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fanvasilymn: nssdnldfsitundas (laparoscopic appendectomy, LA) 1unilsluis
rdnsnasgilulsaldfesniaueinlidudeu (uncomplicated) Tulsimenuarualvgiislulseme
wazuenUIEINA WidayanlssmeutagusuvesUsenalnedainnie

Fnguazase: n1sAnwdiTaguszasdifioIouifisunadnsnisiidnsendng LA
WAz SHIAAKUULUA (open appendectomy, OA) lulsengutaneanil Jamiangyauys

ADNSANE: MIANIUUUTDUNSUTTIATIZY (retrospective cohort study) uyuTsEleu
ftheogaust 12 BRulURldumssndaldis S1uau 195 518 wdadungu LA $1uau 84 918 wasngu
OA $1uu 111 518 FuUsndnfeszeznaueulsmenuIandsringn (LOS, $alus) fuussosldun
52828WIAR, VAS pain score post-op day 1, USunaunsideiden (EBL) Lazdnsnn1sdimsaa CT scan
rousdin Ausuusavedldssniauaunsilugugiuusnusie Multivariable linear regression

NaNISANEN: SzuziiatueulsngIuIanasifaldunnatsiueg 1 lTudAYNIadRsEIng
aoanau (LA: median 38.7 $1lus [IOR 34.9-45.8] vs OA: 38.5 4lus [IOR 26.1-51.8]; p=0.504)
nax LA faguuumnuuin (VAS) luiuil 1 ndsindasininegsiifodiday (median 2.2 vs 3.4; p<0.001)
warduSununisidedendivesnit (median 5 vs 10 mL: p=0.029) wald5zuiIa1kIFALIUNI
(median 48 vs 40 u1; p=0.003) @UBATINTITAINTID CT scan ABUHIAR (Foway 25.0 guiu
29.7; p=0.569) SMTINMEUNINFOUTLLTY uarSATINIINGUNITIWIEN dunndrstuseniisaainga
91NN1534AT1EY Multivariable linear regression (adjusted analysis) ﬁmuaummgmmﬁuaﬂiﬂ
818 BMI bniel 526U ASA uazfagunmdinidn wudndsmenidaldlydadesiiune LOS sesditdudfiny
(adjusted B = -6.71 93l9; 95% CI ~16.53 @9 +3.11; p=0.179) mmsﬁmmqumwmlﬁ?ﬁé’ﬂLaU
Jutladevinne LOS fiddnyiian (adjusted B = +30.15 HalusreseiuANTULTS; 95% CI +21.05
§19 +39.24; p<0.001) wdAIUAN Surgeon TuluiAAKA?

aU: mardnldRwundedlulsmenunanesingfifinnudasadeifisuimsidanuuids
Tnefidnsnnzunindounassraznaeulsmeuiailiunndaiu uagiluiinaumsdedeaiides
mdnties daunzuuuaInTisinitlungu LA du desongihendguilldusmiangiiiuarisn
srushefangu OA lild3u elionaasuldindunanniSindelagnss egslsiniy szeznaueu
Tssneualiwnnaneiuegrsiideddn eazvioudn Yadoiumuguussveslsauagnisuing
INsnasEAndmasa LOS 11nnINsmMInfnluusunvedlsanguIaguu

Mdfny: msrdaldRwuuln madnldRmundes Ussmelve sseznaueulsmeuin Tsmeunayas
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Abstract

Background: Laparoscopic appendectomy (LA) is one of the standard treatments for

uncomplicated appendicitis in tertiary hospitals, but data from rural community hospitals in
Thailand remain limited.

Objective: This study aimed to compare surgical outcomes between LA and open
appendectomy (OA) at Thong Pha Phum Hospital, Kanchanaburi.

Methods: This cohort study reviewed medical records of patients aged 12 years and
older who underwent appendectomy between October 2024 and March 2026 (n=195), with
84 in the LA group and 111 in the OA group. The primary outcome was postoperative length
of hospital stay (LOS, hours). Secondary outcomes included operative time, VAS pain score
at post-op day 1, estimated blood loss (EBL), and pre-operative CT scan rate. Severity of
appendicitis was controlled as a confounder using multivariable linear regression.

Results: LOS did not differ significantly between groups (LA: median 38.7 hr
[IOR 34.9-45.8] vs OA: 38.5 hr [IQR 26.1-51.8]; p=0.504). The LA group had significantly lower
day-1 VAS pain scores (median 2.2 vs 3.4; p<0.001) and less blood loss (median 5 vs 10 mL;
p=0.029) but longer operative time (median 48 vs 40 min; p=0.003). Pre-operative CT scan rate
(25.0% vs 29.7%; p=0.569), major complication and readmission rates were comparable.
Severity of appendicitis was the strongest predictor of LOS (B=+30.2 hr per severity level; p<0.001).

Conclusion: LA at a rural Thai community hospital had comparable safety and
hospital stay versus OA, with slightly less blood loss. Although LA patients reported lower
pain scores, they also received local anaesthetic wound infiltration that OA patients did not,
so this cannot be attributed to the surgical approach alone. The absence of an LOS
difference suggests that disease severity and postoperative management influence LOS more

than surgical approach in this setting.

Keywords: Open appendectomy, Laparoscopic appendectomy, Thailand, Length of stay,

Community hospital
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&Rssniauideundu (acute appendicitis) L“ﬁJum'wgﬂLaumaﬁaaﬂiimﬁmﬁmﬁwuﬂaaﬁqm
TneflgiinsalnaestinUsznadesas 7-8 uazansienunisglsavialan (Global Burden of Disease)
U w.ei. 2564 wugtaeselminilanUszunn 17 wse Aadugtinisaisn 214 s1eseUszeins
waueuiel uazwusnlunguissuuazilngpoudu” dmivlszialne nsfnwildgrudeya
n15iindngvesdrdnaunanyseiuguaInuiavIa sendnsdaudseuna wa. 2560 89 2563
wuﬁﬂwlé’@iqé’mauLawwé’ufﬁwmu 287,449 518 warin1sHfaldAasIuIu 272,850 A
AnLdugliinisal 10.8 swseUszyInImiluausied Tnowugegelunguey 10 fa 19 T (28.4 518
soUszrnaviiuaudel) waslidnsnelaesiufenar 2.3 Ssgedulunguiitheogtosuasigeony
J7illsnsan wazdiiinnzunsndou’ duunauguusadu (1) Uncomplicated, (2) Complicated
(gangrene/rupture) kag (3) Periappendiceal abscess #38 Phlegmon %qﬁgﬂaaqmwﬁ
fninn1undsldfiaunn (ruptured appendicitis) wazdinldlasunisnadaluniizqnidu
falsgdiuanusunsadinandanonindenisiidauazniamensailsa’ nsidniiundos
(laparoscopic appendectomy, LA) HagtuiluiSuinsgiulunansUsewmea (wesudd 2022 14 LA §is
Yovay 97) @oandeafuluImMInTUfTRTEAULILINA Wavee World Society of Emergency
Surgery (WSES) wag Society of American Gastrointestinal and Endoscopic Surgeons (SAGES)
Fawupihlvld LA Hudsiidaniadenusn egrslsfnny wuamnsfananissydeulylidaiaudn
nsdentd LA Jufunumdenveanioie mnutnguesiagummd wasninennsveseEnuneIung
Feoradutesiirluuisuiun® laenmsdenesieiuudududelfivieoudunuivion uwafinie
svoglauoulmeuna waymaidoiden

aghalsfinny n1sdBanelulad Laparoscopy luussimaiifissiunswausdanssidn
wazluuszinalve uideilIsuiisu LA Aun1siidauuuile (open appendectomy, OA)
dulnginiunishulsmenassiuafogi 1wy msfnuilsamgiuianansdinudi LA duiiusiu
szazauoulsaneuia (length of stay, LOS) FduninuavazuuuaLUIR (pain score) fignan oA’
siadl selaifiauitelalutsemalnefidnvmadnsesaduszuvluiunveslssmeruiaguay
Fadlamnuupnanannlsmeualuslomareuszns leun ammeuveueioslouazgunsalindindidnie
(limited equipment) ﬁ‘]”]u’suuﬂa’mﬁﬁﬁ’lﬁ'ﬂ (limited manpower) Rafaounng FWydunng
uazweUNATesHe USinauithsuazUsraumsalvesdpeunmdfidosnin msflemnszuudsdedtae
(referral system) TUfdlsanemaseiugeninidlefiudnenin saenauiuiufoilunsdmiiediae
(discharge policy) fiouansseenluauuunvesituil Jedumaniaiuevdmasonadnsnisingn
lagianiesrezlIa1uaulsaneIuIa MIBULIUNANTANYIAINLTINgUIasERunReiu lgluusun
YaalsangTuIagN YUl un TR LMz aY

9

WQUszaIA

n13fnwlTngUuszasAiiolUIe uLlg UNadnsn1sHIARTENI19 LA wag OA Tu
lssngrvranewngd dwianigauys dudulsamerviagusu lnedidulsudndesseziaiuou
ﬁ 1 QIJ

Tsawgruianasnidatdunuaedalus wasiiasizvdiuussosndafey laun syegiiaikifn
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SEAUAMULAUUIANSIHIFR USUIUNISIRULEDA kazdnIINITAINTIANULIIABURILADSNDUNIAA
(IauesIAUAN YU U TI) NIPNTIAIUANAMUTULTIVRILIAlUgIUEAILUSNIUNEN

ECHREGINY

sULUUN5 3R

msAnwilidumsinuuuueunds (retrospective cohort study) sifiumslungunudasnssy
Tssneuranessngd Fwminnigauys dudulsemeruiaguvuvuin 90 e Tnssrusindoya
mﬂmimﬁawﬁﬂwmqﬁum 12 PRUETUnsHdaldR sniaudsundu (acute appendicitis)
sEMIeTudl 1 manAs w.e. 2567 fe 31 Tunau we. 2569 (Uhsengiinin 12 Yldiumsdsieluds
Tsangrvrafifinuisfagunnd aiuuuInienisdidovesdanin) n1sd@nuildfunisoysd
MnAueNITINTITesTIunIdeluuywdvesdriinauasisuardaininnigauyd (avifuses
EC.NO.013/2569 $usediile 28 wownnau 2569)

defihelssunmsiteduinasdunnzldnssniaudeundu (suspected acute appendicitis)
wdsUInwidasunmdfoginslututuynse ufunsasaneiesd foRnisuaznisliaisi
navaenldenmaiuyamdinisinuiiidmualidaamin (standing order) voslsengiuia
nsanduladinsiatenvisdaeuiiames (CT scan) NOUHIAA WaxnIsLaENITHIAATENIN
wuudesndes (LA) fuuuuida (OA) Susefunasfidavosdasunndiigin (surgeon preference)
Tngliifinasiusdismunlsmedn il lssngunanasniifiyandeendn (laparoscopic camera
system) $1UTU 1 Y0 wazyaLAIeaTordinHLNdea (laparoscopic instrument set) $1uau 4 4
Fanfouldaunasnnarlugiefivhnisdne Tngliffuieselaibiauisakidariundoals
idesnniedesiielimienldnuvdoliiiome madenisindndailignarinseanumdesvesgunsal
witufugasfidauazaundnvosdasunngdirdnduddy Fuduilunves Selection bias
flonadanasio Internal validity wesn1sfinw uasifumauainnsfnwidmuauiudsdasunms
Bluuuushaes Multivariable regression Tssne1unanesugifidaeunmegvhnsindamn 3 viu
Fanaviruanasandnldieds LA wae OA maguadinendsindauasnnsfisnsansmiendutin
Julumunasidavesdasunmdidesldiguiendu dmsunsssivuinndwindn Qﬂaaﬁ"’ﬂaaaﬂfjm
IAsUwAUINNULNLNTSNYIIM U (standing order) wReafiu Lawa ewiUInvlindnse wesily
(morphine) 2-4 fadn¥u nevasaidendudosniu NN 4 F2lus (prn qah) $aufueuivan
yinsuuseniu laun wisneniuea (paracetamol) wazloylnsiu (ibuprofen) agnslsfiniu
fteunnsnsdfgsnunsszivande flaengu LA nnsoldsumsdnenviameiuinausadingn
(local wound infiltration) @78 0.5% Bupivacaine Usuiad 20 Jadans Mendansrfaas ey
Turnieigtaeng oA ldldsusmnanzidnann snfunsdaesianeia msguadiaedudy
HulUluwuamafeatuisaeangy Tdun nsdshanuazernuna (wound irrigation) n1sfiansnn
Tavioszune (drain) (Frounvdenafiansan Tuvnsd wu eeldfguindes wie muaumstuitey
mssnauseninsidnldliauysal) slauagszoznanislieufjiiue wasuuamamsizalieins
NN (postoperative feeding) ﬁgﬂﬂfTmmnmﬁﬁwmiﬁwﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂwmsflmﬁL%'méfwmimﬁm
wuudeandesudsndudenddsudunisiidauuuida (conversion to OA) uasiiasainiansidon
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TWAWA NIQUANAGEIGAR Uag mimmmammmuaEJﬂumaawuwaaﬂaauwmmmamm nsAneil
CRE T NACRE ARG SPRATE N hausludenansin) iileUsziiiudvsma
vasdadumuifasunmdrossesiatueulsmeua

UsEunIuasnguAeeng

WNEUINARLL

- ftawengiaud 12 BAulY AldSunmsitadeneunisidainduldfssniay Tnssudiae
ynTrAUAINTULTY Tawdalidudou (uncomplicated) siafin1azunsndau (complicated)
wazwiaifivuswiereudniauseuldds (abscess or phlegmon) filddinianiznaulangunils
fiail enwsuusseslaagnaiuaulugiugduuaniulunisiiasied Multivariable uagiinsey
LenNTEAUANLTULTIRLEY (iauslunsnd 3)

\nasidneen

- {theinvsudougyme

- ﬁﬂwﬁlﬁ%’umiﬁhﬁﬂdmﬂﬁmLL‘U‘UiaLDm (interval laparoscopic appendectomy)

- s’iﬂ'sEﬁ?‘imamifmmawm%iwmsuaﬁuﬁalﬂwumsé’ﬂLausuaﬂé’a'a (negative appendectomy)

- fngengiindt 12 U Ssmuuuimanisdsievesdmiamigauy3 azldiunisdsieluds
Tssngwafidnunsdasunms Jdldeglureuimnuszensvesmsfinuiil

- @U'samumLamuauiiqwmmasmmumﬂmwisﬂiamaﬁwuﬁu Felaladeved
NNARENTIH NENIAD NI IAAnTIUveNenTouTMNgLdd uidnsiasinwiiilulsmenua
sorelsnveIszULdY

\esninasidasendeaavnesiosendensmumunssidouduneyana §idedsimun
inasinsneaeulidamiinagnumunyssideuvesiieldsnaveinalidudou (uncomplicated)
yns1efidszeznatueulsmeuaiy 72 Hlus Juduszeznafuninnisquandsindnnuuni
vosfthenguilagnedaiau iileduuniinisusulsmeuiafisnuiuininnnensdaensaunie
Mnannndu Mndiaefidunusiveue 196 18 wudthefidesnuniuaunus EIuIL 6 18
uarnUIEIEUae 1 518 fiszezaiusulsmeuia 9.4 Ju 1inannssnwinnglsnsinvesszuudy
AN NIENFaENTTUNTUTIMUIELET Fadneenaunuel drudUiedn 5 518 dssevian
uoulssngruraiiesurgldsensquandwindaniuund Fenalilunisiasigst ilwilgiae
fiuAeseiviedu 195 518 windungu LA 84 918 uasnga OA 111 e vhil vel3sudinnasl
nanumunvssfsuidudufssdunounsasaaevamunmdoya waglfianefugvaongs
Uncomplicated ity flinisfaveuiunvesszansfidnu osandihengu Complicated
waznauitivuesvidereudniausouldis fszevnauoulsmetuafisnuiuauausuusweslse
otudn nsueulsmeviaunludtheaesnguiiafunadnsdnsdnudesnista Tlauinund
vosdayaiifosinoan fuieiannauisgninaninsginsuynae

N1SAUIUVUINATDES

yundhegudnalidmilaglignnieuiisuanadevesssnnsasanga (hypothesis
testing for two population means) fuamMALARIAAABUTTAT 1 (0) WU 0.05 WUUABINA

(Za = 1.96) wazA1ANAAIALAREUTEAT 2 (B) AU 0.20 #IBBIUIANITNAFDU (power) Souaz 80
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(ZB = 0.84) InsdsBanndeyailosiuveslameruranssingll Fmuiiszernausulsmeaiais
YoINa LA Wazngal OA Wiy 24 uag 36 $alusmudndiu (asna 12 921u9) uazdrnudsauuanasgiu
524 (pooled SD) AU 10 Fala9 FIUTTUIUNITIINAITNUNIUITTUNTTLVEINS AN ADUNT
fsudumstlsmerunasunalug msduadmiuiusmmdnlduunaiaegnedusii 11 medendy

oehidlsfnu iesannisfnmiiifulsmusemasifunsfesnisrnaiegiannniy
faudsmundn Tasssnansifeilddunisfusesainamznsmniseiesssudaimuavundaogng
Wmangl 3 90 s18sengy (391 180 518) sumdnnsidenuuiafietnadiundian (largest sample
size approach) Lﬁ@lﬁﬁé’mwmimaauLﬁmwaﬂiamqmﬁqﬁaLmimwé’ﬂuazé‘ffgLL‘LJ'immaﬂ

TumsUfuR mendanisdatnazdneen Surufvaeiithainiinszisnasntanm
fivnsAnundiviadu 195 578 (LA 84 978 uay OA 111 118) Ssannnivuindiegnasawdidivualy
(180 378) wazanAnitvuIafegsdusdusufusaundnisszana 18 wih agnalsfinnm
Srunugtaglungu LA (84 118) sindntimine 90 sedenguidnties iilesainnisdanguidulumim
naUfiRnuaialaslallddu fadu msleseifusnuvdnfessesnaiueulsmeuiadeiuue
frografissne vugfinsulanaduusmusesiidudoyadinuandanuimnnisalduiudes
LAgANIZERTINILUNINGOUTULT AITNTEYIINEANNTEIIATEIS

Auusuaznsin

MLUsAU Ao 3BNSHIAR (LA 1138 OA)

Faudsmundn fe szezaueulsimeuand i (postoperative LOS) niaesdudalus
donnduszeznaidususiinanduganisiida (operation end time) datuiinlilutuiinnissidin
(operative note) Audsnadmiregiheesnanlsangiuia (discharge time) stufinliluluagy
msfulisnululsmennavesdiunsssdeuitisly nsldnaniicuiinlfluenansisassatuyinly
ansaAn LOS Wunhediludldazidoaninsduduniefu

FuUsAUTes Loln SEazakinm (U19), AruuuANUINnINNIRTIA Visual analog scale
(VAS) Tufudl 1 wdsrndn (0-10) wagUTunansideidenseninakida (estimated blood loss, EBL
fiaddng) dmsunisuszliuanudin gUislasunisussdiudieninsdn VAS auuuijuiuns
yodlsing1u1a Tensouequ 2 e 1A (1) vregluiosinilu (post-anesthesia care unit, PACU)
Tnofumenuaidyd uas (2) vageglunediaelu Tnsfiumeuiauszdmedtae Ssussdunsoutu
ns¥adyandn un 30 wiludis 2 Faluswsn waenn 4 Flumdandu arfithaniiesz
Tumsfnuilfeanadsvosaziuu VAS nnaseiidudinlilutuil 1 wduida lngsauarfivsedu
lusfesiniuuasluvefihedrdetu mslddiadsrnmstsdunansadinusounnsgiutisan
aruiunuidiefieutunsiafiesndafion il mavssiiuarmniaduiunisiefiuneuradslals
fdrusnnlunisindulaidonisindn Savawaneafaingusziiiu (observer bias) lolusziunils
whgliannsaunliadsnsinga (blinding) I ilesmndnuazunaridavewiiaedsunnieiuoge
Faau dmsulTinamadedenserineiidin (EBL) Ussliulpgiiumeunaiddygeuiunui dhumsgm
vaslsanguia asldfunisiidannsisuazynuszinn lnsdulaainuininsdenluvings
(suction bottle) $rufunsdamingduiden wazduiinl3lulutuiinnsussifivvefinidud
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M3l UssudUsamduuasgruiesiulugUieynse vlinsiadudsidanuataue
wazlUSeuimisuiulasendinangy LA uag OA
FUTNIU AB mwmumwaﬂamamau IUN 3 52AU (uncomplicated / compllcated /

abscess or phlegmon) ) Ingandodnunziinmanusngidasuiunantsnsamane$inewesdu
il il nnvilseuldns (periappendiceal abscess) wazfousnausouldna ( (phlegmon) tWunag
fanmumdsldRunnnyy waglaeludlidudeudlvindalunmezaniau fuasiidneglunguilly
msfnwdmnefeedldsumaindnlunnganidunudeusinieedin wesanunnedingn
sgEFaviiy duftaeildsunsinuuuulssduuszaedlussesuan udadausndalunionds
(interval appendectomy) lagnAneanmunasiAneanue, ?\'thjagﬂuﬂ']ﬁl,ﬂiwﬁﬁ
nsiusIusIndaya
%auﬂaﬂuaamiﬁﬂmﬁﬁLma'qﬁmmﬂLaﬂa’]sﬁ’uﬁﬂmqﬂéﬁﬂﬁﬂ“’ﬂﬁwﬁummwumuﬂﬂa
vadlsangruraluraelinissny Tlimsuszsiliudeundilaegide Inedeyasenitanseidadudin
Inenenuiaviesiwinluduiinmssde diudeyanuidyd laun Ysuansidedentaagiuuaiuuin
lustosinilu Juiinlaeneuiaidydlulutuiinnsssiuanuddn uasazuuunudanlunediae
TuiinlagneruradseivedUasluduiinnisnisneivia lneguiinusasngusuiinveuanizdiu
flogluveuiunniiivosmules dnuazdnantisanenfnnniusziiu lesangtuiindoyadums
fladudinauladenisundn waslilinsuingussasrvasnisfineiluvaezdudin
fddudnmamuaugniesuasenuasudiuvestoyaainenarsdunsfindidnads
foutuiinadluuuutiufindeyadidnyseiing (electronic case record form) #Adavhiunioudiie
sWass (codebook) Ferimunien e da sedunsin unumueiiuys wavuvasdeyaduma
yoanduUslidamii wudufindsnaniinadngemaaeumiugndesneduiin (data validation)
dmsuiuUsgangu laun FBNAR 1A 5EAU ASA SEAUAMNTULIITEILIA N13EIRTITLONGLTY
Aoufialned Lagnsdsuisnde iletestunstudinafieguontasdiimun uenaNtl szeziaan
uoulsangruramuluiisgassnluifianiuuaznanitvuinly Slfnsendaeile Teluiiin
ANARNALARBUTINANTATLIAIEILLDS
viail ffedugtufinteyaadunuuiufindinnseinddfiosdifior Sdléfnstufindoyad

Y
= 1%

Tnggdufinauiiass (double data entry) wagdilduszifiuniuasnndesszuinagiuiindeya
(inter-rater reliability) B93d szl hidudodinvasnisdnu

N153LATIZRTAYANSEDA

asrehdeyariielusunsudnsagy IBM SPSS Statistics Madaun1snszatewuuUnfnieg
Shapiro-Wilk test wuindoyasieifledhiiduuvuund Jauanmaidu Median (QR) uaziU3ouliioy
fi78 Mann-Whitney U test Yoya Categorical wanswatdudiuiunaziovas wWisuiiiauaie
Chi-square test %30 Fisher's exact test ﬂ’JUﬂMﬁ’JLLUﬁmuﬁ’Jﬁl Multivariable linear regression
lnesu Fasunndgrdn (surgeon) W Covariate saufiu Severity, 818, Avflananie (body mass
index, BMI), L LLazixé’umﬁa‘iflLLuﬂﬂ'gmL?immﬁé’fgwj American Society of Anesthesiologists (ASA)
TnesuusdasunmddaduteyaiBangy 3 ngu lgnudaadusuusiu (indicator wie dummy
variables) $119u 2 #7 wazimualidasunndvitud 1 Feidruiugurennfianidungusnsde
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(reference category) Fadurduuszansvosdasunndvinuil 2 uazviaudl 3 Sanunedawanis
v9953uzamoulsmenuadiefisufudasunmdviauil 1 sed ldnsaeaeudonnantedy
YOILUUT1809 (model assumptions) AI8NITNAFOUNITNTEIBLUVUNAVOIAILLUEGD (residual)
§e Shapiro-Wilk test MadeUANLAITiveInULUsUTIU (homoscedasticity) #3e) Breusch-Pagan test
u,azmwaaumwa"smé’umqwu (multicollinearity) A28A1 Variance inflation factor (VIF)
\fesnszeznatusulsimeuiaiinisuanuandean elddnsedadisuuusiassmiaden
finunzaududeyadnvadinad ldun n1sannesidaduvutoyafiulasdivasniiv

(log-transformed linear regression) Wag Generalized linear model FldnsuanuaesnuagInAu
log link (Gamma GLM) ifledseifiuauamuvasuasenisidenuuudias uenainildsey
ANulsiugvesAUSTINUMeTIsIIdesuS oAy 95 (95% confidence interval) LAYATITABY
AUAINU VBINAAIBAITILATIZY Sensitivity (fn LOS outliers) ﬁmumﬁf&ﬁwﬁwmmﬁﬁﬁ p<0.05
(two-tailed) uonaINNITNAFDUNEEATY ASANWIHSI8UIUIAYEINANTENY (effect size)
w¥outheanudeiuiosar 95 vommnduusau Inelden ClifPs delta dmiududsdeiiles
narfuUss Uiy Saumnzaududeyailiiduwuuuniasdeyaduduinnnimasiavosdnsisegiu
uarldnasinsvesdndau (isk difference) dwiusuusninng dmsunisiieudieudnumeiugiu
JEWINERINGY nsAnei el Standardized mean difference (SMD) AIUANUAT p flownen p
Fufuamess vaedl SMD asrieurwiavesauliaunalaglifuiurundiesns Tasdmuady
Arduysalues SMD MAw 0.10 Jetdanulaiaugaiidaiumune dwsunisdanisteyagyig
dosrninasidnoenldfainefnndougymesendudtuneunisdaidonnguiiong doyaves
fthefiiundiaesing 195 519 Faasufuluyndauusiifne lainudeyagyye (no missing data)
mslesiiamaeisiiunisuudeyafiasuiulagliidudusedliisvaunudeya (mputation)

3Y5IIUIY
msﬁﬂmﬁié’%’umiauﬁamﬂﬂz:uzﬂﬁumiaﬁaﬁismr}'}ﬁé’fﬂiuwwémaaéf’]ﬁfﬂmummsmqm
Favfangauy’ (avfisuses EC.NO.013/2569 Juseaidle 28 naua1an 2569) wazldiuauan
iifadeyaiithsangSiuenislsmeruianeawgll dnsvesniiu Informed consent 1osanidu
msfnwiflideyaanimssdoufiiiuns De-identification wéavinty

NaNISANEI

dnwaziuguvasdiae

nmsnumungsedeudtaeildfunisndaldfsiomn ndsdaduasengsndt 12 Jeen
psLIMaNSAse (3 18) uagAmilaefiszeznaueulsmenuiasiunuana el Yt UURY
Felalladorstvnsdasnssusanmunnas (1 918) aavdeftisfitnunlinszsis 195 9o waiu
nau LA 84 518 (Sewae 43.1) wazngu OA 111 918 (Seuay 56.9) é“ﬂwmsﬁugmﬁuaqﬁﬂ’gaﬁgmaqmju
wanalussng 1 wudn ongliuans1eiy (LA median 29 U vs OA 29 U; p=0.791) usgadiaanuuwnneng
Tusuna (LA v1edeay 33.3 vs OA Seay 59.5; p=0.001), BMI (LA 23.7 vs OA 21.7; p=0.017),
LATAIIUTULTY (p=0.030) laungy LA fidadiu Uncomplicated @indn (Seeag 84.5 vs 71.2)
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dudndrunisdnTaenusdnauines (computed tomography, CT scan) naurIsinliunnAIeiu
JEniNgaRIngy (Faag 25.0 vs 29.7; p=0.569)

M1319 1 dnwagiuguvesiUienlasunisednldns

Characteristic Total LA group OA group p-value SMD
(N=195) (n=84) (n=111)
Age (years), Median (IQR) 29 (18-45) 29 (19-43) 29 (17-46) 0.791 -0.03
Sex (male), n (%) 94 (48.2) 28 (33.3) 66 (59.5) 0.001* -0.54
BMI (kg/m?), Mean+SD 22.4+5.0 23.7+55 21.7+39 0.017* +0.42
ASA classification, n (%) 0.510
ASA | 16 (8.2) 9 (10.7) 7(6.3) +0.16
ASA I 139 (71.3) 61 (72.6) 78 (70.3) +0.05
ASA I 38(19.5) 14 (16.7) 24.(21.6) -0.13
ASA IV 2(1.0) 0(0) 2(1.8) -0.19
WBC (x103/ML), Mean+SD 15.0+4.2 14.4+3.8 15.5+4.5 0.092 -0.27
Alvarado score, Mean+SD 6.5+1.8 6.5+2.0 6.5+1.5 0.949 -0.01
CT scan rate, n (%) 54 (27.7) 21 (25.0) 33 (29.7) 0.569 -0.11
Severity, n (%) 0.030*
Uncomplicated 150 (76.9) 71 (84.5) 79 (71.2) +0.33
Complicated 40 (20.5) 10(11.9) 30 (27.0) -0.39
Abscess or phlegmon 5(2.6) 3(3.6) 2(1.8) +0.11

* p<0.05 HlpdAgn19ada

NARWSNITHIAR

nadnsnanUsndnuaziiulssosandlun1se 2 szevaarueulsane1uIandarise
liumnensfuegafitoddynisadfseninageangy (LA: median 38.7 42las [IOR 34.9-45.8] vs OA:
38.5 41314 [IQR 26.1-51.8]; p=0.504)

na LA Lansauuandteiidveddynisaddlududiuusauseatsia laun
ATLUUAIINUIN (VAS) fisnd (median 2.2 vs 3.4; p<0.001) waz USuianisideidentiosnia
(median 5 vs 10 mL; p=0.029) agalsiau summaammLLmﬂGidewﬁﬁﬁsﬁﬂﬁigwmﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁi’wﬁm
(pdeadusena) lunanseiudy seeea1iIfnvesngs LA uiundi (median 48 vs 40 u1#;
p=0.003) 895NN IZUNINToUTULIIlUANA1TuaE sl T dAny
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ilefinnsansivazideavedtheinnzunsndou wunsAmeTiunan A (surgical site
infection, SSI) 7211 3 518 1aw 2 9weglungy LA Wunisiadefiunadusiu (superficial SSI;
Clavien-Dindo grade 1) Tuftaslddssniavadnlidudou wagmoidunindenisquauna
samfuUiTue dwdn 1 eeglungu OA Fadufielddss nauriisiinnzumsndou (complicated)
wazflnuguusannnd nanfe dadldsunstidag (re-operation) uagnduiirinululsmeiuna
ety 30 Ju dmsunnizunsndousuwse (major complication; Clavien-Dindo grade > I11)

WUEY 2 518 anueeglungy OA wasiluUheldndnaviiniinizunsndou laud duesed
natwiy uaedUledn 1 Mennduidnululsmetuianiely 30 Jundwindin vallaiddUlededin
Tunsfnwill (Bnsnsdedindevay 0 Maaaengy)

A9 2 MSUTEULTIEUNAGNENSHIARSENINNGY LA ko OA

Outcome Total LA group OA group p-value Effect size
(N=195)  (n=84) (n=111) (95% CI)

Length of stay (hours), 38.9(34.1- 38.7(34.9-  38.5(26.1-51.8) 0.504 +0.06 (-0.10,
Median (IQR)* 47.2) 45.8) +0.22)
Operative time (min), 45 (36-59) 48 (42-58) 40 (30-60) 0.003** +0.25 (+0.09,
Median (IQR) +0.41)
VAS pain score day 1, 266 (2.23-  2.23(1.96- 3.38 (2.54-3.66) <0.001** -0.67 (-0.77,
Median (IQR) 3.50) 2.66) -0.56)
Estimated blood loss (mL), 5 (5-10) 5 (5-10) 10 (5-10) 0.029** -0.18 (-0.32,
Median (IQR) -0.03)
SSI, n (%) 3(1.5) 2 (2.4) 1(0.9) 0.570 +1.5(-2.2, +5.2)
Re-operation, n (%) 1(0.5) 0(0) 1(0.9) 1.000 -0.9(-2.7, +0.9)
30-day readmission, n (%) 2(1.0) 0(0) 2(1.8) 0.510 -1.8(-4.3, +0.7)
Major complications (CD = 2(1.0) 0 (0) 2(1.8) 0.510 -1.8(-4.3, +0.7)
), n (%)

* Primary outcome / ** p<0.05 Jtfuddayneadif; Effect size 18 Ciff's delta dwduiuusdeiiiemaziuussusu
(Aduysal <0.147 = negligible, <0.33 = small) waztlunasnsveadadau (risk difference, wiregnsosas) dmsuduusnine,
Fthengu LA ynselasuenviamsd (0.5% bupivacaine 20 mL) Aunasindindangs OA lailéiu Fsmsannuanuunnsng
YBIAZLUUAIINUIN (VAS) semnsziinge s
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A. Length of Stay by Surgical Method B. Length of Stay by Severity
= LA .
200 4 p = 0.504 (n.s.) 2004 E=1 OA
1754 1754
N N
5 150 5 150
° °
) <
8 1254 8 125 1
- -
] ]
> >
S 100 S 100
© ©
- — -
o ]
Q -3
S 751 S 754
("] ("]
<] —_— o
(-9 o
50 4 50 1
- 38.7 38.5 é
251 I 251
0

LA OA

Uncomp. Compl. Abscess
(n=84) (n=111)

U 1 maSpuiiuszegnaueulsimeiua (LOS) - (A) sewingisrein LA way OA laesiu (p=0.504) uag (B)
Fuunausziuauguusedldfienay uandiiiui LOS wWindunuauguusedlsa

NNFAATIVNGUEREAIUTTAUANTULT

N153LA5189 Subgroup MINTEAUAMUTULTT (A1519 3) NUTITEEELIAIUBULTINGIUTS
LauanesiusgrafidedrAynisadflunnszdunaiuguuse agrelsiniy Tungu Complicated
appendicitis WuUinga LA 1l LOS doudnsgeninngs OA (median 59.7 vs 51.9 ala) wiimmiusnsing
%”Laiﬁﬁaé’ﬁzgwaﬁ@ﬁmmﬂmmméffsaﬂw Subgroup ey (LA n=10)

A1519 3 NMsUSeuLTisy LOS duunauseauanugulssvesldndnay

Severity LA OA LA LOS (hr) OA LOS (hr) p-value
n n Median (IQR) Median (IQR)
Uncomplicated 71 79 38.1 (34.6-42.8) 37.7 (26.1-43.6) 0.416
Complicated 10 30 59.7 (44.3-78.5) 51.9 (23.6-104.6) 0.719
Abscess/phlegmon 3 2 45.9 (45.3-99.9) 86.1 (64.7-107.5) 0.800

A157LAS12% Multivariable regression

Multivariable linear regression ﬁﬂ?U@ﬂJﬁ’JLLUiﬂ’m (severity, ®1€, BMI, Lwe, ASA
wazfagunngdincin) wuin Imanadalilitdadevine LOS egeituddgyvneada (B=-6.71, 95%
Cl: -16.53 fi1 +3.11; p=0.179) usfmuauANuUANA1asEnIsfasunngLds Jadefivhune LOS
ogslilivddnAe Anuguissvedlddsniay (B=+30.15 Flusioseiumnugulss, 95% Cl: +21.05
09 +39.24; p<0.001), WA (FuWusAU LOS fiduas p=—10.71; p=0.021), 5¥AU ASA (B=+11.59;
0=0.006) uar Faunmdvinudl 2 Feduiusiu LOS fiduasegrann (B=—22.81; p<0.001) agslsiny
NaUBITEAU ASA uazinalinsmuiilodinsngsishouvudiassmadeniimunzauiudeyaitaan
JamsfimuseanusssinseTuarinstadudedunundn Greasdenluidednly) vaeding
YosmNTULITRdlsALarARsumdvnLd 2 fanunmuiluynuuudiaes Wil navesiauUsiasunnd
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agyiounmuAnAIvsslLIUFTRluNquALar e enaIdA (surgeon preference il
seyluAsnsfine) wnndnaunmveamalinn1siidn lnelsieastdenluiitan1siaAseiuenaiy
Fapunnd HannneiiiuiuinusueswedlsaduiuUsniundniidinun LOS uazuans
WBnsuda (LA Weuiu OA) ladlmduladedaseresvevinaiusulsaneiuia

mMsaedeUTennant ssdureUUS ABar MR RIEIBLUUSIaamaden: nMsnsIadeU
Fonnaadouresuuusiaomuindiumas (residual) sesuuustaamsonnoadaduldiimsuanuas
wuuUNA (Shapiro-Wilk W=0.81; p<0.001) wazdnnuuUsunulin (Breusch-Pagan test; p=0.005)
Faaeandastudnuasnsuanuastunvesssesiatueulsane1ua (skewness = 3.41) agnslsinu
ldwunnzsidunsimmseninaiiulsdase lngen Variance inflation factor ag5ening 1.12 fis 1.40
Fasniunaut 5 egadaLau

Fremnil Felinmzitdouuieomadoniunzantudeyaiton wuindedunundn
HAuAIUAaNISIEaNLUUTIae na1afe Isn1sndalilddadeviiung LOS egnslidudrAny
Iuﬁy’qamwmﬁmaa (log-transformed regression: ratio 0.92, 95% Cl 0.78 09 1.08, p=0.299;
Gamma GLM: ratio 0.94, 95% CI 0.79 4 1.11, p=0.462) vnizimusuussvedlsadinaiutade
yhunefidedfylunnuuudiass (Gamma GLM: ratio 1.62 feszfUAIINTUUTS, 95% CI 1.38
14 1.90, p<0.001) iR EITURILUSAAEUIMEYIUT 2 (Gamma GLM: ratio 0.59, 95% CI 0.48 &4 0.73,
p<0.001) uBNINE Gamma GLM §3iiAn Akaike information criterion AaniuuusaedLdy
(1,722.6 \feuitu 1,881.4) Usiimnganiudeyayaiiinnni

Tunanduiu navessEay ASA wagwallasviusenisideniuudiass lnaseau ASA HdudnAey
TuluUIa09BLdu (p=0.005) waglu Gamma GLM (p=0.035) wsbifided1Ayluuuuiiaes
Log-transformed (p=0.115) @yuinAvngilan p 1iadu 0.018, 0.100 wag 0.048 TUANNLUUIIABINIUAIAU
JemsinuNavesiLsTansisemusEinsy T uarlimsiedudedunundnueanisiing

A1509 4 HANT5ILASIE Multivariable linear regression @#5u LOS (5audiuusdasunng
Ju Covariate)

Variable B coefficient (hours) 95% Cl p-value
Method (LA vs OA) -6.71 -16.53 to +3.11 0.179
Severity (per level) +30.15 +21.05 to +39.24 <0.001*
Sex (male vs female) -10.71 -19.80 to -1.61 0.021*
ASA (per class) +11.59 +3.34 to +19.84 0.006*
Surgeon 2 (vs Surgeon 1) -22.81 -35.09 to -10.52 <0.001*
Surgeon 3 (vs Surgeon 1) +4.92 -5.24 to +15.08 0.341
Age (per year) -0.07 -0.35 to +0.20 0.591
BMI (per kg/m?2) -0.03 -0.96 to +0.90 0.948
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Multivariable Linear Regression: Predictors of Length of Stay
(adjusted for surgeon, n = 195)

« shorter LOS | longer LOS -
1
Method (LA vs OA) —e— B=-6.7 (p=0.179)
|
i
Severity (per level) ! =} B = +30.1 (p = <0.001)
i
1
Sex (male vs female) O i B =-10.7 (p = 0.021)
!
1
ASA (per class) ! O B =+11.6 (p = 0.006)
i
i
Surgeon 2 (vs S1) O | B =-22.8 (p = <0.001)
1
!
Surgeon 3 (vs S1) l—H—| B=+4.9 (p=0.341)
|
|
Age (per year) o B=-0.1 (p=0.591)
1
i
1
BMI (per kg/m?) (0] I Significant (p < 0.05)
i @ Not significant
40 20 0 20 40 60
B coefficient (hours) — effect on postoperative LOS

35U 2 Forest plot uansHamIATIEH Multivariable linear regression vastadefiiluasie LOS (AaurusUsAaeunne)
AuuLsatlsALazdaeunndvinug 2 [Wuladeifiduddgyuasamusnonsidonuuuinass dausedu ASA uazine
Tpddgmmglunuuiaeatadu v iisnmsidalifideddglunnuuuiness (Fuussuuinpens@dliiing)

ANALLUEYDIANUTEUNA (precision of estimate) lag Robustness: Lﬁaﬁmﬂm'iﬁ’]mm
Post-hoc power 91nnan1sAnwldundndudfiygndue p Tnonsauazlilidoyafinia
msfnwiiTsnenumiuusigwesdUsznafetsamdotiuwm Imamﬂsummmaﬁuamsmm
o LOS vidaUufudsnauwiniu —6.71 dalus (95% C1 16,53 s +3.11) Teneararindoyayail
dinmnundululéi LA asifia LOS 1fiu 3.1 9alus videan LOS 11nnin 165 $alaseonluls egndlsfinm
YOULIAE19YB9T1IAN Mo uAUTEIY 16.5 Falusdalianunsodaaudululdvesuselov
Tusedufionafienumsnenanddneonldomun maulanaisesssyinlimuauuandiefififoddoy
wnninsaglinveaesislianinfieuty uenaind n1sdiaedt Sensitivity Taeda LOS outliers
(>120 F3la9) von Alvkaiiaenadesiu (p>0.05) Bufuninummuresdoduny

N15IATITARENAUARILNNE

ilems1adey ANLAIMY YosHauazUsziudvEnaves Jadusnumdaounme fideTinged
foyausnmudasunmd 3 viru (maviwhldia LA wag OA) nauanduniss 5

(%

A1519 5 anwaen1sU)URnuLasnadnsvaIfasLnnENa 3 vinu

Variable Surgeon 1 Surgeon 2 Surgeon 3 p-value
(n=84) (n=40) (n=71)
Total cases (n) 84 40 71 —
LA, n (%) 56 (66.7) 6 (15.0) 22 (31.0) <0.001*
OA, n (%) 28 (33.3) 34 (85.0) 49 (69.0)
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Variable Surgeon 1 Surgeon 2 Surgeon 3 p-value
(n=84) (n=40) (n=71)
LOS (hr), median 41.2 194 38.6 <0.001*
Readmission, n 0 0 2
CT scan rate (%) 10.7 125 56.3 <0.001*
Complicated or abscess, n (%) 13 (15.5) 10 (25.0) 22 (31.0) 0.070

* p<0.05 (Kruskal-Wallis test dwsusuusieiies; Chi-square test dmiuduusdnngu)

AuguLssreslsaliuandsfuedsfidodrdysenitsdasunndisaiuiiu @adau
complicated 138 abscess $agay 15.5, 25.0 Uag 31.0 AMUE16Y; p=0.070) kanadnanvazylae
fusiazviuguaiaulndidssiu egrslsing nuanuuanstweaufdRosadaiou Teun
dodu LA (@aaunnsvinudl 1 Sovay 66.7, fasunnevinuil 2 Yovay 15.0, Fasunndyiuil 3 Seuas
31.0; p<0.001), dn51A5LY CT (Fasunnevinud 3 gedleeuag 56.3 Wiguiusesay 10.7 uag 12.5;
p<0.001) waw LOS (fagummdviud 2 duflan median 19.4 . v OA Hudwlug) - giadio
homeward care Tuafiusie) agnslsfina dewUSsuiieu LA fu OA angludasunmdusagzyinu LOS
Taiumnensiulunnvinu (p>0.05) vnugiiszznatnida LA uiundn OA Tudasuwndvinud 1 (p<0.001)
LarAaeuNnEviud 3 (p=0.006) natdenndasfuiitudu Aruam vesteumundn

aAUTEna

msfnwiifunuitousnlussmedlnefissufisunadndnisiidaldfeszving LA uaz OA
Tuiiunlsmeuagusureun wuin LA duiusiunsideideniitosnin OA (@enndesiu Garbutt’
waz DU) ust svezinaueulsmetnaliwnnssiuegditedfy Jwnmnnisdnunilsmenuianans
finudn LA § LOS dundt (3.1 vs 3.6 w)" ansuanansiosuieldan: (1) usunlsaneruiagamsy
fffthodumenniuiivinslng wmgddiinfluuuneiusisaesisieusming (2) Selection bias
Tngngu LA fidndiu Uncomplicated geandn (Seway 84.5 wiguiu 71.2) vawsedalaiuSeunu LOS
(3) M3¥n LOS WuihlusiiaziBeanitmiiedu waz (4) #an1531A3189 Multivariable figuduin
Anuguusseslsn (B=+302 alusesziv) iutladeriune LOS vén Lail¥38kdn aenadestu Patel”
finuindeliuiuuves LA anauiiefiansan severity

Surgeon variability e8¢ Robustness Yadna

MTIATIERenaUdaguNng 3 viunud Jadeiudidaeunng d8vsnadenadnsuinnid
R Ineiiauunnd1aiiu n1sienisIiaLarnIsauadansEUe (Fndiu LA Segar 15-67),
LOS (median 19.4-41.2 %41.) uazdns N5ty CT (Sevay 11-56) udufuRnululsameunadieiu
ogalsfinna sl LA ladan LOS Tunndasunmd uay LA Tnatridaununinludagunmdnisunm
fUheannuiioane (udl 1 uag 3) Budu auamu vesdedunundnitldliinanaudndes
VoIFaUULNNE TR
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Homeward care model: dadanaiauiun
Aagunngyinudn 2 & LOS duiga (median 19.4 vy, Wiguiu 38.5 3. vosviudulungy
uncomplicated; p<0.001) &slailaiinain Case mix uiduRusiUN1INARBILYFULUY Homeward care

Aodmiefthendutuluuisdundoufnaumalnsdw fhenduiis 40 58 luny Readmission,
Re-operation #30Amzunsndousuus Jsaenndaaiuseaunisly ERAS protocol lumsrndalds
Wundesfian LOS ndelade 9.7 Falue® eg1alsAniu Tasanisgnenidnlunatden 1esain
lsinsnsafnmuglrevnsnsdwildmuimuag ssfesay 35 @oanaulnsdwiliiiga uazunsasouat
fnsfmiionnioafsBaguathoanluiemy) 1lssainsuuuy Homeward care lafldgniufinidu
fudauaglalldinnauuuudy fedunaifadudfivsnmsdiauufsuftensinudely wagdiinimni
Early-discharge mwiﬁuIsQWUWUWaﬁqusuuﬁi’ﬁLﬂuﬁaﬂﬁizw@mmmﬁmmzauﬁ’w%ummﬁuﬁ

dedAyneanagunutedAgnenaiin

AzuuumNUIn (VAS) lufuil 1 vdssidelungs LA dndings OA egnsihifeddty (median 2.2
WinuAy 3.4; p<0.001; Cliff’s delta -0.67 Foduruianansenuszsuuin) wazUsunansidoden
Tungu LA Adeeninguriu egnelsiniy nassduysalvesazuuuanuliniieaUssanm 1.2 Azuuy
LazNaRUeINsdedenfios 5 mL lvanuuensiamand deddanienainiite Tnsuas
ﬁuaaﬂzLLuummUmé’w‘hﬂdﬂmﬂ’amLLmGiN%y’uﬁﬂﬁﬁmmﬁﬁﬁgmmﬁﬁﬂ (MCID) w84 VAS fis1eauly
(1.3-2.0 Azuuw)” fidAgBeniniu nsuanannuuandiaesazuunaulindesnssyingae
AwszainsyTaegnada ilesanndihengy LA ynseldfunisdngivianed (0.5% bupivacaine 20
fadans) Aunanidantendeitdaiaia luvagiingu OA VL;JIG’]’%’U druguivinyilnide
wazylinfulse muamﬂmmumaammmmmumer;ﬂumaamau FetfupzuuunmUaniisingy
Tungy LA Ssoradunaainervianizd ansuwaunadiiinndt udeainieassdatediuiu
Fensfnwnilldannsoendvinavesusazdadvoanainfuld (confounding by co-intervention)
JslimsfmnuiazuuunnuUmimnindusasinisnsidaniundeaiissesafien Teduny
fiftifddnyianeadfuazedindaauiianfio seasinaikidares LA fiutundt OA Gedianumune
son1sannuldiesidnlulsaneuIagLvy

9aude: WusmAdousnlulsmeuagusulne, 3o LOS WWudalusilaziBennitminedu,
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(follow-up) Fsenalsinsudau Tnsamedthefidunananiufiindlnanuuuameuay shlideya
mwu,mﬂsﬁauu,azm'ﬁﬂé’um%’ﬂm%{mé’ﬁmmamagﬂﬁ’uﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂ'j']m']wﬂm%q uananii ARdeu
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wonani Tuusunvesdeyadoundsiinsdandulallidu n15insesidaeis Propensity score matching
w30 Inverse probability of treatment weighting Wutfuwwimsfimunzauuazyildasanniins
neaeuUduluuIunvedlsine ALY LnTasandyinaves Selection bias INAITLLANGN
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