-+ 362 - o BB SR} 2 75 2020 4F 4 45 20 %45 4 1 Chin J Min Inv Surg, April 2020, Vol. 20. No. 4

fili O PPl R LR IBE A g 35 T A rp

2T B FF 5 2k Ji

koM R O EZRET OFR
(LT K258 = R BE BRI A, JL 5T 100191)
XEKFRIR A
doi:10.3969/j. issn. 1009 - 6604.2020.04.018

fili A5 42 38 S 5K 8% (lung protective ventilation
strategy , LPVS) (14 1w F /2 35 47 o 78 2P il 4 45/ a1k
W) 55 30 2 4 1F (acute lung injury/acute respiratory
distress syndrome, ALI/ARDS) J§J7 * i) 5 & i#F &,
ALI/ARDS f 3% 5% HIOR 7 10 38 R g, BE % 203 <
RS 4 RV W AT 360 S A0 B PR 98 P B 5 R 7K F-
45 5 WU GE BN ], B IR B R SRR R
IE ALL/ARDS 7 %42 5 R B 647 T AR A9 A R
LPVS J& 7532 35 i AN BI04 ) o M35 0 - A B[]
BA I BT AR SOX AR A 78 T AR b LPVS i
FH BRI 5 1E J SR S 45 40 o

1 fESGHESKEEF LPVS

1% 58 ML A 3@ K A 20 ( conventional mechanical
ventilation, CMV ) £ 5 3 < 1% 10 ~ 12 ml/kg, SF &
JE <50 cm H,O, A fifi F 'F K, 2K 1F JE ( positive end-
expiratory pressure, PEEP) o i% fifi'*' . LPVS 1§ 4% 0>
WA /NI AR (5 ~8 ml/kg) , BRIEIE 6 15 (°F
G <30 cm H,0) , & H Y M AOK IE H (PEEP 5 ~
10 cm H,0) F1 i & 5Kk F ¥ ( recruitment maneuvers,
RMs) " & 45 1 38 0 W 75 5 5 B0 o8 3 I K
| A T A A 0, N RO B A R s R 3 R
10T LPVS BB/ i 1 A dk A PEEP S8 6 il 1
JSE T I 0 358 g 2 AL T 5 A ) M 450 R I AN
5K, A TR A B BEL A 980 S E TR
ol 28 e 0 R 4 By RRES A o X T AR i A 2 BB K BUE
H A S R T T R SR AE AR TR PR AT LPVS
Je 1 HO A% G 1 3 AW B R A4 AT AR 5T O B R

x G HAEF , E-mail; iamwuchangyi@ aliyun. com

X E %S :1009 - 6604 (2020)04 - 0362 - 04

Z—5
2 &5 RREET VLS S X R IR T BE B 7 I

HLA A X ( mechanical ventilation, MV) & —/~F
IR L, 2 ROIh W I e o S8 Y T BB, AU 2
A FZAIIRE G AHE LA T 4R I i A
(9 R 7 5 — 2 5 B AT JF S8R i P 5 9 Bt . 20% (1)
1CU g AP Ay v i 1 B8 o 28 UL PR 9 T 28 MV ) 52
F7 . 5 ARDS B AR LL, 4 B RREE R HEAT TR
BB S HUAGE Y B SRR, A R AR R
3.1 CHAE R AT AR T o A B RREE A LA AR
JUURZ st WP IR ALK g B3RS, B s g 8, 3 T - 2
M FEAE A2 A o DB ST A5 SR M7 1 ke 722 R
T 245 ) 0, 23 W AR B 1) Zh e B Ui, 3 28 R AR AN 5K
HUAH I AT IT 81, % Jlli iy 68 9 52 Wi B ke T 45 42
TR SR RE I ) A 22 PR 2R 5 BT B e 5 I AL
FH & 1 il 3 45 ( ventilator associated lung injury,
VALI) ,

FEII TR rh WL A Y A AT RE £ i ) RE 5
ASTE R 9 N385 K BT I il A5 45 o il R R O | AR
B TR R] > 2 h 2 5 i 3 B gk AE A A gk
[ B 3%, 3 26 3 AT flE S BOM 0T KR . BE
2000 4 J5 ARDS i35 LPVS [yl if & J& , & K F A
RIS R IS B A i DR 4 SR g

"E%.
3 FEEFAH LPVS WA
IR T A H I 3 0 A8 ST IS T AR R
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TFEA REHREET , JFIE AR BT A X T LR
YA [, SO T BT A R B T A o
I LPVS 1 BIF 52 3 & 43 5 i o
3.1 LG T AR PR

F KR Jg Hili F I+ k& SiE ( postoperative pulmonary
complications, PPCs) K42k 5% ~10% ,fE T A
AR PPCs ik 9% ~40% "o Al (KA
I PR 128 56 A1 meta 3 A7 27, 72 7 AR T R H, LPVS
CELAR AR AR W AOR B TR i A2 5K )tk 35 42 &
JE AT T A 400 {51 1 R i) £ oh
RCT BT, [ & W BE HL 23 D i OR 47 1 38 <4 (LPV
21,6 ~8 ml/kg,6 ~8 ecm H,0 PEEP) Fl{& 4t < K
W$2H (CMV 20,10 ~ 12 ml/kg, <5 ¢cm H,0 PEEP),
LPV ZHARJE 7 d il &8I A& AE (il % 50 ARDS) & A= %
N 10.5% ik F CMV 40 27.5% , K57 d FHET
B Al 10 30 B A A R AR T CMV 41 (5% vs.
17% )" o ML BEFEIR LT, 6 F >2 h (e
AREH 7T ml/kg MK A 10 ecm H,0 PEEP I
Jifi #AE L 10 9 ml/kg W< i AN ] PEEP F1EZ i 2H RE
IR G R N (TR = e o o R R S 2
{E X6 ARG H 5 6 B R G et L eah, — T
44 12 A B E R BE TR W, A5 2T I TR v i AR
PP it 3 AR S BE I R P R AR (ELF R I R
o M3 - i e e

ST F AL G TT IR T AR b SR /N AR Y 3R
s 2 AT 4 Y, LB /0 ) 2 S Bosh ik
S TR R BEAR , 2E 1t PR 5 #EAT PR K, RA
FE/NE ARG ] PEEP A0l 52 5K T 1 i (8 4
REAR £ o
3.2 e ST AT N

A, I8 35 B AR AE SR iz BT, B A B
AN SRS HEZIN VTR S U (EW N R ¥R IS 37
AT 2 3 SR WL b %, it 02 4 ik 2D, A<l s T
2 % 5 A PO RE K O™ T IR bR
FH A% G ATUAMIEE T o ) A ok B AR S e, i A
CO, B H 2=l T it — 25 1 v ] g il v
AT 223G R % A8 I AL 2 AR B R Y ) ), S 8
0 A 45 5 WL S AR 0T 2 A
JE R FAGE IR B B ) 22 45 5 {6 i 6 6 40 1i
TR AL, 51 K& A AR il 24 23 85 B, 1 18000 1 ik AS 42
Park " 7 3 62 {915 i B T A (9B ML XS B A 5, LPV
£ (6 ml/kg,5 ecm H,0 PEEP) A J5 ifi 38 H: % AiE % 2
KU AL T CMV 4H (10 ml/kg) (LPV 2H 9 ], CMV
H34],P=0.023), A] L, xF A Hif il 2 GE 1 H Y R

H R AT A RO AR A 8 B2 PEEP 1 JE] i
S5k T LPVS R J5 Bl Bl 1F 38 A, v] DB 8 f%
AV it 35 3 A AiE o

SE TR R 2 R A R P B R IMLE , 2
VIV 8 8 B IR IM0LAE 7T (S A 906 A 1l 4 BEL Ty RN A 0 & S
G AR, LPVS rh /NG A0 6 1 1y P o i A0OR il 25
FREARG , DA {662 1t 0 2 1 48 BEL 7 R A1, 38 43 1% N T
SIEXEFR R G0 THAER o 6 0, /NE < B
REARACTE e, — 8 T2 BE b A 280 19T B i A N T2
I il 20 2 0 ) BEPE R 2L BUME B AG . IE E B TT R
LPV ZH AR J5 A i3 0 4 (il 48 i As 5k ) FIG 4R
MAE ( < 90% ) K A= W] A% T 1% 48 3 <41, pH .
Pa0, .PaCO, \PAO, 2 41 K WL W] &g 22 5% CO, K )5
LPV 2 Fl % 4 i 20 AE S AE B 7~ (1L-6 \ TNF-a | TL-
8 . IL-18) JCH] i 22 S, — 3% () Jili Y6 98 8 W ( BAL) th
g 4k R TR T2 S I I B TR I [A) 4
it WA T A R G i PR A S O R AL
e 7 W AT R B AR B9 R R

4 B9ERF AR LPVS B R A

ik 5 F AR B6 B ) B i 3 AR R KR S il A2
sk, AT E B I E TR LPVS By < & . PEEP
V18 35 5 % fil 52 5 SR s
4.1 WIREIEE

P il 3 A B AR a1 2, R A
SR A AR B O A AT 8 S, DT B T
ARALEF, F T FARIEAE 5 5800 80T 3 =00 i i
KN 8 ~10 ml/kg, ¥ A& /N AT BE SR Mt A 5K,
W R BRI IE R R E A AT . KRR
1B il 3 A3 BB e D BGOSR R, RE
PR 7 B CRN AL 245 3, B g 3 TR I AR L e R
o AR A5 45 3 S i T AR SR R R R
5 S ESETE B H K E ALI/ARDS ™ 7 LPVS iy i
FH AT A 800 R TR B A ) A

LPVS T4z AN 28 A48 B < i, il 5 3 & PEEP
A Al D Bl 450 45 0 R B il i U B R SR 3 LPV
L1l o i NI [ - O e <
Michelet %5 % fF 5% 52 (il @45 AR AR , S5 E R
(VT 9 ml/kg, JC PEEP) #H L, VT 5 ml/kg BX 45 5
cm H,0 PEEP ff) LPV £ 75 £ & 9 AR i AR o vl Lo
4 B G IO, AR i I D REAK A2, O HLR S B[R] 42
W[5 40 (171 £57 ) min, LPV 41 (115 +38) min,
P <0.001 ], {HAR 545585 (fF 54 1/26, LPV 4
2/26,P =1.00) FAE Bt A] [ 54541 (3.9 £5.7)d,
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LPV #1(3.9+5.7)d,P=0.32] 2 LB %M., —
T 88 15 JF Mg T AR 19 RCT 45 58 B 7R , 76 A1 [6] 19 % -
BJET (<32 em H,0) , 5 KA AEBEAR PEEP AH
(VT 8 ml/kg,PEEP 5 cm H,0) , /Nl < = E &
PEEP(VT 5 ml/kg, PEEP #F- & F 75 ) (14 38 B
FORT A 35 R B i 3 = e A M 458475 , 5L [) B ] g
T 1 Bl DK 4R 48 B AT () A 2 48 TR 4 166,
N LR A S R 156, P < 0..05) L BT S
ml/kg/INi AN PEEP 5@ S X 25— 2D R
WFIF TR A .
4.2 PEEP gy

e GE M RLIN Sy PEEP #4 ili T T BE 22 5% W g frs 7
T, AT 582 W0 e K [ 3 2 8 1, S5 A A=) i
I3 3% i, =R i O3 R, BEAIR %G o Pinheiro de
Oliveira 45" HF 5 25 /N LK & PEEP (138 /<
SV I | QA I L L T 8 e S )
RO AR I S B I & e . Schilling 45132 {31 JF
g TR B S S A s S AR R M R AR K
AR LE , P4 P i 3 %5 =X B8 T Sk 0 20 fili 3 o TNF-oc
(AP PR < 8.4 wg/ml, R EES 5.0 wg/ml,
P <0.05) F1A] %5 20 1 ] 25 B 23 7 1 (ARG B s
52,7 weg/ml, AP PEESR 27.5 pg/ml, P <0.05)
S5 JAE N T W BE
4.3 il 52 5K SR g

VB B8 4 5 05K W 1 &b 58, il A2 9K SR m
(alveolar recruitment maneuvers, ARM ) 0] DA it 3 il
J5 FUIAS K o it A2 5 Tk T LAl A0 it 2 4 1 il
WY 5K, B L A, 32 S 9D il A 5k
R A o BT A2 3K 08 T A AR 22 A Wi 2 0 R
P, A B i fili 452 0 SO il I U W R S AN
T2 B 2z A, X Sl A TSR R S
i 1F J& i@ S, ( continuous positive airway pressure,
CPAP) , 5 i:F i Ji 1 I 00 il , ek A 3 =000 il 14 3 <
L3 PO AR, M ok 3% 48 4 . Kim 25798 6 em H,0
CPAP A A 230 805 2 ik i 480 43 i A 25 T 40 F R
B¥,9 em H,0 CPAP 2xXf R B A4 T4f , #ic CPAP f1y
i AT AR K P T 46, I MR 488 1 DR 2 A 15 0 328
B

5 NG

X FAE ALL/ARDS 5 22 4x B JRRRE MV 9 12355 Al
M AR R LPVS J2 75 32 25 KA A 418
AR E—EEER, AT E2HMEEAZ
FLO I A EREST . TR 280 2 R T R B 8

5 , J0 WL i 2845 0 2 I [ A, ELAE HLAt D i 7 A
BRI St RE G0 R 4 I A LAt 7% R
M IHRERIT , R R BT A, BAliFE s A, T
AR IR T L, 2 A 4 32 ML L A0 PR S AR SR R R YA
I7 o FRIRBBRIR S BUA T I it t A Rl RET A 20
AR P, AR R P R R A A T A
BAETIRAH . X ASE P AR R 1A
DLHEAT Oy S oy ST, 9T R F S REA &, S R
LPVS 75 JI5 30 F e 78 4 R TR p F 5 ) B A
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