GIRELEE

Hax s BV @ IR @ b b B+ A5 B Y BRI (3 v X 72 AT AL C = 28
20RRED Y R 7 H3H Y, % O T8RRI EESE - 15 W5 V) BRI e g i £ 5
HIMTH 2, EFE, BEGEYEOREIED )V X7 # KT I LwITiEL L
T Blumgart k23S S U FRFCHERA L T 528, UFIT > Tzl (1
HAEAE - 2 WIFER) RO FL—v T 3 9 —PEEHIKL, ikoEns K
L—V7 17 —EEORPICHFLEL T2l 3,

SR - Jivk 0 MEbT 2010 4F 4 H~2021 4E 6 H oI A+ 485 VIR %
MEfT L7z 296 itk e L, fiite 1 HE - it 2~4 HH - it 5~7HHD
L—v T 17 —¥DfETHIKL 72,

FESE A 1 P& & Blumgart 2575 C, flitk 2~4 HHO A CTHEEZ R
»7z (P=0.016), NR%ZBIREUIMCIRE T 5 L itk 1 HH2® P=0.014, itz
2~4 HHZ P=0.031 & Blumgart 2 ECTHREICFL—V T I 7 —EEIMEET
botz, fiHE 1 HEESE 2 HFEOELZ L, It TOHEERR
Diholz, THLICFL—VT T —XEHEE k5 GEHRKT % %28 TR
A5 e, itk 1 HHCHEE, flinio BMI &fi. HbAlc {KfH, KDY soft,
CONUT 227 5 mibA B3 Y | itk 2~4 HH CIZfE7% (Blumgart 253

LIV DAY | iite5~THHTEHEORFIERERDIDL LTHEL AL -
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FEVIBR IZWCR D A7 T O ABETHEML T2 12, BEYIERo T b FEsE+—
FEIGVIRMTIZ. W E 22 IR R 2-3%RED Y 27255 0 39, I+
TEIG VIR R % & BHE C ORI £ 5 I 3T o EAKRINTH 2 39, Y]
WAl B 0 B I D % . 2005 4F International Study Group of Pancreatic Fistula
(ISGPF)ic X v = o Witk#e (ISGPF classification) 28 FL— ¥ D7 I 7 —+
REOMEIC XV ERI N, UEZz oBERA SRSz 9, 2016 FRHTD
RET DR S 7e Do 2 DEEHEITHE o T T T B YT BRB R R A 2 1%
3-50% & JAHIPHTH b S PORBERAER LM T I 2 TETVELZHL I
NTWnn,

S E I RE EEY A I B W ORI (1S 235 v nTw 3 2,
WA, RGBS ORERBED Y X 7 KT X4 58 L\wike LT Blumgart i
DS B L L DfiEks b Z OEMEIHE ST 51, BRLTH
kR % 9 1 T Blumgart 2 E OB AR E Y BRI FEaHETEE o
Twb, FL—viREtoT 17 —¥IRED(ED, Blumgart 285 &, % HLLART
ICATo T fiifiE (1 HHESR) . S cbhbhAHRED G E W & T

INBIEFICHEM L T 2 (2 HIF#) DL TR 2028 5 222 WG 5,
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2010 £ 4 H X9 2021 4F 6 H £ Cic YBecirbn 7= FsE + el biFRifr 296 41
ERRELEZZNO OERRBICE L ChAmEHELEMHL 72, MHK 1 #
Ff 12 & Blumgart 25 319, il 2 BIFE 9ic s 10 2 ERE o 6k 1c B S
T3PV oT I 7 —IREOBGR ARG L 72,

W eI EEE+ 3B VIERTT  (Pancreaticoduodenectomy LAT PD & B&ECE) .
2 IRAFFESE T 355 YIERT  (Subtotal stomach-

preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy A SSPPD & B&:C). MM reiEsa+ 45
HEYIERMRT (Pylorus-preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy LA PPPD B&EE) C s\
T, Child ik EHER R e LTl b, YRbcIBAERMTR 10,
Blumgart 2875, flilH= 2 HFEE1T-o T2, fERIX, MHXNEEWHE ICHEE
ZERVI & O L 72 RS E TR EI S 21T o CTh 0, 201044 HA 5
2014 £ 9 H £ ol dafos b= 1 BfE S Lk 2 ifdEcd -
7o 2014 4£ 9 H 2> b Blumgart kD % 1F, R4 I Blumgart 225 234 H
A THREICRb o THEFELE LTRRAI NS X5k by, BE sy
FEDTEW L o T B, FiliH 2 B IR IC X 2 D Y R 7 KED 72
DIT, MR RIC & 0 EFEDZE & 2 K FRE S IEERECERL, 37 HO

W % &> OB CHE L 72 (K1), Blumgart ZE 28T 2 X517k -
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b BRIERF S 2 ERE MG IERE K <20 85 Ll Lo mEiEs, X7
oA NG DB AR RAEGNICIE 2 iffd 2 Bk oz, SHO N L — v
7 7 —EHIIEVIROMEBEO b DR L 72,

FL— Y 3EEEEHO Ligke TRiczhEN24Fr 7 7 favFa—T%1
AfForvuo—XFPL—viediclEL, 2Rz TOEEHlo FLr—v
L C Winslow fLiC 24Fr 7 7 4 2 v F 2 — 7 % PABHRRE R 5 ke & L CRIE
LCwd, fiitaNL—v7 I7—¥fli%. flith 1 HH. itk 2~4 HH. it& 5
~THHIITRCO FL— vHEREZHRIL CHIEL. ZoRKfEXKL 72, F
L— VvEBBFEHIE LTET 2 7 —¥D3EUTICR>Thb, HRaicikE
T 20 %FEAI &332, Blumgart ZEORE N L — v 7 3 7 — ¥ 2MEfE CIRESL
HchbniF4 HothExr T2 e dnl e Lz, FEEOZKICEI L <t ISGPS
DFHE I HE ST T 72 D,

@ LH DRI T

BHEOERRET L UCTHER. TR, FERE L BB, EREE . HbAlc,
CONUT = =7, FAlikefl, Hife, s fesEgoe i ~7, FREREmho
T DMERSKZ M L 72, £ OB FAMGELER ICEEH D W& 1E, FINHE
EDHEER CT OEERORAME A L7z, CONUT a7k A Bk

HACH REREZ ML L 72461 CH 0 G 7 v 7 3 VfE - R Y v ¥ BREL -
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WAL ATH—EEZZ2aTEL, KEARLAEEL LTHwORTEY,
S5 ERPEERELNRICELU L) A2 EEZLNTNES D,
@AM FL—v 7 I 5 —¥HDHIK
HEMAMNCrL—v 7 I 7 —RHICERD 5 &5 2k, YbiEHEEEMX
TH oAl 1 HAREEIEEFE U<, filH 1 HHE L Blumgart 2575, filiH 1
HARFAE LA 2 AR, b okl L. itk 1 HE. it 2~4 HH. it 5~7
HHZ N ZNWTHET L7z, & OITHER] % R R & BEE B LASLC 43 1T COMGET b
Mz 7z,

OFL — V7 7 —YEEELE % 2 ERET O T

FL—v7 37—Vl HEICBES 2 MREED & 2 K7 offfr e LCid, kil
o BEEFIN T 2 <, izt (PD/SSPPD,/PPPD). ffith D Bl o il & (hard
/soft) . FETiE (Blumgart 28k Z nWbAb) . iRkl (6, /). itk
7THHD FL—viilE., & (M 2 & oLt EoRbE) | it BMI (4
& DWELUE R ZINATHRET L 72, BEERRNTO 9 L ERED
A X% 3mm LLE,3mm K, CONUT == 7135 L5 K& LTz

2R L, Mz 1 HE, itk 2~4 HH. it 5~7 HHZh Zh CHET L 72,
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eI I IEF A BT R L Tt Mann-Whitney @ U BE, & FELEICH
LCIid A4 2 i % F v e A8 o 3 BEILERIC A A L Tt Kruskal-Warris
BREZH W, 2 LCEERBITClEe Y 2T 4 v ZRIESI 21T, BEHIC
HOKEKBDECTCHe Y 27 4 vy 2RO 2TV, 2T v 774 X
BT RO AL 0.05, FRZEIL 0.10 L HE L7, P<0.05 xHE%EH Y LH

Wil 7z, & COREHENAENTICIZ SPSS24(IBM,USA) % fif > THEME L 72,

4 296 Bl R C O FRE W [RE AN RE IC CTRIETIES AL TITb
4 BRI L 72 292 Bl 2 bR & L 7=, A0 1 BRI 142 fild v . il 2
AP T 45 . Blumgart 22313 105 & - 7=, A= 1AM IC 11 6. fiiH
2 2 AR IC 16, Blumgart 253512 5 67 — X RIBFED b L7z 7= DFRAL L 72
(X2),

QL H DY RAT

i 1 #1754, Blumgart 2%k, filH 2 IHEZ NI OBOBRETRIIEL1 D
WY TH T, BEEEEPBAELI A, CBIL CTHiH 2 AP ch B IC R

DS 23% 2> 7= (P<0.0001), F7-. HbAlc fd Blumgart 2% & il 2 HH
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FHOMTHERENRH -2 (P=0.013) (X3),

@AM RO FL—v 7 35— B0 ik

- FifiH 1 BAF§EE & Blumgart ik & D g (3% 2)

SPBICBE W TR %1 HEIZP=0.304 CdH Y HEEIZED b Nisd o 7225,
e 2 ~ 4 HHIZ P=0.016 & G IC Blumgart £EC7T 3 7 —¥KETH - 7=,
it 5 ~7 HHTIX P=0.144 L HEZIIFED b d - 7z,

R % PFRBICR S &, il 1 HEEE Blumgart ZEO FL—v 7 17—+ D
Helgcix, itk 1 HH I3 P=0.934, fii#% 2~4 HH<TIZ P=0.221, ffit 5~7
HH<TIZ P=0.196 TH Y WIT NI HFEEEZRD D 5T,

PER B LM Clbi 32 &, itk 1 HH A5 P=0.014 & HEIC Blumgart &%
TT7 I 7—¥KiETH Y, itz 2~4 HEHICBL TH P=0.031 L HEELAD
720 i85 ~7 HHTIZ P=0.615 L HFEEZFDRP-72(FK2),

- FTEH R 1 AT & FiH R 2 I e o ki (3% 3)
EFERICEWTNIE 1 HEIZ P=0.01 THH HFECHBR 1 HHETcy 27—
YIRETH o7, Mite2~4HH, WMi5~7HHIZZnZHh P=0.565 .
P=0.234 L HFEEXRBD D2 T,

BRBics 32 VL —v 7 I 7 —¥oltikcd, it 1 HHTDA P=0.010 &

ARAEZRD, ilitk2~4 HH (P=0.935), it 5 ~7 HH (P=0.199) <TI3f
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ERBLUIMCIRE L T2 &, i 1 HHIE P=0.918, flitt2~4 HHT
1% P=0.253, ffitt5~7 HHTIZ P=0.394 TH Y WIFNIbEEEZRD LD -
7= (£3),

OFL — 7 7 —YllEEL 75 2 a1 DT

- fiite 1 HH o fEbk 1 (% 4)

AEMEFE 0.05 & 72 5 KT & LT, MR35, HbAlc {X{H, #7HiT> BMI i,
N 2S soft, CONUT Z a7 5 L sk o 7=,

- fifrt: 2 HH~ 4 HH o fafgk1 (8 5)

Hosmer & Lemeshow OE TIXHEMRES P=0.231 TH W EAHEITE <.
HIAFRIE 622%TH o7z, AT v 7T A RIE T BMHEROHKAIL 0.05,
13 0.10 LEE L7, ARIGEE T 2 el & L CifE—, =X (Blumgart
BETR) BKo T,

- itz 5 HH~1ii#2 7 H H o fa &k +

Hosmer ¢ Lemeshow DOFE T3 A EMEXD P=0.552 TH W ESEITE L.
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Slalb b AT FESE+ R AR VIBRART O BRIC 35 & 7 5 BRZZRGW) A it RO o
FAESE IO &, AT L Tzl e . Zo%Hi L CE AL 7 Blumgart
EEBIL T, YBE TR EMHIICHIIEL TWb FL—r 7 17— Y% g
352 L THEL 72,

Blumgart {EO BB L TIE% < OfmX TT CICikE I N TH h 519 HfE
% Offaak CHMEREM R E LG I N TWw 2208, —ETldEd v & DR
HLHY P, FNZEHLLICT LI L, MABICHFEEDEAL T3 figk s’
D7n O D BRI T—HR D R WATHRE 2 HRE 2 G lat & 32 2 &35
OO RERZHINTS 5,

HEY SRR T ICBE LT, fil 2 iERics T, BB ORI S EEICS
<. HbAlc{tid Blumgart ik & ORICHEZE% £ Uz, YPEI3AMiH 2 AT
IR I X 2D ) R 7 R [EEES 2 2o, LR 25 soft, 2, R
TEANE W, DRI TEIC, ¥ 5 ICBREOAIHECERL &2 IkE®
IR L CTTE I L T o T b, EEd 1. 2 2z TEMIZIZ L A &8
A IR+ iR 7 CIREEPAZE & b e IR B LS DIERI T B b | JHE
Wt 2 1E 35 72 BRI S0 WA BRAE % {3 > T\ B 7= OIS 2 0 3, 2 D720 B

Fae & CIEINR 2 & 7o L1BUIRER & 72 5 & RS b BRRE DS BER 3~ 5 7280 29,
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ik 2 AP D FERNIC 1A I HE D I 72 T 2 BEE R UL DSERI 23 % <
72 BT S 3 L HEE X 5, HbAlc ICBAL T b [FRE D B i CHEN 0 i RE 28
KT 2% L BENDWHERED KT 35 728 29 Blumgart ZiED B3 X 0 fililH 2 1
HiEZ B homBHEICE W THLALcMEETH AT R > T0WE LEZ S
Nz,

SpeIC BT MM 1 A L Blumgart 20 FL— v 7 35— L{HOD HEL
TiE, it 1 HAE iS5 ~7 HHICB W THEE IR bNAad o208, flf
%2~4 HHIZAEIC Blumgart ZED FL—v 7 27 —HPlEAEETH - 72,
fitite 1 HH (2 O B o IERENTR I L 0EF ORREIC X W RE B LR T,
fifit2 5 ~7 HH X Blumgart ZZEOBE FL—v 7 I 7 —¥ MK CchH NI 4 HT
KEST2HEPL VL V) FL— VEHEOERIC LY ERH 70 > 7 RETE b
Ez oz, BEBIEN 72T IR 2 &AfiH 1 HFE S Blumgart Z3ED FL— v
77 —¥olkEKicE Witk 1 HHE T P=0.934, fiitk 2~4 HHTIZ
P=0.221, ffi#% 5~7 HH T3 P=0.196 TH YV HEX %2 RD b > 7=, THILH]
R DA FEEEERIC B W TIE% DA hard pancreas TERERD KL, Yo X
5 MHEAIEICE VT O MIELZ 2 - LIt W LRI 5, BB
CRELCHiRT 2 &, itk 1 HH2 S P=0.014 L HEEXRD, flitk 2~4

HHICBEL TS P=0.031 L HEE%RD-, fiitk5~7 HHTIZ P=0.615 ¢ FH
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BERZRORDPo=A, FRRERIUL FL— v EHEOZRIC X ) Z2AH A h
S>-AlREED HE 2 bz,

M 1 1P & A 2 BIRE k. 2B s W TR 1 HE I P=0.01 T
HYBFBICHEHRN1ITHHRCSWTC L -y T I 7 —¥EMKETH 572, &
T 2 B O GARERTE & IC TS ICEE F 2 — 72 BA LS P LS
— V50, ZOMOGEIIEE W X D ERENICERSRE L TLE S 29
eSS, iR 2~4HEHPNEZRS ~7THHICBWTIX, Z2hZh
P=0.565, P=0.234 L HEEZZD R h o7z, TIIIEI P MBEEED R 72T
BIREFIClX 2HIFIECH > CHIRRBEII P cE hwvnwioExX 5, Lo LG
WIC X % contamination 237z R ANETEL T 720 HFE Tl 1 T
EREREN A 1 2 6] R 1 1P © 8 49l Blumgart 2853k @ 3f) AL 72
28, 2 HEEEI < 161 Mo & FELIECTHI 7 e X 5 T Blumgart 2k %
FHT 2 X 9> Th LLIETE IR L T 2 Wi 28I 2 51 13 L 72
D3, BRIEDIFE & B> < FEE 235l IEF N < 222 85 A Lo s, A7 v ¥
%5, DRTE R RAEGIIC X, AETH 2HHEZ B hoTW0nd, ALY
Blumgart Z8i% & i 2 I & o bk, = 1 I & il 2 i
COIE R Y, WICHKESERZ LI hos -0 EZORKIIB I
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FL—v7 17 —YlEnmEEs & 2 fGERTORE IR, itk 1 HEICHWT,
Sk, AT BMI &fiE. HbAlc {KfEH, WS soft, CONUT 227 255 sl E,
DD M2 HH~4 HHICE W TIX, HEMR O A5 72, g 5 HH~
THHICBWTRENDEERGEKRK T L LTELRd o7, itk 1 HHOM
PR IR 7 12 RN DS soft °. HbAlc il AMEAE CHEN T BEREAMR 72 T B 72 &)
FEAL B RE D IR 72 T 2 R R TR 03 % < L AT o BOR o BEIEN R HE 28
58 REBE L T\ B L IRNT X 4 7e . — 7 HHIURERE] 2 TR L AT o RRBR AR B0 AT
BIHH?»OMB7THBICPTFTFL =Y 7 I 5 —¥DlEDOGEHRAET L LTl
Bhbdbol LTELT. FiAKROHSECMiHF ORI NL—vT 17—
YOI E R VIR EZ b, itk 2 HE~4 HH CldfakR v 23 i
D B A - 7251 L | Blumgart ZiKII FL—v 7 37 —E@EfHE 7% 5%
N5 EEZ b7z, Blumgart 2k diHR & 220 | EWmEZ /NG E < v
FLRWEEITo CEAAD X IC L CTHET 2 B9, #cix  mmcmEwiE
ZERICT v 73 ¢ 5N B FIC X Y EFEEICTE 2370 b DR O BEH R f
Rick2AGZIE T 20 RBRAENTEHY . fiE2HEHE~4HHEHTFE
L=V T I7—X¥DfHICERTRELEEZL b, BHEDO N L —VvERKE LT,
itz 4 HEiEO FL—v 7 I 7 —¥EMMETHNIF. FLr—vERPKEL
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I, FL—vikE2 a3 2RHHCcH O | FREO GIHEZ IR X 5 2 L AT
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fe it o R LI R PR IR -1 R S 3L AT S RIRR I S e dr o e B L
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N5, ZORHAIKEL CiZ FL—vEBICRKREILEAI NS
DR OMEE LIl CE T iR E VW EE X B,
ZDOWRITIZTVL DrDREEHLTE Y, O CDIEFIER D 72 0 fEH
BV imnz b, QR X Y BEFROERICERH L L O F L —viFEH
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MR 5720, FL—v 7 17 —¥HD T B HIESEDOFHliICE L T 5 5
CBWTHRICD R VFE EE X2,

PLEX Y. Blumgart Z551C & 2 B I BEEE -+ —3RIGUIBRE: F L — VIR EMETE;
oL —v 7 37— PRS-, BRBED Y R 7 2K X & 2 AlRetk 2
b5,

DL b, BEEE+ 18 YIBRT IC 35T, Blumgart 2751 X o T F L — viIRERET
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Background : Among pancreatic resections, pancreaticoduodenectomy still has a
risk of perioperative mortality of about 1%. In addition, hemorrhage associated
with pancreatic fistula is a major cause of postoperative mortality among
post-pancreaticoduodenectomy  complications. Recently, the Blumgart
anastomosis has been reported as a new method to reduce the risk of pancreatic
juice fistula in pancreatic jejunal anastomosis. We will compare the postoperative
drain amylase levels between the modified Blumgart anastomosis, which has
been adopted in our department, and the Kakita method, which was previously
used for one-stage and two-stage reconstructions.

Methods : A total of 296 patients who underwent pancreaticoduodenectomy in
our department between April 2010 and June 2021 were included in the study
and evaluated by the values of drain amylase on postoperative day 1,
postoperative days 2-4, and postoperative days 5-7.

Results : There was no significant difference between the Kakita method and the
modified Blumgart anastomosis on postoperative day 1 (P=0.304), but there was
a significant difference on postoperative days 2-4 (P=0.016).

In the case of diseases other than pancreatic disease like cholangiocarcinoma and



duodenal papillary carcinoma, in which pancreatic exocrine function is often
maintained, a significant difference was observed between the Kakita method
and the modified Blumgart anastomosis on postoperative day 1(P=0.014) and on
postoperative days 2-4(P=0.031).

Conclusion : In pancreaticoduodenectomy, it was possible to reduce the drain
amylase level by the modified Blumgart anastomosis regardless of the years of
experience of the surgeon. This tendency was especially evident in normal

pancreas.
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