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Gastroesophageal reflux disease (GERD) is a condition that develops when the reflux of stomach contents into the esoph-
agus causes troublesome symptoms, esophageal injury, and/or complications. Use of proton pump inhibitors (PPI) remains
the standard therapy for GERD and is effective in most patients. Those whose symptoms are refractory to PPIs should be
evaluated further and other treatment options should be considered, according to individual patient characteristics.
Response to PPIs could be total (no symptoms), partial (residual breakthrough symptoms), or absent (no change in symp-
toms). Patients experiencing complete response do not usually need further management. Patients with partial response
can be treated surgically or by using emerging endoscopic therapies. Patients who exhibit no response to PPl need further

evaluation to rule out other causes.
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INTRODUCTION

Gastroesophageal reflux disease (GERD) is defined as a con-
dition that develops when the reflux of stomach contents
into the esophagus causes troublesome symptoms, esopha-
geal injury, and/or complications. GERD is estimated to
affect 10-20% of adults in Western countries, on a daily
or weekly basis [1]. GERD results from disruption of the
anti-reflux barrier, composed of the lower esophageal
sphincter (LES) and the diaphragmatic crura. Relaxation of
the crura and LES is a normal physiological process that
takes place during swallowing. Relaxations not initiated
by swallowing are termed transient lower esophageal
relaxations (TLESRs); when they occur more frequently
or last longer, they result in reflux of gastric fluid through
the esophagogastric junction (EGJ), sometimes accompa-
nied by gas (belch). TLESRs contribute to almost 90% of
reflux episodes; more severe reflux-induced esophageal
damage (esophagitis) results from persistently hypotensive
LES [2, 3].

Heartburn and acid regurgitation, sometimes accompa-
nied by chest pain and dysphagia, are the two cardinal
symptoms of GERD but may reflect other, non-GERD con-
ditions without abnormal (pathological) esophageal acid
exposure (Figure 1). GERD could be erosive or non-erosive.
Erosive esophagitis (EE) is defined as reflux-induced inflam-
mation or ulceration of the esophagus. Patients who do not
have erosive changes on endoscopy but have pathological
amounts of acid reflux on 24-hour ambulatory pH monitor-
ing are classified as suffering from non-erosive reflux dis-
ease (NERD). Other patients may have typical reflux
symptoms without evidence of pathological acid reflux by
pH monitoring and they are classified as suffering from
functional heartburn [4]. In some patients, when acid
reflux damages the esophageal squamous epithelium, the
injury leads to a metaplastic process in which the squamous
cells are replaced by columnar epithelium containing
goblet cells (intestinal metaplasia). This is called Barrett's
esophagus (BE), and is a precursor of esophageal
adenocarcinoma.
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Figure 1. Refractory gastroesophageal reflux disease may be
distinguished by the magnitude of esophageal acid exposure.

NON-GASTROESOPHAGEAL
REFLUX DISEASE CAUSES

Some patients experience symptoms of reflux as a reflection
of other, non-GERD causes, such as gastroparesis, reflux-like
dyspepsia, achalasia and other esophageal dysmotility, or
eosinophilic esophagitis; overlap between GERD and these
conditions may also occur [5] (Figure 2). Gastroparesis, or
delayed gastric emptying, can present with reflux symptoms.
These patients generally have normal endoscopic findings
and an abnormal gastric emptying scintigraphy. In a study
comparing clinical characteristics of responders and non-re-
sponders of reflux patients on proton pump inhibitor (PPI)
therapy, symptoms suggestive of gastroparesis significantly
reduced the odds of being a responder [6]. Functional dys-
pepsia is defined, according to the Rome Il criteria, as the
presence of one or more of the following: post-prandial full-
ness, early satiety, heartburn and no evidence of structural
disease to explain the symptomes, for the previous 3 months,
with symptom onset at least 6 months before. It is a diagno-
sis of exclusion and other causes should be ruled out by ad-
ditional testing. Achalasia is an esophageal motility disorder
that is characterized by incomplete LES relaxation, increased
LES pressure and esophageal body aperistalsis, leading to
poor clearance and esophageal dilation. Apart from dyspha-
gia to solids and liquids, patients with achalasia may experi-
ence heartburn and regurgitation. Achalasia and other
esophageal motility disorders (e.g. esophageal spasm and
‘jackhammer’ esophagus) should be differentiated from
GERD with a barium swallow and high resolution manome-
try. Eosinophilic esophagitis is a chronic immune/antigen-
mediated disease characterized clinically by symptoms
related to esophageal dysfunction, such as heartburn or dys-
phagia, and histologically by eosinophil-predominant in-
flammation (>15 eosinophils per high-power field) [7].
Since GERD could be associated with esophageal mucosal
eosinophilia, it should again be ruled out by esophageal
pH monitoring study or by obtaining repeat biopsies after
two months of treatment with a PPI.

| Non-GERD ‘
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Figure 2. Non- gastroesophageal reflux disease causes of re-
fractory gastroesophageal reflux symptoms.

-Achalasia & dysmotility: defined manometrically.

-EoE (Eosinophilic Esophagitis): >15 eosinophils / HPF (high-
power field).

-RD (reflux-like dyspepsia): normal endoscopy, biopsies and
pH monitoring.

-Gastroparesis: normal endoscopy, abnormal gastric empty-
ing scintigraphy.

PROTON PUMP INHIBITOR FAILURE

The critical role of acid in triggering heartburn has been es-
tablished in many clinical trials. Intra-esophageal instillation
of solutions with increasing pH was tried in a study [8], in
which all patients experienced pain at pH 1 and 1.5 solutions,
80% had pain with pH 2 solutions and 50% had pain with pH
2.5-6 solutions, thus establishing acid as a major cause of
heartburn [8]. Acid-suppressive therapy with PPl has thus
become the treatment choice for GERD. However, despite
the high efficacy of PPIs, approximately 30% of patients fail
to respond, either partially or completely. Failure of GERD
patients to respond to PPl has now become the most
common presentation of GERD in gastrointestinal practice
[9]. Some authors consider refractory GERD as the failure to
respond to the standard PPl regimen (once daily), while
others believe that only patients who show incomplete or
partial response to PPI twice daily should be considered as
failures [10, 11]. The differential response of various GERD
symptoms to PPl also makes it difficult to define PPI failure.
In some patients, it has been shown that regurgitation is less
responsive to acid suppression than heartburn, and that re-
gurgitation is likely to be an important factor in determining
response to PPl [12, 13]. PPl response also varies between
different GERD types. In a Japanese study, rabeprazole
10 mg daily was administered to 180 patients with GERD
for 4 weeks. Complete relief of symptoms was achieved in
36% of NERD patients, compared with 55% of erosive GERD
patients [14]. A similar conclusion was also obtained in an-
other western study, which compared NERD and EE for their
response to PPIs [9].

REASONS FOR FAILURE OF
PROTON PUMP INHIBITORS

An important cause of PPI failure is non-compliance to
treatment, because of either inadequate dosing or poor
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timing [15]. In a study of 100 patients taking PPI for GERD,
compliance was determined using a questionnaire about
dosing habits and timing. Only 46% dosed optimally.
Among the 54% who were dosed sub-optimally, 39%
dosed more than 60minutes before meals, 30% after
meals, 28% at bedtime, and 4% as needed [16]. Non-
adherence to lifestyle modifications could also hinder
response to treatment.

In some patients, the occurrence of weakly acidic (pH 4-
7) or weakly alkaline (pH >7) refluxate may be associated
with regurgitation and atypical GERD symptoms, but it is
not clear whether such pH alterations are responsible for
the symptoms. Esophageal exposure to bile salts at non-
acidic pH may cause heartburn, but the mechanism remains
unclear [17]. The volume of reflux could be a factor to con-
sider, as it affects the intraluminal distribution and degree
of esophageal distension. Greater reflux volume can trigger
heartburn by mechanical distension, irrespective of its acid-
ity. Esophageal balloon distension causes the sensation of
heartburn in patients with GERD, and the likelihood of such
heartburn increases in a linear fashion with increases in
balloon volume [18]. A recent study compared GERD-
related esophageal distension before and during PPI
therapy. The majority of episodes during treatment were
non-acidic; however, the acid suppression did not alter the
magnitude of GERD-induced esophageal distension, sug-
gesting that the remaining symptoms while on treatment
could be due to the latter [19]. The volume of reflux also
determined the proximal extent of reflux that is, in turn,
associated with symptomatic episodes. Esophageal hyper-
sensitivity is another proposed mechanism for symptom
induction in patients with normal acid exposure on pH
monitoring. Closely spaced reflux episodes were also
more likely to be associated with severe symptoms than
isolated reflux episodes [20]. NERD patients generally
belong to a more hypersensitive group than those with
EE, exhibiting a lower response to PPIs [21]. Other co-exist-
ing conditions, like obesity and heliobacter pylori infection
are also less frequent in responders than non-responders
[5]. Table 1 outlines various risk factors for refractory GERD.

EVALUATION OF REFRACTORY
REFLUX SYMPTOMS

The first step in the evaluation of a patient who has failed
to respond to PPI therapy is to assess drug compliance and
the adequacy of lifestyle modifications. The next step is to
switch to another PPI or increase the dose to twice daily.
When these measures fail, further investigations are usually
required (Figure 3). GERD could result from a structural or
functional defect in the esophagus. The structural assess-
ment can be done by endoscopy with biopsy, and barium
esophagography.  Functional assessment can be

Table 1. Risk factors for refractory gastroesophageal reflux
disease

Increased body mass index

Sliding hiatal hernia

Increased frequency of gas, liquid or volume reflux
Ineffective PPl-induced control of gastric acid secretion
Pepsin and bile acid content of gastric juice
Hypotensive lower esophageal sphincter

Ineffective esophageal peristalsis

Low post-reflux swallow-induced peristaltic wave index
Esophageal hypersensitivity (central or peripheral)

Ultrastructural and functional changes in the esophageal
epithelium

LES = lower esophageal sphincter; PPI=proton pump inhibitor.
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Figure 3. Structural and functional assessment of patients
with refractory gastroesophageal reflux disease.

accomplished using high-resolution manometry (HRM),
ambulatory impedance-pH monitoring, endoluminal func-
tional lumen imaging probe (EndoFLIP), and gastric
scintigraphy.

In patients with persistent symptoms despite treatment,
the value of upper endoscopy is limited, since most patients
have NERD or functional heartburn. However endoscopy
could still be helpful in identifying the few cases of EE, BE
or peptic ulcer, and also differentiate from other non-GERD
causes, like eosinophilic esophagitis, cancer, etc.
Additionally, esophageal histology could reveal the pres-
ence of dilated distal intercellular spaces, which have
been put forward as a mechanism for symptoms of GERD
[22]. A recent study confirmed the utility of magnification
endoscopy with narrow-band imaging (NBI), a technique
that enhances the microvascular and mucosal patterns not
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usually visible with normal white-light endoscopy.
However, inter- and intra-observer agreement needs to
be evaluated with further studies [23].

Ambulatory esophageal pH monitoring, either catheter-
based (24 hours) or wireless (48 hours or more), can be
performed while patients carry out their usual activities
and eat normally. Such technologies allow pH testing to
be performed both ‘off’ and ‘on’ PPI, ‘off’ therapy testing
to determine if symptoms are truly due to reflux, and ‘on’
therapy testing to investigate whether there is persistent
abnormal esophageal exposure despite PPI [24].

Esophageal impedance monitoring detects retrograde
bolus movement and can determine the nature and proxi-
mal extent of reflux, regardless of acidity. Impedance is
generally combined with a pH probe, which allows catego-
rization of reflux into (i) acidic, (ii) weakly acidic or (iii)
weakly alkaline. The addition of impedance monitoring to
the routine pH monitoring allows correlation between
symptoms and reflux episodes, and has been associated
with a higher proportion of patients with symptom-associ-
ation probability than with pH monitoring alone [25].
Whether the test is most beneficial when the patients are
‘off’ or ‘on’ therapy is debatable. One study, comparing the
two approaches showed that, in patients ‘off therapy’ im-
pedance-pH added only 4% to the results compared with
pH testing alone whereas, in patients ‘on therapy’, there
was a 17% increase in the diagnostic yield [26]. In contrast,
another study concluded that a higher probability of posi-
tive symptom-association probability was among patients
tested ‘off therapy’ and that impedance-pH monitoring
should be performed after cessation of PPI [27].

HRM helps in the exclusion of motor disorders, like achala-
sia, and also assesses for ineffective esophageal peristalsis,
which plays an important role in the induction of refractory
reflux symptoms. It is a recently introduced technique that
uses multiple, closely spaced sensors to measure the intralum-
inal pressure of the entire esophagus during swallowing. A
new classification of esophageal motor disorders, the Chicago
Classification, has been developed using several esophageal
pressure topography metrics, constructed from HRM data.
HRM-based studies improved both EGJ and TLESRs assessment
and underlined their role as primary mechanisms in the de-
velopment of reflux events [28]. Recent studies have indicated
that HRM is reproducible and more sensitive than stationary
manometry in detecting TLESRs associated with reflux [29].
Volume reflux is another concern with refractory GERD and
could be measured by high-frequency intraluminal ultra-
sound probe (HFIUS). This experimental technique detects
spontaneous GER-induced esophageal distension, and could
estimate the cross-sectional area of the Esophageal lumen
and the volume of refluxate [30].

Increased EGJ distensibility significantly affects the
volume of reflux. The EndoFLIP system uses impedance pla-
nimetry to determine multiple adjacent cross-sectional areas

within a cylindrical bag that is placed in the distal esophagus
during volumetric distention. The procedure helps the iden-
tification of a group of patients with GERD whose symp-
toms—usually regurgitation and chest pain—are driven by
large reflux volumes and would benefit from anatomical
correction, by either surgical or endoscopic techniques.
EndoFLIP may also identify a subgroup of patients with
normal EGJ distensibility, which would not benefit from
such interventions. Similarly, EndoFLIP measurements may
be potentially useful in the course of surgical or endoluminal
procedures, to calibrate the magnitude of the intervention.

TREATMENT OF REFRACTORY
GASTROESOPHAGEAL REFLUX
DISEASE

Figure 4 illustrates a proposed treatment algorithm for pa-
tients with refractory GERD. After confirming the diagnosis
of GERD, alterations in PPl therapy (type, dosage, timing) is
the first step. Other medications (prokinetics and H2 recep-
tor antagonists) could also be tried. Further management
depends on the patient’s response to PPls. When there is
complete response—that is, no residual symptoms while
on PPIs—no further treatment is needed. When there is no
response to PPls, causes other than GERD should be consid-
ered. If there is partial response—that is, some improvement
in symptoms—a variety of approaches could be entertained.
At this point, two important factors need consideration:
first, if the patient has significant sliding hiatal hernia
(>3 cm), hernia repair, along with anti-reflux surgery, is cur-
rently the ideal option. Second, if the patient is morbidly
obese, gastric bypass surgery may be the preferred ap-
proach. In patients without significant hiatal hernia
(<2 cm) endoscopic therapies could be considered.

Medical management

Proton pump inhibitors

When a patient has failed to respond to once-daily PPI, two
types of modifications could be considered. The American
Gastroenterological Association (AGA) guidelines for GERD

' PPI therapy

Complete Partial response No response
PORPCRS. l {breakthrough (no change in
(no symptoms) symptnms? symptoms)

Figure 4. Potential outcomes of proton pump inhibitor (PPI)
therapy in patients with gastroesophageal reflux symptoms.
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recommend doubling the dose of the current PPI [31], and
this is also confirmed by a Cochrane review for patients with
esophagitis [32]. The doubled PPI dose can be divided, as one
dose in the morning and one in the evening before meals,
rather than a single higher dose. In a study examining noc-
turnal acid breakthrough, omeprazole, even at a moder-
ately high dose, did not control acidity in most subjects for
a 24-hour period and nocturnal re-acidification of the sto-
mach typically in the early morning hours could be reduced
by a divided dose of PPI, in the morning and evening before
meals [33]. However the dose-response relationship for
symptom control with PPIs is not clear [31]. Further, increas-
ing PPIs beyond double the dose is not supported by clinical
data. In arecent study, typical GERD symptoms, male gender
and obesity were identified as good predictors of response
to PPIs; in such patients, empirical PPI therapy could be suc-
cessful. In the remaining patients, impedance pH monitoring
should be considered instead of empirical PPl therapy. In PPI-
resistant GERD patients, such monitoring can facilitate a
more tailored therapeutic approach and ensure the success
of further escalating PPI therapy [34].

Extended-release PPIs have being widely studied.
Dexlansoprazole-MR is a dual, delayed-release formulation
of dexlansoprazole, with two types of granules that release
the drug at different pH levels; thus the drug achieves dual
peaks in the serum, 1-2 hours after and 4-5 hours after
administration. This offers greater dose flexibility and im-
proved compliance. Although its use in PPIl-refractory GERD
has not been adequately researched, it may help as a step-
down therapy from twice-daily PPI [35]. Succinic acid has
been shown to induce gastric acid secretion. VECAM
VECTA Pharmaceuticals, Ramat Gan, Israel (VECAM) is a
combination of omeprazole and succinic acid that activates
proton pumps in parietal cells. An open-labeled, random-
ized, crossover study enrolling 36 healthy subjects com-
pared the effect on gastric acidity of once-daily bedtime
dosing of VECAM 40 and VECAM 20 without food vs. omep-
razole 20mg administered before breakfast [36]. The
median percentage time that the intragastric pH >4 dem-
onstrated that VECAM 40 was superior to VECAM 20
(65.7% vs. 49.1%; P<0.0001) and omeprazole 20mg
(65.7% vs. 47.6%, P=0.005) during 24 h.

A recent study evaluated the efficacy of pantoprazole
magnesium in the treatment of GERD symptoms, especially
at night. Pantoparazole magnesium has lower maximum
plasma concentration than the conventional pantoprazole
sodium and thus a longer half-life. Pantoprazole-Mg 40 mg
once daily for 4 weeks improved a broad range of
GERD-associated symptoms from baseline, including both
day- and night-time GERD symptoms [37].

Switching to another PPI is another common and cost-
effective approach for patients who failed to respond to PPI
once daily. In a multicenter, double-blind, randomized, con-
trolled study, switching to single dose esomeprazole was

found to be as effective as twice-daily lansoprazole in con-
trolling heartburn symptoms [38]. Esomeprazole, as an al-
ternative for patients who did not respond favorably to
other PPIs, has resulted in significant symptom improve-
ment [39].

Other medications

When alterations in dosing and switching of PPl have
failed, other drug therapies can be considered, depending
on individual patient characteristics [40]. If impedance/pH
monitoring is positive for acid reflux and PPl compliance
has been confirmed, H2 receptor antagonists (H2RAs) can
be considered at bedtime. H2RAs competitively block the
interaction between H2 receptors and histamine on parie-
tal cells and reduce pepsin and gastric acid volume [41]. The
addition of H2RAs at night for patients on PPIs has been
shown to improve symptoms; however, since patients may
develop tolerance after a month of treatment [42], this ap-
proach should be preferably used on an as-needed basis.

If impedance/pH monitoring is positive for weakly acid
reflux, TLESR reducers and pain modulators can be consid-
ered. A wide range of receptors is involved in triggering
TLESRs, including GABA-B, cannabinoid, cholecystokinin
(CCK), and 5-HT4 [43]. The effect of baclofen (a GABA-B
agonist) on suppressing acid and non-acid reflux was mea-
sured by combined multichannel intraluminal impedance/
pH, and was shown to significantly reduce the median
number of post-prandial acid and non-acid related symp-
toms in heartburn patients [44]. However, since the drug
crosses the blood brain barrier, central nervous system side-
effects pose a challenge to its routine use. Gastrin and CCK2
receptors are identical and, considering the role of gastrin
in the stimulation of gastric acid, a selective CCK2 receptor
antagonist would be a potential therapeutic choice.
Loxiglumide and spiroglumide are CCK2 receptor antago-
nists, but their use in humans has not yet been well vali-
dated [45]. Potassium-competitive acid blockers (PACB),
such as soraprazan, linaprazan and revaprazan, share the
same final mechanism as PPIs but in a reversible manner.
They rapidly achieve high plasma concentrations and have
linear, dose-dependent pharmacokinetics. They can be used
as on-demand drugs [46].

Prokinetics, such as metoclopramide and domperidone,
have been considered as a treatment option for GERD be-
cause they improve esophageal peristalsis, accelerate
esophageal acid clearance, increase LES basal pressure
and improve gastric emptying. Mosapride has both 5HT4
and 5HT3 receptor antagonist effects, and significantly
reduces acid reflux. Itopride is a dopamine receptor
antagonist that has also shown improvement in GERD
symptoms. Unfortunately, prokinetics have been associated
with several significant adverse effects and their use is
GERD has been limited by concerns over safety [45].
Although combination therapy using PPl and prokinetics
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may partially improve patients’ quality of life, it has no
significant effect on GERD patients’ symptomatic or endo-
scopic responses [47].

Rebamipide has anti-inflammatory functions and may be
effective as a mucosal protectant. In a randomized study,
60 PPIl-refractory patients were assigned to either rebami-
pide or placebo for 4 weeks. At the end of drug adminis-
tration, symptom scores did not differ between the two
groups, although a significantly higher proportion of
patients in the rebamipide group showed amelioration of
abdominal pain and diarrhea [48].

Since the majority of PPl-refractory patients have either
NERD-type or functional heartburn, pain modulators are a
reasonable option. These include tricyclic antidepressants,
trazodone, and selective serotonin re-uptake inhibitors
[49]. Their efficacy has been demonstrated in double-
blinded trials, especially in patients with hypersensitive
esophagus [50, 51]. These visceral analgesics are used in
non-mood-altering doses to counteract pain, and they cur-
rently provide a good alternative until improved, esopha-
geal-specific therapies are available [52]. The side-effect
profiles of these medications suggest only limited use,
and indicate the need for development of safer drugs.
Growth factors, such as epidermal growth factors and mac-
rophage colony stimulating factors, have shown some
effect in patients with GERD, but have not evolved to a
reasonable option for therapy [53].

Anti-reflux surgery

Anti-reflux surgery comprises a broad range of conven-
tional and novel techniques designed to correct a mechan-
ically defective sphincter and is recommended for patients
who demonstrate partial (inadequate) response to PPI, or
who cannot tolerate medical therapy. Clinical evidence sug-
gests that anti-reflux surgery is more effective for patients
with abnormal acid reflux, and the role of anti-reflux sur-
gery in patients with normal esophageal acid exposure or
acid sensitive esophagus needs to be explored further. A
combination of symptoms, measurable indicators of the
presence of abnormal reflux, and documentation of the
motility of the esophagus and lower esophageal sphincter
should be used in the assessment of patients undergoing
anti-reflux surgery [54, 55]. A randomized, controlled trial
compared the long-term effects of PPl against anti-reflux
surgery for patients with chronic GERD and esophagitis.
The proportion of patients in whom treatment remained
effective after 7 years was higher in the surgical- than the
medical group (66.7% vs. 46.7%, respectively; P=0.002)
[56]. In patients with hiatal hernia >3 cm, hernia repair
should be done along with anti-reflux surgery. This proce-
dure is safe and effective and has low recurrence rate [57].
In morbidly obese patients, hernia repair can also be done
concurrently and effectively with gastric bypass surgery
[58]. Fundoplication is the conventional anti-reflux surgery.

Other newer minimally invasive surgeries are LINX™ (Torax
Medical, Shoreview MN, USA), and EndoStim™ (Endostim,
Saint Louis, MO, USA).

Fundoplication

Fundoplication involves the construction of a peri-esopha-
geal ring around the gastro-esophageal junction, buttress-
ing the sphincter. This technique has evolved over the years
and undergone many modifications. Laparoscopic Nissen
fundoplication (LNF) is currently considered the standard
procedure. Many randomized clinical trials have compared
open and laparoscopic approaches, concluding that the lap-
aroscopic approach results in fewer defective plications,
incisional hernias or other complications, better respiratory
function, reduced need for analgesics and shorter hospital
stay [59, 60]. The Long-Term Usage of Esomeprazole vs
Surgery for Treatment of Chronic GERD (LOTUS) trial com-
pared LNF with an esomeprazole (20-40 mg daily) treat-
ment group over 5 years. Although dysphagia and
flatulence were more common in the surgical group, prev-
alence and severity of symptoms such as heartburn (16% in
esomeprazole group vs. 8% in LNF group), and regurgita-
tion (13% vs. 2%, respectively) were lower [61]. Patients
with either NERD or EE may benefit equally from
fundoplication.

As noted above, a major drawback with LNF is the high
prevalence of post-operative dysphagia and gas bloat syn-
drome. To counteract this—and in contrast to the complete
fundoplication, where the stomach is wrapped 360° around
the esophagus—modifications were introduced, namely
the anterior (LAF, Dor) and posterior (Toupet) partial fun-
doplications. With these techniques, the fundus is either
laid over the top of the esophagus (anterior), or around
the back (posterior). In a recent meta-analysis of five ran-
domized, controlled trials, it was concluded that at 1 and 5
years, dysphagia and gas-related symptoms are lower after
LAF than after LNF, and esophageal acid exposure and
esophagitis are similar, with no differences in heartburn
scores, patient satisfaction, dilations, and re-operation
rate. These results lend Level 1a support for the use of
LAF for the surgical treatment of GERD [62].

Toupet (LTF) or posterior fundoplication is a partial 270°
dorsal wrap creating an adaptable reflux wrap, which
allows normal physiological functions like burping and
vomiting when necessary, and thus minimizes the compli-
cations of bloating and retching that are common with LNF.
In a prospective, randomized study of 200 patients compar-
ing LNF with LTF, over a 2-year follow up period, dysphagia
was more common in patients undergoing LNF than for LTF
(19 vs. 8; P<0.05), while reflux control with LTF was as
good as in LNF [63]. Another study followed up patients
over a period of 7 years, comparing the results of Toupet
and LNF. Seven of the patients (28%) who underwent
Toupet procedures had severe GERD, a percentage

46

9202 YoJel 0| uo Jesn salelqi AlsiaAiun eiquiniod Aq €810162/L1/L/S/elonie/onsel/woo dnooiwspeoe//:sdiy woll papeojumoq



Refractory gastroesophageal reflux disease

comparable to the Nissen group (31.6%). The duration of
operation, operative blood loss, morbidity, length of hospi-
talization, need for re-operation, and efficacy in terms of
relieving symptoms (average follow-up =27.5 months) were
comparable. It was concluded that Toupet is a safe and ef-
fective form of treatment for symptoms of GERD, including
patients with severe form of disease [64]. Anterior and pos-
terior fundoplications were also compared, and LTF was
found to provide better control of reflux related symptoms,
lower number of re-operations, and less need for antisecre-
tory therapy [65, 66]. Currently LTF is considered the sur-
gery of choice for normal-weight GERD patients qualifying
for surgery [67].

Complications of fundoplication include dysphagia:
early, which usually resolves within 3 months, and late
(5%), which may require dilation or, rarely, revisional sur-
gery. Early satiety, weight loss, discomfort with large meals,
hiccup and difficulty burping or vomiting can also occur.
Heartburn and regurgitation can recur in 10% of patients
after 5-10 years of surgery. Revisional surgery may be
needed in 2-5% of patients and is usually effective [68].
Data from studies regarding use of PPI after anti-reflux sur-
gery have been self-contradictory. A recent study estimated
that as many as 50% patients who underwent anti-reflux
surgery became PPI users 10-15 years post-surgery [69].

Gastric bypass

Obesity plays a major role in the development of GERD,
since an increased body mass index (BMI) may cause incom-
petence of the gastro-esophageal junction. A correlation
between body weight and BMI has been demonstrated in
a study of 30 morbidly obese people who underwent
esophageal function testing. Patients with pathological
acid exposure weighed more than those with normal acid
exposure, and patients with abnormal reflux scores
weighed more and had higher BMIs than those with
normal scores [70]. Thus, treating obesity is an important
step in the treatment of GERD. For patients with moderate
obesity (BMI 35-40), LNF shows good symptom control and
moderate weight loss. For patients with BMI >40, gastric
bypass surgery is preferred [68]. This laparoscopic proce-
dure involves the creation of a small gastric pouch and con-
necting it directly to the intestine, bypassing a major
portion of the mid/distal stomach and duodenum.

The efficacy of various bariatric surgeries in the ameliora-
tion of GERD was studied in the Bariatric Outcomes
Longitudinal Database. GERD score was graded on a 6-point
scale pre- and post-operatively. GERD score improvement in
gastric bypass patients was 56%, compared with adjustable
gastric banding (46%) and sleeve gastrectomy (LSG) (41%)
[71]. Favorable results were also obtained in another study
that compared gastric bypass with sleeve gastrectomy,
where 558 patients underwent gastric bypass or LSG. With
the exception of GERD, similar comorbidity remission rates

PPI The “gap”  ARS

v

25-30% [

Figure 5. The treatment gap in patients with refractory gas-
troesophageal reflux symptoms. ‘Gap’ is the percentage of
patients refractory to proton pump inhibitor (PPI) not inter-
ested in undergoing anti-reflux surgery (ARS).

65-70%

were observed between LSG and gastric bypass for all other
parameters [72]. In a comparative study, laparoscopic gastric
bypass was also found to be as safe as fundoplication for mor-
bidly obese patients. The overall in-hospital complications
were significantly lower in the bypass group, while the
mean length of hospitalization, mortality and treatment
costs were comparable [73]. Thus bariatric surgery, particu-
larly gastric bypass, and the resultant sustained weight loss
demonstrate a significant reduction in GERD symptoms, and
should be considered in appropriate patients.

THE GASTROESOPHAGEAL REFLUX
DISEASE TREATMENT GAP

Studies show that, although approximately 40% of patients
with GERD fail to respond symptomatically to aggressive
acid suppressive therapy, less than 5% of them undergo
fundoplication [74], leaving a substantial number of
people receiving inadequate treatment for their GER symp-
toms (Figure 5). Such reluctance to proceed with surgery is
partly due to the fear of possible side-effects from fundo-
plication, the reported high rates of surgical failures, and
the subsequent need for medical therapy or repeat surgery.
Patients who have persistent GERD symptoms despite med-
ical therapy, and who are not willing to undergo fundopli-
cation, fall into what is called the GERD ‘treatment gap’
(Figure 3). Newer techniques, surgical and endoscopic,
have been introduced to address this gap. The advantage
of these procedures is that they do not dramatically alter
the anatomy of the gastroesophageal junction, esophagus
or stomach, and thus have a better side-effect profile.

SURGICAL APPROACHES TO THE
GASTROESOPHAGEAL REFLUX
DISEASE TREATMENT GAP

LINX™

The LINX™ reflux management system mechanically aug-
ments the LES function, using a small expandable ring of
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linked magnetic beads. The device is laparoscopically im-
planted around the distal esophagus at the level of the
EGJ. The magnetic attraction between each bead augments
the pressure on the LES. At higher pressures, the magnetic
forces are overcome, allowing functions such as swallow-
ing, belching or vomiting [74]. The efficacy and safety of
this device has been recently evaluated prospectively in 23
patients with GERD, and a significant decrease in all major
GERD symptoms was found. At 4 weeks, a reduction of
>50% of PPl dose was achieved in over 80% of patients.
There were no serious adverse events. GERD-related quality
of life improved significantly [75]. Long-term clinical bene-
fits were demonstrated in a multicenter, prospective study
where 44 patients with GERD underwent the procedure.
For esophageal acid exposure, the mean total percentage
of time that pH is less than 4.0 was reduced from 11.9% at
baseline to 3.8% at 3 years (P<0.001), with 80% of patients
(18/20) achieving pH normalization. In patients with more
than 4 years of follow up, 100% had improved quality of
life measures for GERD and 80% had achieved complete
cessation of the use of PPIs, with minimal side-effects and
no safety issues [76]. In another prospective case series, 100
patients were evaluated, who underwent the procedure
over a period of six years. Median total acid exposure
time was reduced from 8.0% before implant to 3.2%
post-implant (P <0.001). The median GERD health-related
quality of life score at baseline was 16 on PPIs and 24 off
PPIs and improved to a score of 2 (P<0.001) and freedom
from daily dependence on PPIs was achieved in 85% of
patients [77]. Thus, magnetic sphincter augmentation is
an effective and safe procedure for patients who fall in
the treatment gap. The procedure does not significantly
alter gastric anatomy and can be reversed if necessary.
Randomized, controlled studies will be required, to clarify
its efficacy as compared with LNF.

EndoStim™

The EndoStim™ LES stimulation system (EndoStim, St.
Louis, MO, USA) is an implantable electrical stimulator
that delivers electrical energy to the LES. It comprises
three components: a bipolar stimulation lead, an implant-
able pulse generator (IPG), and an external programmer.
The stimulation leads are laparoscopically implanted in
the LES and permanently secured, along with the IPG, in
a subcutaneous pocket in the left upper quadrant of the
abdomen. The external programmer allows for wireless in-
terrogation and programming of the IPG [78, 79]. Electrical
stimulation is believed to increase the resting pressure and
control reflux.

Lower esophageal sphincter electrical
stimulation therapy

In an open-label, prospective trial, the safety and efficacy of
long-term LES electrical stimulation therapy (LES-EST) was

investigated. Patients with GERD were selected, who were
at least partially responsive to PPl therapy, with hiatal
hernia <3cm, and with esophagitis Twenty-four patients
underwent implantation. Median GERD-HRQoL score at 6
months was 2.0 (Interquartile range (IQR) =0-5.5) and was
significantly better than both baseline on-PPI [9.0
(range =6.0-10.0); P <0.001] and off-PPI [23 (GERD-HRQoL
range=21-25); P<0.001] GERD-HRQoL. At their 6-month
follow-up, 91% of the patients (21/23) were off PPl and
had significantly better median GERD-HRQoL on LES stim-
ulation, compared with their on-PPI GERD-HRQoL at base-
line (9.0 vs. 2.0; P<0.001). No serious adverse events were
reported [79]. In a post-hoc analysis of the open-label trial,
significant improvement in the outcomes of GERD-HRQoL
and distal esophageal pH were noted in the LES-EST group.
At baseline, 33% of PPI-treated patients reported nocturnal
heartburn symptom “bothersome”, compared with 0%
(P=0.04) at 3 months and 7% (P=0.17) at 6 months. In a
more recent study, five patients successfully underwent
implantation and all of them showed significant increase
in LES pressure on all sessions of EST, without any adverse
event [80]. In another post-hoc analysis, the effect of LES-
EST on proximal esophageal acid exposure was studied,
measured 23 cm above the upper border of the LES. Total
median proximal esophageal acid exposure at baseline was
0.4% and, at 12 months, it was 0%. Distal esophageal pH
improved from 10.2% to 3.6%. There were no serious
adverse events. It was concluded that LES-EST might be
useful in treating proximal GERD [81]. Hence, electrical
stimulation of the LES is an effective alternative for
patients who only partially respond to PPIs; its lack of any
effect of esophageal motility or LES relaxation is an added
advantage, especially in patients with poor esophageal
motility [82].

ENDOSCOPIC THERAPIES FOR THE
GASTROESOPHAGEAL REFLUX
DISEASE TREATMENT GAP

Stretta®

Stretta® (Mederi Therapeutics, Greenwich, CT, USA) uses
radiofrequency energy to remodel the EGJ and LES. The
technology consists of a four-channel RF generator and a
specialized balloon/catheter system that is used to treat the
EGJ and cardia in a series of steps. Stretta has been shown
to be effective and safe in 32 separate clinical studies and a
meta-analysis [83]. A high rate of symptom control and a
dramatic decrease in—or elimination of—GERD medication
use, have been consistently achieved. As the endoscopic
procedure with the most available data and track record,
Stretta, if necessary, appears to be safe, effective, durable,
and repeatable. Further, it does not preclude any alterna-
tive treatment (repeat Stretta, PPl addition or
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fundoplication) and is the least expensive alternative to
medical therapy. Several putative mechanisms could ex-
plain Stretta’s clinical effectiveness and these include in-
creased gastric yield pressure, increased thickness of the
LES muscle, decreased distensibility of the EGJ without fi-
brosis, decreased EGJ compliance and decreased frequency
of TLESRs.

A recent meta-analysis of 18 studies and 1488 patients
concluded that (i) Stretta is very effective in GERD symptom
relief, (ii) it is safe and well-tolerated and (iii) it significantly
reduces acid exposure to the esophagus, but does not con-
sistently normalize pH [84]. On this last point, it is impor-
tant to note that even PPIs do not normalize pH in up to
50% of symptomatically controlled GERD patients [85];
hence, pH normalization is not necessarily an essential clin-
ical endpoint to be applied to Stretta. In a single-center, 10-
year, long-term study, normalization of GERD-related qual-
ity of life was achieved in 72% of patients; a 50% or greater
reduction in PPl use occurred in 64% of patients (41% elim-
inating PPIs entirely) and a 60% or greater increase in sat-
isfaction occurred in 54% of patients. Pre-existing Barrett’s
metaplasia regressed in 85% of biopsied patients [86].

A randomized, sham-controlled trial assigned 64 GERD
patients to Stretta or to a sham procedure. At 6 months,
active treatment significantly improved patients’ heartburn
symptoms and quality of life. More active vs. sham patients
were without daily heartburn symptoms (61% vs. 33%;
P=0.05), and more had a >50% improvement in their
GERD-HRQoL scores (61% vs. 30%; P=0.03) [87]. Another
randomized prospective trial included 36 patients who
were randomized into three groups: single-session Stretta,
sham procedure, and single Stretta followed by repeat
Stretta if GERD-HRQoL was not improved by 75% as com-
pared to baseline GERD-HRQoL after 4 months. At 12
months, the mean HRQoL scores of those ‘off’ medications,
the LES basal pressure, the 24 hour pH scores, and the PPI
daily dose were significantly improved from baseline in
both Stretta groups (P<0.01). Seven patients in the
double-Stretta treatment group had normalized their
HRQolL at 12 months, compared with two patients in the
single- treatment group (P=0.035) [88]. Like the other
newer techniques, Stretta has not been found useful in pa-
tients with hiatal hernias >3 cm, those with no previous
response to PPIs, or those with negative pH or impedance
studies.

Transoral incisionless fundoplication

Transoral incisionless fundoplication (TIF) is a newer tech-
nique devised to perform fundoplication endoscopically.
The device retracts the gastric cardia and valve-like effect
[89]. TIF was found to reduce the number of post-prandial
TLESRs, the number of TLESRs associated with reflux, and
EGJ distensibility, leading to a reduction of the number and
proximal extent of reflux episodes and improvement of

acid exposure. The anti-reflux effect of TIF proved to be
selective for liquid-containing reflux only, thereby preserv-
ing the ability of venting gastric air [90].

Several studies have asserted the efficacy and safety of
TIF. The TIF EsophyX vs Medical PPl Open Label Trial
(TEMPO) trial was a multicenter, prospective, randomized,
controlled study, in which 63 patients were randomized
into the TIF or PPl groups. At 6-month follow-up, 62% of
TIF patients reported elimination of regurgitation and
atypical GERD symptoms, as against 5% in the PPl group;
90% of TIF patients were off PPI [91]. The long-term effects
of TIF have also been evaluated prospectively in a multicen-
ter study of 54 patients who underwent TIF and were fol-
lowed up for 3 years. The median GERD-HRQoL score off
PPI improved significantly and discontinuation of daily PPI
use was sustained in 61% of patients. Although complete
normalization of pH occurred in a minority of patients, suc-
cessful cases showed long-term durability [92]. TIF has
emerged as a safe, effective and durable alternative to
GERD in patients who do not respond completely to PPI—
without the adverse event profile associated with surgical
fundoplication.

Medigus

The SRS™ endoscopic stapling system (Medigus Ltd, Omar,
Israel) is a recently introduced technique capable of creat-
ing an endoscopic partial fundoplication. The device con-
sists of a flexible endoscope, a video camera, an ultrasonic
rangefinder, and a surgical stapler. The SRS endoscope is
inserted and advanced into the stomach and retroflexed,
pulling it back to the correct stapling level above the EGJ.
Tissue is then clamped and stapled under an ultrasono-
graphic gap finder. The procedure is repeated a few
times to form a flap, representing a 180° fundoplication.
The procedure has shown promise in a pre-clinical trial,
where 12 study animals underwent the procedure, and all
of them had a satisfactory partial fundoplication, with no
procedure-related complications [93]. One of the first
human trials of SRS was conducted recently to compare
with Laparoscopic antireflux surgery (LARS). Of 27 patients,
11 underwent SRS and 16 underwent LARS. Over a 6-month
follow-up period, a decrease in GERD-HRQoL scores was
achieved in 64% and 87% of patients who had SRS and
LARS, respectively. Larger randomized studies with longer
periods of follow-up are required before its clinical use
should be considered [94].

CONCLUSIONS

PPIs remain the standard therapy for GERD and are effec-
tive in most patients. Those whose symptoms are refractory
to PPIs should be further evaluated and other treatment
options should be considered, according to individual pa-
tient characteristics (Figure 6). Response to PPIs could be
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Figure 6. Available endoscopic and surgical therapies for refractory gastroesophageal reflux disease.

TIF =transoral incisionless fundoplication.

Table 2. Key features of different treatment options for refractory gastroesophageal reflux disease

Therapy Features
Stretta® Outpatient; endoscopic; easy to perform; good long-term efficacy and safety; minimal side-effects
TIF Outpatient; endoscopic; difficult to perform; good efficacy and safety; minimal side-effects

Fundoplication

Gastric bypass

Very effective; laparoscopic; very good long-term efficacy and safety; some long-term side-effects

Very effective; laparoscopic; limited applicability to morbidly obese; long-term nutritional side-effects

LINX® Effective; laparoscopic; easy to perform; very good efficacy and safety; minimal side-effects; foreign body concerns

EndoStim®

Effective; laparoscopic; easy to perform; very good efficacy and safety; battery life issues; foreign body concerns

TIF =transoral incisionless fundoplication.

complete (no symptoms), partial (residual breakthrough
symptoms), or absent (no change in symptoms). Patients
enjoying complete response usually do not need further
management. Patients with partial response can be treated
surgically or by using any of the emerging endoscopic ther-
apies. The key features of the different treatment options
for refractory GERD are outlined in Table 2. Patients who
exhibit no response to PPl need further evaluation to rule
out other causes.

Conflict of interest: George Triadafilopoulos serves as an
advisor to Mederi Therapeutics and Endostim.

REFERENCES

1. Dent J, El-Serag HB, Wallander MA et al. Epidemiology of gastro-
oesophageal reflux disease: a systematic review. Gut 2005;4:710-7.

2. Pandolfino JE, Shi G, Trueworthy B et al. Esophagogastric junction
opening during relaxation distinguishes non-hernia reflux patients,
hernia patients, and normal subjects. Gastroenterology 2005;125:
1018-24.

w

v

o

~

00

o

10.

. Dodds WJ, Dent J, Hogan WJ et al. Mechanisms of gastroesopha-

geal reflux in patients with reflux esophagitis. N Engl J Med 1982;
307:1547-52.

.Banks M. The modern investigation and management of gastro-

oesophageal reflux disease (GORD). Clin Med 2009;9:600-4.

. Ates F and Vaezi MF. New approaches to management of PPI-re-

fractory gastroesophageal reflux disease. Curr Treat Options
Gastroenterol 2014;12:18-33.

. Dickman R, Boaz M, Aizic S et al. Comparison of clinical character-

istics of patients with gastroesophageal reflux disease who failed
proton pump inhibitor therapy versus those who fully responded. J
Neurogastroenterol Motil 2011;17:387-9.

. Liacouras CA, Furuta GT, Hirano | et al. Eosinophilic esophagitis:

updated consensus recommendations for children and adults.
J Allergy Clin Immunol 2011;128:3-20. e6.

. Smith JL, Opekun AR, Larkai E et al. Sensitivity of the esophageal

mucosa to pH in gastroesophageal reflux disease. Gastroenterology
1989;96:683-9.

. Dean BB, Gano AD Jr, Knight K et al. Effectiveness of proton pump

inhibitors in non-erosive reflux disease. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol
2004;2:656-64.

Hershcovici T, Jha LK, Cui H et al. Night-time intra-oesophageal bile
and acid: a comparison between gastro-oesophageal reflux

50

9202 YoJel 0| uo Jesn salelqi AlsiaAiun eiquiniod Aq €810162/L1/L/S/elonie/onsel/woo dnooiwspeoe//:sdiy woll papeojumoq



Refractory gastroesophageal reflux disease

-
—_

20.

2

-

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

disease patients who failed and those who were treated success-
fully with a proton pump inhibitor. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2011;
33:837-44.

. Kahrilas PJ, Shaheen NJ and Vaezi MF. American Gastroenterologi-

cal Association Medical Position Statement on the management of
gastroesophageal reflux disease. Gastroenterology 2008;135:
1383-91.

. Kahrilas PJ, Jonsson A, Denison H et al. Regurgitation is less respon-

sive to acid suppression than heartburn in patients with gastro-
esophageal reflux disease. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2012;10:
612-9.

. Kahrilas PJ, Howden CW and Hughes N. Response of regurgitation

to proton pump inhibitor therapy in clinical trials of gastroesoph-
ageal reflux disease. Am J Gastroenterol 2011;106:1419-25.

. Miwa H, Sasaki M, Furuta T et al. Efficacy of rabeprazole on heart-

burn symptom resolution in patients with non-erosive and erosive
gastro-oesophageal reflux disease: a multicenter study from Japan.
Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2007;26:69-77.

. Hungin AP, Rubin G and O’Flanagan H. Factors influencing compli-

ance in long-term proton pump inhibitor therapy in general prac-
tice. Br J Gen Pract 1999;49:463-4.

. Gunaratnam NT, Jessup TP, Inadomi J et al. Sub-optimal proton

pump inhibitor dosing is prevalent in patients with poorly con-
trolled gastro-oesophageal reflux disease. Aliment Pharmacol
Ther 2006;23:1473-7.

. Siddiqui A, Rodriguez-Stanley S, Zubaidi S et al. Esophageal visceral

sensitivity to bile salts in patients with functional heartburn and in
healthy control subjects. Dig Dis Sci 2005;50:81-5.

. Takeda T, Nabae T, Kassab G et al. Oesophageal wall stretch: the

stimulus  for Distension induced oesophageal sensation.

Neurogastroenterology Motil 2004;16:721-8.

. Tipnis NA, Rhee PL and Mittal RK. Distension during gastroesoph-

ageal reflux: effects of acid inhibition and correlation with symp-
toms. Am J Physiol Gastrointest Liver Physiol 2007;293:G469-74.
Siddiqui MA, Johnston BT, Leite LP et al. Sensitization of esopha-
geal mucosa by prior acid infusion: effect of decreasing intervals
between infusions. Am J Gastroenterol 1996;91:1745-8.

. Hartono JL, Qua CS and Goh KL. Non-erosive reflux disease (NERD),

symptomatic and asymptomatic erosive reflux disease (ERD): from
hypersensitive to hyposensitive esophagus. Dig Dis Sci 2011;56:
90-6.

Farre F, Fornari F, Blondeau K et al. Acid and weakly acidic solu-
tions impair mucosal integrity of distal exposed and proximal non-
exposed human oesophagus. Gut 2010;59:164-9.

Sharma P, Wani S, Bansal A et al. A feasibility trial of narrow band
imaging endoscopy in patients with gastroesophageal reflux dis-
ease. Gastroenterology 2007;133:454-64.

Hirano | and Richter JE. Practice Parameters Committee of American
College of Gastroenterology. ACG practice guidelines: esophageal
reflux testing. Am J Gastroenterol 2007;102:668-85.

Bredenoord AJ, Weusten BL, Timmer R et al. Addition of esopha-
geal impedance monitoring to pH monitoring increases the yield of
symptom association analysis in patients off PPl therapy. Am J
Gastroenterol 2006;101:453-9.

Zerbib F, Roman S, Ropert A et al. Esophageal pH-impedance mon-
itoring and symptom analysis in GERD: a study in patients off and
on therapy. Am J Gastroenterol 2006;101:1956-63.

Hemmink GJ, Bredenoord AJ, Weusten BL et al. Esophageal
pH-impedance monitoring in patients with therapy-resistant
reflux symptoms: ‘on’ or ‘off’ proton pump inhibitor? Am J
Gastroenterol 2008;103:2446-53.

28.

29.

30.

=

3

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

4

iy

42.

43.

44,

. Kahrilas  PJ,

Martinucci I, de Bortoli N, Giacchino M et al. Esophageal motility
abnormalities in gastroesophageal reflux disease. World J
Gastrointest Pharmacol Ther 2014;5:86-96.

Roman S, Zerbib F, Belhocine K et al. High resolution manometry
to detect transient lower oesophageal sphincter relaxations: diag-
nostic accuracy compared with perfused-sleeve manometry, and
the definition of new detection criteria. Aliment Pharmacol Ther
2011;34:384-93.

Rhee PL, Liu J, Puckett JL et al. Measuring esophageal distension by
high-frequency intraluminal ultrasound probe. Am J Physiol
Gastrointest Liver Physiol 2002;283:G886-92.

Shaheen NJ and Vaezi MF. American
Gastroenterological Association Medical Position Statement on
the management of gastroesophageal reflux disease.
Gastroenterology 2008;135:1383-91.

Khan M, Santana J, Donnellan C et al.Medical treatments in the
short term management of reflux oesophagitis. Cochrane Database
Syst Rev 2007(2):CD003244.

Hatlebakk JG, Katz PO, Kuo B et al. Nocturnal gastric acidity and
acid breakthrough on different regimens of omeprazole 40 mg
daily. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 1998;12:1235-40.

Becker V, Grotz S, Schlag C et al. Positive predictors for gastro-
esophageal reflux disease and the therapeutic response to
proton-pump inhibitors. World J Gastroenterol 2014;20:4017-24.
Fass R, Inadomi J, Han C et al. Maintenance of heartburn relief
after step-down from twice-daily proton pump inhibitor to once-
daily dexlansoprazole modified release. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol
2012;10:247-53.

Chowers Y, Atarot T, Pratha VS et al. The effect of once daily
omeprazole and succinic acid (VECAM) vs. once daily omeprazole
on 24-h intragastric pH. Neurogastroenterol Motil 2012;24:426-31,
e208-9.

Lopez-Alvarenga JC, Orr W, Vargas-Romero JA et al. Relief of
night-time symptoms associated with gastroesophageal reflux dis-
ease following 4 weeks of treatment with pantoprazole magne-
sium: The Mexican Gastroesophageal Reflux Disease Working
Group. J Neurogastroenterol Motil 2014;20:64-73.

Fass R, Sontag SJ, Traxler B et al. Treatment of patients with per-
sistent heartburn symptoms: a double-blind, randomized trial. Clin
Gastroenterol Hepatol 2006;4:50-6.

Moayyedi P, Armstrong D, Hunt RH et al. The gain in quality-ad-
justed life months by switching to esomeprazole in those with con-
tinued reflux symptoms in primary care: EncomPASS-a cluster-
randomized trial. Am J Gastroenterol 2010;105:2341-6.
Hershcovici T and Fass R. Step-by-step management of refractory
gastresophageal reflux disease. Dis Esophagus 2013;26:27-36.

. Fass R, Hixson LJ, Ciccolo ML et al. Contemporary medical therapy

for gastroesophageal reflux disease. Am Fam Physician 1997;55:
205-12, 217-8.

Rackoff A, Agrawal A, Hila A et al. Histamine-2 receptor antago-
nists at night improve gastroesophageal reflux disease symptoms
for patients on proton pump inhibitor therapy. Dis Esophagus
2005;18:370-3.

Blackshaw LA. Receptors and transmission in the nrain-gut axis:
potential for novel therapies. IV. GABA(B) receptors in the brain-
gastroesophageal axis. Am J Physiol Gastrointest Liver Physiol 2001;
281:G311-15.

Vela MF, Tutuian R, Katz PO et al. Baclofen decreases acid and
non-acid post-prandial gastro-oesophageal reflux measured by
combined multichannel intraluminal impedance and pH. Aliment
Pharmacol Ther 2003;17:243-51.

51

9202 YoJel 0| uo Jesn salelqi AlsiaAiun eiquiniod Aq €810162/L1/L/S/elonie/onsel/woo dnooiwspeoe//:sdiy woll papeojumoq



Charumathi Raghu Subramanian and George Triadafilopoulos

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

5

iy

52.

53.

54.

5

1%,

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

6

iy

62.

63.

Maradey-Romero C and Fass R. New and future drug development
for gastroesophageal reflux disease. J Neurogastroenterol Motil
2014;20:6-16.

Andersson K and Carlsson E. Potassium-competitive acid blockade:
a new therapeutic strategy in acid-related diseases. Pharmacol Ther
2005;108:294-307.

Ren LH, Chen WX, Qian LJ et al. Addition of prokinetics to PPI
therapy in gastroesophageal reflux disease: a meta-analysis.
World J Gastroenterol 2014;7:2412-19.

Adachi K, Furuta K, Miwa H et al. A study on the efficacy of
rebamipide for patients with proton pump inhibitor-refractory
non-erosive reflux disease. Dig Dis Sci 2012;57:1609-17.

Nguyen TM and Eslick GD. Systematic review: the treatment of
non-cardiac chest pain with antidepressants. Aliment Pharmacol
Ther 2012;35:493-500.

Clouse RE, Lustman PJ, Eckert TC et al. Low-dose trazodone for
symptomatic patients with esophageal contraction abnormalities.
A double-blind, placebo-controlled trial. Gastroenterology 1987;
92:1027-36.

. Viazis N, Keyoglou A, Kanellopoulos AK et al. Selective serotonin

reuptake inhibitors for the treatment of hypersensitive esophagus:
a randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled study. Am J
Gastroenterol 2012;107:1662-67.

Fass R, Shapiro M, Dekel R et al. Systematic review: proton-pump
inhibitor failure in gastro-oesophageal reflux disease-where next?
Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2005;22:79-94.

Maradey-Romero C and Fass R. New and future drug development
for gastroesophageal reflux disease. J Neurogastroenterol Motil
2014;20:6-16.

Stein HJ and DeMeester TR. Who benefits from anti-reflux surgery?
World J Surg 1992;16:313-19.

. Zaninotto G and Attwood SE. Surgical management of refractory

gastro-oesophageal reflux. Br J Surg 2010;97:139-40.

Lundell L, Miettinen P, Myrvold HE et al. Nordic GORD Study
Group. Seven-year follow-up of a randomized clinical trial compar-
ing proton-pump inhibition with surgical therapy for reflux oeso-
phagitis. Br J Surg 2007;94:198-203.

Marano L, Schettino M, Porfidia R et al. The laparoscopic hiato-
plasty with anti-reflux surgery is a safe and effective procedure
to repair giant hiatal hernia. BMC Surg 2014;14:1.

Kothari V, Shaligram A, Reynoso J et al. Impact on perioperative
outcomes of concomitant hiatal hernia repair with laparoscopic
gastric bypass. Obes Surg 2012;22:1607-10.

Nilsson G, Larsson S and Johnsson F. Randomized clinical trial of
laparoscopic versus open fundoplication: blind evaluation of recov-
ery and discharge period. Br J Surg 2000;87:873-78.

Salminen PT, Hiekkanen HI, Rantala AP et al. Comparison of long-
term outcome of laparoscopic and conventional nissen fundoplica-
tion: a prospective randomized study with an 11-year follow-up.
Ann Surg 2007;246:201-6.

. Galmiche JP, Hatlebakk J, Attwood S, et al.; Trial Collaborators

LOTUS Laparoscopic anti-reflux surgery vs. esomeprazole treatment
for chronic GERD: the LOTUS randomized clinical trial. JAMA 2011;
305:1969-77.

Broeders JA, Roks DJ, Ahmed Ali U et al. Laparoscopic anterior 180-
degree versus nissen fundoplication for gastroesophageal reflux
disease: systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized clinical
trials. Ann Surg 2013;257:850-59.

Strate U, Emmermann A, Fibbe C et al. Laparoscopic fundoplica-
tion: Nissen versus Toupet two-year outcome of a prospective

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

7

-

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

randomized study of 200 patients regarding pre-operative esopha-
geal motility. Surg Endosc 2008;22:21-30.

Erenoren C, Miller A and Schirmer B. Laparoscopic Toupet versus
Nissen fundoplication for the treatment of gastroesophageal reflux
disease. Int Surg 2003;88:219-25.

Engstrgs C, Lonroth H, Mardani J et al. An anterior or posterior
approach to partial fundoplication? Long-term results of a random-
ized trial. World J Surg 2007;31:1221-5.

Hagedorn C, Jlaes C, Hans HL et al. Efficacy of an anterior as com-
pared with a posterior laparoscopic partial fundoplication: results
of a randomized, controlled clinical trial. Ann Surg 2003;238:
189-96.

Schijven MP, Gisbertz SS and van Berge Henegouwen MI.
Laparoscopic surgery for gastro-esophageal acid reflux disease.
Best Pract Res Clin Gastroenterol 2014;28:97-109.

Lundell L. Borderline indications and selection of gastroesophageal
reflux disease patients: ‘is surgery better than medical therapy’?
Dig Dis 2014;32:152-5.

Ledrup A, Pottegard A, Hallas J et al. Use of proton pump inhib-
itors after anti-reflux surgery: a nationwide register-based follow-
up study. Gut 2014;63:1544-9.

Fisher BL, Pennathur A, Mutnick JL et al. Obesity correlates with
gastroesophageal reflux. Dig Dis Sci 1999;44:2290-4.

. Pallati PK, Shaligram A, Shostrom VK et al. Improvement in gastro-

esophageal reflux disease symptoms after various bariatric proce-
dures: review of the Bariatric Outcomes Longitudinal Database.
Surg Obes Relat Dis 2014;10:502-7.

Zhang N, Maffei A, Cerabona T et al. Reduction in obesity-related
comorbidities: is gastric bypass better than sleeve gastrectomy?
Surg Endosc 2013;27:1273-80.

Varela JE, Hinojosa MW and Nguyen NT. Laparoscopic fundoplica-
tion compared with laparoscopic gastric bypass in morbidly obese
patients with gastroesophageal reflux disease. Surg Obes Relat Dis
2009;5:139-43.

Society of American Gastrointestinal and Endoscopic Surgeons.
TAVAC Safety and Effectiveness Analysis: LINX Reflux
Management System-A SAGES Guideline. http://www.sages.org/
publications/guidelines/tavac-safety-and-effectiveness-analysis-linx-
reflux-management-system/ (26 July 2014, date last accessed).

Schwameis K, Schwameis M, Zérner B et al. Modern GERD treat-
ment: feasibility of minimally invasive esophageal sphincter aug-
mentation. Anticancer Res 2014;34:2341-8.

Lipham JC, DeMeester TR, Ganz RA et al. The LINX® reflux man-
agement system: confirmed safety and efficacy now at 4 years.
Surg Endosc 2012;26:2944-9.

Bonavina L, Saino G, Bona D et al. One hundred consecutive pa-
tients treated with magnetic sphincter augmentation for gastro-
esophageal reflux disease: 6 years of clinical experience from a
single center. J Am Coll Surg 2013;217:577-85.

Crowell MD. Implanted electrical devices and gastroesophageal
reflux disease: an effective approach to treatment. Exp Rev
Gastroenterol Hepatol 2013;7:189-91.

Rodriguez L, Rodriguez P, Gdmez B et al. Electrical stimulation
therapy of the lower esophageal sphincter is successful in treating
GERD: final results of open-label prospective trial. Surg Endosc
2013;27:1083-92.

Banerjee R, Pratap N, Kalpala R et al. Effect of electrical stimulation
of the lower esophageal sphincter using endoscopically implanted
temporary stimulation leads in patients with reflux disease. Surg
Endosc 2014;28:1003-9.

52

9202 YoJel 0| uo Jesn salelqi AlsiaAiun eiquiniod Aq €810162/L1/L/S/elonie/onsel/woo dnooiwspeoe//:sdiy woll papeojumoq


http://www.sages.org/publications/guidelines/tavac-safety-and-effectiveness-analysis-linx-reflux-management-system/
http://www.sages.org/publications/guidelines/tavac-safety-and-effectiveness-analysis-linx-reflux-management-system/
http://www.sages.org/publications/guidelines/tavac-safety-and-effectiveness-analysis-linx-reflux-management-system/

Refractory gastroesophageal reflux disease

8

g

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

. Society of American Gastrointestinal and Endoscopic Surgeons.

Lower esophageal sphincter (LES) electrical stimulation eliminates
proximal esophageal acid exposure in patients with GERD-one year
results.  http://www.sages.org/meetings/annual-meeting/abstracts-
archive/lower-esophageal-sphincter-les-electrical-stimulation-elimin
ates-proximal-esophageal-acid-exposure-in-patients-with-gerd-one-
year-results/ (26 July 2014, date last accessed).

Eypasch E. Electrical stimulation of the lower oesophageal sphinc-
ter: an emerging therapy for treatment of GORD. Eur Surg 2014;46:
57-64.

Triadafilopoulos G. Stretta: a valuable endoscopic treatment mo-
dality for gastroesophageal reflux disease. World J Gastroenterol
2014;20:7730-8.

Perry KA, Banerjee A and Melvin WS. Radiofrequency energy de-
livery to the lower esophageal sphincter reduces esophageal
acid exposure and improves GERD symptoms: a systematic review
and meta-analysis. Surg Laparosc Endosc Percutan Tech 2012;22:
283-8.

Milkes D, Gerson LB and Triadafilopoulos G. Complete elimina-
tion of reflux symptoms does not guarantee normalization of
intraesophageal and intragastric pH in patients with gastro-
esophageal reflux disease (GERD). Am J Gastroenterol 2004;99:
991-6.

Noar M, Squires P, Noar E et al. Long-term maintenance effect of
radiofrequency energy delivery for refractory GERD: a decade later.
Surg Endosc 2014;28:2323-33.

Corley DA, Katz P, Wo JM et al. Improvement of gastro-
esophageal reflux symptoms after radiofrequency energy: a

88.

89.

90.

9

e

92.

93.

94,

randomized, sham-controlled trial. Gastroenterology 2003;125:
668-76.
Aziz AM, El-Khayat HR, Sadek A et al. A prospective randomized
trial of sham, single-dose stretta, and double-dose stretta for the
treatment of gastroesophageal reflux disease. Surg Endosc 2010;24:
818-25.
Kim WH, Park PW, Hahm KB et al. Endoscopic treatment of re-
fractory gastroesophageal reflux disease. Clin Endosc 2013;46:
230-4.
Rinsma NF, Smeets FG, Bruls DW et al. Effect of transoral incision-
less fundoplication on reflux mechanisms. Surg Endosc 2014;28:
941-9.

. Trad KS, Barnes WE, Simoni G et al. Transoral incisionless fundopli-

cation effective in eliminating GERD symptoms in partial re-
sponders to proton pump inhibitor therapy at 6 months: the
TEMPO randomized clinical trial. Surg Innov 2015;22:26-40.

Muls V, Eckardt AJ, Marchese M et al. Three-year results of a mul-
ticenter prospective study of transoral incisionless fundoplication.
Surg Innov 2013;20:321-30.

Kauer WK, Roy-Shapira A, Watson D et al. Preclinical trial of a
modified gastroscope that performs a true anterior fundoplication
for the endoluminal treatment of gastroesophageal reflux disease.
Surg Endosc 2009;23:2728-31.

Danalioglu A, Cipe G, Toydemir T et al. Endoscopic stapling
in  comparison to laparoscopic fundoplication for the
treatment of gastroesophageal reflux disease. Dig Endosc 2014;
26:37-42.

53

9202 YoJel 0| uo Jesn salelqi AlsiaAiun eiquiniod Aq €810162/L1/L/S/elonie/onsel/woo dnooiwspeoe//:sdiy woll papeojumoq


http://www.sages.org/meetings/annual-meeting/abstracts-archive/lower-esophageal-sphincter-les-electrical-stimulation-eliminates-proximal-esophageal-acid-exposure-in-patients-with-gerd-one-year-results/
http://www.sages.org/meetings/annual-meeting/abstracts-archive/lower-esophageal-sphincter-les-electrical-stimulation-eliminates-proximal-esophageal-acid-exposure-in-patients-with-gerd-one-year-results/
http://www.sages.org/meetings/annual-meeting/abstracts-archive/lower-esophageal-sphincter-les-electrical-stimulation-eliminates-proximal-esophageal-acid-exposure-in-patients-with-gerd-one-year-results/
http://www.sages.org/meetings/annual-meeting/abstracts-archive/lower-esophageal-sphincter-les-electrical-stimulation-eliminates-proximal-esophageal-acid-exposure-in-patients-with-gerd-one-year-results/

