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ABSTRACT

This prospective study considered 146 patients attended the endoscopy units in Baghdad
Teaching Hospital and the Gastroenterology and Hepatology Teaching Hospital in the
Medical City in Baghdad from August 2000 till August 2001.They were diagnosed as
sufferers of gastroesophageal reflux disease (GERD). The study tried to differentiate on
base of the clinical presentation between patients with GERD who have endoscopic peptic
esophagitis and those who are free from this complication. It was found that dysphagia has
a statistically significant association with peptic esophagitis while age, male gender,
heartburn, noncardiac chest pain, smoking and alcoholism have no significance for the
intended differentiation despite the observation that, aging, male gender and smoking were

determinants of higher grades of peptic esophagitis in case they are present.
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BACKGROUND

Gastroesophageal reflux disease is a very
common problem in clinical practice.
Most common complication of that disease
is the development of peptic esophagitis of
variable magnitude of severity which
occurs in 40% of those patients, other
complications are possible with much less
frequency as peptic esophageal stricture
and Barrett’s esophagus.

METHODS

The study was performed during the
period from August 2000 till August 2001
on 146 patients attended the endoscopy
units in the Gastroenterology and
Hepatology Teaching Hospital and
Baghdad Teaching Hospital in the
Medical City in Baghdad who were
complaining from symptoms of
gastroesophageal reflux disease. They
were interviewed and questioned about

there symptoms, habits of smoking or
alcohol use. Their past medical history
was analyzed and they were examined
clinically and their body mass indices
were calculated. A patient was enrolled in
the study if he has no significant past or
current medical illness and has one or
more of the following symptoms in
moderate severity at least twice weekly for
the last one month as a cause for their
medical consultation:

Heartburn: a  retrosternal  burning
sensation radiating from the xiphisternum
up to the neck.

Regurgitation: the effortless return of
gastric or esophageal content in the
oropharynx without nausea.

Dysphagia: the sticking of a food bolus
passing down the esophagus.

Patients were taking H2 blockers or PPI
in mucosal healing doses were excluded.
OGD was done for every patient and was
interpreted (according to the modified
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Savary- Miller Classification) in the way
down to avoid traumatic artifacts.
According to the OGD results patients
were put into two groups; those with
completely normal OGD and those with
endoscopic peptic esophagitis with or
without associated endoscopic findings.

RESULTS

Tablel: shows that the total patient
sample was 146 patients put into two
groups. Group A included the patients
with endoscopic peptic esophagitis and
associated endoscopic findings (if present)
and is called the esophagitis group. The
other group (group B) included the
patients with completely normal OGD and
is called the normal OGD group.

This table shows that the average age of
the esophagitis group patients was (40.16
+ 5.16) years while for the normal OGD
group patients was (38.76x 12.54) years
with no statistically significant difference
between the two groups. Similar findings
were obtained regarding the frequency of
heartburn attacks per week which was
(5.17£1.94) attack /week in the esophagitis
group and (5.6 £1.8) in the normal OGD
group. The average duration of heartburn
attack in the esophagitis group was
shorter than that in the normal OGD
group (2.5£2.33) hours and (5.4245.32)
hours respectively with a P <0.05.

No significant difference was observed
between the esophagitis and normal OGD
groups regarding the duration (in years)
of having chest pain attacks, duration of
smoking and the number of cigarettes
smoked per day per patient and average
amount (in gram) of alcohol consumed
per week per single patient, while the
duration of alcohol consumption (in years)
per single patient was significantly longer
in the esophagitis group than the normal
OGD group; (78186 for the esophagitis
group versus 18+5.44 for the normal OGD
group) P<0.05.
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Table 2: compares the clinical history of
the two groups. It shows that 80% of the
normal OGD groups were males while
only 61.5% of the normal OGD group
were males, a statistically significant
observation P<0.05. No difference was
observed between the two groups
regarding the number of smokers and
alcohol consumers also no difference
observed regarding the number of chest
pain complainers.

Table 3: describes the endoscopic findings
in the esophagitis group (96 patients). It
shows that 28.2% of the patients had
grade one esophagitis and 35.4% of the
patients had grade two and similar
number has grade 3 esophagitis. No one
has grade four esophagitis in our study.
Hiatus hernia and gastritis were the most
common  associated  findings  with
esophagitis 29.2% and 22.9% respectively.
Duodenal ulcers found in 12.5% of the
patients while gastric ulcer and Barrettes
esophagus were rare findings 2.1 % for
each.

Table4: show distribution of the clinical
observation according to the grade of
endoscopic peptic esophagitis. It shows
that there is no significant difference in
the number of smokers among the
different grades of peptic esophagitis.
Chest pain was present in 60.7% of
patients with grade 1 esophagitis and
26.5% in grade 2 and 44.1 % in grade 3
endoscopic peptic esophagitis groups with
a P<0.05 for that difference. No patient
with grade 1 esophagitis had dysphagia
while 14.7% of grade patients with grade
2 and 14.7% of patients with grade 3
esophagitis has dysphagia for solid food,
with a P<0.001. However; dysphagia for
liquid was much less common and
observed in 5.9% of patients with grade 3
esophagitis only.

Table5: shows the relationship between
the body mass index and grade of
esophagitis and a significant association
was found by ANOVA test between the



Thi-Qar Medical Journal (TQMJ): Vol(4) No(2):2010(21-28)

body mass index and the grade of
esophagitis (f=8.64 & P<0.0004).

Multiple linear regression analysis was
made to circumvent the bias might have
been imposed by the patients
demographic factors. It was observed that
however; a male patient with higher
number of cigarettes smoked per day and
less weight is more prone to have a higher
grade esophagitis no independent effects
were found for the age, amount of alcohol
consumed per patient per week or the
duration of alcohol intake and for the
patients height and the duration of
smoking.

DISCUSSION

In this study there was no significant
difference in age between esophagitis and
non esophagitis groups. A total of 99
males were enrolled in this study while the
total number of females in both groups
was 47 with a female to male ratio of 2.1:1
and there were significantly more males in
the non esophagitis group than in the
esophagitis group. In the esophagitis
group male gender was significantly
associated with  higher grade of
esophagitis in consistence with study of
Al-Karboli®. Male gender found in this
study to be an independent variable
determining higher grade of GERD. The
frequency of heartburn attacks show no
significant difference between the two
groups, the same was concluded by
another study that symptoms are non
reliable in their on in making diagnosis of
peptic esophagitis “%. But a shorter
duration of the single attack was
significantly =~ associated  with  the
esophagitis group which may be explained
by the fact that some patients has
paradoxical impairment of pain sensation
in the higher grade of esophagitis because
of mucosal damage. Dysphagia was very
significantly ~ associated  with  the
esophagitis group being reported by no
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one of the non-esophagitis group versus
11.6% of patients in the esophagitis
group, this observation is dissimilar to
what was observed in another study ™.
Which had shown no difference in the
prevalence  of  esophagitis  among
complainers and non-complainers from
dysphagia of GERD patients.

Dysphagia associated significantly with
higher grades of endoscopic esophagitis in
consistence with Al-Karboli © study.
There was no significant difference among
the two groups regarding the complaint of
chest pain; a finding in agreement with
another study by Richter JE “?. Smoking
is known to increase reflux episodes by
impairing the mechanisms preventing
reflux, reducing the salivary titrable base
and inducing cough. There was no
significant difference between the two
groups in regard to the number of
cigarettes smoked per day per patient,
however; within the group of endoscopic
esophagitis the increasing number of
cigarettes smoked daily by the patient was
significantly associated with higher grade
of esophagitis and found to be an
independent variable determining higher
esophagitis grade. No difference existed
between the esophagitis and non-
esophagitis groups in regard to the
amount of alcohol consumed per week,
but there was significant association of
longer duration in (years) of consumption
of alcohol with the esophagitis group,
which is a puzzling result which might be
caused by the reluctance of alcoholics to
report the true details regarding their
drinking habit or due to the exclusion of
patients with liver disease from the study
by the study design. In consistence with
Al-Karboli study the most common
associated endoscopic findings with
esophagitis were gastritis and hiatus
hernia and both found to have a
significant association with higher grades
of peptic esophagitis. Duodenal ulcer was
more frequent in the higher grades of
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esophagitis a similar observation reported

by other workers %4

Barrett’s esophagus and gastric ulcer 2.
were rare findings in consistence with Al-

Karboli Observation.

CONCLUSIONS 3
1. No difference was found in the
symptomatology of
gastroesophageal reflux disease

among different sexes and different
age groups.

Heartbun and regurgitation were
common in patients  with
gastroeasophageal reflux disease
but not specific enough to exclude
other diseases.

. Smoking and alcoholism are not

predictors of the presence of peptic
esophagitis in  patients  with
symptoms suggestive of reflux
disease but they predict higher
grade of esophagitis if it is present.

TABLES:

Tablel: demographic features of patient sample studied

Demographic Group A H Group B P value
character No. (mean +SD)

Duration of 96 (2.51£2.33) 50(5.42+5.35) P<0.05
heartburn attacks
in hours
Duration of alcohol | 12(18.33+5.44) 15(7+8.46) P<0.05
intake in years
Age in years 96(40.16+15.62+) 50(38.76+12.54) NS*
BMI 96(24.96+3.04) 50(25.78+5.36) NS
Frequency of 96(5.17+1.94) 15(5.6£1.8) NS
heartburn
attacks/week
Duration of chest 39(20.69+23.15) 11(7.45%6.6) NS
pain in years
Duration of 96(6.76+10.99) 23(11.3+8.8) NS
smoking in years.
No. of 40(17.25+10.25) 24(14.41+8.45) NS
cigarettes/day
Amount of alcohol | 12(0.42+0.11) 15(0.3+0.38) NS
consumed/week

*non significant
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Table 2: Clinical observations in the studied patient sample.

Clinical Group A(patients with Group B (patients with P OR*
observation esophagitis) normal OGD) value
No (%)

Gender | Male 59(61.5%) 40(80%o) P<0.05 | 0.4

Female | 37(38.5%) 10(20%0)
Dysphagia 17(17.7%) 0 P<0.05
Smokers 44(45.8%) 23(46%) NS
Alcoholics 12(12.5%) 9(18%) NS
Chest pain 41(42.7%) 21(42%) NS
Heartburn 96(100%) 50(100%) NS
*0dds ratio

Table3: Endoscopic findings in 96 patients (group A) with GERD submitted for endoscopy

Endoscopic finding NO.(%)
Endoscopic* esophagitis Gradel 28(29.2%)
Grade? 34(35.4%)
Grade3 34(35.4%)
Hiatus hernia 28(29.2%)
Barrett’s esophagus 2(2.1%)
Gastritis 22(22.9%)
Gastric ulcer 2(2.1%)
Duodenal ulcer 1212.5%)

*no patient found in grade 4 endoscopic esophagitis.
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Table4: distribution of clinical observations according to the grade of endoscopic

esophagitis.
Clinical observation Grade of endoscopic esophagitis* P value
Gradel Grade2 Grade3

Chest pain 17(60%) | 9(26.5%) | 15(44.1%) | P<0.05
Alcoholism 8(28%0) 2(5.9%) 2(5.9%) P<0.05
Heartburn 28(100%) | 34(100%) | 34(100%) ND**
Smoking 12(42.9%) | 16(47.5%) | 16(47.5%) | NS
dysphagia Solid 0 12(14.7%) | 12(14.7%) NS

liquid 0 2(2.9%) 2(5.9%) NS

No patient found in grade 4 esophagitis.

** Not done.

Table5: distribution of endoscopic findings according to the grade of esophagitis.

Endoscopic Grade of endoscopic esophagitis* P value
findings

Gradel Grade? Grade3
Duodenal ulcer | 0 7(20.6%0) 5(14.7%) P<0.05
Duodenal 0 7(20.6%0) 3(8.8%) P<0.05
stenosis
Barrett’s 0 2(5.9%) 0 NS
esophagus
Hiatus hernia 0 8(23.8%) 20(58.8%) P<0.0001
Gastritis 4 10 8 P<0.05
Gastric ulcer 2(7.1%) 0 0 NS

26




Thi-Qar Medical Journal (TQMJ): Vol(4) No(2):2010(21-28)

REFERENCES

1.

10.

11.

Sidney Cohen. Henry P. Parkman in Lee Goldman .J.Claude Bennet et al (eds).
Textbook of medicine. 12" edition W.B.,Sounders Company 2001, 658-668.

Jackson C; the diaphragmatic pinchcock in so called cardiospasm,laryngoscope
32:139,1922.

James A.Kaufman, gastroesophageal reflux disease:otolaryngology and neck surgery ,
third edition, Mosby, 1998:2411-29.

Bunett W: An evaluation of the gastroduodenal fibroscope, GUT 3:362.1962.

Johns Bancewicz: the esophagus in :R.C.G.Russel,N.S, Williams, C.J.K. Bulstrode.
Short practice of surgery, 21* edition Arnold Company 2000,852-890.

Kahirlas P.J., gastroesophageal reflux disease and its complications in Fieldman M.,
Sleisinger M.H., Schmidtt B.F. et al (eds). Textbook of gastrointestinal and liver disease
6" edition, W.B., Sounders Company 1998, 498-517.27.

Modlin 1.M., GERD the Last Word, (monogram), gastric pathology research group —
department of surgery, yale School of Medicine 1997;61.

Z. Namiot, R.M. Roirk, R, Piascick, et al interrelationship between esophageal
chellenge with mechanical and chemical stimuli and salivary protective mechanisms.
AMJ GE: Vol.89, N0.4.1994.

T.Al-Karboli, Z.A Kassir, evauation of gastroesophageal reflux disease in Iraq. An
accepted thesis submitted to the lragi commission for medical specializations in
gastroenterology and hepatology, Baghdad 1999.

M.1. Yusuf, H.AIhilli: clinical and endoscopical study on patients with sliding hiatus
hernia, an accepted thesis submitted to the Iragi commission for medical specialization.
Swanjit Singh, Hubert J,Tom R et al. non obstructive dysphagia in gastroesophageal
reflux disease . A study with combined PH and motility monitoring. AMJ GE. Vol.87,
N0.51992.

12. Philip O.Katz: treatment of GERD: use of algorithm to aid in management, AMJ GE

Vol. 94. No 11, suppl., 1999.

27



Gastroesophageal Reflux Disease: Clinical And Endoscopic Correlates

4 pead) Gl pa¥) o ABDad) Al j3 — (A el (s 2rall (ulSa i) (i s
Z\.J”lsl.'m CALAMU

* ey ) e (@3la

sl padla
P vagd) Slgall pBE Glaag aal e G Lanpe VET e Al ol Gy el
Ghll dhae b eandaill 0l adagd Slgal) () pal Adlesa g (panlail] Sty Adlas
Yoo) da gl el GlgS Aag Yoo A @) gl Ly e 38N DA dlay b

i al) (g dnal) (ulSaiN) Gl e (e oy ilay | gS g

O O Otiaall G 4 ped) G2l oY) Ao aldie WL g Al Al glaca ) Ayl ciday
sl Gy LBl Gugmaall o gl daaal) 5o pall QLEll Gy gStall Ll pal)
dxilan) Ao cld addl) Ly grua (5 988 O Al Al 038 A (ra (g A Obaad) S
dilaa) clBle dUa oS5 Al cpa B S sa )l edaaad) £ sall Qlgall 1 i daga
oVl g Al ABja (o oSy duada g 2 sall pa8 g LA Nign Adlal) (G oy S5 g
ouiadl g G pal) e adli O) Gt 081y Jsasl) Lhladg) Guaaill g Aplll) S ual)
Ja & e all el CLEN) Cra o) cla jal saaaa Jal go Lgasan Cpdaill g (5 S

NEEE Y

J@LES/M\M\M/M\jL@AA\&\)A\M*

28



