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ABSTRACT
Introduction The safety and the protective role of stenting the pancreato-jejunal anastomosis on the occurrence of pancreatic fistula is 
debated. Aim of this study was to evaluate the outcome of patients who received internal stenting during pancreatoduodenectomy and to 
review the literature on the related complications. Methods From 2007 to 2014 we performed 207 pancreatoduodenectomies with end-
to-side duct-to-mucosa pancreato-jejunal anastomosis. We retrospectively analyzed the outcome of 38 high-risk patients with an internal 
stent through the pancreato-jejunal anastomosis. The occurrence and severity of pancreatic fistula were defined according to International 
Study Group of Pancreatic Fistula classification. We evaluated the fate and complications of the stents by radiological and clinical follow-up. 
A literature review was performed through web-search. Results No patients had stent-related symptoms or complications. Seven patients 
(18.4%) developed clinically relevant pancreatic fistula. We had a mean of 1.9±0.9 (SD) postoperative imaging exams for 33 patients. The 
median time of follow-up was 3 months (range 1-62). The stent was no longer visible in 17 patients (51.5%); in 8 cases (24.2%) it was in 
the pancreatic duct, in 7 (21.2%) migrated in the jejunal limb and in 1 patient into the colon. By literature review we retrieved 13 papers 
reporting on long-term outcomes of internal pancreato-jejunal stenting. Discussion Internal stenting does not seem to be associated with 
major long-term morbidity, but the short follow-up does not allow definitive judgment on the fate of the stents still in place or dislocated 
into the jejunal limb. Literature describes a low rate of complications, mainly hepato-biliary infections due to stent migration.
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INTRODUCTION

Pancreatoduodenectomy (PD) represents the most 
complex procedure in abdominal surgery. Although 
perioperative mortality rate has significantly decreased 
over the years in high-volume centers [1, 2, 3, 4], PD-
related morbidity rate remains relatively high, ranging 
from 20% to 50% [5, 6].

Clinically relevant post-operative pancreatic fistula 
(CRPOPF) is the commonest complication [7, 8], 
potentially affecting patient recovery and quality of 
life and increasing total health-care costs [9]. Peculiar 
patient characteristics such as age, sex, pathology, body 
composition [10, 11, 12] and intrinsic features of the 

gland such as pancreatic texture and diameter of main 
pancreatic duct [13, 14] have been identified as major 
risk factors for CRPOPF. Pharmacological treatments 
to mitigate the CRPOPF rate have been suggested [15], 
and alternative surgical strategies such as pancreato-
gastrostomy [16], early drains removal [17] duct-to-
mucosa anastomosis [18], invagination technique [19], 
stapling off the transected stump of the pancreas [20] 
and omental wrapping [21], have been described but 
with poor reproducibility. Also, external and internal 
stenting of the main pancreatic duct (MPD) has been 
suggested as a technique to reduce the risk of POPF. 
Yet, studies on the fate and complications related to 
internal short stenting are sparse, reporting conflicting 
results and raising doubts on its safety [22, 23, 24, 25]. 
In fact, early and late complications such as cholangitis, 
hepatic abscess, small bowel obstruction, bleeding 
and pancreatitis have been anecdotally described as 
consequences of displacement of the internal MPD stent 
[26, 27, 28]. 

Since in our institution we routinely stent the MPD 
in cases of high risk of CRPOPF, the aim of this study 
was to retrospectively evaluate the long-term outcome 
of patients who received internal stenting during 
pancreatoduodenectomy and to review the available 
literature on the complications of this technique.
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following medical subjects search headings terms and 
all their possible combinations were used: “pancreatic 
resection”, “pancreatoduodenectomy”, “pancreatic 
fistula”, “postoperative fistula”, “complication” and “stent” 
“stenting”, “catheter”, “pancreatic duct”, “wirsung”. The 
“related articles” function and the references list of the 
studies retrieved for full-text review were used to broaden 
the search.

We did not perform a systematic review using the 
recognized domains and check-list, since the available 
reports did not provide sufficient methodological 
requirements for a formal systematic review.

RESULTS
During the study period we performed 207 PD. 

Internal stenting was carried out in 38 (18.4%) patients, 
with a median age of 74 years (range 45-85). Indications 
for PD were pancreatic adenocarcinoma (28/38, 
73.7%), ampullary carcinoma (3/38, 7.9%), distal 
cholangiocarcinoma (4/38, 10.5%), duodenal carcinoma 
(2/38, 5.2%) and chronic pancreatitis (1/38, 2.7%). Five 
out of the 38 high risk patients were lost at follow-up for 
these reasons: one patient died during the postoperative 
course because of cardiac infarction and the other four 
underwent oncologic treatment in other centers and no 
radiologic imaging was retrievable.

The characteristics of the 38 patients studied are 
depicted in Table 1. Clinically relevant POPF occurred in 
7 patients (18.4%). No evident correlation between the 
rate of CRPOPF and sex, age, pancreatic texture or main 
pancreatic duct diameter was observed, although the 
median diameter of the pancreatic duct diameter was 
smaller in patients who experienced CRPOPF (Figure 1). 
The incidence of CRPOPF was similar in patients with soft 
or hard pancreatic texture (Figure 2).

The median postoperative observation period was 3 
months (range 1-62) for patients who had the stent ejected 
and 5 months (range 1-40) in subjects with the retained 
stant. Defecation of the stent was confirmed in 17 patients 
(51.5%). while 16 patients (48.5%) retained the stent. In 
8/33 patients (21.2%) the stent was still in place, in 7/33 
(18.2%) it was visible inside the lumen of the ileum and 
in one patient the stent was disrupted into two fragments 
inside the colon lumen. 

No stent-related complications occurred during the 
follow-up period.

Literature Review

Table 2 summarizes the information on the 13 studies 
describing stent-related long-term complications. 53.8% 
(7/13) papers were case reports [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 
35] and the others were retrospective analyses [26, 27, 36, 
27, 38]. In 5 studies the stent material was not reported, 
PCV tubes were used in 2 studies, silastic tubes in 5, and a 
Soft-flex stent in one case. Pancreatic internal stents were 
either free-floating (3/8) or anchored (5/8) with one or 
more stitches to the duct-jejunal anastomosis.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Patients

We retrospectively retrieved, from a prospectively 
collected database, all patients who underwent PD at our 
Institution from January 2007 to December 2014 and 
had an internal short stent placed in the MPD through 
the pancreato-jejunal anastomosis. Despite there were 
no formal and stringent indications for stenting, there 
was high agreement among pancreatic surgeons of our 
center to use internal stent in patients considered at 
high-risk for the development of POPF, i.e. the evidence 
during operation of a soft parenchyma and pancreatic 
duct diameter ≤3 mm in diameter. From the database 
we also obtained data on the postoperative outcome 
and the rate and severity of POPF onset, according to 
the ISGPF classification and grade B and C fistula were 
defined as clinically relevant. 

Surgical Procedure 

Whipple or pylorus-preserving PD was performed 
by three different experienced pancreatic surgeons with 
standardized procedures in all patients. A two-layer end-
to-side pancreato-jejunostomy with either Child or Roux-
en-Y technique was used for reconstruction. The external 
layer (pancreatic parenchyma-to-the jejunal seromuscolar 
layer) was built with interrupted 3-0 polyglactin sutures, 
while the duct-to-mucosa layer was performed with 
interrupted 4-0 polydioxanone cardinal stitches. An 
internal polyvinylchloride (PVC) stent (Bracci type) was 
inserting across the duct-to-mucosa anastomosis and 
secured to the jejunal mucosa using one 4-0 polyglactin 
stitch in high risk cases. The size and length of the stent 
were selected according to the diameter of the MPD 
and the length of the pancreatic remnant. At the end of 
operation, two abdominal closed suction drains were 
placed: one next to the bilio-jejunal anastomosis and one 
closed to the pancreato-jejunal anastomosis. Continuous 
intravenous infusion of octreotide (600 mcg/day) was 
given to all patients starting during surgery and ending at 
the resumption of oral feeding. 

Follow-Up

Up to December 2014, from our radiologic imaging 
server, we retrieved all the available exams (CT or MRI 
scan), performed for any purpose after patient discharge, 
in which reconstructions for upper and lower abdomen 
were included. Expert radiologists revised the scanning 
to describe the position of the stent, when present, and 
potential indirect signs of related complications. Patient 
clinical status was assessed at scheduled postoperative 
office visits or by telephone interviews. Follow-up was 
considered concluded in absence of radiological retrieval 
of the stent or at the latest available imaging.

Literature Review

A literature web search was performed using MEDLINE, 
Embase, PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science, and the Cochrane 
Library Medline from January 1990 up to June 2015. The 
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Regardless the type of study, the overall stent-related 
complication rate was 4% (55 out of 1365 patients) and 
were mainly hepato-biliary complication: cholangitis in 
3 studies, migration without infection in 5 studies and 
pancreatitis in 3 reports. 

Defecation of the stent was confirmed in all patients 
analyzed by Yoshimi et al. [38] by the 176th day after 
surgery and in 41% of the cases with a median time of 454 
days in the report by Kadowaki et al. [26]. 

Long time retention of the stent in the bile system was 
the only factor associated with the onset of morbidity [27]. 
Complications occurred in a period ranging from 3 months 
to 19 years.

DISCUSSION
During the last decade the use and the value of trans-

anastomotic pancreatojejunal stenting has been extensively 

debated. Stenting the main pancreatic duct may be useful 
for diversion of pancreatic juice, decompression of the 
pancreatic remnant and assuring the patency of the duct 
during the construction of the duct-to-mucosa layer. On 
the other side, internal stent may migrate into the biliary 
tree or the jejunum and account for severe complications 
[29, 30] whereas external stents may be uncomfortable for 
patient, can accidentally dislodge, and may represent the 
entry port for contamination and infection [23].

Four meta-analyses on randomized clinical trials have 
been published [39, 40, 41, 42]. Markar et al. [39] showed 
a trend towards a reduction of the rate of pancreatic fistula 
with the use of pancreatic stents in pancreato-jejunostomy. 
Dong et al. [40] observed that the use of external stents, 
when compared with no stenting, was associated with a 
significant reduction in the risk of pancreatic fistula, rate 
of delayed gastric emptying and wound infection, and a 
significantly shorter length of hospital stay. Similarly, Wang 
et al. [41] reported a reduction in the overall morbidity rate 
in case of external stent placing versus no-stent, while no 
differences was found by comparing internal stent versus 
no-stent, or internal versus external stent. However, some 
studies included in those meta-analyses preceded the 
ISGPF classification of POPF, limiting the reliability of such 
results for the lack of homogeneous definition and also 
because the prevention of grade A pancreatic fistulas has 
to be considered of partial clinical relevance. Thus, despite 
evidences faintly suggested that placing a stent across 
the pancreato-jejunostomy may reduce the incidence of 
morbidity, its use is not generally recommended or left to 
the surgeon habit.

At our Institution internal stent is the preferred 
strategy in case of high-risk anastomosis, i.e. in case of 
small pancreatic duct diameter or soft pancreata. Our data 
showed that the rate of CRPOPF in those selected patients 
was 18.4%, similar to those observed in our overall 
population (17.7% - data not shown) and to other centers 
[43]. Nonetheless, the present series includes patients 

   
Clinically Relevant Postoperative Pancreatic Fistula

          No (n=31)       Yes (n=7) Overall (n=38)

Sex F 14 45.20% 2 26.60% 16 (42.1%)
  M 17 54.80% 5 73.40% 22 (57.9%)
Age (years)     71.0±11.1%   70.0±10.4% 71.0±0.9
Histology  PDAC 23 74.20% 5 71.40% 28 (73.7%)
  Ampullary 2 6.40% 1 14.30% 3 (7.9%)
  Biliary 4 12.90% 0   4 (10.7%)
  CP 1 3.20% 0   1 (2.6%)
  Duodenal 1 3.20% 1 14.30% 2 (5.2%)
Pancreas texture Hard 20 64.50% 5 71.40% 25 (65.8%)
  Soft 11 35.50% 2 28.60% 13 (34.2%)
MPD diameter >3 mm 19 61.30% 3 42.90%  22 (57.9%)
  ≤3 mm 12 38.70% 4 57.10% 16 (42.1%)
Radiology (N° of exams)         1.9±0.9
Follow-up (months)     3 (1-62)%   5 (1-40)% 3 (1-62)
Data are numbers and percentages, or mean ± standard deviation, or median (range)
CP chronic pancreatits; MPD main pancreatic duct; PDAC pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma

Table 1. Characteristics of the study population.

Figure 1. Diameter of the main pancreatic duct diameter according to the 
occurrence of clinically relevant post-operative pancreatic fistula. Median 
MPD diameter was 5 mm (IQR 3-6 mm) and 3 mm (IQR 2-7 mm) in those 
patients who did not experienced CRPOPF and who did, respectively.
boxplot legend upper horizontal line of box: 75th percentile; lower 
horizontal line of box: 25th percentile; horizontal bar within box: median 
value; vertical line: minimum-maximum value
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operated before the publication of the most used clinical 
score to assess the fistula risk [13, 44] and consequently 
the assessment of each patient risk and the use of stenting 
were based on subjective surgeon judgment. When we 
analyzed potential risk factors associated with POPF, 
we did not observe a clear correlation between the MPD 
diameter and the rate of CRPOPF. Moreover, we observed 
that most of patients with CRPOPF had hard pancreata and 
most of patients with soft texture POPF did not experienced 

fistula formation. Similarly, Sachs et al. [37] observed a 
higher fistula rate in patients with hard texture and stent, 
and conversely a lower rate of CRPOPF in soft pancreata 
and no-stenting. The explanation of these results may lie in 
the potential traumatic effect of the stent on the pancreatic 
duct, leading to a local inflammation delaying the healing 
of the anastomosis. Likewise, ductal alterations were 
described in patients with a pancreatic stent placed for 
long periods [45]. 

We retrieved no stent-related complications during 
the follow-up period and the radiological imaging showed 
no related side effects in those patients who had the stent 
in place. Moreover, despite the relative high percentage 
of our patients with retained stent and hence with 
potentiality for detrimental effects, in most of our cases the 
stent was beyond the biliary anastomosis, suggesting an 
uneventful course. The present results are in accordance 
with the largest series by Park et al. [27] reporting an 
incidence of pancreato-jejunal stent migration in the bile 
ducts of 16.8%, with a rate of major related-morbidity of 
less than 1%. However, since the stent was still in place in 
8/33 patients (24.2%) at the end of the follow-up period, 
no definitive judgment on the fate of those stents may be 
reached. 

The appraisal of the retrieved studies suggests that 
complications may occur even years after the placement 
of an internal stent [28, 30, 33], however this result are 
not supported by studies with large cohorts, for the short 

Figure 2. Cumulative and relative percentages of clinically relevant post-
operative pancreatic fistula (CRPOPF) in patients with hard and soft 
gland texture.

Author Type of study      
(n° patients) Stent type Complications Follow-up

Ammori et al. [28] Case report (1) NR Chronic pancreatitis of the remnant due to 
stent occlusion and upstream duct dilation. 4 years 

Bawany et al. [29] Case report (1) NR Biliary colic after distal migration of the 
stent into the biliary tree 2 years

Biffi et al. [30] Case report (1) NR Ileal bezoar following distal migration and 
occlusion of the stent 36 months

Kadowaki et al. [26] Retrospective (57)
PVC tube with or without a knot, 
fixed to the anastomosis with a 
single suture

Acute pancreatitis occurred in 2 patients, 
liver abscess in one patient and cholangitis 
in one patient.

9 and 36 months 
(pancreatitis); 1 year (liver 
abscess) and 18 months 
(cholangitis)

Levy et al. [31] Case report (3)
Silastic tube without retention 
sutures or fixed with rapidly 
absorbable sutures

Acute pancreatitis (1 patient) and 
steatorrhea (1 patient) related to retained 
pancreatic stent

2 months (steatorrhea) and 12 
months (pancreatitis)

Mari et al. [32] Case report (1) Free-floating PVC catheter Small bowel perforation after distal 
migration 6 months

Moriya et al. [36] Retrospective 
(449) Free-floating silastic tube

Endoscopic retrieval of the retained or 
migrated pancreatic trans-anastomotic 
stent required in 0.9% (4 /449)

30 days 

Ortega et al. [33] Case report (1) NR Bowel limb perforation caused by distal 
migration of the stent 19 years

Park et al. [27] Retrospective 
(802)

Silastic tube, secured with a 
single absorbable suture 

Stent-induced complications in 40 patients 
(5%): 27 had a bile duct stricture, 7 biliary 
stones and 3 had a liver abscess

3±4 months  (mean, SD)

Price et al. [34] Case series (10) Soft-flex tube Migration into the biliary tree (8 patients) 16±12 months (mean, SD)

Rezvani et al. [35] Case report (1) Silastic tube Hepatic abscess after migration of the stent 
into the bile ducts 4 years

Sachs et al. [37] Retrospective (46)
Silastic tube fixed to the 
anastomosis with a single 
absorbable stitch 

Migration into the bilio-jejunal anastomotic 
limb (4 patients) and into the biliary tree (3 
patients)

3 months

Yoshimi et al. [38] Retrospective (11) NR None NR

Table 2. Characteristics of the studies reporting the outcome of the internal stenting of the duct-to-mucosa anastomosis.

NR not reported
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follow-up period [27, 36]. Finally, except for anecdotal 
reports of unusual small bowel complications [30, 32, 
33], most stent-related adverse events occurred for the 
migration to the biliary tree [26, 27, 34, 36, 37]. Since it 
has been observed that the probability of complication is 
associated with the persistence of the stent in a peripheral 
biliary duct, preventive removal of the migrated stent may 
be considered in selected cases [27].

Potential pitfalls of the present study are the limited 
number of patients, the short follow-up time, the 
retrospective design, and the lack of an objective fistula risk 
assessment. Additional investigation with a larger sample 
size and a priori definition of risk classes are needed.

In conclusion, internal PJ stenting does not seem to be 
associated with major long-term morbidity, but the short 
follow-up does not allow definitive judgment on the fate of 
the stents still in place or dislocated into the jejunal limb. 
Current evidences describe a low rate of complications 
mainly infections due to stent migration in the biliary tree. 
The potential protective role of MPD internal stenting in 
selected cases has to be assessed by properly designed 
randomized trials.

Conflict of Interest
All authors declare having no conflict of interests or 

financial disclosures.

References
1.	 Winter JM, Cameron JL, Campbell KA, Arnold MA, Chang DC, Coleman 
J, Hodgin MB, et al. 1423 pancreaticoduodenectomies for pancreatic 
cancer: A single-institution experience. J Gastrointest Surg 2006; 
10:1199-210. [PMID: 17114007]

2.	 Cameron JL, He J. Two thousand consecutive pancreatic 
oduodenectomies. J Am Coll Surg 2015; 220:530-6. [PMID: 25724606]

3.	 Buchler MW, Wagner M, Schmied BM, Uhl W, Friess H, Z'Graggen 
K. Changes in morbidity after pancreatic resection: toward the 
end of completion pancreatectomy. Arch Surg 2003; 138:1310-4.  
[PMID: 14662530]

4.	 Schmidt CM, Turrini O, Parikh P, House MG, Zyromski NJ, Nakeeb 
A, Howard TJ, et al. Effect of hospital volume, surgeon experience, and 
surgeon volume on patient outcomes after pancreaticoduodenectomy: 
a single-institution experience. Arch Surg 2010; 145:634-40.  
[PMID: 20644125]

5.	 Yeo CJ, Cameron JL, Sohn TA, Lillemoe KD, Pitt HA, Talamini MA, Hruban 
RH, et al. Six hundred fifty consecutive pancreaticoduodenectomies in the 
1990s: pathology, complications, and outcomes. Ann Surg 1997; 226:248-
57. [PMID: 9339931]

6.	 Buchler MW, Friess H, Muller MW, Wheatley AM, Beger HG. 
Randomized trial of duodenum-preserving pancreatic head resection 
versus pylorus-preserving Whipple in chronic pancreatitis. Am J Surg 
1995; 169:65-9; discussion 9-70. [PMID: 7818000]

7.	 Bassi C, Dervenis C, Butturini G, Fingerhut A, Yeo C, Izbicki 
J, Neoptolemos J, et al. Postoperative pancreatic fistula: an 
international study group (ISGPF) definition. Surgery 2005; 138:8-13.  
[PMID: 16003309]

8.	 de Castro SM, Busch OR, van Gulik TM, Obertop H, Gouma DJ. Incidence 
and management of pancreatic leakage after pancreatoduodenectomy. Br 
J Surg 2005; 92:1117-23. [PMID: 15931656]

9.	 Enestvedt CK, Diggs BS, Cassera MA, Hammill C, Hansen 
PD, Wolf RF. Complications nearly double the cost of care after 
pancreaticoduodenectomy. Ann Surg 2012; 204:332-8. [PMID: 22464011]

10.	 Choe YM, Lee KY, Oh CA, Lee JB, Choi SK, Hur YS, et al. Risk factors 
affecting pancreatic fistulas after pancreaticoduodenectomy. World J 
Gastroenterol 2008; 14:6970-4. [PMID: 19058333]

11.	 Sandini M, Bernasconi DP, Fior D, Molinelli M, Ippolito D, 
Nespoli L, Caccialanza R, Gianotti L. A high visceral adipose tissue-
to-skeletal muscle ratio as a determinant of major complications 
after pancreatoduodenectomy for cancer. Nutrition 2016; pii: S0899-
9007(16)30042-9. [PMID: 27261062]

12.	 Pratt WB, Callery MP, Vollmer CM, Jr. Risk prediction for development 
of pancreatic fistula using the ISGPF classification scheme. World J Surg 
2008; 32:419-28. [PMID: 18175170]

13.	 Callery MP, Pratt WB, Kent TS, Chaikof EL, Vollmer CM, Jr. A 
prospectively validated clinical risk score accurately predicts pancreatic 
fistula after pancreatoduodenectomy. J Am Coll Surg 2013; 216:1-14. 
[PMID: 23122535]

14.	 Ansorge C, Strommer L, Andren-Sandberg A, Lundell L, Herrington MK, 
Segersvard R. Structured intraoperative assessment of pancreatic gland 
characteristics in predicting complications after pancreaticoduodenectomy. 
Br J Surg 2012; 99:1076-82. [PMID: 22556164]

15.	 Allen PJ, Gonen M, Brennan MF, Bucknor AA, Robinson LM, Pappas 
MM, Carlucci KE, et al. Pasireotide for postoperative pancreatic fistula. N 
Engl J Med 2014; 370:2014-22. [PMID: 24849084]

16.	 Xiong JJ, Tan CL, Szatmary P, Huang W, Ke NW, Hu WM, Nunes QM, et al. 
Meta-analysis of pancreaticogastrostomy versus pancreaticojejunostomy 
after pancreaticoduodenectomy. Br J Surg 2014; 101:1196-208.  
[PMID: 25042895]

17.	 Bassi C, Molinari E, Malleo G, Crippa S, Butturini G, Salvia R, Talamini 
G, et al. Early versus late drain removal after standard pancreatic 
resections: results of a prospective randomized trial. Ann Surg 2010; 
252:207-14. [PMID: 20622661]

18.	 Hosotani R, Doi R, Imamura M. Duct-to-mucosa pancreaticojejunostomy 
reduces the risk of pancreatic leakage after pancreatoduodenectomy. 
World J Surg 2002; 26:99-104. [PMID: 11898041]

19.	 Peng S, Mou Y, Cai X, Peng C. Binding pancreaticojejunostomy is 
a new technique to minimize leakage. Am J Surg 2002; 183:283-5.  
[PMID: 11943127]

20.	 Takeuchi K, Tsuzuki Y, Ando T, Sekihara M, Hara T, Kori T, et al. Distal 
pancreatectomy: is staple closure beneficial? ANZ J Surg 2003; 73:922-5. 
[PMID: 14616571]

21.	 Kapoor VK, Sharma A, Behari A, Singh RK. Omental flaps in 
pancreaticoduodenectomy. JOP 2006; 7:608-15. [PMID: 17095840]

22.	 Suzuki S, Kaji S, Koike N, Harada N, Hayashi T, Suzuki 
M, et al. Pancreaticoduodenectomies with a duct-to-mucosa 
pancreaticojejunostomy anastomosis with and without a stenting tube 
showed no differences in long-term follow-up. J Hepatobiliary Pancreat 
Sci 2011; 18:258-62. [PMID: 21076986]

23.	 Suzuki S, Kaji S, Koike N, Harada N, Tanaka S, Hayashi T, Suzuki M, 
et al. Pancreaticojejunostomy of duct to mucosa anastomosis can be 
performed more safely without than with a stenting tube. Am J Surg 2009; 
198:51-4. [PMID: 19217599]

24.	 Smyrniotis V, Arkadopoulos N, Kyriazi MA, Derpapas M, 
Theodosopoulos T, Gennatas C, et al. Does internal stenting 
of the pancreaticojejunostomy improve outcomes after 
pancreatoduodenectomy? A prospective study. Langenbecks Arch Surg 
2010; 395:195-200. [PMID: 20082094]

25.	 Winter JM, Cameron JL, Campbell KA, Chang DC, Riall TS, Schulick 
RD, et al. Does pancreatic duct stenting decrease the rate of pancreatic 
fistula following pancreaticoduodenectomy? Results of a prospective 
randomized trial. J Gastrointest Surg 2006; 10:1280-90; discussion 90. 
[PMID: 17114014]

26.	 Kadowaki S, Miura F, Amano H, Toyota N, Wada K, Shibuya M, 
Maeno S, et al. Whereabouts of an internal short stent placed across 
the pancreaticojejunostomy following pancreatoduodenectomy. J 
Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2012; 19:566-77. [PMID: 22869100]



43JOP. Journal of the Pancreas - http://pancreas.imedpub.com/ - Vol. 18 No. 1 – Jan 2017. [ISSN 1590-8577]

JOP. J Pancreas (Online) 2017 Jan 25; 18(1):38-43.

27.	 Park SH, Kim JH, Noh SY, Byun JH, Lee SS, Kim HJ, Park SH, et al. 
Migration of internal pancreaticojejunostomy stents into the bile ducts in 
patients undergoing pancreatoduodenectomy. J Gastrointest Surg 2015; 
19:1995-2002. [PMID: 26245635]

28.	 Ammori BJ, White CM. Proximal migration of transanastomotic pancreatic 
stent following pancreaticoduodenectomy and pancreaticojejunostomy. Int J 
Pancreatol 1999; 25:211-5. [PMID: 10453422]

29.	 Bawany MZ, Rafiq E, Thotakura R, McPhee MD, Nawras A. Successful 
management of recurrent biliary colic caused by pancreatic stent 
migration after Whipple procedure. J Interv Gastroenterol 2012; 2:205-6. 
[PMID: 23687612]

30.	 Biffl WL, Moore EE. Pancreaticojejunal stent migration resulting in 
"bezoar ileus". Am J Surg 2000; 180:115-6. [PMID: 11044524]

31.	 Levy MJ, Chari S, Adler DG, Clain JE, Gostout CJ, Harewood GC, 
Pearson RK, et al. Complications of temporary pancreatic stent insertion 
for pancreaticojejunal anastomosis during pancreaticoduodenectomy. 
Gastrointest Endosc 2004; 59:719-24. [PMID: 15114323]

32.	 Mari G, Costanzi A, Monzio N, Miranda A, Rigamonti L, Crippa J, 
Sartori P, et al. Small bowel perforation caused by pancreaticojejunal 
anastomotic stent migration after pancreaticoduodenectomy for 
periampullary carcinoma. JOP 2015; 16:185-8. [PMID: 25791553]

33.	 Ortega PM, Zozaya-Larequi G, Arredondo J, Martí-Cruchaga P, 
Bellver M, Sánchez-Justicia C, Rotellar F, et al. Distal migration of a 
transanastomotic pancreatic stent resulting in bowel perforation 19 
years after pancreatoduodenectomy: report of a case. Surg Today 2015; 
45:374-7. [PMID: 24752691]

34.	 Price LH, Brandabur JJ, Kozarek RA, Gluck M, Traverso WL, 
Irani S. Good stents gone bad: endoscopic treatment of proximally 
migrated pancreatic duct stents. Gastrointest Endosc 2009; 70:174-9.  
[PMID: 19559842]

35.	 Rezvani M, O'Moore PV, Pezzi CM. Late pancreaticojejunostomy stent 
migration and hepatic abscess after Whipple procedure. J Surg Educ 
2007; 64:220-3. [PMID: 17706575]

36.	 Moriya T, Clark CJ, Kirihara Y, Kendrick ML, Reid Lombardo 
KM, Que FG, Farnell MB. Stenting and the rate of pancreatic fistula 
following pancreaticoduodenectomy. Arch Surg 2012; 147:35-40.  
[PMID: 22250109]

37.	 Sachs TE, Pratt WB, Kent TS, Callery MP, Vollmer CM. The 
pancreaticojejunal anastomotic stent: friend or foe? Surgery 2013; 
153:651-62. [PMID: 23305594]

38.	 Yoshimi F, Ono H, Asato Y, Ohta T, Koizumi S, Amemiya R, Hasegawa H. 
Internal stenting of the hepaticojejunostomy and pancreaticojejunostomy 
in patients undergoing pancreatoduodenectomy to promote earlier 
discharge from hospital. Surg Today 1996; 26:665-7. [PMID: 8855507]

39.	 Markar SR, Vyas S, Karthikesalingam A, Imber C, Malago M. The 
impact of pancreatic duct drainage following pancreaticojejunostomy on 
clinical outcome. J Gastrointest Surg 2012; 16:1610-7. [PMID: 22383216]

40.	 Dong Z, Xu J, Wang Z, Petrov MS. Stents for the prevention of pancreatic 
fistula following pancreaticoduodenectomy. Cochrane Database Syst Re. 
2013; 6:CD008914. [PMID: 27153248]

41.	 Wang Q, He XR, Tian JH, Yang KH. Pancreatic duct stents at 
pancreaticoduodenectomy: a meta-analysis. Dig Surg 2013; 30:415-24. 
[PMID: 24217416]

42.	 Patel K, Teta A, Sukharamwala P, Thoens J, Szuchmacher M, DeVito P. 
External pancreatic duct stent reduces pancreatic fistula: a meta-analysis 
and systematic review. Int J Surg 2014; 12:827-32. [PMID: 25003575]

43.	 McMillan MT, Vollmer CM, Jr. Predictive factors for pancreatic fistula 
following pancreatectomy. Langenbecks Arch Surg 2014; 399:811-24. 
[PMID: 24962147]

44.	 Wellner UF, Kayser G, Lapshyn H, Sick O, Makowiec F, Hoppner 
J, Hopt UT, et al. A simple scoring system based on clinical factors 
related to pancreatic texture predicts postoperative pancreatic fistula 
preoperatively. HPB (Oxford) 2010; 12:696-702. [PMID: 21083795]

45.	 Kozarek RA. Pancreatic stents can induce ductal changes consistent 
with chronic pancreatitis. Gastrointest Endosc 1990; 36:93-5.  
[PMID: 2335298]


