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Perioperative Hot Issues and Management Strategies for Pancreatic Cancer
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[ Abstract] Pancreatic cancer is characterized by high malignancy, low early diagnosis rates, and poor
prognosis. Approximately 15%—20% of patients at initial diagnosis have resectable pancreatic cancer, 20% —
30% have borderline resectable pancreatic cancer, and over 50% are present with unresectable. Surgical resec-
tion remains the only potentially curative treatment option available, but the unique anatomical position of the
pancreatic head necessitates complex gastrointestinal reconstruction after resection, which may lead to severe
complications such as grade B/C pancreatic fistulas and bleeding. Comprehensive preoperative preparation and
individualized postoperative management are crucial to reducing perioperative complications, enhancing patient
quality of life, and expediting the initiation of adjuvant therapy. This article reviews perioperative integrated
management strategies for patients with pancreatic cancer, drawing on literature and our center’s experience, in-
cluding nutritional therapy, psychological support, preoperative jaundice reduction, neoadjuvant treatment, the
prevention and management of pancreatic fistulas and postoperative bleeding, with the aim of improving clinical
outcomes and overall survival rates.

[ Key words] pancreatic cancer; perioperative; key issues; surgical resection
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P o 22 VR AE G T8 , B A 7E 55 1k g vh
TR IESE 10 07, Lot 7 07, TR A e T
RAEF VR 4y B R 4 R RS 3 4t 2022 4F
i s e RO S, B g R AR R R A 10
B, BET-HIES 6 (1, HRHRMPET R R ARF
T ES AR PR N = MR (11 PRRE
AR, EE RIS W 22 2 38 B0k SRt i ui ) Bz b
A%, FAJE H EieE— ] BB AP 19RO K,
(ARSI S A AT nT VI BR MDA 5 R B, B2+
1L 15% ~20% 4 AT V1B R AR, 20% ~ 30% 4 58 S n] 4]
BRI, 50% LA AT B B AR R A
ZERGAIREENIE T T, H BT HBR,
FARUIGRR B FE R % T R B AL 0 RR IR K
JBe T A B VIBR F AR BB b, T M g PRI 100 4 2
SR 5O R . RATIUE B BhG T
e RO S I A T 5 A B E S, X T HRE ARG
FRE . TG YA W R, X R A 5 [
TP AR ANRL B 2 LRI, A2 A B 7 T AN IR #f
MRibopr, DIULAB(EAS s B E A, A SCER X bR ) e
FERIAR, DA R IR TAEE R4

1 EFxEHESLESRE

BE N, =ik 85% IR B H B IFEFA
ORI B R ) R SO A I R R TR R
RIT IR —, FRRY], RETEFR R %
A E TN BE W BIAR IS R, — b [l
WFFEXF 2013—2018 4F b 5t K27 45 — b= B AL 57 15 B
522 BA TR+ A8 I U B A 8 3 0 i PR A aT R A T
IMTIR PR, 135 6 (25.9%) 27 35 KU i A 2002
3 (nutritional risk screening 2002, NRS 2002) PEAL
oA SR XS (NRS 2002 $F4r =5 4y), Hirp
41 B (30.4%) Hzsz RATE SRR, miEZ ANHE
TR, KGR AR e E N TR 2
FAEE (12.2%14 28.7%, P=0.038), £ &)
Brigss, ARuTEFE R ZPENRIPHERZE (OR=
0.339, 95% CI: 0.115~0.965, P=0.039), #xA
B R SR B TR AR o 8 R AU SR P IO+ — 4
A UI B A G B XU, A ST T 7 TR T AR T i
FTATE FRVRAN RS R R B — TR X

Med ] PUMCH, 2024,15(4) . 740-746

80 fFilF7 IR A8 AR IR M DI BR AR B8 7 3R 5 e IR L Y
R s, BFERERELEER. AE
F L ML KRR, 2RISR Y, 54
# (body mass index, BMI) =30 kg/m* 1 NRS 2002
W =3 SRR I RRE RS fE R R, BB 1
NRS 2002 PF43 5 AE B[] I 2 2 AR R B A G
P ZWTFERT, BGE E FR RS 2 R I
KA E R — T —ThA 101 HilE+ 48
Wb FAR B F WDETE T, 33 BT LAAR T 5% 308,
30 BT IR SR (BLAEBE IR Aissh ), 45
RERWIRFIAR T E SR SRR 6T = A B 1Y
WAL FER R, TR th, RETE IR SRR
I7 T RRARMU A E FE 3 T R A RS

FELA 17 FRAR 0 30 T 532 i J s R ) 3 300 A= A
LE) MBI R R PES> (Glasgow prognostic score,
GPS) Jek BA% $7 7 5 1l )5 W43 (modified Glasgow
prognostic score, mGPS) BIUZEE T T % C [k
FURN R FUKCP IR B BUS IR R 2R, Al o A
BLPART 0178 33 R A LA B TS XURS: . Jamieson %5110
BT 135 ) B AR e A7 0 48 I DI BR AR BB A9 1l R
BORHTAL T mGPS P73 5 1l PR B B9 AR OC 1, & B
mGPS W3 TH & & B AEFE Y (overall survival, OS)
AWML fE B N3 (HR=2.26, 95% CI: 1.43 ~
3.57, P <0.001), # J5 % 3 #§ %0 ( prognostic
nutritional index, PNI) Jg& rH £ 35 L3 F1 85 FH /KA
T R A0 RO TR T AR BB SRR D 8 b, AT T
FEMIR PNI AR AR B 08 5 35 S o6
C RN H/F 8 HH ( C-reactive protein/albumin
ratio, CAR) TIZEERMERIE . EIRM, SUELs
Jife g 58 B AR ELA AR DG S Tkeguchi 551" #E —
WA 386 il [Nk Jie A BRI 5 Fh A T CAR X B
JEIRER A PR B CAR J2 R B E 0S B2
FphSTfER & (HR=2.07, 95% CI: 1.59~2.70,
P<0.001), FIRBEFESE R, MR B 2 R AT B R )
B SCREA B TR ARG IR AE, I s

SZHRAAAE | R IR . R T B Ak 2
SERRAL | IR SR AR R A, R
W BLO B B R, K R, 30% ~ 50% HY B
95 KL OIS AR I S R A R U
Lt 5 i) R UG T F90% T e g £ 7 11 R R 20 2
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BEREE, N IR E A 2, LA
R HFET SOy B A TR T BRI
X TR R SR Y E TR A L SR SR D BR T
R BEEF TR AR, ERIAR I B BadE AT X Y
SCRAAYY AR A R B E X AR ML PRI 2 1, A
DA B T AR I AT, i A SR A A
), P A 3 TR B A BRI

2 ARENEE

P i g ol S8R BEL P B AR I R E K A AT
B fE R PR 2R A JEE 5 | AT AR O B P s T2
AE . ARG IFRAE, e K AR AT T TC
B AR 2R 0T, AR 2 DA SRy A UG B T B £ 8
JEY AU Shen S BT[RBT F IR IE T
ARHIS B T AR ARSI, AT S 426 1
JRHRIEE B, o 242 ] (56.8%) T VAR,
184 Bl (43.2%) ELHEMEATFAR, RINZE IS IR,
HEETARE R, ARFTR & R P oS
(16.6 A 22.2 M), HEHRENMER, EE
ARRTUE X OS FBE B R K AR (disease-free-
survival, DFS) P70 #5200, iz 55048, D
Hi LT 2K -8 T 150 umol/L & OS 1 DFS {4t <7
FERLRIZ, AR HTU I AR I I A A2 R 7 A 3
W, H5EETFARML, HXEAFHRE T 2 3% 45 78 0
WA E . TR A 289 BIARHT I AL 2 K-
=250 wmol/L [, Hrp 188 ] (65.1%) AR
W, GOREIR, SHEBETARUWE, REjEHE K™
FIFRIEE D (22.9%1t 34.7%, P=0.031), KJ5
WL (14. 0% 25.7%, P=0.038) FIE kg L £
FAK (14.0%1t 28.6%, P=0.018), RJF/™HIH %
I B0 ST S B PR R 0 46 92 [ BRI IM P02 (American
Society of Anesthesiologists, ASA) 732 11 ~ Il (OR=
2.89, 95% CI. 1.38~4.31, P=0.01), HIZFAR
(OR=3.65, 95% CI; 1.45~7.08, P=0.003), 7JZ4%
Mrig %88, XFHRa EKFE>300 pmol/L R E, K
PR B AR 9 T B AR5 I RO T T B —E R, T
X FAHLT 2 K- 250 ~ 300 wmol /L 1 2 AR AUl #%
AR AR

ARHTARIE 5 | FALFE S R AN GRS, 221
ZNFZE R IHIE T A (percutaneous transhepatic gall-
bladder bile drainage, PTBD) E NI T EE,
BRI, ATy A R AR R Y A, HOR
Jei RS E NS E-M e B W 151 9 s K AR A B A T
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HHAAQEAE, BA BN, BB AohE & 2k
IR, N S IB 4 51 AR ((endoscopic nasobiliary
drainage, ENBD) FJ3EG A2, A R A Y i A0
JIELE A IR, (ELRE B T 58 42 5 it 2R A SN FI T
TRE B S W, JHIE SR 5 D N4 & A iRy
S, A BT AL BRI AW, AER IR 1
JOERE | W AR 22k, EIEE SR R BUBR AR 28 5 H
ER, B BE R TR A E R (S REY)
BRAJS ) SCh e i e R AE - 20MH 18 S 08 A TG 5
Mo b, ARFPEE IR EOR , WS s
AR AR B8 £ I PR 5 SR A A o, 2B L,
XFFIAELEE =300 wmol/L, S IFHEEAREGRN . R
A E R B E RO, BRI R, TR B
WIPRERE EUORETE . ARGy, &
WATHHIE SRR E A AU IhaE , M NAT T
ARVIBRF , WIHfER#FT PTBD 5 ENBD,

3 FEEBhRTT

XF T AC FEAT OISR A AR AR, AR BiR
S7. HHEMN. (1) 4R AR b F
(2) (R4 0 g 2R W 247 Sk, e XE AT R R
JPREEI R, LIBe NLEMYIBR AR, (3)
UM (4) EIMFARUIERR, S i
Ja 0 BRAETA R JR A R M B RO R T DBk, B
Z2FHME 2 )Y (multidisciplinary treatment, MDT)
P4, HYAP B IE e R A AR, S BT
B ENGIT E A SRR ARUIBRALS, I R4S

XFF RIS, B BT i R R (AT A
4+, Van Dam %12 AE—T5 90 A 7 T FEALG FR IR 5
(n=938) A YIRR Ko 5 5 AT VTG IR e gt R 3% 1 25 2 4
Mras R kI, BRI T &M oS I T HEFARE
(HR=0.66, 95% CI. 0.52~0.85), W414#r B~
A S AT Io JB M i KR AT MOB B BIR T b B R A
(HR=0.61, 95% CI. 0.44~0.85); %t a4 g
Ji g B, B B IT R AR Ok W1 I Y AR A R £
(HR=0.77, 95% Cl. 0.53~1.12), fi2% 16 A~
FFIE Y PREOPANC 55K 246 71 ] LI B A58 A mT )
B IR R 1 0 1 A EL B BE AL A3 i 2 0 4 Bh IR Y
4 (n=119) MEHEFARA (n=127), Hd, Bl
BB YT 7 % o R AT AT 3 JE M VM R 50T
(2.4 Gy/Wk, 15 W), YIB M 5 17 % B e y7
(4 FIH VIR ) ; HAETFARAITH BT (6 JAY
PO ) . RAHEZ T ARIBIT IR A I 164 6], £
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FERA BNG T 2466 ] (% 3¢ FaT UIBR B A 26 ) |
HAETFARAI98 ] (&3 FErT VIBR AR 34 1)),
PipETIES (] 59 A A B, 5 BT R4, B
BIFHHAY 0S K (HR=0.73, 95% CI; 0.56~0. 96,
P=0.025), H 5 FE4FHEN 20.5% (95% CI.
14.2%~29.8%) , T H4%F RHNH 6.5% (95%
Cl: 3.1%~13.7%) ., MR EW, SHEFAMEL,
B B AT vT [ e nT IR (HR=10.79) MI%E
Bl OIBR (HR=0.67) kMR B 13 ) A4 A7 4R
B2 NORPACT-1 E—IZ s, AL, TR
R, BTEESHHENGYT (FOLFIRINOX /7%) 7F
A OIBR B T B R T TR L A, A
X5 Al U I 19 Sk g B, H TRl B A oY A7
4 JE| ] FOLFIRINOX Jr%E, %HBNIGYY 7 &P M+ 74
iR A R e, B IE 5 8 mFOLFIRINOX,, 4%
BoR, BRI A 77 BIEFE 61 B (79%) %
BHBNATT s BRI N ER, SHEFARY4LL
B, B ENAITA YA 0S A (25.1 A 38.5 4
H, HR=1.52, 95% CI; 1.00~2.33, P=0.050), %
IR R 1T BGYT  (FOLFIRINOX Jr%8) 1]
DIBRIBEAR 4 B R R A AR fF R BT
WOFFREE R, XTI IR R R, REWAT
B BA YT PR BIGRTT O R R A
BT BEALXT BE R 7 10— 45 I LASRALE

X TS AN BB R i fE A, R R T I
[ Jifr g o] HE AR R OB B AT AR B R T PR R RSO
SEURBTE R | KRBT, BMERT S S 2 T RIGT
MHRAE, HFARMZ TR BV, —HZ e [E
BRI T A0 A 2 52 85 Bl AT 19 5590 11 R R 98 AR
Ho13 il (16%) HIrssREIRFRENRERE, 5
PR R IR R AL, B AT FARIATT I T 3R XU
W, IRAMEE (3.8%L 2.2%, P=0.004) .
PG LA I ] >48 h (3.7% I 1.8%, P<0.001) .
B EIRTE (3.9% 1 1.8%, P<0.001) . FFIK
FAR (6.0%14.3%, P=0.027), ZHEHTER,
BMI [&fik (OR=1.05, P=0.032) . 1S & I 5%
(OR=1.18, P=0.025) &R G I & AE & EH)
LIV TR S B R 1V N A o) N AR E /g 1 N biep g
JBE A A B SRR, R TS A E IR SRR, M
REAR BRI A IAH SCAS R R U

4 FREEMITRA S AbIE SR RE

TR S R 9 TR R M) e L PR O K Z

2016 4 [ B e i M FEBE 5 /N4 (International Study
Group of Pancreatic Surgery, ISGPS) KR I TR 93 43 9
AT TEB A, B 2nI AT AR, H
SE SR | i T A T R R, EAS R I DR 4
'R W B/C GO, N AR I IR IR T AR
FLR R E A R R e XU R R AR
FELAR 0] 37 LA X 1 T 10 B A B 2 I R 3 L I 4F
o, BEERKES (fistula risk score, FRS) ., 2K FRS
(alternative FRS, a-FRS) MM FRS (ultra alternate
FRS, ua-FRS) TEF+ 48 DR A5 5 XU F5 0
R TN, o a-FRS AT 3 A5 HE X
BB A G T R 2R . AR BT (OR=2.58, 95%
CI: 1.80~3.69) . R HF (OR=0.68, 95% CI;
0.61~0.76) #1 BMI (OR =1.07, 95% CI. 1.04 ~
111), PSSR ph 26 F 1 A2 (area under curve,
AUC) H 0.75 (95% CI. 0.71~0.78), AMEBIGIE
AUC 7 0.78 (95% CI; 0.74~0.82), XtHEEAR
R TIMNE, HICTE FRS P2 H 9 2% 1 2 Ko B
47, ua-FRS PP 3 BMI, BEAR B, S48 K
ANFIER BV 4 TISH, X IR B R0 g
41 (AUC; 0.75, 95% CI. 0.71~0.79), HX}#fl
FAREAS RAF M BOALRE™ R8I, bR Lk
WA BEAL R AR AN, RF B RN R LW &
i, WAARREE | SEG AR 4TSS, REfiis
FRRBELESRE N R ENEWMAR, ARG
J7 2R T W A 22 e 10 e R 5T % R A AR T
w, WHAHGEMN, IR A R FERE,
LG & 5T, XLz, RETEEA
O AE W5 T 5

ST IR 5 3, B D53 AR DAy T ke ) e 1) 2 AR
HepRe s, IR RIS & B A DR, R
Je RS B 5 | i S OB, USRS B/C )
TR R A R TR R T 1 R P 4 2 1 AT ) s A )
AL A R AT A 5 I 0 P 34202 AR R
BRI A T, 2 BERLX BRI IR A 7 H 2
A R A BRI R, AR R LD B S W
[ R HR A SR E SRS e BAT ARG, SRR B
Wi 2 BUWRMRL S 2L | WU & AN, IFsmn s 22
AAE . TR RITRE W B, %At BRI A
W, TG X THRRAZSUEERE, Sia A
AR 1 A AT 4 B 4 DA T BB 7R T R
FETUTFIEE4E,

TR R A R A v P B A SR i SR B g [
AL R4 2010 4F, Bassi 45" 3 i BEHLXT 8
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R R (RIS 3 K) S8l (REHE 5K
KUIG) BBRE 1A 0 B U R AR HAR J5 e IR X
SR TG IR TERE, S5 R EBR, IEK S B[R
SRR G I A I 28K AT BE BT H] 2020 4F, Chen
LR JF RAGZEAT AT 10 T R 3 2419 4]
JERRA G B3, RN, BAREP RS IRAAR G B
BEEEREEMTIIMA (OR=0.39, 95% CI:
0.29~0.51, P<0.000 01); W4H/r#rimn, Bt —
6 1 VIR R 5 3 i Je Bt T BR AR ATE B/ C PRk he A=
HHEEEZESE (OR=0.71, 95% CI; 0.41~1.24,
P=0.23), MR LK E, MRS EITR T 48
Jo VT R B8z v Ji R VD B R B, TG0 2 75 B R s
I, YA WG R 05, 2022 4 — 5k {38
6 B b AL 312 AT 1 T =4 i U IR R T A
A BEAL AR R, RIGHE 1 KA 3 K5l
WA TE R B KR T 5000 U/L, HARJE 3 d W51
<300 mL/d 3, REEW (53 X) KRGIRE %
AT AT ARG BRI H, HE AR
W BRI R W ARG B/C 9B B & A R 8
(3.8%16.4%, P=0.305), FEHAXFF e AU AIK 1)
B+ A I UIBR AR B, Rk RS A B A A AT
PEDP 2023 4R, A BTLE A BAHEAT I — TR 2 FE A B
AT 10 TASE 1780 ) I 4K IR 7 | i 45 A8 5 F 5613
IR BRI B, &SR Es, TR TE T
e VIR AR BRI i AR VI BR A, R BR SR 5
B/C YL B I e K M R B AR i AR Y

IRWFGE R, AR VIR A S5 I B R A S
WA, (HARBRIHLE BT IC R RS — bR, EH
AU, XTI G RE S AR . Sl E, R
TRV | SEAR A A A5 DAk TR AR UK ELJZE s XU /)
MR, AT SRR IR T A, ORI T B s R
JERER ; AN, N EE RS X TEIRA SR
AEYERR, vE A a CT 515 F i B A vy
LT AN

5 ARJFHMmETRES 5 A R

THRARAS T i R 2R TR G 24 b 2, R
JECPR A FPOR B Lkt . A H AR 1t B S5k i s R
Z. AL B o RS R 0 B R A
HEE X, HABTARPRMERNE, s Lal
§, BERECFA (kT BUJ)) kmEbl, 4R
A GRS AR A S i, Al a0k
PR IR T B TR IR A AR, WASHE T RN 20 PR
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SPITRTT RN, SRS kS AT AT T 00 I
AR | R RS E N R

EAETARIG 24 b ZJ5 09 H i FR kR & i,
22 f JPeBR Ak i IR 40 1 10 A8 S sl ki 0 5 D R
B 3h bk R e Bk T Y B I8 W sh Bk
( gastroduodenal artery, GDA) AF k& 2 ik 1) = 2243
Z—, Wih A& O R B R X, Hak
i 4 IR R K e S i ) B LR ) R GDA
A AL BT AR E A ), WERTEEFLS LA 5-0 Prolene
REEFL, BRI K A B 3 B Al 4 L Bk DA I A
e e 141 oy BB Wk N B B8 0T e 2, T 5 O Ik
YL T AR P Bl ok 96 1 IR 35 2l Ik e ke R A1
AIFRIZUE R, 5 S R R e,
MK, ATEUE S| s g g LA g, i
% 8 N BUE TR B 0T & 0T O R iR R,
JREH BRI A AR, e s, KAEEE
WLAT, B AT AR 2 B R BRI B g Al
I, BEFRR Ty T e Y A
AERT, (HULBY B TG R R BN S i 37 30 )
EWEAE, SRR 2N

R R I 96 T A 3 I A A T R A
A5 35 AR 1 807 T 36 45 A 9 R TR S AR A A
A, GDA =B £ sh ikt i B A7 8 B 2R AR, 7
535 30 ok ot 3 308 W 14 ) Bk 20 0k il B A, {H 2
REM, R ERESFHNRNEmW, CRE
P ast KT 440 I A5 RE T AR /N K T g AN
A, ARG REUNIE, TNAARBIEMACR,,
DA R A A e SR, B T AT I sh o ZEAR LA
RENEH B, —ASIBFFE N AT 2011—2021 4F
K 2 A 3040 BT+ A8 I DIBR AR 1 5B
ZERRIIL 90 ] (3.0%) KEAJE M, Hri 15 4]
(16.7%) 4 GDA HilfiL, 51 ] (56.7%) R HAbFRAL
W, 24 B (26.7%) HIMERA A (975 FIK
i 23 1, Hrb 4Bl (17.4%) 4 GDA Hilfi; 40 {4
T I B ke 28/ SCHRA SRS A 11 1) (7 19 )k
MIRFE, 4 GIRRERA ) B EIFLAE, 90 dJE
T2 38.5%, TJG™ &I &0 B A 19 90 d SET- %
HT1.8%, ZREAGIFEXL (P=0.008), %
FEW, BT B UIBRARE B IEAE W, B
MR, R GDA Il e B AR %4, 1
DT AT AMIRA BT A e B IR 25 AR T R IW
BN M ARSI, FFIE R A 0 ME— 7T 46 R
BEAMIAIT X, SRR B3 25 0718 s ke
BRI, — et , FARKE ., W52, 5
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ToHE L 26.9% (7/26) ) W, TR 5% #
TIARIRZE ARG, A s MR B IS F B 5
PR,

6 INEE

F T IR 1) e SR AR AR IR R S A2 e, J
9 T AR KRS B P A S R A A 3 3 v T A
GUARE, REARWE B ZORWE N 4%, T2
Bl Bl PME, HARWHERLZN, TR, B
LI TARRT, KT BTSSR 6 0 R 5
B, JORMEEE R G, A SCHSEP N F A
(1 —SE R R BT Tibe, FR4 I T AR AL B
W, VA IG RS BAR A 2545 5, IITHETH AT
B, BEE B B U

% MPRAFALTA,
FEMIE, A E R AL B

& £ X W
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