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UROLOGY

INTRODUCTION RESULTS Pathologic Outcomes in Primary vs Secondary
» Neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC) followed by radical cystectomy (RC) is Uarabes Primary ?ﬂzﬁsyf‘c SRE Sec°"da"y(m§g NAGHRE S Valtie MIBC after NAC + RC
the standard of care for muscle invasive bladder cancer (MIBC) Median age at RC 68 75 018 100% p=0.25
Male gender, n (%) 133 (79) 30 (88) 0.24 80%
* Retrospective studies have demonstrated that patients with non-muscle Clinical stage, n (%) 0.42 60% 0=0.7
invasive bladder cancer (NMIBC) progressing to MIBC (secondary MIBC) Cg 12427((1837)) 277((278) 00 | P=0.33
have worse clinical outcomes than similarly treated patients with primary Pathologic stage, n (%) 0o 5 0% . l .
MIBC pTO 29 (17) 7 (21) 0% _
pTa 3 (2) 0 (0) | pTO <pT2 NO
» Thought to be related to the changes in tumor genomics due to prior pTis 25 (15) 3(9) % Primary MIBE L7 o S0
treatment in NMIBC patients P11 6 (4) 1(3) " econdary MIBE e e e
E_é jg g;; 93((296)) B Primary MIBC  m Secondary MIBC
= |t is important to improv tient selection for NAC to prevent toxicity of T
thesrap;)(;sawelloas ge?ayes F::ca) F?C selection 1o Cto Preve OXICILY O vpN stage. n (%) P14 27 (16) 11(32) 025 Figure 1. Pathologic outcomes in primary vs secondary MIBC after NAC and RC
ST 26 _ CONCLUSIONS
CONCLUSIONS
= [t is unknown whether pathologic response rates differ between primary PR 19 (6) 2 )
. . pN2 10 (6) 6 (18)
and secondary MIBC patients undergoing NAC and RC PN3 6 (4) 1(3) = Controversial data exist regarding benefit of NAC in secondary
PNX 7 (4) 1(3) MIBC (Table 2)
Variant histology on RC specimen
= Objective: To investigate the pathologic response rates of patients with Surgical margins. n (%) Present 49 (29) 8 (24) 0.52 = We found no significant association between tumor status and
primary versus secondary MIBC treated with NAC * e S 33 (20) 9 (26) 0.36 pathologic outcomes (Figure 1)
Excluding ureter and prostate 22 (13 3 (24 0.19 =pTO rate of 17% vs 21% for primary vs secondary MIBC
- 0 0 :
METHODS Table 1. Baseline demographics and clinical characteristics of patients with primary and secondary MIBC who <pT2 rate of 37% vs 327% for primary vs Secondary MIBC
. . were treated with NAC prior to RC (n=203) o | |
= Retrospective review of RC patients at University of Florida from 2011 to 2021 * Our findings are in accordance with results reported for a
Primary MIBC Secondary retrOSpeCtive StUdy Of 333 patlentS
= |nclusion criteria: Primary MIBC | Secondary w/ MIBC w/
» Patients treated with NAC and RC Pi‘:t‘;:‘k°;fal YREISHLINGY s Ph-lMIBC w/pTO | MIBC w/pT0 |p value|downstaging®| downstaging® |p value || » Qur findings support the rationale to continue to counsel patients
= Patients presenting with MIBC at time of cancer diagnosis were defined as primary (2018) | Retrospective | 43 S-MIBC 159 0% NR 459, 6% 0.02 with MIBC to undergo NAC prior to RC
MIBC D'Andrea et | Retrospective, | 350 P-MIBC
» Patients with a history of intravesical therapy who progressed to MIBC were defined al (2022) |multi-institutional| 64 S-MIBC 33% 17% 0.01 01% 34% 0.02 » |[nvestigation of CSS and OS outcomes is needed to further
as secondary MIBC Be{‘z'g'gze)t al etrospective A e 1 » 1o " o evaluate the clinical benefit of NAC in secondary MIBC patients
: : : . Miyagi et al 169 P-MIBC
* 169 primary MIBC and 34 secondary MIBC patients identified (2023) | Retrospective | 34 S-MIBC 17% 21% 0.33 37% 32% 0.70 || = Investigation into tumor genomics of MIBC patients will improve
| | | Table 2. S f other studies investigati to NAC in ori d darv MIBC. our ability to predict tumor response to NAC
» Rates of complete response (pT0) and downstaging (<pT2) were investigated *Sovfnstaglfr%”;zrﬁlnzdoase;STUZ (')?SJ;}/?_S' DatNg TESPONSE 1o 1 Primary ant Seconadry




	Slide Number 1

