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Abstract

Patients undergoing emergency surgery face significantly greater perioperative risks than those
having non-emergency procedures. Therefore, rapid and accurate risk assessment is indispensable
for guiding clinical decision-making. This review systematically examines common risk assessment
tools for emergency surgery and classifies them into risk scoring systems and risk prediction models.
We detail the constituent metrics, clinical applicability, and limitations of thirteen widely used tools,
such as the American Society of Anesthesiologists (ASA) Classification System, the Physiological and
Operative Severity Score for the Enumeration of Mortality and Morbidity (POSSUM), and the Acute
Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation II (APACHE II). This review aims to provide clinicians with
practical insights for tool selection and the refinement of risk stratification in the perioperative
management of emergency surgical patients.
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1. 5|8

ST ARRAERREST AR S, HEARMIET R B Sl E i, RO sAs EAL
IR 1] AR, RI2FAREEARG 30 RIET-HZIESZTFAREF ML 4.7 £5(12.50% vs 2.66%,
P <0.0001), ARG RKAEFREIL 50% [2]. 22EEZ BAREGE. SHERE. &k, 5IHE
%, HEPRRE A B ROE I N5 A B Ih 8 B EL SRR AT [3] (4]0 A REDE . ERHHLAE A T ORI
TR GG 2, FEICEAL BT AL I I 5 TGy, X R WUE 2 o0EZ . H af nl gLl R A
FH XS PPA T BAR 2, (B Qrar e B AN F v T 3RS ] IS R B — T e 4 AR v Ak B 22 F AR S
PPl TR A 2 PR 2 R 202 RS 3R (I EBRERT, DLW T HAER M PR 5E[6]. A
OB B R TFAR RIS THIAT RGLeiR, SRR SR RE X B RSN A e v, NIRRT
RIS, i s S TS
2. MM TR

DA VP Aty T L Sy IR PP 43 R XU TR ASE B P S [ 7] 0 IR PP 23 %o e 57 s o TR R I T A L, B (1)
RS2 BB I R o S P 7 (S T B, (EAS BB BE AN A ) XU T[S o RIS TR A 7Y 5 A N i 3 P i
KAt TE AR XA, NS v, (H SRR A ERAE8]. H ATl A R 2 1 XS PTG T
G LU LA
2.1. XEHBEEIThSTRRS

%50 2% 9% [E PRI 22 T lp 2 (American Society of Anesthesiologists, ASA)&H, R & A A dr I FE
N6 NER, | BRIFRIEFEMBERE, V RHERBUGIET:, VI HERRWIET, “E” HRR2ZTFAR.
PR Ji# R 3 [ BRI 2 i bl 2 B (ORI 3 2 22 G5 (ASA Physical Status, ASA-PS), JH LATEA & & 8 BER A0
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ARETARE[9]. fERIZFAREF T, ASA > FHIESTE 30 RIET 2 A A 2 1A R F[10]. ASA
FIEIN TR R R AFE TR A B E N[ 11]. ASA AR a 8, Hi& T ira AR, AlRK S5
W R Tz [12], AN B PPl EE R A B, A1 HE DU A 825 18 5 R IR (i RS v TR 13 ]
WAk, TR E X 1% AR S M 14].

2.2. ERFMFRTEMTS

A 22 R0 TR 8 4 PF 4 (Physiological and Operative Severity Score for the Enumeration of Mortality
and Morbidity, POSSUM)L$E 12 NMEFZER 6 N FARDE, N TEAREILE R 50. 2. 4 F
QAT 4r S, W SREHREA, WAL %L 1 [15]. POSSUM 7E 2 TG 7t Hh 48 E 52X 58 T2 5 [ 00 474 =
161217, JEHAENHR RS B ST A Al Al ik 6 5191 £E AL & A ANCE B -POSSUM
P43 (Portsmouth-POSSUM, P-POSSUM) A Fridcat, AE A7) [ T+ i il EC XU A6 3 BOBE T2 2R [17] [18] [21] £E
SZFART, FHHARIE BRI NERE16] 18], HXFFET RN HER R T RW 18], HTAHAN
TARPRIAE R, HVF IR T ARFIN: 505028 & L an it i 5 i B ARAEAE — @ I E M. HTRAE
B2, WWEEIEE20], XA HERREHAE R S ST ST .

23. REESEMERTES I

SV A PR 548 {8 BP9 TI(Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation I, APACHE I/ 12 M4
AR, AFRAEMEERORES A S, BB T ARAE, &&= e, &1
PEAS B HLE I8 97 % (Intensive Care Unit, ICU) & [P ™ EAZE[22]. fE— DR T 22 FARKEE VAL T
B RGN, APACHE I 7EA FINE 4 A BoR B — 3 PE[ 23], (HA #HGEFRR APACHE 11 %Ak
TRJE B MO B E IR R 24], TOETN 2 48 B D Re vl 48 G I B R R FIFETZ[25]. NIRANZ
SefiE, PR T APACHE I Wi R 48, ZiFor RG M E T S A B2 EL, 78 TN FE S RHOw 38 1)
ST AERTE AT REE (26 ]. 75 O I LI0E T 22 F AR B KBS T BT Fid, P SR I )
TieEe 1, B APACHE I F350H RBL AN I OL 3 (27]-[29], HOR RS E BE A hE i,
1 e Bk — 2 BRI S A

24. FRNEESR

FAR AR # 5K (Surgical Risk Scale, SRS)E4E =i 73: FARKAL, ASA 3 HFFARELR[30]. HMSTE
TERAERE, SHERITE, oTHTFREERREHMN. £ KT RANIEO. EHET
AR RS AL T H B RGP P-POSSUM AR KU & R4 A Ay 72 de A — BERA 1) TR [20]. Cordoba
X PUHEF S AR 2L Mg T T RIIETERE L, KIL SRS B AT ERE[31]. SRS IRBRIEETHN T
ASA 78, G2 WMEEHEFEMEM[20]; FARERVEAGE T X EHEST /A T &5, P E—
RSE T2 NFE R EAT T URAUE[30], 78 AR D& I i AN #£[20]. SRS B FH (1 fa7 S PR A8 FLAE I AR
WA, T8 5 EITIREE32].

2.5. FARRBETESY

FAR K73 (Surgical Risk Score)fl & ASA 732 Fld. FARMEEE - RAMFARER, TLHEMEH
R, & A PRI F[33]. POSSUM F1 P-POSSUM F77E Bt A6 T~ 1 R Be 14, T B AR AR 2 531 9 1.08%
A10.2%; MILLZ R, FARIKIESBUMIET BT IS, HAHN 0.07% [17]. K, %0 nLAaiE
POSSUM I XU 28 25 ik FE TN, - RIS CRAERT oy USR8 2 T R AE R M [34] . TETRI 22 FAREBE A
J& 30 RACT-Z I RIHBAR I T VERE, LLFRAEfE R ASA 73 TAL T HERA[34]. ATFARXES R —FF,
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AE A WAFE EMME[20], EHHEE R R Bl S 3R, & Harils RN 72 1 RS PRAS TE 2 —[34].
2.6. FRMERKETR

FART G KUK T H(Surgical Outcome Risk Tool, SORT Y& 6 ME#: ASA-PS 732, FARER., &
fEERIIMNEL FAREFEE S H . FEREMER L 65 %, nI1ERNTEL T A8 s RETFHUN 27 B d
HI[35]. AMRHEA A FE AN 6 MARFR LR, Er e RFEILTFR K A5 H[35]. SORT BA
Sy FAHE RN T 240 (P — /N VPG T HRAER T B AR RN E T 6 rZl &M M%) [35]. fERTmig
Y22z B T, SORT [FIFEEAT HEEWIMIPERE, HARANE 7 AET-Z[31]. Wong 4§ 2020 4 HIHF
FURF I R 2= 2E (4 2 W PEAk A SORT 44 FH ATIIIAR J5 30 RIET-3e, S I L TR A5 SRAR T S A ) 6 W
5% SORT; A FEX Tt 50 H Bl SORT B HEBIL T sl JE T 3R (115 L [36] - FRAR SORT W\ T ASA-
PS 7 RAFAE— € EMNE[20], (HPPAS AR A m k. EIGIR S P ] B2 ZHET " [35]. [RIIN) ASA 434%
ER—TEEER, WA T 2N HEREETED TREZ W, X HRIR A IR0 T HAE R 2P HEL
Al RE A HARE 0 A 54 R B -

27. BSFAREHE TS

2L F AR E P/ (Emergency Surgery Acuity Score, ESAS)J&—/NE M 0~29 K145, 45 3 4>
NEG AR 10 NMEIEM 9 MR =R, L1 IH TSI FARBARBIEC RN E. AR
&5 Jey IR RS Bt 6 43 B0 36 AR 238 N [37] 381 J& B8 44 8 22 F AR P43 (The Emergency Surgery Score, ESS).
SN IR ER 78 I, ESAS/ESS FE TN SIS AR 5 ST 3 M 3 RORE R A 2 07 R IMIL S [39]-[41], fEAFEL
WHRIZFAS, WF@se afh, WEA RGFHERE39] [42]. HRRMEA T R ZEHIRZ HAF
E W S5 (R R 2% 1) /1391, Naar Ml ALSowaeigh 55 N R I, ##5 Pe rh AR BB R I 202 T AR B3 Ll it
70% [42] [43] ST 6D —AN B AN B o R i e e AN K [42] [43], (HEXN T R2FAR,
TR B VTS RS0 0T Re 2 B INA 2L[39] .

2.8. RICFAREEBEE TS

UL TR PR E YF 43 (Physiological Emergency Surgery Acuity Score, PESAS)/& ESAS A= f#j b
W, PEEHEITE 0 2 15 o2 (8], A 10 ML= E, YWONARTTE 5 3RS E I & 1 2E B R AR,
TE A R PR PPl B R 5 N TCE SR AL SRR N AR o FEIAR BT T XU Bt 5 43 Hi ) 386 n i s[4
— I % o BB SAERT R, X B AE S TR 22 FAREE ARG TR TN R, H o
Giit- B mE TS8R B & 4 TE 8 (Charlson Comorbidity Index, CCI)5 APACHEII [40]. iX 5 A
KU, RETAEZFIRRJIZTAREEICTHE LA R, M7 THERFE IFES[4]. PESAS FEH®
FE TR FH 2 R DAl 38 2 00 1) S AR B R LA B2, ] 5 LAt DY 43 28 G0 R XU, T AR 3 45 5 FH [44]
ZVESr RE S TR A S5 I RRE KA R 1 — 7 (4]

29. EIRREFHERY

LR %4 JHAE 48 3 (Charlson Comorbidity Index, CCIYL & 19 MEE G IAE, 5016 0~37 4, 155
A AU T XU R K B R B . AN R S T s H R, TR 7 S BRGE [45]. BFFACIERR T
CCI £ TR b N WIFE T 3R 5 1 1A Rk [45]. 7E CCT IR _EXIF R T4 & I ETE $(Age-ad-
justed Charlson Comorbidity Index, CACI), 40 % DL L5 10 &1 1 4r. CACI % CCI 3 Re Tl HASE T
B, REHTMEEE46]. ETMZZTFAREERG 30 RILCHRWFTLH, CACI JRRILHIRIR T
WEETT, AUC 4 0.90 (95% CI: 0.84~0.95) [47]. HTHuh = xS HEH L FARRE TR RN S =,
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TE 2SI 1 B S FH AT BE A2 R [40]. 1 22 TAE 7 3 7 A1 HL At I PR PE Al B &5 & mT DL 38 312 v T v
at[45] [48].

2.10. SpRIPTEINES

ANEFSIT A INPF-4)(Surgical Apgar Score, SAS) 2 fE % H74E )L Apgar PF43 ¥ 1T 10 7 HIPEA A R, /0 E
B, BEWERLG, R4S RPRAGORE, BACHFIEIKE ST R MR [49]. ZPF7r 0 E il
HMEIRIG 30 RICT-FHFMRE P R m B, X IR R A S TN, AR E B AHE S A RO A
[50]. RIZFAR1, SAS BEILEARGEA RS R BB A0, (HHEX e /AR, A B ey KU St
TR[51][52]-

WA Z NINTF RIS, AR EESHOT SAS AT R [53][54], JuHougiong S8 7R
AT AR 1M EBIE[S5], 805 HoAh XU I R DL TH PP 4= R PE[56] [57] SAS AT SEH SRR
BRZI e, EAXREAR TR, TCEARATHA: AR —d M i s /1257 8h 5 G Bt o 22, R IR
BHHARGMEFARELMBIKR[58], HEHARXAAERR, RN A AT 73— S0 58 BIAi[50].

2.11. P FEMMEFLERER

AR R R L 2 45 F AR (Biochemistry and Haematology Outcome Model, BHOM) & POSSUM 43
1R R IR B R TETTR, iZAEALGIER T POSSUM FRH o o0 B P45 32 I B s TR A P b, AS TRTOIN
AdE, AN S TUENS MRARNEEAR . F . MR FAERRE R AR N B AET:
REESH Y [59]. A FI AR (1) BHOM 7EAL B AL 3 e 5 it EARLE 22 5, (B4R R UHERA 200
5y TAREUAIE R 4  BHOM 7 P 38 0E A R B H R AP A T 25 e o« ZMEBESAIE J7 THI, Faisal S8 FTIESE,
BHOM £ Ul 212 38 Be N AE T S A 2 A R AP X A0 B8, (RRSHERE R FE[60]; AR5, BHOM
A BORNUERHL TN 202 FAR B ARG 30 RICT-HK[34]. IZAEAUKFCIG AR H RS ek pEdE, @t
HEVAEF B3ha A, et R e aEE, JCHEH T 202 83 M E AR K PP [60].

2.12. XESNRIEEFLERINFREBUHHTRIFR KK T HEF

3 [E M RHES AE 22 [ R AMRHI & 2kt Rl (American College of Surgeons National Surgical Quality Im-
provement Program, ACS-NSQIP)F ARG 2 FE 21 MARFASEF 417 F AR ARiE(Current Procedure
Terminology, CPT)fXH5, FHUATIMIA G 30 RICT-ZHAMEER, (EILT-HT7 R R[61] [62], [FINfH2
P2 TR S5 I RORE (BLAG Ik ML AR AR ZE . il 28 0B 2t ) 1) AU A THE[63]. AT %% A ACS-NSQIP F-AR
P T 5280 25 i 2R 8 TR 1 R R 3R [ 64, (A BIF T R I, B RVRE 38 T AR RS 50 2 Tt 0 45 SRAH LA,
XA RSN AR TN RE REF[61]. W TRIZTFAR, BEBAWERTIE, AR FARE R A,
T8 FH AU PPAT TR T Re 8 S P A TR [23]0 BT T ReAAAE FA B A E R R &= % TR e vr Rt A4
HRHE L I0AE — 52 YRl Y B INA S KB [61]. ACS-NSQIP FAR R TH 2% LA U2 F AR R T A 15
PERIBAFIBIE T, U2 TR S AR XA [65] o 8 BB ) — X5 [ B A At 7 Hh K SIAE T 52 22 B AR
AR AR B ISR R AR G I A JE AT, ACS-NSQIP FA RS H gsig 5T APACHEI $£43[66].

2.13. ALERRIERINSISFRRETN AR T ER

N T REIK SN 1 22 T ARG T B A4 57 48 (Artificial Intelligence-Based Predictive Optimal Trees
in Emergency Surgery Risk Calculator, POTTER) &3k 7 U IlEK TR, @i 08 A broN, Al il &
BARJE 30 RICT-FH, BMRRTR K 18 PR G HAAERG[67]. 1% LRI TIHIERYE 5P 85 2 FE
&, HAATUMREAE. S AL 5 H T RS % (Electronic Health Record, EHR).  Ifff R 7] 45 1F 4 5 5%
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RFA[67]. ZIWHFFIESE, POTTER fE 22 FAREBEAREA R4 RN RLAER H[68]-[70], W REHRE
e R BT (e T v Af P [ 70], B 04RIE, POTTER St R E 5 St MR QI FARKK TR A, LiE RN
BT IA LGV T R[67]. HILXT 85 % LA AR il N HE (0 T 14 B AT BT PR 710, FF BT RBCR 52 44
IR EWBCR, AR SRR IR MAREH, v TS FRIRARER[67].

3. B ERE

ok, SFARREVES TRMF LGN BTG RERE, MMEST ASA 4774, POSSUM %54k
PV 241, 1Z0 2 BHOM S5 LAY, F 2] AL K30 POTTER THE2%, T B FOINARS HEE |
I PR 5 FH I 5 B e AL AP FF SR TH[ 671 AASCARGMER T 13 KEWR T H: ASA 408, SRS ZELL “fRifE P
7 SR RI2 s RN F5 5K, BHOM 81 ESAS (A H 2 WS ie = 4abr, /> EWmZ, SAS (LEEAR
WS HOE AT AR RIS S, APACHEII. ESAS/ESS Z5DL “Z4EfE 7 o5 7 $2 T+ 7l &%, i POTTER
MR A ST A, R B T AR 2e e oG R . ANk XU T 7 T e 800t AR A8 [ 67] [68]. 2T
U, FATZ R AR VORI (IR 1), A B AR i R B A v 53 10 U Vil T Bt —sE
Mz, WA 1. SR, BUA EE— MRS PG TR R R, fs— DB . Ak22T
AR IS TR AT RES T /) TARALRE R | SRALIGAE, HES) XU PPAAS HE R fE 4 F2 1k

RepiiEey

AL BREOE,

ARIEIEE

IRk SRR =
S (MM, y
EBE(GIEIT.
#RIMTNEESE)
{XEESEHE ASA- EitER+ REibis: ok .
PS/SRS/ BHOM AOSEEERRSEE {RAE R B SAS
Surgical Risk Score (RN EXAZE) APACHE Il “($¢ZA:/JIL‘AI'FH
(FREHEIHE) Wik: ESAS (EEEH) R+ Rep:
SORT (KJ/FHLizfE) (FrETEZ, FikE) HJi%k: APACHE III HJi%:POSSUM/ P-POSSUM
iE: CCI/CACI RARBILIE: (BEEETH) (@Eff,. CEETRE
RS ED Hik: PESAS TH, BEEFECERNL
L Y T
HiEreR, TEREHRAR+Adh:
i POTTER
(AIBEY, SEfEm2ERN, AR BRUILEEE TIE)
EHik{E8+CPTES:
Bif: ACS-NSQIP (ZZEAE/HMRRTEE)

7E: ASA-PS= EEMMEIT 2GRS SRS= FARRKER; SORT= #EITJE XK L E; CCl= /K%
LI E CACI= ER B EURB-S IEIEE.: BHOM = AWML AN 2 45 B R, ESAS= 22 FAREEE
PE4r: PESAS = 2T RAEFESIF RS> APACHE IV = 2thA B 518 MA@ BEvE4) IVIIL; SAS = SRR
43; POSSUM = A FRZAIF AR EPEPE4r; P-POSSUM = FMNAFH-POSSUM ##4r; POTTER = A L REIRFNH &
LFARREE TN EAM TS ACS-NSQIP = 3£ EAMRIE A E R/ E TR CPT= ST FARIE.

Figure 1. Recommended flowchart for the selection of risk assessment tools in emergency surgery
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