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TRATAMIENTO CONSERVADOR VS. QUIRURGICO
EN EL HEMATOMA INTRAMURAL TIPO A: METAANALISIS Y ANALISIS DE
DIFERENCIAS TEMPORALES Y GEOGRAFICAS EN LALITERATURA.
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Existen importantes diferencias en el manejo del hematoma intramural tipo A entre guias clinicas’:

" occdentales hsiticss

Fundamentalmente Taponamiento cardiaco

. 2
Tratamiento emergente Mala evolucion de casos con manejo conservador

quirurgico 2010 ACC/AHA/AATS/STS: lla € electivo (conversién a diseccién adrtica,
2014 ESC: | C 2 progresion del hematoma, aumento de diametro)

De eleccion para pacientes estables

Casos con buen prondstico: Cirugia programada en
Grosor de hematoma <11 mm° fase subaguda/cronica
Diadmetro de aorta <48 mm® si no resolucidn

Seguimiento estrecho con ecografiay TC

: Electivo excepcionalmente,
Tratamiento  mayoria rechazados para cirugia

conservador

Para @analizar ambas alternativas de tratamiento elaboramos un metaanalisis de estudios comparativos de
tratamiento conservador vs. cirugia con resultados de mortalidad hospitalaria de pacientes con hematoma intramural
tipo A por iIntencion de tratar.

Bl'lsqueda en PUblmed.gOV . ((("aorta"[MeSH Terms] OR "aorta"[All Fields]) OR "aortic"[All Fields]) AND "intramural"[All Fields] AND
((((("hematoma"[MeSH Terms]) OR "hematoma"[All Fields]) OR "haemorrhage"[All Fields]) OR "hemorrhage"[MeSH Terms]) OR "hemorrhage"[All Fields]))

45 estudios: 43 observacionales + 1 registro nacional (RESA ) + 1 registro internacional (IRAD)
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n n n? estudios

n? estudios n .. .
tto. conservador | tto.quirdrgico Jto. conservador electivo

Occidentales | 23+ 1 IRAD 832 260 572

Asiaticas 21 1241 704 537

" ' ’ ' , 45 2073 964 1109
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En el analisis conjunto de |8 ... e, smomm o, i, o B Sin embargo, cuando se analizaron solo los trabajos donde
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1992 Lul ) 1 1 1 1.9% 0.33 [0.03, 4.19]
n 1993 Mohr 4 10 2 5 40% 1.00 [0.27, 3.72] -
literatura, el tratamiento = e 11 T g | ient ignados a tratamiento
Rol . X 03,34
; 190¢ Mohrerkabaly 2 3 6 2 tex syapursred OS pacientes asignaados a
1995 Alfonso 2 4 0 7 16%  B.00 [0.48, 134.66] >
= r n 1995 Nienaber 4 5 0 7 17% 12.00 [0.79, 162.786] > -
1996 Evangelista 3 3 0 2 1.9%  5.25[0.41,67.73]
uirurgico fue Pl iR menn conservador fueron de forma electiva y no
1997 Harris 2 4 0 4 1.6% 5.00 [0.31, 79.94]
1997 Murray 1 1 0 4 1.7%  7.50[0.48, 117.1§] >
n 1997 Sueyoshl 1 B 0 5 1.4% 2.00 [0.10, 41.37] ] ] r . T 4
. 1997 Vilacosta 2 6 1 2 3.0% 0.67 [0.11, 3.99] —_— h d I t t t I d
SUperior al tratamiento e poo8 1 3w camine por rechazo del tratamiento quirdrgico, la opcion de
1998 Von Kodolitsch 13 22 5 27 5.3% 3.19 [1.34, 7.57]
1998 Yamada 2 5 0 1 1.8% 1.67 [0.13, 22.00] ™ ™ ™ ™
L 1999 Kajl 1 13 0 9 1.4% 2.14 [0.10, 47.38]
conservador en el manejo del a5~ y W@ o pmmwha manejo conservador con vigilancia
2001 Kim 0 3 1 7 15%  0.67 [0.03, 12.98]
2001 Sohn 0 13 0 2 Not estimable
. . 2003 Motoyoshi 1 26 1 10 17% 0.36 [0.03, 5.58] s -
ematoma Iintramural tipo w1k 1 E e — estrecha se mostro superior en el medi
4 Motzuml B . 02, 1. s —
e y B p o H o — up en el medio
— — 2006 Nakamura 0 16 0 4 Not estimable
(H R=1.56 p_O ] 03) 008 tovem : S S-SRy vy i
) 2008 Park 1 1 2 36  3.7%  11.10 [2.63, 46.84] _ — — .,
2008 Sk 8 0 u i ampenes — oriential (HR=0.44 0.001 tamb I
2009 nm:u'° " 2 50 1 16 2.1% 0.64 [0.06, 6.60] il ¥ 24 y il ¥ 4 e rO a Ie n e n e
2009 Song 6 85 2 16 3.6% 0.56 [0.12, 2.55] _
2010 Sawakl 4 24 2 6 3.7% 0.50 [0.12, 2.12] 1
2011 Ho 8 25 2 9 40% 1.44 [0.37, 5.55] — -
D3 s +— occidental (HR=0.36, p=0.001)
2012 Cho 0 46 4 57 15% 0.14 [0.01, 2.48] + . y . .
2012 Harris (IRAD} 4 10 13 54 5.2% 1.66 [0.68, 4.07] 4
2012 Haw 17 66 4 105  4.8%  6.76 [2.38, 19.22] _
2013 vzuka 0 16 0 20 Not estimable : : :
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
2812 :;:nahe : 2: '} i: }3,’: 40210[0[02.1)58;::} P Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M=H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
2016 Chou 0 1 0 14 Not estimable 1.1.1 Eastern
2016 Sandlhu 0 71 12 30 1.6% 0.02[0.00,0.28] ¥—— | 1997 Sueyoshl 0 5 1 B 1.3% 0.45 [0.02, 13.41]
oLy rera : : : o4 oeslods a0 1998 Morlyama 1 6 0 12  03% 6.82[0.24, 195.13]
2018 Evangelista (RESA I} 66 96 87 347 6.9% 2.74 [2.19, 3.44] - 1998 Yamada 0 1 2 5 1.1% 0.47 [0.01, 16.89]
Total (95% CI) 826 1022 100.0% 1.56 [1.04, 2.33] S g ;ggg sK:ilrLku g g ; ii ;:: g.:; {gggl i%g;:
I 171 162 . - Sl k
:::r:::w. Taw = 0.61; Ch = so;z. df = 38 (P < 0.0001); P = 53% bo1 ot ] T 100 2001 Kim 1 7 0 3 08X 1.62 [0.05, 51.11]
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.14 (P = 0.03) " Favours conservative Favours surgery 2001 Sohn 0 2 0 13 Not estimable
2002 Molzuml 1 9 1 24 0.6% 2.8B [0.18, 51.53]
2002 Song 0 5 3 36 1.1% 0.87 [0.04, 19.28]
2003 Motoyoshl 1 10 1 26 0.6% 2.7B8 [0.18, 49.22]
2006 Nakamura 0 4 0 16 Not estimable
2009 Khal 1 16 2 50 1.1% 1.60 [0.14, 18.81]
2009 Song 2 16 & B5 2.0% 1.BE [0.34, 10.2E] W e
1 Experimental | _Control RISk Rl RixkiRatte 2010 Sawak 2 6 4 24 13%  2.50[0.34, 18.63]
CuandO Se anallzaron por gf;l.dly\:ersst:?:roup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI 2012 Ha a 105 17 66  23.7% 0.11 [0.04, 0.36]
. 1992 Lul 0 1 1 1 1.0% 0.33 [0.03, 4.18] 2013 Uzuka 0 20 0 16 Not estimable
sepa rad o) IO S tra b aios 1993 Mohr 4 10 2 5 40% 1000027372 e, 2014 Chol 1 14 0 47 0.3% 10.56 [0.41, 274.20]
1993 Rapezzl 0 1 1 1 1.9% 0.33 [0.03, 4.19] 2014 Hata 4 107 17 66 23.0% 0.11 [0.04, 0.35] s
1993 Robbins 0 1 2 2 2.0% 0.30 [0.03, 3.49] Subtotal (95% CI) 344 521 60.5% 0.44 [0.27, 0.72] <
. d t I . .t I 1994 Mohr-Kahaly 2 3 0 2 1B%  3.75[0.27,52.64] Total events 18 58
1995 Alfonso 2 4 0 7 1.6%  B.00 [0.48, 134.66] > .
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2003 Von Kodolitsch 6 11 2 27 3.7%  7.36[1.75,31.04] - . . P . 3 i Inkis e 1o AT
2005 Falconl 4 21 1 & 2.6% 1.14 [0.16, B.40] 993 Robbins 0 0.1% 15.00 [0 3. 36. 81 3
2008 Estrera 0 1 3 35 18X 2.57 [0.19, 34.57] 1995 Alfonso 0 7 2 4 3.4% 0.07 [0.00, 1.91] <
= 2011 Kent 3 5 1 5 2.8%  3.00[0.45, 19.93] — 1995 Nienaber 0 7 4 5 5.7% 0.02 [0.00, 0.67] ¢
S u pe rl o r e n e 2012 Hars (RAD) 4 foq 13 m s 1sskE a0 — 1997 Harris 0 4 2 4 27% 0.11 [0.00, 3.35] +
rrera : 65 [0.18, 2. 1998 Von Kodolitsch 5 27 13 22 13.8% 0.16 [0.04, 0.57] ——
2017 Schoenhoff 0 4 0 14 Not estimable
2005 Falconl 1 6 4 21 1.7% 0.85 [0.08, D.44]
2018 Evangelista (RESA I} 66 96 B7 347 £.9% 2.74 [2.19, 3.44] -
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Total events 119 127 Kent 5 5 4 17 [0.01, 2. 4
Heterogenelty: Tau? = 0.10; ChE = 23.60, df = 18 (P = 0.21); F = 20% 2012 Harris {IRAD} 13 54 4 10 &.1% 0.48 [0.12, 1.95] —— |~
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.02 (P < 0.0001) 201& Chou 0 14 0 1 Not estimable
— Subtotal (95% CI) 168 86 39.5% 0.36 [0.19, 0.68] <
(H R_2I11 3 p< 0-0001) pero i'glg'zga“e";‘ 2 3 o ~ 2.00 [0.10, 41.37] Total events 29 36
7 Sueyoshl 5 A 4 .10, 41.37 i
. 1998 Morlyama 0 12 1 & 1ax 0.18 [0.01, 3.85] ¢ Heterogenetty: ChE = 13.97, df = 11 (P = 0.23); F = 21%
ambas alterantivas fueron 1998 Yamada 2 5 0 1 L1sx 16700432200 Test for overall effect: Z = 3.18 (P = 0.001)
1999 Kajl 1 13 0 9 1.4%  2.14[0.10, 47.38]
2000 Shimtzu 3 11 0 2 17%  1.75[0.12, 25.51] Total (95% CI) 512 607 100.0% 0.41 [0.28, 0.60] <o
u I t I 2001 Kim 0 3 1 7 15% 0.67 [0.03, 12.96] Total events 47 04
2001 Sohn 0 13 0 2 Not estimable - - - R \ , ! |
e q u |Va e n es e n e 2003 Motoyosh 15 28 1 10 1.7% 0.38 [0.03, 5.58] Heurogeneny‘-"Chl‘ 42.18, dlf 26 (P 0-;)21- F = 38% 0.01 0.1 | 10 100
2004 Molzuml 1 30 2 11 2.2% 0.18 [0.02, 1.83] Test for overall effect: Z = 4.51 (P < 0.00001} Favours conservative Favours surgery
- 2006 Nakamura 0 16 0 4 Not estimable Test for subgroup differences: Chi = 0.21, df = 1 (P = 0.64), F = 0X
— 2008 Park 1 1 2 38 3.7% 11.10 [2.63, 46.84] -
oriental (HR=0.99 Soon S 0 o X Vommara
. J 2009 Knal 2 50 1 16 2.1% 0.64 [0.06, 6.60]
2009 Song [ 85 2 16 3.6% 0.56 [0.12, 2.55] e —
_0 99 2010 Sawakl 4 24 2 & 3.7% 0.50 [0.12, 2.12] e
p=v. Bl Y, 2 b WDl e — CONCLUSIONES
2012 Cho 0 48 4 57 1.5% 0.14 [0.01, 2.48] +
2012 Hat 17 &6 4 105 4.8%  6.76 [2.38, 19.22] ——
2013 Uzuka 0 16 0 20 Not estimable
2013 watanabe 2 32 0 27 1.5% 4.24 [0.21, B4.73] n "4 u
201 1/ 1 1. .10 [0.00, 2.43] +
2014 ot A X La incorporacién de protocolos de manejo
Somoual 55% O er Pk ok Yeladam - - - -
tot: . b .43, 2.
e ” s conservador electivo en pacientes seleccionados en
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.92; ChF = 40.42, df = 1B (P < 0.0001); F = §4%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.01 (P = .99} I f d d I h t u t I tl d Vé
Total ©5% Ch 526 1022 1000% 156 (104, 2.33] © d 1ase aguda del hematoma Intramurai tipo A podria
Total events 171 162

TR U0 i 4 <aatnr- o w mejorar los resultados del tratamiento del hematoma
intramural aoértico tipo A en el medio occidental.
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