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Prediction of Postoperative Pulmonry Function
Following Thoracic Operations
— Perfusion Lung Scanning Method —

Park, Kook Yang, M.D.*, Yu, Hoe Sung, M.D.,* and Kim, Joo Hyun, M.D.""

The purpose of this study is to predict postoperative lung function by perfusion lung scanning method.

40 patients who underwent lobectomy or pneumonectomy between 1983-1985 were analysed.

Mean preoperative FEV1 was 2.36 L in lobectomy cases and 1.73 L in pneumonectomy cases. Preoperative

and postoperative lung function were measured by routine spirometry in sitting position. Perfusion lung scann-

ing was performed by **"Tc-MAA radioisotope.

Postoperative FEV1 and VC were predicted by the formula;
Postoperative FEVT (VC)=Preoperative FEV1 (VC) x percent function of regions of lung not to be resected.

In this study, | concluded that perfusion lung scanning is a simple and useful method to predict postoperative

ventilatory function after pneumonectomy of lobectomy.
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288 MiseES FEV1, VC 9 MBCE @igshd %
a3k, RETE THiEE-S BB Hiko] MESIH.
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I. HARdE X FE

BE 198445 6 BYe] 19854 7 Ao BER
B KaEspiel 4 Fl-E w2 3443 198345F A&
KEBEREA A FHe W 6 8% HEoR g
ol % MMM FifTat Gzt 226, QG2

ol 18fIF o, BEY Fiy volv 39yt 1).

BES 2HH S¥c Mg Jbd wokm, Mg,
FETHERIE, TS IHolsdehz 2).

Witk MEEBET K9 B d miTstgd o= (g

5 14 0), %k 8ol A ®l 9 34k BT
P sloleh Mg RMiggREe]l siE W w2 AdE SO
= 58 et ok ddcln AAes HAdF gEst
ek el BEREY 2614 13 Dkl ERES]
).

e RE-2  Jaeger @it Transferscreen [° 2
dtglom ot At A ERH G 2 99
m Technetium-Macroaggregated Albumin 5m Ci
E BRI EHSEg oo, Scamer 2 SIEME
NS it2l LFOV gamma camera -8 {#3stg]c}.

W MR BRI oo 2 Kol kel 453
et

Ttk Wi BEME(FEVL or VC) =

Table 1.
FHlafl BisgsE (FEVL or VO X B Wi~A &
Lobectomy Pneumonectomy
Table 2.
No. of cases 22 18
) Lobectomy Pneumonectomy
Afe (yr)
mean 34 39 Diagnosis
range 21-70 22-62 Tuberculosis 12 10
Sex Lung Ca. 3 7
male 17 10 Mycetoma 2
female 5 3 Bronchiectais 5 1

Fig. 1. Pneumonectomy case 11z
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B W20 B B XREd 4 URBIEEE &
sled AT §, 2WE & A S4HE AL HE=R 2
sle] el k3 gamma-ray o] TEH KBS
Asg ot

—HiEHHHES HTY A 23U S o
& g mizysRMe At o4k 2gslgch
webd mEM U A% v A9l ohea 2ol
a#e] AL @stdeh W £-6 E-F WEDRE
HITHE AT WS £4 E-F 1/24& WElgde
o, HHE PRER TS 4558 3dx 1
/4 %58 Balge. ABSY AFAAe AY BHX
Bl B URBIEEE T3 FH SERS
BT (Y 1~5).

I #& =%

FHaT - FHke KNE 2 BWUMES FEVI 9 VC
v (F3> ¥ (F4)>S Ak FMWAT VCr 2.0
Fol B¥Ee EORA 46, 2FEHFNA 68 U
o, FHtk FEV1o| 0 8LITe BES EYEIA
3B, 2FHMmNA 24 Ao W FRFEeR
R Ffle Aok

FHe Ko wAd MM EORM 45 F
EVle] 0,69 L, VC7 0,94 L3, 2EHAE F

Table 3. Measured lung function in pneumonectomy

FEV1 (L) vC (L)
Case No.

Preop. Postop. (Est.) Preop. Postop. (Est.)

1 080 1.00 (0.73) 1.28 1.20 (1.17)
2 1.70 1.30 (1.19) 2.20 1.70 (1.54)
3 1.23 0.80 (1.02) 143 0.95 (1.18)
4 220 150 (1.90) 270 1.70 (2.30)
5 240 130 (1.27) 3.00 1.70 (1.59)
6 207 170 (1.78) 290 240 (2.49)
7 1.10 090 (0.90) 1.60 1.20 (1.30)
8 200 160 (1.80) 240 190 (2.16)
9 210 116 (1.47) 2.40 144 (1.68)
10 1.80 100 (1.30) 260 130 (1.87)
11 240 140 (1.60) 340 1.70 (2.30)
12 1.60 085 (0.72) 1.90 1.08 (0.91)
13 0.75 080 (0.70) 1.64 150 (1.54)
14 200 090 (1.04) 270 1.10 (1.40)
15 1.50 0.85 (1.50) 2.46 1.89 (2.46)
16 2.52 2.62 (1.46) 3.38 2.24  (1.96)
17 151 131 (0.74) 3.06 2.13 (2.50)
18 1.63 149 (1.63) 1.92 1.60 (1.91)
Mean 1.73 1.19 (1.26) 2.39 1.60 (1.79)

(Est.) = Estimated value (L).

Fig. 2. Pneumonectomy case 9
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Fig. 4. Lobectomy case 12
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EVio) 054 L, VCs} 079 L gl ## RuES
it 200 K3 BAES k] HMBMGS EHX

22 el Ho|l (2Y6~9)o|ch

IS 7% BEMEA 3] RRME-F FEV1-S
0,19L, VC+ 032 L FEsI, 2@{HAL FEV

1o] 0,07 L, VCx 0.19L FRE3Kgch
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EV1o] 0.8 L o|3lel A= nw Qb 33l #%
22 4Asjol ul-S KB Tetn 2Ex BEY
Zuk, FHET olIg B WEES BEY ¢ Yo
Mk mRA2oR NI AREST B + okl K
Holl Al & E-fo| ® AHolrh

Bria£Vo) 25la] #i# FEV1lo] 08L ATa 7

Fig. 5. Lobectomy case 14
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Fig. 6. Pneumonectomy — VC
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Table 4. Measured lung function in lobectomy

FEV1 (L) VC (L)
Case No.
Preop. Postop. (Est.) Preop. Postop. (Est.)
1 277 180 (1.72) 3.10 194 (1.93)
2 2,00 130 (1.39) 252 170 (1.97)
3 225 190 (2000 287 2.10 (2.55)
4 1.00 070 (0.73) 174 124 (1.27)
5 167 080 (1.35) 1.88 0.90 (1.50)
6 3.10 210 (257) 340 220 (2.80)
7 290 1.61 (1.79) 383 1.78 (2.35)
8 195 173 (1.47) 286 220 (2.30)
9 056 0.70 (0.49) 1.13 145 (1.04)
10 1.90 110 (1.40) 2.38 1.57 (1.76)
11 314 210 (2.50) 354 210 2.86)
12 3.40 2.10 (2.70) 4.30 3.00 (3.44)
13 3.40 2.10 (2.70) 4.10 240 (3.28)
14 2.30 1.00 (1.80) 2.70 1.10  (2.10)
15 1.20 1.00 (1.10) 1.90 1.60 (1.77)
16 175 160 (147) 224 180 (1.88)
17 3.10 240 (248 3.60 230 (2.80)
18 3.14 1.90 (2.40) 3.60 2.30  (2.80)
19 2.25 1.60 (1.94) 3.20 84 (2.75)
20 3.10 2.34 (2.26) 4.09 3.37  (3.40)
21 2.90 2.81 (2.75) 3.78 4.14 (3.59)
22 2.12 199 (2.000 3.11 2.50  (2.95)
Mean 2.36 1.67 (1.86) 3.02 2.08 (2.42)
(Est.) = Estimated value (L).
L
3 .. 2
. ’/
3 R
o 24 Iy
E * L y=0.694 + 0.827x
5 14 A r=0.85¢
d e=0.386
1 2 3 4

Observed (L)
Fig. 8. Lobectomy — VC
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FEV1e] 0,8 L o|4ql ZA-pdlut FHS wEH T

Wk A0 =v RET FRE AiEEe C8 A
7t oith ol MIBAArE: (lateral position test) ¥ 2
Bl 2 &, M) BRI BA LE Ud4e
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o] BHRO T [Hted Zof & o o] K BHAF
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olel 3t MRS S Mk B3 HEo= HHRME
MRS FIATH Mafiko]l Rgsgcl. o] MislEk
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3 bl BHFERAEBREASE W BABDIRERIE 2H S A
AEglo®, Bifele W] FHHEERE ¥ BEM
w5110 QB MMERE D W SR 8
=2 gl
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Fig. 9. Lobectomy — FEV1
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B o e '3Xe-Radiospirometry %S FHS #k
eSS BRIt Al ¥Xe ¢ EHgYY Spirometer
Foll ¥ BAS A7 5 B - Spirometer Rell o]
ou, BAX BRARS BX sRER] HHES &8 1
wite Bk BREES HEstgcl. £ - Ao Detector
7t B2 7] ol - A5 Mg =2 mEd +
7b lddwl Aeleh o] & Mk HRMES} WAl BIE
£ sl e, 2 R EMBE T Sobd EKEM
o] wyfstebi hgich

133¥e & FIH%F Radiospirometry -2 Detectorz}
wol  REFH o, BEFKel BESg .o, ¥Xe
Bk iRdel w2 mlel slch olzlgt Ventilation sc-
an-2 7% 99m Technetium-2- FIH3L #if~70 (Pe-
rfusion scan) 2 8 fEs gsu]b2:510 Hgo) AL
& Ventilatory function® Perfusion scan$] F
2% itk MigES BNce AL MBS 95 49
v}, ofvk3he  Ventilation Perfusion K7} §fie] &
Baoll 4l —BEAle & Aoy wiFoith®. AA
24 Tisi §7¢ £%A RYWE L TEEX g
BH3led Perfusion scan b FHo)g 2}, Ventilat-
ion Scan b ZERHHEET 2]l AE SV e 2
B —REIo 2 Fire] Bl v BEdA —MR
W iE2EE A skd Ventilation-Perfusion k7t
Fpsietn vy Aol ebgbshb?. 19834 Bria 5V
= WESDRM 18 18t 2\HA 26ol4 Ventilation
scan % Perfusion 291-& Rl Hfrehe], M8 B
BES 4 BUSlEE ol Witk HaEe herd o
FEV1-2 & B #4 0.8 (Ventilation scan),
0.88 (Perfusion scan)e¢] g1, FVC+ 0,9 (Venti-
lation scan), 0 93 (Perfusion scan)e|gith

Rogers 59 Wot KELPRME ¥1-MA
AL FIBRY WEN A0S RN MafT3hel he@shyl
< vk 2%~16 %7kx| o] ZRE R0V AME ¥
3heba #Estg ok

Boysen 5.2 19774 FEV1o] 2 0L o]3kq £
BEsE 2 3349 BEA 9m TC-MAA B
2 %5 FIBSIS Wtk Mk BREI . M BR
igrEe] 0.8 L Llkal oA —~R2EHKES K
78kl o] 52 Perfusion scaneo| thZ Hpimr}
o] 4% EyE Sol itk FRAE Bl —mHEBol
A A ATgeslcla shgich

Witk WrEEES) EEHRE Helde BERe) dF +
ek

% 59 B MEYRMC) Mgtk "2 B
B3 Brooll 4] —# & (Tidal Volume)®] ¥+ itk
24 BERel FEislgedt Witk 1B Rolle WaTa A
—~3lg o, Bk KB (Minute Ventilation )-& #yté
72 BefsbR] Mmskgl o ftk 1 Bt Wsi=k @A
s ckn wEsg ok

w50l YRGS w22 %ol el W
fi- 3B. 48 B 2 128A9 5% BKk $RH
et Bht WSR-S NEG.  Bh MEE
739, EWfE Hal £% 76,8+3.4%, 52,3+ 1,6%,
61,.2+22%, 64.6+3 4%% vl WMtk 1454k 123
%rkE #EmEgles (PC0,01), V50*Y A$ #%
816+ 52%, 658+38%, 658+24%, 684+
3.7%= Wtk 1459 2.6%9 BmE vyt

& FE AL fotk MEEE BEzlx| o] Hike] Fi
14 B2 43 R, 2™ 5 M YBRARl 4 H
BRBAGRYT Hgrsy Ftwl AL #% Stein 7o) HH
W EeAEE BHEMoR WY Bl AEob Mg
RE#el 52 B, RV oI9S o H3 B R
YR B 5ol el Hdvtm A Aol

Witk FA REHE 2 BEFHRE dcid o F2
ERRBRGR S ¥ AR AExch

* V50 =Maximal expiratory flow at 50% of

vital capacity
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MAA Perfusion scan-% Rif7sle] itk filges &
WA sk BRI NSRS 13, M BAEES v
Fog 3d& d HRMERR Y SHE: 2y 6)~
(¥ 9 9k 2ok

4. o] &4 EMME~x B 2MWHWe] B3 FEVI
o] 0,725 VCr} 0,82 MM FEV1e] 0,888,
VC7} 0,854 gk
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