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[Abstract]  Objective To compare the clinical effect of m—Shaped esophagojejunostomy and auxil-
iary incision Roux—en—-Y anastomosis in laparoscopic total gastrectomy, and to explore the safety and feasibil-
ity of m—Shaped anastomosis in complete laparoscopic total gastrectomy. Methods From December 2016 to
December 2017, 40 patients underwent complete laparoscopic —Shaped esophagojejunostomy (7 group) and
45 patients who underwent an auxiliary incision Roux—en—-Y anastomosis (Roux—en-Y group). Then com-
pare the intraoperative and postoperative indexes of the two groups to evaluate the therapeutic effects of the
two groups. Results All procedures were completed successfully. The incision length, the time to fluid diet,
the off-bed time and the hospital stay, and postoperative pain scores in the T group were superior to those in
the Roux—en-Y group (P<0.05). However there were no significant difference in intraoperative blood loss,
the time of anastomosis, the number of cleared lymph nodes, and total cost between the two groups (P>0.05).
The incidence of postoperative complications was 15.6% (7/45) in the Roux—en-Y group and 5% (2/40) in
the 7 group. There was no significant difference between the two groups (p>0.05). Conclusion m—-Shaped
esophagojejunostomy is safe and reliable in complete laparoscopic total gastrectomy,and the short—term bene-
fits are satisfactory. Compared with traditional Roux—en—Y anastomosis, it has the advantages of quick recov-
ery, less hospitalization, less abdominal wall trauma and light postoperative pain. Preliminary observation
show that m—Shaped is an anastomotic means worth promoting.
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