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Table 1. Comparison of Demodqgraphics and preoperative factors
| Total (n=130) |No pneumo (n = 93)| Pneumo (n = 37)

University
Hospitals

Table 2. Comparison of previous interventions, manometry measurements, and
Intfraoperative events between cohorts

Insufflation during POEM can cause:
 Subcutaneous Emphysema
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Why i t blem? ’ (24.6%) (24.7%) (24.3%) Prior Botox 29 (22.3%) 20 (21.5%) 9 (24.3%) 0.73
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Hiatal Hernia 23 (21.1%) 14 (18.2%) 9 (28.1%) 0.58

Figure 1. Forest Plot depicting Odds Ratios of developing Pneumoperitoneum with
95% Confidence Intervals
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