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NWOIVOPIAIKA olco@ayiTida

Motol ivai o1 TiBavoi Tabo@uaioAoyIKoi PNXaviopol TS VOOOU;

Moo o raBoyevetikog pohoc Tng FOM kai Tou yaoTpIKoU ofEog;

[10Ti N vOT0¢ apopd KUPIWwe VEOUC AVOPEC;

[67e 0 KAIVIKOG yIaTpO¢ Kol 0 evdookotog Ba uroiacfouv Tn vooo Kal TTuG

Ba TNV TEKINPIWOTOUY;

Mwc¢ n Bepatreia pe PPl emdpa 0TV QUOIKI 10TOpIA THE VOTOU;

Mola n BepaTTEUTIKI QVTIPETWTTION HE BAOT THYV QUOIKI I0TOPIA THG VOOOU;
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TTOI0I €ival ol TTIfavoi TTa6oPuUCIoOAOYIKOI
MNXAVIOMOI TG VOO OU;
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TTaOoyEvela: KANPOVOMIKOTNTA

8% TTaIdIaTPIKWY aoBeVWYV £XOUV TOUAAXIOTOV £va
ouyyevn 1°¢ BaBuou pe HO

Noel RJ, et al. N Engl J Med 2004

sibling recurrence risk ratio (As):
av eTITTOAao oG = 5/100.000 TOTE As=80

Blanchard C, et al. J Allergy Clin Inmunol 2006

26 OIKOYEVEIEG
59 aocOeveig
CUUTTTWHOTO &
EVOOOKOTTIKA eupnuaTta NS

Mon-familial EE Familial EE

ollins MH, et al. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2008
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TroBovéveia: aAAepyia
emIONMIOAOYIKA dedopéva

-70% 10TOPIKO AAAEPYIKWYV VOO HHATWY N BETIKWYV

OEPHOAVTIOPACEWYV KUPIWG OE TPOPES
Noel RJ, et al. N Engl J Med 2004
Spergel JM, et al. Curr Opin Allergy Clin Immunol 2007

-omravia (<15%) n Tpo@ikR ava@uAagia yeEyovog TTou
moOavwg utTtodnAwvel non-IgE mediated Tpo@ikn
aAAepyia

Assa’ad AH, et al. J Allergy Clin Immunol 2007

-ETTOXI0KIN KATAVOMI CUHUTITWHATWY KAl auénon apiOuou
NWOIVOQIAWY TNV AVOoIEN KAl KOAOKAIPI
(aeproaAAepyioyova)

Wang FY, et al. J Clin Gastroenterol 2007
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TTaboyEvela: aAAepyia

OepaTtreuTiKa dedouéva

-OTTOQUYIN OUYKEKPIMEVWV TpOoPWwV (YaAa, auyd, oodyia,
KOAQUTTOKI, KOTOTTOUAO, B0oOIVO, OIThPA, @ICTIKIA), ME
Baon TO aTmOoTéALopa OegpHpoOAVTIOPACEWY, O0OnyeEi o€
UPECN OCUUTTTWHATWY KOl EAATTWON TOU OpIiBuoU TWwV

NWOoIVOPIAWYV
Spergel JM, et al. Ann Allergy Asthma Immunol 2005

-oToIXEI0KN OiaITa (BACIONEVN KUPIWG OE OUIVOEEQ)
Liacouras CA, et al. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2005

-atToPuyn 6 Tpopwyv (YaAa ayeAadag, auyo, ooyia,
@IOTIKIA, OITNPA, OOAACOIVA) CUYKPICIHA ATTOTEAECHATA

ME oTOIXEIOKN OidITa
Kagalwalla AF et al. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2006
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TTadoyeEveia

TPOPIKA Kol  TrEPIBAAAOVTIKA
aAAepyloyova TTPOKAAOUV
augnuévn tmrapaywyn IL-5 kai IL-

13 amé T povomUpnVva TOU

aipatog o eVAAIKEG aocOevei§ HE
TR HO

T s . Lung
o Eosinophils

Stomach Yamazaki K, et al. Dig Dis Sci 2006
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Aecroallergens

Allergic context
Food o - Atopy
allergens ’ “ - Asthma
; > - Eczema
— - Food allergy

\ Glucocorticoids

IL-13 . Dietary therapy

Eotaxin-3 2
Periostin
- IS 4@ Thz cen
= L 1 L-"_"t‘j
Activated
* epithelial cell Epithelial
B :

e 1 cell
Eosinophil hyperplasia

o

Chemotaxis e —3 IgE Mast cell
- H+
B Lymphocyte \ —+ \

T

|

Blood vessel
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TTaOoyEveia: T NWOIVOPIAX

e

- Epithelial

|
he cells

2y
T2
palarization
i

S o
b By Activated \
__." =2 -, e
o 3(“1‘?\" eosinophil l

/' —

- Fibrosis

Eotaxin-3

————» Dysmotility

— —
¥

Dendritic
cells
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TTAOOYEVEIA: KIVNTIKEG OIATAPAXES

| W Control mEoE GERD |

i i | Dysphaéiﬂl ' '
Ll ERERSEEESspsnn ey
| . Pl o « 10-s8¢ - ' '
J_ *Pe0.03 o . |

| . A A e :
I . TR - : :

: - - “.I ' J — 20 cm quuﬁlu.thllﬁfnjl\.uﬂ-“ﬂﬂj\m .'-"LIF"'““‘.

% Samultanscus 5 Isolabed o A =160 = Durabon % 2 Peaks
Conbracimons Contracons mim Hig =7 SEC

| ED:mmHg

| W Control MEcE  GERD

I

L

% Porsieks % Ineffecive % Tofal % Porisiallic <% Inaffeciive % Meal

peristalsis  complete WEVEE peristalsis complets Nurko S, et al. Am J Gastroenterol 2009
propagetion  after meals meaad propagation
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TTaboyévela: euevooToTNTA

EG.J distension ' Esophageal distension

\3 cm

Massmarriend of Mepsurermesnis
the namawesd 58 16 Chdg

Irpdra-0a g e asure WAl Sressim

EndoFLIP® EndaFLIP®
placement remoyal

Kwiatek MA, et al. Gastroenterology 2010
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TTaOoyEVEIa: EUEVOOTOTNTA

A Control subject

L]

=

(=]
i

Table 2. Distension Plateau Values of Distensibility Curves

40 mL ME
Proxirmol gy ;-mu- Computed From the Averaged Individual Coefficients of
] ‘ém_ the 1-Phase Exponential Association Model
z 2
§ A gfﬂﬂ' Distension plateau,® mm?
2 b dioll E e Control subjects (n = 15) 438 (227-491)
B, - - e o, EoE patients (n = 33) 259 i?E—dE!:L}f'
s £ Intra-bag pressure (mmHg) Mo PPl thErEl:l'_l,I' in = 13] 226 |:95—3._I'r3}u
B EoE patient with narrowed distal esophagus 'D_n PPl therapy (n = 20) 277 (80-491)° .
Rings = furrows (n = 24) 267 (117-491)°

20 mL 500 -

H Rings = furrows + stricture (n = 9) 171 (70-387)
roximeal ﬁ 400+
s | - able 3. Cross-Sectional Area At the Diaphragmatic Hiatus
Ei ik E oo (Narrowest Esophagogastric Junction Cross-Sectional
5 ¥ (o0 Area Measured by the EndoFLIP) and the Pressure
E E N7 ' Within the EndoFLIP Bag During Volume Distensions

T T T T T T T 1
05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Intra-bag pressure (mmHg)

Hiatal CSA.2 mm? Intrabag pressure, mm Hg

C EoE patient with a distal esophageal stricture

< 50, Control EoE Controf EoE
:- - EndoFLIP bag  subjects patients subjects patients
% e volume, mL  (n=15) (n=33) (n=15) (n = 33)
Dominamt ] % ,
stricture \ ‘Narrowest E— 200 ED 15 {9—23] 13 |:4—EE}D lg |:13—33} 21 |:T—3E|}
ICEME' mm? % 100, 30 22 (9-62) 14 (4540 24(18-39) 29(14-37)
33.2 mmHg “In:a_;‘:g':::sji f:.“ii..“ Kwiatek MA, et al. Gastroenterology 2010
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TTOI10G O TTOOOYEVETIKOG pOA0G TNG MOl
KOl TOU YOO TPIKOU 0EEOC;
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O POAOG TOU YOO TPIKOU OEEOC

Molina-Infante J, et al. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2010

1721 patients referred for EGD
R N A 1249 patients with upper Gl symptoms
= TO an PPis |
11 anscoaputasd o -
BelDairise il A *
712 patients enrolled

&' BTT patients with < 15 sal/HPF

A5 patients with 2 15 aa/HPF

/\

14 patients with endoscopic 21 patiesnts withowt
acld damage endoscopic acid damage

PpH ssophageal monitoring
Rabeprazole 20 mg b.Ld for 8 weaks

Rabeprazole 20 mg bui.d Pathologic pH monitoring NHormal pH monitoring
n=45 n=g8

PPI-R EEI GERD + EoE PPI-R EE1 EocE

m= 42 nm3 me=2 ne=Jd

9" ExktrandeuTtiki dinpepida ENMEME, ABRva 24-25 ZemrrepPpiov 2011
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O POAOG TOU YOO TPIKOU OEEOG

180 - nr eos/hpf : rpo Bepatreiag 36(15-165)
pHETA BeparTreia 3 (0-116)

160 -
140 | povo 9/35 (25%) ao i TTAnpoucav
120 -
100 -
80 -
60 -
40 -
20 -

0

owiiIria

BEFORE PPI THERAPY AFTER PPI THERAPY
Molina-Infante J, et al. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2010
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O POAOC TOU YOO TPIKOU OEEOGC

809 Patients with Barreti's esophagus (BE)

No squamous tissue on biopsy
(n=609)

Squamous fissue on biopsy (n=200)

——]

2 15 eos per HPF (n=14) < 15 05 per HPF (n=186)

Ravi K, et al. Am J Gastroenterol in press
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O POAOC TOU YOO TPIKOU OEEOGC

<15 nwo/korr > 15 nwo/komr OR (95% Cl)

CUMTITWHOATO

duo@ayia 19/186 (10%) 4/14 (29%) 0,06
KAUOoOG 23/186 (12%) 3/14 (21%) 0,04
QAappaKa

ox1 AAIN 17/186 (9%) 3/14 (21%) 0,15
AAI x 1 69/186 (37%) 4/14 (29%) 0,58
AAI x 2 100/186 (54%) 7/14 (50%) 0,79

EVOOOKOTTIKA EUPAHATA

SakTUAiol 1/186 (1%) 2/14 (14%) 0,01
gulpuTITOTNTA 0/186 (0%) 1/14 (7%) 0,07
oTéEVWOon Avw - HECOU 4/186 (2%) 0/14 (0%) 1,0

TMEPIP. OTEVWON 9/186 (5%) 1/14 (7%) 0,52
dAAa HO 5/186 (3%) 2/14 (14%) 0,08

Ravi K, et al. Am J Gastroenterol; in press
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Dellon ES, et al. Gastroenterology; in press
Table 4. Unadjusted and Adjusted OHs Tor the Association Betwesn H pyferi and Histologic Esophageal Disease

on

H pylor H pylori Unadjusted OR Adjusted CR
positive negative (95% Cl) [95% Cli®
Wain cutcome
Mormal esophageal Diopsy 4048 h2 203 1000 (ref) 1.00 (ref|
SPECImEns
Any esophagesl eosinophilia 226 5441 0,77 (0.85=0.87) 0,82 0.7 3083
By tevel of eosinophilla {eoshpf° _
=15 333 B45E7 0,79 [0,70-0.88) .83 (0.74-0.93]
=45 98 1642 Q.75 (0.61-0.03) 0,81 (0.66-1.00)
=75 32 T Q.72 [0.50=-1.03] 0.77(0.54-1.109
=30 15 ara 0.52 (0.31-0.8T) 0.56 (0.33-0.97)
By EoE certainty”
Feflux asophagits on biopsy 3798 52 086 Q.84 [0.50-0.95) 0.6 ((,B5-0.598)
.ﬁr.:,'r esophageal sosinophilia 326 G441 Q.77 (0,69-0.87) 0,82 0,730.92
Histologic EoE 208 A751 .72 {0.62-0.83) 0.77 (0.66-0.89)
Histologic Eot with dysphagia o 121 2246 Q.70 [0,58-0.84) 0.74 (0,61-0,88)
clinical suspicion for EcE and
no refiux or Barmrett's
asophiagus
Histologic EaE with dysphagia or 38 178 0,63 (0. 45-0,87) 0,68 (0.45-0.94)
clinical suspicion for EoE and
na refiux or Barrett's
esophagus and esophagesal
agsinophilic mcroabscess
=00 eos /hpl 15 373 0,52 (0,.31=0,87) (.56 (0.33-0.97

ExtmraideuTikn dinuepida EMENE, AORva 24-25 2etrreuppiov 2011
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YIOTIi N VOO OGS a@OpPA KUPIiwG VEOUC AVOPEG;
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TTOTE O KAIVIKOG 1ATPOG KAl O EVOOOKOTTOG Ba
UTTOWIOOTOUV TN VOO O KaI TTwWG Oa Tnv
TEKUNPIWOOUV;
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KAIVIKR EIKOVO

* AlO©:3/1
* duopayia (93%)
* evopnvwon BAwpuou (62%)

* OTTI0000TEPVIKOG KOUCOG  (24%)
« MKAOI1, éueTol, oduvopayia

* IOCTOPIKO aAAEpYiag (52%)
* TTEPIPEPIKA NWOIVOPIAia (31%)
* au¢non IgE (55%)
« eupnuatra MEKAO (40%)

* TTOOOAOYIKI TTEXAMETPI (10%)

Sgouros SN et al. Endoscopy 2006; 38:515-20
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EVOOOKOTTIKN EIKOVA

> guBputrtoTnTa BAevvoyovou / oidnua (59%)

> TTOAAATTAOI | pEHOVWHEVOI DAKTUAIOI (49%)

9" EkmraideuTikn dinuepida EMENE, ABRva 24-25 ZemrreuBpiov 2011
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EVOOOKOTTIKN EIKOVA

> AEUKWTTA oTiypata / utreyépoeig (16%)
> otévwon (40%)
> @uoloAoyik evdookotrnon (9%)
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ol1dyvwon

AGA INSTITUTE

sopha Idren and Adults: A Systematic Review and
for Diagnosis and Treatment

Association (AGA) Instiute and North American Society of Pediatric

TONN | ‘

1. oi1co@ayIKa - vooog Crohn
CUNTITWHATO - VOONMOATO OUVOETIKOU
I0TOU

2. > 15 eos/hpf
3. PPI test (-)  normal

- UTTEPNWOIVOPIAIKO OUVOP.

- Aoijwén

- NWOIVOYIAIKN
YOOTPEVTEPITIC

- @AapHaKa

24h esophageal pH

on EkmraideuTikn dinuepida ENMENE, ABRva



NWOIVOPIAIKA olco@ayiTida

TTws N Bepatreia pe AAI BonBa otn
(PUCIKI 1I0TOPIO TG VOO OU;
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(PUOIKN 1I0TOPIO

Baseline examination Follow-up examination

Abnomalities in physical examination, no. 0 0
Body mass index (kg/m#), mean (range) 235(15.1-325) 24.6(17.9-34.6)
Hemoglobin (g/aL), mean (range) 14.7(12.5-16.7) 14.8(13.1-16.8)
Peripheral white blood cells (cells/mm?), mean (range) 6592 (4100-10,100) R983 (4100-8000)
Perinheral blood [ymphocytes (cells/mm?), mean (range) 21]83 (940-2930) 1819 (1185-2835)
Peripheral blood eosinophils {cells/mm?), mean (range) 446 (75-1185) 359 (H5-855)

Normal value? (<350 cells/mm?), no. 12 (50%) 15 (50%)

Mild elevation (350-1500 cells/mm?), no. 12 (50%) 15 (50%)

Moderate elevation (1500 cells/mm?), no. 0 (0% ] 0 {0%]
Ceactive protein (mg/L), mean (range) 5.3 (<59 <h (all <b)
Total serum protein (g/L), mean (range) ?G 8 (63. ?-EEL Bl ?1 8 (66.3-17.1)
Serum albumin (g/1), mean (range) 45.5 (40.7-63.0) 44.7 (39.8-49.4)
Total gE

Normal values (<100 U/mL), no. 8 (30.8%) 10(33.3%)

Mild elevation (100-200 U/mL), no. 1 (26.9%) 7(23.3%)

Severe elevation (=200 U/mL), no. 11 (42.3%) 13 (43.3%)

Straumann A, et al. Gastroenterology 2003
9" ExktrandeuTtiki dinpepida ENMEME, ABRva 24-25 ZemrrepPpiov 2011
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O POAOG TOU YOO TPIKOU OEEOG

180 - nr eos/hpf : rpo Bepatreiag 36(15-165)
pHETA BeparTreia 3 (0-116)

160 -
140 | povo 9/35 (25%) ao i TTAnpoucav
120 -
100 -
80 -
60 -
40 -
20 -

0

owiiIria

BEFORE PPI THERAPY AFTER PPI THERAPY
Molina-Infante J, et al. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2010
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TTOI0 N OEPATTEUTIKN AVTIMETWTTION ME
Baon Tn UOIKNA ICTOPIO TG VOO OU;
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BepaTreia: OTEPOEION

Prednisone

S
i

Fluticasone

o
T

o
2

Schaefer ET, et al. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2008

Proportion of
symptom-free patients

log-rank P=.7399

Ll Ll I Ll

4 12 18 24
Weeks
Table 6. Proportion of Patients With Persistence /Recurrence of EE Symptoms by Visit Week
Week 4 Week 12 Week 18 Week 24
Prednisone 0.0% (0/32) 11.1% (3/27) 35.7% (10/28) 44.4% (12/27)
Huticasone 2.8%(1/36) 3.6%(1,/28) 21.7%(5/23) 45.8% (11/24)
Chi-square F value 3422 2817 2758 9207

9" ExktrandeuTtiki dinpepida ENMEME, ABRva 24-25 ZemrrepPpiov 2011
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BepaTreia: OTEPOEION

400
35,0
0.0
=~ 250 fluticasone inh
£ o
2 450 94 N=32 follow-up:3,3 yrs
123 31 70 UTTOTPOTT] CUUTITWHATWY 91%
Uﬂ' t 5 gTavaAnyn aywyng 69%
o _gi:' _,qa& #J" 5 ,gh
R tf" & ﬁ' &
&
.;th ﬂé x!::'" ‘ﬁ? ﬂj:' \j‘\@ Helou EF, et al. Am J Gastroenterol 2008
O
ﬁ;ﬁ' '!"Iﬁ
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BepaTtreia: AZA

=1
80 - O Before immunomodulator
B Under immunomodulator
70 - _
[ ] During relapse
&S B0 -
=
=
W 50-
—
oo
= 401
e 1
2
s
=
Lil
20
10—
|:| I | e | I |
1 2 3
Patient no.

Netzer P, et al. Eur J Gastroenterol Hepatol 2007
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OepaTtreia: Boudeoovidon

Straumann A, et al. Gastroenterology 2010

Budesonide Placebo
End points (n=18) Pyalue? (n = 18]
Primary
Eosinophil load (mean eosinaphils/hipf, H&E staining)
Baseline 68.2 + 311 h2 623+ 311
Pyalue?’ <0001 A8
Postreatment hh+04 <0001 hehH+ 399
Remission and response rates
Remission (<5 eosinophils/hpf) 13(72.2%) <0001 2 (11.1%)
Response (520 eosinophils/hpf) 3(16.7%) <0001 0 (0.0%)
Refractory (=20 eosinophils/hpf) 2{11.1%) <0001 16 (88.9%)
Table 3. Effect of Treatment on Patient-Reported Outcomes
EBudesonide Flacebo
(n = 18) P value? m = 18)
Clinical response ratesrt
Responding EokE 13 00T 4
Refractory EoE 5 14
Symptom score”
Baseline 5.61 = 1.33 53 5.33 + 0.97
P yalues = D001 24
Posttreatment 222 = 207 0026 4,72 +1.96

9" ExktrandeuTtiki dinpepida ENMEME, ABRva 24-25 ZemrrepPpiov 2011
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Mean eosinophils
[per h

140

120
n.s.

100 n.s.
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NWOIVOQIAIKK oloo@ayiTida

anti-IL-5 (mepolizumab)

—a=Patient 1
=E=Patient 2
—dr—Patient 3
== Patient 4
Patient 5
Patient &

—+—Patient 1
——Patient 2
—d—Patient 3
=s=Patient 4

Patient 5

P

Days with dysphagia

[%]

100

&0

60

40

20

Q0

o
=)

=]
=

40

20

Straumann A, et al. Gut 2010

—_—N ] L]
3 patients in

0 4 13 21
Time [weeks]

4 ET T

Time [weaks]

9" ExktrandeuTtiki dinpepida ENMEME, ABRva 24-25 ZemrrepPpiov 2011



on

OeparTreia:

Table 3 Treatment results
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montelucast

Attwood SEA, et al. Gut 2003

Pafient Mo Treatment Improvement
1 Cinnarizine =
Cromoglycate -
Dilatation =
2 Cinnarizine ++4
3 Mone Spontoneous resolufion
4 Myotomy ++
5 Cinnarizine -
Chl-:-rpheniru ming =
Cromeglycate -
Corticostercids P
Montelukast] Omg tds et
& Corficostercids +H
Montelukast] l:lmqus T
7 Omeprazole —
[li||:::rr-:|1i-:|n -
Eub&pmzdan‘-‘mnt&l ukusrmmqus TELT
8 Montelkast] Omg bds et
g Cisupride#u ruz-:-pmzule -
Montelukast] Omg ids +++d}'5phugiu,c-d}muphugiu remains
10 Lanzoprazole -
Montehukast] Omg teds T
11 Montelukast] Omg ids +++dysphagia, othersymptomsremain
12 G'mepruzule =
Montelskast] Omg bd +++

—, 0 improvement; +, mild im provement; ++, moderate improvement; +++, |-::rE|E impr-}'-'eme-nh-" symptom frea.

ids, three times daily; qds, four fimes daily; bd, twice daily.
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BepaTtreia: O100TOAN

Dellon ES, et al. Gastrointest Endosc 2010
TABLE4. Previously reported rates of complications resulting from endoscopy and dilation in eosinophilic esophagitis

Study Complications (no., %)

Spontaneous
First No. of No. of No. of Boerhaave's Tears/ Hospitalization
author Year patients EGDs dilations Perforations syndrome rents for chest pain Bleeding

Morrow'? 2001 19 - - 0 () - —* -
Vasilopoulos'® 2002 5 0 () 5 (100 2 (40
Croese!® 2003 31 0 (0) 13 (76) -
Straumann'? 2003 5 0 () 5 (100

Kaplan'® 2003 8 1(13) 5 (63)

Potter'’ 2004 29 N 10 (77)

Cohen'® 2007 36 3 (8) 7 (19)

Gonsalves'® 2007 B1 0(0) -

Schoepfer® 2008 46 0 ()

Straumann®’ 2008 87 0 (0)}

Schoepfer® 2008 10 0 ()

Schoepfer® 2009 31 0 (0)

Shepherd®™ 2009 34 ()
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Bepatreia: d1a0TOAN

Schoepfer AM, et al. Am J Gastroenterol 2010
Table 3. Effectiveness of esophageal dilation assessed by the sgn,_1Equency and savarity of postprocedural retrostamal pain (n=42)

patients’ questionnaire 35%
Percentage of patients o
Response (n=42) o
20%
Improvement of dysphagia after dilation -
Mo more dysphagia at all 45 10%
Slight dysphagia 45 e
afill considerable dysphagia 7 e No pain at all | Slight pain | Modermte pain | Severe pain |
e 0 _ Patient's accaptance of esophageal diation (n=42)
Duration of improved dysphagia =
24 Months or longer 4] ::
Up to 18 months 5 °°
Up to 12 months 21 |
Up to 6 months 14
Up fo 3 months 12 % -
Up to 1 month 7 T etal s canbersore, A e casberoms, bt | Very cumbsrsome, bt Very ounberare,

would do it again wiould do it again would do it again woulkdn't do it again
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Bepatreia: d1a0TOAN

Schoepfer AM, et al. Am J Gastroenterol 2010

Table 4. Key histological features before and after esophageal
dilation in cohort 1 (dilation only)

Analysis and
cohort Before dilation After dilation P value

Retrospective analysis of cohort 1 (n=63)

Peak ecsinophil 121452 10445 NS
count (per hpf) (23-279) (16-210)
Peak ecsinophil 2407 1.8:08 NS
count (score) (0.9-2.8) (0.6-2.5)

Prospective analysis in cohort 1 (n=20)

Peak ecsinophil 158+54 116+37 M5
count (per hpf) (73-243) (69-162)

Peak ecsinophil 2403 23+04 NS
count (score) (2-2.7) (1.8-2.8)

Eosinophil load 103+42 83127 M5
(per hpf) (42-165) (45-120)

Eosinophil load 19+02 19103 M5
(score) (1.6-2.3) (1.4-23)
ECP-positive cells  41+10 (27-56) Fa+12 (25-33) M3
(per hpf)

ECP, eosinophilic cationic protein; hpf, high-power field (magnification =200},
NS, not significant.
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NWOIVOPIAIKE) o100QayiTIOq
CUNTTEPACUATO
n HO atroteAgi voonua Tou 21° aiwva
TTafoyéveia: - aAAgpyieg (KUPIWG HE TO MNXAVIOHO TPOWPIKNG
aAAgpyiag)

- KAnpovouIkKn TTpodiddeon
- YOOTPO-0I100@QAYIKN TTAAIVOPOHUNON 0EEOG

yia tn d1dyvwon TTPETTEl va £xel TrponynOei Bgpatreia (AAI x
2) x 8 £30.

OAAEPYIOAOVYIKN EKTIMNON YIA TEKMNPIWON TTIOOVWY TPOPIKWV
aAAEPYIWV
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NWOIVOPIAIKE) o100QayiTIOq
CUNTTEPACUATO

YEVIKA Xpovia KaAondng vooog ME €EAPOEIC TTOU ATTAITOUV
OepATTEUTIKEG TTAPEUPRACEIG

N €MIAOYNR TNG OEPATTEUTIKNG TTPOCEYYIONG EXEI VO KAVEI ME TO
OUMTITWMATA, TNV NAIKIO Kal icwg HE TO aApIBUO TWV
NWOIVOPIAWYV OTIC BIOYIES

n &€vOOOKOTTIKA] OI100TOAR E£ival YEVIKA AaC@AANG, OAAA n

EQAPMOYNH EVOG «EAACTIKOTEPOU» TTPOYPAMMATOC ATTOTEAEI Mia
ATTOOEKTN TTPAKTIKA
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CUNTTEPAC AT

TPO0dO0C TNV KATAVONON TNG TTOBOYEVEIQG
OAAQ AKOMAO ATTEXOUME OTTO OPICTIKN OgpaTtreia

moOavwg £TreIdN n d1Idyvwon Kai n OepaTtreia

TNG £o0TIAlOVTAI OTO «BAEVVOYOVIO» KOMMATI TNG
VOOOU OAAQ T CUNTTTWHATA TG OTO «MUIKO»
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