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Mootk ppovtida

“O BaBLOC oTOV OTIOLO OL UTTNPEGCLEG LYELOVOULKNG TIEPLBaAP NG TTOU TTaPEXOVTAL OE ATOUOL KOLL

nAnBuopouc BeAtiwvouy ta emBupntad anmoteAEopata yLa tTnv vysia”

Aodalnc: EAaxlotol kivbuvol kat PAAPeG, amodpuyn TPAUUATIOUWY TTOU UmopouV va tpoAndBoulv Kal

LELWON TWV LOTPLKWV 0PAAUATWV.

AnoteAeopatiKn: Baoiletal o EMIOTNUOVIKES YVWOELC KOL KATEUBUVTAPLEC YPOUMEC BACLOUEVEC OF

QATIOOELKTLIKA OTOLXELQL.

e Jtov KatdAAnAo xpovo: Meiwon Twv kaBuoteprioewv otnv mapoxn Kot AP n uYELOVOULKAC
nepiBainc.

* Amodotikn: Me TpOTO IOV UEYLOTOTIOLEL TN XPrON TWV MOPWV Kol artodeVyeL Ta arnoPfAnta.

* Xwpic aviootnteg: Acv dtadepel og molotnta avaloya pe to puAo, T GUAn, TNV €BvikOTNTA, TN
vYeEwypadLKr BEon 1) TNV KOWWWVIKOOLKOVOULKN KaTAoTaon.

* AvOpwmnokevtpikni: Aappavel utoPn T MPOTIUNOELS Kal TIG PLA0SOELEC TWV HLEUOVWUEVWV XPNOTWV

UTTNPECLWV KAl TNV KOUATOUpA TNG KOWVOTNTAC TOUC.



ALaPpOPETIKEC TIPOOTTTLKEG:

Evéookonog:

EnayysApatika
AcPHAALOTIKOG standards/

dopéag: Odnyieg

XopunAa to
KOOTO(G

AcBevic/Owo
VEVELQ

EUKOAN ko
avwduvn
eg€taon

Mototkn

KoAovookomnon

Evéookomikn
povada:

Aodalnc ko 2UOTNOOG:
OItOTEAEC AT
KN €€€taon

Anpéola
vyeia:

XopunAa
AKpBNC NocooTA

avodopag KNE

Kol oX£610

grutripnong



OpLoHOC ITOLOTNTAC

* H anoyn tov evéookomnou

o ATTOLEASSLLE QINTO

* ATIOTEAECUATIKOTNTA TNC
evOOOKOTILKAC TIPAENG

e _ETTIUITAOKEC

* H arnoyn tou acBevouc
e JuumnepLpopa Tou LTPou
* |KAVOTNTA ETLKOLVWVIOC
* Auodopia Kal ovoc
* Avnouylec LETA TNV €EETOION
e EntiAvon tou npoBARuOTOC
* MMoAwtlopkn B€on

* H arnoyn tTwv dLtolknTikwv
UTTNPECLWV
* ALOTEC AVOLOVNC
e Xpnuotodotnon
e Xpovodlaypappata

* H arnoyn tTnc Kowvwviac
* Mpoypappata tpoAnyng KME

e Artodoxn MPOoyPAUUATWV
npoAnync KME

e Kowvwvika epnodila
* AVTLUETWTILON QVICOTATWV



EnayyeApatikd standards / katevBuvtnplec odnyleg yia tnv mototnta

» ASGE/ACG Taskforce on Quality in Endoscopy: 2002, 2006
* The U.S. Multi-Society Task Force on Colon Cancer: 2008

* National Health Service of the UK: Quality Assurance Guidelines for
Colonoscopy, 2011

* Guidelines for Colonoscopy Surveillance After Screening and
Polypectomy: A Consensus Update by the US Multi-Society Task Force
on Colorectal Cancer, 2012

* Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy: a
European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality
Improvement Initiative, 2017



H pueTpnon tnC mootnTac eval mePUTAOKN

« A€IKTEC TTOLOTNTAC
* [1po TNG EvOOOKOTNONG (TTPOETOLlHAGCiA, (PAPHAKA KATT)
« Kata tnv evdookomnon (oAokAnpwon, ADR, moAutrektopn, KAT)

« Meta tnv evoookomnon (EMMAOKEC, FU, KA)

« AEIKTEC TTOLOTNTAC
« Atadikaotikol (oAokANnpwon, ADR, TOAUTIEKTOMN, KATT)

« ‘EKBaong (peiwon tng eminmtwong Kat tng Ovnrotntag KIME, emmAoKEQ)



Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy:
a European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality
Improvement Initiative

Kaminski et al. Endoscopy 2017
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[TpoBANuaTa ov oxetlovtal LE TN PEATIwoN

TNC TIOLOTNTOC

* H mAeloPndla Twv SEKTWV TOLOTNTAC OTEPOUVTAL AModeiewv
QTTOTEAECUATLKOTNTOLC

* O aplOpoC TwV SELKTWV OUVEXWCE QUEAVEL

* Yrtapxouv eAaxLlotol SELKTEC MOLOTNTAC VIO KOAOVOOKOTINOELC OF
OUUMTWHATIKOUC aoBeveic kal yia Beparmevtikn) evdooKomnon

e OL beiktec eotialovrtal Kupiwe otnv dtadkaoia

* OL gumelpieg, mMPOoOOKLEC, TIOALTLOTLKEG aélec Twv acBevwyv Kol n

KOTAOTOON TOU OUCTAUOTOC UYELOC OEV EKTLULWVTOL OTLC LETPNOELC
MoLOTNTOC



Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy:
a European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality

Improvement Initiative
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Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy:
a European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality
Improvement Initiative
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Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy:
a European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality
Improvement Initiative
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Aeiktec molotntac ekBaonc/otadkaoiag

* 1% avénon ADR
* 3% pelwon tnc enintwonc tou KMNE peta apvntikn evéookomnon
* 5% pelwaon tTnc Bvntotntac tou KMNE peta apvntikn

evOooKOTINOoN



ADR

e Qawopevo «one and done»
e «Can it be gamed?»

* Eva eAaxloto katwdAL onpaivel 0tL Ba cuveyxiocouv va yavovtal
adevwpata

* Yriapxel tapfave; Noco PnAa mpemneL va GTtAoEL,
* Movo yia e€staoelc Stahoync N yLot OAEC TLIC KOAOVOOKOTINOELG

* [loloC TO METPAEL;
* AUOKOAO Kol arattel urtodopun mou dev UTTAPXEL



Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy:

a European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality
Improvement Initiative
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|Kowvorolnon aocBevouc

-xpévoq HEXPL TO pavteBou

Q13. Suodopia katd TNV e€€taon

- XPOVOG HEXPL TO armotéAeopa tnS BroP g

-6La6u<aoia Tou pavtePou

OUVOALKI QVTLUETWTILON TOU TtPOLARUATOC
-avauovr'] TNV NUEPQ TNG €€€TAONG
Q14. duodopla petd tnv e€€taon

- eneéynon Twv AmoTEAECUATWY TNG
Bloyiac amo tov evbookomo
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OL TtpooOOKLEC TWV 0.oBeVWY

« Ataonpotnteg Kat MME emnpeadouv TIC TPOOOOKIEC TWV aoBeEVWV

« OeAn Kal Kivouvol Twv mapepBacewy Ogv eival «EPPAV»> WOTE

0 acBevnc va AdBesl amogaocn PHETA A0 EMAPKN TTANPOYOpPnNon
* «[latpe pou BEAW va PE GWOELG ATTO TOV KAPKIVO»
« «BeBaiwg, kavovtag KoOAovooKomnon o Kivouvog Ba peiwBel katda 50%»

« Ao £’ opou {wng Kivouvo 2-5% oto 2-3%

« Karmolot Ba mapouv To ploKO AUTO ATTOWEUYOVTAC TNV «TAAALUTWPLA»



Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy:

a European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality
Improvement Initiative
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Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy:
a European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality
Improvement Initiative

Minor performance measures

N y  Post-polypectomy colonoscopy surveillance: European
§§ e Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Guideline
’§§ (NA)
L @
ESGE
Authors Cesare Hassan', Enrique Quintero® >, Jean-Marc Dumonceau®, Jaroslaw Regula®, Catarina Brandao®, Stanislas

Chaussade’, Evelien Dekker®, Mario Dinis-Ribeiro®, Monika Ferlitsch’, Antonio Gimeno-Garcia®~, Yark Hazewinkel®,
Rodrigo Jover® '%, Mette Kalager''-'?, Magnus Loberg’* *, Christian Pox'?, Bjorn Rembacken'®, David Lieberman'®

Kaminski et al. Endoscopy 2017



To Mapad0co TNC KoAovookornnonc uPnNANC
oLoTNTAC

* [eploootepn evOOOKOTINON CE QLUTOV TTOU TNV XPeLAaleTal AlyoTtepO

e AoBevnc pe 6 adsvwpata evbookormeital amno evbookormno pe ADR =40% mou

Tou adalpel OAa ta adevwpata
e JUXVOTEPN ETUTNPNON, TIEPLOCOTEPEC APVNTLKEC KOAOVOOKOTINOELG, £EKBeon o€
neyaAUTtePo Kivouvo eMUMTAOKWY, "UMOUKWHA ™ OTLC AlOTEC
* O 16loc aoBevnc evdbookomeital amnod evbookorno e ADR =10% mou tou

adaLlpel Eva ULKPO adEVwUOL KoL oUCTAVEL eltavevdookonnon o 10 xpovia

ocUuPpwva PE TIC oONnyleg



Post-polypectomy colonoscopy surveillance:
updated ESGE guideline

e ESGE recommends:

* that patients with complete removal of 1-4 low grade dysplasia, irrespective
of the villous component, or any serrated polyp <10mm without dysplasia do
not require endoscopic surveillance and should return to screening

(Strong Recommendation, Moderate Quality Evidence)

* |f organized screening is not available, repeat colonoscopy 10 yrs after the
index procedure is recommended

(Strong Recommendation, Moderate Quality Evidence)



Performance measures for lower gastrointestinal endoscopy:
@ a European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) Quality ueg
ESGE Improvement Initiative

2 UVETIWC, uTtapyxeL n(otL) oonytla(ec).
Kat Twpa TL;



Aegiktec molotntac otn Movada pou
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Awaddoon kot epappoyn Twv CUCTACEWV

* ATIO OTOMOL OE OTOUA
* Evepyormnoinon SLaKEKPLUEVWV EVOOOKOTILKWV
* JUUUETOXN TWV EBVIKWYV ETILOTNUOVIKWY ETALPELWV

* JUUPWVLA OXETLKA UE TLC TIAPOLUETPOUC KOl T OpLaL
e KAWIKEC OUVETTIELEC

* OLKOVOULKEG KOlL VOULKEC CUVETIELEC



Avaktnon 6edopévwy yLa tnv napakoAouvOnon tng THPENoNG
TWV SELKTWVY

e ATUTIN TOTILKN a€LOAOYNON VS. KEVTPLKAC

e Ava dlaotnpata vs. dtaxpovikng cuAAoyng dedopEvwv

* EOeAovTLKN VS. UMOXPEWTLKAC atvadopa

* Y& xapti vs. NAEKTPOVIKAC GUAAOYNC HESOMEVWYV

* ZEXWPLOTEC EYYPAPEC VS. AUTOMATNG EEQLYWYNG

* Torukd / €Bvika / moAveBvika pntpwa



Elval onuavTiko

* Not TP AlYOULE CUOTNUATLIKA EyKUpa dedopeva Kal e TNV Tapodo
TOU XpOovou va amnodaciooupe ola Ba xpnotponotnBouv yla eva

npoypoppa aétoAoynoncg tng moLotntac TG KOAOVOOKOTINONG



Aeopun OEKTWYV TOLOTNTOC — OUVOETOC
BaBuovounuevoc deLKTNC

e ADR < 25%, >25 & <40, >40%: e0,2,4
* [kavormoinon acBevouc °0,1,2,3,4
* PavteBou to moAU o€ 2 PAVEC yLa 0,1

kKoAovookomnon dtadoync og acBeveic upnAou
Kwvduvou

* ArtoteAeopa Brogiac < 15 pepec

, : , . 0,1
* Atadoyn o€ atopa pe ¢’ opou {wnc Kivbuvo 0
avartuénc KNE >3% °0,3

°0-13



ZUHIEpACATOL

* [Lo TNV €MiTEVEN TTOLOTIKAC KOAOVOOKOTINONC QITOLLTOUVTOL TIOAAQ

NnEPLooOTEPA ATO SELKTEC TOLOTNTOC

* O 0pLOUOC TWV OEKTWY, AAAQ KOLL TOL KATWTOTA OPLO, OL XavVIo ol
nopakoAovOnonc kat ot peBodot cuAhoync dedopevwy amoteAolv

KPLOLLEC TPOKANOELC
e EOVIKEC TTPWTOPOUALEC pE TALTOXPOVN XpNHaTodOTNON

* H avtipetwrnion tng xapunAng anodoonc ival pot mpokAnon



