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ABBREVIATIONS

AET

BSA

CE
DGAV
ECOG
FDA
GC-MS
HSGC-MS
IC
ICP-OES
LC-MS
MDN

PCI
PIPAC
PSM
RIPAC
SDN

Analytical Evaluation Threshold (1SO 10993-18 (2020)

Body Surface Area calculated according to DuBois

Conformité Européenne

Deutsche Gesellschaft fur Allgemein- und Viszeralchirurgie
Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group

U.S. Food and Drug Administration

Gas Chromatography coupled with Mass Spectrometry
Head-space Gas Chromatography coupled with Mass Spectrometry
lon Chromatography

Inductively Coupled Plasma Atomic Emission Spectrometry
Liquid phase chromatography " coupled to a Mass Spectrometer

Multi-Directional Nebulizer (QuattroJet™, REGER M edizintechnik
GmbH, Villigendorf, Germany)

Peritoneal Carcinomatosis Index according to Sugarbaker
Pressurized IntraPeritoneal Aerosol Chemotherapy
Peritoneal Surface Malignancies

Rotational intraperitoneal aerosol chemotherapy

Single-direction nebulizer
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94 MINI ABSTRACT

95 Toxicological analyses confirm that doxorubicin, cisplatin, and oxaliplatin nebulized with the
96 MDN do not release leachables that pose a toxicological risk to patients. Through technical
97 risk analysis and PIPAC simulations, a safety concept for the administration of MDN-PIPAC
98 was established. No technical/medical intraoperative adverse events were observed. The
99 perioperative course was comparable to that of the conventional axia single-direction

100 nebulizer (SDN) PIPAC.
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102 ABSTRACT

103  Background/Aim: To test the chemoresistance of a multi-directional nebulizer (MDN) and to
104  establish and implement a perioperative clinical safety concept for its clinical use to deliver
105  pressurised intraperitoneal aerosol chemotherapy (MDN-PIPAC).

106  Study design: Ex-vivo nebulization of cytostatic drugs with the MDN device to assess
107  chemoresistance/toxicological risks. Establishment of a perioperative safety concept for the
108 clinical administration of MDN-PIPAC by ex- and in-vivo porcine smulation studies.
109  Unicentric case series of 30 MDN-PIPACsin 21 patients with peritoneal surface malignancies
110 (PSM). Endpoints were intraoperative adverse events and perioperative complications
111 (Clavien-Dindo).

112 Results: Toxicologica studies/risk assessment confirm the safety of administering PIPAC
113 with the MDN. The horizontal nozzles must protrude at least 7 mm beyond the most distal
114  end of the trocar tip and lateral tilting should be prevented by fixation of the device in a
115 single-arm holder. A total of 21 patients (male/female ratio: 2:1) with a mean age of 62
116  (range: 38-86) years underwent 30 consecutive MDN-PIPACs for peritoneal surface
117  malignancies of different origin. ECOG 0 and 1 were seen in five and 16 patients,
118  respectively. Thirteen, seven, and one patient underwent one, two, and three MDN-PIPACSs,
119  respectively. Two patients received only one cycle of MDN-PIPAC because they were
120 considered candidates for cytoreductive surgery and heated intraperitoneal chemotherapy.
121  There were no intraoperative technical/medical problems observed. Four patients suffered
122 from postoperative grade | complications.

123 Conclusions: Compounds leached during chemotherapy nebulization with the MDN are
124  toxicologically safe. MDN-PIPAC administrations are safe and the postoperative course is
125 comparable to that of the conventional PIPAC nebulizer.

126
127  KEYWORDS

128 PIPAC, multi-directional nebulizer (MDN), MDN-PIPAC, chemica compatibility,
129  toxicological risk analysis, CT-peritoneography, schlieren imaging, clinical safety, clinical
130 feasibility
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132 1.0 INTRODUCTION

133  For more than a decade, pressurised intraperitoneal aerosol chemotherapy (PIPAC) has been
134 used for the treatment of peritoneal surface malignancies (PSM). Clinical results are
135 encouraging, but data from prospective, randomized trials clearly demonstrating the efficacy
136 of this treatment are still lacking [1, 2]. A common feature of al previously available
137  nebulizers for PIPAC therapy is that they al have only one nebulizer unit (axia single-
138  direction nebulizer (SDN)), which gjects the chemotherapeutic droplets in an axia direction.
139  The magority (97.5 % of the volume) of the nebulized chemotherapy impacts the peritoneum
140  directly, which is located below the nebulizer orifice [3]. It has also been suggested that the
141  locally high drug deposition that occurs when using a SDN results in potential local toxicity
142  that could lead to an increase in perioperative complications, particularly when additional
143  surgical procedures such as complex adhesiolysis or bowel resection are performed at the
144  same time as PIPAC [4 - 6]. However, more recent clinical data appear to relativise such
145  assumptions[7].

146  However, the PIPAC nebulizer technology has been further developed to optimize the spatial
147  distribution of the drug. A new and innovative concept is multi-directional drug
148  aerosolization. Recent data obtained with a multi-directional drug nebulizer prototype
149  reported an improved spatial drug distribution pattern in an ex-vivo PIPAC model compared
150 tostandard SDN technology [9].

151 A first multi-directional nebulizer (MDN) for the clinical off-label application of PIPAC
152 (MDN-PIPAC) is now commercialy available. In addition to the conventional axial nozzle,
153  three additional horizontal nozzles are integrated into the nebulizer head at 120° intervals.
154  This nozzle configuration enables nebulization of the chemotherapy over a spray angle of
155  almost 240° - compared to 77° with aSDN [9]. Since there are still no documented preclinical
156  or clinical applications with this device worldwide, we decided to conduct further extensive
157  preclinical studies before the first clinical MDN-PIPAC applications.

158  Therefore, the objectives of this study were (i) to investigate a potential toxicological risk
159  from substances leaking from the device when used in combination with cytotoxic drugs, and
160 (i) to develop an intraoperative safety concept for the administration of MDN-PIPAC using
161  an ex-vivo PIPAC model, schlieren imaging, and in-vivo large animal CT peritoneography,
162 and iii) to analyse a consecutive case series of 30 MDN-PIPACs to evaluate perioperative
163  safety and feasibility in patients with peritoneal surface malignancies (PSM).

164
165 20 MATERIAL & METHODS

166 21 Research sites and ingtitutess  Nebulization for  cytostatic  drug
167  compatibility/toxicology studies of the MDN and the in-vivo animal experiments were carried
168 out a the French National Research Institute for Agriculture, Food and Environment
169 (INRAE), Centre Val de Loire Nouzilly, France. Schlieren imaging was performed at the
170  Bauhaus-University Weimar, Weimar, Germany. Chemical characterisation and toxicological
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171  evauation were conducted by RESCOLL, Pessac, France, and TentaConsult Pharma & Med
172 GmbH, Minster, Germany, respectively.

173 22  MDN chemotherapy compatibility study: Doxorubicin, cisplatin, and oxaliplatin were
174  purchased from Hexal AG, Holzkirchen, Germany, Accord Healthcare B.V. Utrecht, the
175  Netherlands, and Medac GmbH, Wedel, Germany. Drug doses (doxorubicin 6 mg, cisplatin
176 30 mg, and oxaliplatin 120 mg per m? of body surface area (BSA)) were studied according to
177  data from phase | safety studies and clinical use [10 - 12]. A patient with a height of 1.90 m
178 and a weight of 100 kg was assumed. The BSA was calculated according to the DuBois
179  formula [13]. Glucose 5% and NaCl 0.9% were purchased from B. Braun, Melsungen,
180 Germany. Oxaliplatin was diluted with glucose 5% and doxorubicin and cisplatin with NaCl
181 0.9% to atotal of 50 ml and 150 ml, respectively. The same solutions were used as blank
182  controls. Blank control solutions were immediately filled into sterile glass bottles (ref. #
183 FRAA-250-60, Labbox GmbH, Disseldorf, Germany) and stored protected from light at 4°C.
184  The chemotherapy solutions for nebulization experiments were filled into syringes (ELS 200
185 ml (S), MEDTRON AG, Saarbriicken, Germany), the syringe instated into the high-pressure
186 injector head (Accutron® HP-D Vision, MEDTRON AG, Saarbriicken, Germany), vented,
187 and then connected to the high-pressure line of the MDN (QuattroJet™, REGER
188  Medizintechnik GmbH, Villigendorf, Germany). The shaft of the MDN was wrapped with
189  sterile surgical compress proximal to the head of the nebulizer and then positioned vertically
190 inatight and stable position in the neck of a sterile 250 ml glass bottle (ref. # FRAA-250-60,
191 Labbox GmbH, Dusseldorf, Germany). Nebulization could take place unhindered with the
192  nebulizer head in the body of the bottle at a flow rate of 1.5 ml/s with an upper pressure limit
193  of 300 psi. Nebulization was undertaken under a vertical laminar air flow bench. Doxorubicin
194  and Cisplatin were nebulized one after the other but into the sample bottle. All experiments
195 were performed in triplicates. The sample and blank control solution bottles were sealed
196  airtight immediately after the experiments and stored protected from light at 4°C. The samples
197  were transported to the laboratory for further processing by courier within 4 hours while
198  refrigeration was maintained.

199 23 Chemical characterisation and toxicological risk assessment: MDN device
200 (QuattroJet™, REGER Medizintechnik GmbH, Villigendorf, Germany) and chemical
201 characterisation according to the 1ISO 10993-18:2020 [14]. Head-Space Gas Chromatography
202 coupled with Mass Spectrometry (HSGC-MS) was used for detecting volatile organic
203  compounds, Gas Chromatography coupled with Mass Spectrometry (GC-MS) for detecting
204 semi-volatile organic compounds, Liquid Phase Chromatographyricoupled to a Mass
205  Spectrometer (LC-MYS) for detecting non-volatile organic compounds, Inductively Coupled
206  Plasma Atomic Emission Spectrometry (ICP-OES) for quantifying the inorganic elements,
207 and lon Chromatography (IC) for quantifying the ions. The Anaytical Evaluation Threshold
208 (AET) was applied. The AET defines the threshold below which leachable or extractable
209  substances cannot be identified or quantified and therefore it can be assumed without further
210 evaluation that such a substance does not pose a toxicological risk.

211  The parameters used for the toxicological risk assessment were set to consider the worst case.
212  Three consecutive MDN-PIPAC administrations were assumed with no time interval in
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213  between (instead of a treatment interval of four to six weeks between each PIPAC cycle). In
214  addition, the exposure of children with a body weight of 10 kg was calculated with the
215 amount used for the treatment of an adult. The toxicological risk associated with leachables
216  was assessed by collecting data and identifying critical health endpoints through literature
217  searches and toxicological risk assessment from PubChem (HSDB), PubMed, ChemiDplus,
218 ECHA databases, and various other online sources and databases (e.g., FDA.gov) in
219  accordance with 1SO 10993-17:2023 [15].

220 24  Preclinical assessment of the MDN-PIPAC safety checklist and schlieren imaging:
221  Asafirst step, ateam of two surgeons and one PIPAC nurse analysed whether the use of the
222 MDN (QuattroJet™, REGER Medizintechnik GmbH, Villigendorf, Germany) could result in
223 additiona intraoperative risks or hazards for healthcare personnel. Potential risks were
224  assessed for clinical relevance. Appropriate safety measures were then developed and
225 integrated into our existing intraoperative PIPAC safety checklist [16]. In a second step, using
226  this adapted intraoperative PIPAC safety checklist, the team repeatedly simulated MDN-
227  PIPAC applications in the operating room using NaCl 0.9% (B. Braun, Melsungen, Germany)
228 on an established ex-vivo PIPAC model [17] to test the coherence of the adapted
229 intraoperative PIPAC safety measures and the safety checklist.

230 In addition, the schlieren imaging system of the Bauhaus-University Weimar (Figure 1) was
231 used to investigate the potential for chemotherapy aerosol/CO, backflow through the trocar
232 valve system into the operating theatre environment during MDN-PIPAC. A worst-case
233  scenario was simulated in which the head of the MDN is misplaced in the trocar shaft,
234  resulting in nebulization in the trocar sleeve. Schlieren imaging is a flow visualization
235 technique that allows for visualizing density gradients in fluids by capitalizing on the
236  refraction of light when entering a medium of different density.

237  The utilized schlieren system uses a single concave spherical mirror, where the light beams
238  from the source and the returning light rays from the mirror align coincidently, forming an on-
239  axis single-mirror coincident schlieren system [18 - 20]. The system consists of five optical
240 elements:. concave spherical mirror (1 m in diameter), light source (light-emitting diode
241  (LED) including condenser lens and pinhole), beam splitter, schlieren cut-off, and digital
242  camera (Canon EOS 5DS R, with 50.6 megapixels image size and a 135 mm focal-length
243  lens). The schlieren mirror has a surface accuracy of /9.5, where \ represents the wavelength
244  of HeNe laser light. This high level of accuracy makes it highly sensitive, enabling the
245 visudization of very small density gradients in fluids. In this study, the density gradient
246  results from differences between the leaking CO, and the surrounding air. To enhance
247  visualization, the CO, was heated using an insufflator (Figure 2), creating a sufficiently large
248  density gradient for schlieren imaging. The system's ability to visualize this density gradient
249  was also tested prior to the investigation (Figure 5A). Throughout the investigations, the
250 cameras video imaging was set at 50 frames per second.

251  The schlieren flow visualizations investigated possible CO,/aerosol backflow scenarios during
252 clinically relevant MDN-PIPAC scenarios in an ex-vivo PIPAC model with three litre
253 volume, MDN in central, vertical position, fixed on a stand in a 12 mm balloon trocar (Kii
254  Sleeve with advanced fixation, Applied Medical, California, USA) with lateral nebulizer
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255 nozzles that protrude 7 mm beyond the distal end of the trocar shaft. Stable capnoperitoneum
256  of 12 or 20 mmHg was maintained throughout the whole experiments (Insufflator Flow 50, B.
257 Braun SE, Melsungen, Germany). Injection of 50- and 150-ml distilled water a 1.5 ml
258  flow/min (SinoPower-D, Sino Medical-Device Technology Co., Ltd, Shenzhen, China).
259  Worst-case scenario simulation at 20 mmHg capnoperitoneum, flow rate 1.5 ml/min with
260 incorrect positioning of the MDN head in the distal trocar shaft, so that nebulization occurred
261 in the trocar shaft. During the flow visualizations, the ex-vivo PIPAC model was placed in
262  front of the schlieren mirror (Figure 2).

263 25 In-vivo animal MDN-PIPAC and CT-peritoneography: Domestic pigs were handled
264  and cared for according to all relevant guidelines by authorised investigators. The study (file #
265  40583) was approved by the French Ministry of Higher Education and Research (Ministére de
266 I'enseignement supérieur et de la recherche). A total of three male animals weighing from 47
267 to 42 kg were used. Anaesthesia was induced by intramuscular injection of ketamine 20
268 mgl/kg, xylazine 2 mg/kg, and a subcutaneous injection of atropine 0.02 mg/kg, and then
269 completed by endotrachea intubation. The animals were maintained under anaesthesia by
270  isoflurane 3%, intravenous sufentanil, and cisatracurium. The animals were fixed in a supine
271 position in the CT-scanner (SOMATOM Definition AS 128, Siemens, Germany) to deliver
272 HP/HD PIPAC described previously [12]. The MDN was placed at the centre of the abdomen
273 in a perpendicular position so that the horizontal nozzle openings protruded approx. 7 mm
274 beyond the end of the 12-mm trocar (Kii balloon blunt-tip access system, Applied Medical,
275 Cdlifornia, USA). The orientation of these horizontal nozzle openings was chosen so that one
276  nozzle was directed into the right and left upper abdomen and the third nozzle into the small
277  pelvis. Another 5-mm trocar was inserted into the abdominal cavity to monitor the position of
278  the nozzle head with a 5 mm camera and the nebulization process. CT-peritoneography was
279  performed using a modified technique previously described in [21]. For this purpose, 100 ml
280  Imeron® 300 (Bracco Imaging GmbH, Konstanz, Germany) was diluted in 900 ml NaCl 0.9%
281 (B Braun, Melsungen, Germany) in a ratio of 1:10. 150 ml of this solution was then
282  administered for HP/HP-PIPAC CT-peritoneography at a flow rate of 1.5 ml/s (Accutron CT-
283 D Vision, MEDTRON AG, Saarbriicken, Germany). CT-peritoneography was performed
284 immediately at the end of the HP/HD-PIPAC. After CT acquisition, the animals were
285 immediately euthanized by intravenous injection of phenobarbital.

286 2.6 Patients selection criteria for MDN-PIPAC: The clinical study was performed in
287  linewith the guidelines of the Declaration of Helsinki at the Department of Surgery, Klinikum
288  Dortmund, University Hospital of the University Witten/Herdecke, Germany. All patients
289  gave oral and written informed consent. The approval of the Ethics Committee of the Medical
290 Faculty of the University of Minster and the Medical Association Westphalia-Lippe in
291 Germany (file # 2021-360-f-s) was obtained. All patients had histologically confirmed
292 primary or metastatic peritoneal surface malignancies (PSM). Patients were selected by a
293  multidisciplinary tumor board accredited by the German Society for General and Viscera
294  Surgery (DGAV). All procedures were performed as previously described in detail in [10, 12]
295 and were performed by one of the authors (J. Z., senior surgeon). The time interval between
296  cycles was between four to six weeks. Systemic chemotherapy was discontinued one week
297  prior and after MDN-PIPAC. Patients were informed that PIPAC treatment was not provided
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298  within the framework of evidence-based therapy guidelines. All patients gave their oral and
299  written consent. Oxaliplatin at a dose of 120.0 mg/m? body surface area (BSA) diluted in a
300 total of 150 ml glucose 5% was administered in case of PSM of colorectal and appendiceal
301 primary tumours. For all other tumour entities, doxorubicin 6.0 mg/m? BSA diluted in 50 ml
302 NaCl 0.9% followed by cisplatin 30.0 mg/m? BSA diluted in 150 ml NaCl 0.9% was
303 administered [10 - 12]. According to the manufacturer's instructions, the MDN was operated
304 ataliquid fluid volume flow of 1.5 ml/s with an upper pressure limit of 300 psi. Accessto the
305 peritoneal cavity was always obtained via an infraumbilical open Hasson approach. Before
306 starting the drug nebulization, the capnoperitoneal pressure was increased from 12 to 20
307 mmHg and then kept constant for 30 minutes.

308 2.7 Perioperative short-term outcome and data acquisition: Retrospective data
309 acquisition of a consecutive case series of 30 delivered MDN-PIPACs. The entire staging
310 laparoscopy, including documentation of the Sugarbaker PCI score, the amount of ascites and
311 the quality of chemotherapy nebulization, is monitored by video according to our standards
312 for intraoperative documentation. All data are stored electronically in the patient's record.
313 Dataacquisition and database management are carried out by the co-author J. Z. as part of the
314  required quality assurance as a certified centre of the DGAV. Perioperative adverse events are
315 graded according to the Clavien-Dindo Classification [22, 23]. Data are expressed as absolute
316  numbers whereas continuous data are expressed as are expressed as median values followed
317 by therange in parentheses, i.e. median (range).

318
319 3.0 RESULTS

320 3.1 Chemical characterisation and toxicological risk assessment: The results of the
321  chemical analyses of nebulized chemotherapy solutions are summarized in Table 1.

322  The independent systematic toxicological risk assessment based on the assumption of three
323  consecutive PIPAC sessions on the same day in a child with a body weight of 10 kg revealed
324  notoxicological risk for the few compounds detected after nebulization.

325 3.2 Precinical technical, safety checklist and surgical approach assessment for MDN-
326 PIPAC: The following three relevant sub-areas were defined and perioperative measures were
327  implemented:

328 3.2.1 Operational parameters. According to previous research data and the manufacturer's

329 specifications, the MDN is operated best with a pressure of 150-250 psi with an upper
330 safety limit pressure of 300 psi. In practice, this pressure operating window
331 corresponds to the liquid volume flow rate of 1.2 ml/s-1.6 mi/s. [2]. Accordingly,
332 these operating parameters were stored in the high-pressure injector as a separate
333 MDN-PIPAC working programme. As there are no other differences in handling and
334 technical operation compared to the conventional nebulizer used, no additional
335 measures were necessary.

336 3.2.2 Construction & Design: Due to the three horizontal nozzles, thereis a potential risk of
337 drug nebulization in the trocar if the horizontal nozzles are not placed sufficiently

9
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338 beyond the distal end of the trocar into the abdominal cavity. In the worst case,
339 retrograde leakage of chemotherapy through the trocar valve into the operating theatre
340 could occur and harm healthcare workers. To avoid this, the correct positioning of the
341 nebulizer head in the trocar has been added to our standard safety checklist. The four-
342 eye principle is used to check that the horizontal nozzles extend beyond the most distal
343 point of the trocar. It should be noted that most trocars are bevelled at an angle of
344 approximately 15°. The most distal end of the trocar is therefore used as the reference
345 point (Figure 3A).

346 3.2.3 Surgical approach: To optimize spatial aerosol distribution during MDN-PIPAC, the
347 spraying distance between the nozzle orifice and the peritoneum should be as large as
348 possible [2, 7]. Periumbilical, perpendicular placement of the MDN is therefore ideal,
349 if surgically possible (Figure 4A). Additionally, we decided to orientate the MDN in a
350 way that one horizontal spray jet pointed to the right upper, a second to the left upper
351 abdominal quadrant, and the third towards the small pelvis (Figure 4B). In addition,
352 we decided to routinely fix the nebulizer intraoperatively in a single-arm holder (M-
353 TRAC, Braun, Melsungen, Germany) to further prevent tilting and axial sliding into
354 the trocar. The central periumbilical perpendicular MDN position as well as the
355 orientation of the horizontal nozzle orifices were integrated into our intraoperative
356 safety checklist.

357 3.3 Ex-vivo MDN-PIPAC simulation and schlieren imaging: As the distal end of the trocar
358 is angled, special care must be taken to ensure that the distal end of the trocar is visible
359 intraoperatively so as not to interfere with the nebulization of the horizontal nozzles. The
360 correct position of the MDN head has therefore been included as a separate item in our
361 extended safety checklist. The openings of the horizontal nozzles must extend at least 7
362 mm beyond the distal end of the trocar to avoid interference during nebulization (Figure
363 3A). In addition, the vertical position of the MDN in the 10/12-mm trocar was found to
364 cause the MDN to tend to slide inward in the trocar without additional fixation. To avoid
365 MDN slippage into the trocar, the device is placed on the trocar head with a rubber ring
366 (sterile, reusable trocar seal) previously pulled over the shaft of the nebulizer in such a
367 way that the rubber ring fits tightly on the trocar head and prevents the nebuliser from
368 slipping inside the trocar (Figure 3B). To further stabilize the position of the MDN, using
369 a single-arm holder turned out to be essential and was therefore also included in our
370 safety checklist. Mispositioning the MDN head with the horizontal nozzles nebulizing in
371 the trocar shaft could cause aerosol leakage into the environment. However, multiple
372 simulations of such a scenario showed no macroscopic detectable retrograde aerosol
373 leakage into the environment. The further schlieren visualisations also showed no
374 leakage of CO,/aerosol into the environment in any of the scenarios investigated. Even
375 with unfavourable positioning of the MDN head with nebulization in the distal trocar
376 shaft, there was no evidence of even a slight retrograde flow through the trocar valve.
377 Figure 5B shows a representative schlieren image.

378 34 In-vivo pig MDN-PIPAC CT-peritoneography: The CT-peritoneographies of the
379  three pigs could be performed without perioperative complications. The animals showed no
380 cardiorespiratory problems due to the capnoperitoneal pressure of 20 mmHg. Our previously
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381 prepared MDN-PIPAC safety checklist was implemented without any problems. The
382  subsequent CT-peritoneographies showed an excellent distribution pattern of the administered
383  contrast agent aerosol. However, no contrast agent was visible in the ventral portions of the
384  abdominal cavity. Figure 6 depicts representative images of pig N° 1.

385 3.5 Clinical basdine characteristics: A total of 21 patients (male/female ratio: 2:1) with a
386 mean age of 62 (range: 38-86) years underwent 30 consecutive MDN-PIPACs. ECOG 0 and 1
387  were seen in five and 16 patients, respectively. Patients had PSM of the upper gastrointestinal
388 tract (n=6), ovarian cancer (n=4), colorectal cancer (n=3), hepato-pancreatico-biliary tract
389 (n=3), malignant epithelioid peritoneal mesothelioma (n=2), and other (n=3). Eleven patients
390 had metachronous PSM. Prior to MDN-PIPAC, seventeen patients had undergone primary
391 tumor resection. The median number of patients had 2 (range: 1-5) lines of systemic
392 chemotherapy before undergoing MDN-PIPAC. Seven patients had previously undergone a
393 median of 2 (range: 1-4) PIPACs with the conventional PIPAC nebulizer in our institutions.
394  The patients' preoperative baseline data are listed in Table 2.

395 3.6 MDN-PIPAC procedure details, morbidity, and mortality: Abdominal access was
396 achievedin all patients. Thirteen, seven, and one patient underwent one, two, and three MDN-
397 PIPACs, respectively. Two patients received only one cycle of MDN-PIPAC because they
398 were considered candidates for cytoreductive surgery (CRS) and heated intraperitoneal
399  chemotherapy (HIPEC) at the time of staging laparoscopy for MDN-PIPAC.

400 The median Sugarbaker PCl score and ascites at the first MDN-PIPAC were 25 (1-35) and
401 200 ml (0-800 ml), respectively. The overal mean (range) operative time was 52.3 (48-78)
402  minutes. The gradual pressure build-up and the subsequent exposure phase of 30 minutes at a
403  capnoperitoneal pressure of 20 mmHg were well tolerated. No patient showed signs of cardio-
404  respiratory impairment from the procedure. No intraoperative surgical or technical problems
405  occurred.

406 Intotal, four patients suffered grade | (Dindo-Clavien) complications after atotal of 30 MDN-
407  PIPACs (4/30). Three patients experienced persistent nausea and vomiting postoperatively,
408  requiring prolonged intravenous rehydration and antiemetic therapy (without gastric tube) for
409 48 hours postoperatively. Another patient complained of abdominal pain, which could also be
410 managed after extending intravenous analgesic therapy. No complications grade 11-V were
411  observed. The German health system requires a minimum hospitalization of 3 days for PIPAC
412  application in order to be fully reimbursed by the health insurance companies. All patients
413  were discharged on the third postoperative day at home.

414
415 4.0 DISCUSSION

416  For more than a decade, a PIPAC nebulizer has been available for off-label clinical use. This
417  technology, with an axially mounted nebulizer unit, has become the standard PIPAC device.
418 Due to its design and performance characteristics, the distribution pattern of the atomized
419  chemotherapy is not homogeneous. Below the opening of the nebulizer unit, approximately
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420  97% by volume is deposited directly onto the underlying peritoneum by inertial impaction [4,
421 24 - 27]. Recently, other PIPAC nebulizers have become available on the market. However,
422  al nebulizers are based on the same/similar design as the standard technology. Therefore, the
423  problem of local chemotherapy accumulation and inhomogeneous drug distribution pattern in
424 the peritoneal cavity remains unresolved [2], which may affect the oncological efficacy of
425 PIPAC [28]. Therefore, the optima position of the standard PIPAC nozzle has been
426  investigated in recent years in order to optimize the spatial distribution of chemotherapy [16,
427 29, 30]. More recently, new experimental PIPAC nozzle technologies have been developed.
428 Rotational intraperitoneal pressure aerosol chemotherapy (RIPAC) uses a modified nebulizer
429  technology similar to the standard PIPAC nebulizer. However, to optimize drug distribution,
430 the nozzle rotates 30° around its vertical axis in the abdominal cavity. In-vivo large animal
431 data indicate that RIPAC leads to a significantly more homogeneous distribution pattern and
432 higher penetration depths of doxorubicin into the tissue compared to the standard PIPAC [31,
433  32]. Another experimental approach is the use of a preclinical multi-directional nebulizer
434 (MDN). Braet et a. [33] observed in an ex-vivo PIPAC model that the use of their
435 experimental MDN prototype improved the spatial drug distribution of nebulized
436  nanoparticles compared to an SDN. Based on these experimental data, it seems obvious that
437  PIPAC nozzles, which optimize drug distribution, could also be promising in clinical
438  application. For some time now, a CE Class lla certified MDN has been available for off-label
439 clinical use for MDN-PIPAC [2]. We carried out extensive preclinical testing before
440  introducing this new deviceinto our daily practice.

441  After the premature discontinuation of a French prospective, randomized phase Il study
442 (PIPAC EstoK 01) (https:/clinicaltrials.gov/study/NCT04065139) [35], it was vividly
443  discussed whether toxic substances could arise during the application of PIPAC due to the
444  interaction of the chemotherapy solution with the PIPAC nebulizer/syringe/tube system.
445  Therefore, independent toxicological investigations were performed as a first step. For the
446  worst-case scenario with the highest chemotherapy doses, the toxicological investigations
447  showed that no relevant toxicologicaly questionable substances were observed. The risk
448 assessment was further based on the assumption that three PIPACs are administered
449  consecutively on one day to a patient with a body weight of 10 kg. Even this extreme scenario
450  did not reveal any cumulative toxicological risk for patients. Furthermore, these data indicate
451  that the MDN device could also be used in children with a body weight > 10 kg. It is
452  important to emphasize that our toxicological data are only valid for this type of nozzle.
453  According to our current knowledge, there is no data available for other types of nebulizers.

454  Our previous and present technical analysis with PIPAC surgeons and scrub nurses in our
455  department showed that the handling of the MDN differs only dlightly from that of the
456  standard nebulizer [2]. The MDN unit requires a higher flow rate which can be programmed
457 into the high-pressure injector. However, a magjor difference is the three additional nozzles
458  built horizontally into the MDN head. Repetitive ex-vivo simulations have shown that the
459  correct mounting of the nozzle head is crucial. The lateral openings of the nebulizers must
460  protrude at least 7 mm beyond the distal end of the trocar for correct atomization.

461 During the technical risk assessment, concerns were expressed within the PIPAC team that

462 incorrect positioning of the MDN head in the trocar shaft could result in a possible aerosol
12
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463  backflow via the trocar valve into the operating theatre and thus pose a significant risk to
464  healthcare staff. As initial smulations with the ex-vivo PIPAC model did not confirm these
465 fears; we carried out additional schlieren imaging experiments. All of them confirm that even
466  when the MDN head is incorrectly positioned, no CO. is released retrogradely into the
467  environment. Therefore, no backflow of aerosol is assumed based on the CO, visualization.

468  However, we observed that the MDN can dlip into the trocar due to the increased weight of
469 the device. Therefore, we have added a sterile rubber ring to the MDN that is pulled over the
470 nozzle and positioned so that it rests directly on the trocar head, while at the same time
471 achieving the ideal position for the MDN head. Finally, another important safety point is the
472  consistent use of a single-arm holder, which additionally fixes the MDN in a strictly vertical
473  position in the trocar. This measure also prevents the MDN from accidentally tilting sideways
474  during the spraying process, which could affect the spatial distribution pattern of the drug. In
475 order to better monitor this correct position intraoperatively, it would be desirable if the
476  manufacturer could provide a safety mark indicating the ideal position of the MDN head in
477  thetrocar. The manufacturer was informed of these points to improve the administrability and
478  safety of MDN-PIPAC.

479  To further refine the intraoperative MDN-PIPAC safety checklist, based on our previous ex-
480 vivo simulations, we performed MDN-PIPAC in the large anima model immediately
481 followed by CT-peritoneography to visualize the quality of the spatial aerosol distribution.
482  The administration of al three MDN-PIPACs went without any technical or safety problems.
483  The CT-peritoneographies revealed wide aerosol deposition. In particular, areas such as the
484  omental bursa, hepatic interlobar, and deep entero-enteric regions were also affected. Only the
485  ventral parts of the abdominal cavity showed no contrast. However, large gravity-dependent
486  fluid collections, as previously observed with a SDN, did not occur [27].

487  Theclinical application of the elaborated intraoperative MDR-PIPAC safety checklist enabled
488 us to deliver 30 consecutive MDN-PIPACs without intraoperative problems. The
489  postoperative course was characterized by four patients with minor complications (Dindo-
490 Clavien grade ). Based on this initial experience, no clinical difference from SDN-PIPAC
491  wasobserved at our institution [12].

492

493 5.0 CONCLUSION

494  Toxicological data show that the use of the MDN does not generate any leachable substances
495 that could pose a risk to patients. Ex-vivo simulations confirm the importance of correct
496  positioning of the MDN in the trocar and, if possible, in a periumbilical position. Schlieren
497  imaging during ex-vivo MDN-PIPAC simulations showed that even in a worst-case scenario,
498  where the MDN head is incorrectly positioned in the trocar shaft, there is no backflow of CO,
499 via the trocar valve into the environment. Consequently, no backflow of chemotherapy
500 aerosol isassumed. Moreover, our first clinical data on the MDN-PIPAC shows that it is safe
501 to use and causes no problems when the safety checklist is properly adapted to this device.
502 Finally, the perioperative clinical outcome of MDN-PIPAC is comparable to that of our
503 patients previously treated with the SDN. Whether such new devices will have a positive
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504  impact on clinical outcomes remains uncertain. Unfortunately, it is unlikely that there will be
505 prospective studies in the near future to clarify this issue. Therefore, we suggest that the type
506  of nebulizer used for PIPAC should also be documented in the ISSPP PIPAC database [35].
507 Such a large database could provide insight into the role of different nebulizers used in
508 oncological outcomes.
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660 Figuresand Tables

661 Tablel: Toxicological analyses after nebulization of chemotherapy with the MDN

662

Methods of Analysis Doxor ubicin + Oxaliplatin
Cisplatin
HSGC-MS anaysis for Volatile Organic  Not detected Not detected
Compounds
GC-MS anaysis for Semi-Volatile Organic
Compounds
- 1,6, 11, 16-Tetraoxacycloeicosane Not detected 0.03 pg/ml
- 1,6, 11, 16, 21-Pentaoxacyclopentacosane Not detected 0.04 pg/ml
LC-MS anaysis for Non-Volatile Organic
Compounds
- Cyclic polybutylene glycol (C20) 0.144 pg/mi 0.131 pg/ml
- Cyclic polybutylene glycol (C24) 0.246 pg/mi 0.123 pg/ml
- Cyclic polybutylene glycoal (C32) 0.083 pg/mil 0.045 pg/ml
ICP-MS analysis for inorganic elements
- Cupper 0.049 pg/ml Not detected
- Ferrum 0.057 pg/mi 0.011 pg/ml
- Manganese 0.015 pg/mi 0.014 pg/ml
IC analysis for anions
- Acetates Not detected Not detected
- Huorides Not detected Not detected
- Chlorides Not detected Not detected
- Bromides Not detected Not detected
- Nitrites Not detected Not detected
- Nitrates Not detected Not detected
- Sulfates Not detected Not detected
- Phosphates Not detected Not detected

663 Legend: HSGC-MS = Head-space Gas Chromatography coupled with Mass Spectrometry;
664 GC-MS = Gas Chromatography coupled with Mass Spectrometry; LC-MS = Liquid phase
665 chromatographyicoupled to a Mass Spectrometer; |CP-OES = Inductively Coupled Plasma
666  Atomic Emission Spectrometry; IC = lon Chromatography;

667

668
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Variables Total
population
(n=21)

Age at first MDN-PIPAC (mean (range) in years) 62 (38-86)
Primary origin (n)

- Colo-Rectd 3

- UGl 6

- HPB 3

- MPM 2

- Ovarian 4

- Other 3
ECOG (n)

-0 5

-1 16
Synchronous PSM (n) 10
Prior primary tumor resection (n) 17
Prior systemic chemotherapy lines (median (range)) 2 (1-5)
Prior standard PIPAC applications before MDP-PIPAC (median (range)) 1(1-4)
Ongoing systemic chemotherapy between MDN-PIPAC procedures (n) 14
The time between primary and metachronous PSM diagnosis (mean
(range) in months) 21 (2-56)

669 Table2: Basdine clinical characteristics of the patients with MDN-PIPAC

670 Legend: PIPAC = pressurized intraperitoneal aerosol chemotherapy; MDN = multi-
671 directional nebulizer; UGI = upper gastrointestinal; HPB = hepato- biliary tract; ECOG =
672 Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance status, PSM = peritoneal surface
673  malignancy

674
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675 Figure 1: The schlieren imaging system at the Bauhaus-University Weimar
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678 Figure 2: Test setup for schlieren imaging during ex-vivo MDN-PIPAC simulations
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682  Figure 3: Ex-vivo evaluation of the optimal position of the MDN in the 12-mm trocar
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684 Legend: A= MDN inserted into a 12 mm balloon trocar. The position of the MDN head must
685 be checked visually so that the lateral nozzles do not nebulize into the trocar. The white
686 triangles mark the distal end of the trocar. Note that the trocar is angled 15° at the distal end.
687  The black arrows point to the horizontal nozzle openings. These should protrude at least 7
688  mm beyond the most distal end of the trocar (left white arrow). B = MDN inserted into a 12
689  mm balloon trocar. The black arrow points to the sterile rubber ring pulled over the nebulizer
690  shaft which restson the trocar head to prevent the nebulizer from gliding into the trocar.
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Figure 4: Periumbilical position of the MDN for optimized nebulization
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Legend: A = Sketch of infraumbilical position of the MDN for optimized nebulization of all

694
695 four nozzes (only horizontal nozzes shown); B = intraoperative view on the MDN head

696

24


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.01.23297348

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.01.23297348; this version posted December 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Kockelmann et al. — V4 _AW_HA (1)

697  Figure5: Schlieren imaging of different scenarios of MDN-PIPAC simulation

698

699 Legend: A = a test schlieren image to demonstrate the visualization of CO, leakage; B =
700  schlieren visualization of 12 mmHg injection at 1.3 mi/swith a 50 ml of distilled water

701
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702  Figure 6: Representative MDN-PIPAC CT-peritoneography images of pig N° 1

703

704  Legend: A1-C1 = horizontal section planes; A2-C2 = coronal section planes. The white
705 triangles point to the contrast agent accumulation: A1-C1 = enter-enteric and paracolic left;
706 A2 = subdiaphragmatic bilateral; B2 = homogeneous on the Glisson capsule, subhepatic and
707  interlobar; C2 = perigastric and perilienal

708
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