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PD, pancreaticoduodenectomy (BE5A+ —F5HIER)

POPF, postoperative pancreatic fistula (7i71% F£#& M)

ISGPF, International Study Group of Pancreatic Fistula

CR-POPF, clinically relevant postoperative pancreatic fistula

BMI, body mass index

HMRG, hydroxymethyl rhodamine green

gPhe-HMRG, glutaryl-phenylalanine hydroxymethyl rhodamine green
AU, arbitrary units

ROC, receiver operating characteristic

AUC, area under curve

IPMN, Intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm (/& PN FLEE KL itk I 55)

MPD, main pancreatic duct (F#4)



1. 5

OBt DIFERIRIZBOE 2 G IHEICER LSS HELRAIHETH 5, AWFFETIL, HEHE
+ ZHRGUIRIT R IS WM SN D ER DO FE N U TV A AMBE O T e —T 2 T
WETDHZEIZEY, FL—HHRT o7 27 —BREICES IEREMEL Y §iHE)
IEREC ERERRIRIR O U A 7 23 i T & o WRetEavRr Shvic, A%, IO HIE 25
DT OFRERIEE 2 BE Oy R A FTRITEIE. FL—r00E (B
RHRENED, 72 E) ZREZEIHIETT 5 Z LR L 720 | R OFR I FEYIFRO

JARTE B 2 £ Tx 5 L HIFfF S D,



2.1 U OGOHE & L T ORI

A+ — ¥R 5 B BR (pancreaticoduodenectomy; PD)id, FEEEHS DR HBIZKT L TITh L AT T
& ¥ . National Clinical Database & & % &, HAREW TIE 2011~2017 41247 15,000 /475
TS L PDITTHEERAREI O TG EO WS DD —D2 L Z41, Morbidity % 40-
60% CiHL Z % & &5 5, Mortality 1%, 1970-1980 A1 25-30% & HESNDE T id)H
T BN TR L, 1-7%E35 20, FFIC, IR (postoperative pancreatic fistula; POPF)
1% 14-40% >+ 10N OBE TR Z V| POPF XN ZED KL — U R BICAHRET 2 M85 - Hif i
Mortality D KOJRK & 720 5 % 128, % ESERY R il 4 Z 387 & L CTid, PR
JEIZEN ~TRAL, & DOHIIE D A5 fRBE R I L oMM F 28> T, 8 H LB IREE B ik
LR R I C/E L, IR A L 2 e SnD 1315,

2005 4E|Z International Study Group of Pancreatic Fistula (ISGPF)A% POPF %, 7% 3 H H LI
BelCRL — BRI 7 35— PR, IiE 737 —PIERE LR 3 70 b LEssl 16, EAERC
J&EU T Grade A, B, C L5337, BRMIIZIE, POPF O EFAT =T DA T, BRI EE
BIRNH D7 Grade A, 3 ML, LD FL— U FEZMLEEE L, BYIMERH Y . KIE - Hl
BRERCPER G, VY~ hAZF o7 u 7 OEHCKRERR L — VR nE L
% b D% Grade B, B-FITCMIMAE, FELIZE -7 D% Grade C LiEDT, 2016 FTITZD
TEFRMUES L, Grade A 1% Biochemical leak ~fX#> ¥ | Biochemical leakage, Grade B, Grade C

S, IRKHOHRTVDEE 1) 7, L72A»> T, POPF OESE(LZ ) <72 DI,



Tk CREPRAIITAT & DI AN WLEE & 72 % Grade B/C K. RIS Clinically relevant

REBEATOMEDN DD,

=N

postoperative pancreatic fistula (CR-POPF)% Tl L, @@ EIIZHf



# 1. POPF |Zxf9" 5 ISGPF 43%8

Grading

2005 F (FIhR)

2016 4 (EThD)

Biochemical leak

gL

W3 BEUBIC FL— G T S 5
— P> g7 27— FIEHEME FED 3

&

it 3 B HBARRIC R L— Bk T

Grade A R T—PHE>MET I T —YEY | €%l
fE_EBRD 3 fi%
Grade B Grade A 7> D FEEDOVNT U0 Biochemical leak 2> F LDV VT
3EMAE 2D FL—HED
) = RO S EmE 2 s FL— L EEHY
KL — o O E * POPF (B3 B E O LT OV HL
MHY (FL—rOfERE, Hik
A Ik Al wimn, MR, BRI, FIRSE
#, Y~ M AEXF T s kE)
- AR AE RO F AR R, NRREER R L — U & hid T
R, BRSEE, PLAEARL Vv e
T « e R B S T
rNABEF T a ss
Grade C Grade B 7> FEEOWF 4L/ Y N L ¥ oY AN Aoy )

A N R
- T

- J i gE

A

Grade B 7> Fae DWW
- FRFAR
» Migis A~ 4
A

|

POPF, postoperative pancreatic fistula; ISGPF, International Study Group of Pancreatic Fistula



2.2 POPF D¥AEY A7 L4 & HL D R RE A

POPF %44 L < 13ZF O FEIEAIK T & LTk, B 1320 Body mass index (BMI)?'23,
PRI% 24, soft pancreas®?7, HIVNEPEE L 1826 FAf7IRER 2526, Hiifn g 25262829 N L— 8
B 305 R L — BHEEE R 32, IRRIER 3 % 2tk x 7e ) A7 D33RE S 4, POPF %
EEBCHEE LT, FIRFEMICIE, BERBBIREIES DROVEDICT HREE YA 43
ERATT 5 2 LI IEHER 2B T2 Y~ NAZF U7 a IR S 2R 5
o d DN, FERIT POPF & [ S HVEIIRIEHENL S TUVVRUY,

POPF (IffificHE SN L —r oz i T 2 Z L Tiglich, ToE %
WYNZAT 5 2 & TPOPF 7° 5 CR-POPF ~HE1TT 2 Z & 2B 2 EMATRE L 72 203, 4R,
No drain RFH] N L — U RIITUIBRO A2 63, K+ _fRIHBURICBW TS, ikiia
BAlE L. A OHEZ S TR TEHE IND 331363, LaovL, & % Randomized clinical
trial Ti&. No drain policy 7% Mortality % & (F 5 #EF & 72> 72 38, POPF O &EIE(L U X 7 % Jak
BIRHMI L, Rr—r a2 RBHEET &), 2 bRELME T X&), LW omEy)ke

e B L— WHEIT = L AL TH B,

23PD it KL — &8
HALEE S O —FE CHOPERICEAL T, FO4 T H NEH) - BRI EBLZITHEEN5,
— AN, BN R L KENR T, B BIL WD 2 HEIN5 39490, — 57 | IR 531

CIER & ENDE A o RIS OTEVEIIAHB T2 L& LIcb Db Hhiud, HHEIL VeI HHiE



b2 4 Z DR DI IEENICIRAVH T, K SIRIE LT R A IEER L — 2 D3RS~
BLZEER D, FL—0 REPNRINC K SE WA TR K 3 DIk N YL 4k L, POPF O
I A~SES AR HY | FL— IR THIUT R ENE EN D 3313637, — 7 RL—
R BT DIRC > T MK Z MEIREPNIZBATIA S | YD DIEIREN IR IR 2 kT2 8b 8
D, FL— DR E B YN CE LR EDN RO HND,

D DR — AR EDOHEAELL T, FL— PR T IT—BIREZ WA D RSHWHT
WD, RERIZRBOEL T IR LA B ORL— AR T IT7 — B DS 5000 UL L FD5E, ik
ELTHRWETELDOTHS 3, Ll R —2 BEIHRFICHE, BRI DS RAE L= P
RS~ ETITRTE L Mortality (ZIEAE T D ESEGIHEZ R TUAZEZZEL, FL—r 4k E
IFEEIZRLI D252, DTN L — 2 2k B L TH MW (CR-POPF AL 23 Al HE

PEDIRV ) 2% RN R E kU, A THLHEE R D,

2.4 PER K ORL — PR O 7 37— B IR EE LR 1 o iR R

POPF ZWiO KT H 57 I 7 —BITAKRT RUFEOIWNEER Ch v . BhIREE 2 filfie <

B, BOER e A 23 X ) AR E T AV e BEERE ORI E v, R
—VHERT O T X 7 —BRENLT LY POPF OEIEAO TR E R SR> 7o fE L H D
21,4547 0|2 POPF OESEAGICEIES 2 0%, BERTICE £, MRkFEEFME 2 FF> & A0t
METHDEHAITE X, FrlT, TN 7V EBEERICE SN DR R E A DR

D—DTHY, TOEMEZELHEL LTRIET 25T M) 727 u—7 2R~ 135%



L. BEEN AL TE S 2 & &, BERT DX ~ U 7o o atiEME2N il #% CR-POPF |2 B3
WD REME A S LT #51, L LZ2nis BEsR CIEFeN 7o 0 7 u—7 2 [N TRE R
T IEE R E T DE A RIS L CIEZ OB HE AR 5728, RL— B
WKL TiE, M7 T —BIREOPHK Th->Th, KT OIEMLER T OR 2 FENT
IR PRI E R 7R -T2 8, T 72 PR TSR LTI 15 A, JEETN L — PR
1346 KD THY | FHEENLEEE 2 BND, TH LU — kI, FL— O E ST
KOEZHNEIDT, POPF Z 403 L b KM 2 & IXR 53, POPF 73§ 2 # kR E 4 F
% 1= OIWER 2 33 2 7 30 b L\, Zhdbz, RO ST R 7V ok
R D CR-POPF (ZxIT HHlEREZR & BATO, BRHT RO R —HJHRTO7 X7 —RE
IR L LTCNA & OHIREEN LE TH 5,

BiZ, FE M IV roaotEREOMERIL, v~/ 77 Lb— ) —F—L1) KM
OGP LETH Y, WERHAFT2RABBTOND S, FE MU 7 OEOEREN
CR-POPF O FHIKF L 720 . M OEENy F¥A RTHE MU 7 a0t E A RIS
HALIUE, FL— R EOFENAEBIZHW C& ., ERKRICEHTH D720, £ okl

TERDBHFEDNRD B D,

2.5 WFFE D HY
FERN Uo7 =T, b & EEIRPEN CRERIR AL &2 rI R LT 5 72 DI B

I8 YT T L TOIERIR proof of concept e *° & & CHILE first-in-human 55k % 518
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LTW5, SENEIAT v —7 & BERIN TR IR T O R RTEME 2 E T 2 BRI TH

VN, CR-POPF ZHGRIZ FHIT A 72DICHWD Z EXTE A0S ICHRAELT-, FIZ, F

F U T HOGTEPERE I BAZE S 7 ari e RO E R O RREE « A APE A BET L

77‘4-
—o
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3. ik

3.1 %%

BN BRTDT, MBET 2018 4F 9 A XD 2019 4 12 A VZE R HEE+ — 5 YR % it
ITUTZBE 52 B & xtGe & Lo, ARBFFRIIHFERRES RS0 70 LA % vz,
PR - R, B KO, A&, TS & RR A0 TIERR 3 2 BTl ot 7 v — 7 DB % )

& LT, BN fmERE B &R &z [2957-(15)] . 7>, UMIN Clinical Trials Registry
(registration number: UMIN000003654; http://www.umin.ac.jp/ctr/index.htm)(Z & B8k S 41T

Do NV UFESIZAIS THIRZITV, TR REE PO, VT —b Farkr b a

i,

3.2 FfrFH. itk E

BRIR(FEBR+ 3605 2 it %, Child 2512 TRA L7o(B 12848, BEZEAEW G 1A B IE I
Mt ) 7 4T A MEARSR (R 7B L) 2Rz Kakita 5 2 & 5 OV id Blumgart 2814
BTIToT2(¥ 2), BEEZEIBVEIXAERBINEE ) 7 4 T A M&EGR (RY VA FH
Y. WY T ar—MEHNTT72(K3), FHEERICEALO T, BkRZ < BT
54,55 JEEAE 22 IR O A A U CIVE AR VIR L E S VOB T o — 7 AR R L TR X —
EDRERI I~ TSP SN DOPINET 2 — 7 L LT, R ITT ) a—r T L850

REERR L — L 2 B ZE NG W) 650 JE P K O Winslow FLICRHE L T2, ZAUH IR LRI MERE SR

(R AARE S R) TRIES AL, PASAURERHER 51 7R LTz, 1R . ZhBDOPRE N7

12



FOPHETI7—Biaz E L BRIRO R DA Bz WL | BRIAT R A 2L A2 - iR Fr

FAC I THEIELDOA BT~ SREO IS FIWT LT, BEERE AR 2T UL, FLr—r

(TRINEREL, R LB L5013, MUNEE DRI~ EN D I E B 21T

Izo FL—= 77— BN SEICL DL SRR EDND B THLG L FL—& v bl

TRAAZERNTZ 2, ik 14 BUARRI, BRI S 72 < . BIRRED BAF ChHIUR, EETF 2 —

Tk E LT,
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m‘%m e ”,;,:;_ B LRRL—
C./ // ‘ﬁi{it ,/ /’?
/ Ezg] /
4 . BEEYA
j »'
WinslowfLFL—> ,-'/{ﬁ BETHFL—

EEF1—T

X 1 FEER+ 4RI BRI R OB EX

R L — I EZE G A BB FHIZ 2 AR, Winslow FLIC 1 A E L7-, FEERICEDLLT., B

BEBMAEESEN L CHEE T 2 — 7 2 iE LT,
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X 2 BEZEBYE
Kakita {5(A)Tlk, A UHESOME R LT L, WIE L Eha%E S 72, Blumgart 285
B)Tix. Q@& HICZERIEIREEIES L, WA REMET D2 & CHIE L%

B ST,
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X3 EZERDE
BEEMI(A) Z BRI 2 TR B L. RIREMIB) Z @S L, fidk L. BEE GG & LT,
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3.3 YT

itz 1,3,5,7, 14 HOFI(T ) - Y (AT EHIZ, BEEF 2 — T ~Eae S =gk Ny 7 L0 |
WER 2RI LT, it 7 A, 14 RIZRFIC X DIERERE D WA~DEEETHND 1201285 &
BHTOHRRER IR ZHHR N v 7 P ORER 2 RFE LT O 4 £ 1 REO B« 19 Fp)IZ b
WEMR 2tk L7z, 1i7%% 1,3,5,7, 14 BOFNS, JEIERNA~RE L7 B L— 08 S L Bhk
Ny 2B ENEIHHEZRI L, FL—r by hEEGA Y 7 0vbohSh, EL<ubh
DYoo WIhESNDET, YRz Lz, BEF2—7 & FL—ZZh®
MBERE SNV PHR S v 7 1T FIR CRERFICEVTH 5720, RERBULFIE TITo 72,
IR U, R - FL— U HRRICE EN TV DBERORTE - ZHEPI <TodIc, BRIEBHRIR
%, —&7T 7 —BREREICIH L7250 OREIZHEC)NI-80 BT LTz, B
RO R L— RS 7 1348 B AFRT 12 BRCiEE S h, SEgraniz, B, 57 B, 14
A OR% OREREREZ T 5B, BETOPEROBAZD; T-®I2, BATORER 2 FEk I

WETF 2 —7 DOPHR N v 7 2RI LT,

3.4 WEBREATEPERE

341 FERB X O R L—HHEO X b Y 7V U5

X N T UomBIEERIEICIE, FRETHE LEFE RN 7o —7 82 Hn
2o HI6. B MANTHIR COABGRENDFXE N S NITNEZINT 2= VT T =

»EMNKGEET D Z & & hydroxymethyl rhodamine green(HMRG) 23] 490nm D% £ D & 4

17



Jt bk ZAv, K 520nm OFkELE LA T T HPEE ZFH LT, glutaryl-phenylalanine

hydroxymethyl rhodamine green(gPhe-HMRG)/3 & U 7' U 1FELE R TR % %) C
HMGR 23 7BE L, H°NICHOE A BT 22 v, b, BERTTxFE Y 7o v
RIBMAXE RNY 7Y ) =S LTHIET 2720, ZhaxE M) Foridiftbss®s

72T trypsin Z BN L 72 (X 4),
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| ¥Ep)FrTO—T |

#490nmD KRN HE BN

@

FEN TV /=50 —)  3EWN) T

rwoéj:rv\m

glutaryl-phenylalanine hydroxymethyl rhodamine green (gPhe-HMRG)

hydroxymethyl rhodamine green (HMRG)

K4 $F b7V 7u—7 (trypsin #0 gPhe-HMRG) DEEHEFF

BN D W SNT=FE N T =7y b P o TIEE S, FERY TV UL
72 %, glutaryl-phenylalanine hydroxymethyl rhodamine green (gPhe-HMRG)A¥E VU 72
1F1E T TR 3% % 5215 T, hydroxymethyl rhodamine green(HMRG)23 77 Biff L. a2 iE M %
A9 5, gPhe-HMRG D ED N T U HRELIZLDOEFE RN ST n—T7L L
7o
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BRI ISR CHNT-80°CIT IR S NI EIR & K L— U HHROBKIZ, FE ) 7'v sk
PEHIE £ CRIES AL, 8 MY 72 U aotiEERE R AR L7z, 20uL OFEEAE O R L —
VHHERRICR | N Y v 7 e —7 180uL (1.1 umol/L gPhe-HMRG with 20 mg/mL

trypsin)Z L, ~A 7 2~ L — kU —4%— (EnVision 2103 Multilabel Reader; PerkinElmer)
Z T, H#OETRE 2 HE L7 (excitation/emission wavelengths of 485/535 nm, incubated at

37 °C).

AEIOFEBRTIE, ¥ M) TV UEHEEE Ny R A FCREISHIE T 5 729D O wf
IRPAOEIERRBITE 2 AR & LT iziz, B 30 23 8 10 & Rief CHIE W Re 72 J5 1k
ZIBR L7, a-FF b U 7 ilEK(C4129; Sigma-Aldrich, Germany) % F ) 72 BT3B 12 X
V. a-FF b P OEMIEWIISIEHE 5200 TT T b—IZEL, TN TV UBRE
X, Ta—T7KIEND 53 E TOEIHEOHINE & — KB RBERNH D Z LAV
L TWe7ed(X5), ¥~ 72 O EIEME(AU: arbitrary units) D K & S ITLL T O

Ty TSRO RMNE | 28 L,

HIEIEMEDOHE N (AU/min)

5 0%DFE MY T UaOENE - o — T SEZOFE Y TV oaokiE N
5
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a-FENTOURERE

60 ~=—100 urits/mL
=50 units/mL

25 units/ml

20 units/mL
50 —=—15 units/mL
===10 units/mL
5 unts/mi
40 2.5 unitsimL
—a—2 0 unitsimL
==1.0 unitsimlL
==0.5 units/mL
30 ~=—0.25 units/mL
+0.05 units/
20 .
10
o
2
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

HHEE (x10°AU)

0
RIGHEM (5)
B c
a-FENTOURRRE
40 ~=—100 units/ml
===50 units/mb
35 +~25 unitsimL
20 unitsimL = 6
— 30 =15 units!mlL .é
=10 unitsmL 3
g 25 ~e=5 units/mL ?
= 2.5 unitsimi. =]
x 20 ==2.0 units/mL x 4
==—1.0 unRs/miL
ﬁ —=0.5 unitsimi. g
B 15 ~+=0.25 unitsimL g1
m 0.1 units/mL e
10 +-0.05 units/mL H 2
0.01 units/mL ng
o R
5 - ®
0 - 0
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 50 100
RIGEM () a-FEM)TIURERE (units/ml)

K50-FF M) PV UBELZHNCA 70T L — ) —F—THE b)) P U HOEEM
HIE

(A)a-FE M 72 OECTEMEIT S 5-20 53T b —IZE#E LT,

B)a-FE b U FUURENKE < 2 DI04, WAIEEOEINRX)IIRE < RoT,
(Q)a-FF U 7L U BENE X% 50 units/mL £ T, H#OEEM T —RBEEEICE KT 5
., FNLLEORE LD L wOGIEEOYINRIT T Z F—IZ#E LT,
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m

342 B LI O RL— 8O T I 5 — B
77 —B(-7 I T7—)YREIZX, VA EEMOEFHBELEICEAL, REREITE

U, iR o AR A & [FRR D 7515 TRIE L7z 3,

3.5 AR N ES G E g ORGLE « A PR OGS

B b =7 ZIC XD TH 5. IV NSO ESRA T T E) 2 v
oo ARMEREIZ, 8 MY 7 U REE & HUOEIINERE A — K BB ORISR & 5 Z & &
T, FF M) 7o U#EEE 2 2O INREE ) TR L2 6D TH 5, MUEE X
80x60x90mm & /MG, USB # /0 L T /83— Y larBa—X (i L, MEZIT-oT-,
PERIRAR 20uL & FF MU 7 e — T EIR 180l & 200pL F a2 — 7 IZHEA L, FBILF
A A — T 480nm DO RO F A ThE SN7-wt% Si 74+ M A 4 — R T L72(X
6), 0-250 X E TOMIC 1 &= 20 7—% (55000 7—2)ZFHI L, Tl —RERRE 5]
Wt EE, TN U raphiEtEE LTRI L, v~/ 77 L— ) —X—%
FWTZHE & g U 2EE I3/ C, ENE S RS H 505, 1 KT D LAIE T
ERVWREEA LI,

AREE T, FE b 7V RS MAEZ N Ty A ra T L — N —& —TRIELZ
TR ML RIS OREE2H T2 ERRGECTHo7, £T°, a-FF b U 7o ild(C4129;
Sigma-Aldrich, Germany) % H\ >, k% Z2IREEIZAHR L7 ER &2 B LTz, 240D O eiEE

ERERIED~A 70T L— b Y — 5 — b TR A CRIE L. 2 DR 2 RRAE L
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Tzo TOWIT, ERBEZ D CTHOEEZIEL, BRLle~vA 27 nT L— ) —&—

THELZTT ) 7o 80elivE & Bt L, EAEZREE L7z, BIZ, BIE#EH

WTHIELTZ BN 7L a G TETEDS . CR-POPF Z Tl A2 LR ATRENE I MEEEL T~
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Lo
psiiz3

BEXAY 21T
[em——————)
7

N

Si7# YL A-F

74+ A-F
St LS

X 6 FIHRk=CEEE ORIEERT
80x60x90mm & /NMUT, USBZ I LT/ N—Y il arBa—Z L, HEZiT-o7T-,

PERRRIR 20uL & ¥ R U 7' 07 m — 78RR 180uL % 200pL F = —7ZHEA L, B H
A ZF— KT 480nm O EOH AN Thhld SN /-84 Si 7 4+ N4 A 4 — KTl LT,
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3.6 LAt sFHIMRMT
BE ORIRIEH &L O, POPF & HES Lo 8] 7 — # 1% prospective (2R fF ST EFH
T KO L7, POPF /X ISGPF DEFEIZES THFLE Y, HPFiTik, mig7rI7—
HAE_EIRIE 132 U/L THLH2D itk 3 B A UBEICRL— 2 JHE T I —BEss, mig77
—PIERE RO 3 580 ETHS., 396 U/L 2 5551 . POPF L2 Lz, My HICHiT 2 &
V) FEFEZE DE X % soft, hard (T3 L 37, & 3 5eal L 72 FI5CER ) & soft/hard pancreas
W 21T > 70, B ST P IE L) TR L. Wilcoxon rank sum test & F VN CEu#Z L 7=,
4 Fe 28513 Mann-Whitney U test 3 5 WM o2 test & W CLHEER L7z, *Hind 2 2 fEO #EEIC
%F L Cl%, Wilcoxon signed rank test & iV 72, ZHMREIL, Steel-Dwass test Z# H\ 7z,
E Y I HOUEROHINE L T I T —BIREOMBIIL. Spearman rank correlation test %
HWT, MBI E(Rs) &R, P<0.05 A E/KMEICRIE L=, CR-POPF Z T4 5K+
E LT, BB TITEE STy M ZEOWE 72N | ERF O XE U 7L o eig e
0. BERT R 7 —BIRE, FANFFRIIZx L CIE, receiver operating characteristic (ROC)
Z N T R D Area under curve (AUC) & 72 % cut off fEZ ED 7=, B T CR-POPF O T
K& LTHE S5, BMI (kg/m?) >25 2!, main pancreatic duct index (CT EARKTC, L&
BA PRI O TEl-7-100) <0.2 28, Tk I & >10002526, itk 1 HHDO FL—>
PR o7 I 7 —BRE >5000 units/L >3 2 FRIK OGN Z . S22 BMHTICIE,

Logistic regression analysis & FHV N, BZ ST T P<0.1 DK+ % ZE SMEITIZH A AT,
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=t

FHFRY 7221 IMP software (Version 14; SAS Institute Inc., Cary, North Carolina, USA)%

4

7=,
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4. fER

2018 4F 9 H 725 2019 4F 12 A & TIZ YR THiAT S A7 sy 72 EEA -+ R IG U1 BRI 52 1
0| PR 627 iRk & N L — U HEIR 413 BB D4 1040 BB Z BRI L (K 2), KRB LOR
L=V PHRFOXFE Y 7o aAOEEE T R TV IRE AT Lz, 18 44(34.6%) CHffAl
PWEOHRIFICH L, A A vERHWEmE 2 > b — L &21T 5 72(3 3), AT
T, 22 4(42.3%)C hard pancreas 72> 7=, CR-POPF % 18 4 (34.6%)IZ38% . 4T Grade B
POPF Tdh o7z, 16 4%, POPF IZRT AR F—U R BN EI G ERO O, RL—r
DONLEZ B T THELLUIRL — 2L FUERIZE LT, 220D 2 23RNV —
EHUAERNZVBELL L, Grade B L2 i&i17-, Clavien-Dindo grade®® 3 LA LD EIEAPHEZ 11 4

QRI2%)NZFRD D b, itk 90 HIETILFRBD 7o 72 (3 4),
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K 2. &M A L ARIETREEK

fiitz 1 A A iz 3 A A itz s A A itz 7 A A itk 14 HE
i 24 i 24 ] 5 i | 5| bR g | gt | & | SRk RH
1 IR§FE 1 IR§FE ]
Wit 48 49 51 50 51 50 51| 36 50 | 35 48 | 32 43 | 32
(R F 2 —7)
HriE 50 50 37 21 1
(W B R L—2)
HriE 47 50 33 19 0
(BETHEEL—2)
HriE 49 35 17 3 1
(Winslow fL F L-—2)

P R TIN
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K3 BEER

it
K+
n=52
i, % 73 (34-85)
PERI, B, n (%) 34 (65.4)
BMI, kg/m? 23.0 (14.1-28.9)
FERIE B 0, n (%) 18 (34.6)
M7 V7 2 v, g/dL 3.9 (2.7-4.8)
P
IR, n (%) 19 (36.5)
< DAt
NEAESE (%) 13 (25.0)
PR 3 WA S, n (%) 7 (13.5)
IPMN, n (%) 5(9.6)
Z DAt n (%) 8(15.4)
MPD index 0.19 (0.04-0.79)

T — 2 TP RAE () TR

BMI, Body mass index; IPMN, Intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm (% PN FLEEFEHIESS); MPD, main pancreatic
duct (FE4E); AU, arbitrary units
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& 4. ARHIHS

SIS

T kAR
Hi 1 &, mil
TR, n (%)
TR, min
Hard pancreas, n (%)
2SRV A, Kakita 15, n (%)
itz 1 B B OERR
FAEHR B2, ml
7 2 —1H, units/L
X U 7R, AU/min
fiTtz 3 B B OERK
FAEHR B2, ml
7 2 —1H, units/L
FE MY TV HOLTENE, AU
itk 1 A B O N L—HEik
e %, PR E, ml
i Bz, 7 X 7 —E{H, units/L
W%, HHEE, ml
TR, 7 X 7 —E{H, units/L
Winslow fL, #EKE, ml
Winslow L, 7 X 7 —1H, units/L
#hitt 3 A B K L—HEik
e %, PR E, ml
i Bz, 7 X 7 —E{H, units/L
W%, HEEE, ml
TR, 7 X 7 —E{H, units/L
Winslow fL, #ERE, ml
Winslow L, 7 X 7 —21H, units/L
BRI (POD)
firte & OHE
R L— B2, n (%)

440 (50-1690)
2(3.8)
523 (322-920)
22 (42.3)
37(71.2)

27 (0-185)
330000 (5-4012000)
1.50 x 106 (-4955-4.17 x 10°)

80 (0-320)
103580 (82-467800)
3.16 x 10° (-17846-6.68 x 10°)

45 (0-350)
1532 (27-28857)
75 (0-350)
1659 (23-30009)
118 (0-510)
261 (25-8381)

25 (0-345)
356 (6-15732)
22 (0-920)
538 (12-11965)
70 (0-750)
69 (11-1727)
4 (2-38)

26 (50.0)
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Grade B/C i, n (%) 18 (34.6)

HIEADHE (Clavien-Dindo >3a), n (%) 11(21.2)
itk 90 HIEL, n (%) 0

WfE T — 2 X RAE (FEPH) TER.
BMI, Body mass index; IPMN, Intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm (% N FLEEFEHZIESS); MPD, main

ancreatic duct (FEE4E); AU, arbitrary units
p ry
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K5 BEERLAWHNBERENE 3 B AOERFOXE Y 7L U HEEETHER

&t Witk 3 A BORERTOXE b Y 7o U aOeiE
S Y (232 x 10° AU/min) FVY (<3.2 x 10° AU/min) P
n=52
(n=24) (n=26)
WD, 73 (34-85) 66 (34-85) 77 (54-84) 0.007
PERI, BE n (%) 34 (65.4) 17 (70.8) 15 (57.7) 0.334
BMI, kg/m® 23.0 (14.1-28.9) 23.5(16.0-28.9) 22.8 (17.4-27.7) 0.472
BERIEH Y, n (%) 18 (34.6) 8(33.3) 9 (34.6) 0.924
G773 >, g/dL 3.9 (2.7-4.8) 4.0 (2.9-4.8) 3.9 (2.7-4.5) 0.198
PR 0.301
R, n (%) 19 (36.5) 5(20.8) 12 (46.2)
Z Dt
MBI (%) 13 (25.0) 7(29.2) 6(23.1)
HRRR N S WA B, n (%) 7 (13.5) 5(20.8) 2(7.7)
IPMN, n (%) 5(9.6) 2(8.3) 3(11.5)
Z O, n (%) 8 (15.4) 5(20.8) 3(11.5)
MPD index 0.19 (0.04-0.79" 0.13 (0.04-0.53) 0.26 (0.09-0.77) 0.001
FAli ik
HiifL &, ml 440 (50-1690) 535 (50-1610) 395 (90-1690) 0.087
L, n (%) 2(3.8) 1(42) 1(3.9) 0.954
T, min 523 (322-920) 574 (325-920) 486 (322-721) 0.051
Hard pancreas, n (%) 22 (42.3) 3(12.5) 17 (65.4) <0.001
HEZE W) £, Kakita 2, n (%) 37(71.2) 18 (75.0) 19 (73.1) 0.877
it% 1 A B ORER
T £, ml 27 (0-185) 30 (10-185) 14 (0-80) 0.021
330000 523000 107000
7 2 7 —Y1H, units/L 0.127
(5-4012000) (5-2458000) (5-4012000)
1.50 x 106 220x10° 1.14x 10°
FE MU Y HOGIEME, AU/min 0.014
(-4955-4.17 x 10°%) (3469—-4.17 x 10°) (-4955-3.14 x 10°)
it 3 A B OREIK
T £, ml 80 (0-320) 115 (25-320) 55 (0-250) <0.001
103580 152350 75095
7 2 7 —Y1H, units/L 0.025
(82-467800) (30400-349800) (82-467800)
3.16 x 10° 3.80x 10° 1.59 x 10°
FE MU U HOGIEME, AU <0.001

i 1 HA D FL— 8k

(-17846-6.68 x 10°
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JEE b, HEIE R, ml

B bfx, 7 2 7 —E1A, units/L

JEE TR, PRIEE, ml

BT h%, 7 2 7 —E1H, units/L

Winslow fL, #li &, ml

Winslow L, 7 2 7 —¥1H, units/L
Witz 3 HHO R L—HEK

JEE b, HEE R, ml

W bfx, 7 2 7 —E1A, units/L

JEE Tk, PREE, ml

BT k%, 7 2 7 —E1H, units/L

Winslow fL, #i &, ml

Winslow L, 7 2 7 —¥1H, units/L
B BRI (POD)
it A OFE

R L — BRI, n (%)

Grade B/C iR, n (%)

EIEAHE (Clavien-Dindo >3a), n
(%)

#it% 90 HIEL, n (%)

45 (0-350)
1532 (27-28857)
75 (0-350)
1659 (23-30009)
118 (0-510)

261 (25-8381)

25 (0-345)
356 (6-15732)
22 (0-920)
538 (12-11965)
70 (0-750)
69 (11-1727)

4(2-38)

26 (50.0)

18 (34.6)

11(21.2)

43 (0-350)
2894 (136-28857)
80 (0-350)
3357 (118-30009)
170 (25-510)

321 (64-5216)

25 (0-345)
802 (29-15732)
35 (0-920)
1169 (36—11965)
93 (11-420)
88 (11-410)

52-21)

14 (58.3)

14 (58.3)

6 (25.0)

50 (0-200)
710 (27-11107)
30 (0-270)
409 (23-14245)
43 (0-440)

172 (25-8381)

30 (0-250)
115 (6-7611)
10 (0-450)
410 (12-7307)
60 (0-750)
56 (12-1727)

4(2-38)

12 (46.2)

4(15.4)

5(19.2)

0.890

0.001

0.141

<0.001

0.015

0.008

0.579

0.054

0.017

0.167

0.221

0.358

0.183

0.389

0.002

0.623

LT — 23Rl (FEPH) TEIR.

itk 3 B A OPRRITHHE A D 72 <0 BT E D272 2 8 % BR< . S0 4 DEFENHLHEMS Tz,

THite 3 B B OBERELAS H3E 72 /8o 7= 2 4 0 MPD index I 0.58,0.79 TH Y, ¥E M T ORMIEETHHLIELAMD 2 FHZIZEENT

WA,

BMI, Body mass index; IPMN, Intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm (B PN FLEFRL R IE157); MPD, main pancreatic duct (E#%); AU, arbitrary units
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41X MY YU DRIEBZROMES

411 BERFT OFE ) T oaIERE 7 2 T —BIRE OISR, ANEHE), BROY

9
=

"~

BERTOXE N 7 UBEEEE T T —BIREOIFRE B OB ZX 712R Lz,
BEERF DT N SR, 83 B H ST S & iR 1 B BIXA RIS
(P=0.002) THfit% 14 A HIZAEIZEEP=0.036) T o7z, e 5. 7 AR OEEITMNE 3 A
HEEZEERLS, 2RICRD &, iTc 3 B BURRICIEMENLET SIS - 72,
BERPOT 2 7 —RIREIL, it ToRAICB\ T, AEEITGEDRN- T, 21

(CRD &L IR 3 HAMURRICT 27 —BIRENLET DM 25807,
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. P=0.036" . P=0.141
P=0.269 2500
- P=0.002* P=0.084 -y
‘E r 1 r 1 B
E T E
£ S 2000
26 2
= %
>
% & 1500
iy | ] -
= 4 N P=1.000
b | P=0.222
S N 1000
& K/ P=0.186
oo i
* w
ol 500 l
0 1 ==  — : f |  —
0 — s s —r—) — ——
1 3 5 7 14 1 3 5 7 14
f&HmA (8) ff&msA (8)

*Steel-Dwass test

X 7 #i#% BIZBIT 2ERFDA)FE MY U UENEE, B)T I T —EPREOHDB

(A)TiTt2 1 H B (=44, 84.6%). 3 H H(1n=50. 96.2%). 5 H H((1n=49. 94.2%). 7 H H(©n=51,
98.1%). 14 H H(0=47, 90.4%)ZBT HHEF O X MY 7o &% 3 H H
PIBRIZZEE LT=(i% 1 H B vs. B2 3 B H, P=0.002),

B)ifit% 1 H H(n=45, 86.5%). 3 H H(n=51, 98.1%), 5 H H(®=50, 96.2%). 7 H H(n=51,

98.1%). 14 H H(n=48, 923%)IZ BT HPERT O T I 7 —BIRE I 3 H BLURRIZLZET

HAEMNC & DD, MEHRIIAEZITRD o 7-(i% 1 B A vs. #ii% 3 B A, P=0.141),
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WERPFOXE ) T Ul ERE L 7 L 7 —BHEOMRBA 2L ofgr: TBETL) I
ARLIELORK S ThHhdH, ST 2 2MEDOHEETIL, FF N 7o OatiEEITN% 3
H &L, 2 TOMEREH CEICAEEAZRBDT@N% 3 BE vs. 12 1,5,7,14 HH,
ZNEN P<0.001), 77 —VEEGLHE 3 HA vs. fiifk 14 B ALSME. HICEEES

WOT=(it% 3 B E vs. % 1,5,7 BHEH, £HE1 P<0.001),
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P<0.001* B —P<0001*

8 _ P<0.001* 5000 500 p<o.001*
P<0.001*P<0.001 P=1.000
<0.001* .001* y . .
—_ f N ' o P<0.001*
é O P& % 4000 400
= 6 = 4, CR-POPFEY
3 5 W8, CR-POPFAL
g :
x % 3000 300
E' #
£ 4 o
k2 £
g i 2000 200
R e
W 2 #
1000 100
0 0 0
1 3 3 5 7 14
#ikmA (8) frkmAE (/)

* Wilcoxon signed rank test

X 8 #iR BIZBIT AEERFDA)FE MY Y UENEE, BT IT—VPRECERET
& DHER

(AVifite 1. 3. 5. 7. 14 H H OBEERBREUN 2 TRRETE » T2 BE0=41)D 5 b, # IR
HIEFRRETH > T BFEO=B37)OPERFTE Y 7V i eimtET, e 3 2 2 o tkEg T
X, T2 3 AR L, RTONEF A THAEELZRDI@RE 3 B E vs. 12 1,5,7, 14
AHH, <1 P<0.001),

(B) #it% 1. 3. 5. 7. 14 H H OBERRIA 2T HEE > 2 BE 0=4)DRERF O T 2 7 —
BIREIENT% 3 B H vs. 1iT12 14 B BN, BEICAEZEZROT@F%E3 BB vs. it 1,
5,7 HH, £1ZEh P<0.001),

CR-POPF ZiBD 7= « WO BEE, TNEIRM - R TR L, 220
2995 H O H RAE I EE L T LTz,
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PEERPOXE R 7 EONT 2 T—EBHWO  ANEEB R BEOREICBE LT, FF

U 7y SO I 1,3,7 B BICHIO T AMERWLISMS, 518 SR HRTE O L EITEE D 722

Mo 72(1% 9,10),
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k188 #3388 k58 8 #W&78 8 k1488

P=0.030 P<0.001 P=0912 P<0.001 P=0.904

a | —— | — L — r L—

E s 8 8 8 8 )

3 . . _—

3 6 6 ~—~ 8 — 6 — 6

x —3 P

T==TR SR = (I =it

&’ {%‘f 2 = 2 T . —= 2

:g 0 0 :_: 0 —_— 0 === 0

b L] & " 2 w » L3 e W 5
B P=0.100 15 P=0.006 5 P=0.533 5 P=0.845 5 P=0443

) — — — | —

e . P 4 4

S % 10 3 3 I

X _r

& 2 N ——t -

o B B

S I S

in —

Np\‘ 0 l £ 0 § § 0 { § 0 { } 0 [ S

’; " 2 W z w & U] Ed

##8. CR-POPF&HY

8. CR-POPFZL

K9 BERFOXERY P UBEELEKRTY I 7 —BIREDRBNEE)

X MY U UHEIEMEIINE 1 B H(n=43. 82.7%). 3 H H(1n=49. 94.2%). 5 H H(n=49,
94.2%). 7 H H(10=50, 96.2%). 14 H H(10=39. 75.0%) T4 & HI(ZEREL S, T AJ6ETS -
oo FF NV FUa0tEMEITIN 1,3,7 B BIZHIO T PMENLISNT, #15 CRFHI#% OL
WIFRD o7, BERT I 7 — BRI 1 B H([®=45, 86.5%). 3 H H([1n=50,

96.2%). 5 H H(n=49, 94.2%). 7 H H(n=50, 96.2%). 14 H H(n=40, 76.9%) T4 & $ I
BRI, WERRETE o7, BEKR T 2 7 —BIREILN%: 3 H B OAFEICY FITIKE L 72
©72, CR-POPF Z#iB7=HBFH « B 7o BE L, TNEIRME - F TR L, AL
& LT — R TR & USSR &R,
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#W&78 8 k1488

A P=0.133 P=0.951 P=0.875 P=0.368
E L — | — L — ) "—'
E 8 8 8 8
=
S — 6 E«‘*‘_“ 6 — 6 - )
& = = = e
i ‘ rx-:! 4 {ﬁ—li!i 4 = ‘*"3‘{ 4 ;7,—1"{
= . : S — = | ,,__' § ~.:
€ 2 — 2 — - F——— 2 ——
ﬁ —_— - x - : o .
® 0 0 —_— 0 - - 0 N -
] wAN Wk RN Wk wAN WEE SN IRk
_ P=0.431 P=0.719 P=0.744 P=0.648

B i 5 — 5 | — 5 | — 5 —
m% 4 4 4 4
e
: 3 3 3 . ’ 3 R
% 2 — 2 — 2 "_.q 2 g:é
—r— =! . 1=
SUR!— B | 1 Ni=
", §::.§ . = = . == #48. CR-POPF&Y
» WAN WE® SN SRk WA WKk RN SRk ##8. CR-POPF7ZL

X 10 BERFOXFE N FUURNER LTI T —PRED, HANLZITIHE

XE U TR, 7% 7 B B n=36. 69.2%. % n=33. 63.5%). 14 A B (5
n=29, 55.8%. % n=32, 61.5%)ZEAIHZICERINII, HERRETE >7-, MK 2 7 —BiR
FEfEIX. #%% 7 B B n=37, 71.2%. % n=34. 65.4%). 14 A H®G n=29. 55.8%. %
n=32, 61.5%)IZEHIZRICEI S, MERRETE 72, 7IT7—BELFE N T8
EES . BREOREILZIT 2 o 72, CR-POPF 2RO HHE - Boholo &%, Th
ZRRARR « FRCTR LTz, AILE =T — N— (TRl & 10N #pE 2 =,
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412 BEETROFE MY Ty oaotiEtEE 7 I T —BIRE OB

PEREOXE M) 7y oatimtE s 7 I 7 —BIREIIE, ik 1 B B (Rs=0.607,
P=0.014), 3 H H(Rs=0.491, P=0.003), 5 H H(Rs=0.524, P<0.001), 7 H H(Rs=0.608,
P<0.001). 14 H H(Rs=0.540, P<0.001)D 4T O BIZB W T, FEEDOIEDOFBNZED

S22 11),
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w# a8 ke <d=1=) s B

8 8 8
€ Rs = 0.607 z Rs = 0.491 < Rs = 0.524
£ P =0.014 £ P =0.003 £ P <0.001
z 6 z 8 ES
S 2 S
= = :
g 4 g 4 g 4
* *® =
e e e
0 g %
R ® ® 5 »
LI ¥=0.520x+1167184.4 LI ¥=6.071x+1881205.3 P ¥=17.672x+1082240.1
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
WE7Z5—~YRE (x10%units/L) WE7E5—HRE (x10%unitsiL) BRE75-YRE (x10%unitsiL)
s WE188 8 k148 E
T Rs = 0.608 = o ® CR-POPFHY
£ P <0.001 £ @ CR-POPFL
26 3¢
< :
2 :
% %
#® 4 8 4
a2 =2
g L3
e Rs = 0.540
2
< ¢ 2 P <0.001
R R
# o, ¥=22.580x+1549772.7 o, ¥=13.135x42017543 8
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
WE7E5—YRE (x10%nitsi) WRE7ET—¢RE (x10%nitsiL)

B11 PERFOXERY PO UBAEEE T I 5 —BREDIHEE

#i% 1 B H(n=44. 84.6%). 3 H H([n=50. 96.2%). 5 H H(1n=49. 94.2%). 7 H H(©n=51,
98.1%). 14 H H(®=47, 90.4%)ZHBW T, PFEEFOXFE M) 7o aptiEtE e 7 I 7 — 8Bl
FEIZIEDOFRE A7~ L7=, CR-POPF ZiB7-BF « B olzBEE, TNEIHRN - F
TR,
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413 FL—HHRFOXE N 7o 8bIE%E 7 X 7 —BIREOHE

B 52 40 Winslow fL K L— ) L ERZ R L—2, Tk K L— 2 Ofidn B2 D HE
o7 I 7 —BIREDBEEZ OB L 12 128 LT,

L — R DXE R U 72 i IEEm=402) 2 1 E L7=28, #EIEPEI R CHRR T
RT7—BLOMELEEOLNT, EAKFTOXE Y T aOEEM IR I ORI EE T

E. BEERFEIRR BUICEHIH R 22 o7, T B U T T e —d FRRERAR T 1 —

L b= (1K 13),
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A WinslowRFL— B BL#EL— C BF#KL—

##, CR-POPFHY
W, CR-POPFAL
O hxf

8 80
o
=1
=
X 6 &0
]
"=
Y]
h
w
I~ 0
%
A
|
Y
b

2 20

0 0

1 3 S 7 14
hawme (B) wikmBa (8) HimBa (8)

X 12 £BHEMD=52)D. #HitEIK B IZB1T 3 (A)Winslow FL(B)EE_EZ (OB TR F L — BRI
FOT7 I —BREOCRE T LOWE

Witk B AT 22 o0, RL— 13k EL L3y Fan, JHERT 2 7—BiRE X
HEHR2 < D20, FrnviigeIns-,

CR-POPF ZiB 7= - WO BEZ, TNEIRM - HHM TR L, 220
it s B O H BT TR Lz,
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w# B8 L X151 =] W&sEE
102000 102020 102080
_ 80000 Rs =.0.143 —_ 0300 Rs = 0.063 — 80000 Rs = 0.170
E 60000 P =0.089 E €000 P=0472 E 0000 P=0.116
3 40%00 2 000 = 40000
W+ 20000 | ® 20000 | 20000
8 ol ot . g ot .o B ope
© 20000 w . © 0 B e 20000 1
T Ll TR oo prer t " & o ,‘ .
- ] A ¥
R £0000 40000 ® £0002 |
o E . ™o
- y=0.013x-1.58x10¢ 40008 Y20.402x-1.78x10* 00001 o y=1580-2.17x104
2030 00200 00308
0 10 20 0 10 20 30 0o 10 20 30
FL—2 i BP25—RE (x10%nitaiL) FL=s P25~ B (x10%nitsl) KL= @& 725~ RE (x10%units/L)
100000 w188
— Rs = 0.173
o P=0288

amn” e .
® 0000 o
30000
- ¥=3.17x-224x104
12020
0 10 20

FL—2# BPE5—HRE (x10%nitslL)

K13 FL—28ERPOXE Y XV URNEERE 7 I 7 —BEBEDOFEE

7% 1 H H(n=142), 3 H BH®=133), 5 H H([®0=87). 7 H BH([®©=40)D42CTDOft&JH H 2B
T, FL—=UHRETOXFE MY o raptiEtE L 7 I 7 —BIREIIMHEZRD 2o 7o,
itk 14 H BIZEE - JEFHEZe R L — 2 HRRIL 2 IR D AT 572,
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414 BERHPB LR — PRk OXE Y o rmEEE, 77 —BRE L CR-
POPF & D3

fii#% B CR-POPF THIZSHAUIE, JEE KL — L ORI LN AlRE & 72 B 72, itk
1-7 HEHOBEERF RO R L —gih o N ) 7y s teimtE s 7 2 7 —BRE & CR-
POPF O P 2 FRGE L 72,

itz 1 HEH D WX 3 HHOBERF OXE MY 7o U atiB O MNESH 50 L7 2 7
—BRE, M3 BEO RL—dRRT 0T I 7 —BIRE, L CR-POPF ORHEZZNTH
ROC Al E, ik L7z & 2 A, ik 3 B H ORI O h U 7o U HRIEPEOH N
TN AUCO0.752 L b @< 720 | cutoff A 3.2 x 10° AU/min & RET D &, B 77.8%,
PR 68.8% & 72> 7-(X 14),
W% 5,7 B B OMERT 7 —BHRE - 2T 7Y 0L CR-POPF @ ROC #2475

itt 3 A B OBER P OXFER) 7 od iR IS A7l L i3 7e b7 -7, (K 15)
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-- 1B BOFEN) TOURNFEOEME
— HE3IABOFEN) TOURNFEOEME
- W B EOBRERTIS—ERE

— W3R EDEARTIS—ERE

— WHEIBBEOFL—UHE7IS—tRE

0 02 04

06 08 10
1-HRE
CR-POPFDFRIEAF AUC (95% Cl) SE P-value
WHIABOFEN T URKTFHOEMNE 0.7517 (0.5938-0.8625) 0.0693 <0.001
HRI1BEOFEN TR KTFHOEMNE 0.6410 (0.4509-0.7952) 0.0912 0.078
HRIBEOBRTIS—ERE 0.6152 (0.4321-0.7706) 0.0897 0.633
WRIBBOEETI—HERE 0.6145 (0.4545-0.7530) 0.0784 0.485
HHRIBBOFL—U B T7IS—ERE 0.6953 (0.5283-0.8230) 0.0769 0.053
X 14 CR-POPF O FHIK -+

ROC Bt 2 W= Clx, % 3 B RO XE Y 7 oatiEE OHEINER T AUC 235
KE720 | cutofffEZ 3.2x 10° AU/Mmin & L7236, & 77.8%, KR 68.8% Th -7,
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HisBEE® ks E®

RR7I—ERE WRFEr) T RAEFHORME

1.0

08 —_[ . ”’_I

r

08
o AUC=0.470 ) r AUC=0.846
®
04
02 I Cut-offili 122x10% UL [" Cut-offili 3.69x10¢ AU/min
BIE 88.9% BI¥ 83.3%
o WRIE 25.0%  — SR 54.6%
0 02 04 06 08 10
1-HRE

w88
RA7II—ERE

J

F AUC=0.603
Cut-offfli 54.0x10% UL

BN 88.9%
WRM 39.4%

—

w88

FAFER T REFHOMME
o~
—
T AUC=0.653

! Cut-offfli 4.36x10% AU/min

BE61.1%
I HRE 69.7%

X 15 %% 5. 7TEBDHERKRT I 5 —PREL XF ) L U88EM L CR-POPF @

ROC f#&#4T

itk 3 B B ORI N 7o oaOEIEM L EIZ CR-POPF TN A 7 8HE L1378 5 72 )

>,
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ROC fEMTCRD 1=, 5% 3 H HOPERFT OFE b Y 7L U dIEEMED cut off fl 2 VT,
BEZEERTOFE N TV aIERORIS T2 T 24, ERTOFE Y
7 AR TE DN RO EE(>3.2 x 109 AU/min)lE, #4E(P=0.007). MPD index A3\
(P=0.001). soft pancreas 732\ (P<0.001). CR-POPF 723%\ \(P=0.002){EH ]2 & - 72(F 5),
Wit B2 W CRIE R RE ORI ATRE T d o 72(FK 2)2%, IiEHT A TreT R
FE MY T UENEEELE T I T —BIRENHIE T DIL 37 £4(71.1%) 72> 72(X 8),
CR-POPF O FHIZIZ 26 OHERE L 0 B96 B I 5 EN LUK FE Y 72 a0iE
LT IT—BREZHVEEFREHTH LD, REE LTS E L,
BEmOBERIR TR+ b B AT SR 21T Lc, BERT X 7 —BiRE. FRKRF
TN T UUEORIEM, FINRRIO S > A 7L, EHE 4L CR-POPF OF 4 A HE &
ROC i bR AUCTE & 725, 1% 3 B HOREKR T < 7 —EfE 80000 units/L, 7714 3
H B ORERFE R U 72 U 306IEME 3.2 x 10° AU/min, FAFFRERE 420 min & &7,
K. W23 HEOPEKF OXE N 7 L aGIEMED TR (3.2 x 10° AU/min) [Odds ratio
(OR) 9.293 (95% confidence interval 1.059-81.540), P=0.044], %% [OR 15.824 (95% confidence
interval 1.031-242.759), P=0.048]? 2 [K¥-23 57 L 7= CR-POPF @ FHIK 1 & [FE STz (&

6).
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% 6. Grade B/C FERIR T HIKR FI2x 4 2 L R BFENT

\ HAZS B AT 205 B fif AT
il [PSER n : -
P P Ao X 95% {5 HEX ]

PERI, B 34 0.001 0.048  15.824 1.031-242.759
D >65 35 0.242
BMI >25 kg/m? 16 0.029 0.910 1.146 0.109-12.053
YRG! 18 0.090 0.403 2.637 0.272-25.600
Mmig7/v7 I >3.8 g/dL 36 0.734
FAffH I E >1000 ml 6 0.079 0.962 1.068 0.073-15.607
Efiih 2 0.641
FHTIREFE] >420 min 42 0.011 0.994 - -
gf SHHOERET S 7 =L 280000 o g ois 0341 2581 036618191
Witk 3 B B ORXE | ) 7Y RS 24 0.002 0.044  9.293 1.059-81.540

FRVY (BOGIRESHEINE >3.2 x 10° AU/min)

W1 ABD FL— kT 35 —PHl
firge 1 A H bR 7 oomr 0256 3409 041128297

>5000 U/L

itz 3 DORLU—HEET X7 —BE

% 3 A H HEiR 7 il 14 0.172
>396 U/L

MPD index >0.2 19 0.34
B2 19 0.119

BMI, Body mass index; AU, arbitrary units; MPD, main pancreatic duct (F= %)
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CR-POPF THANCRIT 5, JBE, HpE, BMEpyh=R, RIEMPRIT, %3 AEDO FL—
VHEROT X T —BIRED 3 %396 units/L) L D KX WA 77.8%., 41.2%., 41.2%. 77.8%
L0 it 3 B BOMERT OXE F U L 8RR V3.2 x 106 AU/min)4.
77.8%. 68.8%. 58.3%. 84.6%& 725, W HHHOEDL I LT, 94.4%, 38.2%., 44.7%.
929%& o7, FL—UHHRT I 7 —BIRENMIET I 7 —BHIER LR 3 %5396
units/L)AT D56 (/2 E IO M), 18 4 DN, 4 4(22.2%)I1Z CR-POPF #i807-, £

D 4% DOW, 3£ ((T5.0%)IFERTOXE R 7o omEIEENEIETE 572, mFICYS T

F O 14 4 T HEROER)D 9 6, 14(7.1%) TD I, CR-POPF %587 (X 16),
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® cr-POPFHY
@ CR-POPFHL

HNFEOEME (x10° AU/min)

039 5 10 15
FL—#& 7 35—t RAE (x10° units/L)

16 #it%2 3 H HOBERFOXE Y S U8 NEEE FL—38KT7 I 5 —BREOM
£
Mtz 3 HEDO RL—2 8RO T 7 —BIRED 3 {396 units/L) & W KX W54, CR-POPF
THNZBIT D, BREE, RrEED. BGMERYT R RRMERYTERIT, 77.8%. 41.2%. 41.2%. 77.8%
R0 W3 HEORRTOXE MY 7Y AOEEMEN RN (3.2 x 106 AU/min)i5 4.
77.8%. 68.8%. 58.3%. 84.6%& 7253, Wi EAbE DI LT, 94.4%, 38.2%, 44.7%.
92.9% & 72572, CR-POPF Z BB « RO oT28E %, TNEIRMN « FH TR
L7z,
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4.2 AR NG E 2 O BRELE

WIiZ, v~ 77— ) ==X HGRICHE U 72 m IR I E T RE 72w R
NI NI E #R D A M 2 BREIE L 72,

e RREICHR LU o-FE M 7V 0dtfEEE2, ~Af 77 L— ) —F— KU
WAEEZNEFRCTHIE L, MBEERIELZ & 2 A, O IEOMBENS S 1U7-(Rs=0.979,

P<0.001)(IX 17),
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a-FEMTOURERE

120 =——100 units/mL
y= 2.31e5x+0.924 ~+—50 units/mL
100 2.5 units/mL
20 units/mL

=10 units/mL

0
o

=5 units/mL
===2.0 units/mL
==—1.0 units/mL

—=—0.5 units/mL

D
o

~&=0.25 units/mL

N
o

===0.1 units/mL

N
o

Al R B TRIE L& EM (AU/counts)

0 2 4
TAATL—h)—=F—TRFELI=EEM (x105 AU/min)

K17 0-FE N U UREEZHANT, EhEARRER L~ 72— ) —F—T
BITE L 7= B IR EE DFEES
2 IRV IEO B 2 389 72 (Rs=0.979, P<0.001)
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WIZ, IBEBEENSORRTOXE M) 7V oastimEIcB LT, EkiEo~A7a 7L
— hU = —TRDfEE . BHERELR TRDE T H IEDOFIRI(Rs=0.777, P<0.001) % 72

7o, B NTRL 725125 T, FHBEDIEX S D& R4 U72(X 18),
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N
3

y=1.501ex+5.26 Rs =0.777

)
3

2

(42
o

AT TRIE L= B &M (AU/counts)
3

o

0 2 4 6 8
TAHATL—h)—F—TRIELI= 8 EM (x108 AU/min)

X 18 eBREEZANT, ThEnmREEL~ 7 n L — ) —F—THIEL 28
YerEtE DR

HIE RTRE7Z - T R IR AR (n=290) T, M# BHITIZIRVIEDHHRBS 2 58 80 72 (Rs=0.777,
P<0.001), EALIZMTE 3 B HOMEZ AW HIER R 4287,
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AR RS E TR O M 3 H H ORI T ) 7Y o eiEME 2 v, CR-POPF % Tl
AHED ROC AT CHGE L7= & = A, Cut-off fli % 53 AU/counts & % 7E L7-8aa . &

58.8%. HEEEE 85.7% CTdH - 7=(1X 19),
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1.0

0.8
06 AUC=0.731
-~
04
0.2 Cut-off{ili 53 AU/counts
’ ELFE 58.8%
YEE 85.7%
0
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
1—HEE

X 19 #% 3 B HOBERFE MY I U3 6EM & CR-POPF DR E

itk 3 H B OREKFE R Y 7> o a IETED At & CHIE RIRE 7 - 72 A (n=45,
86.5%) T ROC f#HT CTlE. cutoff fE% 53 AU/counts & L7=& Z A, JKE 58.8%., HjHJE
85.7%& 7o 7=,
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5. BE

fii#% B CR-POPF THIZSHAVIE, JEE KL — ORI LN AlRE & 72 b, AMFFET
3% 1-7 R BOBRR T O %€ U 7o o H#GEN - 7 X 7 —BiRE L CR-POPF DOBH %
RAE L7 & 2 A, 1% 3 B BORERF OXE b 7 U aobisH 2 i & CR-POPF % Tl
D TR MRS S UTe, SR+ HEM O ORER T O % U 7 O
2% 3 ARIBERICZE L, i 3 A HOXFE R 7 s tiEME oML, #EkfisE &
NTEL R —UHHET 2 7 —BIREZFRIE &L 32K+ L EIZ CR-POPF O TFRICAH TH
DA REMEA R S LT, T ORERIT, B R L — ks P S e itk KL— 8
HAE$TLHETERERD, QG %3 HEOERTOXE N 7o U HOEEMD 3.2 x
10 AU/min 2L T, HO RL—HHRT X 7 —BIREMUEDSS . CR-POPF % 29 r[REME
PRV, RL—r BB ENRECTE 5, B2, FF M) 7o a2 e+ 5
AR E A & 7R D ATREME S RIR ST,

FL—U 8RR D7 X 7 —EREIL POPF OZMI &N, £ OEIE(LOFEIE & L CTHA S
TWD 1729, ZOREIL, EHE ORI & FFIC A LEREO—HE & LTz Tl
EINDM3, BMEMENREICHEONROVFE | B ZBENITIAT 2 ATREME 2 & 1
FEMRRER R D, —FH, T R 7y 7 u—_XToOEEEEIL, BERIENEEZ R
HICHETE 5F, 4OCHIETIEY I 7 —BIRERE CTHWDUOLEZRIH Lz b Ak X

Db MRR EDRMIN LD BDOREZZTICS WHRPSH 5, BT, BETH DMK
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BRAR & RIRFIZHR 5 FR RN BENEBEHIEOBLR NS bRER DD LB XD, Zb

FEM) T UEBHEE T I T —BRENEHIEDOKEZRT TE LD,
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27 BIRICHT % 2 OB FIEO Lk

7T —PRE XE MY TR
A O (ZAth) A (FOGIEE DB
R O (HEHE BRI D 7x) O (HEHE R D 7x)
FEMHISTE A (HEE T 2 — 7 I EIE A (HEET 2 — 7 IR E
72 NIE i) JE)
FIT B H] A (2-4 WREFED) O (547)
FHR OB S O (kA b2 ) A (EICTEMEAE D & FH8)

TERE)

R NVIAEE 2 WG A T B R R
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TR+ 4RO B L — o B EOEREE LT, SIfERBESEBINA TS HO

Wi 1 HE O R L — 8RR T 2 7 —BIRE D 5000 units/L LA FRFEITF 605, Z OHHE

EHNT R L= B RE 2T o7& 24 BRIEINIE 26.3%7° D 1.8%. e & HHEIE

61.4%0 5 385% FCihEL- s SN 3, 21 HEDO RL— 88T 2 7 —BiRE

LR IR O BB ICEI T 5 Review T, 5000 units/L (ZEE R PRI G LU, B EEIX 91%

L MOT I T—RBRE LKL TEmLS, FL—vFHIITAEHESND, —F, itk 1

HH® R — R X 7 —BIRE2 5000 units/L LA FCTH->ThH, it 3 H H £ T2t

BHEDOBLENOIRETTICEBE L7284, 38.2%I2 CR-POPF WA U 7-#E 5 5 3, AHF

FETX, I3 HEHOERTOXE N 7y O®NIEMEIX, 1R HD R L—HHKR T

SRT—BREAREEL LIZEEEL, D7 L FREZEDORE T CR-POPF X PHRITE -, 21

S 20T 2 F TRRBIEZ IO E D /RN H D, RS, R 3 HHEORE T N L —

VHRET X 7 —BREEAS FL— ORI T, F& b CR-POPF (ZBET 5 LB X b DHTZ0,

ZOEICHEBETRE EEZD,

AWFFETIE, BERTOXT b Y 72 aOeiREITE R TREZE > 728, B L — PR o

X M TV AORIEMEOBER B RARRNE X HDR 2 2o 72, IR E LT EAKPIZIEFE

KU P gm0, T R Y —T NEAKRFTIIE TR o AR A

E 2D, Fex LABEIC, BEUIRZO FL— Uikt o X N 7> U1EHRIE 23 07

Wuster b DA T, Fox & RQDHNEEHZHNTHD0, Fr—HEfoxt bl

T AEMHITIENREETE 572, FU—HERPICRE N 7V RO ER TR H D
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NEIAAZZD, FCL BEARMEERE CTH D MU 7 AATEFBER - IigHIic MY 7 U iE

WrRdHDHZLea2BEx 5L 00 BAKRPIZRE N 7V AGHAERF2H D, IHHEEE

NTWRWHREMIZZEZ b D, vV 22 W RRINE 7 VTl MRS O BT R

ERORInolc O ML H Y 2 EASIEER DK TIRER L SR n 2 LR

WTHHE LIy, % b 7V ERNET 5 55T MHERIJ5E © 2BrE | 1R

fbENTbDITRNTZD | TEHEL S TWZRWGE IR Z D2 R FEN R

W, ZOMOEREZTHDL N S, U R—BILPOPF LEHET S LT HHELH Y B

GO KT DO ORI  IHEEZRE L, FE M) TR OB RS Z &

T, BAKFOXE R ZF U ORBENHIRAREN S L7,

AW TIE, %3 BEORERXE N 7 UomtiEENE W2 STz T, BTh

% Z &% CR-POPF O MK LB L7z, BETH . BRI A OY CR-POPF O T-HIK -+ &

LT, ZEEMITT TBME] BfEINTWD 820 Bl & LCid, B MmN

DREMG D53 AR DT80 S0 BYED T BB NN LT 5 Z & TRIEImIELICBEET L L D

WA 2, WIEIENI A2V 2 & T FiTES BT B Y | 2 OMORSEIRO T HINF &)

HIND, FIEFEN 226 HFGETDHLEEZbND,

ARCERE T, FE MY SR TEY A 7 e T L— ) —F — L [AEOWIE DR

ERODHHOD, HERNPODORIKEHWD &, BRWFHENIH S DD, dEEHE N KE <

B ON, HHEDIELSE R KEL poTn, RETOFERTH, N IR

PEDHEIMBN D ADEELZBZDHE T T FN—IETHI b, FENY A Tua—70
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fAfM L CLEo7/edd, #MENEm 2D EHMEDKENTRLHZ &, FTEENLD
BRARIZE 15 ZF DM OBERRCMERA S 72 EBMHBEOIX L SE DA E LTEX LD,
LU, ARFROFERNS ., it 3 A HOFE Y 73 U atiEEOHINZR D cut off fE 3
32x10°AU/Mmin THDHZ L &2BETDH L. mWEOLFRE TORE LY | 3.2x 10° AU/min
LLIFCOENBEDREN KL — U REAGOHW 2 T4 ECIxEEE 25, £72, ik
BRIRDFIER, WIE E TORE CHERER LA 72 0 I8 LT AR & HE RS BE DR T
LLTHEZLND, ARITIMEROMIEEAZRGE, M ESE-obiz, 2oMmoifiX%
& T BEOIBRIN 2 %t g, (RS T) EEICEE Ny MY R CRERERIEMEZ 3G L <
CR-POPF D Y{IGE Z #FAf 9~ % i RFABR Z2 511l L TV %,

ABFFRORRS L LT, HEE - ZHIBURAFICIHE T = — 7 2 A2V, #iE L
THNIMETR, B Iy ML Fa—T2%82NEF 2 —T L THRA AT b &
THMRGHY ., LT LHIE 3 B HOPERFE N 72 AR T R 2R 3
ExbND ST, LinL, BEF 2—72/ET LA, EREEN/ NS EEER
2 B D>\ (soft pancreas) DR D POPF AEZFI Z L THAHTD 3 HET 2 —7 %
& L7220y 12 31X CR-POPF O AJEEMEAMEWV 2N Ly, Tz, FE R Sy ok
JIEVEZJE L. CR-POPF Z FPHITHEENZ L ZHZ LWNEER D, o, REIFTIX
MEDOBERE THE Y 7 OEIAEESHIE WTRER T2, iR DA 53 fiThiZ CR-
POPF O U A 7 Gl 3R 5 rIReMEA & 5, HIZ, WHICEI L72ER T X 7 —BRE

KOFE N I oatiEE2NET 22 LT iR 1 HE2L 3 AROKKRT I 7—8
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BELXE N 7V BRI OHERB N TRBE L 7= 2 L 23, INBREEA OBIE G D8R
D LN N DR D D, A TIE, FERFOXE N 7 URENRNZ &

2, CR-POPF OFEY R ThDH Z Lidnt7on, BEENOlRR kRS ZEZ 2 L,

CR-POPF Z EFEIL Z L=/ E 9 MITH S NICHR Ty, <o 2 &2 AW ERIRT T L
T, MRFEEORHETRZRBO RN W IRELH Y 2, & ANMEEE D R
[EEZE T E ) DRGENME L 725, BT, EEFETOXE ) 7 aoiE s
FRIFEDINFIWFEREDIEIE L 72 2778 D D, BRENKE TH D, AWFRICT, FE M) T
VNG CR-POPF O FRNICHHATHHZ L2 5E x5 8, FL—rHHktboxE MY
7 U NCIETEDSIE H2kALIE, CR-POPF O FRINAIREL 2D 2 b B2 bLD, L

L. BUTOWER T, EA®H D WITRERIEEEEWENREA L TV D eon, JEAKT
DXE N TV AGEEZ EMEICTHMIT 2 2 LN TEX o7z 000 HE, 26 OEKIE
FRFZPFRL THE Y 7V AEHEEZFME CTE 2HERE R T TH D, Z DA H
WAL, BERAMETRWER T, IBAKFOFE N 7V G ZHIET 2 2 & THEkiE

& A LA EOREEE T CR-POPF A 3lVHIZ 3 C & 2 lREMEN B 5,

T b T T e =T 2 HWCHOLHE TEERT OXE b Y T AmE R RET S 2
SRV KRN BT S HIEAIHEDIEEY X7 ZEE D~y RY A FTIEMEICTH
TE LN RSN, A%, TiRAVNVEOERIE RO EZ W R L, R4 AR

U CAREAT O BEARIS A O rTREE 2 BEK LTz uy,
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