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Tsnanldnduiiu (intussusception) Wuawmmusuniwesdldnduluinengtiosnin 2 U Jagtuiiewi
ns¥nudenisauieusstuay nanetadefifnadonisdumainenisinude sl nisinuidoidmssnm
wuudoundsil efnuisdafefifnadensdumaivesmsdnulsadléndusiludinengtiosninvdewiniu 2
Tng3Bn1saudsussiuauiiiin funssnuiilsmeruiagassifusifouunsay w.a 2558 fudousuiau
w.7.2563 Inedeyaszgmitiienzimsadaiiomadofananimuaanioddymsadian 0.05

nansanw: lutasszaznanivhmsanunilguaslsadldnduiulssunsinulngidnsaiussussiuay
fiaAu 106 578 \Huname 66 518 engsewing 3-23 Weu aAfsegiu 9 Weu Snwilaeinsaufoussiuay
41159 70 378 (Seway 66.08) nazunsndouvazinnmssnwfe aildunnnza 2 518 (Seeaz 1.89) wunisiinald
nAufugndnsnwdisaniely 48 alus 1 918 Gevar 1.43) lunguitfinanissnudumamuindtadeding
snninguiiiinansinudiseesnsditoddynisadn dll faeflengiosndiutewiniu 7 iWeu (Gesay 47.22
wazdoway 24.29, p=0.017), fszeznarfifennsuruuinniy 2 Yu (Gewas 36.11 uwariosay 15.71, p=0.017), i
gaumgiisanIeuINNIMsowindu 37.8 ssrwaled (Seuaz 52.78 uavSevay 27.14, p=0.009), fia1nsaneidu
unUuiden (Sevay 97.22 uavSesag 60.00, p<0.001), wus LA ldnauiufisumisdaus splenic flexor
uazarulaiesio splenic flexor (Foway 47.22 wazsevay 21.43, p=0.006) LaznuNNE183IdT0VIDIld Ny
anldonsiuriinauysal (complete intestinal obstruction) (Fewar 91.67 waziesas 62.86, p=0.002)

91nN15 multivariate analysis wuiidasefifnadenisdumaiveantssnwiessdifoddymsadalaun
szezIaiiiionnisuiuannna 2 $u (Adjusted OR 0.24, 95%Cl 0.07-0.85, p = 0.028), lornnsaneiduyndy
\ion (Adjusted OR 0.07, 95%Cl 0.01-0.67, p = 0.021) haznmagTddesvinsdidnvaraldgaduriinauysal
(complete intestinal obstruction) (Adjusted OR 0.22, 95%CI 0.05-0.94, p = 0.041)
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Factors for failed pneumatic reduction of intussusception in children

Mingkwan Ubanisakorn. Department of Pediatrics, Udonthani Hospital

Abstract

Intussusception is the most common cause of intestinal obstruction in children under 2 years of
age. The fluoroscopy-guided pneumatic reduction procedure is currently used as the first-line non-
operative reduction method. Many factors associated with failed pneumatic reduction. Objectives of
retrospective case control study was to find out factors associated with failed pneumatic reduction of
intussusception in pediatric patients under 2 years of age, admitted to Udonthani hospital, Thailand,
between January 2015 and December 2020. Data were collected from medical records for statistical
analyses to find out those factors.

Result: One hundred and six cases (66 males and 40 females) of intussusception were treated
with pneumatic reduction. Successful reduction was achieved in 70 cases during the study period
(66.04%). The median age at presentation was 9 months old (range 3 — 23). Only 2 cases were compli-
cated by perforation (1.89%) and 1 case by early recurrence (1.43%). Failed pneumatic reduction group
had significant higher number of cases than successful pneumatic reduction group in many factors; age
<7 months (47.22% vs. 24.29%, p=0.017), duration of symptom > 2 days (36.11% vs. 15.71%, p=0.017),
body temperature > 37.8°C (52.78% vs. 27.14%, p=0.009), rectal bleeding (97.22% vs. 60.00%, p<0.001),
location of intussusception at splenic flexor and distal to splenic flexor (47.22% vs. 21.43%, p=0.006)
and radiological findings of complete intestinal obstruction (91.67% vs. 62.86%, p=0.002)

From Multivariate analysis, independent predictor failure of pneumatic reduction with statistically
significant were duration of symptom > 2 days, rectal bleeding and radiological findings of complete
intestinal obstruction with adjusted odd ratio 0.24 (95%Cl 0.07-0.85, p = 0.028), 0.07 (95%Cl 0.01-0.67, p
=0.021) and 0.22 (95%CI 0.05-0.94, p = 0.041) respectively.

Conclusion: This study found that age duration of symptom > 2 days, rectal bleeding and radio-
logical findings of complete intestinal obstruction were factors for failed pneumatic reduction of

intussusception.

Keyword: intussusception, children, treatment, pneumatic reduction
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colicky pain ﬂhaﬁlﬁﬂiﬁﬂ’mma@amaa 9IN15918900
sznvluszezingy dodldndufuinniuezisuiinng
adenviiitieasgsaseduynuudendroudns
andnwalzAae red currant jelly Sosag 50 LagnII9
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Wnusisnndunnsddluduan 268 18 Fanudng
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Sowaz 94.44 yTedlanwmiife Meckel diverticulum
1 578 Way mesenteric lymphadenitis 1 518 (Fovay
2.78 wiri) wurilnvesald@nauiuduuiia ileocolic
intussusception mﬂﬁqﬂ%faaaz 72.22 sesasudu
¥l ileoileocolic intussusception $88ay 22.22 @
Tuglasunsendalaeds simple reduction 25 518
Ay intestinal resection and primary anastomosis
11 519 (Hosnnudldunnmzauaigyinsinudeg
BNTEUMBLTIIUAN 2 518 LATWUNITANEYDIa LE
INAITVINEDN 9 518)

azunsndeuiiinainnsinuilsadldnau
AIEIBNTEIUMIELIIRUAaNAD a1ldunnnzanu 2 518
($ovar 1.89) lnfftaeiisasssneng 5 ieuiiaiiu
srewilafionnisveslsauiu 3 Yu Sns1e 4 fu uaz
anenefadvesviosreaisanssenuidugildgady
yinauysel wumsindilénduiudiniely 48 Falus
W&EIN15SNeRIEE (recurrent intussusception) 1
seilafisufuduiugisifnudusia 70 510 An
Jufewas 1.43 leftheneildsunsinulagisng
awfsussiuaudnaduarldfunaduialagliiia

3

aldndunugndnuazliifinsunsndoulag

M191991 1 YayadnwarnugiuuazduiugUlelsaaldnauiu (N=106)

ﬁﬁwuﬂ Failure group Success group
Auls n=106 n=36 n=70 p-value
31uqu (Gowas) 31uau (Gowas) 31uqu (Gowas)
I foyanaly
LA
male 66 (62.26) 22 (61.11) 44 (62.86) 0.861"
female 40 (37.74) 14 (38.89) 26 (37.14) 0.861"
a1y (fiau) 0.017"”
<7 34 (32.08) 17 (47.22) 17 (24.29)
>7 72 (67.92) 19 (52.78) 53 (75.71)
weight
< 25" percentile 17 (16.04) 6 (16.67) 11 (15.71) 0.899"
25"-75" percentile 70 (66.04) 22 (61.11) 48 (68.58) 0.442"”
>75" percentile 19 (17.92) 8 (22.22) 11 (15.71) 0.408"
Il @1N1TLATDINTITLLENS
symptoms
vomitting 102 (96.23) 36 (100) 66 (94.29) 0.207”
abdominal pain 77 (72.60) 26 (72.22) 51 (72.86) 0.945"
rectal bleeding 77 (72.66) 35 (97.22) 42 (60.00) <0.001”
diarrhea 34 (32.08) 12 (33.33) 22 (31.43) 0.842"
constipation 8 (7.55) 1(2.78) 7 (10.00) 0.260”
duration of symptoms (days) 0.017"
<2 82 (77.36) 23 (63.89) 59 (84.29)
>2 24 (22.60) 13 (36.11) 11 (15.71)
IndNLUY
<1 60 (56.60) 14 (23.33) 46 (76.67)
>1893 37 (34.91) 14 (37.84) 23 (62.16)
>3 9 (8.49) 8 (88.89) 1(11.11)
sign
BT< 37.8 C 68 (64.15) 17 (47.22) 51 (72.86) 0.009"
BT = 37.8 C 38 (35.85) 19 (52.78) 19 (27.14)
abdominal distension 87 (82.08) 33 (91.67) 54 (77.14) 0.107”
palpable mass 47 (a4.30) 18 (50.00) 29 (41.43) 0.400"
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M19199 1 dayadnwasnugruuazdnuiugUlelsaaildndunu (N=106) (sa)

ﬁy'ewuﬂ Failure group Success group
fiands n=106 n=36 n=70 p-value
3uau (fovaz) 31 (Sowaz) 3uau (fovaz)
Il wansaRasUuRnIs
WBC count (cell/mm’) Median [IQR] 12955 [9880-16000] 13380 [9195-15875] 12735 [10150-16350]  0.7819"
Neutrophil (%) Mean (SD) 56.1 (16.59) 59.98 (17.21) 50.10 (16.03) 0.0840"
Hb (g/dl) Mean (SD) 11.24 (1.17) 11.08 (1.16) 11.32 (1.18) 0.3176"
Hct (%) Mean (SD) 33.78 (3.37) 3337 (3.64) 30.00 (3.22) 0.3635"
Na (mmol/l) Mean (SD) 135.48 (3.93) 133.80 (4.23) 136.34 (3.50) 0.0014"
K (mmol/l) Mean (SD) 4.10 (0.65) 3.74 (0.74) 4.29 (0.51) <0.001"
CL(mmol/) Mean (SD) 103.20 (5.60) 101.54 (6.25) 104.06 (5.07) 0.0275”
HCO3 (mmol/) Mean (SD) 19.79 (3.12) 20.3 (3.31) 19.53 (3.00) 0.2313"
IV Nan323398
plain film abdomen (21awussdasdnuaIz)
soft tissue mass 64 (60.38) 24 (66.67) 40 (57.14) 0.3a2"
complete intestinal obstruction 77 (72.64) 33(91.67) 44 (62.86) 0.002"
location of intussusception
proximal to splenic flexor 74 (69.81) 19 (52.78) 55(78.57) 0.006"
ileum 2(1.89) 2 (5.56) 0 (0.00)
ascending colon 12 (11.32) 4(11.11) 8(11.43)
hepatic flexor 37 (34.91) 4(11.11) 33 (47.14)
transverse colon 23 (21.70) 9 (25.00) 14 (20.00)
at splenic flexor and distal to splenic flexor 32(30.19) 17 (47.22) 15 (21.43)
splenic flexor 8(7.55) 3(8.33) 5(7.14)
descending colon 10 ( 6.25) 7(19.44) 3(4.29)
sigmoid 12 (11.32) 5(13.89) 7 (10.00)
rectum 2(1.89) 2 (5.56) 0 (0.00)
Vv dayan1sineuaznnizunsndou
Srunundiwasmsaiudlsuseduay
1 ﬂ%ﬂ 106 (100.00) 67 (63.21) 39 (36.79)
2 as 67 (63.20) 59 (88.06) 8 (11.94)
3 s 59 (55.66) 47 (76.66) 12 (20.34)
a0 a7 (44.30) 46 (98.87) 1(2.13)
luififayaszysuaunds 14 (13.21) 4.(28.57) 10 (71.43)
Hoyansrndalusedisnunduman
type of intussusceptions
ileoileal intussusception 2 (5.56)
ileoileocolic intussusception 8(22.22)
ileocolic intussusception 26 (72.22)
etiology
idiopathic 34 (94.44)
meckel diverticulum 1 (2.78)
mesenteric lymphadenitis 1(2.78)
method of operation
simple reduction 25 (69.44)
intestinal resection & primary anastomosis 11 (30.56)
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M191991 1 dayadnwasnuguuazdnuiugUlelsaaildndunu (N=106) (sa)

Y19%AUA

Auds n=106

[ v
MU (5088a%)

Failure group Success group

n=36 n=70 p-value

o v o v
MU (5988a%) MU (5088a%)

AZUNINGOU
aldneq 2(1.89)
msinelu 48 s ( early recurrence) 1(0.94)

2 (5.56)
1(1.43)

Statistics use: @ Pearson Chi-square Test, @ Wilcoxon Rank-sum Test, ® Fisher’s Exact Test

dnfumsnwmiadeiifinasienisduman
YoM ssnlspanlanaumeisnisarumeussiuanly
Joswldimslienegineadnlasnisienesitoya
LUU Univariate analysis wuiladefifinasionisduiman
vaasinuleun engtesndwenindu 7 weu (Crude
OR 0.36, 95%Cl 0.15-0.86, p = 0.018), S¥8¥43a1713
2IN5UIUNINATT 2 T (Crude OR 0.33, 95%Cl 0.13-
0.84, p = 0.020), Hgaumngiirameuinnimsowiniy
37.8 aarwaldyd (Crude OR 0.33, 95%Cl 0.14-0.77, p
= 0.010), flonisanerduyniuuidon (Crude OR 0.04,
95%Cl 0.01-0.33, p = 0.003), NINaYSTIAYO VD3]
anwurdldanduyinauysal (complete intestinal
obstruction) (Crude OR 0.15, 95%Cl 0.04-0.55, p =

0.004) wazdunsinAng ldnduiufiduniadaus
splenic flexor kazaiuUanusa splenic flexor (Crude
OR 0.30, 95%C| 0.13-0.73, p = 0.007) n&santulath
FuUs31nn159 Univariate analysis ifien p<0.25 i
gnn3vi1 Multivariate logistic regression wuh it s
HasENTANMETBIN TSN lsAanldnaunigisnisau
sreusssuauliun svevnaniifioinisuiuainn 2 Ju
(Adjusted OR 0.24, 95%Cl 0.07-0.85, p = 0.028), 3
a1n1saeiduynuuiden (Adjusted OR 0.07, 95%Cl
0.01-0.67, p = 0.021) kaznIna185sdYRIDITaN YUY
anldanduriinauysal (complete intestinal obstruc-
tion) (Adjusted OR 0.22, 95%Cl 0.05-0.94, p = 0.041)
Famsadi 2

=] o aa ' v o oMY A& Y ad v o
MN19190 2 ﬂﬁ]ﬁ]&l%uwaﬁlamiauL‘Via’a“lj’éNﬂ'1iiﬂ‘lsﬂiiﬂaﬂ‘laﬂauﬂ’w’aﬁﬂ’ﬁﬂ’mﬂ’wLLi\‘muall

Crude Odd ratio Adjusted Odd ratio

fauus p-value** p-value***
(95%Cl) (95%Cl)
age < 7 months 0.36 (0.15-0.84) 0.018 0.55 (0.19-1.58) 0.271
weight < 25" percentile 0.93 (0.31-2.76) 0.899
25"-75" percentile 1.39 (0.60-3.21) 0.443
>75" percentile 0.65 (0.24-1.80) 0.410

vomitting 1 -
abdominal pain 1.03 (0.42-2.54) 0.945
rectal bleeding 0.04 (0.01-0.33) 0.003 0.07 (0.01-0.67) 0.021
diarrhea 0.92 (0.39-2.16) 0.842
constipation 3.87 (0.46-32.91) 0.213 0.96 (0.07-12.72) 0.978
duration of symptoms > 2 days 0.33 (0.13-0.84) 0.020 0.24 (0.07-0.85) 0.028
BT > 37.8 degrees Celsius 0.33 (0.14-0.77) 0.010 0.57 (0.21-1.60) 0.290
abdomninal distension 0.306 (0.08-1.13) 0.076 0.68 (0.14-3.2) 0.622
palpable mass 0.71 (0.32-1.59) 0.401
plain film abdomen

soft tissue mass 0.67 (0.29-1.54) 0.340

complete intestinal obstruction 0.15 (0.04-0.55) 0.004 0.22 (0.05-0.94) 0.041
location of intussusception

at splenic flexor and distal to splenic flexor 0.30 (0.13-0.73) 0.007 0.39 (0.13-1.12) 0.082

**p-value 91NN15%1 Univariate analysis , ***p-value 91n115%1 Multivariate logistic regression analysis
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33190l

Ismanldnduniu (ntussusception) Wun1ay
anidumstesiesfidrfyuaziJuaingdusunis
yosaldgamuluiinegtiosni 2 U dadudnidn
Feliaunsndeansld saudugvaeiiionnisuas
91n13uansiid1dey 3 egraveslsadldnduiu
(classic triad) fie @In15UIAYIRY, dneduynyuiden
wazadnufeulutesiomulddes lumsinwiing
UopiduiufAenuiovas 26.41 denndodnun1sAny)
484 Singh JV, et al fvinnsAnwilugiaeyszing
BuULABd1UIU 187 578N classic triad 598@a
18.70°, n15AnN®1704 Linh Van Pham, et al’, 7
UszmaFemnaildvinsanuilugtasdimou 182
518wy classic triad foray 15.90° warn1sAnwves

a o a a v a = ¢ 22 av v
F9UVY dUDLUDILLALDIIUNIIAN WIAMIN Wl@

yhmsfnuiidaninuasadsssusvludiuiugiae
wnlsaaldnduniudiuiu 57 518U classic triad
Yovay 17.74° msdnwinuemswulurausnie
adeu Inenuondeuduemsfisuusemudily
73 18 (Sovay 71.57) wavidudivdesnsedion 29
578 ($evay 28.43) sauivein1surnniesuinidu
fing W0 15-20 Wit GeaeandosriunisAnudnasiu
finanunfinvernisdeudueinisiiudedosas
51.30-91.93 " eansviasdauazeinisaneiduyn
Uudoausinududrlnglunsfnedudazuans
omslusrezsonilodldnduiumnty s
agmufoufiidnvauzadoldnsenaieludesio
o1vhldennidesanngUaaduiindniinazfeanss
wihvfeudlevhnisasiauasmniennisviodauinae
yilvindmurouldenn Seduduegrebeiiunmdfigua
ynnugtheengtiesnit 2 Yunseoinisendeu
warUanviossuusaluing vn 15-20 w1l aas
aszndniddsaiiuaraisiudunisidedelneds
AT198anTIvRTesieanIe Lieaniniaila
uazANLIINIZEs AnsissasdlndiAesiesas 100
Tunsdnwdansaifadeldfdevay 99.06 3
TndlAganunisAnw1ves Hryhorczuk and Strouse”
flévinisfnululssinaandsewinuiuszey
wawu 7 Y 9wiudUig 814 $18 wuanuliaves
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MInTadansenasdesieniiotfadulsadildndu
fuludinforaz 97.9 uasfianusnizdovas 97.8°
A15AN®IT8 Tsou PY, et al’ ¥n15ANWILUY sys-
tematic review kg meta-analysis Tu 30 n15ANYI
Gefifvaeviedu 5,249 18 nuAul98IN1IAII9
fauay 98.0 wazilmudniziovay 98.0 uax
Msfnwvedisty ausidewardadunai wedans”
fldimsAnufidaninunsaissausalugUaoin
Tsrdldnduiu 57 wuaulvesnisnsaiidesay
90.70”
ATeinUSasIAud IS aveInsihvide
nsliussiuauneldfindosonaisdigoslsalaliios
av 66.04 35lndFafun1sAnwiaes Bubphachai
P, etal” fivhms@nwiitaantuguaiminuisna
w33l 268 518 Fanudasiaudnsadn
Zapaz 69.00 WANUIIFINIINITANBIVEIUTTLNA
g1gfenszidolag Younes AE, et al”’ Anusnsn
audnSadedesas 87.207 iesannisfnen
fananavifludiae 235 sneidulsadldndudiu
lawIzaila idiopathic ileocolic intussusception 34
bignsanudnsagmn
Jadeiiinasonisdumalveanssnwegnsd]
Soddymeadnlunsdnuilie szoznafidennis
1IUN1NNT1 2 U (Adjusted OR 0.24, 95%Cl 0.07-
0.85, p = 0.028) FadoAAGOIAUNITAN IV
Younes AE, et al23 Iuﬂimﬂmqaa’ﬁmﬁwag
11581984 Follon SC, et al’* fivinas@nuilu
‘dismmm%’gaLu%mﬁ"wudwisasnmﬁ?‘iﬁmmimu
wnnda 2 Jududadeiifnadenisduraivenis
Snwguiu IidenAaRIiuNIANYIVY Khorana,
et al'” Aifnwfilsangruradisivsaudu
umdngraoideslnidlugUae 170 518 wudn
szuznafifennisuunn 3 Juduileseiiiue
fonsduaIvesnsiny esndlodindldndu
Audunaiuuagyileidl loss of intestinal viability
1nTY waziind lduanegannisenndenisld
useuansulialdnarseen Tnslunisineain
Snsrmnudumnalnlsiuniusseznaiiiennis
Tastamizlugvasiifionnisuuannnii 3 Ju wu



MIFITAITWNN EJTNWEJ']U’]GE}]@?S’@

U7 29 aUuN 3 Useanhou Nug1eu — SunaL 2564

FNIIANUAUMAINI508AY 88.89 NAVBINITANWYN

b be

WANENIAINNISANYIVBY Wong CW, et al”™ lugenadi
Anwilugtae 173 518 Taewuiiszeznandislennislsl
HAuduiusAUNITANRA903N155NYIA8 N1 5L
wsauau ieanannsAnwdinannvinisnuly
funodudldnauiiluiniifieny 2 1fou fe 16 ¥
Taewdugitefiengunnnt 2.5 U $1uau 42 510 Fady
fUnofianansana doans venensld (szezianid
g5y 2.3 +1.8 Ju) vlvinsuszeznatiieints
Ifuueuniinguitheifinidnagndlunsfinuiiises
91fignsdunneINsvesUnATadieeg ALl
srezlafitennisenvzaaandeuuiuniianad
939

dedldndurulunaiuiuazianisuiaden
vl iheiegansaduynmiuidon lun1sinwiing
omsegansziduynuudenfutiedeiinasenis
AUMAINTINYIRY1sllEd Ay n19adia (Adjusted
OR 0.07, 95%Cl 0.01-0.67, p = 0.021) FadanAdos
AUNISANYIVDY Bubphachai P, et aL19 ez Younes
AE, et al” Tnewugtaedionnisanaduynduiden 17
selufineifornsunnnd 2 u Aadufesar 70.83
fetumnsteduynludeninduiladeitnaronis
dumanvean1sinwdeiinisaiudioussiuauiidy
iesnannmsiiftaedienmsuuannnii 2 fu

Hadudidnardon1sdumaivesnissnuegisdl
TedAgynsadine nmarediddesismudugildgn
é’umﬁmamyjiiﬁ (complete intestinal obstruction)
(Adjusted OR 0.22, 95%CI 0.05-0.94, p = 0.041) %ﬂ
donndestun1sAnwe Bubphachai P, et al” uay
ANSANwIUDY Patel DM, et aL25 Lﬁaamﬂﬂw
Wiasuulasesdrenndddesioduiussesialu
mssniiulse nandeluszezusnvedlsaenalinuds
HauUnAnsooranuvesisulutewios Tusyeznoun
zFuiudnuureinsgaduiidrulatsvesdnld

Forauiu delunisfnuwivesdeassd danfiv’ 4
yhmsanwiludnfaanduguaimnuisndumsndd
nudnmdiefsdtesieniuglégaduunduni
szazaniiiionnisie wuiiies¥esas 30 Tuguaeid

91M15kaidie 24 Falue vauewuedosas 92 TurfUlen

fonsurudaud 5 Jutuly faduniswudildgad
N meeSedveriosiuduledefiinasdenis
FUMAIT8INTS YR TEIUR LTI uALTI Ay
lesnanmsiiiaetiennsuny

nsfnwiiinuengditiosniwdewiiiu 7 deu
Juteseitlifinadonisdumarveinisnudaedsg
(Adjusted OR 0.55, 95%CI 0.19-1.58, p = 0.271) %Q
wANENeUaINNSANWITe Blakelock RT, et al” uay
A15ANE1v09 Navarro et al’ finu pathologic lead
point lugtnedldnduduiengiiosndn 3 iWeuuaz
111N21 5 U 39155 enae3saumausinuay
Fumad 1aun1sAnwi1ves Navarro O, et al™” 14
insfnwluinengtesnii 14 Yfinu pathologic
lead point 43 518 WU pathologic lead point 41N
fianlugapengunnnd1 5 9 Jevay 55.58 uazlugte
9181RENI1 6 WBUNU pathologic lead point Saa
11.63 @slunsfnwinugihedléndutuiifiongiios
niwewiniu 7 e 34 518 (engleeiignie 3 Lieu
91U 2 579) NUANANNAIVOINITINE 17 518
(5oway 50.0) wdidleldfunisudany pathologic
lead point Tuitheeny 7 wWeou W mesenteric lym-
phadenitis 1fies 1 578 Andudesaz 2.94 Jadeunin
ANSAN®IY9 Navarro O, et aL28 un mmﬁaamma
nsAnwinSedidszannssrurutesidocende
msanwlulsynsitsuunaniiunsaneads
okl

n15fnw1ves Khorana, et al'”, n15@nu1ves
Bubphachai P, et al”’ warn1sAnwives Follon SC,
et al*’ wugamgiistsmesnnniwidelviniu 37.8 aaen
wadsaluledediinadonisdumaivesnissne
desanifletindnldndusuazrinliinnsiedeves
mesentery Wnlusevhlidudonuasviedindoson
fusildanldvndon hamsiuhmevesdrlduazin
Wonnuu131an1eiia inflammatory response 073
W&3 chemical mediators #1139 dewaliAneinisld
32UAULAR vasodilation ay increase vascular per-
meability”” viliAnnisuinresdildiendenisly
wsesuausulanldnaneaon Fauanseannnnsinuil
finumsiigamgiistsneannnimiewiniu 37.8 aaen
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waeadutledefilifnanensdumaiveinissne
(Adjusted OR 0.57, 95%Cl 0.21-1.60, p = 0.290)
deanannsinuiiiiediulnniesay 80.19
ufvaeiideimainlsmeiviasineludmin
gassnfluaglameuiadanialndifes Tefevua
§Fusnaiderieudsiunlsmenuiagassrifeinli
Fnnuftasiifiernislitosniinnuiuaiedoi
TiavInIsANYIUANAIIaINNSANEBUTINa 123

nsAndnuindumdafiindldnduiuly
Runadaus splenic flexor hagzdrulaneso
splenic flexor 1utldeiiliifinadonisdumnaines
113511828334 (Adjusted OR 0.39, 959%CI 0.13-
1.12, p = 0.082) Fauansnafun1s@nyies Bub-
phachai P, et al’” finusunisiiingldnduduly
USad sigmoid 1ag rectum (8rs1ANNALLAISOY
av 59.02 wazdoray 100 mudwu) Wuiladedidua
sansaualegsldd1Ayneads asuiednmin
Aelusiundsiidiutansunnuansdsuinaiiuend
yosldnduufiunguiudsenndonsldusaiuay
fulvanldrangoen lunsAnerdnunisiingld
NAUAUAIISUSIIN sigmoid Lag rectum T89nT1
ANURNIaISeBaY 41.67 Wayiouaz 100 AUAIAU
Falnddeaiy ualiesannisanwiadstiiussns
Srnuittesdmuintedetiludaseilifinadenis
aualeglitudAgynI9ada

ANSANWIUBY Khorana, et al15, Bubphachai
P, et aLl9 ey Wong CW, et aLZO NUNITABINUN DU
Tusaduiledefifinasenisdumarvesnssnese
F3n1saruiienssiuay esannuiinisadiny
Fouluadlnsianiziusiiaiesmudowands
fumdafiAnanldnduiufiondsdiudasvasald
Tng) Fse1nsenisldussduausulialdmarvesn
sufurnavesteudldndutuifivunadushudnans
AU 2 IUALATIEAINARDANNANLAITDINI TSN
wuiu” asumnsnennnisandnnuinnisagIwy
Fouluronduthseldinadonisdumainesnis
w1 93U MsdnigaedndulngSosas
82.08 379U abdominal distension Fee1AfBDNT
admuieuluries Usznauduguaeiidudndnin
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SouniwmtnyiesunenTadsennenisaamuneuly
vioa Juhlisunuithefindmuieulusiesdisiuu
fideunianuduats nan1sAnuiswansiennn
nMsAnwfinanndneiu Snitnansaadansiennd
Faeioafisiuautessiefiinistuiindevuin
urhaudnansweateuluiesluduuiidaios 3l
aunsnindoyaundnsziussinuvesvuiniouls
Sondudesrinvasnisinuni

AsAnwdnuazumsndeuiiinainnis
Shwsaedsmsaumensaiuaufe aldwnnneg 2
518 Avdudeway 1.89 FalndlAsetunisinuives
Sadigh G, et al finu¥esaz 1'° wazn1sfnuives
Daneman A, et al™’ wudwlngmainaildunn
nzquinluginedienytiosndn 6 ey, flemsunuiy
W1NN31 3 T wasananefdvearioamuiludnldon
diu fslunmsnenifwuitaefifedldunnmzane
ymsdnundeisaesmedudineoy 5 ety
srendeflennisvedlsauiu 3 Ju Snndese 4 Tu
uaznmdnefaddesviosawiasmuiiudildgasy
yinauysol faiuunmdiemssziinge Tinaifndl4
uwonnzguaen1sinwdeisilungudvae i
ANYULAING

nMadnaldnautusinelu 48 dalumdenis
$nudae3ad (early recurrent intussusception)
wu 1 518 Anvdudesar 1.43 Fafeaniinisdine
903 Gray MP, et al’’ finu¥osay 8.5 eraiileannain
nsinwadiiiiussmnssiuiudidessidecende
msanelulszansidsuaumnnindlunisine
afasioly

Gl

Jadedifinasonisduinarvesnissnuilsa
ald@nauiuAIEITNMTEIUMELILALAD SrEIAN
ffornsuniannndi 2 Yu, fernisdiegaanszdiu
ynUuiden uaznwanesvdvesisanuidudldgasiu

mﬁmauyjmﬁ (complete intestinal obstruction)
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Jolduauu
dlonsutladefifinasenisdumaivesnisinm
Tsaanldnaunun183TnIsaIUAIBLIIRUANLAD AT
Wuauaszndnuaziiinnisidisede wieldnns
Aadelsadlfiunntulunduiiaednengtioondt 2
U fifoniseidsusaufuianviessuusadusing
Wiolin155nwilaneiznisarusionsefuauiin
AUENEININTY AaNERTINTITHIFA Lavaanisiin
mwumﬂ%u?ﬁuuiqmmm

AnAnssuUsENA

YovauNsEAMUNNENYian yuniluy wing
NPainT AuNTYAY WNENgausne dunaunas
NUsARgLNMEls eI u1agnssl weunndanslye
dmedde nansfasunmelsmeuiaveuuny Al
fuuzihsuddefnfiusie suduusgloviosnbs
Tun15v1338 Y0URUNITEANUILUNNENTIAT TUNT
gou fildinneitoyauaraiflunisnunadad
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