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Clinical Results of Operation for Duodenal Ulcer

Toshio Miura'’ and Hideko UraTa’

1) Department of Qccupational Therapy,
2 ) Department of Nursing
The School of Allied Medical Sciences, Nagasaki University.

Abstract The records of 189 patients (167 men, 22 women) who had surgical
treatment (gastrectomy : GR 84, selective vagotomy and anterectomy : SV & AR
29, selective proximal vagotomy : SPV 72, others 4) for duodenal ulcer between
1970 and 1984 were reviewed.

Postoperatively, 103 patients were available for study : 47 GS 16 SV & AR,
40 SPV. The mean follow up was 7.2, 6.7 and 6.2 years respectively. The ulcer re-
currence rate were 2.1, 0 and 7.5 per cent respectively. The incidence of diarrhea,
including mild symptoms was 17.0, 12.5, 10.0 per cent; of dumping syndrome
19.1, 18.7 and 12.5 per cent respectively. Perfect results were seen more often in
young age patients.

Women suffered more postoperative syndromes than men. This study sup-
ports the use of proximal selective vagotomy as the operation of choice for the
elective surgical treatment of duodenal ulcer.
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