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EE5EHK: WEER T 8B UBRA (LPD) ZiRy7ar i@ i E EEmEE F AT X, BAG S
ZHER (DGE) AECHH W, HEEZMEFKE . Sa5mE (NT) wHTARGEREMEN SRR, M
JLXT DGE (952 W 1 77 i o ARFFFE B AT AR 1 8 A NIT 5 LPD R J5 DGE & 2E AR, FEPPAS LX)
UNE /S -DS S IER AN

F5iE : BUBAE S BT 2017 45 4 H—2023 48 11 7 T IR S — BERF R 22 B m 44 7. 1% Be 4% 52 LPD 11 319 il £ 3%
W9 T %kl AR T BB HUE NIT 4> NIT4 (n=200) 5T NITH (n=119) . HE M4 DGE & 4% )
ARG G5 25 5% R Z P FK Logistic [81 5 KA ] £ PF 43 P EE (PSM) 4387, B iE NJT & A2 &
DGE Y4l 37 fE K P % .

R NJTAB. CHDCGE LAERWEEHTIHNITU (36.5% vs. 21.8%, P=0.006), A Ji 45 BE i ] F4: B
IR R IEm (3 P<0.05) . ZEE MR, R E ANT (OR=1.960, 95% CI=1.142~3.363, P=
0.015) K A v i i & >400 mL (OR=1.921, 95% CI=1.155~3.194, P=0.012) & DGE (%)t 57 f& [& [N 2% .
PSM & &5 AT 47— E
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Abstract

Key words

Background and Aims: Laparoscopic pancreaticoduodenectomy (LPD) has become a preferred
approach for periampullary tumors, yet delayed gastric emptying (DGE) remains a frequent complication
that hampers postoperative recovery. The nasojejunal feeding tube (NJT) is commonly used for early
enteral nutrition, but its impact on DGE is controversial. This study aimed to evaluate whether
intraoperative NJT placement increases the risk of DGE after LPD and to assess its influence on
postoperative recovery outcomes.

Methods: A retrospective cohort of 319 patients who underwent LPD at Provincial Hospital Affiliated to
Shandong First Medical University from April 2017 to November 2023 was analyzed. Patients were
divided into two groups based on intraoperative NJT placement (NJT group, n=200; non-NJT group, n=
119). The incidence of DGE and postoperative outcomes were compared. Multivariate logistic regression
and propensity score matching (PSM) were performed to identify independent risk factors for DGE.
Results: The incidence of grade B/C DGE was significantly higher in the NJT group than in the non-
NIT group (36.5% vs. 21.8%, P=0.006). NJT placement was associated with longer postoperative
hospital stay and higher hospitalization costs (both P<0.05). Multivariate analysis revealed intraoperative
NIT placement (OR=1.960, 95% CI=1.142-3.363, P=0.015) and intraoperative blood loss >400 mL
(OR=1.921, 95% CI=1.155-3.194, P=0.012) as independent risk factors for DGE. These findings were
consistent after PSM.

Conclusions: Prophylactic intraoperative NJT placement confers no additional benefit for postoperative
recovery after LPD and is associated with a higher risk of DGE, prolonged hospitalization, and increased
medical costs. Routine NJT placement should therefore be avoided, and individualized strategies should
be adopted to minimize postoperative complications and enhance recovery

Pancreaticoduodenectomy; Laparoscopes; Enteral Nutrition; Gastric Emptying; Postoperative Complications
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ASHIE 5T 18] o 43 B 2017 4 4 H —2023 4F 11 A
T AR — BRI 2 B e 4 7 B2 B I8 e A B 42 32
LPD G YT 1Y A TR, TRRE AR P E NIT & 5 21
TN DGE 1y & A= AUBS I 2 Ak Xt /B Hfh R 5 K
HAebs (AR . RJEAEFER R RIEIE A
fE KRR R, AN, AR EKEES L
K & 43 B A 1) 1 BT 43 UG B 3% (propensity score
matching, PSM), /MR R m, ##—P5m
WEAR HCE NIT J2 75 0 DGE [t 37 sl &R .

1 ARSI

1.1 MRII%
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22 MR 4 AL R BEAE 2017 4F 4 H —20234F 11 H B 18] 4%
Z LPDIRIT W o T A B E B IR —IR 97 gl ik
Ho MO ARRAE: ()FER=18%; 2 Rz
B NIT A W 10 5 5 (3) AR i Bl U 0 o8 % .
HEBRARHE . (D) AR <I8 JA % 5 (2) Rrp&ETF I F AR 11
BHE; G)ARATE M2 EH M. B 3h ) i)™ &
BREARE; @ RV ANTE; 6)
FE 5 0 9 5 45 90 09 R RO 191 (R w42 32 3k 8 1)
BRFAR. BIFMAERGEER. EHERARE),
P UL B AR E R A 319 s, Horb 119 il R op
A HCCE NIT (JE NJT 41 ), 200 ] AR o & NJT
(NJIT4L) o A58 B IRAF I AR — R R F M| 4 ST
R HE 2%t ((BHS . SWYX2025-102),
A EE R ORIE T BB AR R, & E AL
A3 T ACHESE R I AR S, ARG e B
WFoE B A R B R RL, ANV R R H
TH, AR FEIRIT, AR BN B A
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1.2 FRA*E

i A — B 7 HI AR R IR AT R, FAR I
Y 18 1 s A% o R FH Kocher ¥ 0 A 8% 5€ 18 T AR
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BEESEGE S WA 6 em fTHE S WA,
5 AE 7 W) 4 50 em DA 60 mm V) E & 2547 B )5 B
WA, WA ES AR A, 224 W 4k
HINE AW AT .t LB B B I
BT HEEN SRS EANIT 37 2R 5 AR
FIEAE S NGk, RRES — BB,
i BEYREZHA MG VIR ERR, 75
CE B A KR 3R TR . YA
o MNTA: FAPEANTHEH, 7EVE T
D =R AE S DN R W RN B SN i o = A i S
BEERAE NI E BEE, JF E e
(K1), RIGHE L, 2K, BEEZEWHINEF
(total parenteral nutrition , TPN) ., fERGEH 3K, U
REFWEBIEHRE (SEE51WED>H5R
WAHEARIE R, BECHHE ), WK RR & H A,
UL B AT DL oK. FERIEH 4K, W8
WA O WKk AERER, BHE T TR R
MR EHELWEIERRE., BIARGEHTR, W
REHREIRE T EEREY H AT AR, W
PR NIT, R, KkBRABEE, WREE B IE
O MR EREREAR, sHE ARG 3K E Wi
A BB A 5, W0 44 S8 ST TPN, I IT 4 i o NJT
ZIa MmN E SR . HEAREH T RIAWKE H HE
ZYIfE, AT A 1 5 DL B AF 7E DGE.
Wik &4 DGE, WIFFMHEH NIT#H BN E SR . |
296 30 3 YR A R R AR R K, W R R E T
AEIER, WAERGE 2 RAETHNEFRK R
FE A8 A B PN 3 % 4590k TPR-DM R 4 35 1 W R
Be N E SR, BT RIE 20 0.75 keal,
NIT 18 E 4525 ), 7524 h 350500 mL, H %
AR ERIEE 2000 mL. 4 DGE i ¥ )5, Kk &
B . NJT. (2 TNJTH : FARPAREANTH R
H,MAEREREPEARNELEEEEABTN,
B E BRI NIT AR Sk aEs
G BEARJEH T KBIN, BEXRKEHEER AR
Y, JF H% b0 s 52 6 A & 4= DGE, W 4k
L4 T TPN., HERIGH 10 KRES, TS S
TNITEAAR, HFHGEFIHNEFR. R DCE
Ikt e, REREEE . NIT,
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Figure 1 Reconstruction effect diagram of the digestive

tract
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WIRIT o RIGHMMHAKWELRELY . FrE
A & B R R R AR . Wk 4 DGE, W44
TRBEWmsh gy (NZWSCE . S EA) . ket
2y (ARG, BPFREIED . REHL. 30 5K
BRI R B 5 VR UE B L AN UE R I 4 OE E B
JiE 519 <30 mL I & A5 R R IE 51 s . AR5 1.
3R, ZEM3IREEMBE ., HFIhEe. maAfb. %
MIIRE, ARSI ES SRR 2 2 B B
1.4 HHEXEX

R 48 ISGPS Xf DGE 1 % 3L, 4 DGE #% ™ & 2
JEAr A, B, C=M, A% FARIE 47 AT
BB AT B WU B A KR S R
A5 BF ARG T d WA TC A2 AR E ; B4
F ARG 8~14 d 1575 2 & B & 17 H W ol s 5 & 8
B E T ERIEA B FARJE 14 d WS i
ZEEKE; CH: FARAB14IU LNMTEDSEFE
HEAT H R 0 Bk s R R R T RS 8T
ARG 21 d WA TG i it 52 AR AR £

POPF 75 K FH ISGPS 1 % S BRI W) & &b i 5/
P A O W, B05 WA TR BB AR O 10 T 52 T % .
Al B w L, BRAE - T, WA IR E
S5 BRAE T BRI IR IA YT RN, A B 3
WH T LNEARGERIHEEENE; CHMHE
TR FARS 4K 1A 2 W4 2 L B E

FERYHE L . AR5 I & AE 24 4% IR Clavien-Dindo Jf- &
iE 73R R GEIAT I
1.5 MEIEIR

AR E O, M. R KR
0 (BMI) | 8 57 KU i A5 3F 23 8 & (nutrition risk
screening 2002, NRS-2002) . BEfESL . SLEm = kA&
i KRB, WA BT (g TR B0 AR o fih
AW, BT IR, ME . B dEAEHL
A 45 HC T b 22 A1 B AT AT SR R T M, ARl L R
RS . EREER . R . R dim
W FORETM s RS R HUE AL, W R A
IR AR . ARFSELAB. C % DGE 1 £ 245
FifE bR o WE SR8 bn B 1 R 5 18 A A ]
R PE R s RS AEBE W ] 5 A S IR 5
ARJGIERAE (AR EARRT POPF . BHTF I . FLAE
BLORJFERG . RIG Ml JETo5) . BT
(BAEHEE . A TFIEEA) . EBE2E .
1.6 ZEit=4biE

JE A S R« bR 22 (x £5) 8L
AR (oL gkEl ) [MO(IQR) 1REm. 41
KM (Aa) [ (%) 1%x.
Kolmogorov-Smirnov 06 e PEA % 21 A8 1 1Y 1E A 40 A
0L ARG A SO0, 8 Student £ 46 5 5 Mann-
Whitney UK 55 2 LA 20 0] (9 3% 22 A8 1 . XT3 28
AR HE, Al Pearson Ky S EAT AL, K AT ERE
WAE R RAEB, CHDCES N, Jribf7 i n
REobr, H P00s RPN AZHER o
Logistic [ 55047 . R AL (OR) JH 95% nf
f& X[ (CI) 4387 DGE 540 37 & K P 3R 22 8] 1Y ¢
o NVEAEBFR A R EE, SRATPSM, % 1:1
PfE (DUMC7E & A0 55 4R 0% . RATARIE 5100 . iR
B EBREERS . IRER), LA a2k 22
Sl ok B R % IR 77 7E PSMLJE 9 AR AR v, ERG
AT 2 A, DA R VC BC S 2 S AR TE S it
EES L RAMMKIL:, P<0.05\h2ZRA 50T

B,

2 & R

21 ARBrEAXREFH
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BHEREIR ., 2T HEFRSIH . 2NEER )R LG TTF = X (B P>0.05), {HNJTHEE IR

AR 51 . N B AT

TR EAE R IHGE S ARE A

ARET) 5 ASA 73 94 =>3 G L ) 22 S S B
X(ﬁbmm;ﬁgﬁﬁ%iﬁihﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁﬂ

ZRKE BAR T ICNJTZH[ (4.63 +1.48) pmol/L vs.
(5.03+1.80) wmol/L., P=0.033] (% 1),

®1 ARETERHH

Table 1 Basic preoperative information

Ap i TENIT A (n=119) NJT 4 (n=200) iy P
Fn(%)] 70(58.8) 130(65.0) 1217 0.270
<60 % [n(%)] 65(54.6) 104(52.0) 0.206 0.650
BMI(kg/m?,x + s) 24.08+3.56 23.41+3.07 1.774 0.077
NRS-2002>3[n(%)] 55(46.2) 111(55.5) 2.575 0.109
WM [0 (% )] 35(29.4) 77(38.5) 2.705 0.100
L[ (%)] 20(16.8) 48(24.0) 2.302 0.129
W[ (%)) 26(21.8) 33(16.5) 1.416 0.234
LR (%)) 35(29.4) 52(26.0) 0.438 0.508
L[ (%)) 7(5.9) 13(6.5) 0.048 0.826
MR FAR L [n(%)] 12(10.1) 25(12.5) 0.425 0.515
ARAETMIES [N (%)] 30(25.2) 39(19.5) 1.435 0.231
ASA 5343 K n(%)] 29(24.4) 57(28.5) 0.646 0.421
FIZI(10°/L,% + 5) 8.07+22.63 6.28+22.08 1.115 0.266
MLTHEF (gL, % + 5) 121.77+16.96 123.89+23.60 -0.854 0.394
/MR (1071, % = 5) 248.62+76.96 252.50+85.09 -0.407 0.684
HEMA(g/L,% +s) 37.22+3.82 36.68+4.06 1.186 0.237
SBZLZE (pmol/L, % + 5) 144.93+130.05 143.50£121.23 0.099 0.921
WLEF (mmol/L,x + s) 60.43+14.14 62.87+48.30 -0.537 0.592
PREZEA (umol/L,% + 5) 5.03+1.80 4.63+1.48 2.136 0.033

2.2 FARMBXIEIRRAGREE SHGEH2EE L, JCNIT 405 NIT 41845 i Ee ]

ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ\Iﬁﬁﬁﬁ\*¢ﬁ

A% 51k 90.8% F195.0% (P=0.139) . T4 20 i 988 &% K

I A g L ) K T AR s R T 2 S5 3 B4
e X (#4 P>0.05) o WG 2 A6 IR 1 R o A | 22

HAIRAHE (P=0.313) (%£2),

®2 FAEXHARREAEHFEER

Table 2 Surgery-related data and postoperative pathological conditions

Ar TENITHA (n=119) NJT £ (n=200) iy P
JERHR B HL K [ (%) ] 45(37.8) 80(40.0) 0.149 0.699
FE EAE<3 mm[n(%)] 60(50.4) 100(50.0) 0.005 0.942
AR n(%)] 49(41.2) 77(38.5) 0.224 0.636
AR H 1 =400 mL[n (% )] 12(10.1) 9(14.5) 1.299 0.254
FARE] (min, % = 5) 376.30+73.15 391.62+75.75 -1.768 0.078
AR 0 (%) ] 108(90.8) 190(95.0) 1.629 0.139
b e K AR (em, % = 5) 2.80+1.26 2.65+1.28 1.011 0.313

2.3 REBEZEHIER

NJTZH ) B, C % DGE & 4= K W] & & F J& NJT

40 (P=0.006) . %I T POPF. JH It . 2LJBE B % 3F
KAE, BAANITHR AL R m, HESADE,
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Table 3 Postoperative outcome indicators

ARt TENITHL(n=119) NJT 41 (n=200) iz P
DGE [n(%)]

& 89(74.8) 126(63.0)

A% 4(3.4) 1(0.5)

B 9(7.6) 39(19.5) 1285 0.009

CH 17(14.3) 34(17.0)
DGE B/C%[n(%)] 26(21.8) 73(36.5) 7.483 0.006
ARJ5 BEEHSE[d, M(IQR)) 4(4~7) 4(4~12) -1.191 0.234
PR B A E][d, M(IQR)) 3(3~5) 3(3~11) -2.641 0.008
POPF B/C%[n(%)] 26(21.8) 54(27.0) 1.054 0.305
ARG IMBERE N (CV % + 5) 0.10+0.05 0.11=0.06 -1.076 0.525
A7 (%)) 15(12.6) 23(11.5) 0.087 0.768
FLEEHEn(%)] 4(3.4) 15(7.5) 2.281 0.131
ARG i (%)] 15(12.6) 43(21.5) 3.968 0.046
Jili e n (%)) 4(3.4) 7(3.5) 0.004 0.948
M s G [0 (% )] 16(13.4) 43(21.5) 3.211 0.073
PR Ti[n(%)] 6(5.0) 21(10.5) 2.869 0.090
FIAIIZET [n(%)] 3(2.5) 6(3.0) 0.062 0.803
Clavien-Dindo Jf- & HiE 73-4>3 H[n(%)] 30(25.2) 65(32.5) 1.896 0.169
ARG EBEE, MUIQR)] 12(9~19) 17(13~24) -5.472 <0.001
FEBELRH (1T, % + 5) 10.70+2.71 11.45+2.87 -3.083 0.022

24 BEZRSHESERLEESH (VIFS5) , I AR ¥ Clavien-Dindo FF & i 43 2 >3 4%

Ry itk — 2 B E R g A NIT & 75 4 DGE (1) 7l
MIERE R R, AR E o 2 H # Logistic [\ 1343 81
TEAL T AR Hroilc & NJT B H: At AH ¢ [H 2 X DGE &
AR SL RE . E SR K A DGE M A 9% DGE
0~A 24, B, CHDGE N B~C 4. HHNENH
W, DCGEWBALKERBLIEARAPTEANT, R
L VAR FIACE AR . BRI A . AR b i il >
400 mL, POPF (B, C%%) . ARJ5 il . MG
PR T . Clavien-Dindo 3§ % %iE 43 9% >3 2% (¥ P<
0.05) (£4)., 7EFLLE5Hrd, POPF (B, C4%)
5 Clavien-Dindo Ff & 4E 4 2% =3 2% #H ¢ M %5 o1

YN Z R Z A 43 H o R AR BIF 5 3 I i AR I b 4K
5 POPF &A= % VI #H <. POPF 1] fig J& DGE Ay H.4%
S0 PR U2, R R R b %% 35 B 4 POPF $%
DGE. K tt, 7E£ H % Logistic 1l 43 #7 b, HE$¢
g9 A POPF, LI /DA HWEMEmM., Z2HE
Logistic [B] 4 73 #r & W], AR E NIT (OR=1.960,
95% CI=1.142~3.363, P=0.015) FIAH H 1fi f>400 mL
(OR=1.921, 95% CI=1.155~3.194, P=0.012) J& DGE
KA ST fa B R ER T At AR R 2 B B
o (¥ P>0.05) (F2),

R4 BEREDGEHREERS
Table 4 Univariate analysis of whether patients developed DGE

A 0~A 241 (n=220) B~C 2441 (n=99) iy P
B (%)] 144(65.5) 56(56.6) 2.307 0.129
<60 % [n(%)] 121(55.0) 48(48.5) 1.163 0.281
BMI(kg/m?,% + s) 23.68+3.17 23.60+3.49 0.200 0.842
NRS-2002>3[n(%)] 115(52.3) 51(51.5) 0.016 0.900
W S [n (%)) 77(35.0) 35(35.4) 0.004 0.951
P2 (%)) 49(22.3) 19(19.2) 0.386 0.534
W[ (%)) 39(17.7) 20(20.2) 0.277 0.598
iR (%)] 58(26.4) 29(29.3) 0.295 0.587
Sl (%)] 11(5.0) 9(9.1) 1.944 0.163

http://www.zpwz.net



1940 v E A A R & 434 %
#x4 BEEZLEDGEMREERNW (&)
Table 4 Univariate analysis of whether patients developed DGE (continued)
AR 0~A 24 (n=220) B~C 24 (n=99) il P
JEREF AR [ (%)] 21(9.5) 16(16.2) 2915 0.088
ARATAAIE S [0 (% )] 51(23.2) 18(18.2) 1.007 0.231
ARHAEANIT [0(%)] 127(57.7) 73(73.7) 7.483 0.006
ASA 4343 H[n(%)] 58(26.4) 28(28.3) 0.128 0.721
4 (10°/L, % + 5) 6.22+1.96 8.56+24.81 -1.395 0.350
ML A (/L% £ 5) 123.97+21.41 121.16+21.24 1.085 0.279
/MR (10°/L, % + 5) 255.90+83.74 240.27+85.09 1.578 0.116
HEH (¢/L,% + 5) 37.18+4.04 36.21+3.74 2.032 0.043
RMELTE (pmol/L,x + 5) 146.90+123.13 137.67+127.54 0.612 0.541
WLEF (mmol/L,x + s) 63.04+46.38 59.56+12.85 0.733 0.464
JRZA (pmol/L,% + 5) 4.85+1.67 4.62+1.47 1.191 0.234
JHRBR T K[ (% )] 57(25.9) 68(68.7) 52.429 <0.001
FEWAE A< mm [n(%)] 112(50.9) 48(48.5) 0.161 0.689
A H 1 >400 mL[n(%)] 26(191.8) 15(15.2) 0.677 0.411
ARdiifi[n (%)) 76(34.5) 50(50.5) 7.277 0.007
FARESE] (min, % £ 5) 381.00+73.64 396.79+77.34 -1.743 0.082
MR (%)) 204(92.7) 93(93.1) 0.156 0.693
JiEE e K EAR (em % + 5) 2.71+1.29 2.68+1.22 0.223 0.824
ARIGEEERE (d,x £ 5) 41 26227 -12.115 <0.001
R B HERTE (d, % + 5) 4+1 24+22 -12.513 <0.001
POPF B/C4[n(%)] 48(21.8) 32(32.3) 4.010 0.045
JE R (%)] 22(10.0) 16(16.2) 2.470 0.116
FLEEE(n (%)) 13(5.9) 6(6.1) 0.003 0.958
A5 H a2 (% )] 33(15.0) 25(25.0) 4.824 0.028
i n (%)] 5(2.3) 6(6.1) 2.946 0.086
WS (%)) 32(14.5) 27(27.3) 7.337 0.007
R TH[n(%)] 14(6.4) 13(13.1) 4.036 0.045
Clavien-Dindo - &4E 534%=3 H[n(%) | 55(25.0) 40(40.4) 7.747 0.005
B2 (T E,% + 5) 10.20+2.47 13.33+2.36 -9.916 <0.001
i OR r 2.5 PSM#%&#h
ARPEANIT 1960 0.015 PSM ): NJT Qﬁ '?75 NJT Qﬂ %%@Z t% ?—F B EI’J
FHAREAR 02 VHORRME TV (RS). SRR, NITAY
B " DGE BICH K EF B E R TR NTAL (P=0.022) .
POPF B/C % 1.303 0.436
NJT 20 ()43 B B 8] R Be 2% F A W] S 385 B (P<0.001
- - T R P=0017). AN, PSMUR AL H AR L %
Jip 1.467 0.291 . .
s e ERIFRGIERES (F6). BIEKRE, PSM4
1 BEBA T R TPURCE NIT 5 DGE % Az 5 J% fE Be i1 |

2 gl%lﬁlﬂéﬁﬁ HIR

Figure 2 Results of multivariate regression analysis
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Table 5 Baseline characteristics of the two groups of patients after PSM
A TENITA (n=119) NIT41(n=119) P
P (%)] 70(58.8) 78(64.5) 0.285
<60 % [n(%)] 65(54.6) 62(52.1) 0.697
BMI(kg/m®,x + 5) 24.08+3.56 23.67+3.14 0.355
NRS-2002>3[n(%)] 55(46.2) 66(55.5) 0.154
W 2 [n (%)) 35(29.4) 46(38.7) 0.132
L[ (%)] 20(16.8) 28(23.5) 0.196
BEFR 1 (%)] 26(21.8) 22(18.5) 0.518
IR (%)] 35(29.4) 32(26.9) 0.665
SR (%)] 7(5.9) 9(7.6) 0.605
JEFRFAR L [0 (%)] 12(10.1) 13(10.9) 0.833
ARHTHESES [ (% )] 30(25.2) 33(27.7) 0.659
ASA 53 2>3 % [n(%)] 29(24.4) 36(30.3) 0.309
FHAMME(10°/L, % £ ) 6.64+2.17 6.86+2.15 0.389
ML (g/L,% + 5) 121.37+15.55 118.97+15.24 0.364
/MR (101, % + 5) 251.13+72.08 265.26+95.14 0.996
FI&E A (g/L,% £ 5) 37.22+3.82 36.99+4.25 0.666
SBLTE (pmol/L,x + 5) 144.93+130.05 145.17+124.15 0.988
WLEF (mmol/L,x + s) 60.43+14.14 59.58+14.27 0.644
JRZH (umol/L,% + s5) 5.03+1.80 4.63+1.60 0.070
JERIR T K[ (% )] 45(37.8) 45(37.8) 1.000
T EAR (<3 mm)[n(%)] 60(50.4) 61(51.3) 0.897
A e i =400 mLn(%)] 12(10.1) 13(10.9) 0.833
A ifi[n (% )] 70(58.8) 77(64.7) 0.350
FARBHE (min, x + 5) 376.30+73.15 390.40+77.03 0.149
AR (% )] 108(90.8) 110(92.4) 0.640
JiJE B K B4R (em & + 5) 2.80+1.23 2.59+1.25 0.206
Fz6 PSMEMARFERBIER
Postoperative outcome indicators after PSM
A TENITA (n=119) NIT41(n=119) P
DGE [n(%)]
g 89(74.8) 76(63.9)
AZL 4(3.4) 1(0.8)
B 9(7.6) 19(16.0) 0063
CH% 17(14.3) 23(19.3)
DGE B/C%[n(%)] 26(21.8) 42(35.3) 0.022
ARJGESEHAE][d, M(IQR)] 4(4~7) 4(4~12) 0.199
R A5 E[d, M(IQR)] 3(3~5) 3(3~11) 0.023
POPF B/C 2[n(%)] 26(21.8) 29(24.4) 0.645
JEHRR(%)] 15(12.6) 16(13.4) 0.847
FLEERE (%)) 4(3.4) 11(9.2) 0.062
ARJ5 Hili[n(%)] 15(12.6) 26(21.8) 0.059
il n (% )] 4(3.4) 6(5.0) 0.518
JE I [n (%) | 16(13.4) 25(21.0) 0.122
FRR T (%)) 6(5.0) 13(10.9) 0.094
FIARWIZET [n(%)] 3(2.5) 4(3.4%) 0.701
Clavien-Dindo J{ &4 5343 H[n (%)) 30(25.2) 35(29.4) 0.467
AJEAERERFE[d, M(IQR)] 12(9~19) 17(13~24) <0.001
fEBEL T IC, MUIQR)) 9.58(8.82~11.79) 10.05(9.22~12.88) 0.017
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