Bl HH45% H25 21~2TH (2025) (83) 21

v Ry b2 S UIBR O HE AR
BOALEEEEGRME  BEES D Tl
L DR B L O H i o MEt

E3e) 5 7z L »L LwA T B [>) 05 S
AN e e & ] A R R

f/:l\: 95 o U_& e L o 7: 7z AN 7h W E

@ 1 L2 E %z H ot 5

kS b 9e] 6] 720 EX] b =

i fiik H & E =

F—U—F D oXRy FREUIER, EEE NE UG, TR, ik S OHE

E B
[EH]) #Frzickmk s N EHEE TR F —2icB8 0 208y bR NHUIRM (RG)
HEAB oL 2 E GRS VT, BREE NFUIRIN LG Zxie LT, Filiky
[, WA OHES X O ER ORE 21T - 72,

(U771 20245 4 A 520254 3 H & TITEREMESRE £ 70 QEEBHEGEE IO L ThifT
INc LG (n=31) BLU RG (n=22) O3z MMttt Uic, BETR, Fiil
BEEN T, ek a ik L, RG B3 CUSUM S #ric & » Tl o 225 dlge & 5F
i L 72

(5] RG BT TS ERICE > 7228 (p<0.0D), #itk CRPE (3 HH) &H
BITED - 72 (p<0.03)o HIEAPHEZ LG BET19.4%, RGBT 0HI7 -7 (p<0.0D,
CUSUM 4341 < (& 1361 H LIBE < F-ihiRs i 2359257 %6 K L 720

(iG] BHE KRG E FHEoE®ELp 21, RG HEAWY T b L ah S {E8IT i Tn]
AETH O, MrREIEIEE L GIHE DRI N 5,

AR UIER DS RO B 2 1H 50 L4, BEO

QOL [ | & Rtk 218w 2 By & L TIRREET

BREIATICE OTRER « ACRE b ITHY I~ OTESEE O, @S FEURN LG
B Th Y, TORBICERBEEZERE L BIACEALTWEY, LG FBIE T & g L

T C & IC

T oech MATSUBARA ot a1 CHTRICH O IR, TR, 7EBE ORI 75
SRARFRH THLE - A/ ELKDRRERL, EROERRABR Tz oA

AR SE 1 T693-8501 BRI HER TR GHT89-1 . — , - PO .
EVRASEIEAA LR - BOAR HEARSNTO 2% S 51, Fife > b



22 (84)

ZRHOWIco Ry P IEFURN RG) MHIZES
N, 20184E & 0 (REREEF & 75 - 7o fE S, AFTo
AN L TW3Y, RG I EREE 3
KotHg, FInfiiE, ZHEEKEEE T 28T
&0 o L ER BRI IC L D, RERLG TIREEL
WGBTS ) N EEE RV A ESRTRE T D B &
Mrsh vz, EBIZ, RG TRATHHIMES
W G OHE DR, 7 ) v YEIE DN E V-
TR MBE SN TS, L L, RG IEHEER
BT HAR TR OEE P E T 2 b &V - 7E
bR h Tl o, ZORIIE R
FRRAEDRKD 5N TV B, HURITIR2024EF LD
FEIHALE R T — 2R E IR0, F— s
TOFEOERL, SiElE SITEPATL D O#
BT H - 1o Fifif OGO 72, RGEBARKRT
Hotlbmmrbod, —HIIC LG 22X
L L7, ZOMRR, F—2NOBEERKE—DAL S
Fax T s SEICEREE B L TR
[ D KIE 75 ki 2 ATEEIc Lic, COfER%22 10T
20244FEFK X b BT 5 RG ZHEA L 7o,
KWL oHIE, CoFHF — L1tk 2 RGH
AW ORI R 2, R [E—F —
LDMAT L7 LG & MR+ 5 2 & ¢, RGO
LAt & HRMEEENINCGHT 52 2 & Th b,

IZo5WT

& & FHE

20244F 4 H > 520254 3 H & Tz 4pe ClR sk
B E 703 Al AR o8 LR UIBRER T
M S N7 IEPER T B UIBRN (LG) F/cidm Ry
N EEUIRN (RGQ) @536 (LG B34,
RG #3220 05 & L, 1B, RI/R2UIK
TER 5 & OMtfisigs & DFUIBRAER] (HBSERGHIA (3 BR
) BT SERA L 7o FINFEOE BiaH A
A R4 VERICETTREL, FiilX

SIREY: H45% 525 2025 (BFITH 10 A)

(HAFIS U1k, MEFIRISE kR, B2l B&

O voSETENEEIPE (D1/D2) %##%E L, LG
(FEREERYIS b K — bk ThafT L, BERENHEE 8 —
12mmHg 1IT&E L 720 RG & da Vinel Xi ¥ &
7 & (Intuitive Surgical, Sunnyvale, CA, USA)
ARV, #— MEERICE v 7 UiligEsa v
Y = VTEAEZIT - 720 RG BEOEJ] 3L RMED
HED w[E—HE & L, W0 F — a2k E
WF, RaExb) BF—2LNTo—FT— Y3
v& Ut HMIEE R EE SR (Fin, Hhl,
BMI, ASA-PS, fffefiE, IfrRiEZ2Hr, cStage,
T, FOEHIPR), THBEER T (Pl -
KEUIH» SGHK T £ T, a vy — VK
RGH#DA), fhirhiiMmE, Y v Y B
KO REGEE (C Utk s v v 7 BiE, g aif
it D4 « Clavien-Dindo 435", & AERE HEO
& L7, WEIpT R & L CEER, pT, pN,
pStage Zit#g L 720 X 51T RG BRI BT 5 FHft
RO FE AR 2 3Eid 2 729, v K v b
FIEIS UIBRIT (RDG) AiER & x5 1 CUSUM 47
PrafifT Uico #EEHIENT (3, Efe AR e 2
BERAE 73R iE (HEPH), BT Stu-
dent's t- #R5E % 72 (3 Mann-Whitney U #E %
Wiz A7 I A VEBEHE (%) TRL,
X MR E F 7213 Fisher DM E 2 EH L 72,
CUSUM #tr T3 FiiZ 7o » b L, #HE
2 AR OB S A Bl U 72 p<0.05% B =
L LT, 88, KRR REE ORI MmEEE
2OAREETHER L 7o,

5 R

® &= (Table 1)
iy (RG BRI, LG BREET5.25%),
PEsl, BMIL, ASA 73R, firEia2ires, Fifrilra



BAREZ: H45% 25 2025 (B T4H10 A)

(EFIANS UIBR,  MFIHIE UIER, B4,
AR EERE (D1 7213 D2FE) Itk VW Tid, i
HERNC AT AR Z TR S i - 1o,
Fivtk o o #1TE (pStage) % A 5 &,
pStage IITA VL E O &2 W < L iEf o F
&1, RGEHT36.4% Q2fldh 8 ), LGH#TIX
6.56% GBI 26) Thbb, RGEHIIBVWTH
BiZm»r o7 (p<0.0Do % Ot i ERF IR+
(T, NKF) ®R7—YeEonmicd,
MR CHATINIC R E R ERED ShiEh - 1,
@ FIrBEEnkAE & IR KAESUL (Table 1)

TR > W TIE, RG BEO Ry {EA331047

1] N

Table 1 Characteristics of all patients
LG (n=31) RG (n=22) p value
Age, years, mean * SE 75.2%2.0 71.0+2.5 0.18
Sex, (n) 0.22
Male 22 12
Female 9 10
BMI(kg/m?),mean + SE 23.5%0.5 23.2+0.9 0.71
ASA physical status, (n) 0.5
1 1 0
2 25 18
3 4 4
4 1 0
Diagnosis, (1) 0.8
EG] cancer 2 1
Gastric cancer 29 20
Type of operation, (1) 0.92
Proximal gastrectomy 7 4
Distal gastrectomy 21 16
Total gastrectomy 3 2
Extent of lymphadenectomy 0.08
D1 25 13
D2 6 9
Pathological T status, (1) 0.37
pT1(T1a/T1b) 5/17 3/9
pT2 1 2
pT3 7 5
pT4(T4a/T4b) 1/0 3/0
Pathological N status, (1) 0.05
pNO 19 13
pN1 9 1
pN2 1 1
pN3(N3a/N3b) 2/0 6/1
Pathological stage, (n) 0.01
1(IA/IB) 17/3 10/1
II(IIA/11B) 4/5 1/0
III(ITIA/IIB/IIIC) 1/1/0 2/5/1
v 0 1
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Table 2 Surgical outcomes of all patients

LG (n=31) RG (n=22) p value
Operative time, min 235[147-358] 310[184-529] <0.0001
Estimated blood loss, mL, mean=SD 8.8+6.5 25.2+11.1 0.19
Number of lymph nodes retrieved, (n) 36.5%3.0 28.1%+3.5 0.07
Complication, n (%)
Grade I
‘Wound infection 1 1
Tleus 2 0
Grade II or higher 6(19.4%) 0 <0.01
Grade II
Pancreatic fistula 1 0
Anastomotic leakage 1 0
Grade III or higher 4(12.9%) 0 0.03
Bleeding 1 0
Anastomotic leakage 3 0
C-reactive protein, mg/dL
POD1 7.2+0.4 6.3+0.5 0.19
POD3 15.9+1.3 12.1£1.5 0.03
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