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Risk factors for morbidity and mortality of operated perforated
peptic ulcer patients in Loei Hospital

Wichian Molyoopanao, M.D., (Thai board of surgery)*

Abstract

Perforated peptic ulcer is a common complication of peptic ulcer disease. The morbidity
and mortality still high. Surgical management is essential in almost patients. Optimal surgical
management and proper perioperative care may reduce the morbidity and mortality of these
patients.

Objective : To find outthe risk factorsfor morbidity and mortality of operated perforated
peptic ulcer patients.

Materialand method : Retrospective study of 302 patients who operated for perforated
peptic ulcer at Loei Hospital from 2016 to 2019. The patients characteristic, type of ulcer,
time from perforation to operation, type of operation, result of treatment, and complication were
analyzed .

Result : 302 patients were included in this study. 267 patients were male (88%) and 35
patients were female(12%). The mean age + 14 years (range 17-95 years). 12 patients were die
(4%) and 29 patients have post-operative complication (10%). On multivariable logistic regression
analysis show that associated medical illness and time from perforation to operation more than
24 hours (perforation-operation time interval) were significantly associated with highmorbidity
and mortality of operated perforated peptic ulcer patients.

Conclusion : Perforated peptic ulcer patients still have high morbidity and mortality.
Early diagnosis, adequate resuscitation, and timely operation may improve outcome of

patientsespecially in high risk patients.

Keywords : patient with peptic ulcer perforation, risk factor of postoperative, morbidity and

mortality.

*Division of surgery, Loei hospital, Loei province
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TsAunawiufn (Peptic ulcer disease, PUD)
Wulsaluszuunaifuenmsinutos? alsands
ylandannds 4 aueulpetszana gifnnsel
diaelmi (Incidence rate) $ovaz 1.5-3.0 M9z
wandaud yedsndfonmzquasunaiufn
Fadu wena " eEieediay  SRgnaes
maAaunaldufnnzy (Prevalence rate) 3984z 5
Wafmasidulsasaliuazgilifie, s#insevas
1.3-20” lu wieudnmuindianugnueslsn
Uszanadeuay 2 2aeU5e9nT wazyninANy
S amaeswsfatelay 8,000 auwsugy”
NUINDRTINTUBULFNENUIARAZERITINTHNGA
Washwunatduiin  wouiildlganizisedqu
fUSnasanaseeediulsdadafinanniinnsdunuen
Hzreceptor block wkas ©1 proton pumpinhibitor
peelsAANENIINTHIFALL UL UL DS NN
Azwnsndauveswnatdufinwazdnsine i
WA LANAUNUINTRIINTUBULTMENUNA
WATERIIANENLALITRIAUANITUNINTDUVR
A35LERARBNRAZAITHANN AR RHALTURN
fluunliy_eiu®?
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iR Tuunensdianasnmlealidmsn s
ld  wngasfianu geainnnsindn
UNVTARANFIUANANITATIANNTI INYINDIN
finsDavaunaingg n1anzquavskaldufn
wudn  nsaiinstaldeenuldsasas 40-80°
We A TENNNILANLIARINENLARAINNNS
Judsemuengy NSAIDs LazANsAnLEe
Helicobactor pylori? safunssnmnluiiaqiiu
Fagunngasdeun1dinlagds Simple closure
with/withoutomental patch HaZHANNIHIFARL]
ﬂ’]ﬂﬁmﬂﬁju proton pump inhibitor @3N
nsl#nindnEs H. pylori (H. pylori eradication)
UATINUNIZUNINEDURAINTHIARNNTNT DAY
30 waznUsRIINIINYSYas 6-10%

annunIuIuITeiiigadoanydn
aUfn1alnsIAANITUNINTBULAZ AL 8EIn
waanandafifiade, selinadousedu 3 flady
wanysznausiy 1) Jads uyana (G 81g e
T3n320 UawiAnslden NSAIDs wazn1shy 31
2) Hadpainne s awveglsn laun Bdavs
WHALTURN FTWAUSLHA VUNATDILNS LAY
ANNTULITaNeMSEausniu 3) Jadbsuuinis
AN i szeznanIndn slaunense
wazazgzalunInin’?
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AanzunIndaunazni s dinnausfilay
Funzifeuinmniivefihodaunssunsziedning
annvegihslaseay 7 Ju Tasfinnaniupuilady
CeaannmItiu uazengy NSAIDs #aens
ARDN IUTIRNNISNINIAYAIRNEA LU Simple
closure with/without omental patch 33uAU
n13l#yangu proton pump inhibitor waz
sidade H. pylori fiheyaau Tunisiide
wiazasaldinaniady 60 undisemu adudls
Au Aiuiladusnueny we 1spsau Blaues
wHaLURn szaziiansainfn slannTHIdn
gUifinsaliinanzunsndaunaznst edin

doyaannnsssidoudounas 4 T (w.e.
2658-2562) WU Ahunauinnzafivualiy
Wiy ann 143, 185, 194 waz 185 AW AAATAL
\nANzunIngausasaz 10.68, 17.05, 17.40 WAy
13.80 muandiy wazk aEInseuas 2.10, 5.95, 5.67
way 2.70 osanunadufinnzaduanizgniay
nefasnTIn ssdidoyatumssn " ulantemsinm
LaTMHLIANNIANL " Belunidaay e
anudndudosd@nemfieiadel“ge09n13iAn
ANMZWNINEBULALENIINNTL 8 inveage
wnaruRnnzai ldsunssdadilssmenuiaiay
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35n1s79y
stspumTITEdumsfnmdaundengy
WIBUWeY (Case-control retrospective design)
Anwludtrsunaiduinnegilasunisnifnad
Tsenenunatay anD w.A. 2669-2562 NGuLZEINT
jlanun 706 Au tnaidadn ugiidunsbou
Snwilsanenunatay  Sumsindaiedtady
Tsaunadufinnzy wasUseiinsssidouinog
wysalmuideimuue Wnast 302 Au
AIAAUABUIANGNAIBENN AIANNTHIY
dfayaLlediu (Piot study) NguNAans 10 AL LAS
nquALAN 10 AL TINTINLNIULA 15UITY
findomuintadeo seionsfianazwmsndeu
waznat"eBnlaun e 91y sdauka 3T
sTeznainfn wazAsHNAR Mudsifivunengu
fogaunil A Ap TUALKA (NGUNAGDIND
$ppaz 60 wazngunaasswuazaz 30) Wield
TU56n53 M52 na Ay Two-sample comparison
of proportion AU 2 NJN UUD Two-side test
Taafnun Significance level (Alpha) 0.05,
power of test 80% way Ratio of sample size 0.1
NMNTAALAYUNANGUFDENTIANA 278 AU
U3enausme NENNRane 26 AU WATARUAILAL
252 au Bslumsfnwmasal] saTwnadeya
NANNAADY 29 AU LAZNANAILAN 273 AU

n1sAssvidoya
mawSpuiipudeyaudadu 2w lawd
Pufl 1 nguiltinanzunsndouuas
nauANg waz
Pufl 2 nduii a3 inuaznguung
lngfudeyaiivanudnvugilvesdivsia
PDIUKANZE I2ELIANTBABYHNARN FTUANIHIAR
NANNIIAILATAMTUNIATUTIARTY Uhdpya

AlFuAwagdt aatunIiesnzidsenaudiy 1)
AmIeiIeufisy proportions ¢7g exact
probability test 2) 1ATLARANUL" Bagn Odd ratio
FdrepnuBedu 95% uaznm auly AR
Odd ratio #7% exact probability test Wag
3) AnnzAFulIFunanefRlinasafiLl Iy
§ne Univariablelogistic regression analysis wag

Multivariable logistic regression analysis
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anwazinlrosnguifnwiugiae
flavun 302 AW INATNY 267 AU (88%) WWFTARY
36 AU (12%) 91g 17 9 95 T (21g1@Ry 58 +14T))
filsasau 35 au (12%) luduudugadugd
Tsasaufinendlalsn 28 Au (9%) wazdilsnsaw
wnnin 2 Tsa 7 Ay (3%) TsAfinulsznaudog
anudiladio 9 (5%) Tsawmanu (2%) lsalaizase
(1%) lsadu (1%) wazlsmdu 9 (6%) Usz3@
masnw fiheldsumaitadelsaduunaidodin
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flsnl “&in uglefit 266 AU (88%) FzBziIAN
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paudBudInTasauialdsumsindnaltnasensy
2 9 144 3l (Danwde 17 £16 9alus) file
ulng lFSumsrnsiawuy Simple closure 204 AY
(68%) warN1AALUY Simple closure with
omental patch 98 AU (32%) RAINITHIAANY
AMUNINGDU 29 AU (10%) Usznaueiy Acute
kidney injury (5%) sepsis (56%) wound infection
(2%) wound dehiscence (1%) way GI leakage
(0.3%) wasnuaUAnisal " edin 12 AU (4%)
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(1088 7+ 3 Su)
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a31eil 1 Wisuifieudeyamlvvesnguinfuasnguiiinnazunsndausiy Chi-square test/Fisher's

exact test
Uncomplicated group Complicated group
dayarialy (n=273) (n=29) p-value
W S0Baz WM DA
1. 21¥ 818 < 60 i 149 93.71 10 6.29 0.050
918 > 60 i 124 86.71 19 13.29
2. WA il 245 91.76 22 8.24 0.069
AN 28 80.00 7 20.00
3. BUALKA Gastric ulcer 32 88.89 4 11.11 0.762
perforation
Duodenal ulcer 241 90.60 25 9.40
perforation
4. T3p37u Taiflsnsau 248 92.88 19 7.12 0.001
filansau 26 71.43 10 2867
5. STYIANTBNNAR AN < 24 Falue 241 94.14 15 5.86 <0.001
nan > 24 Falus 32 69.57 14 30.43
6. IBNIHNAA Simple closure 182 89.22 22 10.78 0.406
Simple closure 91 92.86 7 7.14
with omental patch
7. JUuau (Mean + SD) Ju 7.17 +2.67 817  £3.36 0.063
8. N3L- TN 3 25.00 9 75.00 <0.001

mMsfnLaeniadel Besmronsiinne
wnsndauludielsndufinneg fAdadmdEanin
jiavag 6 fady Tesdfide wWu yusssalud 1)
Mane pUAL BeAy AR Univariable logistic
regression analysis wuiladu~uefifitly dw
e BRdenafiansunandeu 2 Jady ldud
15A373 (OR 5.22; 95% CI 1.93-13.31, p < 0.001)
wazszeIaNIdRTiaNnnd1 24 Halus (OR 7.03;
95% CI 2.83-17.13, p < 0.001) 2) MINUNIU
y3aunssn noilade seifinenuddy T yuh
finau Agasan1siinnazunsndaulugiay
lsnflufinnzg widme suudlinoanuuanei

9 A6 4 Tadaldun 91y e slaveguns way
ABN13HAR

Slona suifade wete 6 Jadudiy a6
Multivariable logistic regression analysis
wuin feghedey 1 Jadefifinasdansinnnag
WNINTDURAINVINFAD19TUY MAYNI T
(p < 0.001) FeiladeL " LA TRz UNIATDY
pgnediy Aume B5 [PuA sTezsernsnnnnn
24 Falue waznsilsatan Jadeu wedildny
ANULARSNaNN AR LA ongdaus 60 Dl
WNFE)Y BUAYDNLANA Gastric ulcer perforation
LazstianINIen Simple closure (mswﬁ' 2)
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A137197 2 TR481L 895UARANTAAANIZ LN IATRUILATIZERE Multivariable logistic regression analysis

fladuL zesaun OR 95% CI of OR p-value
1. #1g) > 60 i 1.93 0.65-5.78 0.239
2. bNAREY 1.46 0.59-3.59 0.413
3. BUAVUBNKNA Gastric ulcer perforation 1.99 0.58-6.76 0.271
4. Tan3ay 6.37 2.27-17.85 < 0.001
5. SrEznanIRHNdR > 24 Falua 7.65 3.18-18.41 < 0.001
6. NAA Simple closure 2.76 0.90-8.43 0.075
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Vefin e 2 nquiienuuensneiusgedl e slavesunanasisnarndn lifiuensineiy

LY

Y e BRluEee MIilsnsin sTeznan egedily dme §R (msed 3)

a31ed 3 Wisuisudeyamldveesnguinuazngudis"oBaneae Chi-square test/Fisher's exact test

naudnf nguily~a83n
ﬁ'ﬂga‘fl’"ﬂﬂ (n=290) (n=12) p-value

UM S8aT UM 5p8az

1. 91¢ 218 < 60 T 156 98.11 3 1.89
o 0.074
918 > 60 i 134 93.71 9 6.29
2. WA BY 258 96.63 9 3.37
= 0.151
Wi 32 9143 3 8.57
3. BUAVDIUNG Gastric ulcer perforation 34 94.44 2 b.b6
0.642
Duodenal ulcer perforation 256 96.24 10 3.76
4. Tsptan Tsigilsmsay 260  97.38 7 2.62
o . 0.007
flsasau 30 8571 5 14.29
b. SYaTANIRHNER 1380 < 24 Tl 251  98.05 5 1.95
o 0.001
AN > 24 T3k 39 8478 7 15.22
6. IBNIHNIAA Simple suture 96 97.96 2 2.04
0.349
Simple suture with 194 95.10 10 490
omental patch
7. Amzunsndau BiAsnzunIndau 270  98.90 3 1.10
< 0.001

AANIZUNINTDU 30 68.97 9 31.03
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U

Tudtelsadufinnzy
6 fade Tnsfidoya u yudsld 1) e v
@:Ldﬂ\ﬂﬁ'ﬁﬂ fifl Univariable logistic regression
analysis WuiladeL aeiifiily dane Rsens
Vofie 3 Jadw [dun Tsasau (OR 6.19; 95% CI
1.44-24.07, p = 0.007) 528IRENFANLIANT
24 F331e (OR 9.01; 95% CI 2.30-37.44, p < 0.001)
LAZNIZUNINTDURAINIINIAR (OR 40.50; 95%
CI 8.91-242.74, p < 0.001) kay 2) NINUNIU
ynunsan nofade eiifisnenuddy Tu yu
I destemas wEAntudielsaduiinngg

wiime suusbinuauuanse 87 3 Jade
Teun 91g e wazmMIDady

dlone audadui seriurianun 6 Pady
fae DR Multivariable logistic regression analysis
wuin fegnetiey 1 Jadefifinadanisi"edin
pgneditfy W 87 (p < 0.001) Beiladul ug
danst sFinegedlidy dme 88 noludie
flesumsshdanasiionnisinnndi 24 Falas §iae
fflsnsaunazmsfianzunandou  udie
fifiongsous 60 DUl weAnds uazuNARLY
Gastric ulcer perforation AL~ NFAAT

VUEAR WA INUAMNEAAFINNN BF (AN319T 4)

A137199 4 JaduL"geTiusian1sLt eEInaAIeRee Multivariable logistic regression analysis

HadeL ae3au OR 95% CI of OR p-value
1. 218 > 60 il 2.69 0.56-12.79 0.214
2. L‘Wﬂ%@ﬁ 1.28 0.21-7.67 0.786
3. A1Ia%y Gastric ulcer perforation 4.60 0.567-36.96 0.151
4. fihedlsnsan 12.91 1.50-111.22 0.020
B. SIAWNIAANNNNTN 24 Falug 6.57 1.08-39.90 0.041
6. MIAANILUNINTDU 18.87 4.08-87.25 < 0.001
afiusngnanisidy T2 UIYLATINARINATAABINY TN

HUawuwardufnngg auu 302 A
VinAIzwnsngaundensensnsasay 10 s
numudaunds 4 U wWisuisuiade“usa
NMIARNITUNINTDURRINTNIAR NUINTZBLLIAN
TNFRNNIANIY 24 Falaediaanu e 7.65 win
(P < 0.001) wazfihenfilsasaufinau geno
ANIANNNITUNINEDY 6.37 11 (p < 0.001)
aRAaRAUNIANEIVEY Boey®, Mariettta®
way Tlhan® F2yYd328LIAITBEIFAUIUINNAT
24 e wazmIElsATIN HARDANSIARANIY
unINBounLely AN AfuanantuKanTs
Anmndanundadesnuduil SHaRaAIzFena?
et LINDAUUWANAINNIG DR laun By e
sipvosunaiuiniingg wazslavesmsidn

nauengdsud 60 TTulufinnanse 1.93 i
WA LINUANNLANANG §F (p = 0.239) PAAARY
Aun1sfnwues Kim wazams” 139981y
lifinasian15AnA1IZuNINEaUREINITHIAR
13 aardpeiunsAnsaes Dakubo®, Marietta®
waz Than szydtengidumnu gefia 60
Puly vasiinns@nwaes Kujath® way Bas™
wuauL“Bsiieny 65 T3uly Paduduine
AAMNIAABNUINARD L BesDANTIAAANIY
LNINERUNNNINNATIY 1.46 W1 (p = 0.413)
AAAADNAUNTIAN®IDY Ciftei™” 97189171
figUAnisainainniazunsndouluinands
INAATIWATY (3888 20 WAz 11.7) Wh liwy
ANULANANNIG TR
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Jadedrusinvesunardufniingg
AMNAIRNBINUINUNG Gastric ulcer perforation
fAnus By 1.99 wih (p = 0271) pAAARSAU
N3AN®IVDY Gona wazAe"™ WuNIEININTDU
WAINTHNFNANNNNINZaUDNUNAT  Gastric
(5p¥ay 52) u1nn31 Duodenum (3p@as 48)
WA LdANULANFNeNe BR (p = 0.300) WazANS
Anwnwes Ciftei™ szydmunizunsngauann
wHanzafl Gastric ($ogay 19) innndn Duodenum
(3anaz 11) Feria aemseulinuanuLansng
N9 DRUAY

Hadumusian1snfin wudn MIduluy
Simple closure §A3L~ 89 2.76 Wi (p = 0.075)
PAASDIAUNIANINVY Pan wavamz"™ szudn
M30UWUY Simple closure WAANIZUNINTDU
(5awaz 20) dnAIMSEULUY Omental patch
(3pmay 10.2) 13 8AMaBIAUANSANBIVDY
Ellatif™ 53y318n15iAnazunsngeuaInnig
WUWUY Omental patch (3pgaz 15.7) dnnin
A3duuuy Simple closure (3p8/az 11.3) 10
araflesunannauiageiifuuuy  Omental
patch 2ulnadunasuininanin 10 faduns
i eseulinuANULANEIeNIe A6

faduy"pefl wwasian1sL v invediley
nasN1INFRegelty AYne fRUsznouiY
ANTAAAIZUNINTDURGINNTHIFATANL ™ 89
18.87 Wi (< 0.001) M3&ilsATIL " Be 12,9 Wh
(p = 0.020) LAZITYLLIANIDNIFANIANTN 24
Falag v 88 657 Win (p = 0.041) ARARNAL
A3RAIUEY Kenneth™ uway Ihan® s2ydn
MMIIREFRLNUNIANTN 24 Falae wazansillsnsau
Wy lsausSe Isaszuulmdeu wazlsaszuy
madumgla Jiaefififfade, vefanana " eEdn
RaINIIHIFINIDYAY 16-18 LAY DAAARYAU
mafnaes Mario® sz1dihefifiaazunsndau
ndasEFRNYowRIkaskNakRALTuTaTL
fBNTSL 8BIn0L1NNUY ANIe B

uiladey peiudul wasan1s ueEin
AaeMIEIR el ldnuauwansenIe B 1y
91 60 DAuly iemde uazFumisuNa Gastric
ulcer perforation NuazBuaad 1) fadwsnueny
annMIRnsnUdeny 60 Daulufinnu e
NN3L 8BAINNANNTNIAR 2.69 WiN (p = 0.214)
DAAABNUANIANTDY Boey” seyinengniie
liifinasionst" w80 1l aandssiunmsfinsaes
Kenneth™ szyi1eny 60 Diulwuansisdin
nawinfnIauay 16 wazAAnwes Silakivi"®
szyiieny 66 Taulunumsi“udinsovas 6.6
9 BNTIUNUNLANNUAAFITNG B3 2) Tlady
FUINA ANASRNBINLI ARSI Basin
M3 FIARaNNIHIGR 1.28 W (p = 0.786)
ARAARNAUNIIAN®IUEY Chalya wazmaz™”
szydnnalddnasiontss " vEInnaen1INI6n
winunaL " eBanlumezny (3agag 12.5) 1A
wiendle (Sozay 8.3) unileunaanngusingng
mAry fuugFode HIV snanin 3) Hady
FLAUGUNANZY  ANNNITANBINDINFATWALS
wnanzqgfl Gastric AU pesian19L 830
NAEMIIHAR 4.60 W (p = 0.151) I paRdRe
ASANYEN Chalya wazme”” Szydnswnus
WNANZRHAMN “NRUSAUMSL BBIAnaen SRR
pgefify Ay (p = 0.005) winuuwlldunns
CeEIn eananeiu Seuazil T uBInnaeNIAn
ANUHaNzQAl Gastric (30way 66.7) ¥INNI
wHanzqfl Duodenum (30242 6.6)

sUNan1s29y
wuardufinnzgiiuaiazunsndoud
wuldvegludihelanunaufinuaznuinddng
A3 8FINLaZENIINITIANAITUNINTDU
AagunndgrinnissnmgUisandudaeinnug
anadnlalunesd anvsslsasauiieilady

AHADNTANNIZWNINTOURAZDRINNNTL LTI
Felum9ideatuidnudn  n1afilsrsaunaznig
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sonagifnfiuundy 24 Faluaduiiade ug
i 1AYADAISIAAAITUNINEDULALERNIIANT
Cefin Aasunndgriniainumnaasiinang d
lungudiredenaiilaenisidadulisaniio
MIMNUHUM TN wialugaenouns
HIAR ITRINAIGR  LAZNNIQUAINWIRANHIAR
WialidUelinnulasadsuazldsunanissnm
fidsialy

useluziiniadnaslésu
Wakurtfoanieadinlunisguaine
wazm 3 EsEIMIsAnnIzunIngaurisLNa
dudinneayanisduuumslunsandunou uaz
srazaMIIReindalaoeefiUey Eamw

faRnssnUssn e

POVDUNITAMLT WIS L TINENLIALAY
wgunngnuyy aneadust fildnns Wo yu
nATnRulunIna sukInsde uaz
ThdoL wouuy wieAdy YgInAS wazue 1
sefinaans Wunzun AlEAUSAsIN3LAINH
doyalunsed
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