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LRI T AR i 3 2B, AR JE R IR &
JiE ( postoperative pulmonary complications, PPCs) J& &
BUBHE UG A R AR ) AE 1 LR T M R Y
TLAE B G 0 A E R A, PPCs R AR P
FAREA S, N 5% ~33% *, EEALFH AR K
SCRUERAE MR A L GE B 2E | SRR
MEEAAE K e A PR G, S5t PR S il R 4
A K W% (lung protective ventilation strategy , LPVS)
Biifi PPCs HAT H B A9 I PRI X

AT MRS T AR B A QI AR5 R 5 B
R ()R S A0 AL (ELAR HR SO R R AR o 2 I 35 L I
W 2 I AVl Rl I P e <3 R R 5K Bl R
(driving pressure, AP) " | f£ 45 LPVS A 35 fifi Ffl /) i
S # (tidal volume, VT) (6 ~8 ml/kg) .S K IF JE
(positive end expiratory pressure , PEEP) F1fifi &2 5k F-2=
( recruitment maneuvers, RM ) , /—jhﬂﬁ F q’%ﬁﬂiﬁqﬁ Eﬁﬁ?ﬂ—:
AL 55 LPVS i/ VT Ko PEEP AL ()5 i 58 i &
2%, DT 18 0 O WAL 75 % 1) Bt 453 0 DRI 2 AR SO i
WEBE T ARARAL LPVS BRI ST HE AT SCHR G

1 BERRSEF AR A Xl 3 £
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o U T S B0 R 5 il A st S 200 2= B 4 A AR
Ptk 4 D5t BB T R SR S EUE R
S, 6 AR L, T 4 0 Jr oA AR AR S SO P 22 1Y
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i fs FE S T RGE R A A S A R 10 Ik
38 SR il 38 4 A A 0 2R 43 A BE AN 3
AR DX S8 9 35 8¢ R B ) Al AR DX Sl
Pk, B SEBR BT 5K e ) 0% 5 I B = A
JE — P 5l iy BE BT K A (BB B I R e
EEENENRE) . FEEEETF AT EUR
BE TR P ARG, ZE AR ] VT 15 B0, i BE 7K 2 i ) 7
e, DT B30 i s A, 5 s s ) o AT 75 2 it 9 2
B , 1 T 5 00 I B % R SR 3 Bl RS Sk T PPCs 9 XL
G T 91 ML AR N B A AR A T 1k
g2 S R R BN B LR K S S S R il AP
B[ (2.8 £0.7)em H,0,P <0.001 ], [7] B 5K 5
Jili JE AR [ ( —3.4 +1.3)em H,0,P =0.002) , i Ji 3
PR 7 i BEL Sy 438 o R 44 F R, SN BUR
LT S AW RS A7, e K ) i 3% At R O A0 A il 2 L, A
(IR G N L R 1 | 7 Ny SN NI R 1 S L
Trendelenburg /& {V , 25— T IX — 520, Rustagi
SV A 90 B BR BRI TR MR R S
10 minl& AL A W 9% 05 #F 17 W %%, Trendelenburg £
A7 i Bt T R S5 R UL W R e B 3 R AR (3
1.912 em vs. 1.207 em, P <0.001) , 75 i 5 5 2
B SZ B, M A i AU 3 0 X 3R R) R 30 A Sk F
FERAB BT X I 45 TR SR R P AT S A4k LPVS,

2 ME4k LPVS

2.1 /NVT 5 PEEP &4
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FREER B, /NVT(6 ml/kg) 5% B VT (10 ml/kg) K
Ji 7 d N PPCs 22 55 T i 3 M [ 38% (231/608) vs.
39% (232/590), P = 0.64, RR = 0.97,95% CI;
0.84 ~1.117, Yang 21" WF ¢ 22 W], B4 4fi )i FH /)N
VT(6 ~8 ml/kg) HLAE < 5154 VT (9 ml/kg) H
L, AN g BE AR R J5 il AS 5K & £ R (OR = 0.86,
95% CI:0.26 ~2.81,P =0.80), H {F b i 6] J& 2%
St R Ll VT R RE LR PPCs 1Y & 42, Ostberg
PR CT PRAG B IR Sk B, 16 Bl A7 T ~
9 cm H,0 PEEP 5 14 fl K52 PEEP A J5 fiti A~ 5K
AT 22 5 (P %25 = 0.7 em®,95% CI:
-0.8~2.9,P=0.400) , H 8 & KRG A A KFEH A
AR R AT LPVS 1 B — [R 28 3E 47 BF 98 AN i 58
LR BZRME AR, 5 2 2 W Z D R 1
FHCREFE . — TN A 34 T 58 3% 5273 ] 19 I 4R
meta ﬁ:l\*ﬁ[mfzﬁ?,d\ VT Bk & 1 & K PEEP( =5
em H,O , fEEALE RM) AT AR PPCs HI XU , BX A
42K PEEP (5 ~8 em H,0) R J5 %K Ak fifi % 5 KUK
AR (OR =0.58,95% CI:0.35 ~0.94), Wang
SEHINE 120 R I BT T R HE AT IR0 43 BT, N VT
(6 ml/kg) BEA5 em H,0 PEEP B4 F| T ok 3% g 4
FEFNAT 0 5 . B AR 2 o0 5 185 1 R R T B B, i3
I8 I G Mt K ik, ELAT AR 16 A TNF-o 45
PERA TR R, B Er, St AR o N VTR ER
A1 PEEP /K ik A AL 102 EA75 TG 3 1 i I O
BT A &R PPCs 19 VT 5 PEEP W4 S,
2.2 &{k PEEP

PEEP 2 Jifi £ 47+ P4 38 A< b iy 3 32 20 i o, R
B CT Bk N 2 TEAL PEEP 2 56 X Jifi 3 5% Wi (14 4
b EAE T AR R AT AT R R S AT
PPAE . De Meyer %' 75 23 i I8 i 5 T A b 43 1) ik
£75.10.15 em H,0 PEEP HL#HE <, 51k PEEP 41
(5 em H,0) A/, 78 PEEP (15 em H,O) fii Jili &5 48 75
WorW B FEAR [ M (Py, Pry):53 (42,61) 73 vs.
11(0,22) 43, P <0.001 ], HAS 25 38 i A& B30 Jis w8 ik
JERZ A, —T 48 A 849 B () meta 43 #F"7 BoR, A
&1k PEEP R J5 PPCs & /£ R MK (RR = 0.52,
95% C1:0.37 ~0.73,P =0.0001) , & & &5 B & 48
B (Y825 =49.07 mm Hg,95% CI1:27.21 ~70.92,
P <0.0001) , [F] B 2> 98 1 91 BE i, I I B F R
Hi A PEEP 1] RE [N 14 5 48 B0F1 T R By B AS [

BMI K < Fl Trendelenburg 4 {37 75 & 8 55 7K 5F Y
PEEP, 45 B F i /0 A v il 45 451 0 2019 4F [ By &
FAE WA b4 7 5 Al PEEP J5 #1741k 1L A
T AN AL PEEP % G2 AL A7 2Ok B & 1 56
TE, BB AP B Bl M R ]S R E B
Ui 2 5 Hili (electrical impedance tomography, EIT)
2.2.1 AP AP &F A PEEP M 2 (H, il
o B I EGE AN R S AP, 5 AP 3R B IR
BUASAE R M R R, AP 5 IR R G IR
PEJE S5 ARDS H# A0 TR B Ny B N
AP J& LPVS X PPCs & A= 5% Wl i — B2 %, R
s AP R E0 AP THE Y PEEP JE 715 PPCs 34 i
& (OR =3.11,95% CI:1.39 ~ 6.96, P =
0.006) " Xu %5 HEIE B F AR HoKE PEEP 2 =
A% AP H AR/ IEAlL , 5162 PEEP(6 cm H,0)
% PEEP A [t , AP 75 & PEEP 7] 38 /b AR J5 F 11
IS AN e 5 e Ml e A P — A 16 T RE HL
X FEBIF 5T 2k 4993 4] () meta 43 A WK, PEEP i
FE Z Il AP BFER A /N VT il PPCs & A R I 35 PR AIX
(OR =0.358,95% CI:0. 187 ~0. 684 ,P =0.002) , [7] fisf
DS i g ORI 38 <, 1R PEEP( =6 em H,0)
R O A I R R R AR I, 5 — TN A 384
1 1 1 4 T R A BE AL X BRI 5T s, AP T SE A
&1k PEEP 5[ %E PEEP(5 emH,0) It , /45 ok 3
AKPEAEN,HARF 7 dHN PPCs LW EEH
[14% (25/178) vs. 19.5% (36/185),P =0.215,
RR =0.72,95% CI:0.45 ~1.16 ], 4> ¥ ] B} #F 5%
PARE PR B ESFBESERERAE, &
b AP S0 (9 S K AL PEEP BETE — & T B b 4%
PPCs JFCEAR G R Wi DI fg (A T AP Z 3 40F
S EEW TR A TN -Ea v NS UGN R B 7R NS
S 550 B L P T R G 1k TS 40 S i I BOIR AS
AR B AP Fh R A S B R PR I R
2.2.2  FRIMERE A STESN IAE R IR
S 7y T B R S it UG 1 A 2 g s e T e 7 s XoF it
AL R ST 43 Ay Sl 2 06 1 A i 2y
250 3 P ( dynamic lung compliance, Cdyn) , Cdyn =
VT + (FH K - PEEP) , Al Cdyn 3 i 0 5 17 % 4>
fE5E, HRE % 5 i e W E A i i) B i AR Ak, 7 I IR
LR HE R Z, Li %A B TR b e
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PEEP F+ £ 25 cm H,0 J&, # DL & 30 s F& ik
2 em H,0 PEEP #£17 Cdyn 513/ PEEP ji% & , H #
Cdyn 3K F 5 SR, [ B Ay 3 A A 185 m kg B DI 7
1fii 7T B AIK A fc A PEEP {f, DA Cdyn 35 8 5 K5
PEEP +2 c¢m H,0 fE A4 PEEP, & J5 #£47 CT
=4, Cdyn % % PEEP L [# & PEEP (8 cm H,O0) Jiili
BB AR (9.5 £4.3)% vs. (13.1£5.3)% ,
P =0.025,95% CI.0.5 ~6.8% | H AR A& 455w
B R E RS LR RS 1 R B g
B TE R Cdyn K% % PEEP, AL AT DLk
EARTES BT LIRAR I TE cCl6 Fhm LB, I %
il 508 8 E LI, A B T A L LAY LR IR I BT R
e A i 285 P Y% R e AE PEEP, [R] s FH ek
IS Il 356 26 7 T 40 PE A R E AR S iR 5K B, AN AR 1k
PEEP 4138 J5 il 8 4 75 3F 0 AR [ M (P, , Pos)
3(2,3)%r vs. 1(1,2)43,P =0.0001 ], it B ifi A 5K
RAEREEAL, HARJS 24 h 75 B0 0 B b
[95% (39/41) vs. 73% (30/41),P =0.007 ], [ i}
W S R 8] S5 [M( Py, Py ) :25(20,30) min vs.
10(0,15) min, P =0.0000 ], Jifi M J5; 4 Jiz ke i =5 Jidi
AU A B T R0 R YRR A R 2R R il ) g Y
s AR UG 1 VR A B S 4k PEEP 7K AT 2t
S I B T R b PR AR 3 A SR R Y 2R B Bl
Ag AR 4 TR R AR S i R B PEEP K,

2.2.3 EIT#  EIT /ER—Fh Jo | Jo 58 55 /9 i IR
BUREEA AR AT 271z B A, EIT A 523K 5%
S A I A 33 A5 40 A B sh AR B i A
e A L ) it 36 — 4 010 BB, DA T 2 285 W 4% 38 < 40
A Ko Jey S i 0 AT Cdyn B2 8 ik 5
S EIT 515 10 e PEEP (8 AH X #5703 3ot &
% L EIT 2 ] 48 4 57 4 55 00 fili B 149 58 <, 3% W
PEEP T3 5 il 7 388 <A JE A il X 3% % 2] 35 ) il [X
A%, H EIT % % % PEEP f£ A [A 7 F 1Y
Trendelenburg & T 48 5 R B AR, — 98 A
272 B B meta 43 H7'* W%, 5 B & PEEP (4 ~
5 ¢cm H,0)%5 Cdyn 51 5 A& 1L PEEP A kb, EIT
S5 1) PEEP {i% & {5 A v 480 G il IR M B 05, 42
715 15 B 1 il vt A5 /> | ] B R v i U Bl ) 2 R E M
BEXE S Girtbach 45 it 18 8 i % 1 51 It T R
T % F EIT 53 %€ PEEP A PEEP(5 c¢cm H,0)
WA R il 25 FR A i 1,49 L(95% CI:1.09 ~ 1. 89,

P<0.001) @SB HETLF HE G EEm, B
T, EIT VB A — A R0 it 214k Sk Bl 760 35 B¢ R Bk
U AN R S I R S e R T= gl N TR e
PEEP” /K - 5 100, A ok 3 R b il S AL
JE BT AR A A AR AL PEEP i 8 ik,
2.3 #A5% RM

RM 24 ] B& — a2 i [a] {5 ] 22 4= 40 Rl P 00 3¢
AE TR SR ER O 2 4 — G 0 i R) S R S E K
-, B P A /N SCEE R T R i R
g o RM AT LA FR o il 07 P | oA 2 L 4 ) X
M3 J1 2R Y, Yang 45 —IRBHHL AL E
T B T AR5 S, T AR AT HLAHGE < il A 5Kk &
A F K 100% , RM J&5 il A ik 1 & £ R [ & 50%
fili T A8 75 (lung ultrasound , LUS) & — Fh{H #  JC 41 |
TCHCS BB Bz N I PR W 2 W, T LA
T il AN i DX 88, I o o S e N &2 5K . Yu
BT REERT T WoR , AR CT Ry 4 4r ik, LUS
TE12 W AR5 il A ok B & 8 ar R, U 87. 7%
(150/171) 5 54k 92. 1% (351/381) , 12 W i 7 %
90. 8% (501/552) , FEAMEM B H , LUS ¥F4+ 5 CT
O B S i A B g B AR O . 2 TR 9 R R Ik
BEFAR P LUS 515 RM, AN A fii fifi 35 48 75 01
GrREAR ARG Bl AS 5K & AR R AR HLFE PACU 45 B )
[T, LUS 5145 RM 28 A Jay B4, i AE 350 fii
TEREYEK RSk R B A Rl B BH A R R A
T RE 485 R 1 s, AR T 48 RM, LUS 51 % &
RM 764 T A4 T S 47, AT D f KRR B Al 30 A 44
fb RM, Bl AR I A & R E 2 E £,

2.4 JiliFFGE S (open lung ventilation, OLV)

RM J5 454 PEEP "]k & fiti AN 7k I A2 Jifi 57
PP B GE R 5 R /N VT M S S, KA
OLV"™® | Ferrando %" 44 A 1308 f5i] Z H.0» fifi L Xt
TBAFSE s, R P 4F 40 min WEAS 1 WO T 5 &
4T PEEP i % 5 RM, ik 2l & i Cdyn B9 OLV 41,
5t br e fk LPVS 41 (fH % 4 em H,0 PEEP 5
WRM) M, KRG 7 d[16% (104/670) vs. 27%
(175/638) ,RR =0.57,95% CI:0.46 ~0.70, P <
0.0001] 5 AR J5 30 d[17% (111/670) vs. 29%
(184/638) ,RR =0.57,95% CI:0.47 ~0.71,P <
0.0001] % 4= PPCs Ay KBS 24 B Ik, Wang 25 X}
23 I Bl AL X BRF 2T 3 3364 1) AE Bk HR 2 HEAT meta 43
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Br, 45 5 R S K4k PEEP 3 € 5 RM AHSE & &
P T AR A T 7 R 4R 48 B e fE PPCs,
PEEP( =10 ¢m H,0) + RM + 253l < 0]y /b 4
7 R, BRARAR 5 i AN 3K % A % (AR — 1 2
AT I F AR, OLV WS 7E 17 5 58 T ARl g 2
g B W DR SR 2 S 3OM P R T 160 it I
PRI R AR it T R RM J5 #E 47 PEEP £ R 457 4
P il B FF 0 T LG Bk PEEP A ALY AR
S IXE 96 I I B 4 L M e AT 40 AT, A oLV
() # (8 cm H,0 PEEP + [E] 8k RM) %A & F& 15 & 7k
RE K [35.4% (17/48) vs. 14.6% (7/48) ,x° =
5.556 ,RR =0.31,95% CI:0.12 ~0.84,P =0.033],
I Bt i P 43 0k /0 . ZF B, OLV mJ 388 Jinn i85 fili i 22
Wee ALK e % 5L BHL 7 O 42 v AR B R AL, R IR I R
ARl Y LPVS,
2.5 FETFEN - F B (pressure-volume, P-V) il £&
i) LPVS

P-V [l 2 A 3 P 2R G A e OGS R T Y
BUBRAT o P-V B ZR 1 455 550 42 7 il 507 44 I s 344
T 5 B B 00 O I R AR A B P T R e 5
il =t B i A 00 L P-vol R aT DL T AL AGE S
S A% A0 R L TR A AR il 5 5K 8 0, [R]Es AT LA
PP 5 2 308 A ok O 405 1) T RE R T s AR
EARHE I 55 F A PARYE P-v il 4T 95 550 % B 9
JEJ) +2 em H,0 ¥E PEEP, #3§E P-V #hk F 4545
80% X N iy R AL E VT, AR 4 P-V #4417 LPVS 1Y
ARG AT & A A8 4L (323 £18) mm Hg
vs. (310 £17) mm Hg, P <0.05 ], [a] i} 2k 3% Cdyn,
Weber 45U fi F EIT PEAG P-V i £ 20 i 48 F 04
Ak PEEP i 22 X Jay #5838 <0 52 ), AR 45 P-V il £ 2
171 %€ /) PEEP {H i T [ & 41 (¥{H:5. 8 em H,0
vs. 5.0 em H,0,P <0.001) , & A X BBt 43 A Al 1fi
i Bh 71 25 7 A T R ) ] R R R R, P-V
M AR AL AT AE S — Fpifi 8 PEEP {E 19 735, T 48
S RM, Chiumello %5 fifi FHAIK 3 2 3 3K 45 25 6l
P-VIF iR (P-V LW A R SA AR S, P
O B O R IR RN ) B E Rt P-VOBRHA
Bl B¢ T AR, 76 RN 5 em H,0 Al RM (45 cm H,0
FpgE 30 s) BFHEAT CT H$, B 5SS HE KR
5 em H, O 3155 % WP W 28 48 0007 4 7 P-V il 42 ¢
AUAH R HE N PR MR R BRI S A OG (R =

o=

-

0.749,P <0.001 Ml R* =0.851,P <0.001), % W]
P-V il 278 T it &2 5k 7 1 B A —  ERR M, PV
it e T LS Bl JRR i = AR i o I 36 4 B B 1 R T,
T R O W A BE R K G T R AT 3% £ ) PEEP 4
B JE— A SOVEAS R 7 2 R A 5K R 1 IR ih
TH,

3 I

Wil 2 AR b B B A R R R R R LR
PR P 118 57 BEE KT IR R I A 8 o o v SR X T I B
FAR R PSRy iR R 7 55 P R TR i R i
ANTR] Nl o ¥ B AR B X LPVS S 45 i R AT 5
B LPVS AL Rp 5 vk B — 1 © R 2 DL 2 il A 4P
AL SR K 25 5% T PR 38 0 T 4% A 1 e AR T A 1R
Ak, TR s A5 Bl 7 6 S W 00 34 4% AT UL ML T A AR
AR PRI Re rY AR Ak HE Bl RR IR S 0 SR S A 44
b LPVS, 35 B H BE

&% ik
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