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Effect of proximal gastrectomy with jejunal interposition on postoperative complications, gastroin-
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Force Fuyjian , Quanzhou 362000

[Abstract]  Objective To study the effect of proximal partial gastrectomy and jejunal interposition
on postoperative complications, gastrointestinal function and nutritional status of gastric cancer. Methods 118
gastric cancer patients in our department from January 2015 to January 2019 were included in the prospective
study. The patients in the control group were treated with total gastrectomy and Roux—en—Y esophagojejunos-
tomy, while the patients in the observation group were treated with proximal gastrectomy and jejunal interpo-
sition. Compared two groups of operation time, intraoperative blood loss, the total number of lymph node
cleaning, gastric tube diameter, generation gastrointestinal barium retention time, postoperative anal exhaust
time, postoperative began eating time, postoperative hospital stay, and the analysis of two groups of postopera-
tive complications and compare the two groups before and after surgery serum gastric secrete element, the
gallbladder contraction, somatostatin, gastric dynamic element level, total protein, hemoglobin, serum albumin
and prognosis of nutrition index. Results The amount of bleeding in the observation group was significantly
lower than that in the control group (P=0.004); The total number of lymphadenectomy in the observation group

was significantly lower than that in the control group (P=0.018); The maximum diameter of gastrointestinal tract
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in the observation group was significantly larger than that in the control group (P<0.001);The retention time

of barium in the gastrointestinal tract of the observation group was significantly longer than that of the control

group (P<0.001); The time of anal exhaust, eating and hospitalization in the observation group were signifi-

cantly shorter than those in the control group.The incidence of postoperative complications was 13.55% in the

observation group and 20.34% in the control group (P=0.326). Gastrin and somatostatin in the observation

group were significantly higher than those in the control group (P<0.001); The cholecystokinin in the obser-

vation group was significantly lower than that in the control group (P<0.001). Postoperative hemoglobin and

prognostic nutritional index in the observation group were significantly higher than those in the control group,

with statistically significant differences (P<0.001). Conclusions

Compared with total gastrectomy combined

with esophagojejunal Roux—en—Y anastomosis, proximal gastrectomy combined with interposition of jejunum

for gastric replacement is a safe and effective method for patients with proximal gastric cancer.
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