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ANTRAPULMONARY PERCUSSIVE VENTILATION - IPV® - A NEW
METHOD IN THE TREATMENT OF LUNG DISEASE”

Joaauim de Pauls Barreto Fonseca, MD, Ph.D. - Anibal de O!ivei;ré'

Marlei Pavoni, PT.  Unidade Respiratoria (Fundagfio-Hospital Albert
Sabin) - Campinas, Séo Paulo, Brasil.

BACKGROUND: The goal of our presentation was to compare this
(Tiove! 1PV techniaue, o traditional methods (IPPB and CPT — Chest)
Physiotherapy), through the objective analysis of 60 outpatients
diagnosed with obstructive pulmonary diseases, randomly divided in
three groups: 20 patients treated with IPV as (Group A); 20 patients
treated with IPPB as (Group B); and 20 patients treated by CPT chest
physiotherapy with traditional extrathoracic percussion and postural
maneuvering as (Group C).|There were two daily therapeutic sessions
for each group, with data cofiection and clinical evaluation,
documenting four (4) consecutive days. All patients in each of the
three groups, had their spirometric values and HbOZ2 saturation’s
measured and compared before and after each  session, this data
was employed as a baseline for their individual clinical evaluations.
Additionally, sputum_volume was measured after each freatment. In
the IPV group {A), all the spirometric parameters revealed a significant)
improvement over the baseline vaiues of (18.6%). The IPPB group (B)
demonstrated spirometric confirmed parameter improvements of
| {8.4%). The CPT group (C) demonstrated non-remarkable findings in
| sertain parameters (VC, FEV,) and average in others (FEF, PEFxs
| 75%), with only a sight improvement over the comparative baselines
1 (5.0%). [ Patients in the IPV group (A), had a faster overal
(improvement, when compared with the other two groups. The final
stafistical analysis demonstrated a significant imprevement among
patients treated with the IPV technique in group (A), when compared
Lo traditional methods employed in group (B) IPPB and group (C) CPT.
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