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Abstract

Background:

While most gastric bypass patients recover well, some experience long-term complications,

including nausea, pain, stricture, and dumping. This study aimed to evaluate symptoms and

quality of life (QoL) together with remnant stomach function using the novel Gastric

Alimetry® system.

M ethod:

Gastric bypass and conversion-to-bypass patients were recruited. The Gastric Alimetry

system (Auckland, NZ) was employed, comprising a high-resolution electrode Array, and

validated symptom logging App. The protocol comprised 30-minute fasting baseline, a

218kCal meal stimulus, and 4-hours of post-prandial recordings. Symptoms and QoL were

evaluated using validated PAGI guestionnaires. Remnant gastric electrophysiology

evaluation included frequency, BMI-adjusted amplitude, and Gastric Alimetry Rhythm Index

(GA-RI; reflecting pacemaker stability), with comparison to matched controls.

Results:

38 participants were recruited with mean time from bypass 46.8 + 28.6 months. One third of

patients showed moderate to severe post-prandial symptoms, with patients PAGI-SYM 28 +

19 vscontrols 9 £ 17; PAGI-QoL 37 + 31 vs 135 + 22 (p<0.01). Remnant gastric function

was markedly degraded shown by undetectable frequenciesin 84% (vs 0% in controls), and
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low GA-RI (0.18 £ 0.08 vs 0.51 + 0.22 in controls; p<0.0001). Impaired GA-RI and
amplitude were correlated with worse PAGI-SYM and PAGI-QOL scores.

Conclusion:

One third of post-bypass patients suffered significant upper Gl symptoms with reduced QoL.
The bypassed remnant stomach shows highly deranged electrophysiology, reflecting disuse

degeneration. These derangements correlated with QoL, athough causality was not addressed.
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I ntroduction

Gastric bypass is acommon procedure that is predominantly performed for obesity, with a

long track record of safety and efficacy (1). Sleeve gastrectomy is an alternative procedure,

which sometimes may be converted to bypass in the event of intractable complications such

as reflux, hiatus hernia and strictures (2).

While varying techniques for bypass exists (e.g., Roux-en-Y, single-anastomosis, mini-loop,

omega-loop), all involve the formation of small gastric pouch, connecting the esophagus with

the small intestine, and a gastric remnant that is excluded from digestive continuity. The

majority of patients do well after these bariatric procedures, however, a proportion

experience long-term complication, including nausea, abdominal pain, anastomotic stricture

and dumping syndromes (2-4). These can significantly impact quality of life, with evidence

suggesting variable return to baseline quality of life dependent on the procedure performed

and weight change achieved (5-8).

While there are several studies evaluating symptoms and quality of life after bypass surgery

(5-8), meal associations have not been characterized in detail. In addition, the functional

physiology of the remnant stomach is largely unknown. It can be expected that a remnant

stomach will become dormant and atrophic following the diversion of contents, however, the
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stomach likely also remains continuously bioelectrically and neurally active, which could be

relevant to symptom (9, 10). Gastric dysrhythmias are of interest as they have been

implicated in chronic nausea (11-13), as well as post-surgical symptoms after sleeve

gastrectomy, esophagectomy, and partial gastrectomy (14-16), albeit exclusively in patients

with stomachs till in continuity to date.

Gastric Alimetry® (Alimetry, New Zealand) is anew non-invasive test to evaluate gastric

electrophysiology and function at high resolution (HR) (13). The test is extensively validated

and has received regulatory approvals for clinical use (9, 15, 17). It also includes a validated

evaluation of patient-reported symptom evolution in relation to ameal, using an App, which

correlates to quality of life (18). The aim of this study was therefore to assess the symptoms

and quality of life (QoL) of patients following gastric bypass and conversion to bypass, as

well as remnant gastric function, using the new Gastric Alimetry system.
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M ethods

Patient population

Consecutive patients who underwent either a gastric bypass or a sleeve gastrectomy with

subsequent conversion to gastric bypass performed at Auckland City Hospital (Auckland,

New Zealand) between 2013-2022 were recruited. Ethics approval was obtained from the

Auckland Health Research Ethics Committee (AH1125) and informed consent was obtained

from all patients. Patients who had a history of skin allergy, evidence of mechanical gastric or

small bowel obstruction as a cause for their symptoms, BM| >40 and those with insulin-

dependent diabetes were excluded. Clinical dataincluding operation notes, imaging,

endoscopy, and histopathology (if applicable) were evaluated. Patients were aso followed up

within 1 week for adverse reactions. A healthy control cohort was also recruited, who had a

similar caloric content meal, being matched based on patient gender, age and BMI.

Quality of Life Assessments

At the time of the Gastric Alimetry, validated questionnaires were employed including the

PAGI-SYM, PAGI-QOL and EQ-5D-5L which assesses the patients' symptoms and quality

of life over the preceding 2 weeks (19-21). Individual and total scores were obtained and

analysed.
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Gastric Alimetry

Gastric Alimetry was performed under a protocol adapted for patients with areduced gastric
volume. This device comprises an HR stretchable electrode array (8x8 electrodes; 20 mm
spacing; 196 cm?), awearable Reader, validated iOS app for symptom logging, and a cloud-
based reporting platform (Figure 1A,B) (18, 22, 23). Baseline recordings were performed in
the first 30 minutes, followed by a218kCal meal, comprising of 100mL of Ensure (93kCal;
Abbott Nutrition, IL, USA) and half an oatmeal energy bar (125kcal, 2.59g fat, 22.59
carbohydrate, 5g protein, 3.5g fibre; Clif Bar & Company, CA, USA) to account for the
partial loss of stomach reservoir, consumed over 10 minutes and a 4-hr postprandial
recording in order to capture afull gastric activity cycle. Patients were seated in areclined
chair and were asked to limit movement, talking, and sleeping, but were able to read, watch
media, work on amobile device, and mobilize for comfort breaks. Symptom development or
changes were recorded on the Gastric Alimetry App, calculated into a Total Symptom

Burden Score (TSBYS) as defined and validated by Sebaratnam et al (18).

Spectral (frequency-amplitude) analysis was performed, encompassing four established
metrics derived from the Gastric Alimetry system (24): Principal Gastric Frequency (PGF),
BMI-Adjusted Amplitude, Gastric Alimetry Rhythm Index (GA-RI; reflecting gastric

pacemaker activity and stability), fed:fasted Amplitude Ratio (ff-AR; indicating meal
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response with contractions), with comparison to reference intervals and the matched control

cohort separately (25). Frequency was not reported if there was no stable rhythm (as

automatically determined in the Gastric Alimetry Report) (23). Adverse events were recorded.

Data Analyses

Statistical analysis was performed using GraphPad Prism (San Diego, CA, USA) and R

v.4.0.1 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). Analyses were performed

on bypass-only cohort, conversion to bypass-only cohort and a combined cohort. Symptom

and quality of life comparisons with the matched healthy controls were performed using the

unpaired Student’s t-test. Correlation analysis between spectral metrics, TSBS and QoL

scores were performed with Spearman’s correlation. All data is presented as mean +/- SD

unless otherwise stated, with p<0.05 considered as statistically significant.
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Results

Patient population

20 patients were recruited in total: 13 bypasses, 6 sleeve converted to bypass, 1 resectional

gastric bypass (8 males, 12 females; median age 55.5 years old; age range 33-68 years old;

median BMI 30.1; BMI range 21-38.8). Indication for all bypasses were for obesity.

Indications for the sleeve converted to bypass included reflux and hiatus hernia (n=5) and

narrowing of post-sleeve gastrectomy stomach and twisting (n=1). The resectional gastric

bypass was a patient who developed intermittent gastric distention following fundoplication

without any evidence of a mechanical cause (gastric pouch but no remnant stomach in situ),

and was therefore subsequently excluded from the main analysis (data availablein

Supplementary Figure 1). All other reconstructions were performed with a Roux-en-Y

reconstruction and no gastric resection. Median time from surgery was 43.5 months (range 4-

107 months). Patient and matched control demographics are presented in Table 1, showing

no differences in BMI, age, or gender between groups.

Symptom Burden and Quality of Life

Differencesin the Total Symptom Burden Score (TSBS), upper gastrointestinal symptoms

and QoL scores between patients and controls are reported in Table 1, with patients showing

substantially worse scores across all tests, including time-of-meal symptoms, PAGI-SY M
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and PAGI-QOL. Comparisonsin QoL data and TSBS for the different bypass groups are

presented in Table 2. The conversion to bypass group had a lower average QoL compared to

the bypass-only group, however, this did not reach statistical significance within the present

cohort size (6 vs 13).

Gastric Spectral Data

18/19 participating patients had at least 1 abnormal gastric slow wave spectral abnormality in

the remnant stomach, including 17 patients who had 2 or more abnormalities compared to the

test reference intervals (25). Data for all spectral metrics by group are presented in Table 3.

Dueto the very low GA-RI value for amost all patients (17/19), the Principal Gastric

Frequency values could only be identified in 3 subjects (2 of the 3 having normal GA-RI

values). By contrast, a Principal Gastric Frequency was reliably detected in all controls,

including during their fasting periods. All 3 cases with a preserved PGF were in the bypass-

only group, with an average time since bypass of 38.8 + 25.1 months. The GA-RI value was

lower in the conversion-only group vs. the bypass-only group, although this did not reach

significance (0.020 + 0.08 vs 0.13 + 0.06; p=0.07) (Table 3).

A reference spectral map of atypical healthy control is presented in Figure 1D, together with

the Gastric Alimetry test reference intervals. Example spectrograms from a bypass case and
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conversion to bypass case, with highly degraded gastric activity by comparison, are shown in

Figure 2A and B respectively. Summary spectrograms (combining all subjects’ data) are

shown for the bypass-only group, conversion to bypass group, and controls, in Figures 2C-E,

again showing dramatically degraded gastric activity following bypass. Comparisons to

reference intervals are depicted in Figur e 2F, with the main abnormality being reduced GA-

RI.

Correlational Analysis

Higher PGF (r=-0.57), lower ff-AR (r=0.42), lower GA-RI (r=0.63), and lower BMI-adjusted

amplitude (r=-0.43) were all strongly associated with lower quality of life as measured by the

PAGI-QOL score (p<0.05). Smilarly, lower GA-RI (r=-0.41), and lower BMI-adjusted

amplitude (r=-0.38) were aso significantly associated with higher symptom burden as

measured by PAGI-SYM score (p<0.05). Selected correlation plots for BMI-adjusted

amplitude and GA-RI are shown in Figure 3. For specific symptoms, PGF was found to be

correlated with early satiation, BMI-adjusted amplitude was correlated with nausea and

vomiting, and ff-AR was correlated with early satiation and symptoms of heartburn and

regurgitation (p<0.05).
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No adverse events were identified in any subject.
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Discussion

Gastric bypass and conversion to gastric bypasses involve reconstruction of the

gastrointestinal tract with exclusion of a gastric remnant. Post-operative symptoms can be

persistent, including nausea, vomiting, pain and dumping, however, the pathophysiology may

be unclear despite normal endoscopy or imaging (2). The results of this study show that over

one third of patients experienced moderate to severe symptoms with worse QoL compared to

matched controls. Remnant gastric stomach function was also found to be highly degraded in

the patient cohort, with many of these changes found to be correlated to worse symptom

burdens and lower quality of life scores.

The associ ations between remnant stomach degeneration, foregut symptoms and quality of

lifein this study are novel. Regarding the degraded gastric pacemaker system in the bypassed

stomach, this is expected due to disuse degeneration, as pacemaker system degeneration has

also been described in animal stomachs after marked calorie restriction, thought to be

mediated in-part by reduced local production of IGF-1 (26). Gastric bypassinitself could

also conceivably modify the gastric electrical conduction system through disconnection of the

stomach and partial denervation (27). Regarding the symptom associations, it is plausible that

the gastric dysrhythmias could contribute to upper gastrointestinal symptoms in bypass

patients, as post-surgical gastric dysrhythmias have been linked to symptoms in some other
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post-surgical populations previously, although causation was not assessed in the current study

(14, 15, 28, 29).

Bypass patients can experience significant long-term symptoms and QOL impairment

compared to matched controls, particularly in the group undergoing conversion to bypass.

While these findings were not unexpected, given these patients have undergone surgery and

typically have comorbidities, the findings further quantify the long-term symptom burdens

and QoL of patients after bypass procedures, with one-third suffering moderate to severe

post-prandial symptoms in this series. Such outcomes should be understood by surgeons and

patients embarking on these procedures, while noting that disease indications for surgery may

also significant impact prior quality of life.

The GA-RI was reduced in the conversion group compared to the bypass-only group, which

neared significance (p=0.07) even despite the small number of conversion patientsin this

subgroup (n=6). Thisis likely a true finding, reflecting the effect of the previous vertical

sleeve gastrectomy, which removes the native pacemaker and will have already caused

underlying gastric rhythm disturbances (14). The adjusted amplitude and the ff-AR

reductions compared to the matched control cohort, are explained by pacemaker degeneration,
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smooth muscle atrophy, a reduced volume of electrically active functioning gastric tissue and

the lack of food content stimulating the gastric remnant.

While there have been previous studies assessing the effects of surgical techniques on the

post-operative outcomes and quality of life in bypass, along with manometric assessments of

the gastric pouch and the Roux limb, studies of the remnant gastric conduction system have

been sparse prior to this study (30, 31). Thisis likely due to the lack of adequately high-

resolution techniques and devices to assess the electrophysiology of the stomach. Recent

technological advances in the form of invasive and non-invasive high-resolution gastric

mapping techniques have now significantly improved our understanding of gastric

electrophysiology in health and disease (9, 32, 33). Legacy techniques including

electrogastrography (EGG) have previously attempted to assess the electrica activity of the

stomach following surgery, however, thisis limited by low resolution and high sensitivity to

noise. Gastric Alimetry overcomes these problems by employing an HR array together with

sophisticated signal processing algorithms (22, 23), to non-invasively assess the

electrophysiology of the gastric remnant and to also simultaneously record symptom

development and progression. Previously, Gastric Alimetry has been exclusively performed

in patients with normal gastric anatomies, in whom reference ranges were developed (24, 25,

33). Asthis study now involves amodified Gastric Alimetry protocol to account for the
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effect of surgery on the stomach, the authors used both the validated reference range and a

cohort of matched control patients (with asimilar calorie load meal challenge) asa

comparison.

The strengths of this study include the recruitment of symptomatic and asymptomatic patients

in the patient population, and the use of a matched control cohort for comparison. Robust

statistical analyses were also performed to assess for differences between these cohorts. The

main limitation of this study was its dominant focus on remnant gastric motility, such that

other potential sources of symptoms such as pouch and Roux-limb function, together with

other contributing disorders, were not systematically evaluated. A causal association should

not be inferred from our results, particularly because the remnant stomach is excluded from

Gl continuity and symptoms had a post-prandial character. Therefore, it is highly likely that

symptom genesis post-bypass is multi-factorial, with other contributing sources including

gastric pouch stretch, Roux stasis syndrome, and post-surgical sequelae (31, 34). Future work

could now focus on addressing the causality of the novel finding that degradations of gastric

electrophysiology correlated with symptoms, which could be approached using frameworks

such as the Plausibility Criteria proposed by Tack et al (35).
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The results of this study may have clinical implications beyond sleeve gastrectomy. In
particular, the finding that a diverted stomach develops severe degeneration of the gastric
conduction apparatus may become relevant in the pathophysiology and management of other
medical or surgical conditions where there is prolonged stomach disuse. Relevant conditions
include prolonged illness with caloric restriction, including patients on long-term nasojejunal
feeding, total parenteral nutrition, and severe anorexia. When clinically rehabilitating these
patients back onto normal oral diets after a period of gut atrophy, clinicians should be
cognizant that stomach pacemaker function may have become degraded, requiring additional
time for recovery with return of dietary tolerance. Recovery patterns may aso be variable,
due to the inherent recovery capacity of the pacemaking, enteric neural and smooth muscle

components (36, 37), however, this requires further study.

In conclusion, athird of gastric bypass patients experienced significant long-term upper Gl
symptoms and a reduced quality of life. These consequences are associated with severe
degradation of remnant gastric electrophysiological function, although overall symptom

genesisin post-bypass patients is more likely to be multifactorial.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974; this version posted December 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Acknowledgements

We thank the volunteers who participated in this research, the Auckland City Hospital

clinical nurse specialist Elaine Yi and our Auckland clinical research coordinators Gen

Johnston and India Wallace.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974; this version posted December 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

References

1. Courcoulas AP, Yanovski SZ, Bonds D, Eggerman TL, Horlick M, Staten MA, et al. Long-term
outcomes of bariatric surgery: a National Institutes of Health symposium. JAMA surgery.
2014;149(12):1323-9.

2. Agawa S, SinglaV, Singh D, Bhambri A, Arumugasamy PR. Gastrointestinal Complications
of Bariatric Surgery. Management of Nutritional and Metabolic Complications of Bariatric Surgery.
2021:101-20.

3. Arterburn DE, Telem DA, Kushner RF, Courcoulas AP. Benefits and risks of bariatric surgery
in adults: areview. Jama. 2020;324(9):879-87.

4, Berger H, Ordemann J, Elbelt U, Hofmann T, Menenakos C, Berger H, et al. Postoperative
Management of Bariatric Surgery Patients. Obesity and Metabolic Surgery: Springer; 2022. p. 139-64.
5. OversSE, Freeman RA, Zarshenas N, Walton KL, Jorgensen JO. Food tolerance and
gastrointestinal quality of life following three bariatric procedures: adjustable gastric banding, Roux-
en-Y gastric bypass, and sleeve gastrectomy. Obesity surgery. 2012;22:536-43.

6. Raoof M, Nadund I, Rask E, Karlsson J, Sundbom M, Edholm D, et al. Hedlth-related quality-
of-life (HRQoL) on an average of 12 years after gastric bypass surgery. Obesity surgery.
2015;25:1119-27.

7. Sarwer DB, Wadden TA, Moore RH, Eisenberg MH, Raper SE, Williams NN. Changesin
quality of life and body image after gastric bypass surgery. Surgery for obesity and related diseases.
2010;6(6):608-14.

8. Andersen JR, Aasprang A, Karlsen T-1, Natvig GK, Vage V, Kolotkin RL. Health-related
quality of life after bariatric surgery: a systematic review of prospective long-term studies. Surgery
for Obesity and Related Diseases. 2015;11(2):466-73.

9. OGrady G, Wang T, Du P, Angeli T, Lammers W, Cheng L. Recent progress in gastric
arrhythmia: Pathophysiology, clinical significance and future horizons. Clin Exp Pharmacol Physiol.
2014,41(10):854-62.

10. O'Grady G, Gharibans AA, Du P, Huizinga JD. The gastric conduction system in health and
disease: atrandlational review. American Journal of Physiology-Gastrointestinal and Liver
Physiology. 2021;321(5):G527-G42.

11. Angeli T, Cheng L, Du P, Wang T, Bernard C, Vannucchi M, et al. Loss of interstitial cells of
Cgjal and patterns of gastric dysrhythmia in patients with chronic unexplained nausea and vomiting.
Gadtroenterology. 2015;149(1):56-66.€5.

12. Koch K. Gastric dysrhythmias: a potential objective measure of nausea. Exp Brain Res. 2014;In
Press[doi to follow].

13. Gharibans AA, Calder S, Varghese C, Waite S, Schamberg G, Daker C, et al. Gastric
dysfunction in patients with chronic nausea and vomiting syndromes defined by a noninvasive gastric
mapping device. Sci Transl Med. 2022;14(663):eabq3544.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974; this version posted December 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

14. Berry R, Cheng LK, Du P, Paskaranandavadivel N, Angeli TR, Mayne T, et al. Patterns of
Abnormal Gastric Pacemaking After Sleeve Gastrectomy Defined by Laparoscopic High-Resolution
Electrical Mapping. Obes Surg. 2017;27(8):1929-37.

15. Wang TH-H, Angeli TR, Beban G, Du P, Bianco F, Gibbons SJ, et al. Slow-wave coupling
across a gastroduodenal anastomosis as a mechanism for postsurgical gastric dysfunction: evidence
for a“ gastrointestinal aberrant pathway”. American Journal of Physiology-Gastrointestinal and Liver
Physiology. 2019;317(2):G141-G6.

16. Wang TH, Tokhi A, Gharibans A, Evennett N, Beban G, Schamberg G, et al. Non-invasive
thoracoabdominal mapping of postoesophagectomy conduit function. BJS Open. 2023;7(3).

17. Izbéki F, Wittmann T, Odor S, Botos B, Altorjay A. Synchronous electrogastrographic and
manometric study of the stomach as an esophageal substitute. World Journal of Gastroenterology:
WJG. 2005;11(8):1172.

18. Sebaratnam G, Karulkar N, Calder S, Woodhead JS, Keane C, Carson DA, et al. Standardized
system and App for continuous patient symptom logging in gastroduodenal disorders: Design,
implementation, and validation. Neurogastroenterology & Motility. 2022:€14331.

19. Rentz A, Kahrilas P, Stanghellini V, Tack J, Talley N, Trudeau E, et al. Development and
psychometric evaluation of the patient assessment of upper gastrointestinal symptom severity index
(PAGI-SYM) in patients with upper gastrointestinal disorders. Quality of Life Research.
2004;13(10):1737-49.

20. DelalogeC, Trudeau E, Marquis P, Kahrilas P, Stanghellini V, Talley NJ, et al. Cross-cultural
development and validation of a patient self-administered questionnaire to assess quality of lifein
upper gastrointestinal disorders: The PAGI-QOL®. Quality of Life Research. 2004;13:1751-62.

21. Fermont M, Blazeby JM, Rogers CA, Wordsworth S, Group B-B-SSM. The EQ-5D-5L isa
valid approach to measure health related quality of life in patients undergoing bariatric surgery. PLoS
One. 2017;12(12):€0189190.

22. Gharibans A, Hayes T, Carson D, Calder S, Varghese C, Du P, et al. A novel scalable electrode
array and system for non-invasively assessing gastric function using flexible electronics.
Neurogastroenterol Motil. 2022(e14418).

23. Calder S, Schamberg G, Varghese C, Waite S, Sebaratnam G, Woodhead JS, et al. An
automated artifact detection and rejection system for body surface gastric mapping.
Neurogastroenterology & Motility. 2022:€14421.

24. Schamberg G, Varghese C, Calder S, Waite S, Erickson J, O'Grady G, et al. Revised spectral
metricsfor body surface measurements of gastric electrophysiology. Neurogastroenterol Motil.
2022:€14491.

25. Varghese C, Schamberg G, Calder S, Waite S, Carson DA, Foong D, et al. Normative values for
body surface gastric mapping evaluations of gastric motility using Gastric Alimetry: spectral analysis.
The American Journal of Gastroenterology. 2022.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974; this version posted December 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

26. lzbéki F, Loérincz A, Bardsley M, Popko L, Young D, Ordog T. Gastric dysmotility in calorically
restricted mice is associated with depletion of 1CC and enteric neurons. Zeitschrift fir
Gadtroenterologie. 2009;47(05):A38.

27. Carson DA, Robertson S, Wang TH, Varghese C, Gharibans AA, Windsor JA, et al. The Impact
and Clinical Implications of Gastric Surgery on the Gastric Conduction System. Foregut.
2022:26345161221130117.

28. YouC, Chey W, LeeK, Menguy R, Bortoff A. Gagtric and small intestinal myoelectric
dysrhythmia associated with chronic intractable nausea and vomiting. Ann Intern Med.
1981;95(4):449-51.

29. Schaap H, Smout A, Akkermans L. Myoelectrical activity of the Billroth 11 gastric remnant. Gut.
1990;31(9):984-8.

30. vander Mijle HC, Kleibeuker JH, Limburg AJ, Bleichrodt RP, BeekhuisH, van Schilfgaarde R.
Manometric and scintigraphic studies of the relation between motility disturbances in the Roux limb
and the Roux-en-Y syndrome. The American journal of surgery. 1993;166(1):11-7.

31. Nguyen Tu B, Kelly KA. Matility disorders after Roux-en-Y gastrojejunostomy. Obesity
surgery. 1994;4(3):219-26.

32. O'Grady G, Du P, Cheng LK, Egbuji JU, Lammers WJ, Windsor JA, et al. Origin and
propagation of human gastric slow-wave activity defined by high-resolution mapping. Am J Physiol
Gadgtrointest Liver Physiol. 2010;299(3):G585-92.

33. Carson DA, O'Grady G, Du P, Gharibans AA, Andrews CN. Body surface mapping of the
stomach: New directions for clinically evaluating gastric electrical activity. Neurogastroenterology &
Motility. 2021;33(3):e14048.

34. Fich A, Neri M, Camilleri M, Kelly K, Phillips S. Stasis syndromes following gastric surgery:
clinical and moatility features of 60 symptomatic patients. J Clin Gastroenterol. 1990;12(5):505-12.
35. Tack J, Corsetti M, Camilleri M, Quigley EM, Simren M, Suzuki H, et al. Plausibility criteria
for putative pathophysiological mechanismsin functional gastrointestinal disorders: a consensus of
experts. Gut. 2018;67(8):1425-33.

36. Farrugia G. Interstitial cells of Cajal in health and disease. Neurogastroenterol Motil. 2008;20
(Suppl. 1):54-63.

37. Huizinga J, Zarate N, Farrugia G. Physiology, injury, and recovery of interstitial cells of Cajal:
basic and clinical science. Gastroenterology. 2009;137(5):1548-56.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

m

s
g
g
-
z
by
E
3
g
2
g
= NAA AN o A
w
2 s r\. /’MU A \J’r\/\/\n
\J
=
z
z
0
|
SYMPTOM
BURDEN
0:00 0:30 100 1:30 2:00 2:30 3:00 3:30 4:00 4:30
TEST DURATION (HR:MIN)
MEAL Bypass (N=13)
s
g
5
5
z
o
5
2
2
g
= o o~
o2
w3
o 20 J——"—r\%’—ﬁr—\_/’_ . S~ —
=31 o = =
EE
oF 10
52
0
5z
=
2
£3
Y /a —
0:00 0:30 1:00 1:30 2:00 2:30 00 3:30 4:00 4:30
TEST DURATION (HR:MIN)
HEAL Controls (N=19)
6
T5
£
g
4
S
s
E
2
g2
1
W S
. L~ —
o =
35 B~ |
2
DA =
5%
0
&z
S
==
£2
0:00 0:30 1:00 1:30 2:00 2:30 00 3:30 4:00 4:30

TEST DURATION (HR:MIN)

«w. Conversion to b

pass case

Zoa
22
T
32 ~J \J Al nl/\] b nn\'\’
2 A NN WYY T v
2
z
0
1 | | 1 1 ] | Il ] ] ] | 1 | 1 1
e HEEEEE
BURDEN
0:00 30 1:00 1:30 2:00 2:30 3:00 3:30 4:00 4:30
TEST DURATION (HR:MIN)
MEAL Conversions (N=6)
6
5
<y
S
S
3
g2
1
23 3 - -
53
§§ 20 4 ~ wvm | "~
2F = N——
22 10
=
0 T
4
N
0:00 130 1:00 1:30 2: 2:30 3:00 3:30 4:00 4:30
TEST DURATION (HR:MIN)
Adjusted Amplitude (V)
10 20 30 40
L 1 L 1 ]
1
g
1
1
I
GA-RI
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
L 1 1 1 1 1
L= DO '
2 4
ff-AR
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

1 Dashed line denotes lower limit of normal range


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Connector and
Conductive Alignment
Tracks e Lid Release

Button

Gastric Alimetry Rhythm Index (GA-RI)
0.53 (normal >0.25)

6
& s
N s
>~ 4 e
Principal Gastric Frequency — — -E— I E
3.25 cpm (normal 2.65-3.35 cpm) 3 =
Q2
[
14
Y
>
3 40
fed:fasted Amplitude Ratio (ff-AR) | w
1.85 (normal >1.08) S
=20
\ A=
z
0

0:00 0:30 1:00 1:30 2:00 2:30 3:00 3:30 4:00 4:30
TEST DURATION (HR:MIN)

Average Amplitude
28.6uV, adjusted 34.9uV (adjusted normal 22-70uV)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.14.23299974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Characteristics
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Spectral characteristics
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