices is safe and
more effective than propranolol for the primary pre-
vention of variceal bleeding. (N Engl J Med 1999;340:
988-93.)
©1999, Massachusetts Medical Society.

LEEDING from esophageal varices is asso-
ciated with mortality rates ranging from 30
to 70 percent.2 Many therapies have been
evaluated for primary prophylaxis against
bleeding in people with cirrhosis and large varices.?5
The most effective therapy is the use of nonselective
beta-blockers, which reduce the incidence of a first
bleeding episode and, to some extent, reduce bleed-
ing-related mortality.5¢ However, beta-blockers have
unpredictable effects on the hepatic venous pressure
gradient, which is used to assess their efficacy.”® Meas-
urement of this gradient requires an invasive tech-
nique in which a catheter is passed through the fem-
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oral or jugular vein and wedged into a hepatic vein;
the difference between the wedged and free hepatic
venous pressures is recorded as the wedged hepatic
venous pressure gradient. In one recent study,® the
requisite reduction of more than 20 percent in the
gradient was achieved in only 14 percent of patients
who received propranolol. In another study, because
of frequent side effects and contraindications, pro-
pranolol therapy was found suitable for only 23 per-
cent of patients with cirrhosis.!® Other issues of con-
cern with respect to the use of beta-blockers are the
lack of patient compliance, the prolonged (in some
cases lifelong) need for therapy,!! and the risk of re-
bleeding after the cessation of therapy.!? The com-
bination of a beta-blocker and a nitrate has been
found superior to monotherapy with propranolol!
or nadolol.* However, prolonged use of nitrates may
increase the already advanced vasodilatory state of
such patients!® and increase mortality in patients with
cirrhosis who are more than 50 years old.1¢

Endoscopic sclerotherapy is currently not recom-
mended as prophylactic therapy for esophageal varices
because of conflicting results in earlier studies.17-19
Endoscopic variceal ligation is more effective and
safer than sclerotherapy??-22 and decreases the risk of
initial bleeding?3 and the risk of death?¢ due to var-
ices as compared with no treatment. On the basis of
these results, we conducted a prospective, random-
ized, controlled trial to compare the efficacy and
safety of variceal ligation with those of propranolol
for the primary prevention of variceal bleeding in
patients with esophageal varices that were at high
risk for bleeding.

METHODS

From September 1994 to July 1997, we screened 322 consec-
utive patients with portal hypertension who had never had bleed-
ing from varices. Eligible patients included those with large, grade
3 or 4 varices as independently evaluated by two endoscopists and
no history of hematemesis or melena.23 The size of the varices was
graded according to criteria published by Conn,? as follows:
1, small varices detectable only on performance of the Valsalva
maneuver; 2, small varices (diameter, approximately 1 to 3 mm)
visible during both phases of respiration; 3, varices of 3 to 6 mm,;
and 4, varices of >6 mm. The size of each varix was assessed by
opening biopsy forceps in the lumen of the lower 2 to 3 cm of
the esophagus. The risk of bleeding in large varices (>5 mm) was

From the Department of Gastroenterology, G.B. Pant Hospital (S.K.S.,
GS.L., MK, AM.), and the Department of Biostatistics, Institute of Cytol-
ogy and Preventive Oncology (N.S.M.) — both in New Delhi, India. Address
reprint requests to Dr. Sarin at the Department of Gastroenterology, G.B.
Pant Hospital, New Delhi 110 002, India, or at sksarin@nda.vsnl.net.in.
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assessed by looking for the presence of at least one “red sign,”
such as a cherry-red spot, a red wale, or a hematocystic spot. The
rate of agreement between the two observers with regard to red
signs on endoscopy was 94 percent. For the same observer, the
rate of agreement between two readings was 95 percent.
Cirrhosis was diagnosed on the basis of clinical, biochemical,
histologic, or ultrasonographic evidence. Noncirrhotic portal fi-
brosis was diagnosed when varices were present and there was no
evidence of thrombosis in the splenoportal axis on ultrasonography
and no evidence of cirrhosis on liver biopsy.2¢ Extrahepatic ob-
struction of the portal vein was diagnosed when a portal caver-
noma was detected by ultrasonography and there were no signs
of cirrhosis.26:27 For all the patients, information on alcohol abuse
was obtained, and tests for hepatitis B and C viruses and autoim-
mune markers in the serum were performed. The severity of liver
disease was classified according to Child’s criteria. Patients were ex-
cluded if they were receiving antiviral therapy or if they had con-
comitant hepatoma or another tumor, severe cardiopulmonary or
renal discase, bradycardia (basal heart rate, <55 beats per minute),
bronchial asthma, diabetes mellitus, heart failure, peripheral vas-
cular disease, a psychiatric disorder, glaucoma, or prostatic hyper-
trophy. Written informed consent was obtained from the patients
according to the guidelines of the 1975 Declaration of Helsinki.
Of the 105 patients with varices at high risk for bleeding who
were recruited after screening, 90 were cligible for the study. Rea-
sons for ineligibility were contraindications to the use of beta-block-
ers (cight patients), coexistent hepatoma (five), an inability on the
part of the patient to attend follow-up (onc), and refusal to follow
the treatment protocol (one). Patients were randomly assigned at
the time of the first endoscopic examination to undergo ligation or
to receive propranolol, according to a table of random numbers.

Endoscopic Ligation

Patients assigned to the ligation group underwent ligation at the
first endoscopy session or within the next 24 hours. After local ap-
plication of lidocaine, an endoscope (model GIF X-Q 20 or CV-1,
Olympus Optical, Tokyo) was introduced, and the ligation was car-
ried out by placing a single rubber band (Bard Interventional Prod-
ucts, Tewksbury, Mass.) over a varix each time the endoscope was
inserted. As many bands as possible (average, three to nine bands,
with fewer in later sessions) were placed in the lower 5 to 7 cm of
all variceal columns (vertical veins). Each residual varix was ligated
distally and proximally to accelerate obliteration. A 25-cm-long
sheath, supplied with the band-ligation set, was occasionally used
as a sleeve over the endoscope to facilitate insertion and removal
after the intravenous administration of 2.5 to 5.0 mg of diazepam.

Propranoiol Therapy

Patients assigned to receive propranolol underwent base-line
electrocardiography and cardiac evaluation after 15 minutes of rest.
Treatment then began with the oral administration of 40 mg of
propanolol. The heart rate and blood pressure were checked after
12 and 24 hours. Instead of adjusting the dose by monitoring the
hepatic venous pressure gradient, we increased the dose in incre-
ments of 20 to 40 mg per day until a 25 percent decrease in the
base-line heart rate was achieved. Treatment was stopped if any
of the following occurred: systolic blood pressure less than 80
mm Hg, heart rate less than 55 beats per minute, or other scrious
side effects.

Follow-up

Patients were followed through July 1997. Endoscopic ligation
was performed every week until the varices were obliterated or
were reduced to a size of grade 1. In the latter instance, it was not
possible to apply any more bands because of the small size of the
varices. Patients were asked to record all symptoms, such as chest
pain, fever, and dysphagia. The presence of ulcers or strictures was
noted on endoscopy. After the varices had been obliterated or re-
duced in size to grade 1, patients underwent endoscopy monthly
for the first three months and then once every three months until
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the end of follow-up. If varices recurred and became grade 2 in
size or larger, ligation was repeated to obliterate them,

Patients receiving propranolol were monitored daily until beta-
blockade was adequate, then monthly for the first three months,
and subsequently every three months. Drug compliance was as-
certained by interviewing the patient and by measuring the heart
rate. Patients were advised to refrain from consuming alcohol and
from taking nonsteroidal antiinflammatory drugs, histamine H,
blockers, or proton-pump inhibitors.

End Points

The principal end point was bleeding from the varices. Addi-
tional end points included death due to variceal bleeding, causes
related to the underlying liver disease, or unrelated causes; upper
gastrointestinal tract bleeding from causes not related to the var-
ices; or the development of serious side effects that required the
discontinuation of therapy.

Bleeding

Any patient who had overt upper gastrointestinal bleeding dur-
ing the study was admitted to the hospital and underwent endos-
copy of the upper gastrointestinal tract within 24 hours to deter-
mine the source of bleeding. Bieeding from esophageal varices
was diagnosed if active bleeding or a clot was seen on endoscopy
or if there was evidence of recent bleeding in a patient with an
esophageal varix and no other visible mucosal lesion. Bleeding was
considered to have arisen from gastric varices if active bleeding or
a clot was seen on endoscopy or if there was evidence of recent
bleeding in a patient with a gastric varix and the bleeding had no
other possible cause.?® Bleeding was considered to be caused by
portal hypertensive gastropathy if distinct lesions of the gastric
mucosa were present and there was no evidence of bleeding from
esophageal, gastric, or ectopic varices.? Bleeding was considered
to be caused by esophageal ulcers as a result of band ligation if
there was active bleeding or if there was an adherent clot on the
esophageal ulcer. Bleeding from any source was considered to be
serious if the estimated total blood loss was greater than 1500 ml,
the heart rate was greater than 100 beats per minute, the systolic
blood pressure was less than 100 mm Hg, and the patient re-
quired transfusion of more than 4 units of blood in six hours.

Management of Upper Gastrointestinal Tract Bleeding

All episodes of upper gastrointestinal tract bleeding were man-
aged with supportive therapy, including transfusions of blood and
plasma, balloon tamponade, infusion of somatostatin, or emer-
gency ligation, Other complications of liver discase, such as he-
patic encephalopathy and spontaneous bacterial peritonitis, were
managed according to standard protocols.

Statistical Analysis

Data were analyzed according to an intention-to-treat stratcgy.
Quantitative data were expressed as means (£SD) or as medians.
Student’s two-tailed t-test or an appropriate nonparametric test
was used to compare values in the two groups. Qualitative data
were analyzed by the chi-square test or Fisher’s exact test.3
Agreement between observers with regard to the red signs on en-
doscopy was measured by the kappa statistic.3! The actuarial
probabilities of bleeding from varices and of death from bleeding
or any cause related to liver disease were calculated for all the pa-
tients by the Kaplan—Meier method, and comparisons were made
with use of the log-rank test.?! Subgroups were also analyzed, after
patients without cirrhosis were excluded. Cox proportional-hazards
regression analysis was carried out to assess the effect of con-
founding variables.??

RESULTS

The 90 eligible patients were randomly assigned
to undergo ligation (46 patients) or to receive pro-
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pranolo! therapy (44 patients). One patient assigned
to the ligation group failed to appear the next day
and hence was excluded, leaving 45 patients in that
group. The patients’ characteristics are shown in Ta-
ble 1. The mean dose of propranolol was 7035 mg
per day, and the time required to achieve an ade-
quate reduction in the heart rate was 2.5+1.7 days.
In the ligation group, obliteration of the varices was
achieved in all the surviving patients with 3.2*1.1
endoscopy sessions over a period of 4.1+2.0 weeks.
The endoscopy session was postponed by one week
in the case of four patients because of diffuse ulcer-
ations on the varices. On nine occasions, patients
missed an endoscopy appointment. During the study
period, bleeding occurred in 12 patients in the pro-
pranolol group and 4 in the ligation group (27 per-

TABLE 1. CHARACTERISTICS OF THE 89 PATIENTS
ACCORDING TO STUDY GROUP.*

Enposcoric
LigaTion PROPRANOLOL

CHARACTERISTIC (N=45) (N=44)
Age —yr 44+12 39x17
Sex <~ no. (%)

Male 33 (73) 32 (73)

Female 12 (27) 12 (27)
Cause of varices — no. (%)

Cirrhosis 41 (91) 41 (93)
Alcoholic 11 9
Hepatitis B 16 15
Hepatitis C 5 2

Hepatitis B and C 0 1
Autoimmune 2 2
Cryptogenic 7 12
Extrahepatic portal-vein obstruction 3(7) 3(7)
Noncirrhotic portal fibrosis 1(2) 0
Obscrvations on endoscopy — no. of
patients (%)
Grade of varices

1 32(71) 34 (77)
v 13 (29) 10 (23)
Gastric varices
Before therapy 8 (18) 9 (20)
After therapy 9 (20) 9 (20)
Portal gastropathy
Before therapy 9 (20) 10 (23)
After therapy 11 (24) 10 (23)
Gastric antral vascular ectasia
Before therapy 0 2(5)
After therapy . 0 2(5)
Child’s classification — no. (%)
7 (16) 9 (20)
B 23 (51) 22 (50)
C 15 (33) 13 (30)
Ascites — no. (%) 31 (69) 27 (61)
Encephalopathy — no. (%) 7 (16) 6 (14)
Abnormal prothrombin time — no. (%)t 33 (73) 29 (66)
Follow-up — mo 13*10 149

*Plus—minus values are means £SD.

tThe prothrombin time was considered abnormal if it was more than
three seconds longer than the controf value.
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cent and 9 percent, respectively). The cumulative
probability of variceal bleeding during different fol-
low-up periods is shown in Figure 1. It was 43 percent
in the propranolol group and 15 percent in the liga-
tion group after 18 months of follow-up (P=0.04
by the log-rank test). No further events occurred after
18 months of follow-up, although only a few pa-
tients were followed for 32 months. The hazard ratio

- for variceal bleeding in the propranolol group, as

compared with the ligation group, was 3.0 (95 per-
cent confidence interval, 1.3 to 9.3). After adjustment
for age, the ratio was 2.6 (95 percent confidence in-
terval, 1.0 to 8.2).

In three of the four patients in the ligation group
who had bleeding, the bleeding occurred within the
first six weeks, before the varices could be eradicated.
The bleeding originated from post-ligation ulcers in
two patients and from a recurrence of esophageal
varices in one patient. In the patients in the propran-
olol group, bleeding from esophageal varices oc-
curred throughout the treatment period. The sever-
ity of bleeding was similar in the two groups. The
response to either therapy did not change if gastric
varices were present; none of the patients had bleed-
ing from gastric varices.

The 4 patients in the ligation group and 10 of the
12 patients in the propranolol group who had bléed-
ing had advanced liver disease (Child’s class B or C).
None of the patients with noncirrhotic portal hyper-
tension had bleeding. A subgroup analysis after data
on patients without cirrhosis were excluded (leaving
4] patients in each group) showed actuarial proba-
bilities of bleeding of 17 percent in the group un-
dergoing ligation and 43 percent in the group re-
ceiving propranolol (P=0.08).

Ten patients (five in each group) died, all from
disorders involving the liver (Table 2). The number of
deaths related to bleeding was similar in the two
groups: three patients in the ligation group and four
in the propranolol group died from bleeding. The
actuarial probability of survival in the ligation and
propranolol groups was 88 percent and 82 percent,
respectively (P=0.98). There was a trend toward
fewer hospitalizations in the ligation group, and few-
er patients in the ligation group required blood trans-
fusions.

At the end of the follow-up period, 9 of 40 (22
percent) surviving patients in the ligation group-had
recurrent varices. Varices recurred a mean of 3.7x2.1
months (range, 2 to 13) afier the initial obliteration
and could be obliterated again in 1.4+0.5 sessions
by repeated ligation. Second recurrences were rare
during follow-up. In one patient, whose follow-up
was irregular, bleeding occurred from large varices
after 13 months; this patient subsequently died.

No serious complications resulted from variceal li-
gation. Transient retrosternal pain, fever, and dyspha-
gia developed in 18 percent, 7 percent, and 4 percent
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Figure 1. Cumulative Probability of Variceal Bleeding in the Two Groups of Patients.

of the patients, respectively. Post-ligation variceal ul-
cers, generally superficial, developed in 36 patients
(80 percent) one week after the first session of liga-
tion. Sixteen patients in the propranolol group (36
percent) had one or more side effects possibly related
to the drug. These included lethargy in 12 patients,
psychiatric disturbances in 4, hypotension in 2, im-
potence in 2, and bronchospasm in 1. However, in
only two of these patients was the therapy stopped,
in one because of persistent hypotension, weakness,
and lethargy and in the other because of altered sen-
sorium possibly associated with propranolol therapy.

DISCUSSION

Treatment with beta-blockersss and endoscopic
variceal ligation?? have independently been shown to
decrease the risk of a first episode of variceal bleed-
ing. Our study confirmed these observations when
the risk of bleeding in patients given either therapy
was compared with that in untreated patients de-
scribed in earlier studies. In one earlier study,?? we
found that the incidence of variceal bleeding in pa-
tients with untreated varices at high risk for bleeding
was about 39 percent during a mean follow-up pe-
riod of 14 months. Lay et al. observed incidence
rates of variceal bleeding of 40 percent and 60 per-
cent at 12 and 24 months of follow-up, respectively,
in patients with untreated cirrhosis who had high-
risk varices.?* With the use of beta-blockers, this risk
was decreased to 18 to 25 percent,?33¢ and with the
addition of nitrates, to about 8 percent.!6

We found that the risk of bleeding with ligation
was significantly lower than that with propranolol
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therapy. The actuarial risk of bleeding at the end of
18 months in the ligation group was 15 percent, a
risk similar to that reported previously with drug
therapy.16:33:3¢ The four patients in the ligation group
who had bleeding had advanced liver disease. Severe
early rebleeding from esophageal varices after ligation
has been reported by Sakai et al.3% and by Lay et al.24
in patients with advanced liver disease. Two patients
had bleeding from post-ligation ulcers and one from
esophageal varices before the varices were obliterat-

TABLE 2. OUTCOMES OF TREATMENT ACCORDING TO
STUDY GROUP.

ENnposcopic
LIGATION  PROPRANOLOL P
CHARACTERISTIC (N=45) (N=44) VaLuE
Patients hospitalized — no. (%) 5(11) 12 (27) 0.09
No. of paticnts needing blood 1 7 0.03
transfusion
Mcan no. of transfusions per patient 0.1 0.4 0.03
Actuarial probability of survival at 88 82 0.98
18 mo—%
Deaths — no. (%) 5(11) 5(11) 0.77
Cause of death — no.
Bleeding* 3 4
Spontancous bacterial peritonitis 1 0
Hepatic encephalopathy 1 1
Child’s class at time of death — no.
A 0 0
B 1 3
C 4 2

*Death was due to massive bleeding or was related to a bleeding cvent.
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ed. Had we treated our patients with sucralfate3s or
omeprazole,?” the two ulcer-related bleeding episodes
might have been prevented. The only patient who
had bleeding after variceal obliteration had irregular
follow-up and missed a few endoscopy sessions sched-
uled for surveillance. In this patient, grade 3 varices
developed, from which she had fatal bleeding. Vari-
ces recurred during follow-up in the ligation group
a mean of 3.7+2.1 months (range, 2 to 13) after the
initial obliteration. However, after repeated ligation,
a second recurrence was rare. We therefore recom-
mend that surveillance endoscopy should first be
performed within three months after the oblitera-
tion of varices. Subsequently, endoscopy should be
performed at six-to-nine-month intervals. _

Beta-blocker therapy needs to be given for a pro-
longed period, possibly for life, and noncompliance
raises the risk of bleeding to pretreatment levels.1112 In
contrast, with ligation, varices can be obliterated with-
in about a month, or possibly earlier, and therefore
ligation offers a distinct advantage over lifelong pro-
pranolol therapy. Furthermore, no patient in our li-
gation group had to be excluded, whereas in the
propranolol group eight patients had to be initially
excluded because of contraindications to the drug
and two subsequently withdrawn from therapy be-
cause of side effects. Others have also reported a
high frequency of side effects, often requiring dis-
continuation of beta-blockers.14

The overall mortality in the two groups was sim-
ilar (11 percent), although fewer patients in the liga-
tion group required blood transfusions and there was
a trend in that group toward fewer hospitalizations.
Ligation should have a role particularly in the treat-
ment of patients with high-risk varices in whom
beta-blockers are contraindicated or must be discon-
tinued because of side effects.?® Our findings also
suggest that the combination of both therapies should
be evaluated to determine whether even better re-
sults can be achieved.

Part of this work has appeared in abstract form (Hepatology 1997;26:
360A).
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