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Abstract

Pancreaticoduodenectomy (PD) is the primary therapeutic modality for periampullary and pancre-
atic head neoplasms. Although the perioperative mortality rate has declined, postoperative pancre-
atic fistula (POPF) remains a severe complication, and clinically relevant pancreatic fistula (CR-
POPF) may lead to a high mortality rate and increased medical burden. This paper systematically
reviews the developmental history of predictive models for POPF after PD. From early traditional
scoring systems (e.g., the original Fistula Risk Score [FRS], adjusted FRS [a-FRS], and unadjusted FRS
[ua-FRS]) to the machine learning and deep learning models widely applied in recent years, the pre-
dictive accuracy has been gradually improved. Despite their simplicity and practicability, tradi-
tional models often exhibit performance degradation in external validation. After integrating multi-
dimensional clinical variables, postoperative dynamic drainage data and radiomic features, artifi-
cial intelligence methods (including random forest, XGBoost, CatBoost, neural networks and deep
learning) have achieved an area under the receiver operating characteristic curve (AUROC) of over
0.80 in internal validation; some combined models outperform the traditional FRS and have demon-
strated potential in preoperative prediction and perioperative management. However, current
studies are still dominated by retrospective, single or small-sample multicenter research, with in-
sufficient external validation data, low reporting transparency and poor generalization ability. In
the future, large-scale multicenter prospective studies need to be conducted to promote model in-
tegration, develop explainable artificial intelligence, and establish regional predictive models. The
ultimate goal is to realize the transformation from static scoring systems to dynamic and individu-
alized precise risk stratification tools, thereby optimizing perioperative management and reducing
CR-POPF-related severe outcomes.
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1. 5|18

Jk+ 8 VI BR R (pancreaticoduodenectomy, PD)& M 4Rl L iR L L) F AR 2 —, HEI2& 197k
e LA K A ] 6] g e — ] REARVE I 0 o i FARIIZ QIR TG B B sk . AR, <2l 8 Bl 48
WL R RS o[ 1], IRk, BEAEIMREFARERPIABREE . B FARINLGEEE RS R, B
Je N B & M FE(enhanced recovery after surgery, ERAS)E &K V2 #E), PD A& FRIGE M LTS FE B B30 &
FEAR BN R CA B2 2 IR R B0 6 97 A% OoR . BARTE R A RO, IR VIBR AR S5 1l F AR BT
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CLfEER 5%LLT, EARJES A AR ERE S, EHAE 30%-65%Z 2], Ho, KJFHE
(postoperative pancreatic fistula, POPF) 2 ik i S b e ™ B I RORE 2 —,  HARFIE VBN T AR & 118k
VIBRGIHER . POPF # SECEE AR MK M SCIFRAER AT S (i B R B8 . g M. R
S R L WL E A5 ), I N BT AR R, FEHE R BT AR [3 ] JEFLAE i R AH S 5 (clinically
relevant POPF, ISGPS B/C 25 )J 5, 583593 S0 1™ B RORE RS 3t — 20 1t o IX SR A7 75 1 3 i 3R
WILE AR AR, B8 AR 7 BT R SRS AE A XU 43 2 T LS TR0II A 28 DL R AT 2801 F7s Semgs s DA
%% POPF X 3 Tl o 1) S THD 520

Bk, ASCEFEMEL PD J5 B T BIR ) A SR IR, B EE L& 2% > FE 2 AU R 2 P v F) B
B . FEURIEAN b, BT S ET I Ok S R R, REACKIIKRETTIR, A AR R
HRHEE A Sl — Lo SE AT R K, TS BOARATAE R ISR v . B 22 A A PR, SEI L IE ML AR Il PR
R
2. ik
2.1. lsAR RS T2

Il PR P #5284 (Clinical Prediction Model) & —Ff FH T XU 43 2 5 B I7 B IR AL EC B R seH T B, X
OB AE T R AR A T 2 MR 55 T8 26 5 B M\ H 3R 2 R AR 25 (4]0 I PR XU TR ABE 28 4 0] LAy Dy 12 IS Y
(Diagnostic) FH il j5 /X5 15 8 (Prognostic) . POP Tl #52 A4 18 i A th 75 126 4 POPF /= MU () &, AT
I PR AT AR 48 285 X B AR I, ) o o 1A Bt ) L 5 R SO A B SRS o 0 v AR SR, A RHER AR RS
Jit S B8R %) M SE AR TR T T T O AR PR, S U AT 2 A I R BT, S R BRI
W AERAERER ) D A DB R APEERE . IXFERERE S N ERIT RUR, NRELE B E K TR E AR,
It BARLG 4T

2.2. HISBZES

HL#% %% 2] (machine learning, ML) & A\ 1.5 i (Artificial Intelligence, A — MZ 004330, HAZOAE T8
I MREUASE ., e R ISR B 22 S B S i sURRUAE, RRRS M i 20 28 R FiOl sql vt
B, 0 T AN LI s AR B S B BAE (5] ALAS 2% 1@ W 73 A = KA B =) CRI A AR 2%
HARNZEAY, W4 mE . BEVLARPRRIR FEA 2 2%, F T Im R AR T 5547 55) s o B 5 ) (M Tehs
AR RN, WRERIESE); DU sRAG S 2] Gl I S PR (1) A8 BRI /A THE SRR Y
F)[6]o TR, HLEF I HOR O DL 200 e I AR KT 0. B8 2 N FH T T SAAR 1K H B2
H AU B RRAE IR AL IR IRE 12T R TR ) DU R I fS PFAik S5 AH SG A0 71-[9]« E e R Tt ASE 24 45185,
b, BRI AR T o R AR AT T 8 T AR M R RN AR B R A O, (R NLES ) DAL i st
TE7IE, ORISR T TG AR 14 ) SC 8 T EL 107,

2.3. TR YIRRAR R BRIREYE RIS HIR

FR4E 2016 = [ Fr kAR SNEF 78 21 (the International Study Group of Pancreatic Fistula, ISGPF) 5 7 1) i
T[], RERINEE S e LR A FFEZECEIIE, biochemical leak) iz WitntEN: K5
%3 RUKLLE, MERSSImie Bk e > 5% s e B ERRM 3 6%, ERIRRER . Jo7R ol i e
TBIT T R UL SR G AN REEJR  SOAS VA A R AH M JE o I PR A G M J#9%E (clinically relevant postoperative
pancreatic fistula, CR-POPF)E SUN: % 51 i e A Bk B T AN LS ve B 1B % LFR 3 i &Lk
(LRGIREZ /D), HALRE 5B E A K I Im R R I EE & E. CR-POPF #f—A245 8 B %5 C %X
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B U/ i[RI A2 CR-POPF 2 WrbrifE, JREGUUT 2/ 1 WURFIE: (1) ARJE 4R 5 E #55: i B
21 Ry () "ARKI S TEFHBBULESRE, USRS SIRKRERB: (3) K455
FH R i AR E B R, /e RS2 R LA () MUV IE ST T (4) B IR AT S P 5% ' M) B P IRk e
WRPAERIBT ERR R ERE . C Rk N ERM, PR EH X FARTI, 55k
AT/ Z AT TREEE, HESEUEEL T ERNIY.

3. RGBTSR S

AR, AR S TR R AR A VIR AR G BE(POPF) Y TN AL AR 4k 7= A= o Ix LAy
TEIG RIS 35 R I — B IS B AME, ARG IR 00 XU VE Al 2 it T S TR . o i L 1 Tt A5 24
JET Gaujoux S S5 NTFJEM —THORTIEMERIFL, XIUFFFEINT 100 B2+ e m VIR A 1) &
%, BERNAERLE PFRGEKIEZR[12]. R ER, BMI > 25 kg/m2. JHEARG 720 L& T I AR 2T 4k
72 PF ML TN R 2R o SR X EA R R E I VE 0 KGRI B8 KA PF XU T v [l 60 & A A%
(1 7% LAk R 2) Bl m i 78% (R = AMEk R ). JTHES TAIRKE UM B 98k C 4,
TXANTESY 28 G5 00 T A A 2 T v XU 98 BB 0%~81%), AFASE T A A 5 g s S b (/8 ) PR A% G 1A 7 VT A
B, A BTG R E AR TRE SR . SR, XTI T 100 FlES: s, ER A ATIE T
i, ARFEARTIEAE . FARERGRFEREATHZE, A2 G F B = AN a6 2 174
IE 18 BIEF)MFEAR R, GBI H R,

3.1. RIEEERBTTS (FRS)

RUE RN AAAAE — @ KRR, (EBEE A S 7 AR N, B — AP AL B sl g v . i
SRR T AT AR R, ST T BN RS SRR SE . B4n, 2013 4F Callery MP %5
NEETFEE =FKEFE L 445 GIE2 R 3R VIR AR S8 AR BT AIAR P8, I8 ARG T, JRiE
PUIGAR ST fa P R 2R AR R R . R R . R EAE <3 mm, BARARFHIME >1000mL. fi
ATAR A X DY 150 fes B X 3R A3 T 10 43l (R JBRE IRV PP 43 (FRS) [13]0 VP44 58 25 K1) 43 9 DO AS IRV 55 45 -
PRAR A0 73) AR (1~2 73) XU (3~6 73 Bl i KB (7~10 43)o 552 68 B (I AR A 5 A J Jife 2 (CR-
POPF) [ TN & 255 AR 0% 6% 22%F1 88%, 2k TAEHRFE#h 2% I FL(AUROC)IEE] 0.942.

3.2. BREERKTTS (a-FRS)

1T FRS $ AR vt &R A P R 12—, B AR YIRS 30 LR A 78 /s i A 1 IR AN oA B S 1 9
WEX, HAELFAS, it ZE. 52T ARPTEEIELRR . s, BE 2016 4 F RSN
WAL ASGPS) B HT 1 A5 HEE(POPF) I SE S, IR 7 2 —FPREREHE A 2005 45 2016 FFE X X&)
FREAS SRR E T AL RE R POPF TR . ik, Mungroop TH 25 \-T- 2019 4EHF K FEIGIE T B A
KB PE S (a-FRS) [14]0 1 VPMIE T IR T CR/AER) . RS BAR(ES mm) A E T H(BMDIX =15
TIRB AR E . A5 1924 6 EE N EIRUEAGIF, H AUC M 0.75; 7EiidE 926 i 82 (1 5 bR
AMEBIGIERNF R, £HX%F ISGPS 2005 FiE X POPF, AUC i 0.78, %04} 2016 R XK 0.72. %A
(R FRI RG AN T JR 4 FRS (2005 i X AUC 0.75, 2016 fitsE X AUC 0.70), HAERS Ih g 84 A
fR(0%~5%)~ H(>5%~20%) =1(=20%) =R Z, ReA 8ds i+ —f8 M UIBR AR 5 POPF 1 X% 7
25K R

3.3. EHAVEREE KIS (ua-FRS)
BN RS LR M B R IOHE T, BREBT —F2 bI AR (MIPD) B A B /8, FEAR S e bi
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SETTT AL, R AR AR IZ AR R . a-FRS JET AR . 3B EAMEEIR X =%
&, BAEFBE Zf B UIBRAR(OPD)H 1S BI4HE, (HARE MIPD Fit T L[ TPEG . JF HIRM a-FRS 7E
MIPD 3 b TR AE 4 25 . NIk, Mungroop TH %5 AKXt a-FRS #E4T 7464k, JFK T &M T MIPD K)
FHTE 2> (ua-FRS) [15]0 ZPEFEAREE T Ji a-FRS = WiAS B A REfl b, 8 5Pk 1k )X — XU R 25 . At
i 7 MEK 26 S0/ 952 ) MIPD B (BFEIEE S WA N4 Bh DLR & U =FhAR 20
AT TEZBRNERAIE . 45 7R, ua-FRS WP RE A AT i T+, AUC 5% 0.75 (J& a-FRS N 0.68), HFHERE
BT, [N, ZRORZE U — 48 B R (OPD)H L IGIF A 2.

FEWGPR R FH T, FRS. EAR-FRS DL B 37 B AC-FRS ¥4 2 A BTN T H . 4R7f7, Pande 25 A\ (¥
RGLFARY, V2B SMTIAIE b RIS R GG T R RAFE R ZE R [16]. 1ZWEFUNT 2020 4L
AR XTI AR A Ji5 582 (POPF) (1 BT A TRINB AL BEAT T AN I UE V& /007 o (AR 2, B4R FRS
TEJRGGHT 72 1 JT R 7R AUROC =ii& 0.94, (HIEWNT 19 TAMTIAER 74, H45A AUROC (1
0.71, IXEEAER R IR ua-FRS AR 0.72, HHE ZF LG EE X(p>0.05), X—ZR BT
TR TILE T R I BT BEAEAE R “IE G B . i ud, o T i AR A 5 o R ol P Bl AR e O
RN, TR T AT BE Al 7L (0 T R RE T AR IRE B S S5 P N SR I A L S R B
1 58 A2 W B VP A A 2R (1 T i 7

4. ANIEgE NREIERFRTRNPHNA

BT T B B AN 3~6 N, HARMZYE R, ML 725 B8 R R K A1 52 = R 2k
PERZI o AR, N TR RE(ADFINLAR S ) (ML) J7 V20808 M i pRed — ) 8 ) S8 T L b AT iE i B 32
SIRFUBING RACHE A AH DGR, FESR T TN AERA M B8 ) 77 T R IR HH A KA 3. Han IW 2 N UG Al
M7k, BAERATLLEA TR, AT 200 PD AJG POPF UK TSR 17]. %072 [0l BitE 434 1
RS HLTE 2007~2016 FEEFIAEI I 1769 1 PD 31 38 TUlRKRAT &, 4 5lig FBENLARARRF). 1
L2 45 (NN DL B2 &5 45 330 VAR HE T B (RFE) AR A 28 I 2% (NN + RFE) Sy M 2 TR Y . e, sl Zhiie i 16
T 5 POPF & 2B B5 1) AH DG I G4 KU [ 25 1) NN + RFE B LI 5, AUC 153 0.74. I HAZHF 5 H]
BAIERE— B TF R T — B K 2 TR0 &, Dol R B A= i ide e S B8 L il e ARG B iR SRS S it 1 m)
FEMISCHF .

4.1. BHML

Lin Z 55 \[18]% % PD ARJ5 CR-POPF [IARRBTRGHETN, FFRe T 5 T34 58 CT BBUR A= 5T, %18l
R FE NN T AL RTRE —BE B 2013 £E 4 F & 2019 4E 12 F 1A 250 618552 PD (S, XS EEAE
ARHT 30 RNTER T 958 CT. BEFLIEIBNTR 7:3 L], K S BEAL 43 9 I ZREE (175 ) ANBRIEEE (75 ). B
FEor IR T SRR 2 SRR R A TR AL 2 AE . N VG228 1 DL R A% 2 R AE R BB A B 7R
A BT e N 18 TURFAE, YIZREE/BUEEE AUC 20 AERTH4E 0.871 1 0.869. 5 FRS MLk, ZBLAH
RULE TN e b O0R, 75 52 v il 28 A0 ke 55 il 28 40 M (DC A) R 48 27 H B 4 A 400 2 BB G AR 1 3R 25 o 1% ¥ rp
ORI BT SR W, AR AT SR BT BN HERA ) CR-POPF KUK 73 2, AL AR M B il A
AL T TR RS HR L B S A E

Shen ZY %5 \[19]15: T Fifg 2218 K 5 PR =B o R Bt 2010~2021 4R [R3ESE 2421 4] PD A8 35 {1 [] i 14
s, FFRIELLE T TUAHL S~ 2 B (CatBoost. lightGBM. XGBoost. Random Forest). ZF 7S 62
TR IR &, KA 5-fold 22 XIGIE, 25H /R CatBoost fBAIMERERAL, YIZREEF AUC ik 0.81
(95%C10.80~0.82), %iE4E AUC A 0.83. SHAP {7 T3 B, RJGHT 7 KV 51 FL Ve #7 B (mean DFA).
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AKX DFA UL J DFA R4y 32 f B Il K7, H O 51 & LA REFR b . TAE AR T LA A AR th
A EAEAL R, PEGEH IR B (CatBoost AUC 1Y 0.64), FERA 5 7 Mt v Tl ity e MR . 5%
4t FRS S50F0r RGAHEL, 1% ML HEZEAEGN AR G HAE 1 25 A0 T HTH 7 P &G he, I mlamad U T 55
AL B A TR R R SR . R g Bt [ VERT AL BB = ANEREGE, % TAEU LA 2% 2 1E PD RJE K
PEBNAS KBS VAL DA ROREAE 5| 3 B vp () B $ AL T B BIE

ShiY %5 A\ [2015: T B DY K = RERBE(LBH AL R By 3L T MR e . REMIRERL . | RE NREE
Bit) 2009~2019 FE[AFEESE 990 5] PD A8 25 (1) ik 22 OB, TR FFIHIE T — NG 58 CT FHIE 515
4t FRS O3 10 R ARV 73 58 (CT-FRS) o A AL I LASSO [H]F M 26 TUAHT LA S A A1 R 35 i ik
5 BUZ O INAS & SRR BRATI(RPV). BB, CT feWivFsr. CT E451Fr DA E BT,
TE T A AR ST AN IR H, CT-FRS [ C-index 43 #11E 0.825 A1 0.807, WA T FRS (0.794 A
0.741, p =0.04 F10.05). JLHAEH fE NFE(FRS 3~6) ', T RLAESET - e N . i —B 0 Hr IR, CT-
FRS TS 26 55 Ji Ji 5 o ZHL 2R AR AIE v BEAE O AR AL RN IRV 3= & B A DG TR I8 M IEAH DR (3 p <
0.001). %% H O AMERIGUE A FUIIESE, CT-FRS /R AR JG 61 RS P4l TR, AT AekE b 35 1) CR-POPF
TRAERGE . 5 R AL RO B/ NEEACR E 1) ML SRR ML, 2023 S5 ZTAFEA . 290 T IRR
FSESeHE SR A ) IR SIAEGE, i — D4R T T Al pRAZ SR I TN R B8, I AR T JC 8 TRl 3
BETBER AR

4.2. IEHASEIGR ML FORE S S

Verma 5 A [21]2E T3 [ B 5 AR & ok vh QI3 R RFEAR 2 RO 8l R 1 — Flofn BUpLEs
VBN, T BRI PD J§ CR-POPF . i 50K F S i (B 1l 21 S0, 4RO G0 sk I PR AR i
PR TSR, FFAE P EB I8 TIE LRSI AR UE A S 5 mFRS JEAT St Sk bbdst. S5 RN, LA
IR F Ak Re AR T mFRS, R B R TN AER Y. % TAE IS T LA AR B 52 A Ak
RAMSE IR REHE TS, NHEBERE T KRG UE TH e . RENFEE— D arisErkR
TIE, (HAZBARLAE KRR ARSI R A AR R I, 3 3 BRI A7 Sk Al PR AR AL 25 2% S AL AR R M g Je

Lee & N[22 T 56 [H & 28 & vhoO BB A S, JFKR T3R5 S B H 39500l PD /5 CR-POPF. i
T KGR T A AR A T A% 2 R T AR DA S B AR SR R . S5 SRR, DR BE 2% S SR TE AR
POPF #1 CR-POPF TRl ¥4y I AL S v R, e oy FERSASE AL Ja) Jail e g gk — 2D 4R T o i AR R TR
SOEREES Z A LG RS . SRS HEAR T R 23 2 77 T 77, R KU PP 7 RG34 187
%o AL RIEE BT, HATIFR A N TR e AABILAS 2 >0 0] VR JE 25 =) V0 A g It DR TR0 S5k i)
ST o TETR P 25 2] HE 5 BRI T 3 RS2 T 1) [RIIS S JBUR 2 244 AR T 28 il i o A A O R
BB 5K AR VE iR Rl A, LASRRME GoR 2 (R AR s b . =5 R/ BLA20) 1) 32 WP R e PR o I 8RS
R TAEE—PAESL T X — 7 7 /7.

Choubey AP %5 A\ [23]7E £ o [Al U BA B, RGEVPAG 1 U 4L 22 E X I R R U 40 R 48 7L PD
ARJ5G CR-POPF [ %0 SR T 4l U 2 28R | Al R AR A DL e 2 Bl B A B AL . 25 SR R
Al TG 2H AR [ TR e -5 A I R RGBS PP A 22, 17 R A 28 2 AL ) s 2 P 4l 0 R PR 4 3R 25
ZLAERME, Rl CT milE/BUR HFAHE TG IR R Sl R = AR, #3RTE 2 MIA S 5 TE
B, BRS TR TSR TN AE A 1 o FObR G5 U 202 5 I R VP23 il A O RO T 50— RS T 4 B 2 v

4.3. BEHEEER S MERR
FERFAELEFE TS T, AN AT AR AR G508 Ao Y A0 A% 0o 00 A2 B LA v AR UL — BUbE o Xt TR0 A 53—
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JiTHIENAIE T POPF AR [ DG B B A B LI 2 2 B R L B8 A8, midkEfatift “v)& DRt~ o
S LRI PR AR A E A A AR . RS B . BMIL ARHT IS B & E K AR i ifi & DA
B G RS 5 R B B R Zh A ARG SE . AFEIRIR T R R AR SRR e S B R R
P9 A B R [ A PR 2 A A POPF A RIS R K [24]. ARG B S5 BMI R IEAE%[25], FERE AR
BMI A A BB DR 5 0, ATAE AR 5“3 5 “u” o | H AT 5T T BA S8 ) 55— T
A R T, AR TORET C RBEE - BEE HE(CAR)Z B RETNIA 5 POPF XK,
ZE R PER: POPF AARHT CAR 2% & T4F POPF 4, HEFFEHr: CAR > 0.05 5 POPF B3 AHC HZ
# logistic [FJH1ESE CAR>0.05 & POPF [ G K 2 [26]. A & FIA J5 530 50000 4 196 4391
A A5 AT FR BRI Ji5 JER IR i i 2 e i MR S 7 TS B 7 POPF A% Cofig BEAE BRI 2 . 7R85 T80 21 2%
MR, AR SRR AR IR R A FR(RPV) . JRIRBTAR . CT BV CT Z450F 5 LR IR B Y
ADYCRRHER R RN B EL DT [27] . (X LUREAE 5 R IR AT 4R b o AR I A8 1 38 S i = B S5 4
LU ARG . EATMIEL T POPF % O AP 4R o

ANR)BEVEAE AL B /NFE A FIUAS S 400 I 1) R %% AR 45 XGBoost. CatBoost. AL ARMRIX S5
B, EATESEW . LRI SLIRE B DhRe, BIBCRYIZRe e, X RBEALRE B 3 THE IR
IR L AREAE X T &5 R R B, RN T R TR . A T R SR A R R 6,
BAGEME. ERITERAE SHAP 7t e iE Wi m R4 oTik, F 00T 50—k, e s
IR P 2 SI R REAR BN 3R, (HXIMEAR G G, FHE@EE Lasso IEMMEREE R, ST
&, XGBoost il CatBoost 1t 2 ¥ [l BV AF 7 v S5 7 Hh i A4 1887 PR 40 3 1k R TV AL 7 73(28]

SO IR TEUR H 5 Rl AR B AE NS00 IE P O S I H B — R R R A i e ) S e R R A, (EASE
B, S5 ML TAEREL Xk K25 T mmk A g,  H AN SRS a5 A . o ikix L
IR AR INEZ RS ZAFE M, RARARIFRRE. Zdho. iR, MAEZAHST
A7, PLEZEIRT X SR (1 7 A SRAGAIE « AR Ak DL IRHES ™, 528 PD AR JG BRIk XRS: 7 )2 5
ANEAL B BRI B W] S PR R RE A

5. R SRE!

WAER, 8 2 WUTRINASE Y £E PN 50 IE o FE 3 R B () ) 2% e, {H POPF FGIN A A PR 4T3 52 IR T
ZA AR R R A B FRAE 1 DS A LR A Bk . H AT, POPF Tl 4B 2R 18 A e 14 A R
HE 52 BV 2 B I R B2, X L8 PR 3R A [ Bn i LA MR TR R e 20 38R, R EARIAE LU R 51 : 2
W A 0 B Bk = 48— it TN AR BT AE R AR B0, B 9l N RGEVE A DL A S T
PP RE L HERZ e, RO AR 25 A DL AT AT SR L. DRIk, B B BEARAE AR S B A R B
Mo, (REAR TR A RE A BOR S 2= 0], /5 Bl bR iy o P2 AR AR AIE LA S AT I 2 OB AL
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