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Abstract: Objective To investigate the risk factors for postpancreatectomy acute pancreatitis (PPAP) after minimally invasive
pancreaticoduodenectomy (MIPD) and their association with major complications, to improve the understanding of PPAP and
postoperative pancreatic fistula (POPF), and to reduce the incidence rates of PPAP and POPF. Methods A retrospective analysis
was performed for the clinical data of 114 patients who underwent MIPD in Department of Hepatobiliary and Pancreatic Surgery,
The First Affiliated Hospital of University of South China, from March 2015 to December 2023, and the definition of PPAP and its
diagnostic criteria provided by the International Study Group of Pancreatic Surgery were used to determine the presence or absence

of PPAP. The independent samples t-test or the Mann-Whitney U rank sum test was used for comparison of continuous data between
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groups, and the Kruskal-Wallis H test was used for comparison between multiple groups, and the Dunn-test was used for further
comparison between two groups.; the chi-square test or the Fisher’s exact test was used for comparison of categorical data between
groups., and the Bonferroni-test was used for further comparison between two groups. The multivariate logistic regression analysis
was used to identify the risk factors for PPAP after MIPD. Results ~ Of all 114 patients undergoing MIPD, 27 (23.7%) experienced
PPAP. The multivariate analysis showed that main pancreatic duct diameter <3 mm (odds ratio [OR]=5.083, 95% confidence
interval [CI]: 1.703 — 15.172, P=0.004) , soft pancreatic texture (OR=5.925, 95%CI: 1.986 — 17.677, P=0.001) , and
C-reactive protein >180 mg/L. on day 1 after surgery (OR=5.419, 95%CI: 1.586— 18.513, P=0.007) were independent risk
factors for the onset of PPAP after MIPD. Clinical analyses showed that the patients with PPAP tended to have significantly higher
incidence rates of POPF, peritoneal infection, Clavien-Dindo grade 3/4 complications, discharge with tube, and 90-day
postoperative death (,\/2=5.676, 5.460, 9.863, 5.439, and 4.207, all P<0.05). Conclusion Main pancreatic duct diameter,
pancreatic texture, and C-reactive protein on day 1 after surgery are closely associated with the onset of PPAP after MIPD, and

PPAP can lead to other postoperative complications and even death.
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VU NER RS (postoperative pancreatic fistula, POPF) 1E
Mg 48 7 V1B R (pancreaticoduodenectomy , PD) R
JE PRI RIEZ — R RN T.8% ~ 24.0% 7 BEE
AW 5T B ASWIR A, POPF J 35 A S5 I 9 2 fh el A
JE IR 1L T V€ by B K B TR TR e R DG TE -
2016 4, Connor*' 1 W4 T AR S5 205 1B IR 4 (acute
pancreatitis, AP) FHES: , 5 22 K& A o8 IESE TR
JFi APHITFAE S FL 5 POPF [9AHSEHE STy POPF Y F B
R R T A . 202248, EBRBERANEMIF 5T /N AL
(International Study Group of Pancreatic Surgery, ISGPS)
FETHEACUE SR RAE LS RIS B RS 430
BRAJE AP SE SCH AR 3 R A H IR SR AR PR 2k AAE
T8 R SR A e B ) I A AT 0 B A e i 2 T8
I8 44 Shy R I DD B AR 2 JBR R 8 (postpancreatectomy
acute pancreatitis, PPAP)[S] o IEHABFSE B, PPAP 7E POPF
) A e e SCHEPE SR SV T, Dy POPF RY BB $2 1 13T
AL RT3 U A BB B A i b R R
(minimally invasive pancreaticoduodenectomy , MIPD) 7£J7
RN T IT T8 PD 4 TR B8 208 i o Y BT AR M 25
Je IR AR 3 I A A S AR RO R, B
T ISGPS i tfE 1Y) PPAP F 55 22 LLJT B PD 5 A S fF 5%
XF4, 4 MIPD, JC HJ2 16 I B R+ 98 I DD B R
(laparoscopic pancreaticoduodenectomy , LPD) WMo A

RIE . HIE, ARG B SR MIPD AR5 PPAP A4 &K [
2 M A TS 52 [ BE 43 B AN [ e i o b | 3
JBR4E B 72 T PPAP 5 POPF ¥ CH 1 , LUHA A PPAP [
FERRALIE RIUESE , IR o 15 8 3 43 )2 48 1 M MIPD il 5
W SRR U

1 #ZREFE

1.1 AR R 5% ISGPS bR e [l M 43 BT 2015 4F 3
H—20234F 12 H TR 2- B 55— B2 e R e A bk
17 MIPD & BIRIR TR N ARRE . (1) & O i T RE
R AT, BB 32 42 B R A TR 5 (2) AR i i 35 115 pL
& JZ 1% (computed tomography, CT) &R % 7
PN 5 BT A BT TR SR AE 5 (3) 47 FRfE MIPD , Joim ib %
B ORIMAERIL. HEBRARUE : (DGR FE R AL (2)
A i 51 e (AR G0 ERE TR 5 MIPD 2 5
K, ATRETHE PPAP & A KU AL ) 5 (3) B6A HoAd k%5 1)
B ok I A5 V) PR B A (A B R R T BEXS AR S5 RAE R
ML IRV PPAP TGRS E ) .

1.2 BFARBHEm [T R W E I 0 Rk Sk
RIS & B R (IR LD 265250 wmol/L) # 4
JbIE RN A7 RO IR T SRR B, T D2 B TR
JHAE 5 AR B 28 N B B IR 5 IR AR B 0 B . R ATHR
T BRE AT ID RR R R SRR B SR R AU AR
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FHAN O RN N E SR s RET LRI VR R IR 251
[ B WA, AR 30 min B HEMEHIHTAE R . LPD 541 4%
NJE+ — 38 V) B R (robotic pancreaticoduodenectomy ,
RPD) % 1] Child BT , L 3-0 7] W Wi 4 2K [ Wi 4 45 (51
#i2 ~ 3 mm), EEE A <3 mm LARFTIEAE POPF = X
W S0 R SFr RS SCEE A . R 3 R LI Sk
SR I LT B T RE R BT V€ R TR C SN 8
(C-reactive protein, CRP) SRR, R TFUIARKMEM
il B 5300, I Uy PR TR B AN FE RN 57 5
FFARIRIT o MBH IO, ARG 3 ~ 5 REACT, #
U6 FE S AR AR , 455 SR AL B0, R R Rk
BIF TR RIE 3, ff IO AR R S R, TE T AE R AR
HIE AR AR T 5 5 I B

1.3 WEIEA (DFEAMGE A AR B A
H(body mass index, BMI) M8 R | = 11 A8 IH 55 (2)
SRR A RIS  ARHT RS MUE L T RE L VE R
il F1 CRP 55 o (3) AR 2 BORE : CT siff 4 il 4500 1 =
JBAE ELAR , TEARHE 3R CT IR b3 00 000 B R 5 Mo )
CTf 38 1o 5 T AR 5 B B R/ L i (PrS 1)
IHEEG AR IS DL LR G VA BRI 5, P/S {H<0.75 AY R
R Ay TR R J5T L 22 3 (4) W R Bk < 3 B Ik 8] LA £ B
I 18] AR S ARG IR TT U O RS I AIE K AR
JERIE ST P SR I BE g A HEE 1597 = (intensive
care unit, ICU) . A& J5 90 KIAEHRIFEABE AR JG 90 KAkt
RIHFARLARE 90 RIETHH L (5) FAR S B B - T
ART7 T AR A AR 2% i 5 BRI 15 0 bip 2
G I f K AR AR A

1.4 FRMARA (1)PPAP R 2022 4 ISGPS #2 i 1y 12
WEpR i (D AR 48 h P I I SR B T IR
B 3 @ HA I RAE G , RIS BOR 5 B 2ok R s 25 TUI
AR E IR PUAE R SRR 2= A
B FARVARYT ARG KA POPF R 5 H I FF 22 19 2%
HIREEW A ICUSIET ;B R R AR F R,
A 475 18] J5 S B A e SR A Jd L RO e it ) BT S22 o S A
S AR L LR 3 2 bR IEA REIZ WA PPAP, RS
FALRTEN T s (L2 W i TE R B IALAE - (2) POPF (AR
Je WA H L S SR AR SR ISGPS 4 HH 2 W 5 2
i (3) MR SR B T SR 9 /N 4
IS TR E ') (4) I RIS b < B AR R R I
PR R SR e e T2 i, A 98 RS I PR I, JF:
25| R A T R A 12 o (5) HoA I A 0E 2 B Clavien-
Dindo 532% REHATIEAE

15 “itFak ARFRGETH#8E SPSS 26.0 i#
TR T FFEIESS TR TR X + 5 30K, 411
FUAER FH LA ¢ K 30 s AT IEAS M B LA M(Pos ~ Pyg) 3R
7N, W8] Fb 5% FH Mann-Whitney U &R 56, 2241 10] b
¥ % F Kruskal-Wallis H ¥ %, ¥ — 25 95 P4 L 88 R A
Dunn 55 . THECZERELIR] L 4R 7 K56 3K Fisher B
YIRE R, i — 25 P LR H Bonferroni K2 1E /9 2K
¥, ZH R E R RS KR o =0.017, RAIZHE
Logistic [F1J9 73 8T MIPD AR &5 PPAP [ fERE I &K . P<0.05
MERAGITERE L.

2 HR

2.1 —fFH ARIEA SHER bR e A A 114 4]
MIPD i, Horb 524547 LPD, 62 141147 RPD, A& AN 1 Fiiz
PPAP (54 # 12 W 2 2 e AE PSR BT E T IR IR
SE RS HE IBWIA— B SR SRR eE .
2.2 MIPD RJ)5 PPAP ) £ & B & o 47 M40 Ay ) 1 5
B4 W R MIPD K J5 PPAP K A2 52 1 20% , % & ¥
¥ 7K #E «=0.05 42 JF 1-8=0.8, i i PASS 15.0 8 {44k
S/ IVEEAS LR 103 1), AR BFFE 90 114491, 36 2 A6 305K
REZEoR . 114 4] 8 rh, AT 27 6 (23.79%) o &4
PPAP, B R K4 PPAP, ¥4 i %43 PPAP 41 5k
PPAP 4. 2% H1 6 SOk &2, 9 1 oy 9 26 604 - 4E 8
(BL65% M5 p5), BMI( LA 24 kg/m® A FL) , J= A IF
CRER TS TSN N (RS N TN K £ EE R N [ R4 - = N =
B ARFR AT IRIE S (/48 K 2E IR TE 5 A
LN BB SIRA ), FAR I X (LPD/RPD) , T AR}
[, A v 2 ot o, 5 BRI IS U I 25 43 S (LA 3 R L)
FIAE AR (LA 3 mm 5L ) | AR T b (A / 22500, e
B R AR (L2 em 5L 95 R TR0 ( Je i 548 g g 1
PR IR AR 58 7FCAth ) | 528 IXURS: 743 (T & B + IR &/ S + 55
&) ARG 1 REHEML R HEH .CRP(LL 180 mg/L
KT o BRI R AT R, BMI, A5 BLAR AR T
Hi JEEE XU PE 4 RS 55 1 K CRP 5 PPAP 19 & 2E %51
FHIE (P{E4<0.05) (£ 2).

W LR Z N A G R LN ERIA L
Kl R Logistic [815 53 B , I 2R HI J7 22 2 K PR 46 95 25 1
i) 2 JE LA V45 2R W R A AR TR T kb, 5
SRS V43 1 5 22 BB R T3> 15, S A7 e ™ e 2 e
TCHERR D A 43 o e 24 A o , A AR
(OR=5.083,95%CI:1.703 ~ 15.172, P=0.004) g JI3: Ji 3t
(OR=5.925, 95%CI: 1.986 ~ 17.677, P=0.001) . K J5 2§
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Table 1 Baseline data of patients

eIz Bl

i (%) 59.5(56.0 ~ 66.0)
(%) ] 59(51.8)
BMI(kg/m®) 21.9(20.3 ~ 23.0)
AREGA I E (EIHLE K >34.2 wmol/L) 77(67.5)
[(#1(%)]

WEIRME L1 (%) ] 10(8.8)

R LR [ (%) ] 22(19.3)

44.2(6.4 ~100.1)
112.0(100.5 ~ 123.0)

AR EHEAILT 2 (pumol/L)
ARRTIMLLT A (g/L)

ARAETHEM (g/L) 38.8(35.2~40.3)
ARHTIRIES 5[] (%) ]
b 74(64.9)
PTCD 17(14.9)
ENBD 23(20.2)
FARI K[ (%) ]
RPD 62(54.4)
LPD 52(45.6)
F AT (h) 6.3(4.8~17.5)
AR a2 (mL) 250.0(137.5 ~ 300.0)
ASA 531 (%) ]
2% 29(25.4)
3% 83(72.8)
4% 2(1.8)
FIHEE HA<S mm [ #](%) ] 37(32.5)
JEE B b /S <0.75 [ 1911 (%) ] 44(38.6)
Jih e e R AR <2 em[ 91](%) 59(51.8)
R ERLE R[] (%) ]
B A i g 26(22.8)
223795 4(3.5)
ppticl ) & BN ] 53(46.5)
JiliKES 11(9.6)
Ho Al B 20(17.6)
ARIFH 1 REEMLZE (pmol/L) 29.8(12.4 ~ 83.3)
NI 1 RAHEHA (g/L) 34.1+4.6

A543 1K CRP(mg/L) 54.6(23.7 ~ 129.0)

1 BML AR EFEE PTCD , & S I 25 B 5 1 AR s ENBD , 22 4 B3
LI BIRA  RPD, JLE AR+ 5 VIR A  LPD B rs S b+ — 48
B IR A s ASA, 2 [ JRR 1 B U 10 2  P/S A, T /ML JE CT {5 ; CRP, C-
SN
1 X CRP(OR=5.419,95%CI:1.586 ~ 18.513, P=0.007)
A MIPD AR J&5 PPAP % A 5 0l 37 f& 16 K 2 s BMI Y OR=
3.214(95%CI:0.990 ~ 10.428, P=0.052) , 3235 B Z K,
eI AT B8 B o BRAE B A L BRI TR b A o A B R Y
F£OHI55 T BMIXT PPAP Bk 37 5200 , 75 B REEAC i — A
(R 3),

2.3 #:PPAP A A M4 &4 MIPD KJG 45 5 PPAP
21 4451 £ 3 (1A J M 30T S a2 461) € 2B 1 il
WITHAEMEE TR ) ARG 90 KIET; Ak PPAP 4L+ 2 il i
H UBIAR S M 0T ot 1 B FE B R AN RO ARG
90 RAET-. MIALARJG 25 R xf L 45 51 7, PPAP 4 1)
Clavien-Dindo 3/4 4¢3 % 5E (40.7% vs 11.5%, P=0.002) .
POPF (48.1% vs 24.1%, P=0.017) . Jf§ JtE B s (51.9% vs
27.6%,P=0.019) .if7 & i Bt (37.0% vs 16.0%, P=0.020)
ARG 90 RILT (14.8% vs 2.3%, P=0.040) & 4= & i 3%
1 THE PPAP A1 AL A2 BRI AR S5 B 300 Hh i AR 1 HE
ZRFER R G A ICU ARG A B KB AR 90 K
FE TR FEF AR AR TR BB & A 0 T 22 535 T
it B L(PAEY>0.05) (% 4) .
2.4 % PPAP 5 POPF X A W 24 & & MIPD R /& 4
B MR JE S & 4L PPAP 5 POPF s 114 ] 5 43
PPAP-/POPF -4 (66 i , 57.9%) . PPAP+/POPF -4 (14
1 ,12.3%) .PPAP—/POPF+41 (21 fi] , 18.4%) 5 PPAP+/
POPF+41(13,11.4%) VU . F&ARSATE5 AT, U
] Clavien-Dindo 3/4 2 I K AE N e 2801 5 1 e
B HBE AT 90 RIET K A 3R KA S 1 e KA AR
S Gt X (PAE SR 4<0.001 ,<0.001,0.014
0.002.0.034.0.005) , HAx 6 b PUZH BB AA Lb A 25 S 35 0
gt L (PE>0.05) (K 5).

Sy i — 25 BEVT PPAP XF 45 JR) 119 52 i) J2& 5 il 57 F
POPF, Jf i 7~ PPAP & POPF X 45 &) (19 5% Wil , 43 %Il 4
PPAP—/POPF -4 5 PPAP+/POPF-41 . PPAP—/POPF+ 41
5 PPAP+/POPF+ 4 L\ }2 PPAP —/POPF - 41 5 PPAP+/
POPF+ 21 (1) 45 Jay AT W PR LL 328 . 45 2R 7R, PPAP -/
POPF-415 PPAP+/POPF—2H )R Ji5 45 JastH L, B & A
PPAP i 3% (1) Clavien-Dindo 3/4 2% I & i & 1 %8 (28.6%
vs 6.1%, P=0.039) } R Ji 90 KFET- K& 4 R (14.3% vs
1.5%, P=0.078) 5t & = T K & 4= PPAP 5 POPF 1y (57,
AR IE J5 22 S 4 JC e v 2 S, HE AT 8 D57 20 A o
BUNRIRGE 5 B E A . HARFEPRMAL a] e, 22 71
TG ¢ X (P{E > 0.017) . PPAP—/POPF+ 4 5
PPAP+/POPF+ 4 (1) R J& 45 Jay X LU 45 2R W |, 78 & A=
POPF HJ1 LT , PPAP 1) & A5 B i BB 20 £ Bt ) 8] (2=
3.357,P=0.005) , K ZH A A it 5 /N AR SR IR T 22 KR A
W HE— L WE . AR FE AR 4L IR A2 E )5 25 R ¥ 5
P L (PEYI>0.017)

2.5 REMAEEH T PPAPS POPFe £ 2 O 11404
H RN T 5 A 1T AR (<3 mm iE M ATRAS , >3 mm
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#&2 MIPD R/5PPAP B EEHERERL
Table 2 Univariate analysis of risk factors for PPAP after MIPD

K2 PPAP ] (n=27) 4 PPAP A (n=87) ESRANIEN P1H
E>65 4 [151(%) ] 7(25.9) 26(29.9) X'=0.157 0.692
(%) ] 17(63.0) 42(48.3) X=1.780 0.182
BMI>24 kg/m[ #1](%) ] 9(33.3) 12(13.8) X'=4.016 0.045
AR I EE I ] (% ] 16(59.3) 51(58.6) X'=0.003 0.953
BRG] (%) ] 1(3.7) 9(10.3) X=0.457 0.499
f LR [ (%) ] 3(11.1) 19(21.8) X=1523 0.217
ARATEREIELLER (umol/L) 52.5(6.8 ~101.7) 35.7(6.2 ~99.6) 7=-0.257 0.797
ARATIMELLEE H (/L) 112.0(104.0 ~ 124.0) 112.0099.0 ~ 123.0) Z=-0.007 0.995
ARHTHAE M (g/L) 38.1(34.7~39.4) 38.9(35.2 ~ 40.6) Z=-0.687 0.492
ARAGIGES ] H (%) ] X'=0.754 0.686

I 16(59.3) 58(66.7)

PTCD 4(14.8) 13(14.9)

ENBD 7(25.9) 16(18.4)
FARIFA (%) ] X=1410 0.235

RPD 12(44.4) 50(57.5)

LPD 15(55.6) 37(42.5)
TSR] (h) 6.0(4.8~7.5) 6.6(4.8~8.3) Z=-0.777 0.437
AR i & (mlL) 200(100 ~ 300) 300(150 ~ 300) 7=-0.387 0.699
ASA =3 9 [ (%) ] 22(81.5) 63(72.4) X'=0.893 0.345
T HAR<3 mm [ f)(%) ] 14(51.9) 23(26.4) X'=6.071 0.014
JHRRR L P/S <075 411 (%) ] 16(59.3) 28(32.2) X'=6.374 0.012
JiH R e K EAE<2 em [191(%) ] 16(59.3) 43(49.4) X'=0.798 0.372
I BREE R[] (%) ] X=2413 0.120

JHRMR T4 i A PR TR 4(14.8) 26(29.9)

HoAth 23(85.2) 61(70.1)
JiRe XU T 43 [ 451] (9%) ] X'=10.067 0.002

Tefak: +k e 3(11.1) 39(44.8)

e+ 24(88.9) 48(55.2)
AR J5 EAEM L (wmol/L) 33.6(14.0 ~ 63.5) 28.6(10.4 ~ 83.4) 7=-0.147 0.883
ARFEH1IRAEA (L) 33.9+54 342+4.4 1=0.208 0.835
ARJFH 1 K CRP=180 mg/L[ #1(%) | 9(33.3) 12(13.8) X'=4.016 0.045

T BML AR AR PTCD, 8 TS RIBE I 51 A s ENBD , 28 N B S RS AR s RPD , HLas A 48 B VIR A s LPD B IFE Ba e |+ — 5 i D)
BRA s ASA, 32 (BRI P25 5 P/S {FL, IBEIR/EHE CT {1 CRP, C- KL EE 4 s MIPD , SR BB+ 48 I VIBRAR s PPAP , IRAR VI BRA S5 SRR 42

%3 MIPD R/ PPAPHIEM B RH S E RN
Table 3 Multivariate analysis of risk factors for PPAP after MIPD

HE OR(95%CI) PAE
BMI(<24 kg/m*=0,224 kg/m*=1)  3.214(0.990 ~ 10.428) 0.052
FHEE EAG3mm=0, <3mm=1) 5.083(1.703 ~ 15.172) 0.004
I i s (A =0 , Z24k=1) 5.925(1.986 ~ 17.677) 0.001
RIGH 1K CRP(<180 mg/L=0,  5.419(1.586 ~ 18.513) 0.007

>180 mg/L.=1)

7 BMI, /R EFE 50 ; CRP, C-JZ W 75 1 s MIPD , S B+ — 38 4 1)
BRA s PPAP, IR VIBRA J5 S0Pk IR 45

RE SO ) TEAT 4321, AT AR AR 2514 PPAP 5
POPF KM FR . &5 5o, ARBEIR S, PPAP
5 POPF JoHH i 156 (P{E>0.05) (£ 6)

3 itig

A B 5T 45 F B R, PPAP UGB I R 5 H AT A A
POPF [ f& sz PRI 22 AR B, 32 JB4E 40 5 ot b 5 R A0 j 8 R
A= PPAP (9 AU 73 591 29 R iE 7 B E B 5 A% 5 6 Ao 1Y)
Quero 25 VI 1442 & 520 {5 PD HR 25 114 [ JB5 1R AF 5% A1
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Table 4 Postoperative outcomes of MIPD stratified by PPAP occurrence
SES PPAP 4 (n=27) 4 PPAP 41 (n=87) SiHE P1E
Clavien-Dindo 3/4 %43t K AE[ (%) ] 11(40.7) 10(11.5) X'=9.863 0.002
POPF[ (%) ] 13(48.1) 21(24.1) X'=5.676 0.017
N HRIICN 4(14.8) 6(6.9) X=0.777 0.378
ARG W30 it [ 4] (% ) ] 3(11.1) 9(10.3) X’<0.001 >0.05
A5 EHEZS TR [ (%) ] 4(14.8) 8(9.2) X'=0.223 0.637
JoJs e 91 (%) ] 14(51.9) 24(27.6) X'=5.460 0.019
SRS 1 (%) 5(18.5) 6(6.8) X=1.998 0.157
HAICULH(%) ] 1(3.7) 3(3.4) >0.05
RIGHEBEREL () 20016 ~23) 19(16 ~ 27) 7=-0.124 0.902
A BE (%) ] 10(37.0) 14(16.0) X'=5.439 0.020
AR5 90 RAETHRITEFAR[41(%) ] 1(3.7) 4(4.5) X’<0.001 >0.05
ARJE 90 KAE T FFABE LB (%) ] 1(3.7) 3(3.4) >0.05
AR5 90 KIETZ[ 61 (%) | 4(14.8) 2(2.3) X'=4.207 0.040
11 : PPAP BRI VIBR A S A VEBRIR A s POPF , RS 2 5 ICU , HAE MR 4 2% s MIPD , (BB — 48 I VIBR AR .
&5 #POPFRPPAPXEFERSERMIPD RIGEF
Table 5 Postoperative outcomes of MIPD stratified by the occurrence of POPF and PPAP
PPAP-/POPF-# PPAP+/POPF-#{ PPAP-/POPF+Z1 PPAP-+/POPF+2

ak (n=66) (n=14) (n=21) (n=13) P
Clavien-Dindo 3/4 %I & 5E[ 1 (%) ] 4(6.1) 4(28.6) 6(28.6) 7(53.8) <0.001
MR [ 11 (%) ] 3(4.5) 2(14.3) 3(14.3) 2(15.4) 0.157
AR B st [ ] (9% ) ] 7(10.6) 0(0.0) 2(9.5) 3(23.1) 0.280
A5 EHEZS 2R [ (%) ] 4(6.1) 1(7.1) 4(19.0) 3(23.1) 0.104
i s e [ (%) 11(16.7) 5(35.7) 13(61.9) 9(69.2) <0.001
51 91 (%) 2(3.0) 2(14.3) 4(19.0) 3(23.1) 0.014
AICU[H(%) ] 3(4.5) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(7.7) 0.557
ARIGABER £ (d) 18.0(15.0~23.0) 19.0(15.5~22.0) 26.0(21.0~32.5) 22.0(16.5~30.0)  0.005
M BEL (%) ] 7(10.6) 3(21.4) 7(33.3) 7(53.8) 0.002
AR5 90 KAETHRITEFAR[#(%) ] 4(6.1) 1(7.1) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0.720
AJE 90 KAETHI FFARE LB (%) ] 2(3.0) 0(0.0) 1(4.8) 1(7.7) 0.468
AR5 90 KAET [ (%) ] 1(1.5) 2(14.3) 1(4.8) 2(15.4) 0.034

TE; PPAP, BRIRVIBRA 5 SEBRIR S s POPF A 8 s ICU, HOAE 4722 s MIPD, S BIBR + 48 i VIR AR

B30 TRMIS5E , TS EAR<3 mm FIBAR BT 32 4K
Bk 2 PPAP (T f e R 25 . BEAEBFSY B, R
5 M5 T TR 25 L 0 M o5 LU 522230 B 5
5 RRAS L AR BT R T A I AR A Th BB 2 R
5 [ A KL 1) S5 I IR A 2 D0 I R A T A o
W, PPAP () %4 AL L TT -5 30 4 TR S AL, 55 1B 5|
V32 BELTTT 57 WO AT 06 o TEAT IR ) & i, B 22
A A B0 T R B R T G, IR B R v 4
Lo L 2 R P T B S BB A G R,
X e L S AR, o PR 4 B K JE AR S SR 4B | R
Ja AR L, T S 3 YA 5 e P 0 ) A
Ve, AT BEJE: PPAP % 2B O T ML . JE 19 AR 1oy 0

W& BRI IA R POPF AH G = fE I & L (H X PPAP
e B SR TE AR [R5 v 6 A7 i AR 4% SR
BN BRI E PPAP SR N 2, il BB S AEA
JIN TR R A g A R A RIS AR o L A1 (26.3% )
AR ARTT B R A8 R 02 R AR 4 S8 35 1 PPAP
M B Ry HA B RL 50% (13.3% vs 27.4%) . R
J& 55 1 X CRP>180 mg/L ‘#H( PPAP & AR T+ 5, th AR
AEAESE 2 ESE T PPAPAE A BR AR JH MR (14 2tk 20 (1 A
ISR (EMER % P hick R Ay U NS et g Y N R ey v R A e L
PR 200 /9 E 40 L G AR X PPAP (14 5 0 e A 23, A3
KRB — LI UE . AR IRFEFR , A58 AR SR
JE M EERR LT 2 B AT R KX PPAP & AR
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#6 A EEREMGTPPAPSPOPFHIXER
Table 6 Correlation between PPAP and POPF under
different pancreatic conditions

" POPF POPF

kil BE i) ) P

O Hb 2 R A R A 11 0.242
PPAP# 5 1(20.0) 4(80.0)

4 PPAP 4] 6 4(66.7) 2(33.3)

5 VS A AT A 26 0.202
PPAP 4 18 7(38.9) 11(61.1)

I PPAP 4 8 6(75.0) 2(25.0)

U Hb 22 FORRL R A 33 >0.05
PPAP# 23 5(21.7) 18(78.3)
AEPPAP 10 2(20.0) 8(80.0)

PR AR 44 0.506
PPAP#] 41 8(19.5) 33(80.5)

I PPAP 4 3 1(33.3) 2(66.7)

< B84 2L RE AR BN (U e 2 T A0 L 11491, KBkl

B, 4 LT LA s PPAP JBEAR U0 B AU 2 M B AR % 5 POPF, AR S
ek,
SN, TEAR R AT 5T T AN S AR R, HL H R = 3880k 48—
O (=B S s e I PN N 1 A O W e = W B
SRAR AT AT IS, A5 5 R B IR AE AR PPAP Y
MR R . RV ETE A R HLES AN TR R
o, H e H 43 AR5 I & E (A AR W58 o RPD 5 LPD
F£ PPAP 1 & A 7 22 5 G243 X, v R SRR AR
AEXF A/ L I 0P AP 5 A7 7 S 28 O £ A G, PRI 75 K
FEA BT REPEOF 58 3 — 20 317 R J7 X6 PPAP R A 1Y
A

XF B B BT RIS R g it A & 3, PPAP 1 &
A5 R I RAE (POPF 8 s I e a4 B =R )5
90 RAET- Y &R VMG . %6 T RRAF IR CE
S PPAP 1 & A= 5 POPF % U AH X, A HERR POPF X &
TG W sE e, AR 5% 45 £ 35 2 5 & 2 POPF 5 PPAP #E 4T
4328, FE 1% BA B L 48.19% 9 PPAP i & - & POPF,
38.2% (1) POPF 53 £E A PPAP, 459 R, 175 R K E
POPF {15 &5 T, PPAP (1) & 5 3 Clavien-Dindo 3/4 2%
I K AE (28.6% vs 6.1% , P=0.039) 2 R J5 90 KILT & 1E
R (14.3% vs 1.5%, P=0.078) . Tt , HAZ IE 5 25 745
TGt 5 X HAE &4 POPF (945 L T , PPAP i &
ST REVE /D POPF £ 3 B9 A Be v fa] ( 27=3.357, P=0.005) ,
{F PRSI ZH B AS R 35 /N AR e i T R AR AR 5 0 — A5 30
U T — T4 A 124 BB 5% 1) Meta 53 A7 75, PPAP
7E POPF F) % Ji v S 45 S R4 200 PR ke B IR 3 2%
A= PPAP HY RS IE0E AT 0, X il 3 10 3 A B AR T s 2L

AHEEE XL, HEiPPAP % POPF MHLEITIAS WA, A
WF T4 A B4R 5 AR T b HE B AL 4, S A AS TR R R 45
4~ PPAP 5 POPF [ & & , &5 R Won & Jo i %
PEo TR ELAR 5 R AR o AN B W A5 T i S A O
Ui PPAP A BE38 23175 & 4= B 5l Ry il 1 AR A i o5 350Jm)
TR AL LUK i i A R4 B2 5 e S B ) A I, DT
HPOPF 1y &4 . ERKIAFUS J7 1, Quero 2127052 1 i
[ PE 43V LI 98 A 64 31 PR g iR 545 i 252 PDIRYT Y
B A R PPAP 4 54E PPAP 4 K il 25 - JF
TG4 X, IR R FEAR B/ KR B Z
FEHIE

WE A WL A5 A, RS AP AT RE 55 e 350 Bk 1l S 2 Jike
P DY A T DA R R T AN A S 0 8 ST 98 E )
6 S REAR 9628 H B2 X PPAP % 2 % JE R BL) 5T
RIXHIER , T = R SRR T 2 PPAP A 3y
225 POPF AH AL, 1 LA AT 5 S if T 1ok 2. &
P18 — PR AR IO 5 R R 118 25 SO0 5% £ oty ke 19 s 6z A1 28 g A
hE G, P AIVRR B D NS R A bk G TR T R S P
LIS PPAP WY & A o BFGEIN N, AR 4L 400} B0 ok dike
55 F JO RS I X2 Ay R, T 1 T A RT3 ke R i
FRE ) Bellotti 45 PO BF5E & B, i AR 40 7T 2 A5 42
PUBE AT FEAR PPAP (1 & A 232, W] fig 501 40— 28 ele s Jil
PR BUAGIRAT C o TAE T ARG L 1 B4R 1%
kG ok B MR USRI R AR A Rk it B ik, DT R R
Bl K 22 43 32 5 7 LS8 i 22 B 8 J 11 e Jok o 96 4
B, ik A S B AR 7 5 < sk ) BEL BT [0 37 5 747 R A W) 45 sf
N HEBE A TE W) A5 7 2, FE PR UE W) & 5 A 11 R T
ARFEW) A IF ], TR AL R 2D B vl G U, e T i
FEEERRE L . X FAETERARSN 3 M T RE AN 4 AR T4
2R BT IR R T b R K A AR <3 mm 1) (R S
B AR AN <3 mL-kg™ - b7 ATHE I PPAP 1) & 4=
U EHT % JEAE X PPAP IR MR YT 250, 2 R
5 APRMUMIGTT 7 5 BVAE & CE 3R 3CRE bR E
SRR AE R IR PR W o W B AR AR
B AN ) V43 D0 1 [ st T g P AR i, DA T o ) f
FR IR 7 A1 O 2B R 2R 4 1 2 5 BB O PPAP R 3
Mok 25 4D IR A Ry M FE R RGBT B A 8 T o4
MR IE5IE23) . 25 221 — B REHL TR I R | R4
J& PD ARG E I LA KA EE AL, AR A
AR ) AT B 2 k2D PD R i 8 R IR &
i o ESE T R TR A YT PPAP (AT AR 7 B
T2 [ BERIE T S AT RE PRI DR 58 BEA T 30 IE
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ARWFFEAFAE LT SR R : (1) B Bl EipE 53T, 6
12 50 4k G R PR AR R 5 05 S IR AT 5 (2) 9 191 5 /b (114
) 4304 (e Jo b 22 R A A D RE AR AN AL, 1T
fiE 52 ) K 56 30 RE 5 (3) A 5% I [a) 255 B 48 K (2015—2023
4£),2015—2018 4EXF PPAP [N RAS /2, Al REA7 76 510
W BRI, R B AR S P A R B IR SRR LT SR AERT
FE A [R] °] G A7 75 40 10RO PPAP 12 W7 7™ A T4t
(4) AN TS 16 b CUn B R 545 T S8 B9 00
AR R AT oAl PPAP X H 3 e 1] 45 =)
BRI 5 (5) B5CHR WACAR B A N A 3 08 IR 35 W i 52 i 44536
T . AT IR Z rhts RAEASHT IS M 58 #h 72
Lvallos

LE LTI, RS EAR BRI R JE 2 1K CRP
5 MIPD AR5 PPAP &A= B UIAHIG , PPAP Al R HUR f5 HoAlh
FELAEEBAET:, I 5 POPF B UIMIE . Bl & X
PRI IR 5 PR R 5 T R H 2552, BIAME K&
JEAH, I PPAPAE i MIPD ARJE RS RS, e TA
WFFEZE A AT LRI R A (1) F AT <3 mm JPEHR T
SRR R R IR Se R BERS Al A v A (ANl &
JEAE SR BRI B I ] <30 min) 5 (2) RSG5 1 K H1
W5 CRP, CRP>180 mg/L# 48 h & A [ 3% CT, F.1
PRI PPAP; (3) JC POPF |}, 7 % U] W ] Clavien-Dindo
3/4 I K RE G I L R o, — HL & AR
T, JE R bR AR RN AR SRR A B
T b b &5 MIPD (R R It TR .

IEZERE AT HTET2021F2 A 16 A 2w &L X
FWEF —ERLELER LS, 5 . 2021-KS-GD-
16-02,

FIZEME AR ARG EAEATA) H0 R
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