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F— FIEM T, IBERIIEOI3% EHME L TWA, HAD 16 Mzl 57 Hlo B WON 1253 2 A
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RERER R L — DB L Cid, JEBIED 20 BRI L i sCA 2000 45 LABE 13 £ (Ahefl 572 #1) s &
e tints1) - AR TE RN O ITIE 264% (151/572 1), ZE1C31E 15.2% (87/572 1) Td - 7=, #F
B rzats b3 =B L, JEGIEAT 50 #1201 oAt 2000 4E LI 17 1 (AEf) 1867 #1) Htds
e s e gk s vt 7 b3 —1E165% (184/1114 61) 12, BN K Vﬁ“*‘ T3 13.8% (91/659
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5.

B &

SPERE A EAA I 2011 4E 1 AR C H AR 4
OWE, HALEEE, SRR LSRR BERx
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AR OB 59.9% OAEHTHAEA B 12 I M I,

At

FERED LESWE, JEHE CT. ABEE TR

79.2% DEFIT 24 K

BILANNS, 89.3% DBl C 48 MERI ANIZ 72 S /e, 352 CT 2470 7B ) 5,

47.9% HFENE B 12 WEI LLNIZ, 70.5% 7% 24 IR R LIS,
72, 49.9% DIEBIAIERED 5 12 WF IR PN,

ZHEAT & .

82.9% 7% 48 W¢ i LAY
70.9% DAREBIAY 24

R LS, 83.3% OIEBIAT 48 I ARE L 72,

72 BB ORIE T IV a3 — VDS 462% % 5 6
L, WATIHAM 197%, 7Pt 134% @
WETH - 72—, B KNI IA A 40.3%
b, TR 228%, TV — Lk
99% DIETH Y, BEIZIZPEZED A S,

FHED D BVEEROZW £ TORHDIH 55T
o 722347 BID D B, 89.3% AIFEHE D 48 I H]
DIPZisiastr bz, & CT AM7h i/ 1962
BlD D B 829% ASFEIE 2> © 48 I [ DL T 3 3¢
CT M TS Tz, SEN S ABE E TOREH
WS TH o 72 2436 B D 9 B 83.3% HIFEHE >
5 A8 IR LINIC ABE L7z, FEEED © 24 KRR LA
WAL 72D 709%, 12 BB LLINIZ AR L72D
13 499% TH -7z (Fig. 1).

AWFFENE 2 IR 2B L 72 MERE~ BB DA
B L7z it FRHRIEFAITRERCT
Grade |2 & % HJE B 2 AT ICH W72, L7z
Mo T, FBrhEEEROBEERE S R2 55670
H5H. ABEHIZRAMERER T FE L7ER TlER D
BLfTbh A FHKNT A a7 &% CT Grade (2
X HEEEME A L2 BEEIE, TRIET
227 3EUEDER CT Grade2 L ED &5 5
PHDHLGEICEEE L, FRERTFAIT 24

PLF & 352 CT Grade 1 LLF o0l J5 53 & % i Hl
(n=1388) &, FHNT AT OHTHE Sk
S CT DMrb N h o 72wl (n=456) Ol %
e & L7z, RSO o [HE ] B8 KO8 [T9E ] 12,
BRI L 2 WD) ERRo g Il L 22 Tdh
5.

I, TRk & e o TRER & BRYh U7z B B
TICHBT LR (BENLER) 8L
7. PURESE O B EISED S 1B DA hT
WD SN aE Lk Lz, b
HATENCIE, b &b BT TER ST
TREFDEHEINS.

A4 E T A 1X S ET Atlanta 20 $0 25 2012 4E 1258
FIENrAT0ERMZTFLRE L TDE I L, WRT
Atlanta -2 B IR S 5 E$ A2 AT H
N7-HETHAHZ &6, WET Atlanta 58I B
I} % acute necrotic collection (ANC) & walled—off
necrosis (WON) 3 X OMRPEZENL & WON @ e
NS, KA TIIHETRVIER?IZ & F
NEZENRTFHEEINT ZODKRNEETIE
WON F 7213k & LTt S miEzd
ZTHHFEETIZ[WON F 713 kiksEha | & LTHL
Dk, BT E T 72,
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BMERERSIED D AR E TORM %, ABRBRICEHMO L -EEENICIKR L7777, 0
EIEEICBWT DR PEIIED S 12 BMUPIC AR Lz, F72, 80% UL L2t 48 B
VIR ABE L7z, SO BES (n=1844), FHETF A I 7 BAECTHER CT
Grade BIEDIES] (n=358), FHHET A7 AEIETHEE CT Grade BIEDRERF (n=59),
FHHRF 2 a7 EIENDOEE CT Grade BREDES (n=87), FHRETFAIT7THERET

H Y EF CT 2T LT aWiER] (n=32).

WEt 20 fEAT 1 Fisher's exact test ¥ 72 1% stu-
dent t—test & HW P<0.05 2 FHE & L7

=R =

1. ABRRFOEEEME & T

A GERE o BAE BEAHM A3 S 7z 2380 1T,
775% 7% SEE (n=1844), 225% A EJE (n=>536)
ERMii S 7z BHERIE TREF A 2T O A TE
it & Gl S NER CT 217 D &b o 72 D %% 456
B, FPERFZA a7 L& CT Grade O J5 T
it &R S M7z DA 1388 B TH o 72, ABElFDE
E RIS X 2 BIEONFUITREF A a7 %
iE T % 53R CT Grade THIE &K E & M7
Bl 23 358 f5 (FE 4 Bl D 66.8%), M1 & % CT
Grade 2 EJETH B A THREF A 27 TESE & H
E & NT=FEBIS 59 B (EFEBI D 11.0%), FHEEF
2 a7 & &R CT Grade DM ASEAE & K 7E S 1L
7=AEB D 3 87 B (BEAEFI D 162%), THREFRIT

MEAE TR CT DIEST & N7k h o 72 REBI 28 32
B (EIEF D 6.0%) THo 7.

A BeiRe 0 BEHE FE RPN & AP TOFTERE R OB
BRTH BN, EOFREEICBCTHR LD IE
2o 12EBEMPNICABRLTEY, 80% LLEAT48
KR LIS ABE L T 7z (Fig. 2).

PN A BERE 0 BHE B3l & BEPISE RO BIFR T
HBHH, ABLEE O FEM TEE B O B NFE TR 1L
20%, D) bFPRAFA27 LiER CT Grade
DM TEIETH o 7IEF DOFEANIETERIT 14%
Tholz. PHRERT A7 VRETERCT
Grade VEIRETH o 7HEFI O BENFE T IE 6.3%,
FHET A 27 DEE TER CT Grade 2EE T
H o IIEFIOBENIBLEEIL 152%, TFHRET A2
7 &85 CT Grade O CTEIE & HE S N7z
BIOBENIET L 31.3%, EZ CT 2f1bTFH
W A 27 7200 CEAE &K E S 7RG O BRI SE
THIT 154% THh - 72 (P<0.0001, Fig. 3). AFBEks
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FiDSTHETDH B W E BT
WHE & S N ER AR o B L AR R
119% TH 0, BER &K LA ZEICE2 o 72
(P<0.0001).
2. ARICH T2 2MBROMEAE
1) ek

BEESSE B AR TR S & 20 Th -
72D 2545 BITTH D, kWD 24 I O i o
I 3116 £1607ml TH o 7z, A Bl O HhE JE
I & BIEG] (n=1789) DI i 2898 + 1267
ml/24 e[ & i U, FREH] (n=518) Tl 4005 =
2154ml/24 W CTH Y HEIZE 2o 72 (P<
0.0001). ARy BAEEERHMIC & 2 6 iA T 24
e ol & % Fig 4 \OR$. PREATFAaT7T &
755 CT Grade O J7 THESE & %8 S 72 1348
51 > )BT 0 B 1% 2040 = 1162m1/24 BT 1,
ANBEERIZIE & 5 S 723565 3000ml % e )
DU IR SN T Wiz, BEREM TIEFEY
4000m! FIETH 505, FRKFAITEEZLCT
Grade @ Tij J5 ¢ JE O i B 1 4962 = 3131ml/24
R & A R TR 24 BE I o i i1 & A% 5000ml T

Hoiz.

77, AR RN A a7 &g
&, l‘)w.l"Jiﬁ(ﬁ“ﬁé?.’ﬂi 14% Tdh - 7255,

31.3% 42 a7

WL DO NS 5 0T - 72 2508 Fl 9 9
t, 2183 1 (87.0% ) THINLAMEA FNALT Z 1
325 B (13.0%) CHEFREASEIMIH S 7z, 1016
1 (46.5% ) TITAMNBYIE & HEFRAESPEH S Tn

72 I IBEE S S 72003 1% ARl
DT o7z,
2)”%%&%&
FENE F] OO RN S A DS BRI M)‘“" FAWE Ay
HZEDPWLENMIENTEBN™, FRIZIREDNS 48

9‘~FEJL1VW BMG A Z EvEYEE ﬁhfwéf"‘

ABERE I HAE & P2 S 7z 536 JEFI D H T, %
P%%MﬁwﬁM#%eﬁf@o% 1% 506 #1 T
Hotl. DI H 10360 (204%) THREWHEIEDAT
HILT WIS, FERED B 48 R LANICBE s LT
WzDIEZ DD B 15 6, BEIERILARTIE 30% 12
WX o7 (Fig.h).

IR A 5 Th o - ERERI TREG R 11D
72700 72 360 B BENIE LI 11.7% (42/360).
— 7, BWRAEEAT - 7286 B O BN T 1L
128% (11/86) & FEEMNh o7z (P=0715).
AS BRI APIIC G R ZR T o T2 15 B0 9
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fiE TiEfe CT Grade DVEHEZAER] (n=59) 13 3745+2139ml/24 iR, ¥
BHEF A7 EIEP»DER CT Grade EfE % fEH (n=82) 134962+
3131ml/24 W RS, P#EF A 3 7 P HEIE TiEF CT Grade 2B RIES] (n
=30) 134089 +3597ml/24 W THh o7z, L7 —N—IFEEREZIRT.

L 72 E B 4% 258%, ZE2W PR L 72 g 6 A%
437% TH -7z,

s (05 RSN RBREOMETH B RARE
aesEmsms oy DS T08% %L fe. Zofl, WAL
BZNBREIHEAT (17.4%) FANZ9.7%, PHALBREAL 195% TH- 7.

3) MEHEORHMHE
MBEEORM (PHR) EHORRIE, 5%
e W ORERDP HEEME SN TIE D, BRERE
Fig. 5 ABEmR (ORI S 2175 BHITA BTA Y EEDIRLDTA KT 4 >
)é[‘f?ﬁfg?*Tﬂﬁfg%ﬁ&%jfié ’7{{7’: ;0&@”){;?757264/5 T, PHMREEORAIER STV
LN R £ S TR 500 o . AROREIEBRA L K71 >
2010 T, BIEGITH L TIZBEIH L\ &9 12
TLCTWBDS, FREANIK LIRSS

EERMERLTWAY.
1, BEeRRR L7203 11 61, 4 Bl L 7o 7. AEERAIEY?S 1 EBUNOEREH (B
BB T e o 7. 5 IZonWTHEDH - 72 2513 FIlC B W T,

B REORIRIL, BBRET 21— T0%mE  PEEIEG SNz0I13 203561 (81.0%) THo
BHNIZREE L7EBIAY 305%, T 3BmWICEE 720 ABERRICEEREFFMA R ShIHER O 9 Hit
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Fig. 6 ABERRECSAE G & TAEHICT O 2R WEHIE I 350 5 Pk
BVEREISISIED & 1M PINIZHIREE 2 5 - ShvTwzold, ABERFo

FIHR S

i BT BESED) (n=1375) Tl 78.1%, TAEH (n=483) TIL 951% Td - 7z,
T B S S I O BER T 67.7%,  THER T 625% T - 72,

WA G- S, DOIEDY LIRS FTo
FEMBR 25 S Cd o 72 1853 B 9 &, k4
(n=1375) TI& 78.1% 7SPumi 3% HINz - st
TBY, FPHIMHEHINDIE677% TH -
72, =75, B (n=483) TIL 95.1% HPiw I
FEINCES s TBY, PHHNTERS SN
DI 625% TH o7z (Fig.6).

BEHEG TR DS & 2> TdH 1) 2O P 3 % HL1Y)
(2B G SN2 o 72 342 BIO BEAE T 513 1.5%
(5/342), ZFhzxf LRS- S 7z 1243 Bl
BeNAE 3 2.0% (25/1243) & HREED T hr o 72
(P=0656). —7J7, EAEFITIEPIRIEZ B
EN o7z 22 BIOBENIE LD 91% (2/22) T
Hol-oIR L, RIS g 4224 BloBEN
PET-HIT 125% (53/424) TH - 7275, FHEE %
Doz (P=0.999).

VSN PEIEONIRIL, BEFRTIEB T2
v —VPHEERES YT = 25444% LD %
S, ANWINNREI LD 284%, &7 x 55H3244% T
ol BIEFITIE, HNUARILDN6L0% & &
%<, BIr s~ —YHEERSGE 7 2 LM
237%. 7 L9131% ThHo7: (Fig. 7).

BIRPWALE BREE (SDD) DA %) LTl
EDHo722418B1DH 5, T TWzDIL 6]

Bl (25%) Td - 7z, BEAEH T 1700 61 19
B (1.1%), TAEBICTIL 488 B 40 B (82%) T
bt Twize, TIEFIZBWT, SDD #17b 7%
Mo THEBI O BENAE IS 11.8% (47/400), —J7
SDD % 47 o 7z 5 B @ B N 46 1 %1% 14.7%  (5/
34) THhorz (P=0593).

4) B G IRIE S B

e TR B I L B AR R e e A
T4 TIRIY FIF ST W ndy, HADS
TIRAMEAEBF VLN TV LTS 5.
B o3RI S LS T o A5 2D W TRIE O
B o 72 2597 BITIX, 925% (2725 2403 B TH
PR E R ESE e - s Tnw/z, 72, il
ENTWIZHEBID 77.3% THALED & 48 BEH LI
WZHEGENTBY, BESNrLHWOENTVS
HHNTH 5.

N R IRE D e 2 Al & 45 11 50U I 3 B S5 il 7
DA EDHG & T I o 7= 2336 B BT, BEAEH]
(n=1810) TI& 92.2% 24K 1 /- B E 38 Aol
HEN, F77EA% v MEFEWY676mg/H, 7N
FH— MIFY 64dmg/H, 7 U F A F VIFP
%5149 75 BAr/H TR I Cwiz, EIER (n=
526) Tl 96.4% (28 7RI R B EIE DMl &
n, F77ERAY v ME¥IH 194mg/H, HRF
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Fig. 7 #EHS5IZH WS N FHEE
PR EFEED S 1 HABIUMICRS SN, »OoRESNHREENHL 2T
B o 7z ABERF O BEIEEFHINC £ ABES] (n=1375) THENIHW LN HE
BEB o7y ~v—CHEERAYLT = b 444%, HIVISNE L 284%, €7 =

5 244%, Z D0 28% TH o7z

IR FERED > 1 B PP H R FE A% 5

EN, PO ENTMEEFIPL P TH o -EREH (n=483) Tk H N
NRALG6L0%, BT77 9 ~—FYHEERAELT A 237%, 7 xh131%,
FOM22% THo 7z, BIEFITIE D VSRR LRDEHANEL - 72,

HF— MI T 1202mg/H, 7V F A ¥ F VP
17.7 FEAL/HTHE STz,

BHEB] THR A &0 Th ) o & AR
FHER ARG SN e h o 72 127 BlO BB T ERIZ
24% (3/127), ¥&5 87z 1504 BloOBEHNL TR
1.9% (29/1504) THEXZIE R0 -7z (P=0734).
HEF CRIFESH O TH ) oER DR
EIPEE G SN Do 2 13BN TR
154% (2/13), 5 &hiz 455 FlOBERIETEERIE
116% (53/455) TH Y, FEENL»ro72 (P=
0.657).

5) BhyEHEEE

B G- R I ESE - PUE SRR AT Bl iRk
(BHERER) IZERE SRR SSE R ICITb N 4
BRIBE T H 5. RIS X BPEHDS v ¥ 21k
Wb o X b, LA OB G- L JETER
BTFLZZZEDTRENTVE DD, KIZ+H57%
I F Y RCZ LW,

B 7ERE AT OB DS S 0T H o 72 2565 B
D)L, EEFEREE T SN0 113 61(4.4%)
THo 7z, ABEhEo BN & BhiE g iEiT o
BEOW ENHSNTH 72231810 H H, Abt

W O BEREFEEHIC B ABIER (n=1794) Ti
15%, FHET A7 L& CT Grade DM 5T
BIETH o I2ER] (n=1358) Tld 1.1% Thifr &
N7z, EIER (n=524) TiX 14.7% THifr 7z,
BERE AT OF I L 8RR DS 5 T Hh o 7o EIE
Bl(n=462) 1I2B VT, BEELEZ TS N0
72 390 BIDEEE T ZIE 12.1% (47/390), BhiEsE
EMWEAT I N T2 B ORNETERIT11.1% (8/
72) TH-o72 (P=0999). &% CT Grade THEJE
RSN, IR & EFEEITOEEIHL T
Ho7zDiE 39161, D) LENERENETIN
72D1% 69 61 (176%). &R CT Grade TEIETH
5 DSENREREDGAT S e 2o 72 322 B D BENSE
I 11.2% (36/322) TH o 7zt L, By
EDHEAT SN2 69 BIOBEHNIETEIL 116% (8/
69) THo7 (P>0999).

BF LR & FROBRTH 505, &
CT Grade 2 X Y EIE L BUT SN AZERIIH L
T, BMEERISRED O 24 FRR DL B R A5
& N7z 30 BIOBRNIET-ERIL 6.7% (2/30) TH -
72DWZxE L, SSED S 25 BRI DL ERGE LT S
187z 39 PIOBENETRIL 154% (6/39) TH
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% P=0.451

%%@um %ﬁ%ui
FEREA O TEFEENTT £ TOREM & e

i JM ViR MJ! sh, %7 OJv}m UJw%
TdH o769 #0055 306 (435%) 2%
REEIESEIE D & 24 WEI LLPI S i Fy &
. BENIETEERIL 67% Th oz, Tz,
39 BUDSHERE D © 25 e DUBR LS HAT S 41,
UL 154% T o 72, W

Mt Ao 7o (P=0451).

D, W TH > P EESE IR ol (P=
0.451) (Fig. 8).

T 7= T VR AL B IR 25 i b £ <
732%, e TIRBIIR 14.4%, 5 RIEENIR 12.4%
DIHTH - 7.

6) I Lk

BRSBTS L, ARIEEAR
ﬁﬁ%%kL@&&é.LﬁL,iﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁm
B AEYA M A VIMGECH LT, EisAd
ZISEY AR A M A y%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁmﬁ’ﬂm
WgEEN (CHDF) 2MThNB5a03% 5.

M EA LR AT O BEDSHH S 5 TH - 72D
446 BITH Y. 108 ) (242%) TILHELEEEDS
TS Twiz, TOEFIDH L, ABEREOERE
EESEMASH 5 22 TH o 72 99 B, BEAE 2% 25 B
(25.3%), EIEH 74 61 (747%) Th o 72, MHEE
LHEE R AT o 72BER X OVEREFI D 9 ©ifiz)FH3HH
BNTH o 72 94 BIOBEFFE TR IZ 30.9% (29/94)
Thotz. Tz, MG LEEAIET S 2R

D9 L, AR TR LR & Ok o )5 %
W%#f%ot8wwmiXW%%ﬁW®%W%
L7 ABEIREE ] O B AL
L~$41281%(1&%4)k HEAED 2o 7z (P=
0.442) . NBERE o TAE AT C i A2 i i 251
%#&ﬁ%@o%u&@ﬂ%&%#ﬁéﬂ%#

ZEDI S h e 62 BIOBENAE T HE 4.8% (3/
&)T%D M LRE: 2 Jid T S A7z e ) &
Holg UAT A - 72 (P =0.0006) . 7072103
Wb Pdix, CHDF 2873.1%, HDE A3102%, %
DA 16.7% T - 7.

M LEEE 2 17> 72 B, 63.0% 23 A4
@tbf%b,%l%@%%bﬁ4/%ﬁum,
34.3% DK HY T - 72 GBS V). s
FEEAAT) HIWICHEREEIZ X 520 o 72,

)Wﬁﬂ“U“&Lﬂ?&wmﬁMW

ARV SSREBI 0 9 B, IHAE 24 DR 32 I
T [ ASB AL 3 A B CUIE N o IR K L —
TOG & B, RO 2 G0 B AT
PRI Ge DYy, 24 e LLNIZ IR EEN ERCP 2479
_&ﬁmfénfm%m

ERAORTR T, WAL ) BN
&m%mmmﬂmﬁm#m%#f&of DI 709
B, ZFoH LN ERE (BB T
CIPHAR (EST), PIBLEEIRA A bR 2s, NS
JHAE 27 > MR, NELBEIRE SIS N L —
(ENBD) }2% 17013 396 ] (559%) T&H -
z. 2O h, FEEN S NET ﬁi’CODﬁfﬂ; Rf
HBH SN TH - 72DE37TLHITH Y, FIED S
72 W[ DL AZ N SR W AT S L7z 0 219
Bl (59.0%), 24 W LLPSICHEAT S /- 1% 136
1 (36.7%) TdH o7z HiRD 396 Bl 9 H, AR
T D T B S CIE & SNz did 266 ). Z o

9 BISRE D & NBEEIEHE T T OREME R ASHH 5 2>
THolzDIF 264 I TH o7z, FD264HBIDH 5
24 WE DI NS R HE DS IEAT S 72 D1 95 4l
(36.0%) THotz. Tz, HRD 369 Bl 5 H A
BERE DRIl CHAE & I N7zDIX 71 BITH - 7298
Z OEPITIHRED b NHIFIHEEEIAT £ T OREIR
MDY S AL, 24 R DI NG A G 1T &
N=o1L 3060 (423%) TH-o72 (Fig.9).

A B RE O TEE FE RN & $mIm S 5202 Tdh o 721
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