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%75 : ARFI; acoustic radiation force impulse, VTQ ; Virtual Touch Tissue

Quantification, DP; distal pancreatectomy, MPD; main pancreatic duct, OR; odds ratio,

PD; pancreatoduodenectomy, PF; pancreatic fistula, POD; postoperative day, ROC;

receiver operating characteristic, ROI; region of interest, SWV; shear wave velocity



0. BEH

T4 R 4 72 Elastography O LWHETSBHFE S NUERRBGICRA SN TX 12,

H1-C ¢ ARFI (acoustic radiation force impulse)i%, 2MEAFERICE T 2 (LD

W A, fEOIHMBEAOBM T EE S L CTHEN. S 7=, ARFI (3615

e

lgas DL 2 ERAL T 2, 7005, EslEs (Al 2 ZBIRTRIRIC

FESWTEHMlT©& 5, ARFI (353D Elastography D HEHFIC LT & & IS

OMFBEOEZJET D 2 ENTE 5, IHF, BIERROETEDWIZE N T

ARFI NFEIRDOBAALORE 2R T 2 DOICA M TH D LA Shic, ABFFET

IZ. ARFI Z AR O SN G BRIROBIGIZTHEA L, £OF MR 5 NTH

Tl R e LT,



1. FX

VAR, FRBAT-CAM I E R EARZIRITD S LESR L TV D05, Il

FIFICB D TIRBIEIRE DO AME X 10~50% & WEFFICERTHD (1-5) .

WERBEI, AT ER I L SOIRGIE 72 & D Ean )72 & OHIE & 5| S 24 etk &

D A2 DIEFNZ BN T, BEREEDO I L2 IEHIC T 5 2 L BFINR OG0

EZP<C ETIHEFRICEETH D, KRS, BOIFRINER OIEREN H LI mortality @

GBS AT RT L SN TWD, — KA PD #7f% O mortality 1% 5% A &

STVTWD A, WIS FIR TREEN I 2 J8IE L 72356 ¢ mortality 13 18~

38% L EmWEBIEREZ BT 5 (6-10) . TR DGR T & L T soft pancreas

(2,11-16) . FEIIRIEE (16-21) | FEMENEDE (21,22) . WP HIME (11,21,23),

WAL ARG (24) DTG ST\ 5D, I TH, soft pancreas [T i% iR IREIC &

STHRbLMN72) AVRTFTH D, soft pancreas & IZFED T 70 R

FEQ soft 722 L TH D, UL, BEEEEEIL, I OfE2IC K> TilvE 23 E8LHY

|Z soft pancreas 7> hard pancreas 72221 L Tk V) Bl CHEBII R ERITVVE 12

SESHTWRW, E> T, MR FEMEZ AR 5 720113, AL 2 FE BRI

At L. AR L 7 L — RSB L TW D il 2 LD B 5,

BT Tl FERBRAYIC X Sefligi g O 1 i & 1| E C X 2 & Elastography O£ iy



DIPAFE STV D (25,26) . ARFI (F, Tl Elastography @ H T HARIZI W T

KbER L TWLHINDO—>Th D, ZOREL, WEOP Z a3 2 5k

PERE DFEEDS, WEOFFOBMELRE L IEOMHBEZFF>, T b, T OIaiE

JEMHEWIEEWE THDHE WD) Z LKW TS, F72, ARFIIZ K- T

HIE =415 SWV (shear wave velocity) (ZUXHEEEF R SV A (T v ¥ 2L ) DR

ST 0 F8AE U 7 RiHE 00 B 8z (BT IR PRI 2 B U L A CIBBR L, & O st

W 2 FHd 5 2 & CHURGEE 27l 2 HIETH D, BERO B T — N3

M L72M G HIERNLIZ 0.6cm x 1.0cm @ ROI (region of interest) % Ai>H T

SWV ZHIET 5 Z & THIEMBR OB E 2 EE(LTX 5 (27,28) ., KRB

IR DML ORE Z2Wr D51, IHMRIEBAGZIEITiE & L TR < BRI

AENTW5 (26,29-31) fifi, ATl (32) « FLAR (33) « HUIRAR (34) « I (35) 12

T & MR ZE OENZENIC bICH S TnD, IEH, Yashima 512X - T,

B PR DEESTEEZWNC ARFINHHTH D EE LT 36) . L)L 6,

ARFI % BRI G U E S A7 R & IO A2 2 DWW T OHFSE

T2 L<., Lee LI Ko THEINTMIEDOLTHD 37) ., ZOWFETIE., 25

1l LIEBIEL AN D 72Tz 6D ARFL TRIGE ST EREEE 1S, EGIBRTE OB 4

EH BRI AR D2 O D hard pancreas CIAEIREE O 38 A4 R HMEV ME 7] 1Z



boHZENRSNT, —TF, EEELS OO fERIA T P -

fEiME & DREMe, FRIFHHRR DS UiRE. 28 BfRAT I & 2 IRER0EE o fa R K]

FATOWTDOHFFEIE L ST TR, ABFFED BB, v AT IR R R CHIE

Iz SWV &) JRBLRRGRRHE(L « BENAAL score & DFABE, @ BEDFM I UAEE

OB, @ firdfikiz & OB, @ vt R A4 & OARBATEIC SV TREAf L

2o F720 WIE L7z SWV IZHASUWTHENE % soft pancreas & hard pancreas (24748

L. W OREEEED TR F & 72 0 152 25kl L7z,



2051k

2.1 %5

LT AR PR P E R MIER O B B 2 KRR (FREE 5 3665)

S, TRCOFEHRELVEBL TS 7 r—L Karkey baRG L,

201252 A5 2013 £ 2 A F TIZHE T IEGIER 72 1o 5 5. 68 il

(2% UC FARATIC ARFL (5 1) CREBIEE 21 L7z, 4 Bl E R R o s A8 )

WTHIE TE Ipinolz, METEZ68 B0 5L 6 HiIA, R BGRNANHER, %

RN AR B2 OARMIE DR RN BRI S I, 550 D 62 il % RAEH & L

7o P RUIEER+ —FENGYIBRIN (pancreatoduodenectomy : PD) & (AR I H)

BRTIT (distal pancreatectomy : DP) C, ZiLZ41 35 65l & 27 5l T 5,

ARFI OWEL, FEEFMRRTC, — AOkfTH (FIEEE - JFH) 12X - T

1T,



2.2 Fhfrffr=

EESE+ IR EIBRIT (PD) : EBEWTIE clamp crushing ¥5%4 F VY, FIWIRE 13T %

IZHEER - BB L 72, HEHT A 7L Roux-en-Y & (X2) & L., —DIXfRE - B

B-EBmaE L L. b O —HIEBEEEWE L L, FRIREEER . fiihiti2 <

7 5D soft pancreas JEF] TIIHIEIO FHTIT, P& EZAGRIEY A2 X 5 BRI TH

TEZE A ATV, R T 2 — I L DMk L L, 3 ARRICHEE

=G A AT ) IR EEZ B L7 (X 2A) (38,39) . F Do 28 #ildd PD

SEGIE, WIRIFAHTIEIC — RIS IS 22 R & 21T > 72 (X 2B)

AR EIBRIGT (DP) : FEBEWTIX PD & [RI4RIZ 24 5] C clamp crushing 5% Fu>,

HIORE & ERRE IR T SEICREER - OUBEL (40) . 3 BlIIMIEEIC K D HEkr 217 -

7’9
—o

PD. DP &6 5 & RJEFN WS E T RL— 2 2 -iE LT,
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2.3 JETTIE

ACUSON S2000 (Siemens Medical Solutions, Mountain View, CA, USA)® Virtual

Touch Tissue Quantification (VTQ) mode ?® ARFI CHi iif D JEehti i 27 E L 7= (X3) &

VTQ & 1., INHEEE W SV A (T S 2 2L Z)ORREHT X 0 384 U 7= Ak o s

T2 (T I I ) 2 o 5 L R TIBIE L & OfsHoE AE 2 FHI % 2 & TRk

JE A SR 5 HFIETSWV (VSfE - mis) & LCEREILENS (26-37) . gD

SWVHITE TIFETHER « RERORIE D i b BRI @ To o ABFFETIE, 85

OB T— NEGEZSZRL RN AR S DOTRS 38ecmUN T, JREFRC BN

FIREDIR D HREE L. 5 PSR- R AR 5 i B0 B b oD T2 JEEAE 2 3 o T WO IIEARHR

DIKEFREIZ10mm x 6mmDOROIZ FHOH THIE L= (28,36) ., FEEFTDSWV ES5

[EIFHA U S KA & e/ IMIE & BN 7o A SR 0 B[] O TEAE 2 TR L 72,
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2.4 T EER

SNDOEEFELR R T T 0 TR Q45%. 315%. 38D B M) & R O HEM R

BCPDA T T A3 NDBERE (TS O B 7285 L 82 D Ichk) 25t & L.

ARFIDOAFFEE AR 31T B FHEMEICHOW TR L7 (ffiBh#1-5) .

£, FRROHEBEART 7 4 THELBERF L IR E LT, BERfbshz3 A

DOHARHNEIZ L - T, Fligas CEIF. Z20F. BEK, MiK) % ARFI T SWV % 10

[EFHH L BREBER TORX LSS ITHEEN RN & 2dH i L7z (W% 1-5)
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2.5 WENEARHE(L « RRIWIE O Hs P22 RO Rt

A< U UEE SRR E B, FEBERTE Y 0.5cm — 1.0cm DSk 2

> 7 & LT HE etz fiifT L7c, R ORHEL - IR E OB ZADRHmIE 1

A OFFHEEMEIC X > TIThivz, WEEIZITEE ORKRNE H, 1 ofET

HOERD oo, BREEITRED /NEEF & /N ER] TRATT L Kioppel score & U

T4o5D7 L— RO LT (1-3:normal tissue, 4-6 : mild fibrosis, 7-9 : moderate

fibrosis, 10-12 : severe fibrosis ) (41) (IX 4) . AEMi{kIE Gaujoux score Z Fu T 2

DD T L— NIZ$E L7 (1-2:no fatty infiltration, 3-4 : fatty infiltration ) (15) ([XI

5)0

Kloppel 512 X % & Kloppel score = 7 23R B HE(L 2380 5 L EFR S

TW5b, HIEITZ SWV & Bl score 7> 5 ROC iR 2 F W THREME(L score?

L ED A > A 7% Youden’s index TRD7= (42),
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2.6 HEDS 3 IREE & i PR IR
WEDHTIAREIL, PD Z M T SAL72 35 Bl W TOMET =2 — 7 Moo
it% 7995 H OPFERYEH B & itk 1-30 H TOPERF 07 2 7 —BiREDOK&EHE
FIWTCEHI L7z, 2 NI SIER OPR 23 72 <. 3 NIRRT 7 2 7 — B DRz
DREITONIR NS Tele ORI LTz, Fio, MEEREOERIT, 3HAD R
LR T R 7 —BREN, MIET X T —BIRELSEM LR 3 5Ll Eo

Sa e Le 5.

2.7 a2 X B IR R REA

EFHHEFN K LT, Pl hard / soft pancreas % 6 A DT L DT k2

Rz

oW LTz,
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2.8 WERHAEAT

T =2 IR (#FF) TFRRLTE, BEEER L SWV, SWV - filli2i o0

To R BE & PERIE D BILR . SWV IZHEAD W IR O FE & IR SR 12D TR

Wilcoxon rank-sum test & Fisher’s exact test 2/ L 7=, SWV & ##E(L score <CF

Wift score & DFABIIZIE Sperman’s rank correlation test % FV 7=, #R#E(L score7 LA

D SWV OB b A 7 EIZ ROC HRENT 2 W TR O 7=, ITEIERED U A

7 RF1% 8 B DR « #H A1 5 {F# (<70 5% vs >70 7%) (43) « PEBI (11) - B

PRI (A vs fE)-BMI (<25kg/m® vs >25kg/m?) (11, 41) - #H#A (W vs FEIERE)

(21,22) - HifL & (<1000ml vs >1000ml) (11,21,23) « FFEEL (B3mmvs >3mm)

(18,19) & SWV (<1.54m/s vs >1.54m/s)} & LB LR T=, FERiTA v X

b, 95%fEHEXKH & p TR LT, pfEIT < 005 ZHEEDHD & Lo, it

Y 7 KX IMP verson 9.0.0 (SAS Institute) Z{#f L 7=,
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3. flA
3.1 SWV & A 5
WRTNZHE S 72 SWV O HFRAEIE 1.49 m/s (0.85-3.52 m/s) CTdH -7, 3mm
KU RWEFER.TOEE Y SEOEF TCSWVITARICEA LT E 1),

SWV ORIERE O filX 157 7 (42-490 7)) Th - 7=,

32 SWV L JREL A ERRAE L - RIH1L
SWV & i B2 R A Lscore (1T A B 72 IE O AHBIREFR 2 3R 7=
(Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient [0] = 0.660, p <0.001; X6A) , L2L. /&
P22 72 5 i bscore & I3A T R FRBARAMRIZFE ® 72 o 72 ([0] =0.058, p = 0.654;

[XI6B) , ROCH#E7> 5 Kloppel score = TDSWV DA~ k4 7 il Z fEMT L 72k 5.

E

1.54 m/sC, AUCIZ0.881 (p < 0.001) TH-7= (X7) ., B v A THEDRKE,
FERLEE . BRI RZE L CRERMERN T RIZEN N, 91%., 75%. 67%&£93% T
H o7, LLEDFKER IS RKWFE DER] % | soft pancreas (SWV < 1.54m/s ,n = 32)

& hard pancreas (SWV = 1.54m/s ,n =30) (205 L7~
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3.3 SWV & S o3 iisaE
PDZ i T SAL7235BI BV T, SWVIEASEVERNIE &, 7% H DR &
AEIZHEAD L (K8A) | £7o, iif21-39% A TOKET T I 7 —BIREOf&EHE
HAHEIERWERTH 72 (XI8B) , SWVIED D 23%7%hard pancreas, 124173
soft pancreas & Z2Ir S 4L, Z DO2EEM O TR H TOREHE & O T IAHITF EZEZZ R
72 (40 mL [0 - 155 mL] vs (215mL [130-420 mL] ,p < 0.001) , F£7-. i 1-35%
HCTORERTT I 7 —BREOKRSHHEICEWNTCHRRICAEEZLZE DT (3,062

units/L [2 - 16,350 units/L]) vs 22,747 units/L [8,154 - 54,270 units/L],p < 0.001) ,

17



3.4 SWV L ffi iz

ARFI & T A2 1 K 5 ERE RE O 2 I — £ 13 Hard pancreasf1373%. Soft

pancreasfif(I84% ChH - 7= (F2) . FE7=. IiH A2 Thard pancreas & ZHr S f17-

SWVIZX, soft pancreas & 2 S L7=SWV X D HEICSEVMETH > 7= (hard

pancreas vs soft pancreas = 1.82£0.54 (m/s) vs 1.320.42 (m/s),p < 0.0001) ([X|9),

18



3.5 SWVITHEAD U - T & i i i)
ISGPF gradeB LA _E D14 FEWIE I XPDAE CT12651] (34%) . DPEETI21 (44%)

(CFBD T, PDA AT SAVTZ35FIC I Tid, 2861 T IR IR Z2 I kG ) &
ATV, TN R A 2 1T L 72, €N E N ORBIER A RIT, 25% £ 71%
Toh o7z, PDIERIOFERRIE D% 3 Isoft pancreasHif THEIZE D > 72 (soft
pancreas vs hard pancreas = 75% vs 13%,p=0.001) ., L2>L. DPIEGIDFEHEEED
TR TITMBEC BV TH B ZITR O 720> o T2 H3soft pancreas TV ME AN & -

7= (soft pancreas vs hard pancreas = 55% vs 14%,p =0.091) (¥£3) . F7-.
Clavien-Dindo grade IIILL | (43) Z i OAWE L Liome. METAHREZEITR
DR o 7205, PD « DPJEB & 1 (Zsoft pancreasf TV MEFIZ & > 72 (soft
pancreas vs hard pancreas : 17% vs 8%, 35% vs 14%) . ZZ&fEHTTliE, SWV <
1.54 m/s ST R B O JRSE LI T TRIAFTh o 7o (8 v Xk 38.3,95%17
FEHIX M 5.82-445;p=0.001) , TOMDRKRFE LTI0RL Y @iinE v Xtk
7.69,95% 5 HEIX ] 144 -623;p=0.030) &5 (4 v Xt 8.87,95% 15 X [

1.71-678;p=0018) Tho7= (F4) .
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4. &

P

AKBFZET, WTRTNIZARFIZ £ Y & &Afb ST EREEE 1%, SR BRAAORRME L DR

AL, AN WEE L BB T2 Z L AL N E o7, Lar L, WETRY

NEMGIRIE OFREEIZ DWW T B MBI ITER O o 72 (15,16) » HIE S iLT=

JEERE B A B2, soft pancreasft & hard pancreasBEIZ 0 4E L7=45A . PDOG AL

RIC K DB L H DN, ik OIERIE Xhard pancreasff TH B IIK o 72, AR

Mk &AM WABRIZHEBIBR . D FEHRBE D fE R & BB IS HEICRAR L T |

AWFZEDRERD D . ARFIL (IFENRORAMEAL & S0 URE 2 IEREICHEE TE 2 Z &M

AN Ry A WiR

ARFIOF| 5L, Tk, Wil N EEFRZ 235 Z & T2 L T\ iz

Wemi s 2 E R b LEBIRICEHMETE 2 2 L TH D, ABFJETIE. ARFITHIZE

SNTSWV LA E O I X DM A E R ZERITRBO R o722 L KD

ARFIN ANDFIZ X HFF2IZ2E 0V 5 D[R/ RIE S L7z, EERIZ, ARFIILE

PEF2R-CABMENEIE OEATEERZ I CREIRISH S TR v | ITE S AU 7o s B2 o

FHEMIX T TIZEE &N TV 5 (26,29-32,36) , LeeH DS (37) TiE. Il

FHEFIOSWYV O F R IZ1.51 m/s, (0.80 — 3.40) T, AHFIZETHE LIRS [

BEThoT- (FHRAE 149 m/s,0.85-3.52) ., £7-. ARFIITZ 4B En
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T, HREOBZMNETH S, Tk 4TV % ARFI imaging system % H L 7235

L BREZFHODT N RETHAHLOD, EEOBE— REBHIE COERFIZ

160> CHEREEEZRIET D Z ENTEBEHETH D, — 5. ARFIOEFTIXEIROIA

ORI OB) S (FFRMEEE) ICRESND 2L, RERD LI E T8emb I

D EEREDS & 2 W DNETEFNTHERNRER Z & TH D (46) . 1> T, BEREE %

AIES BT, R SR E TOREEN8ecmUNTH v | EIGHREEIARZ: & D

FERNRE & TR 2 BV TROIZ E L IERHT R IRD L7RES L E T H

Bo EER. AKBFZETIE. 66 9%) DIEWH|TARFIZ X 2 FERE FE DO RIE ) T & 727>

o7z, TOWFRIL, BEIEDNELE T A TEDIIER,. NIBIEN23E < KRR D>

O g % T O REREAN8em L L U il AN REZRAEBIRC, a2 I Bk O IR 2 B %

T E DB NEEIIERTH o T,

HBUE, MrTRIRORE 2 58 2 2[RI T & 2 8IS ST e, EEDIEENT I

DOEAETIE (47-54) SOWEE Z2WE& O J71E (3, 12,38,55,56) . FEIRCFIiT

>

IR O R LI —2H1E (57)  EBEWRE ~fiiiass ofEH (58), Y~ M A& F

YT a7 EOERNOMH (59) 7 L INBREREN . Bamiy A PHEC

PR J DT CHEMER AT E B AL TH D, HROMWY AL LT, I

HEBEIEE 7> soft pancreas 0 PDYE ] C 141 [B] AT CIEE 22 MR B &1 M1 74
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T2 OFMTRIVIEG 2 HET 2 “HEEEZ L TVWDH38) . 4 E T,

BT E N S AV PDAEF] T FINFELCIL ARV AT, 208D FR AL

T, W X 2 B RW w2 D O iz TRIT 2 72 FEZENGYIA-#E PR

PIEWHEEHE CREBICEDOND £ THHET 2LERH Y | 20IH OFINE TH

3y ARPMETF 2 — 7 2 E LR b, KT, ZeMmidmnas,

PR RO T 2 — 7 BLO LB B QOLDOHIKIA B 5 Z L BNEFT CThH D

WETICARFICEREEE 2 8 B b+ 5 2 & C. N oEkELY EfElICc Tl cx, —

HHEEOBEIG & 72 DIERIC, R L — 2 BZETH HAER] % 35T X 5 nlHetE

N5, ITETOARFIUT K 2 M EERIE X, Pk WVW T4, T

HREA2ZWHETH 5,

AWFFEDOMRFUL, RS0 B DRNE D 7= DN B 7 7 — 7 % 2 T THIE

TETCWRVWRTH D, ZOWEGIETIE, HLE T ALmENERAER 72 £ D

I DB TRl T E WA EEREN TE 20, JIERHCILE

1EDIZ K DAL RFFDLENT 2 D72 TN WNEEIEG THHEN TE 722

VY, FEERIZ, ARSI OREF D2 B TOBI N HIE TE o Tz,

ARFI/ZFibro Scan & [Fl£E. shear wave imagingZ %I F L T35V SUMEF L8 M 72

ERHEALLISA OB TSWVAEEZ R I T2 OERE NS E TH 5, - T, I
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EOREIZIBNT b AP 7 ECSWVR B A =T RREMRN H Y | 75 B H

WCHEETHMNEND D (36,60,61) , & I, AWFFE T, T NE#— L THNT

T 5 2 LR T H L DEBIE D BELER D HPD & DPOJEFI 2 #A L CTHEMT L 72,

R, PDOIITECTldsoft / hard pancreas ™M & - CT—HIa Pk —Hiamatik

O2HFADHT A Z TR L TR Y | IWEEFRIEHE & OFRBINECH 5 s RE & DR

PRSP IEE U X 7 DT Tl PD & DPOJERFIZ G TR 21T > T\ 5,

Ate. ARFIC X 2 R BEIGE & IR IR O THIBERE D & B 72 1A LD 72

(21, PDPDP72 EfTARNIS, T2 L0 £ < DIEGIFEL TONFENLETH

%, 7. HHICARFICEZEKKOSWVAZRIET S Z ERNLETH S,

A S D IREREEE DFFEEDS B30 | = = — R & Rl oD I i b o AR BEAE 0

MRS DIETEGNZ W T HIRIRIZ G ST, HLE 7 Sl o280,

N PR s 0D G C PRI 28 ) D 52 %8 e fie/INIRIC L CSWVORIE S ATRE & 72 1) |

KV IEWECRBE2SWVD N v NATEZROD Z EINTE D,

Fro, WIE ST EREE &Rl - IR OAEA - BUEO A - (KERD - 2

PERER 72 EFE 2 DT RR T LA D 2 & T, i OREREZ TR+ 2

scoring system (62) 2MEHE T 5 A[REMERC, 15 O LT RS £ 12 K - Tsoft pancreas
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/ hard pancreas % fiJE U, PEREEERNZRERIME L T4 3R 2 Aifm  F9E 21T

)2 LT, WEREAD I TX Ao ~EH TX 5 AN H 5,
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5. f

HETOARFIC L 0 G S 407~ JFERE B I XA O L O TEZ A T

b5, WENZ TR S I T IRECIT R IR D U 2 7 AT, REUIERA 2

TE L TWDE A OFEFNI LT, & 00722 R0 B 2 Mg 4 5

DIZHEHATH 5,
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6. HIFE

AWFTENCIRBNT, HFFETHE £ L7z,

FORZRFGEEFRTFER . AR Thigas 2 et #t

+ MR HgR

AR K E G DAFEIREE BT - B - BAARRIER)

WCEWES OB 2R LET,

Tz, RWIFEOBATICNE LA T2 THE £ Lz,

FOURZZE A MM B R, B H=E

HF o BB B

(CTR < BB L £,
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SWV #I i f& 1.17 1.27 1.10
1.04 127 1.05
1.22 1.09 1.03
0.95 1.28 1.27
1.02 1.16 1.17
1.21 1.26 1.21
1.06 0.96 1.20
1.32 1.22 1.08
1.33 0.97 1.18
1.33 1.13 1.21
o R 1.19 (0.95-1.33) 1.19 (0.96-1.28) 1.18 (1.03-1.27)
S 4E 1.17£0.14 1.16+0.12 1.15+0.08
P & 0.859
BEE 2 byiis
BREE @ @ ©)
SWV J & & 0.93 1.02 1.03
1.21 1.01 0.98
0.99 1.14 1.07
1.03 1.1 1.12
0.97 1.19 1.04
1.3 0.96 1.14
1.24 1.02 1.08
0.76 1.07 1.09
1.04 1.05 1.03
1.16 0.93 1
o R 1.04 (0.76-1.30) 1.04 (0.93-1.19) 1.06 (0.98-1.14)
S 4E 1.06+0.16 1.05+0.08 1.06+0.05
P & 0.791
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BEE3 ER/F

BREE @ @ ©)
SWV #I i f& 1.46 1.35 1.61
1.49 1.24 1.16
127 1.49 1.28
1.56 1.32 1.13
1.06 1.43 1.36
1.70 1.26 1.47
1.40 1.47 1.25
1.39 1.58 1.33
1.48 1.58 1.60
1.64 1.53 127
e fE 1.47 (1.06-1.70)  1.45(1.24-1.58)  1.31(1.13-1.61)
¥ 1E 1.45+0.18 1.43+0.13 1.3540.17
P & 0.359

MR E3. BERRT T 4 T OLEFIZEBIT S 3 NAOKBAEEIZL D SWV HIE
O FFELMEFEAM,
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rEE1 g

REE ) @ ©)
SWV #I i f& 0.83 0.96 1.00
1.30 0.96 0.93
1.10 1.23 1.07
0.94 0.93 1.21
1.03 1.05 1.07
1.07 1.10 1.02
1.06 1.02 1.12
0.84 1.13 0.95
0.80 1.11 0.99
0.88 1.00 1.00
R 0.99 (0.80-1.30)  1.04(0.93-1.23)  1.01 (0.93-1.21)
SEHfE 0.99+0.16 1.05+0.09 1.04+0.08
P & 0.437
REE 2 T ik
REE ) @ ©)
SWYV Hi 52 18 1.06 1.25 1.38
0.93 1.35 1.28
1.20 127 1.40
1.48 1.31 1.17
1.17 1.26 1.24
1.47 127 1.38
1.51 1.21 1.47
1.51 1.38 1.20
1.21 1.15 1.29
1.05 1.21 1.20
i g 1.21(0.93-1.51)  1.27(1.15-138) 129 (1.17-1.47)
¥ 1E 1.26+0.22 1.27+0.07 1.30+0.10
P & 0.785
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rEE3 g

REE @ @ ©]
SWV Ml 5 f& 1.19 0.98 0.98
0.89 0.94 1.05
0.98 1.10 0.98
0.96 0.88 1.02
1.15 113 1.10
0.95 0.93 1.03
0.97 1.03 0.91
1.02 111 111
1.24 1.14 1.09
0.93 1.19 1.10
e fiE 0.98 (0.89-1.24)  1.07 (0.88-1.19)  1.04 (0.91-1.11)
4l 1.03£0.12 1.040.11 1.04+0.07
P fE 0.945

e A BERRT T 4 7 ORI 5 3 AOKMAEEIZL D SWV HIE
O FFELMEFEAM,
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BE 1 IPMN

REE ) ® ©)
SWV i 52 & 1.51 1.47 1.69

1.72 1.72 127
1.34 1.55 1.53
1.70 1.51 1.75
1.66 1.52 1.37
1.39 1.43 1.68
1.62 1.62 1.45
1.32 1.40 1.49
1.66 1.63 1.66
1.38 1.61 1.67

i g 157 (1.32-1.72)  1.54(1.40-1.72)  1.60 (1.27-1.75)

¥ 1E 1.53+0.16 1.55+0.10 1.56+0.16

P & 0.919

BE 2 JEL%E

REE ) ® ©)

SWV I i 18 1.30 1.40 1.38

1.39 1.47 1.30
1.19 1.28 1.69
1.33 1.37 1.41
127 1.48 1.16
1.54 1.32 1.13
1.33 1.30 1.26
1.57 1.46 1.55
1.39 1.55 127
1.38 1.29 1.46

i g 136 (1.19-1.57)  1.39(1.28-1.55)  1.34(1.13-1.69)

SE 3 1.3740.12 1.39+0.09 1.36+0.17

P & 0.863
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BREE @ @ ©)
SWV J & & 0.84 1.17 0.96
0.91 0.99 1.12
1.07 0.92 0.89
0.94 1.09 1.21
0.90 121 0.98
1.25 0.99 0.89
1.21 1.00 1.25
1.30 1.18 0.95
0.92 1.22 1.34
1.16 0.95 0.89
R 1.01 (0.84-1.30)  1.05(0.92-122)  0.97 (0.89-1.34)
T fE 1.05£0.17 1.07£0.12 1.05+0.17
P & 0.927

fli 22 5. IPMN, &Y, BORmEBEIZRBIT 5 3 AOmEHICL D SWV IED
P EUMEREAT
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