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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

significance  BxactSig. (- Exact Sig. (1-
Value df (2-sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square. 008* 1 927

Continuity Correction” 000 1 1.000

Likelinood Ratio 008 1 927

Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 584

Linear-by-Linear 008 1 827

Association

N ofValid Cases 87

a1 calls (26.0%) have expected countless than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.8
b Computed onlyfor a 242 table
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Crosstab

Catecholamine lsvels during surgsry and the sarly postoperative

hours
Highdoss  minimaldoss _Minimaldose _ Modsrate dose  Total

surgical method 1 Count 3 3 15 7 2
Expectad Count 128 10 64 80 280

% within surgical method 107% 107% 535% 250%  100.0%

7 Count £ 0 5 18 59

Expected Count 264 20 138 170 500

% within surgical method 61.0% 00% 85% 305%  100.0%

Total Caunt 3 3 2 2 87
Expectad Count 390 30 200 250 87.0

% within surgical method 448% 34% 230% 287%  100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptoic
Significance
Value df (@-sided)
Pearson Chi-Squars 34.039° 3 <001
Likelihood Ratio 36.021 3 <001

N of Valid Cases 87

a2 calls (25.0%) have expacted countless than 5. The
minimum expected countis 97
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Crosstab

lungs infection

0 1 Total
surgical method 1 Count 2 4 28
Expected Count 241 39 280
S%within surgicalmethod  857%  143%  1000%
2 Count 51 8 59
Expected Count 509 81 500
%within surgicalmethod  86.4%  13.6%  100.0%
Total Caunt 75 12 87
Expected Count 750 120 87.0
% within surgicalmethod __ 86.2%  138%  1000%
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Crosstab

hemothorax caused drainage

0 1 Total
surgical method 1 Count 2 4 28
Expected Count 209 71 280
% within surgical method 85.7% 143%  100.0%
2 Count 4 18 59
Expected Count 441 149 500
% within surgical method 69.5% 305%  100.0%
Total Caunt 65 2 87
Expected Count 650 220 87.0

% within surgical method 747% 26.3%  100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

significance  BxactSig. (- Exact Sig. (1-
Value df (2-sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square. 2645° 1 104

Continuity Correction” 1.856 1 173

Likelinood Ratio 2842 1 092

Fisher's Exact Test 121 084

Linear-by-Linear 2615 1 106

Association

N ofValid Cases 87

2.0 calls (0.0%) have expected countless than 5. The minimum expected count s 7.08
b Computed onlyfor a 242 table




image13.jpeg
Crosstab

pericarditis
0 Total
surgical method 1 Count 28 28
Expected Count 280 280
% within surgicalmethod  100.0%  100.0%
2 Count 59 59
Expected Count 590 500
% within surgicalmethod  100.0%  100.0%
Total Caunt 87 87
Expected Count 87.0 87.0
% within surgicalmethod __ 100.0% _ 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Value

Pearson Chi-Square. g

N of Valid Cases 87

a. No statistcs are
computed becauss
pericardits is a constant.
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Crosstab

attal fibriliation

0 1 Total
surgical method 1 Count 2% 2 28
Expected Count 261 19 280
% within surgical method  92.9% 7% 100.0%
2 Count 55 4 59
Expected Count 549 41 500
% within surgical method  93.2% 68%  100.0%
Total Caunt 8t 6 87
Expected Count 81.0 60 87.0
% within surgical method _ 93.1% 6.9%  100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

significance  BxactSig. (- Exact Sig. (1-
Value df (2-sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square. 004% 950

Continuity Correction” 000 1.000

Likelinood Ratio 004 950

Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 633

Linear-by-Linear 004 950

Association

N ofValid Cases 87

a2 calls (50.0%) have expected countless than 5. The minimum expected count s 1.93.

b Computed onlyfor a 242 table
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Crosstab

reintervention

0 1 Total
surgical method 1 Count 28 0 28
Expected Count 277 3 280
% within surgical method  100.0% 00%  100.0%
2 Count 58 1 59
Expected Count 583 7 500
% within surgical method  98.3% 17%  100.0%
Total Caunt 86 1 87
Expected Count 860 1.0 87.0
% within surgical method __ 98.9% 1% 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

significance  BxactSig. (- Exact Sig. (1-
Value df (2-sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square. 480° 1 488

Continuity Correction” 000 1 1.000

Likelinood Ratio 782 1 378

Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 678

Linear-by-Linear 475 1 491

Association

N ofValid Cases 87

a2 calls (50.0%) have expected countless than 5. The minimum expected count s .32
b Computed onlyfor a 242 table
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Crosstab

hemorthage caused reoperation

0 1 Total
surgical method 1 Count 28 0 28
Expected Count 267 13 280
% within surgical method 100.0% 00%  100.0%
2 Count 55 4 59
Expected Count 563 27 500
% within surgical method 932% 68%  100.0%
Total Caunt 83 4 87
Expected Count 830 40 87.0
% within surgical method 95.4% 46%  100.0%
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Case Processing Summary

Cases

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent
surgical method * wound 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
infection
surgical method * mortalty 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
- 30 day.
surgical method *lungs 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
atelectasis
surgical method * 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
Catecholamine levels
during surgery and the
early postoperative hours
surgical method *lungs 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
infection
surgical method * 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
hemothorax caused
drainage
surgical method * 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
pericarditis
surgical method * atrial 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
fbrilation
surgical method * 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%
reintervention
surgical method * 87 1000% 0 0.0% 87 1000%

hemorhage caused
reoperation
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Crosstab

wound infection

0 1 Total
surgical method 1 Count 28 0 28
Expected Count 229 51 280
% within surgical method  100.0% 00%  100.0%
2 Count 43 16 59
Expected Count 481 109 500
S%within surgicalmethod  72.9%  27.4%  100.0%
Total Caunt 7 16 87
Expected Count 710 16.0 87.0
% within surgicalmethod __ 816%  184%  1000%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

significance  BxactSig. (- Exact Sig. (1-
Value df (2-sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square. 9.304° 1 002

Continuity Correction” 7.585 1 008

Likelinood Ratio 14.081 1 <001

Fisher's Exact Test 002 <001

N of Valid Cases 87

2.0 calls (0.0%) have expected countless than 5. The minimum expected count s 5.15.

b Computed onlyfor a 242 table
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Crosstab

mortaity - 30 day

0 1 Total
surgical method 1 Count 28 0 28
Expected Count 267 13 280
% within surgical method  100.0% 00%  100.0%
2 Count 55 4 59
Expected Count 563 27 500
% within surgical method  93.2% 68%  100.0%
Total Caunt 83 4 87
Expected Count 830 40 87.0
% within surgical method __ 95.4% 46%  100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

significance  BxactSig. (- Exact Sig. (1-
Value df (2-sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square. 1.990° 1 158

Continuity Correction” T44 1 388

Likelinood Ratio 3198 1 074

Fisher's Exact Test 301 204

Linear-by-Linear 1967 1 161

Association

N ofValid Cases 87

a2 calls (50.0%) have expected countless than 5. The minimum expected count s 1.26.
b Computed onlyfor a 242 table
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Crosstab

lungs atelectasis

0 1 Total
surgical method 1 Count 2 4 28
Expected Count 241 39 280
S%within surgicalmethod  857%  143%  1000%
2 Count 51 8 59
Expected Count 509 81 500
%within surgicalmethod  86.4%  13.6%  100.0%
Total Caunt 75 12 87
Expected Count 750 120 87.0
% within surgicalmethod __ 86.2%  138%  1000%





