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Incidence of postoprative focal infection
in 221 cases with head and neck cancer
was studied. Focal infection was detected in
37 out of 221 cases. Most of focal infec-
tions were observed in upper respiratory

tract. Especially patients with tracheostomy-
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or radiation therapy showed focal infec-
tion during their treatment. The local
recurrence of cancer was found in 3 out
of 8 cases that continued focal infection

over 5 weeks.
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Fig. 1 Sex and age of operated patients
with head and neck cancer.
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Fig. 2 Number of operated patients with
head and neck cancer.
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Fig. 3 Number of occurence of postopera-
tive focal infection.
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Fig. 4 Comparison of occurence of postop-
erative focal infection by diseases.
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Fig. 5 Comparison of postoperative focal

infection by treatment.
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Fig. 6 Comparison of postoperative focal
infection by patient’s back ground.
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Fig. 7 Comparison of outcome of postoper-
ative focal infection by period
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Fig. 8 Outcome of severe postoperative
infection.

z ®

—&ic, FRIC BT B ARG, R
BIEOHRTOEHE A LN, BRLEOBE
BHICBOWTERTNEHO—DLEEL LN
5. HEHENEEOFMcBLT, HEED
FHRBA LI & 0 FHEIS IR S h >
25D, THITEVRTREGDRER & 2 R4L
T BRSSO TEGHRAR IS O 1 %
R U SRl S, aRE T 0
HEMELTREINEY, BELTIOMAICH
LTRELAHERIZEAERL, 22T,
SEPYEE B 2 BEER B © Tk
WCHE L 1B R ORI DO RRET 21T - 72,
ARFMR, ROMEBERODE WERT
i, BECHESOEFEOFAET 5 Ha%
Fifi g 2 BERBETFA, WhcBNEZIC LY
FELCBRS WY, TTORMELAMHL
TWVWAIPRTEB R HSHELRFH LT o h
5. UESEIEAHIR T A B &, HURER, ERIRS
DOEERED SRE L EEOFHIZ, HHE
FiRio &%, —HTKE, WIE THIE
HE|BPED FSOEP ORI S EAERE S
T 570, BEEFME L CRRT 2 08N
HbrLanz. SROEHLORFTY,
SEH 25 E R o IS O TR R R I3 1.1 %1
$tL, ERGEHROEE Ok R YR 1326.2



—108— HAH S HRERBRME T RS

% LS ITED - I,

Hic, WRERRLEEFRET IRT OB
179 &, K[EVIBRAER I CESEE O R d R
ERDI. Thid, [ERSIYO RS
PEH 0 WETERE RS S OEBEY I E E N 5 M
K&k, JERBEORFTEREHNE T 5 IR
L, EEIERBICEEESZL L SHEMT
OEEOMEE, MRSA FOMEESKE DM
TCEER, oA TOMERREVEE
CTHBEE B E A S

A DRk R A B D F AR &, 22161
th37hl (16.7%) tEEBHSOTHL L @HE
ThHot, TOHEHELT, MRBFREED
EBERBOTEL, DR YIERICE S AT
%, SEIOBRITREDOD TUNSTRYEHE S
Wit L LTE TN rfEES 5 5.
—7%, MR E T 2 BRETFMICE T 28
RREFE R DS, 2.0%p 512.9%TH 0P, H
Bz Eici3rd sy, BEEUEET
H o7,

PR < & 2 RIEIEROBEDRER, EXa
DBEBEDORIENELRENS T & Id—RER -
EETHZHLEND BHY, SEOMERK L&
BB E LT & DR OB 0 F 13 I
SMTIE -t THRERKEEE OERD
BEICLAHESREATOEN T & ciER
TR S D, SRE, EAKEH
LBHEERIRXTHELEDN S,

% fz, BHEHRPTRGER 8 Bl 3 flic FE
ZEhBD ot RETHERERASER IO L
TOfE 5P DIRERT & 18 - 72 ATREME A B U
OO A%, EFKEEEHMEOEILTH
BT ~REMEEEZ SN B,

Db o 2%} oo SHSEE R B H] D F- i 1
BY s RERTORFOBRIESE, BE
FFRGE DT 2B T2V, REHE 0K
TAERSB TS,

25 H3E HLH

3 & »)
SRR it o A ARTRNFE MR O/

BRI > VW THRE 21T - 7o,

I 21BloBHBEHESHEEFRNEL Y
BN RS D B 2 RET L 7e.

0 221653761 (16.7%) DR R T ERGLIE
Pl s n .

I ESGEIRAL & b A L EEEERE A I
£, [UBVIBRRES], BUHRREEETT
REFicZ B o,

IV EHRENRBITRLEFIO 8D 5 5 3 4l
KRFERIED SN,

& & X |

1. RER, LRSE  FIRREHHEOoXt
BRI OAHHE SR O Al
e ERIRAEL 46 @ 224-225, 1992.

2. A B, HBRRER : IR EEET E %
WREHHE L = O16H ARG AFRHER,
62-: 691-694, 1991.

3. BHEE  BRYEORYEE  AIRL.
HEIRAAEL, 47 : 62-63, 1994.

4, Snyderman CH, Johnson JT, Yu VI,
D’ Amico F : Postoperative wound infec-
tion. A poor prognotic sign for patie-
nts with head and neck cancer. Cancer,
70 (8) : 2166-2170, 1992.

5. Weber PC, Johnson JT, Myers EN :
The impact of bilateral neck disection
on pattern of recurrence and survival in
supraglottic carcinoma. Arch Otolaryn-
gol Head and Neck Surgery, 120 : 703-
706, 1994.





