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[Abstract] Objective To compare the perioperative outcomes and long —term survival between
laparoscopic radical gastrectomy and open radical gastrectomy for advanced gastric cancer (AGC) after
neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NACT). Method A retrospective analysis was conducted on the clinical data of
537 patients with AGC who underwent radical gastrectomy after NACT in the Department of General Surgery of
the 940th Hospital of Joint Logistic Support Force, PLA from January 2012 to December 2022. Patients were
divided into a laparoscopic group (n=186) and an open group (n=351) based on surgical approach. A 1:1
propensity score matching (PSM) was used to balance baseline characteristics between the two groups, with a
caliper value set at 0.02. Covariates included patient age, sex, body mass index, American Society of
Anesthesiologists score, age—adjusted Charlson comorbidity index (aCCI), nutritional risk screening 2002 (NRS
2002) score, tumor size, tumor location, tumor differentiation degree, cT stage, c¢N stage, cTNM stage, extent of
surgical resection, and reconstruction methods. Observation indicators included tumor response and
postoperative pathological findings, perioperative outcomes, as well as 1—, 2—, 3—, and 5—year overall survival
(0S) and disease—free survival (DFS) rates. The Kaplan—Meier method was used to calculate survival rates, and
Cox proportional hazards regression models were employed to analyze prognostic factors. Result — After PSM,
226 patients were successfully matched (113 in each group). Baseline characteristics were balanced between
the matched groups, with absolute standardized mean differences for all variables <0.1. There were no
statistically significant differences in tumor response or postoperative pathological results between the two
groups (all P>0.05). Compared to the open group, the laparoscopic group had a longer operative time (P=
0.002), less intraoperative blood loss (P<0.001), earlier postoperative ambulation (P=0.033), faster recovery
of gastrointestinal function (P<0.001), and a shorter postoperative hospital stay (P=0.001). There were no
statistically significant differences between the two groups in the number of lymph nodes harvested, time to
postoperative oral intake, the incidence of postoperative complications, and cycles of postoperative adjuvant
chemotherapy (all P>0.05). The median follow—up time was 65.77 (16.85, 90.58) months. The 1-, 2—, 3,
and 5-year OS rates in the laparoscopic versus open group were 85.84% vs. 83.28%, 76.99% vs. 70.32%,
64.62% vs. 65.21%, and 56.64% vs. 58.99%, respectively; the corresponding DFS rates were 71.01% wvs.
66.32%, 63.72% vs. 59.03%, 57.24% vs. 49.86%, and 52.91% vs. 43.56%, respectively. No statistically
significant differences were found in survival rates between the two groups (P >0.05). Multivariate Cox
regression analysis showed that tumor differentiation degree (P =0.038), ypTNM stage (P =0.035),
lymphovascular invasion (P=0.022), perineural invasion (P=0.036), and tumor regression grade (P=0.041)
were independent prognostic factors for OS. ypTNM stage (P=0.032), lymphovascular invasion (P=0.015),
perineural invasion (P=0.028), and tumor regression grade (P=0.036) were independent prognostic factors for
DFS. Surgical approach was not an independent prognostic factor for either OS or DFS (P>0.05). Conclusion For
patients with AGC after NACT, laparoscopic surgery offers significant advantages in terms of minimal
invasiveness and faster recovery compared to open surgery, while demonstrating comparable outcomes in
lymph node dissection, complication control, and long —term survival. The main factors affecting patient
prognosis are tumor pathological characteristics and the degree of pathological response to NACT, rather than
the surgical approach. This study supports laparoscopic surgery as a safe and effective option for patients with
AGC after NACT in experienced centers.
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TETFARAI TR T, W i 2 T AR I ] 45
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R Bhysg s LR E (P=0.038) .ypTNM 4331 (P=
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X1 PSMAGEERGEAMAEEAXEHEEEENELBITILR

PSM Hif PSM J&
g f < 2 4] 4] vl ) <ty 4 vl ;
Lz MR PEA b pin s MBI OTRA i pin suo
TR (D xxs) 60.97+9.44 57.48+9.79 3.984 0.001 0.361 59.45+9.65 59.12+£9.71 0.285 0.776 0.034
P[] (%) ] 9.267 0.002 —= 0.688
L 159(85.48) 260(74.07) 0.276  90(79.65) 88(77.88) 0.042
ks 27(14.52) 91(25.93) -0.276 23(20.35) 25(22.12) -0.042
BMI(kg/m?,% +5) 23.514£2.98 22.49+3.08 3.696 0.001 0.335 23.15£2.92 23.08+2.95 0.195 0.846 0.024
ASA 9L B (%) ] 10.345 0.006 0.103  0.950
I % 30(16.13)  20(5.70) 0.339  12(10.62) 13(11.50) -0.029
1% 140(75.27) 280(79.77) -0.108 88(77.88) 86(76.11) 0.043
m %% 16(8.60)  51(14.53) -0.186 13(11.50) 14(12.39) -0.027
aCCI[ B (%) ] 1.849 0.174 0.360 0.548
<34y 112(60.22) 190(54.13) 0.123  62(54.87) 65(57.52) -0.053
=345 74(39.78) 161(45.87) -0.123  51(45.13) 48(42.48) 0.053
NRS 2002 P43 [ #(%) ] 13.032  0.001 0.293 0.588
<340 50(26.88) 150(42.74) -0.328 48(42.48) 50(44.25) -0.036
=34 136(73.12) 201(57.26) 0.328 65(57.52) 63(55.75) 0.036
B KN (em,x+s)  4.12+1.87  3.79£1.99  1.864 0.063 0.169 3.95+1.92 3.98+1.93 -0.132 0.895 -0.016
Jib e 57 B [ B (%) —=0.087 0.215 0.975
=TE R 30(16.13)  76(21.65) -0.141 23(20.35) 24(21.24) -0.022
RN 35(18.82) 85(24.22) -0.132  25(22.12) 26(23.01) -0.021
=k 118(63.44) 182(51.85) 0.236  63(55.75) 60(53.10) 0.036
2 H 3(1.61) 8(2.28) -0.049  2(1.77) 3(2.65) -0.063
JibsEd AL R B B (% ) ] 4.550 0.103 0.172 0.918
e 103(55.38) 226(64.39) -0.185 67(59.29) 70(61.95) -0.054
o1k 60(32.26) 95(27.07) 0.115 35(30.97) 33(29.20) 0.039
[=Fate 23(12.37) 30(8.55) 0.128 11(9.73)  10(8.85) 0.030
T BBl (%) ] 0.309 0.857 0.218 0.983
T, 8(4.30)  12(3.42) 0.046  5(4.42) 4(3.54) 0.045
T, 41 70(37.63) 130(37.04) 0.012 45(39.82) 44(38.94) 0.018
T, 108(58.06) 209(59.54) -0.030 63(55.75) 65(57.52) -0.036
eN S (%) ] 4273 0.234 0.145 0.930
No i1 30(16.13)  65(18.52) -0.063 22(19.47) 23(20.35) -0.022
N, #1 75(40.32) 135(38.46) 0.038 44(38.94) 45(39.82) -0.018
N, i 55(29.57) 120(34.19) -0.099 32(28.32) 31(27.43) 0.020
N; 26(13.98) 31(8.83) 0.162 15(13.27) 14(12.39) 0.026
¢TNM 734 (%) ] 0.179 0.627 —1.000
I3 22(11.83) 46(13.11) -0.039 15(13.27) 14(12.39) 0.026
i 164(88.17) 305(86.89) 0.039 98(86.73) 99(87.61) -0.026
FARYIERAEI[ (%) ] 5.816 0.055 0.174 0.917
T v 15(8.06)  20(5.70) 0.093  9(7.96)  10(8.85) -0.032
ST 95(51.08) 150(42.74) 0.168 59(52.21) 56(49.56) 0.053
&5 76(40.86) 181(51.57) -0.216 45(39.82) 47(41.59) -0.036
B[ (%) ] 7.155 0.028 1.047 0.593
TEEY 4 15(8.06)  20(5.70) 0.398  9(7.96)  10(8.85) -0.032
Billroth I =W 4 53(28.49) 140(39.89) 0.005 46(40.71) 44(38.94) 0.036
Roux—en-Y W& 118(63.44) 191(54.42) -0.193  58(51.33) 59(52.21) -0.018

¥ ;aCCl, 4F & 12 1E Charlson & FFRE 38 28 ; ASA | 5€ [ JFR 155 1€ U 0 2>  BMI, /K 22 48 % NRS 2002, & 77 KUK 0 2 2002
PSM,@TFEJ?_F%@@EO » % H Fisher ﬁﬁﬂ*@%%%(ﬂﬁrﬂﬁﬁlﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁ)ﬁ McNemar ﬁﬁﬂ%@f%{%(ﬂﬁrﬁjﬁé}@@ﬂﬁ) o
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®2 PSMAIGERBEANAEAHRPEEEEMBETRERAGREFZERLE[6(%)]

PSM Tiij PSM J&
ShR s ¢ 4 > s ¢ 4 N
b H;Enﬂiilﬁz%? (arj:f:ilﬂ) gt P H(gnﬁillil%?ﬂ? (Jrj:zﬂi-g 1 ?) gtk s
NACT 52 i % 167(89.78)  303(86.32) 1.315 0.251  101(89.38)  98(86.73) — 0375
NACT 5% 22.787 0.001 1.892  0.756
SOX 82(44.09)  212(60.40) 60(53.10)  58(51.33)
DOS 36(19.36) 62(17.66) 22(19.47)  23(20.35)
FLOT4 28(15.05) 32(9.12) 11(9.73) 12(10.62)
XELOX 24(12.90) 38(10.83) 15(13.27)  16(14.16)
FOLFOX 16(8.60) 7(1.99) 5(4.42) 4(3.54)
R YA N 2.061 0.569 1.234  0.745
CR 6(3.23) 6(1.71) 2(1.77) 3(2.65)
PR 82(44.09)  162(46.16) 41(36.28)  43(38.05)
SD 88(47.31)  158(45.01) 63(55.75)  61(53.98)
PD 10(5.38) 25(7.12) 7(6.19) 6(5.31)
ORR 88(47.31)  168(47.86) 0.015 0.903  43(38.05)  46(40.71) 0.167  0.683
DCR 176(94.62)  326(92.88) 0.629 0.428  106(93.81)  107(94.69) —1.000
ypT 43 11.022 0.026 1.245  0.871
T, 1 11(5.91) 12(3.42) 4(3.54) 5(4.42)
T, ¥ 16(8.60) 38(10.83) 10(8.85) 9(7.96)
T, 32(17.20) 72(20.51) 24(21.24)  21(18.59)
T, ¥ 88(47.31)  188(53.56) 57(50.44)  58(51.33)
T, ¥ 39(20.97) 41(11.68) 18(15.93)  20(17.70)
ypN 411 10.663 0.014 0.611  0.894
N, 68(36.56) 98(27.92) 42(37.17)  41(36.28)
N, ] 52(27.96)  128(36.47) 29(25.66)  34(30.09)
N, 1] 38(20.43) 92(26.21) 24(21.24)  22(19.47)
N, 1] 28(15.05) 33(9.40) 18(15.93)  16(14.16)
ypTNM 4311 1.884 0.597 0.553  0.907
0 11(5.91) 12(3.42) 4(3.54) 5(4.42)
I #4 36(19.35) 68(19.37) 19(16.81)  17(15.05)
134 62(33.33)  119(33.90) 44(38.94)  46(40.71)
I 34 77(41.40)  152(43.30) 46(40.71)  45(39.82)
liG=galt 7.386 0.007 1.235  0.267
7 68(36.56) 89(25.36) 35(30.97)  32(28.32)
2 118(63.44)  262(74.64) 78(69.03)  81(71.68)
i 22351 3.241 0.072 0.830  0.362
i 94(50.54)  149(42.45) 30(26.55)  28(24.78)
2 92(49.46)  202(57.55) 83(73.45)  85(75.22)
TRG 3.081 0.380 1.123  0.772
la %% 11(5.91) 12(3.42) 4(3.54) 3(2.65)
b 2% 26(13.98) 62(17.66) 14(12.39)  15(13.27)
24 62(33.33)  108(30.77) 32(28.32)  34(30.09)
3% 87(46.77)  169(48.15) 63(55.75)  61(53.98)
pCR 11(5.91) 12(3.42) 1.846 0.174 4(3.54) 3(2.65) —  1.000
MPR 37(19.89) 74(21.08) 0.101 0.752  18(15.93)  18(15.93) —  1.000

T . PSM, {1 7] B 43 VR L s NACT , B4 Bl AT ; SOX , B 75 B+ YD FI4; DOS | £ 74 fih 38+ B VD R4+ 8 75 B, FLOTS, FUR
R WE I I R 65 4+ SR VD R+ 22 V4 AL 36 s XELOX , - K5 A + BV R, FOLFOX , S 2 85 + R IR 15 W + B VD R0 5 CR, 8 42 28
fift s PR, R 0> G2 s SD, SRR ARE s PD, A #E s ORR, B WLZE M % DCR , M 45 1) %6 TRG , Mgd iR 45 73 9% ; pCR , i PR 58 4
L fi ; MPR, FEIRBGE R, R McNemar 8 UIHER 2



422 TH AR 2%k (B AR ) 92026 4F 9 H S 18 % 2 331 J Dig Oncol (Electronic Version) . September 2026, Vol 18, No.3

PSMB)
' '
® »4
N B mrma
i ] srmsa
]
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
{fERIEES (£)
. PSM[E
n
4
i 3 S48
Z [
w2 ] Frma
©
4
0

0. 0.8 1.0

? ieE (£)
1 PSMBIEERGEAMFEAEHEERERE
HELBEHERESS G E

L PSM i e 3% 43 DT IE

¥ (VIF 43 5% A 7.04 .2.57 .6.10) , TRG .pCR |
MPR (VIF 439 8 12.17 2.69 .7.94) , UL K 98 3R
ST RN % WG i e HE 6 (VIF 4390 25.45
13.33 .25.75) I FEfE S L (R B8 1 (¢TNM
31 ypTNM 433 TRG PR35 97 ) b ) 4k PR
JI A A8 5 VIF ¥<5 (I K/ VIF=4.26 & 531k
FERE VIF=3.54 ¢TNM 73] VIF=4.33 ypTNM 7 1]
VIF=4.17., K& IZIH VIF=1.89, #£3=21d VIF=
1.42 ' TRG VIF=4.12 JMJEIGIT RN VIF=3.40)

R R Z N Cox HLBIRUES [B1 09 4347 45
RE ypTNM 433 (P=0.032), BKERIE (P=
0.015)  #1 £92 1 (P=0.028) \.TRG (P=0.036) ] &
DFS MR Al ST s R 2 (% 5)

3 Tt

R A A BRI B N I o K R AL TR B

®3 PSM EEREEAMAEAHRPEELREEFARABEXERILR

EizR2 ML (n=113) T 4H (n=113) S i P1H
FAREFE] (min, x +5) 163.24+15.33 155.32+14.91 3.163 0.002
A i (ml X +s) 59.61+5.39 113.75+10.27 -39.878 <0.001
WA VE R (B, X £5) 36.14+8.26 35.78+9.12 0.250 0.803
ARFEEW T RG] (d,x £5) 2.25+1.03 2.71%1.51 -2.150 0.033
ARJ5 B IADIREIK Z AT (d,x +5) 1.36+0.23 1.64+0.37 -5.490 <0.001
ARJGE W ERE (d,x£s) 3.21+1.14 3.59+1.52 -1.708 0.090
AJGEBERTE (d,x +5) 7.62+1.48 8.54+1.82 -3.348 0.001
ARG I RIE LA B (%) ] 18(15.93) 23(20.35) 0.758 0.384
Clavien—-Dindo 73 [ B (%) ]
I % 1(0.88) 2(1.77) — 1.000
) O ke 1(0.88) 2(1.77)
I % 13(11.50) 18(15.93) — 0.476
Ml 2(1.77) 3(2.65)
R EE 1 M E 4(3.54) 5(4.42)
i fs B 3(2.65) 5(4.42)
it S e 2(1.77) 3(2.65)
J R RH 0(0) 1(0.88)
W45 01 1 1(0.88) 1(0.88)
ek 1(0.88) 0(0)
I %% 3(2.65) 2(1.77) — 1.000
W& H i 1(0.88) 1(0.88)
T 48 W i v e 1(0.88) 0(0)
R 1(0.88) 1(0.88)
V4 1(0.88) 1(0.88) — 1.000
i 15 v 1(0.88) 0(0)
I 3 By 0(0) 1(0.88)
A5 AT A (A~ 7 2 5) 4.33+1.48 4.27+1.31 0.465 0.642

1 . PSM, B ] 243 DEFE . @ SR FH McNemar A PIHE R s
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R4 FHFHBIELFETFREFHEYBEESESAEEHNAREMEEE Cox tLEIXKE E T4
o R R AT ZRE B
i HR 95%CI P HR 95%CI PH
FAI X 0.588
i M S
Sigi) 1.092 0.792~1.507 0.588
AR 0.996 0.980~1.013 0.621
el 0.551
3 1R
i 0.928 0.728~1.182 0.551
BMI 1.018 0.967~1.078 0.529
ASA 739% 0.312
I 1R
% 1.252 0.738~2.125 0.409
|| 24 1.653 0.852~3.205 0.138
aCCl 0.181
<34 28
=34 1.126 0.957~1.328 0.181
NRS 2002 453 0.157
<34 %
=34 1.165 0.945~1.435 0.157
iy NN 1.872 1.230~2.846 0.003 2.186 0.950~5.037 0.066
iR s & 0.482
BEITH IR 1R
EREN 1.041 0.672~1.629 0.858
% 1.256 0.848~1.850 0.256
4'H 1.088 0.746~1.583 0.667
i ged o3 fb AR <0.001 0.038
Rk S 2R
ok 0.612 0.452~0.828 0.001 0.705 0.489~1.025 0.068
=il 0.452 0.305~0.670 <0.001 0.525 0.327~0.848 0.009
T 531 0.021
T, ¥ R
T, 3 1.512 1.102~2.075 0.010
T, 1.628 1.150~2.296 0.006
eN 7 0.018
N 11 SR
N, ¥ 1.432 1.051~1.954 0.023
N, 3 1.655 1.210~2.266 0.002
[\ 2.105 1.501~2.953 <0.001
¢TNM 43 0.012 0.184
I 2 Z: 1
Il 1.548 1.220~1.965 0.012 1.128 0.957~1.329 0.184
FARYI R 0.287
vt SR
LY 0.978 0.656~1.458 0.912
&8 0.741 0.472~1.167 0.196
CIREyER 0.441
BEEBYA Z 1R
Billroth IT W& 1.308 0.725~2.374 0.371
Roux—en-Y W& 1.158 0.637~2.106 0.632
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Gk 4
= 0[R2 43 A EASES i
ekt HR 95%CI P HR 95%CI P
NACT 5 1% 0.514
58 A ER ] R i
56 i 4 HB R i 0.920 0.715~1.184 0.514
NACT H % 0.204
SOX Z R
DOS 1.072 0.543~2.116 0.840
FLOT4 1.429 0.915~2.231 0.178
XELOX 1.294 0.729~2.297 0.379
FOLFOX 1.551 0.827~2.910 0.170
P2 7 S5 0.214
CR Z
PR 1.127 0.852~1.491 0.398
SD 1.241 0.917~1.679 0.162
PD 1.312 0.966~1.782 0.082
W2 fit 0.439
KikF SR
bl 0.894 0.673~1.187 0.439
PR P il 0.513
FeikF] %R
pragcal 0.911 0.689~1.205 0.513
ypT 43141 0.027
T, ¥ %R
T, ¥ 1.621 1.128~2.325 0.009
T, # 1.833 1.245~2.696 0.002
T, 2.047 1.391~2.997 <0.001
T, 2.214 1.524~3.218 <0.001
ypN 7331 <0.001
No Z: M
N, 1 3.152 1.935~5.138 <0.001
1\ 3.849 2.364~6.259 <0.001
N, 3 7.216 4.452~11.691 <0.001
ypTNM 531 0.012 0.035
0 S 2
I 2.113 1.325~3.378 0.002 1.857 1.122~3.056 0.016
4 2.652 1.662~4.231 <0.001 2.182 1.330~3.598 0.002
I 8 3.127 1.958~4.987 <0.001 2.585 1.572~4.259  <0.001
Jok 4 12 0.001 0.022
w 1R 1R
= 2.561 1.472~4.455 0.001 1.952 1.102~3.457 0.022
FUEZ3C 3| 0.035 0.036
& S B
b 1.822 1.041~3.186 0.035 1.658 1.057~2.868 0.036
TRG 0.022 0.041
la % 2 2R
1b % 1.851 1.125~3.048 0.016 1.628 0.985~2.689 0.057
29 2.115 1.285~3.482 0.003 1.725 1.059~2.828 0.037

3 2.459 1.492~4.030 <0.001 1.950 1.148~3.336 0.015
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Y 4
= R R AT ZRE B
e HR 95%CI P HR 95%CI PH

pCR <0.001

HKikH] 1R

bl 0.325 0.215~0.492 <0.001
MPR 0.009

HKikH| Z: 1R

ik E 0.682 0.512~0.909 0.009
F AR [E] 0.997 0.986~1.007 0.552
AR i 1.003 0.997~1.005 0.454
WS HEE 0.994 0.975~1.013 0.524
RJGH KT IR S A] 1.014 0.858~1.158 0.838
Y NER Rk VA 1.049 0.634~1.723 0.869
P NENER/ iyl l] 0.944 0.818~1.094 0.452
A5 AR B st ) 1.013 0.913~1.124 0.803
SVRIEKAE KA L 0.596

¥ Z: 1

el 1.129 0.725~1.745 0.596
A Je il B ALY JE 15 0.931 0.788~1.108 0.427

T BMI, AT 8 50, ASA | 55 [ BRI B2 D B0 25 5 aCCL, 4R 2 42 1E. Charlson & JE 38 %1 ; NRS 2002, & 3% KU 0 7 2002
NACT, Fr i BiAbI7 ; SOX, B il B+ VDRI ; DOS , 25 VU AthF8 + B VDRI 40+ & B ; FLOT4, FUPR W6 E + 30 M R 45 + L VD 1) 411+ &
DY 2§ ; XELOX , R EF IR + YD I FOLFOX , 0 I B2 5 + 55 IR W UE + BV R 4015 CR, 58 2 2 PR, #8430 G2 ; SD , S i £t
5E  PD, BRI TRG, IR R 45 9% ; pCR R BLSE & 2% ; MPR , 1= B PR

1.0
Fix:t
- A
0.8 - JFI4L
* 0.6
& Rl
&
0.4
0.2
P=0.701
12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120
[SIONGZD)
RE A (D
% 113 97 87 73 51 38 24 9 0
= 113 84 69 63 49 35 24 12 0
0 12 24 84 96 108 120
B2 PSMEBESANFEAXRESEEERG

4l
- I
0.8 - Jrig4l
EYa 0.6
®
H
&
R o4
0.2
P =0.302
12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120
B ()
MBS ()
" 113 70 60 53 48 46 36 22 11 3 0
*® 113 65 53 42 37 34 27 23 18 8 0
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 96 108 120
wE D
o £z s E= [
B3 PSMEEREAMARAERYESEEERE

BEFELRILE
T . PSM, fiil 1] PF-43-UC i

B ERPEA S T A PR FREDEH A T 5 s
T i = N E K 2 — | BEAE T AR R BET e 1]
SERIYIE 2 22 ZHERE IS T A TR
W1, 5 AFEEARRAL 35% 54012, R 2 A R
BRSSO RAR L NACT 3503 T 5 8 iR
)OS A DFSPH>1 . Kt XTG4 F% 1) Jeris

EREFERLE
. PSM, fili [7] B3 DL

AGC 35 NACT T4 38 [ [E 37 255 i iE W 4% MK
NI eE Rl 2 Kb I DR R 22 &5 S5 2 A i
M) 3 19 B Ji I DR F 8 A 23R 7 O 6280,
IS I NACT 51 i 27 4t £k A K b vl 58 14
I AR AR AOME T | EL S B BRI s
BT AR 2 A S | R e K A A7y
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RS EMHFHEBUTETFRAEGTHRABEEELFEFHNERENSEE Cox LLHIRK BT S 47

.. R T EAE i
o HR 95%CI P HR 95%CI P
FARHF A 0.724
1 B Z L
F 1 1.058 0.772~1.450 0.724
AEIS 1.004 0.988~1.020 0.658
4 51 0.106
L Z: 1R
5’8 0.748 0.460~1.078 0.106
BMI 1.009 0.950~1.065 0.829
ASA 739 0.225
1% 1R
% 1.135 0.730~1.927 0.493
I % 1.529 0.785~2.961 0.215
aCCI 0.281
<359 2
=35 1.083 0.875~1.349 0.281
NRS 2002 ¥4 0.127
<34 e
=35 1.131 0.952~1.472 0.127
JieE /0N 1.935 1.270~2.949 0.002 1.467 0.795~2.689 0.228
2 437 0.488
BEITHIT 1R
ZEEN 1.015 0.660~1.552 0.955
B 1.448 0.852~2.462 0.221
4 1.145 0.793~1.653 0.470
i A3 A <0.001 0.419
[wxte Z S
ok 0.627 0.445~0.878 0.006 0.728 0.485~1.089 0.125
o fk 0.478 0.326~0.697 <0.001 0.783 0.497~1.238 0.296
T 531 0.019
T, ¥ 1R
T, 1.488 1.095~2.022 0.011
T. ¥ 1.602 1.135~2.261 0.007
eN 734 0.016
N, e
N, 1] 1.410 1.035~1.922 0.029
N, 1] 1.625 1.188~2.223 0.002
N; #] 2.085 1.489~2.926 <0.001
¢TNM 4311 0.001 0.509
1T 1R %R
11313 1.520 1.198~1.928 0.001 1.064 0.826~1.378 0.509
FARTIBR 0.338
i vty 1R
U=t 1.218 0.818~1.813 0.330
28 1.033 0.669~1.611 0.868
CIREyER 0.188
BEEEWE il
Billroth 1T W& 1.498 0.842~2.665 0.170

Roux—en-Y W& 1.330 0.745~2.373 0.335
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gk 5
- HHZE AT EARES
i HR 95%CI P HR 95%CI Pl
NACT 58 i 1% i 0.637
N o A DL S
SE R A ER T JE 4 0.946 0.730~1.211 0.637
NACT 7% 0.245
SOX Z: 1
DOS 1.415 0.720~2.782 0.317
FLOT4 1.478 0.934~2.339 0.096
XELOX 1.401 0.782~2.536 0.259
FOLFOX 1.192 0.614~2.314 0.605
Jil 8 v S i 0.010 0.165
CR Z: 1R Z R
PR 2.085 1.265~3.436 0.004 1.363 0.924~2.018 0.118
SD 2.575 1.561~4.228 <0.001 1.465 0.995~2.158 0.053
PD 3.032 1.842~4.967 0.007 1.627 0.951~1.929 0.066
K INZZ fift 0.013
KikF S
gl 0.625 0.432~0.903 0.013
P 5 il 0.001
KikF SR
s 0.533 0.369~0.771 0.001
ypT 434 0.041
T, 4 2R
T, ¥ 1.625 1.102~2.395 0.014
T, H 1.785 1.215~2.623 0.003
T, 1.985 1.352~2.919 <0.001
T, ¥ 2.186 1.488~3.208 <0.001
ypN 734 <0.001
[\ R
N, 3.051 1.875~4.965 <0.001
N, i 3.725 2.286~6.062 <0.001
N; 11 6.982 4.308~11.325 <0.001
ypTNM 439 0.015 0.032
0 3% Z 2
I 2.052 1.287~3.276 0.003 1.795 1.122~2.872 0.015
| it 2.571 1.612~4.115 <0.001 2.127 1.328~3.397 0.004
I 4 3.029 1.893~4.828 <0.001 2.506 1.569~4.009  <0.001
i G=galt 0.001 0.015
D Z: 1 Z: 1
= 2.488 1.428~4.335 0.001 1.735 1.107~2.718 0.015
R 0.012 0.028
& S 2
b= 1.978 1.162~3.368 0.012 1.720 1.085~3.018 0.028
TRG 0.025 0.036
la % SR eIl
1b %% 1.827 1.103~3.016 0.019 1.608 0.968~2.662 0.067
2% 2.081 1.265~3.433 0.004 2.114 1.267~3.528 0.005
3% 2.411 1.468~3.972 <0.001 2.183 1.305~3.659 0.004
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BARS
~ R T ZH R
At HR 95%CI P HR 95%CI P

pCR <0.001

KikF Z R

gl 0.335 0.226~0.505 <0.001
MPR 0.007

ARk F| Z:

el 0.658 0.481~0.890 0.007
FARMF[E] 0.997 0.923~1.064 0.803
AR I 1.038 0.964~1.107 0.485
NS E R L gE| 1.019 0.992~1.039 0.268
ARJG & KT IR S0 [A] 0.986 0.859~1.137 0.849
RJE 8 T RE YK 2 5} ] 0.958 0.607~1.512 0.851
Y NERERV €S =N ] 0.945 0.823~1.085 0.427
ARG AE B i} 18] 1.009 0.905~1.125 0.877
SR IF R E K A B 0.449

Jo Z: 1

H 1.184 0.765~1.835 0.449
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