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Abstract

Background and Aim: Increasing health care costs have stimulated
interest in cost-effective medicine and have fueled the debate regarding
the relative roles of physicians and hospitals in generating costs. The aims
of this study were to investigate the association of physicians and
hospitals’ characteristics with medical resource utilization and to examine
the distribution of hospital charges in mild acute pancreatitis.

Methods: The study design was a retrospective secondary data
analysis in three private hospitals (8 gastroenterologists in total). All
patients (n=170) admitted due to mild acute pancreatitis between January
2004 and June 2005 were recruited for the study. Patient clinical
information was obtained from medical charts which were reviewed by a
single researcher. Medical resource utilization was assessed using total
and sorted medical charges obtained from the registration data files of
hospitals. Descriptive analyses were performed to understand the
distribution of hospital charges. Classification and regression tree (CART)
analysis was used to examine the association of physicians and hospitals’
characteristics with medical resource utilization while controlling for the
patients’ factors. The dependent variables were as follows: length of stay
(LOS); checkup and management charge; and medication charges.

Results: The medical resource utilization varied considerably. On
average, the patient’s LOS was 5.63 days (range 1-21; median 5), total
hospital charge TWD 22,659 (range 4,601-104,169; median 17,242),
fixed-daily charge TWD 7,966 (range 1,000-33,849; median 6,822),
checkup and management charge TWD 6,120 (range 512-34,040; median
3,739), radiology charge TWD 3,250 (range 0-37,155; median 760), and
medication charge TWD 5,259 (range 632-50,329; median 2,666). CART
analysis indicated that patients’ factors account for the most of
differences. Physicians’ factors, especially age, also play an essential role.

Conclusion: The medical resource utilization varied considerably in
mild acute pancreatitis, mostly resulted from patients’ factors, some from
physicians’. Further studies leading to a more cost-effective health care
system is necessary.

Keywords: medical resource utilization, acute pancreatitis, CART
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(B 277)~ Fpf * » fis CRICEA) & A7 # Shahian et al.
(2001) 355k B #% $eaf £ i 34 L 5 L a5 72 o Cowper et
al. (2002) 7 3 % W= M N & F T Bk B R £ R R

BB AR A RERGPRT L FRNFRY T LD

s
<l
(F4
i
W%

PR L B F50% S FR R Y LR SR T
AL %5 = %1% (hospital effect ) & & R F]% - 2 » Cowper
etal 3% 5 o fr @ Fan g LT 1T (4o ied g > 5%~ 40 s A
AL ARy X ) BEF DR L I b o FIMERAR
YN TRA RGEI AR D & F F o 4 A o TRk BT (clinical
pathway ) % B 2 g * St qpsk R AZ ) (I T BHER 7 B k7
ECRER LI (i %51,% FiR4c* (Weiland 1997; Pritts et al. 1999;

Cooney et al. 2001 )

2FFF B FRIRIR K A d R R R EIE S > F AL
%gfﬁ-‘?:}wﬁﬁu@ﬁé g s d > ARG RFERERLDA ]
Fok o 4 P R F R S R AGRF T F R RN &k

%% (Eisenberg 1985) § #¥3ns £ H A Fireny » b F ALt »
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7140% > & %5 i ﬁﬂ;‘#%ﬁ%‘Pi’é@%%ﬁﬂ%Mﬁ: = % (Clancy & Hillner 1989;
Harris 1990 ) ; FE= 400 Frap 2 80 AP A~ & oA
5,23/,%3‘?? B o~ BT s B pRG2% (Warner et al. 1978)

McLeopold et al. (1997) 14 % 3" i3] R R
{ﬁ #g%g@#%;ﬂmpm’&%iﬁﬂ%4%ﬂﬁﬁ%%
T o B IR FE%EFFﬁ?%J%%”f * A B M 4&+ - Feinglassetal. (1991) 4+
IR R HF Fre1985-19878 nl 458 & Mfngp b s oA > L F
e F R TR oA B FR e gl R A PR R R i
RS L ARRIF R R B LR R F F]S o  FER R
A %5),%‘%”’ * £ B ¥ i240% o Kralewski et al. (1999) %+ R giE WV &
HMOM ™ 56T ¥4 5 /= § 150 TR B F R énd & B | b4 ¥
%?ﬁ%“?%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ’%ﬁ%@E%ﬁ%&ﬁiﬁ§%ﬁﬁ
TR BRI FFOT PREIEATE N DF R TR R L4
TR oo

x5y % 4p “"%EWm'H‘%' gjﬁﬁf’é‘ 7okenié * i 2 £ B Lurie et
al. (1997) 45 &1+ FRFah A X RS ¥ FPO G R TV FRE
Verbrugge & Steiner (1981 ) ¥ Steingart et al. (1991 ) %= 7 3 T+~ |+
F R Hp A B s B o Wik y A Ay 1+ % f7 - Roter

etal. (2002) 4~ 47 % EFF'Ié‘_Vv'J‘iaL%ng’viii R IR ]“3&%5 FF e $
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Berdh A G ¢ s e T2 IR ( psychosocial support ) » ¥+= o R T

:J—JF%; 2= U IV}FEW % 10% o

Eisenberg & Nicklin (1981) 3 PP Z ¥t dcnig * » F IR
FR &L FIR ¢ 38~ 5% R E W & 3% bt il 5 % 4
e Firades 3 RAPM OFFFEFTRE%S B5 AR 3235,5%5:1,%:??
B4t ahE & F12% > Horowitzetal. (1995) 4-%11990& 11 ¢ 7] % %5?%
21,0360 & 1 f B T omd AL IR F P BT IR
IR DFFF R YRS i R R~ eROREL T LEL R
LRES R ARt FoRt o e - L HpAFR AR R
PR AP e th Ak %éﬁ e T B B L R z-;:a:frgﬁ:;% RLE
GO AR I T R SRS RARE F e EF £ jhFe
R ‘:}]ia A A fR P BT %3),%‘%”’ * . %" (Luft et al. 1979; Arndt
et al. 1995; Sosa et al. 1998; Hannan et al. 2002 ) > R} 87 7 & 35 @ 3%
A% (2001) &% —*f—f?ﬁ P PR AR > S ?*”Tﬁﬁ:’sflﬁ;i 7 =&k
bR L A H N N S SR R
B PR FTAFR L IRE (2002) T R FFY o 2RME R
M IR R SR BT EHYETR Y 3 RS TR F ey 5 iR
FHRE 3 BT OEEUER AR R ARE 20 R by § (2004)

Rpom LRGSR T ANF R A R o f ok S O Y& F R R4S
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LA TN - 2
Bolanos-Carmona et al. (2002) # % & 717 B 54 & %‘3}%‘ RLE
* £ B n% % %ﬁi&%éﬁ%ﬁ PENER TR ¥ (team director) £

LR Y S AT B P F el R A -

Greenfield et al. (1992) # 3 F FF & f1 W] & 35 Filss * cip b
Mo IR - L ﬁ%&gmt Mﬁ;}i%&éﬁﬁv?;}ﬁ%&ﬁf R AR BN L
AP ﬁi%éﬁ S RALE XL - ﬁi%éﬁré > Ozcan et al. (2000 )
I 2 ®aE L 11993 & caMedicaid® 48 F AL & A 47 2§ vl
ERFEEARF IR e F R TR B R
ek P B AR ) m D e S B R TR

FEHET HR $ F R FRA* HRF > Greenfield et al.
(1992) s 3 » A th B3 PIAInF f 3 hF G » 2 #
$ % * o Ransom et al. (1996) ‘' #ih A P EHE 2 bt |

PRHEPRFEFRARAEE F RS IRE T 15% LB

“‘@%

@+ E (1995) P FRFFHETHARAS LR A Tl 205 &

TREHATFTH AACHTE A RI DFR A il
Pk o RSP FE R ARG L C R L o e
(1996) 1= FFH ¥ w5 bl AT P AL B blF P8 F R TR

BB FRFER BT ERET 0 F 0 R
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ﬁa%ﬂf\ii’aﬁiAfipg%ﬂjw N A:’g%;}% ”ﬁ*f‘r\rs #i g (1998)
.u%?i%gf%?éﬁétﬂj’P?l‘fﬁ?éﬂ?%’jﬁ%gﬁ%:}%f«?%ﬁﬁ&gﬁ,);fm%%
Feng R 7 s N e A FTIRAG MG BRI T aE T R O
F 5 A FEF AT LA X B B e g e N

B (1999) FHAFFHAHFRFIFFR T LORE >« FRE

3&’%

7

fiﬁfﬁﬁmfmﬂz PR R R E R o
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# — Charlson Comorbidity Index =4 %

% B B

= 3 & (myocardial infarct )

o Mo B %E 2B (congestive heart failure )
% f o F A5 (peripheralvascular disease )
Har A v ( cerebrovascular disease )

% 5% (dementia)

LR EALE s ( chronic pulmonary disease )
4 B o (connective tissue disease )
A5 (uleer disease)

= & %5 (mild liver disease )

¥ T ( diabetes )

L ¥ 72 1% (hemiplegia)

v ER %?‘:J[% ( moderate or severe renaldisease )

Wk & B & F X 4 (diabetes with end organ damage )

i fr 78 (any tumor )
¢ s (leukemia)
_/-;H: e (lymphOma)

v ER ”—:}?a ( moderate or severe liver disease )
FHEFEERLYEE EEFSH (metastatic solid tumor)

fs X £ & g ¥ (acquired immunodeficiency syndrome )

L 2 B e S g5 A g Charlson Comorbidity Index e
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g
I

& B

- ~TERAELH

)
«2:
i:l
.h}

E R EREL" AN qd‘F,Eé;”;ﬁm e NG AL R S s g P [F%”Kf

F
Fabopsk o ¥ PRl T e sl TR AhE B B

S8 ERA DG T TRRNAF h § o K U i

CEIE) 3 £5 FRY TR S LS ETAL S EL VT

ML 2 5B T U EGRE FIE > e RIEA)
B~ BB RERER WA B WARR F Y A aEs 2 A A 1992 £
11 2 20 3 RMEFF < TE 7 and L5 LRI € 91k 0 i)
“Atlanta classification” (Bradley 1993 ) > # 2 #fikdx a3t fphk + &1
LR L A F I ARE BB A FERE ML (Mild Acute
Pancreatitis ) 22 € & & 1545 (Severe Acute Pancreatitis ) = #f o §&
B& ML T 3 B (interstitial ) & -k 4% (edematous) 1%
HELF o L F LG R P (necrosis) dhpIZ gt o FRHET
w2 — R S E R AL LB RBEERL (o
B3 90 mmHg ) ~ # %% i § A~ B =60 mmHg ~ ¥ it 7 > (4 L 48
R fs m R VURREFE R < 2t 2md/dL )~ 24 ) BER F B i 8 42 38 500

mL # 72 — 2.5 3EF 4ok ~ B E ' (pseudocyst) ~ &k

24



(abscess ); 3.Ranson’s criteria=3 (Ranson et al. 1974 ); 4. APACHE II
score AZiE 8 o T R A MILH L Arid R A L N H ¥ Bl fﬁ" 15,
;T*ﬂ;“r’ﬁ i 7 2 (necrotizing) ML 0 - LA mFR 47

"R 4 443 7 | (infected necrosis ) > 7* = F % if 35-40% ( Azu-Zidan

et al. 2000; Dervenis et al. 1999 ) -
SRk A REDY

PR R A Rea s o LR 4 40 3] 60 A2
oo 473 3> 7 ¢ (Lankisch etal. 1996 ) ; H 3 4 g > © i
G Pafcdp b M e B B Beng 4 5 5 5.4/100,000 4 /4 (Trapnell
& Duncan 1975)» % g 4 & 5 79.8/100,000 % /& (Go 1994 ) » j_
2R & RS F RAEPIEFL OE 4 FG H Ae dB g T i R i
® 7 FPE A & 3 3 4e (Jaakkola & Norback 1993; Tran & Van
Schilfgaarde 1994) &2 ¥riy 4 e o FPILH L hr = At &

L g A v 430 09-1.6 2 FF (Mckay et al. 1999; Corfield et al. 1985;

Appelros & Borgstrom 1999 ) > € & 4 ezt = & (15-25% ) % 3t & 4 A

F_&

(<10% ) (Toouli et al. 2002) ; @ F 4358 ERERE B = X

—

3 2 &R ST EMRRCUOR AR LT R R F R e

d“\'

R 1 B it b L R erE 2% 5 BT E 0 @ 9 A PR

(
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Lo = 5 25-30%'% M3 E 3 6-10% (Forsmark & Toskes 1995;

Fan 1993 ) -

e PR FRAI" 26 0 1 EF2000 & 56> 4 GG 21 F 4 ST
AR AR R SR R AR Y R D R R
AERER R E R e1% = L = (Russo et al. 2004) > ¥ B & ML &
EMFRTRAT 25405 £ - 300 L4 S0 AR IR
PR INEFLF - BRGARFRFT RO LG S AR

71 ( Fenton-Lee & Imrie 1993; Neoptolemos et al. 1998 ) & 5 3 ik ik &

02 & ey o Gfe A ferd i i BB 5 2625% 8% 0 A G b

-—~\

BRI VAR E R A F B0 4 R

Bo¥ 5lAcE LR chR Bl 5 e R EOIE) K & 35-40% -
He g A RFle 6B 2y gd g~ B 240 ~ Oddi = 35 5 ves
LR ERA A AEBER MR (7§
#ERCP )¥? £ jisis ~ B R B Ei#ﬁt:ﬁrfﬁq‘}é 2 ~¥2 @-1 antitrypsin
HLEE A 10%nE PR B 0 TR G R AR
F¥ b+ &7 1 2Rk F) (Grendell 1990; Tarnasky & Hawes 1998 ) »

T E hEIRME 3B (MRCP) & p LAz sk (EUS) d *8 80

P iRk B hd 2 0 ¢ ARFER ¥ R %4 Idiopathic
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acute pancreatitis 13 %1% (Dill et al. 1995; Dahan et al. 1996; Chang

et al. 1998; Draganov & Forsmark 2005 )

AR L TRREMR S 5 RBFEAEE Y HFE R T i
FOAE SR F)A IR S B E S AR SRR T IR i RS R
v~ TEOR s S A e s BBRE S 2R B2 IR FEIR| S UTeann /};’5 Fai
tipp 53t~ Heg X % #O55k © (mesenteric ischemia ) ~ % FE

%‘;&'319;7;“:,L:;{‘ °

FREEPERLEF LR DL 9 60%hp & ¢!
(Bohidar et al. 1998 ) ~ % 3 4 @:ﬁ:jﬁ,ﬁﬂ- # o d%2viE39C -

Ao - YR T L L& 1L CF BA 4 i cytokines f

B Foem R T I nE MR RR B TR F AR X
SlAs B e DR B B R R B RIE B WS o

AR .

THREEFEZ B ARG ER A EINT TR CBRE R
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32?:

¥

MR TR ORI AR

Tolesd AR I NN F E 12-42%
e W e INg i BAEAMSA B E D K (Wilson & Imrie 1988;

Lankisch 1991 ) -

ERDEPRFRLNZAFRAF R REREREELTFEE
RANEHFEIRE RBoUF FRLI G 5%E T f%v‘ o
binp eSO BEE - £ 2 A ek
5 A2 o ﬁ.%g/,%"‘ TRt P4k o R < (Swaroop et al. 2004;
Neoptolemos et al. 1998 ) o F]pt 443 £ ML B W B & B % i &2 5 ¥
DU REIDLF LI A R R BB IR T

P SR B T RS S & M4

Tkt ok anER A BOLR R E RS 2 4
A. Ranson criteria - /£.1974 & Ranson ¥ A 3% 41 % 2 ¢ 47:H 30 &
(Ranson et al. 1974 & Ranson et al. 1976 ) » & JF3 ) o pFiE g T B,
¥ (A2 55 )~ v m3kdic (<3 16,000/mL) ~ w4 (£ 3 200
mg/dL) ~ LDH ( * ** 350 TU/mL )~ AST (<3250 IU/L) + 5738 -
Hfis 48 /] PP 3= o i Het (&% 10 12+ )~ BUN (3 4r 5 mg/dL

)~ g 4T E (3 8 mg/dL) ~ #% 5 PO, (/] > 60 mmHg) ~ =

;% Base Deficit ( + *> 4 mEq/L ) ~ #8;% % 4 (fluid sequestration ) 42§
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6L&= BIEP >4wrF 2(F)ANTHEWEREBEFEL3(F)

> BLE % F fR 48 ) BF A it % = 3% - Ranson criteria ¥_ %k & %5
Pebo ¥ F % 926 2 2 on g P R > Flet A8 7 % Ranson
criteria ¥ 5 3 &G E ML L EE R o
B. APACHE II score : Knaus & & 1985 & 3 41 % UEG EREN
IR BE RN 8D 2 S AL Ak S HET G R AR
Bt BemT o L 4Em A E S DR BRI 2 12 7 6
Fend ERIZE (o 3E0E ~ T B~ o ptdc s f o B0l §
R EFGE b A A B AFR R R Y 3B Het
Glasgow ‘§ s dpfic) Wi 354 » B @ A 5 710 A B F % L AR E >
PR 24 f PRRT U A G 0 2 SRR S A R B
EROE S AR FRIE PR S o &% APACHE Il score * »%
FREMLFEURLARF Al T (7)) YT TPoEREEREL
(Wilson et al. 1990; Brisinda et al. 1999 )« fe & % 5 > & *
APACHE II score ** & &30 B & an® % o
C.% "% & B & 4p ¥ (CT severity index, CTSI) * Balthazar %
At 1990 & F A et B R BB OT N A HF R (dynamic

contrast-enhanced CT) 4 $f% %8 e, e &a sk~ 42 & 374 CTSI »
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A H 104 RET(Z )= FE17% >3 TR G 3% -

fex 7 & FFRAG HEHVTREH XA > 7P RF -~ FHH

McMenamin & Gates 1996 ) 37 A% B > F]pt 2 € & 5 B30 ¢ 425 0
Btk e

Dgdrig B0 (MRI) : MRI #* >t & B OL5R 0 B E B on® i © 4%
HR L CT F 4% s B G a0 CT A ETht F
$95 CT 7 4 3 5 dot § LB 8 § 08 874 » 4 B2 MRI

# # i ® W45 (Arvanitakis et al. 2004 ) o

3 E‘ ;,:J_;:‘% AJ_.,«ﬁ'—,-r’-'—Hé’_,ﬂ A #\K’}tﬁkf }P’;"Eg:é‘}iv gp’cujﬁ*jg
P~f > %0 % (Steinberg & Tenner 1994 ) > & Eﬁr g i * 34
%?m%ﬁ?ﬁ’afgmg%ga%&%%a%ﬁnk’ink§

fror F R Bengon TR g g NMARY < LR
Y

EMLECL o g £ @A w R (fluid resuscitation ) » § B4
IR FF > P E e (systemic complications ) 7% 4 (Toouli et al.

2002) - H =t F ik 45 ﬂ!éi’ié-‘l,%ﬁ:}};’a Flgk 2 4 F RN EF Y

-

= ZF > Sharma ¥ % % 1999 & % £ $H R P25 B 7 5l 4eihk 2 %4
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T EEGEEREEAEY LF S YT ERCP B Zdg g ity B

¥

BT R bR sl deend B ¥ 3 ERCP 2240 B ehis o o

F_&

i (endoscopic sphincterotomy, EST) ¥ &> B & 7= &

%i’”;ﬁ"’””":éf‘“% %? N ai%%’é,}‘nm}%,ﬂé%}glﬁ

R e R T SR s

EREPEHR UL ZET ISR A R~ L F ~BIEPF RS
#5 (stressulcers) ¥ o & & & PS5 “,f B IERT LR B
T RAFRe P Lt B g Ao AR IR Y R RS
(4r gabexate mesilate ) ( Cavallini et al. 1996 ) > 7 #]% 58 & 8 2 37 (4o
somatostatin ¥ octreotide ) ~ ¥ n -] & % v F]# 3FEFFH ( platelet

activating factor antagonist, 4= Lexipafant) % %= % ch& 5 55 » 2 ig

W ERERAL 2D REE Y E T

BEEBEF L fod W HpR AR FEBRS L &
e AT IRARKRER HARSRREBRT L ) 5 AEF

%
|SF|
o
]
&
“w
o
~=
‘;\ N

B GF R R ol | AR R T

s B $ R P A LR TR TR Y F R 0 L E
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%%Wﬁﬁ%aﬁ~%¥ﬁ~ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁtj§ﬁ%$g

N

FnFhmEt > ARd WL FFRAREF 2R R
G BAp e TF BRI RBIE | FRT 0 ALY 4 T F A
PRAFENR % | — T A F1R o B T FRRAR R e A &

SRl —FEAFROBEIRH OIRF R T R R

EFHREEFrE FRAFHEL - AFEF-EPET

LFHRERFFEFL A B RRE - FRFIZ G 7855

My
“E

RS ?Egmo;};?Ar]-% PEREAT I E&:‘fil‘%iﬁﬁ‘_‘%f‘%‘gl‘i

e %5 g W] ~ Charlson Comorbidity Index ~ Ranson criteria - IR RE]

N
-

4 &
i

Q.

f

,}‘{%:E‘:%,l\igé—q% @x)i;;o,,p,b.]jgj%ﬁ,)g;;i%u%}% g
%

FRRAEDRT RLFERE cRHRALRP R RAEE S Ul

»

* ‘;;t‘:;grrm;%?f =

- ~

BFIREGERR -2 5 F % DRGs L1418 > A 7 B 47 iER
SR LU F R TR he G ¢ ZRFRR T Ak
PEBCFAIFY  RASE P §F Y RHRLF T EER T
BTG OR Y FA f FEEIARF A iV fAR4A - ERCP &2
1t (7 ZETIEERCP ~ pARGES = dp % S5 7 B~ e £

T~ BEE SR RB )~ L% CT/MRI -
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AESE TR F] 94 E end EE

BEf&aF A mMAED i kP PEPFETRET » &
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i

A L R A Rl S I R g SR g
Tk o

Ca3ERF - FrasgdF -~ ¥ AL aEl=F-

D#F - FENAFTHRLTHEFFTIRDRF > - &a T o

FERFF IR DEEABEEER 2 L4 - FAfE -

E&AGPyd: R A FEORaE > 35 G- LPLenPki
LB oo s AT LA I N ELBE S

Foz » kiR : o FE T~ FREE SN AR rHE A
MR ERR S wmE RS A

2.F TR
AGEFE BN 1;:}7%\me;~1’—§ &ajx);%%gﬂ "~ ‘gpiga%;r;b”_;;:a
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BA Y FIFH I Flag 23 ¥ FEVRIIR > ARG

PEFRTREIRE TR AL A

RGN SRR S &

Py p % v T & R T e
¥R
# 8 B g A
B e R 5N R IR
F 5] R
o » KR Wp W % IR
R K] IR
P L )
¥l is
FEE N R
T ¥ R

S~ P R%E (22)

GRFRTRET LEUFR Y H PR AW TS R

Gtk FRR P A LR R RPN F L R RA TR AR
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PALELRR R ® ) FAHKE R B Kl § (A7 A& 5 ERCP
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4. TEHRLH P —GRLIRP F AR otk b s £ & X
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B.E & 1o A AR R E

Cafil ' A 8P Z &L BB IE Lt f o

D. Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI) @ 5 4 eh 3% 5 & 4 3%
Ao B0 RRARES S A AR PR RAXFAERA
50 A AR 010283 (%) N HeHEo

E. Ranson criteria : Ji 4 ffzw =+ A =S T W N2
LA Al s N GREE ARSI LL e
Heh 01 2527

Fﬁ%&ﬂ;g§%4}zbé%P<
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2 RFE) DA
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cleRE B oY PR s FEREFFR BERFI
1 Fo B2 3 FF 2 Flro

S e kER A FRAFROLREREHAY AR 3 E 1

394 & 6 PN ZE L A BB L (ICD-9 Code

577.0) e9%7% B % > I - IR AFRALE 2 B %

§

B d B v AR AR MR TR RS B R & L

X

¥ » T Ranson Criteria 2 428 2 (7 ) @ &gk iz » e x
F A2 - E?w#&% b AL E A R F e R B
PO AR S H Y FF O S CEREEL Al o
FHRICRE A P YRR c R e n BRI
Al ek 2R (¢35 2784 4 2 % -~ Ranson criteria ~
R RS T ) ARG ULORER T & G AR

fath (CCI)~ Gfep #ic s & DRTE S (4 5 3 s
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FHEELGELHTE Y (2 FHmE

FE? ) AR AL R  RMRDR

FoooV b B e IR A
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B 537,155 & > R Z 4890 ; Fad v Lo 5 7302 &0 ¢ oimdk
43,663 %0 Bl L 671 oo Bk 450,329 &0 I F 9941 ; ffh
P#cTInL 5717 m#cs 5o 2 1B+ 5218 % 368;
BT AR T B2 G TEIRATF L~ IV pOARE ~ LR CT

2 MRI ~ & ERCP % % 88.89% ~20.20% ~49.49% ~ ¥ 15.15%

4

AR AR ALEEY Y AL FURE B

B

-

2 oy
P

v
g
et
R

PF R R 2 RFIROF Y SRR U ER
FHord me ot Gk B (30.32%-47.78% ) B = A 4e A8 & Fl e
BER* (21.02%-29.07%) £ 2 5 #&5F* (15.68%-26.11%) 5 *
SR vt blE i (12.30%-15.08%) 5 ~ I“Fgﬁﬁfm‘”’ RS Sl
%F%E’v’ﬂzﬁﬁfu ) fg%ﬁg;ﬁ':_ Y m*ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁ’t@ﬁﬁw b B ®

(34.61%-33.01% ) ° %éﬁw s S BT L] (31.46%-34.05% )

B H W EFSE’;F o
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T8 (275%) [Firz] b &bk

'%,"f’if Wb B

(34.61%) [ FEr= ] 38 (207%) 5 [FErT ] aresbp g+

5 B B (23.28%%[??*%] B 1% (8.88%);[%55%2:] g LT

ol E (34.05%) 0 [F 672 ] dis (13.5%) -

EFR G o[ Fr—la[Frs- 1hATE v 0l 47.78%

2 4777% 0 [F ez ) is > 0 3032%  [Frez ] ek a2 & ik

ER P HEE (29.07%) #&F v bly E AR (26.11%); it
B2 S = ?\%5 P %) & 15.08% ~ 12.30% ~ 14.50% o
%+ - ,"1%]‘5‘3“4]57?’1%??)%!%5%
Gfep #k N
FE (7 k) mean£SD FE (P ) mean=SD
% - 2-14(5) 5062251  5,478-33322(12,155) 14,330+7.051
Frac 3~13(7) 6.7942.70  8,480-46,554(17,090)  17,806+8585
%5 [ = 1~21(5) 5.71£3.68  4,601-104,169(20,892) 27,965+21,459
220 1-21(5) 5.63£3.29  4,601-104,169(17,242) 22,659+18,176
Bhe Ly r Ry
= (7 i) mean+SD = (7 i) mean+SD
Fri-  084-9567(2713) 29921475 1,000-15,758(6,819)  6,847+3,072
PRio S12-15331(3435) 421443187  3,692-15,137(8,627)  8,352+3,077
%5 Fe= 820-34,040(4,904) 8,129+8,268 1,724-33,849(6,788) 8,479+5,840
3% 512-34,040(3,739) 6,120+6,868  1,000-33,849(6,822) 7,966+4,918
By B R P
i (7 k) mean+SD i (7 i) mean+SD
Fri-  6328523(1,709) 23111712 0-11,980(480) 2.14242.736
%5 Fe=  946-11,486(2,154) 2,687+2,266 0-4,600(480) 2,084+2.071
%5 = 671-50,329(3,663) 7,302+9,941 200-37,155(4,960) 4,055+4,890
7% 632-50,329(2,666) 5,259+8,038 0-37,155(760) 3,250+4,183
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oo LR TR

ERENIE 'S By
FE (P k) mean+SD FE (P k) mean+SD
Fer- 2~10(5) 5.22+3.29  7,249-33,322(13,853) 15,313+7,699
FEr = 2~14(5) 4.87£2.53  5,478-30,824(11,633) 13,664+6,623
Fer= 3~12(5) 5.24+2.40  9,381-103,356(19,260) 25,249+20,312
FEre 1~17(6) 7.52+4.55  10,680-104,169(24,105) 34,818+27,302
Fir 3 2~10(4) 4.69£2.68  5,925-59,789(22,355) 25,240+17,124
F 1~17(4) 4.76x£3.10  4,601-78,704(21,066) 24,764+15,923
- 2~21(5) 6.70£5.46  7,662-93,670(25,154) 31,357+27,060
FEr 3~13(7) 6.79+2.70  8,480-46,554(17,090) 17,806+8,585
ESL 1~21(5) 5.63+£3.29  4,601-104,169(17,242) 22,659+18,176
L ER-E Y- TR

= (7 ) mean+SD (7 i) mean+SD

FF - 1,510-9,567(2,845) 3.282+1,767  2,984-13,552(6,328)  7,18143,155
FE = 984-6,702(2,604)  2,796+1,231  1,000-15,758(6,856)  6,622+3,046
F 7= 2,054-32,058(4,676) 8,739+8,631  3,258-17.474(6,788)  7,639+3,495
Fiv e 2,407-31,583(6,705) 8,830+7,664  1,818-32,020(8,322)  11,042+7,185
FII 1,760-33,649(3,893) 6,33347,724  2,990-14,638(5,989)  6,940+3,799
FE A 820-31,997(4,643) 8,17648,774  1,724-33,849(6,072)  7,614+15,925
FF = 2,160-34,040(4,861) 7.752£9,451  3,249-29,001(6,669)  9,308+7,455
FE N 512-15331(3435)  4.21443,187  3,692-15,137(8,627)  8,35243,077
2% 512-34,040(3,739)  6,120+6,868  1,000-33,849(6,822)  7,966+4,918

e O T
i (7 i) mean+SD i (7 k) mean+SD
%5 FF—  919-8,523(2,194)  2,998+2,160 0-5,275(480) 1,850+2,181
%}3‘ FF = 632-4,820(1,507) 1,845+1,148 0-11,980(480) 2,341+£3,075

‘ng FF = 1,244-22,910(3,709) 4,753+4,376 200-37,155(400) 4,117+7,647
‘ng FP oz 1,020-49,127(5,706) 11,855+£15,082  400-5,635(4,600) 3,091+2,519
%5 FPI 671-24,423(2,653)  6,090+7,277 200-12,100(5,435) 5,876+4,954
%5 FF > 831-24,926(3,663) 5,412+5,118 200-11,900(4,960) 3,563+2,945
%5 FF = 1,152-50,329(4,787) 9,863+14,836  200-11,900(5,535) 4,434+3,977
%5 EF A~ 946-11,486(2,154)  2,687+2,266 0-4,600(480) 2,084+2,071

=% 632-50,329(2,666) 5,259+8,038 0-37,155(760) 3,250+4,183
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2] 81
apr R ﬁi;;f AL R FER
(%) (%) Fr (%) (%)
145,148 356,060 156,604 112,336 120,148
’ (47.78%)  (21.02%) (15.08%) (16.12%)
138301 161,604 82,058 41,605 53,054
’ (47.779%) (24.25%) (12.309%) (15.68%)
) 839,422 804,818 401,445 722,864
Fras 2768549 50 3006) (29.07%) (14.50%) (26.11%)
3852018 1,357,086 1,043,480 555,386 896,066
U (35.239%) (27.09%) (14.42%) (23.26%)
391565 150,791 68,924 38,890 62,960
’ (46.89%) (21.43%) (12.09%) (19.58%)
123 583 205,269 87,680 73,446 57,188
’ (48.46%)  (20.70%)  (17.34%) (13.50%)
.y . 190,981 218,481 102,935 118,820
f (3026%) (34.61%) (1631%) (18.82%)
200 1€ 253,965 203,097 71,085 272,667
’ (31.711%)  (25.36%) (8.88%) (34.05%)
203,80 111,046 101,334 94,020 97,439
’ (27.50%) (25.09%) (23.28%) (24.13%)
619,108 190,350 204,389 89,065 135,304
’ (30.75%) (33.01%) (14.39%) (21.85%)
313571 93,080 77,517 44,340 98,634
’ (29.68%) (24.72%) (14.14%) (31.46%)
138321 161,604 82,058 41,605 53,054
’ (47.77%) (24.25%) (1230%) (15.68%)
3852018 1,357,086 1,043,480 555,386 896,066
T (3523%) (27.09%) (14.42%) (23.26%)
T ‘}1’3’3* Hi~: =
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R LS S LN

MRNAZ 3 b ) 1Y RAR&R L% CT/MRI ERCP 2 4p B Aok

Fhi-  96.15% 1.92% 34.62% 0%
Flez  68.42% 0% 42.11% 0%
Frez  88.89% 20.20% 49.49% 15.15%
>3 88.82% 12.35% 44.71% 8.82%
il 100% 4.76% 33.33% 0%
FE = 93.55% 0% 35.48% 0%
¥ = 88% 12% 48% 20%
FEr  95.65% 39.13% 43.48% 13.04%
FEI  87.50% 12.50% 62.50% 12.50%
il 88% 8% 48% 16%
P 80% 40% 60% 10%
FE A~ 68.42% 0% 42.11% 0%
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REBRITES
- ~F AT

Lregpme] (2423 ) @ Jp A pie o2 s Rp R~ 25 & #
TR FRFRLT ¢ FEUIALF A > 7% CT/MRI ~ {= ERCP
LM R ERADLE T BAP O FLAE S AR L ik
# & ~ CCI ~ Ranson criteria ~ &8 F ~ &2 & F X ) g p

RERBN G S F Yl FL R o

2. g (R -+ 2 ) T A SR~ CCLs § R B~ B AT AR
£ #% CT/MRI % 95 enZ & & R A B F L& 5 7 s 4 0
fifeig /2 ~ Ranson criteria ~ &R F] - #RE T - H LT HRL
PERAZE AL~ TV iE pARAL ~ fr ERCP £ 4p B a® & %R P 7

Bl F LR o
= ~ ANOVA

1,;4%&%@] (4L+-=) :;[};’5& m_&g‘,{:ﬁrﬂ”i%‘v * thi B oE S enkg

FRARRRER? AP -RAEEE Pl § T AR
DRFPY rEEF YR AFFE I F L2 o Bonferroni t

Test i% ’,‘ﬁ JL?EE-‘ fﬁﬂ"‘l m“? ‘%” ¥ L i5E | %EFS .rnggEH;___ .
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s
-
J~q
=
>~

3

HEE R B R R - F

pd R X2 p

e 7 3.592 0.8254
ENERT Wil 14 793169  <.0001
CCI 35 55.5152 0.0151
Ranson 14 33.149 0.0027

R R F) 7 9.0034 0.2524
3 4 2.9601 0.8887
3 7 17.9874 0.012
EINAZ S R 7 13.2333 0.0666
AT E AR 7 30.8972  <.0001
2% CT/MRI 7 5.3321 0.6195
ERCP £ 4p M Je B 7 13.1483 0.0686
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FoL A RN ROE BRI R F R

pd R X2 p
e 2 1.4588 0.4822
ERER- i 4 73.8503 <.0001
CCI 10 12.0128 0.2842
Ranson 4 24.9767 <.0001
R 7 2 7.7497 0.0208
SR P 2 0.7651 0.6821
W v 7.2362 0.0268
HIRAL D 10.7819 0.0046
it ARLAR 2 13.5358 0.0012
238 CT/MRI 2 3.0968 0.2126
ERCP £ 4p B B . 11.7986 0.0027
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f4 = gp A g %12 ANOVA— 12 ¥ 7 5

pd R F p

A 7 0.65 0.7133
By 7 4.89 <.0001
HEp 7 2.06 0.051
WAL EPRE R 7 4.06 0.0004
bR R R o’ 2.13 0.0434
-t 7 545 <.0001
fifep #k 7 2.5 0.0182

FN g A i %8 2 ANOVA— 11§ Fe o)

pdR F p
& § 2 0.92 0.4011
By 2 13.56 <.0001
SRS 2 2.05 0.1319
WAL E PR 2 13.17 <.0001
R F 2 4.8 0.0095
Hggr 2 9.78 <.0001
ERENE 2 2.15 0.1199
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5= &% CART #4782 %
- ~fAifepik (B> ~%+4)

KR» @R R anp fh €& H7) % Lp L 10 i
EoP EERHTIOE L 984 (§8E2) 0 1 2P AT I0E 5.63
B 4215 g A Y e S GFRig S - & Ranson criteria 0 A ip

Flrpphd g e L P E T SAPFLIRP FenE £ FF -

CART ~» {7 5% % @3 0 Bl Bt ¥y (214 ) &8 2
FEE R A AP BB (T2 9.84) 4 F B9 hifRp
BE (L3H2E3.57) &89 45 fz‘a’%f:_&/%f@%ﬁﬂ:f}% AT d EEETA AT
W 465 f~ B EF 68 £inFir (FR-oLFET ) dis - &8
11-14 B0 2 jp F PP £ 800 % 55 4 5 B D fe p oo il B 11-12
Bie s d Pﬁgﬂ?‘ N ,r.m74 B /s B B LR
Ao gd FY Al T IHE 470 Mt H kg T A fr e
6.20; ¥ 5 8L 15&16 ¥ 5> Ranson criteria 1 ¥2 2 & cnii o p T i5E

+v Ranson criteria 0 4 1% (.87 o
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%214 Alip#IcCART + 3w

FAESEE 0 % Tk BEL

a8k 2 19  11.18 9.84 4.97

a2k 7 10 5.88 4.60 1.78
429 28 1647 3.57 1.43
a2k 11 23 13.53 4.70 1.69
a2k 12 10 5.88 6.20 1.32

a8k 13 33 19.41 T 3.48
a2k 14 10 5.88 5.30 2.63
8L 15 17 10.00 3.88 1.54

a8 16 20  11.76 4.75 2.10

\4

R 170 100 5.63 3.29

s

S RERBPAEET (RS Ao L)

Hﬂii}ﬁi}ﬁ'q’p’?‘ _L;E,,,}:ikn },5]5\;—1’:3:]“}8.% ;er”l-li/—j%xi"*la\‘;—;l]

& 15,800 ~fr 4,520 & > 4p £ 11,271 ~ > @ F» v 20 A TR

>

* (6,120 ~ ) ® 1 9.680 ~ o I L e ¥ eiE 2% 27 Ranson criteria °

ER ”_,,-ngﬂ? g 7fJ‘"I ’f‘—"p/ /r?gfmﬂfligp@»vﬂl » ‘FK 87 %K’Fﬁ HEE 7f'L
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Fek Bt chE B FE o

CART # 47 %% @5 6 Bl Flthi e (22 L) &g 1 %
ER A ERER L SR A RAEEPRE T R &8
THRBFFRPipFZER T 2 g W EaR L 0§ Rk
LR R 0 T 2,629 %0 0 2] hT eyt (15,800
) P IBITL A A BE3-6 T e A s FET chk L E T § R R
PEAGHFRBAIREES P E R L nFF O ETAR
i 20 & s Aot BB TR F R 4 F 0 2,588 & o L B 9-10
{# fry5 4 o Ranson criteria gg;g;gs%g YL FF AR A D

BABBREE Y 0 AT 5 3212 A5 1 o2 A hls

* 54,722 ~ > 4pA 1,510 = o

i

KRN B o PFELSF Y LR DT F L L F? g
o 7 EERSTIER Y L 14485 & (§E-2) G A gpenT s
Pr A 4,098 & 0 4p L 10387 A0 @ AR A TR L 5259 & o
o A B e A FE ALY R BPET A FEEG

P RERFES Y DL R FF -



CART A 476 % B3] 7 Bk Flrehd #k (22 L - ) &8 2

TR R B LR 4 ] R B

“mi
P
—~
b
[
|
i

14,485 ~ ) &9 T FEF - (A& 39k B EF 6-82F ) Lipin
Ly EREGED LG R EE A G R MBS Y (THE 1,244 %)
EE B 3-12 WA R G M R iR R SR FECLR L B R

PR LFERY E AP S BPE TR

-4+ ’}’ﬁgl’t’g—?ﬁiz@;}_ %CART’;‘%I‘

PR+ HEHE n % Tiofgk HEZL

gER1 24 1412 15800 12,675
84 11 647 9566 5,779
8.5 35 2059 6,036 4,006
87 45 2647 2,629 798

8.9 22 1294 3212 1,417

a2k 10 33 1941 4,722 2,148

\4

R 170 100 6,120 6,868

s
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Lo - ERP Y CART S #i

PR+ 3¥e n % Tiage B Z
a2k 2 19 11.18 14,485 16,279
4 8L 6 40 23.53 3,846 2,752
a4 8L 8 19 11.18 10,594 11,958
4 8L 9 20 11.76 1,244 419
a2 10 38 22.35 2,113 979
a2k 11 24 14.12 3,733 2,002
a2k 12 10 5.88 6,895 3,783
>0 170 100 259 8,038

75



=l

| Node0 |
| Mean 56294 |
| Std. Dev. 32867 |
| n 170 !
| % 100.00 ‘
| Predicted 5629 |,
L,,,,’,j,r,,, -,
(g
Improvement=2.233C
Node 1 Node 2
Mean 5.0993 Mean 9.8421
Std. Dev. 2.5839 Std. Dev. 4.9695
n 1 n 19
% 83.82 % 11.18
Predicted 5.0993 Predicted 9.83421
\ -
e
lmprovcm‘enl:O.8079
Node 3 Node 4
Mean 4.3980 Mean 6.3962
Std. Dev. 1.8034 Std. Dev. 32483
n R n 53
% 57.65 % 31.18
Predicted 4.3980 Predicted 6.3962
[= | [=
s I
Improvement=0.1662 Improvement=0.2339
| ‘ |
<=A“r6.5 >4‘6.5 <:‘38 >‘38
Node 5 Node 6 Node 7 Node 8
Mean 40154 Mean 51515 Mean 4.6000 Mean 6.8140
Std. Dev. 1.7365 Std. Dev. 1.7161 Std. Dev. 17764 Std. Dev. 3384
n 65 n 33 n 10 n 43
% 3824 % 1941 % 5.88 % 2529
Predicted 4.0154 Predicted 5.1515 Predicted 4.6000 Predicted 6.8140
[ - \ - \ -
E‘t*« [y [ s i
Impro t=0.057C Improvement=0.0928 Improvement=0.1757
2‘ 31 Of <=56 >‘59
Node 9 Node 10 Node 11 Node 12 Node 13 Node 14
Mean 35714 Mean 4.3514 Mean 46957 Mean 6.2000 Mean 7.2727 Mean 5.3000
Std. Dev. 14254 Std. Dev. 1.8338 Std. Dev. 16905 Std. Dev. 1.3166 Std. Dev. 34845 Std. Dev. 2.6268
n 28 n 37 n 23 n 10 n 33 n 10
% 1647 % 21.76 % 1353 % 5.83 % 1941 % 5.83
Predicted 35714 Predicted 4.3514 Predicted 46957 Predicted 6.2000 Predicted 7.2727 Predicted 5.3000
. T
RANSON
Improvement=0.0407
T T
Node 15 Node 16
Mean 3.884 4.7500
Std. Dev. 1.5363 Std. Dev. 2.0995
n 17 n 20
% 1000 % 11.76
Predicted 3.8824 Predicted 4.7500

N

\.\

av

I
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Aoy et il

; Nodc 0 l
1 Mem 61204118 |,
| Std.Dev. 6867.7572 |
1 n 170 !
1 % 10000 |
| Predicted 61204118 |
| —— ‘ 777777 [’—"
Jﬁu
Improvement:‘ 5401160.869C
1\ |
Node 1 Node 2
Mean 15799.7917 Mean 4529.2808
Std. Dev.  12674.8599 Std. Dev.  3381.3626
n 24 n 146
% 14.12 % 85.88
Predicted  15799.7917 Predicted  4529.2808
=
J@ﬁ;

[t
Improvement=1774988.7883

|
1
|

?
Node 3 Node 4
Mean 41189111 Mean 9565.634
Std. Dev.  2761.9094 Std. Dev.  5778.8302
n 135 n 11
Yo 7941 % 647
Predicted 41189111 Predicted ~ 9565.6364

|
E T [F Y
Irr]provemetnt:‘ 1021162.7974

=

|
4
|

3:2:1
Node 5 Node 6
Mean 6035.6857 Mean 3448.0400
Std. Dev.  4006.2412 Std. Dev.  1749.0969
n 35 n 100
% 20.59 % 58.82
Predicted  6035.6857 Predicted  3448.0400
| -
o]l
mproveﬁmt‘:322892.7243
2'[3
Node 7 Node 8
Mean 2628.9556 Mean 4118.2000
Std. Dev. 7984369 Std. Dev.  2018.1254
n 45 n 55
% 2647 % 32.35
Predicted  2628.9556 Predicted  4118.2000
\ =
RANSON
Irrmrovmmt‘:l76961.3506
T T
Node 9 Node 10
Mean 32124001 Mean 4722.0606
Std. Dev.  1416.5030 Std. Dev. 21484973
n 2 n 33
% 1294 % 1941
Predicted  3212.4091 Predicted 47220606




; Node0 |
| Men 5250205 |
| sdpev. 80376327 |
I n 170 \
| % 10000 |
| Predicted 52592059 |,

,,,,,, <T —— 41; |

[HawE-

Improvement=10709747.1085

|
0
|

|
1
|

Node 1 Node 2
Mean 40083510 Mean 14484.9474
Std. Dev.  5371.2103 Std. Dev. 162785749
n 151 n 19
% 88.82 % 11.18
Predicted 40983510 Predicted  14484.9474

[=

Engess
Improvement=3478527.6114

[=

Ry
Improvemen=575570.8548

1

Node 3 Node 4
Mean 2643.0306 Mean 6789.3208
Std. Dev.  2134.5088 Std. Dev.  7959.2604
n 98 n 53
% 57.65 % 31.18
Predicted  2643.0306 Predicted  6789.3208

\
ERHTTEZR

[=

Irrproverrﬂqt:‘2522306. 1935

3? ﬁl 2'[3 1‘
Node 5 Node 6 Node 7 Node 8
Mean 1813.2241 Mean 3846.2500 Mean 4663.02%4 Mean 10594.2632
Std. Dev.  924.4902 Std. Dev.  2752.0643 Std. Dev.  2972.1714 Std. Dev.  11957.9899
n 58 n 40 n 34 n 19
% 34.12 % 2353 % 20.00 % 11.18
Predicted  1813.2241 Predicted  3846.2500 Predicted  4663.0294 Predicted  10594.2632
\ - | -
B pElEy
Improvement=58182.4610 Improw t=415029.4679
N T
<:3‘59.5 >3‘9.5 324 1
Node 9 Node 10 Node 11 Node 12
Mean 1244.0000 Mean 2112.8158 Mean 3733.1667 Mean 6394.7000
Std. Dev.  419.1125 Std. Dev.  979.3602 Std. Dev.  2001.5621 Std. Dev.  3783.2485
n 20 n 38 n 24 n 10
% 11.76 % 2.35 % 14.12 % 5.88
Predicted  1244.0000 Predicted  2112.8158 Predicted  3733.1667 Predicted  68%4.7000
B ’ 2
B~ % 5% % 41 CART
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¥IX itH
-8 ERARERFELAFRTRET A F

AT REEAEREREFLOART ALY 273 F i F
P F I By @%m%gﬁ_u_rg%h%g« s R (&

AFLp HAR ) foi A8 B FURE 0T BB

AETHZ RFRAMLFREY va o REFR AR R F R
H &%5),%‘ TR IaE A B G 27,965 ~ 14,330 ~ {17,806 ~ 0 ¢ i #k
A8 G5 20,892~ 12,155~ 4+ 17,090 ~ » G fep #cT2E L 9 5 5.71
506~46.79> ¢ @A WG S~ 5~Fr T ﬁ%ﬁ%{ﬁkm&%)ﬁ‘%” * e
Ti5E 5 22,659 ~ 0 ¥ ix@c i 17242 ~ 0 Gfap BT EHE S 5.63
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