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NunFuLRa0
mean + SD (min-max)
No risk 102 0.90 + 0.14 (0.60-1.40)
Risk 110 0.72 + 0.10 (0.60-0.90)
Total 212 0.81 + 0.15 (0.60-1.40)

(p-value < 0.05)
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difference
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anasulafings no risk 102 09 +0.14 0172 <005
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norisk risk
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mean *+ SD min-max
mean *+ sd min-max
No risk 102 11.99 £1.16 9.3-14.2 2.78 £ 0.16 2.10-3.30
Risk 110 1253 £ 1.5 2.7-13.9 2.66 £ 0.29 1.80-3.10
Total 212 12.28 £ 1.37 2.7-14.2 272 £0.24 1.80-3.30

(p-value < 0.05)
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Risk / No risk N Single stem Bifurcating stem Trifurcating stem
No risk 102 29 65 8
(28.43%) (63.73%) (7.84%)
Risk 110 18 81 11
(16.36%) (73.64%) (10%)
Total 212 47 146 19
(22.17%) (68.87%) (8.96%)
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HofloniSedne i Allen & Treece™ Wil .61, 1994
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7. AANHDY Moon and Tylor’ Wuhil 3 JUuuuAe
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Comparative Study of Patency (Internal Diameter) of the Deep Inferior

Epigastric Perforator (DIEP) by CT Angiography

Supachai Seangsaikeaw', Chairat Burusapat' and Chutcharn Kongphanich’

"Division of Plastic and Reconstructive surgery, Department of Surgery; ° Department of Radiology, Phramongkutklao Hospital

Abstract : Deep Inferior Epigastric Perforator Flap (DIEP) is one of the most popular flap. The pedicle of DIEP
is depended on Deep Inferior Epigastric Artery (DIEA). However, there have never been reported in patency of
DIEP in atherosclerotic risk patients. This study was compared the patency by measure internal diameter, of the
DIEP by CT Angiography between Non-atherosclerotic risk patients and atherosclerotic risk patients. Patients
and Methods : Retrospective reviewed of medical records of patients with CT angiography between 2007-2009.
Comparison between internal diameter of DIEP by CT Angiograph in non-atherosclerotic risk patients and
atherosclerotic risk patients were done. Results: One hundred and six patients were included in this study. 55
atherosclerotic risk patients and 51 non- atherosclerotic risk patients. This study showed that the significant
difference of the internal diameter of DIEP and DIEA, especially in multiple atherosclerotic risk patients. Fivty
seven point eight percent of DIEP were in medial row. Average length of DIEA was 12.28 cm. 68.87% of DIEA
were bifurcating stem. Conclusion: This study showed that atherosclerotic risk patients especially in multiple
atherosclerotic risk have a significant smaller of internal diameter of DIEP than in non- atherosclerotic risk patients.
Herein, DIEP flap in atherosclerotic risk patients should be carefully and closely monitoring.

Key Words: @ Deep inferior epigastric perforator flap ® Atherosclerotic risk factor @ CT angiography

RTA Med J 2012;65:69-75.
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