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Abstract: Pancreaticoduodenectomy (PD) has become an increasingly matured and safe operation for selected patients
with benign and malignant periampullary disorders. However, the postoperative morbidity rate is still high. Pancreatic
fistula (PF) is the most problematic common complication after PD. This article reviews and compares the available
data on the outcome of various methods of pancresticoenteric reconstruction designed for the prevention of PF. This
paper is designed to do a critical analysis of clinical literature including large series, meta-analyses, and prospective,
randomized controlled trials (RCTSs) in order to compare the different pancreaticoenteric anastomosis and get the best
management. As aresult, there is no universal agreement as to whether one procedure is safer and less prone to PF than
the others.
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