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Abstract

Objective: This paper aims to systematically review the relationship between gastric resection ex-
tent in laparoscopic sleeve gastrectomy (LSG) and patient outcomes, providing evidence-based
guidance for clinical practice. Methods: A comprehensive analysis was conducted on the impact of
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distance from pylorus (DFP) and bougie size on postoperative weight loss, metabolic improvement,
and complication rates. Results: Aggressive resection (DFP < 3 cm) enhanced early weight loss and
diabetes remission, with 1-year percentage of excess weight loss (%EWL) 8.3% higher than con-
servative resection (P < 0.001), but increased 5-year weight regain risk (18% vs 9%) and de novo
gastroesophageal reflux disease (GERD) incidence by 2.1~3.4 folds. Conservative resection (DFP >
5 cm), though achieving slower early weightloss, favored long-term quality of life and reflux control.
Regarding bougie size, 32~36 Fr balanced weight loss efficacy with staple line leak risk (leak rate
0.92% vs 2.67%). Postoperative dehydration risk was minimized with bougie < 36 Fr combined
with DFP = 4 cm. Conclusion: DFP of 3~5 cm with moderate fundal resection represents the optimal
approach for most patients, balancing weightloss (%0EWL > 60%), comorbidity resolution, and com-
plication control. Clinical decision-making should be individualized based on patient age, BM], re-
flux history, and other factors.
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1. 5|8

FEJHERE S FF RORE © o AR AL B AE S L, Filvh 2 2030 A2 miE g 10 2 A [1]. MERsBE T ek
B VIB% A (laparoscopic sleeve gastrectomy, LSG/FAIRE F AR HiL, C &H&RKEE ST ARE 60% LA
b HALSIEHE B AR B YU WA S B e R 2]. AR, R R B UIBR VO ——Fr a2
PR TR IE V)RR 2 PR B T AFAE S e IR SEB Y, VIR AG AP Sl [ T B Bl AR 2~8 em Z [A]ik
¥, HEih=5—brdE, SFEORESCR. AUISEE SIERE KR A8 S PG (3] .

ALRIR B AE AT [ 4 1 5 THieR B VIR A o B UIRR G B S 38 TG 2 ok R BEIE, FERDA
[FVI R IE B B E ARG RO . FEARRE R AR, DUHAIGIREE A 52 SR 2 S KM, HE3%
I ) 13— A AT T A PR 52 B LA o

2. ERE THRE IR AEA

MR B VIER AR s W14 A T BB AR (BPD) I eI Be TR, BRI BEMCIR B UIBR AR (LSG) #1132
AT AR G EE RS D R, AR — ARSI IIRER, Ja R 2 R HIIESE LSG
& Mg A RIIBRAE TR, oA N i AR S8 R A 5 FAE HI M (4]

BT A B M B VIR B R B KL 70%~80%11 B 2HZR, KRR B B AR EL 80~150
mL ) “HpR” B, BEEEIRE] T BN R, SOEE VIR BRI U (ghrelin) 70, AT
B S ) B B 85 o

£ LSG Y, B 3EE RUIHE s b ISR R RN P RS H AR, REEVIFR B @ 2
W B SO AR BT, FrUIRRIN B BOVE DRt 323X P A R 3R 4%, WO T R &5 Rk v
PEFA[6]o (ELDS H A AAT [ € B DI BRVE R AR, tHE 528 HiLAE 1S4 L D) o 3 3% 073 T i A it
W, RFEEE ARG BRE R IFARECR B2 B B S R ZE R BOR[7]. AT H 5 X0k
FE32F EAMEE, CABERMT] 4~6 cm AR AT, BRSSO A) 1 om D)%, LT B KRR
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EY) 1~2 cm 4L[8].
3. YIRSEE R BEEIh IR

MR B VIBRAR I AZ O AE T B AR RS HE S )R B B RS bs L, (BRI E R B m AR
JEBHEE. BNE. BEELAIIRUKLZ M E GER riih, 3 v e mEm SR . AR 58 7#R
LIEIE

B4 SG BiHa 1] 4~6 cm HFUGTIRR, R B FEL 2em. ITEZ AR, REEFB D> (<2 cem), K
JE R B HE R, 1 F%EWL S (CFIY 2 5%~8%), (HIFIN HPIR B & 3R E ) B &, Bk GERD
ARG IN 2.1~3.4 . [EIRS, AEFFRAMRE B ZRKERZRIERRIE GLP-1 # GIP 1£ 1 5145
WIKFZE5R[9]. {H{E Gonzalo-Martin Pérez-Arana 55 N\[10](ZW8 Firh, $R AR IRE E SErTse A BT
AN

12 B PRSI, AR B DIBR AR 7 B H sz B AT A 5+ A AT YRR ok B
JPREE B SEAARE B 24, REHEV 6 MHIRMAER IR R NHEE G R Z R 11]. 5 HArist
ZHKE REARERNWT, X H T R R R 8, DAACR K AT BE B # s i 5 5 1)

4. YIRSEEIN ARG H LRI

iR B U BR AR (LSG)AS [FI B e 3= ik B vy | 6 25 (DFP) & B VIBR A FEFE (T Bougie %
PRI, T B 7 AR ) Jze 9 AORE r e 2 X0 I T V)RR (DFP < 2 em + B EMG &%
DIk L Bougie 5 LRI /M) PTG IO S S6 5 e e U, 170 TR 57 1 VI BR(DFP > 6 em 81 B JICHX B 51 Bougie
B HEARS KNG ) — eI KRR

TEM) A 1R B A SR I RAE T T, — T meta 20 ATANN 11 RS ARAERI BRUGHE 75, 04T T8 42 KT 36Fr
F/NT 36Fr BIPRALEE ARG HFRRERE L, RIUEH AR B E EE, K52 RIEEREDE (%
EWL)E % ¥ 5, brAefL322(SMD)A 0.23 (95% CI: 0.14~0.33, P < 0.001), B4 5 & 4H 98 5 AR T
BEH, MAGEEmERRAER: WHALEEZROR=091,95% CI: 0.67~1.24, P=0.554) [12]. {H{EH
KEEARR—THF 74, Jonathan B Yuval 25 NG9 N T 32 Tihf 75 4L 4999 42 i3, 45 BRI 40 Fr L F
KR BEMEE, REWAEDIREERRN 0.92%; MAEHENCHEEREZE, RRKEEN2.67%, W
2R AH G (P < 0.05), BIKRSFERZ A I KU B A%, (RIS i 7 (6 A o () ROSF i 15
(32~36 Fr) Al fii F- AR5 RS IA BT P 13]. H B RTXHF AR B & R RS, %
B2 0. ATIEME LR SRR, JEE PR EHKILR . L5655, Angelo lossa 55 A\ 42
HT REmFARR AN, —EBE FRIEFARE, NMIEEE/I] 5~6 cm. i/ 40 Fr SR B &
HATVIEI[14],

PRtk B OB A G B S A, B R (GERD) AR BT AR 5 i 25— B NI E AN RIS AE R
FERE R FEALBR ) — T2 o st AR RV 2 M B AR, RETEAN his M1, ARG 2 4F
(B U7 PR B T AR SRR TR 2, (HARGEHI K GERD MR RIEIMCRERM 3.5%F 2
17.8%) [15]. 1BAEARJG | F MRS AIE R, 250k 70 i ) B O F 535 I E 2, {H Patricio Cal 25 A
HBEAT HI AL BRARIE R IATEAR S 1 AERIBEV . {1 27 Fr R 39 Fr AT F AR M P88 A 5 R IR E 2
RIEPLH 25, (HARJG GERD 21 B RSG5 2 5, IR A G i REEA — MBI R BER X GERD
HEAT TR A0 LA IR 16]

FEFCARTE /D W RRE IR T T T, ARG WK, AR 783 B G s B etk B DIBR AR, B RS
B V)RR A a0 B R SR S B K KR I BRI R . AR X BT AR BRAE A, AT

éj\
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BEARA G WK A A S 3 B, JEH BB RS <36 Fr+ BREATTEERE >4 om B3 R A BUKAH SR
FOE IR ZE 2N T Al AL, R KRS B AR AL 5 [17]. FEARJEEFRGRZI71H, IR AEFRBAL. HEVi
ARG, Bk = B KPRt 7L

5. VIRSEEXN FARTGE RN

SR ARG A ek AR R ) S A e ) G R IR E R AR DR bR, DR E TR OG
WL AR B AR IX IUE R . 4R B VIR AR(LSG) VIR IE Bl 22 v T 3R S e 1] ) B ae s R B
THEE R .

PG U SR, WOl VIBR(DFP <3 em)AF A 58 - 5 HIVCEE B RS 22, R T REAY: B B vy s 2 S i X
s fR5FUIBR(DFP > 5 om) BIRE LA, HF]TK I QOL K ifid=hil[18]-[20]. 2025 4F— Thi %= T~ BR M
JEJHETARE S EE A A B 58 E AL T DFP S5 PUE AR - OV IRR, SR ANl Sng (1 2L [21].
IMAE Bougie & WILEFES, AHFARM, ERE | FORET G HHZH HIBET T, 42 Fr 532 Fr i)
PR B IR E AR Gt - 22 7, 5 H AT = 58K I i U5 B [22] o X AR A8 FE 2 AR S e T
S DR B0 A5 TS RS0

Bl E VIR (DFP 2~3 em) & 3 2 TH e AR B Yk (% TWL) S S 1 4 HL(%EWL), $55 /& 7E BMI
40~50 kg/m? B H . 2024 AEHTHL A 4E T AE REF ARVEMZE 23 BT (n = 9360) 57K, DFP 1~4 cm 4HAAJ5 2
HE%EWL 1A 67.1% (95% CI 63%~71%), T DFP 5 cm %4111 58.8% (5% 8.3%, P <0.001), HLifA]
ReVs S 5 B HE A A GLP-1 3 WA[18]. AR, K HABE Uy #m Seaf x s . 2025 A — 12 H1.0 RCT (n = 628)
ki, DFP<3cm 4 5 %E%TWL N 22.5%, {H 18%E3 H K FAR(EZE NIMRE ), 1l DFP4~6 cm 41
SF %A 9% (HR 0.67,95% CI0.45~0.99) [19]. iZWF 5B KB, ARET BMI> 50 kg/m? &, {#5F DFP
4 5 F%EWL 4EHRF T 5(62% vs. 48%, P = 0.012), R/t V)RR AL L& b n] BE el & 7= i i
3 S ARG N L

DFP %t 2 R JRIp5 (T2DM) AR B 5 S AR £R M . 2025 4E—T04F X BMI 30~40 kg/m? K PRI i3 1
RCT (n=120)&75, DFP2cm H(E £ VIFR)12 N H HbAlc ZfiR %L 90.6%, =T DFP6cm 4(E FEREH)
] 60.7% (OR 5.2, 95% CI 1.8~15.1), Bl B HEZSLEIE > 30% (P < 0.001), X AJ GEIE i #0135 2= 8Pt
TS i R S [ 23], 2R, 2024 GE—T0 meta 23 H7(10 T RCT, n = 1245)iF52, oY) 4 5 i
R I MG 5 R R0y e T 2 83% K 75%, {H DFP > 5 cm 4L7E 5 FFfVH T2DM & & XS A% (12%
vs.22%,P=0.008), JH[AT R B SR o WA PRI Bk K B12 WAL, 38k G dk % 2 i N B AR 4R 24 B
B, BHIEMERERR TN R 5 (OSAS) 22 ff R AL AL AR IBA(Z) 85%), (HEBUHA T HEZL CPAP HE(15% vs.
7%).

Zi L, DFP3~5cm &6 &+ BIRVIBR N Z 082 A THUS B 7 & PATIR E (%EWL > 60% at 5
y)~ HRAH(T2DM > 80%), /IME R BH(<15%) S FET- AR (HR < 0.5) [21]. ik 5RBOE A 4F 5 | K BMI,
TS B PR RIS e S R B R 8 3 . Rk AL SRR 5 10 DFP SRAbs it — 25 A4k
i -

6. FARYVIBRIEERVIEEE

TEARRTEE N, 0B AR AR TR AR B VIR AR IR, &0 EZRE A 545w, 55
SR VIR VG AT S0 A R4 . B TR B IR R 1 D) B v [ 32 22 vk e T VI BR 46 e g i [ 1R BE S
(DFP)MIE SCHERRSE, FETOAT, SNBSS DU/ DFP A] 3145 54 I 98 3 8UR DL
Rk, HAEFIACKRIG 1 )M FF RERIIHTo 22 7 R [25].
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ARG £ B e, T AR, RATPHEEEMEMZE R X T ARATVPL BT 5 RE
A, TR FOSERIEE, HFEIFEEIEMEBMI > 40 kg/m?), (# BMI > 35 kg/m? HA 8
W PR I9S 1) 58 3 A R A SR /N RSHIG B S44, 4n 32 Fr slFEAIK,  DASRTS B AF Ao AR . T BT E 1
BaE k. 8EHANENTFRZESIEZ —[26], BAXIREREEEFE SR T sk B
VIBRA , Wonl g RO REAR BE R ARG HREAE 9 2% LR K 55 . £ DFP RE#E 771, 5 B S8 IR FAmLL,
MR B3 BMI DL AR & IR R IE B (ILEE 1),

Zrag U iy, SO WS B S 2Rk S B B N4 DFP 8/hS B BN K DFP, LA
IE R HERR H A 5 PO A BB 1 B B F AR DI BR VG

Table 1. Recommended resection range

F 1. YIRSE RS

Bougie (Fr) DFP (cm)
BMI > 40 kg/m? 5t BMI > 35 kg/m? & F — B R <32 Fr <4 cm
BMI < 35 kg/m? >32 Fr 5~8 cm

7. M AR FESR

H AT 78 R 2R TRCEHIX, EWMARETRRIZ f0 . KEEARE IR D . (AIA UEYE Sk
& PN RGBT R 36 Frbougie FIZRALLRE 25 1% 45 1) 2 A PEANA 2O PE AL, D A0CR: R IF(%EWL
60~70%) . A 7T/ H B LU ARAR 5, (HKIIBE U5 on 5 70 77 AU RORE S . T W B T e
XTI bougie FEBURL(FE i GERD XUK:), (HIE % 4R % 57[27] [28].

Z H T CA T, 800 bougie (32~36 Fr): 15 B K H RURAH K (%EWL Bi%TWL 1 N4 6%~10%),
(] REHE 14K 45 (OR 2.14) 1 GERD AUKI(OR 1.76) . AR 78 5 AN 5t 2 19 s JRUKE[29] - 6K bougie (40
Fr): JWREMT, (H2 M mOE RS ER). FEER: 250 meta HHTHERE 36~40 Fr {E 24 53R M
Pref o AMPEAGIEPE T 8 B S5 28 BMI (5 BMI 4 M) bougie 3k ai 85 ) fISMNEIZ K. %/ DFP (2~4
cm): FEORIRECR, HFRIA GG IR B A KUK . K DFP (5~8 em) AT R BY B SEThAE, 6k
/SR AT GERD, {EURERIFH[30]. “FHTIERE: 4~6 cm HPHEFVE N FRIA (AT %4 B MRS K ES
A3, 2945 cm).

MAE I TR T > T AR EIMRHE A (>50 6il/4F) 535 BRAR I RAE « B F AR B X (OR 0.7~0.8).
I HIZR JE (2 50~100 1), 28 36 1 BA AT % 248 FH /)y bougie/ i BE B MASE INIE[31]. RIS, 2RIk &
85, EFRBEVIA GERD WA FUS . ARGV 5K 0, HERRGTARFRE. RO 28FE
HIBNGE B AR AR G B B, T S AR AR 7R S Sk 1) £ THT 520 (41 GERD).

8. &t

SRR B VIBR AR (Sleeve Gastrectomy, SG) & A i i FH IR F R 2 —, ER T 5 tE B VIFRIEE
WAL 22 JR PR o R v 1) S P v I A B A 9 b B ELAR D B 7 VR Bk = 8 — A,
AT R AT bougie TRZBERNENZE, ARINEL AR GG FN & B E S, ZXP7TiEsERE
FRANEIIT T2 SR A DB L. Ak, R ZHE A N R B i, BE VI (R R AL BB AR 1~3 4, =
KHAS LA ) TG H0d, A LA T PPl D B 0 B %o Je A ACE R 52 [ 32]-[34]

FEA S NFEARRME S AR B 72 OBt AR E G BR(<200 #1), Zeitise A 2 Dl
HIF 2SR . WEERRZ, DA EE T AERSE NHE, M AHE G2 R R 85 ) E R A B =,
AN [F) RO LE B AR 250 . RS R AU RRAE T T A7 AE 2 3 22 R [35]-[37 ] AR, VR AP s il A 2 ik
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K. B, ST AR H R T VBRI BIX — S, MiZSHTRe B A s B
HEZSH s it A2 ZR[38] 6

KRBT RAET KA 2 KHIBE U B ATHIE PR BRES, AR T AR E AR RS
MEERPPR R, RRET BFFEIOE UL DI BR SE0E , RN A DB E ) 5 K I AORE I R SR G &
FIFREE XA E NBECIE M AEE . /D4 R BE) N LI T BRI TR RE . =4EE 4,
AR SEF PR ) B R AN 2 22 RS AE IR, BATA BIER N AL B H IR B B IE R L LR “&E” VIk
T, HE— IR E R B YIS R 2 R RO, o e K TS AR

SE
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