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Abstract

Postoperative delirium (POD) is a common acute brain dysfunction syndrome in the perioperative
period, characterized by fluctuations in consciousness, inattention, and acute changes in cognition.
It is particularly prevalent in elderly patients, after major surgery, and in intensive care settings.
POD not only significantly prolongs hospital stays and increases medical costs but is also strongly
associated with long-term cognitive decline and increased postoperative mortality. In recent years,
electroencephalography (EEG), owing to its non-invasiveness, high temporal resolution, and ability
to provide real-time dynamic monitoring of brain functional status, has become an important tool
in the study of neurophysiological biomarkers for POD. A large body of research has confirmed that
characteristic perioperative EEG changes—including reduced alpha oscillation power, increased
slow-wave activity, frequent burst suppression, and decreased functional connectivity between
brain regions—are strongly associated with the occurrence, trajectory, and severity of POD. Based
on high-quality literature published in recent years from mainstream databases such as CNKI and
PubMaed, this article systematically reviews the similarities and differences in EEG characteristics
across different age strata, surgical types, and perioperative phases (preoperative, intraoperative,
emergence, and postoperative), with a focus on core electrophysiological markers including alpha
oscillation slowing, increased slow-wave activity, burst suppression, and decreased functional con-
nectivity. On this basis, this article proposes future research directions, including: establishing
standardized EEG analysis procedures to improve study comparability; developing portable wire-
less monitoring devices to facilitate clinical application; integrating multi-omics and artificial intel-
ligence technologies to construct multimodal predictive models; and conducting intervention trials
targeting EEG abnormalities. By systematically synthesizing current evidence, this article aims to
provide a theoretical basis and clinical reference for the early identification, risk stratification, and
precise prevention and treatment of POD, while objectively discussing the controversies and limi-
tations of existing research and envisioning future directions for precision perioperative brain
function protection.
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1. fIRE=R
11 REEZHNIRKRE X SRITHRE

RIGEER—MSYERE . WIS EE LR R AR, HAZORHMEESE: © EREGCLEE .
PRFEUE IR D) @ BUUKPECARGE B b, mEHES Y IK); @ AENThRe A aEL S 2
PERG . 15 F G, ARERS) [1]. RIS ES 2 S St T 28 TOR(DSM-5), &% AR IAZR .
ARG 29 MR FEIL RIS & . EImIR S, = IRBOHIPFfl72 (Confusion Assessment Method, CAM)
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K ICU % AR CAM-ICU [2]/2 B i F IR 2 T 5, (EIgREIR RN EE, 77 FOPESE . o 5 2%
At

POD MIRARNFAREM ., BHEFER. LR TIEARRMAAAERKER[3]. £ 65 5L LHEFERF
AREFHF, POD KAERLAN 10%~50%; HANIEKAE BN B (PR 5~10 K), B8 E I INET RA
[4], B RM™ERZE, POD SARGEKIHINHIhAE FBEOREINEThRERAS, POCD). iR kAR m & 14F
PFE T2 3R 38 047 A SR ST AH S 1 [5]

12. BRMRE NS ER SRS

45 POD R T =5 ARG R VF 2 (W AR BT A RO VE A« TEFSHRE. ASA 22 J il A= 9 bs &4 (an
IL-6. CRP. S1008), fH_FiRFEbr¥ NI EE . FfEtE, Tovksehy B K Th e RS a4 . EEG @
T3k B HARIE SR RN R JE AR 2 0 SR 5 FR R RS Bl AT SR AL OGN (] S R ) 4 A B
B, BT, nRFIESIEN6]. EEG 5 5IZMZE 7N 5 (0.5~4 Hz). 0 (4~8Hz). a(8~13Hz). B
(13~30 Hz) & y (>30 H2)$i, &AMBE 55558 ah e A B R B DA O . BT, o 5/ 32 VR T i - %
RIS R RD R, IR B EORAS T B A MR AR ES s 7 670 18Ik 5 R AR . A4 BUAR I
HIFHSR[7]-

ISR, Bt Ab PR Ak FL I (processed EEG, pEEG)#: # ({1 BIS. Narcotrend. Entropy) e pREATA B i il
Hf K, AR EEG PSRN O AR OB HE . S0, pEEG H7% 32 BN VP4l IR (1 B R KCP I ¥t
HAEELHET 0T POD IR AI[8]. (Rl Bk Bk 2 A 720 46 R 1 i 4h EEG BE & EEG (QEEG) 7T, 12
B Th 2 . S s . B INGIZ . IR (WA A S48 4. TS S5, DISHRTERMER)
POD # £ brEM[6] [9]

1.3. BRI ENRARE 5 EHFHEXT L

JR 46 EEG 8 ELIE Mk B MR AR M AR A A B IR L5 5, DLEERITE 2D, (R T AR fl
BR(EE . HARHTE TS B8R, &L 3 L AT L0 P S (i ) B A A Bl . — A e
TEPEBETE), & EEG AT “&brift” M. HERAITREM S W H¥EE R, fom R iz,
DASEIL E ShL S 20 HT . 76 POD W%y, A EEG 3% 1E N B 4k 400 b (0B e, TR BT &
W DIREIEESENT A TR AR [6].

€ & EEG (QEEG)/& X1 Jiilf EEG HEATH 2 B HARHESR BUS IR MBS HLES, AFF I (%
ARBLAOT IS TR ARE D A% SEF o VEEATR). ISR bR(BR R INHI R . JRIEEE S EEG). WAL
B bR ) DL D Re i Ee e br (M Tk A AL S 4R 4 PLIL Bt 24055 . qEEG MR IHE T & %k
FEIES A B AEAE, (BT St s IMRILAS 2 ST ah; HE 3R (s B4, wRE
5 POD #H3% B4R S = (m B #APE Al )« 72 POD i 5t H, qEEG & B el i R Arie=l, 48K
ZHT o DIRFFG. 18P Z MIEHEYI K B gEEG 2 H7[9] [10].

AbFE i L (PEEG) A2 181831 & A B8 5 UG EEG it — B o B —JE 2498 4 BIS. Narcotrend
e, Mitef)sib BB SR, BIENIGRIREFEE AR AL E WM < ROIRRE " S8, HARBMON R H:
B, REW. O ZERT ERRERYFE. AM, HAEHBFEFEATZM: FikRAEL(RE
EEG 15 EAMNEHAWATY ER) . FEE N EIRACTRUETIE POD AHSCHREM AL, HARF FH
PEEG HykZ [Hsh Z AT L. Biltun, BIS FRETE NI M R -G Ut IR T IR R A7 1E . 3% % R [8]. 7E POD
WHFtd, pEEG FZH TIFALRRIH IR E 5 POD 75 - RN K & (41 BIS A5 POD KU Y SCHK), {HPE I
SEERME, NES T RIGH S B AR EY .
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2. RERZHREKRERSLZHIG

POD kB B H L NEISNE . BIARMIN I BRIRTE D 2 LRI RS R . ARGEIS 1A 5, SER AR
A NART SR ZR . AR AR R AR A il & R R [11].

21 XEERER: REHR, RPFLERGEME

2.1.1. ReTZBRER

e =65 %2 POD s I S Gl R & . SN 5 %, POD RS Z) T 1.5 fif. AEEAHK IR
MaEE R AR (4 . AR SIS 5) WA E S T B (S BEARTR A e />) I VA5 D e IR B 0 %
P RE LA T ME TS A [11] 6

WHME S TR RATAAER NS (MCI) JR . BT /R ki BRI SE 1K 8 2, POD XK Tt iy 2~4
o MiZEAEOUIHRIES . AU Z240) BN SR8 . A o 25w sk A I 38 388 o 5 P [12] o

RS PR &N ADE . KRR, R RIS551Y 5 POD KIS INAHC, W RES K
W - R ER D) RE S S R L R R 43 T 3R LA R [11]

ARAARTE R . B R (MR B 3 . P AR o ML (06 1M 1 sh i 15 52 450) « HF ' ThRe AN & (2R
BHERR TR BERARMKAEA AR ). PN BEAS (B0 3 25 0 E 7 BEAS) 35 o fE G R % .

ARAEL G2 KA R BL Sz MEBATHAR) . MR ) KRR —
BERAY . PUBTRREZ Y. B 2235 v] S B 58 0T R G00E M R, 15 24 SRR I 10 1) 7 5 s 5
FRIEE[11].

EIHIMAEIRE: HH R — P24 A& T ROIRES, Meta 20T R 5259 53 POD K24k %
99 2.1~3.3 f5[13]. HE AT IEshEE I(ADL)YEME . s . 2 77 Bt S A R 1

2.1.2. RPiFERER

R IR 28 s FH R E DO AR ZS (BT HE . AR . UK . 2R 5 R A (L Kk e ) v B
BER W IEARAE M2 GABA RE & 45, BREEITIA(BIS < 35). JFREEI (A K (>3 /M) JREEZEIR X34 POD X,
11,

MFENF72 55 AR AL (MAP < 65 mmHg £F4288 5 10 43 8h) 0 40 AT (rSOR) I T 2R 26 20%
AT < 50%. K IMLZLEE (<70 g/L). ARG (<35.5°C) il P HUEE A 2 K fe B AR M FERS [12].

FAROM: KRFARCOME. K. BB, #Rh. FARRKEE 3 /M. K&K IM(>500 mL). &
AMIBIR(RIEBOE A1) 35 B B [11] .
2.1.3. Rigf&ZEE

PRI 5B HEEEOEOUHEEIH) /2 POD KSRl K 2, (HF A REURELA T &4 S W #ug% 0
HARWREEE . WhE) . X 45 B I IR B B 77 S8 T BEAIC POD AU

MEARREISF: 1ICU FREERE L AT S B R 5 SR AR 45 M B 4 (REM BEERIRD D o 120 B AR I /D)
AR RIS AR R (A AB) )T RE, IR Ak BRI A

R SRR EL: AJG G4 PRGBS WUMAE) . R Bk, R XEL(IREN. 8. (K
BE) e W B AR A 5 T 5 R

YRS 2 48N EFRY . PUBRZ . PrAKY . BE R TSR SR A AT A A B &
haaal.

2.2. FEZHINE: N3 FEIMLE
POD HIFA VI A B M AR 58 B, (HE PR, ZEBILABONCEARIGR. BT ERR e
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GO WREILITRT. IR BLARIERS S MU AE BT, DU AR LI, AR ],
3. REE=EEEEARYRMESFE
3.1 SEHHE: o RHBILSIBBEES

A0 73 A 8 3o R e e HEL AR (FFT) BN AR Bkt SR 4G EEG 0 A [FIBIR iy I e B 2 . POD
B E . RTEENRIE a DRI o VIR, HIGE 60 FxXhaTtm, B “ Ak
e BLR[9]

3.1.1. a FHIHEMET

o TIHE(8~13 Hz) 7B EE IR # SORAE F UL X oo, HP= AR Ml T 52 B 1) Fe il — 17 )2 [a] B ——
FE b FCIR A% (GABA i)t 5 P b 45 5 28 S JEAE AR AL, 55 (0 4 A M S Mol 5 L SE AR B S 7 3k
IR a Joi (7). ARTHE R - 2 B se 8 R R KA. THAEEG . FREEZ54)
BT S5 o H T .

312 BEERRE

0 %(0.5~4 Hz)Fl O (4~8 Hz)fEIREEMENR . Wit RIIRAE T 5% . POD B3 FIA M FERI
N 010 FAXT TR T, AL A0 (SEF95, I 959%fE & AT e A% L IR) K. SR, S RI 6 Ih
L POD (1 CIESZ IRIFE 2528 70 I W VR BE REMR, AN o THERARMEE[O]. IX AT REIRIN & XS RRIR 25K 5
FERUR, HBENEL 6 R OA Y m, FEE R Z SRR,

3.2. RHEGFAE: 1R&E NS

BRR AT EEG 125 REE 100 BB, B >05 B, JRIE <5 V)5 FRs AR K% 2 (1%
e+ IR B DL, (A MR 2 T T R TURREAIARAS[14]. HRAAVHI ST th BRI 259
OSBRI RPERBZRTGAR). IGH. G PRI R AR s 5 K
3.3. DHREEESEAHE: MEETHKENIER

IR AR A EEG {555 Z IR 56 HoMit % IS G105 A T (coherence) . AR i

(PLV)ARAZ 5 45 B (PLI) A R Z R R B R IE B AR ) - POD 65 3 475 i [X Th e 4 I 5 »
JECL a BB BRI 2% S A - THiH- S i 25 [15]

3.4. AERIEIREAMERHIRRESHEER

3.4.1. RATHEL

AAGHEZ EEG W RBIETENM & Eg5PE. Kim &[16] %, AT X E EEG 1B1k(6/0 Aeais
B, alp BRI/ 52 4F B POD K SHSZ A 5. Ning Z[17]3#E— 48 H, MUX a IRFEE K o Tt
B (AR - PR P o SEDRIE EERES, $RoR i - 2 R I TR AN 4.

3.4.2. Rep

JRIES T 5 5 (5~15 min) 2R o T FREITE . POD & fi 838 5 IR 25 4 (1) S B 280 < ik
FERH” —— BRI B LRI TG o TIRIMIEAE, B2 HIE g iEshisidk. 4Rie ik
IS B A FREE o DhER A, SEFO5 JR1Z, $27m KMt BRIV IR 52 P 72, POD AU i 3 T =i [9] [18] .
BEAh, AT R R A 0 L R S POD R A BAFAE IEAH G 34 o
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3.4.3. FEEHA

N BRI 25 B SRS . B IR B AR, EEG SIS = SN alf 5. £ 75E EEG
BLL 6 W NE, BLZ o R¥IES, W) POD K& 2 & 1 IN[19]. Dragovic 25[201% ¥, 752 EEG aThZ
K ol B Th# S R (R BE 75 Bk 3240 F ) 1 58 POD A 4 B 3 AR (2% vs 21%),  $7m K REWS o
R WRRIBOIR S VI BB RRRAS A, IERMR (N L TF) R8I MR 5B al s 7 M7

3.4.4. R

B RAVERT, EEG W RIS (50 THHREETHE) a TIRFREANG]. PyEshEk . Guay
ZE[21]%F 26 B K FAR B ES: EEG IR, RGH 1 KM 6 DR 5iE% ™ EHEZ(CAM PE47) 27
AR IEA S (R 057, P =0.002), MMALX o AHXTIHRN 51E % HEEE 2 AR (R%E-0.67, P =
0.01). #AWEFIER, ERZHIEfG EEG W Al RE/E — EFEE LIRS, (BRI Pl 753t — B 7.
4, BHHRANEHSFARAE MK BIFE
4.1 LEFRBE

OIEFAR POD &A% 51(30%~50%), 5 H A HARIMEIR(CPB). KIME#EAE. BEWKS . MieT
R4 RIERNA K. %IERFEN EEG FHEAHE: CPB BiRM BTl o R K. ol hEWKE LR, R
FRR R AMHI R LI A K . Khalifa Z5[22] 5 114 5HODIE T ARSI R I, R8I o DhZRERAT 2 ik fi
f) POD T [A T, H.5 CPB I K x.
42. BRFREBEER, WMIEM

WP RE 2 AR IR BRI KB R . BRI N T FE R, HEENAES
POD HJ2k RAFAES+ . Sieber Z5[23] kI, 7ERLEHERL(BIS 80) POD K AE K B K TR HEFF41(BIS 50);
T Brown Z£[24] 1) SHARP X560 &7, T BIS $E [m) S 5 A5 il BRI 5 45 R AR L R B (X POD &A%,
{HIEAH BTt or MMSE < 27 BB E T RE A BERREE H 3R 85 . IXSE 3 1 EEG FF1E: ARAT o TR 2 .
FAR (R AR R), AR AT RAM B SEFEIKE J5 o THARIGIEM /N, 3 R3] 0 K .

43. )LEEE

BARJLE POD (X FR75EEE %, Emergence Delirium, ED)% 4% %5 55 (30%~50%), {HHALHI 5%
FENARFE, L SRR PEA ST MAPE L3 i 8 F 5<[25]. JLE ED i) EEG $F1iERILN: 75
BET L LA 016 1295 8 3 SR g 2l P (alp)iE s B b, B s N8R o R, BT LE
i FEL i A e DR R R, T
5. BRI KA B EB 1 B Il B A 1B
5.1. FHAMXUBE FIm

IR EEG HHE, HRARFMIX o ThHE. Kb o hRERLBERMNFGEST, Y52 POD [k
LA F[9]. RIS EEG S S INIRIESr )5, AUC AJIA 0.90 PA k. Ning Z[17]IHL &2~ >
P (o T + MoCA)TEMSZBAF 1 AUC 0.94; Bao Z5[26]K AR F BIS 5 MMSE. #4if. ¥IhfE. ADL
44, AUC % 0.87,

5.2. ELHFEFEIR: pEEG 3| SHR

RT3 EEG (W1 BIS. Narcotrend) [ R B % B M i 4% 132 T 3k 4 R A 260 e % JRR I 0t 92K
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MacKenzie Z£[27]/ 252573 #T S, pEEG 515 BRI AT FZIC 38%[¥) POD K\[%:(OR 0.62, 95% C1 0.51~0.76)
SR, B IG5 & 1 ENGAGES 46 [28] (n = 1232) K & ¥ pEEG 5| 5 & 2 [£{k POD & 4% ; 1 BALANCED
WEFTIRE 22 W 4H[29] (n = 655) M) & B, # 1) 1 BRI (BIS 50) B0 BRI (BIS 35) 1 & 2 [£ 1k POD &4 %(18.9%
Vs 25.2%, P = 0.038). X7 )& il AR AUFE: O pEEG HikA NE R it, ARk POD A%k
HRFAIE (W o TR 1B UEERE); @ G RRZH IR B LN, B R M I () AR B el b — D4R
RaiAFR; @ POD 22K =, FRatiyeh/ b R IR FEA 2 LL5E A Tl

JUE I, 2R R A R AR SR FH i e M DU G AN DA B VR BRIR(BIS < 40),  JU LR e K
IR [R) B R A S 1F] BIS 50~60 F7R BRI SFEME £E T 73 RCT 1 i tH FEAIK POD &R [30]

53. 5 ETH

B AR D B N “ R g ss A ORET o DhERAR AR R A 5 1) 5 “ X Fa @R .
e i 55 25 AR L S SR XIS BEL v B3 SRR INE + A SR ALK AR, 8k G Ao P TURELARR 24 AT RO — (3K,
ARJE RN R TICE KR . ARG, RIAHIE, LSS, ZOREH). RATARPEIG(MMSE <
27) (RIS B S8 SR P BRI AR T PN BRI PR B ) 2 2 [ AIK POD WUR:[23] 0 BEAH, X TR J5 EEG #F
st B, NI ARG, R &, JF5ER RS R/ T

5.4. BRFEIESBESES

BEE N TR AR L, 3ET EEG () POD il iF M —45E i 7] 2 A5/ & Zhang 25[31] Lh A
T 9 MBS IR (B R R, SVM. FENLARMR. XGBoost Z5), &I XGBoost #5817 T B AT YA+
PN B POD I R I HE(AUC 0.928). Mulkey Z5[32]45 4 KR Gk EEG (4 i) 5 R 2 S A8 15 e 2%
(Vision Transformer)4t &, POD il LA B e PE . R R34 EEG SREHFAE . ThAeIERE . RIS
MR AEYIFR EVI(NFL, GFAP, 1L-6) LA #H 2 SR R 1T 15 315 514 FR), W8 JIERAMERAL T Ay, Jf:
A4 T LA EEG 1545 SEHUIR 55 SE i P

6. ARFWUSFRYE
6.1. RERERBELERFEN?

XGRS S B0 FE NIRRT EEG JH (JUH A a TR B M3 R INH)) B8 5 8k
TNEE TN B, BHEHERE: O AWESH o IRG SIS TIAE IS @ BARAMGIHR H#H 2
JCHLIUER W] BE PHLAS S i Fa S 4ERF[33] . {H ENGAGES R 56 X3 & #1130 T 7K Bk /> POD, M55 T
IR G & [28]0 I — P ARy, BRI F S o B 20 2 “ R Mg st 1) H A B S I —— R i A A2 1 ol
ZARATIEAR . BB SRAE A P g TR R BRI A TR SO SR DT X, i R R R R TR M i 55
PE[34]. HATBCNFRMBEELWEHA: EEG =W B2 MEsstEmbs £, W] RefE 5 A A il
1) (< i 1 o i 1) i R fk ] 288 M 403 ) g — 20 I = A o
6.2. WARFRMYSHr Rk

FFIC EEG KA AN B (RIEIEAM vs. ZIEIE4A3k) RGP F2E (MM vs. L#b). 7
MR ThE vs. MIXTIhE vs. U IAZHR). POD 2l 1. H(CAM, CAM-ICU, DRS) E R K, T
BRI AR B AS X 58, G5 —. LUBRINEIAE], AR BRI S 0008 & 30 Ao
B H Ak = g8 — 108 X5 AEbR, X gE— BRI T 2 o 8dE i Es .

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1693261 2168 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1693261

IS RIE N QE

6.3. FHMAIBAtELSR

% ENGAGES 445, ADAPT-2 i3 [35][FFE S, T A A fix i 3K & 2 F£ Ik POD &
A XEERA A RN, HAKEE EEG [ Iht 1 B PRI SR B 1T B AN A2 CABHIST POD 2 R &R i B G . K
R )T T A 7 1) e 75 [F R F) 2 AR, Bl . SGEEE . LR S BERR A . JRD PR
Rt %

6.4. BIARGHE FER

WL EEG BT B LI I BOR N S AR A BB T, A AR SR 3 A A s AR 1 A A v o
PEEG Br#f B O [, (HHIRE T S f) UK PR BETE, 78 POD ARG RS ARRFE 20 M v A7AE 45 2 4
%Ko A HET B EEG R4 H AT TR &M B [36]. tL4F, EEG 55 %W T]. MH. O
HAEZ AN LTI, AR A )& BB S 0h i it — b ot .

6.5. FARPKHBEBRRSR

AR EEG ZH 7] WL, OIS T E. FREREEEHE: © ML (ICA)—75
BIFAER A B O sy, RS ROR R, (HULRR RN AT et 0 88 @ /N RME & M ——xt e A
T ARBOE F G N B E AR R, TR R, HREGRBERWA R, © I HEMER—— I HZ
GIETE (0L L) BE MR ER R A, xR TIRCR R, ERAOME RS . W EIARY EEG Wi
K ICA + /NEBMEAL G KIS (ICA ERRTTHAEONIE, /N BRI T80 R ), JFUTa S 5S4 bl
JETHAT e

7. BESRE

W RGREIAAIULE, WATAT UG HE8: BRI A ——CH R ARATE S o DI,
AR a RG] L RIS LRI X ) e AR I 95— POD XU ) B A e L R PR AR B W) o 3K 28
RFAIE AT AR BRI o S A R 4 T R B G BE AR L AR VA A e 7 EE R S TN W R
SREAFAE S WS HORIR S, (H EEG AR M. L. TSN ThRe b I T B, 78 BRI 22 (R 47 4
HA A BN E

B2, EEG G\ A2l it THZDE i B ARG AR SR LR 6 . BEE(F 5 A ERAR . AT
BRESE KA v & KA , BATH B AR, EAANCRR, JET EEG (Vs HE B AT 2 B
K BN 2 4 R BRI B AR AELL GRS 7, WBRAIR POD RAEZR. B ARG KA M A5 2 4t s
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