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Ieab. MeTaaHan3 MyOaMKALIMIA, TOCBSIIIIEHHBIX CPABHEHMIO MAPEHXUMOCOEPETAOIINX U AHATOMUYECKUX PE3CKIINIA
MeYeHU.

Marepuan u Mmetoabl. B 6a3ax manHbix PubMed, Web of Science, Scopus, Embase u Cochrane Library no 31.12.2024
MPOBEJIM MOMCK MCCIICAOBAaHUM, TTOCBSAIIEHHBIX CPABHEHUIO MAPEHXMMOCOEPEralolnX 1 aHATOMUIECKUX PEe3eKIIUi
MPY METACTa3ax KOJIOPEKTAILHOTO paKa B MEYEeHM.

Pesyabrarbl. [IpoBoauau cpaBHEHHME Pe3yJbTaTOB PETPOCIEKTUBHBIX McciaenoBaHuii (21 padora). [1o pesynabratam
aHan3a yCTAaHOBWJIU, YTO MAapeHXUMOCOeperaoire pe3eKIny OTINYaIiuch MeHbIel mmrenbHocThio (BPC —39,11;
95% AU [-64,73, —13,49]; p = 0,003), kpoBomotepeii (BPC —278,86; 95% AU [-465,88, —91,83]; p = 0,003), mpomo:-
KUTENIbHOCTBIO ToctuTanu3amuu (BPC —1,81; 95% AU [-2,96, —0,67]; p = 0,002). YacToTa mocjeornepauoHHbIX
OCJIOXKHEHHUI CTaTUCTHYECKM He oTam4Yaiach. [locieomnepaimonHas jertanbHocts (OII 0,29; 95% AU [0,18, 0,46];
p < 0,00001), gacrora mocieomnepaunoOHHON meuyeHouHou Hemocratounoctu (OIL 0,17; 95% AW [0,07, 0,38];
p = 0,00001) u gacrora mocieornepalrMoHHbIXx remorpadcoysui (OI 0,40; 95% AU [0,22, 0,75]; p = 0,004)
ObUTM GOJIbILIE TTPU aHaToMHUYecKuX pedekiusix. Obuas (OP 1,07; 95% AU [0,97, 1,17]; p = 0,2) u Ge3periiauBHast
(OP 1,09; 95% M [0,98, 1,21]; p = 0,11) BbDKMBAeMOCTb CTATUCTUYECKU HE OTIMYaIuCh. Yacrora perumunBa
(OILI 1,41; 95% O [0,94, 2,10]; p = 0,10) u monoxutenbHbid Kpaii pesexiuu (OLL 1,39; 95% AU [0,97, 1,99];
» = 0,07) 1oCTOBEpHO HE OTJINYAJIUCH.

3akimoyenue. [TpoBeIeHHBIN aHAIN3 EMOHCTPUPYET MIPEUMYILIECTBA B HEMOCPEACTBEHHBIX Pe3yJIbTaTax MapeHXUuMO-
cOeperalnmx pe3eKkIuil o CpaBHEHUIO C AHATOMUYECKUMHU MPU COMIOCTABUMBIX OTAAJIEHHBIX Pe3yJibTaTax.

KioueBble cioBa: pesexyus neueHu,; napeHxumocOepeearouias pe3eKuus; mMemacmasvl KOAOPeKmdaabHo20 paka, Aanapo-
CKONuYecKue pe3eKuyu neveHu; OmKpblmbie pe3eKuiu neveHu

Ccebutka anasa murupoBanusa: bamwes 3.9., TonwapoB C.B., ParumoB B.A., Axamanze I.I., Comomkwmii B.A. CpaBHeHuUe
MapeHXuMOocOeperaoIux 1 aHaTOMMYECKUX PEe3eKIUi TpU MeTacTa3aX KOJOPEKTaJbHOTO paka B TEUEHU: MeTaaHallu3.
Annanvl xupypeuueckoii eenamonoeuu. 2025; 30 (4): 33—43. https://doi.org/10.16931/1995-5464.2025-4-33-43
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Comparison of parenchyma-sparing and anatomical resections
for colorectal liver metastases: a meta-analysis

Baliev Z.E. *, Goncharov S.V., Ragimov V. A., Akhaladze G.G., Solodkiy V.A.

Russian Scientific Center of Roentgenoradiology of the Ministry of Healthcare of the Russian Federation;
86, Profsoyusnaya str., Moscow, 117997, Russian Federation

Aim. To conduct a meta-analysis of studies comparing parenchyma-sparing and anatomical liver resections.
Material and Methods. A search was performed in PubMed, Web of Science, Scopus, Embase, and the Cochrane
Library for studies published up to 31 December 2024 that compared parenchyma-sparing and anatomical resections
for colorectal liver metastases.

Results. The analysis included retrospective studies (21 publications). Parenchyma-sparing resections were associated
with shorter operative duration (WMD —39.11;95% CI [—64.73, —13.49]; p=0.003), lower blood loss (WM D —278.86;
95% CI [—465.88, —91.83]; p = 0.003), and shorter hospital stay (WMD —1.81; 95% CI [—2.96, —0.67]; p = 0.002).
The overall incidence of postoperative complications did not differ significantly. Postoperative mortality (OR 0.29;
95% CI [0.18, 0.46]; p < 0.00001), postoperative liver failure (OR 0.17; 95% CI [0.07, 0.38]; p = 0.00001), and
postoperative transfusion rates (OR 0.40; 95% CI [0.22, 0.75]; p = 0.004) were higher after anatomical resections.
Overall survival (HR 1.07; 95% CI1[0.97, 1.17]; p = 0.2) and recurrence-free survival (HR 1.09; 95% CI1[0.98, 1.21];
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p=0.11) did not differ significantly. Recurrence rates (OR 1.41; 95% CI[0.94, 2.10]; p = 0.10) and positive resection
margins (OR 1.39; 95% CI [0.97, 1.99]; p = 0.07) also showed no statistically significant differences.

Conclusion. The analysis demonstrates advantages in short-term outcomes for parenchyma-sparing resections
compared with anatomical resections, while long-term outcomes remain comparable.

Keywords: /iver resection; parenchyma-sparing resection; colorectal liver metastases; laparoscopic liver resection; open liver

resection
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BBenenne

Pesexiiys nedyeHu SIBJISIETCS METOIOM, IMO3BOJISI-
JOIIMM YJIYUILIUTD MPOTHO3 Y MallMeHTOB ¢ MeTacTa-
3aMM KosiopekTaibHoro paka (MKPP) [1]. Tem He
MeHee PHCK PEeIUANBa OCTaeTCS BBICOKUM M, CO-
[JIACHO Pa3IMYHBIM UCCAEA0BAHUSIM, MOXET T0CTU-
ratb 75% |2, 3]. [1pu aToMm ObIIa moKazaHa 3hdeK-
TUBHOCTb MTOBTOPHBIX PE3EeKIIMI Y MAlIMEHTOB C pe-
ouaouBoM 3aboneBaHus [4]. B cBa3m ¢ aTuM
COXpaHeHME MaKCUMaJIbHOTO 0ObeMa 30pOBOIi Te-
YEeHOYHON TKaHM TIPU TIEPBUIHBIX OTICPAITUSIX TIPH-
obpeTraeT 0coOyI0 BaxXHOCThb. B Hacrosiee BpeMs
BBIOOp MEXITY aHATOMHUYECKOW pe3eKIIMeil TTedeHU
(AP) n napenxumocoOeperatomeit pezexkuneii (IICP)
0OCTaeTcsl MPEAMETOM JIUCKYCCUA.

Ilexb padoTHI — ITPOBECTH MeTaaHAIN3 MyOJIMKa-
i, mocBseHHbIX cpaBHeHuo [ICP u AP neuenu.

Matepuan u MeTOAbI

[nsg mpoBeneHMs MeTaaHaAM3a WCITOTb30BaN
pexkoMenaauuu PRISMA [5]. TTouck pefeBaHTHBIX
WCCIEIOBAaHNN OCYIISCTBISUIM B DIIEKTPOHHBIX

UccnenoBanust, uneHTUGOUIIMPOBAHHbBIE
B pe3yJbTaTe morcka B 6asze TaHHbBIX
(n=1742)

A

OcraBlnecst UCCAeI0BaHUS
MoCJjIe yaaJaeHus Ty0IMKaToB
(n=385)

4
[MpocmoTpenHbie pedepaTsl UCCIeT0BaHMIT

6azax manHbeix PubMed, Web of Science, Scopus,
Embase m Cochrane Library mo xonma 2024 r
KnoueBbie ¢pasbl: “parenchymal-sparing liver

resection”, “parenchymal-sparing hepatectomy”,
“anatomical hepatectomy”, “major hepatectomy”,
“major liver resection”, “wedge hepatectomy”,

“wedge liver resection”. ITon AP nmoHumanu pesek-
1110 MEYeHU B Mpejiesiax aHaTOMUIECKON eTMHUIIbI
(cerMeHT, ceKkTop, 10Jis1) corjaacHo bpucbeiHcKoit
aHATOMUYECKON Kiaccudukamu ¢ oopadboTKoi u
TepeceyeHneM COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH COCYIMCTO-Ce-
kperopHoil HOXKM. [Tox TTCP moHumanu pesek-
LIMI0O C COXpaHEHUEM MaKCHMaJbHO BO3MOXHOTIO
o0bemMa (QYHKIIMOHAJIBbHO aKTUBHOM TKaHU TeYeHU
C aJIeKBaTHbIM KPOBOTOKOM M OTTOKOM K€Y Mpu
MWHHUMaJIbHO BO3MOXHOM OTCTYyIle OT Kpasi omny-
xosu. [Tpouecc orbopa uccinegoBaHnii oToopaxkeH
Ha puc. 1.

B aHanu3 ObLIM BKJIIOYEHBI PETPOCTIEKTHMBHbBIE
pabortsl, mocBseHHble cpaBHeHuto [ICP u AP ne-
YEHU, C OLIEHKON HEMOCPEACTBEHHBIX W OTAaJIeH-
HBIX DPE3YJbTaTOB XUPYPTUUYECKOTO JieUeHMUs.

HckmoueHnnble uccienoBanus (n = 363):
* CHCTeMaTHUYeCKUe 0030pbl U METaaHATU3bI
* COziepKaHKMe He COOTBETCTBYET

(n= 385)

A
HpI/ICMHCMLIe ITOJIHOTEKCTOBBIC CTaTbM

HUCCaea0BaTCJIbCKMM BOIIpOCaM
+ KJIMHMYECKHEe HAOII0AeHUS

»-| Mckmouennble uccnenopanus (n = 1):

(n=122)

v
HCCHCHOB&HMH, BKJIFOUCHHBIC B M€TaaHaAIN3
(n=21)

¢ CTaTbd Ha ATIOHCKOM A3bIKE

Puc. 1. brok-cxema PRISMA. BbiOop siutepaTypsl JUisi MeTaaHaIU3a.

Fig. 1. PRISMA flow diagram: study selection for the meta-analysis.
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Ta6auma 1. O01Ias XapakKTeprCTUKA UCCIIeTOBaHUI
Table 1. General characteristics of the included studies

No ABTO 6 Tonp1 mpoBenenus, Tun 6‘Incno . NOS
- P, YO IHKAIMA XapaKTepUCTHKA pe3eKumu Ha JI:)GIEH""’

I | De Matteo et al., 2000 [10] 1985-1998 OI1 1}5}’ }ig 8
2 | Kokudo et al., 2000 [11] 19801999 OL ey ;g 7
3| Zorietal., 2006 [12] 1991-2004 MII ey e 6
4 | Finch etal., 2007 [13] 1993-2003 ML ney 29860 7
5 | Guzzetti et al., 2008 [14] 19952004 O ey o 7
6 | Sarpel et al., 2009 [15] 1987—2017 MII hey gz 8
7 | Lalmahomed et al., 2010 [16] 20002008 MI] ey . 7
8 | Van Dam etal., 2013 [17] 1991-2010 MII ner igg 6
9 | Mise et al., 2015 [18] 1993-2013 OI ey e 8
10 | Pandanaboyana et al., 2016 [19] 1993—-2011 MI] FL(;,P ggg 7
11| Matsuki et al., 2016 [20] 20052013 OI1 ner " 8
12 | Memeo et al., 2016 [21] 2006—2013 MII 11(;;1) géé 8
13 | Lordan et al., 2016 [22] 20002010 OI1 ey o 9
14 | Matsumara et al., 2016 [23] 1195-2012 O 1}5}) 13123 9
15 | Hosokawa ct al., 2017 [24] 20002015 MII ney v 7
16 | Donadon et al., 2017 [25] 20012013 MII N e 8
17 | Spelt et al., 2018 [26] 2006—2014 OL ney e 8
18 | Brown etal., 2019 [27] 19992016 ML ey }gj 7
19 | Okumura et al., 2019 [28] 2004—2017 OI1 hey o 8
20 | Wong Hoi She et al., 2020 [29] 1990—2017 O ey o 8
21 | Axananse u coast, 2024 [30] 2008—2023 OI1 ney gg 8

Ilpumeuanue: Ol — omHouieHTpoBoe, MIL — MHoToLIeHTpOBOE, NOS — 1mikana Newcastle-Ottawa.

M3 xaxmoil myOaMKauuy M3BJIEKaad UM IIEPBOTO
aBTOpa, TOoJ NyOJMKALMM, TUIl MCCIEIOBaHMUS,
00BbeM BBIOOPKM, T10JI ¥ BO3pACT MNAlIMEHTOB, XapaK-
TEPUCTUKN METACTATUUECKOrO MOpPaKeHUs, HEIo-
CpPeICTBEHHBIC Pe3yJIbTaThl oIepanuu (IIpoaoLKI-
TEJIbHOCTh, 00BEM KPOBOMIOTEPHU, IIPOIOJIKUTEIb-
HOCTh TOCHHUTAJM3allMK, II0CIeOoIlepalliOHHEIE
ocioxHeHus 1o kiaccugukanun Clavien—Dindo,
4acToTa ITOJIOKUTEJIBHOTO Kpas pe3eKIM, T'eMO-

TpaHcpy3uii, ocTpoii TocieonepalMoHHON TTeYeHOoY -
Hoit HemocTarouHocTy (OTTTTH) 1 yncio neTaabHbIX
ucxonoB). OTnajieHHbIe Pe3yJbTaThl OLEHUBAIM 10
o6ueit BkuBaemocty (OB) u 0e3peuanBHOI BbI-
xkuBaemocTu (bB). KauecTBo BKJIIOUEHHBIX UCCIe-
JIOBAaHUI OLIEHMBAJIM C MCIOJb30BAHUEM IIKaJIbI
NOS (taba. 1).

151 cTaTUCTUYECKOTO aHaIM3a MPUMEHSLIN Mpo-
rpamMHoe obecrnieueHue RevMan 5.4.1. Kareropu-
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Ta6muma 2. MeTaaHaIM3 MpeaoepalnoHHBIX (hDaKTOPOB
Table 2. Meta-analysis of preoperative factors

Iloka3arenn OI1I [95% IN] D I? Tect Drrepa
IlIkana pucka ASA 1,23 10,85, 1,77] 0,27 52% 0,52
CHUHXPOHHOCTb METACTATUYECKOTO MOPaKEHUS 0,73 10,52, 1,01] 0,06 86% 0,557
BunobapHoe nopaxeHue 0,092 10,77, 1,11] 0,27 36% 0,25
MHOXeCTBEHHBII XapaKTep MOPasKeHUS 1,08 10,89, 1,30] 0,44 12% 0,883
TIpenornepaliioOHHAsS XUMUOTEPATIUSI 0,89 0,75, 1,05] 0,15 45% 0,068
JlamapockonuuecKuii JoCTyI 1,96 [0,26, 14,95] 0,52 93% 0,485

ajlbHble JaHHbIE aHAJIU3UPOBAIU C TTOMOIIBIO OT-
HomeHus mancoB (OII), a HempepbIBHBIE — C UC-
MOJIb30BAaHWEM B3BEIIEHHOW pPa3HUILIbI CPETHUX
(BPC). Ecm nanHble ObUIM IIpenCcTaBJICHBI B BUIE
MeIMaHbl U pa3Maxa, UX MepecuuThiBaIu Ha Cpel-
Hee 3HAYCHHWE W CTaHIApTHOE OTKIOHeHuWe [6, 7].
Hns ouenku OB u bB npuMeHsiin oTHoIeHUE py-
ckoB. Eciu naHHbIE 00 OTHOIIIEHUU PUCKOB OTCYT-
CTBOB&JIM, WX PAaCCUUTBHIBAIM Ha OCHOBE KPMBBIX
Kamana—Meiiepa unu tabaui goxutus [8]. Bee
pe3ybTaThl TIPEICTaBIeHB ¢ 95% mOBepUTETHHBIM
uHTepBasioM (JIM), a ctaTUCTMYECKYIO 3HAYMMOCTb
onpenesiav nipu p < 0,05. HeonHopoaHOCTh uccie-
JIOBaHUI OlLIEHWBaJM C TMOMOIIIbIO MHAeKca 12, uyTo
MO3BOJISLIO BBIOpATh MOAEJIb CIyYalHbIX WU (PUKCU-
poBaHHBIX 3(pdekToB. [Ipu 3Hauenuu 1> > 40% wuc-
MOJIb30BAJIA MOJIEb CaydyailHbIX 3(h(eKTOB, B MPO-
TUBHOM cilydyae — (pukcupoBaHHbIX. JIjIsi aHanu3a
MyOJIMKAILIMOHHOTO CMEILEeHUs TMPOBOAWIU TeCT
Orrepa. [Tpu BbIsIBIEHUM MTyOIMKALIMOHHOTO CMellie-
HUSI BHITIOJHSUIU IOTIOJIHUTEIbHBIN aHaIM3 HAa OCHO-
BaHuu MeToarku “Trim and Fill” [9]. Ananu3s myonu-
KallMOHHOTO CMEIIeHHUs MPOBOAWIA C UCMOJb30Ba-
HHEeM mporpaMMHoro obecrnedeHust RStudio.

Pe3ynbraTni

IIpedonepauuonnvie oannvie. Metaananus mnpem-
OMEPAIIMOHHBIX XapaKTePUCTUK TIPEICTaBICH
B Tab1. 2.

Henocpeocmeennote pezyavmamot. B 12 iccieno-
BaHWSX IIPUBEICHBI JaHHBIEC O TIPOAOKUTEIEHOCTH
onepanuu. B rpynme ITCP piutenbHOCTH onepaiuu
Obula cTaTMCTUYECKU aocToBepHO MeHbline (BPC
-39,11; 95% AN [-64,73, —13,49]; p = 0,003;
1 98%). B rpymre IICP meueHr KpOBOITOTEPSI TAKKE

Ta6muna 3. AHanu3 myOIMKALIMOHHOTO CMEILeHUs
Table 3. Analysis of publication bias

OblIa CTaTUCTUYECKM AocToBepHO MeHblle (BPC
-278,86; 95% HNW [-465,88, —91,83], p = 0,003;
1°98%), mpu 5TOM OHa GblTa orrcaHa B 11 ucciemno-
BaHusx. B 13 paGorax mpuBeneHbl JaHHBIE O IIPO-
JTOJDKUTENIbHOCTA TrocnuTanu3aiuu. B rpynmne AP
MeYCHN TIPOMOIKUTEIBPHOCTh TOCTIUTAIN3AINN
ObuU1a cTaTUCTUYECKU 3HaUnMo OoJibiie (BPC —1,81;
95% I [-2,96, —0,67], p = 0,002; 1> 64%). Yactora
ITOCTICOTIEPAIIMOHHBIX OCIOXHEHWM B TPyMIax —
0e3 cratuctrdecku 3HaunMoi pasHuisl (OI 0,77;
95% oW [0,52, 1,14]; p = 0,2; 1> 87%), nmaHHble
ObUIM IIpencTaBieHbl B 18 nccnenpoBanmsax. [Tomoxu-
TeJIbHBIN Kpail pe3eKuu ObLI onrcaH B 17 uccieno-
Banusx. [lo pe3symbraTam aHaiam3a CTaTHCTHUYECKU
3HAYMMOW pAa3HMIIBI B TIPEIACTABICHHBIX TPYIIIax
BoIsiBIIeHO He Ob110 (OLL 1,39;95% AN [0,97, 1,99];
p = 0,07; I* 74%). [JaHHBIE O MIOCIIEOIIEPALIMOHHOMI
JIETATPHOCTH OBLTM TIpeacTaBlieHBI B 10 cTaThsx.
ITpu aHaMM3e MOMYIEHHBIX JaHHBIX BBISIBICHO, YTO
rnocJieonepaloHHas JeTaIbHOCTb Obljla CTaTUCTU-
YecKM 3HauYMMo MeHbIe B rpymme [TCP (OILI 0,29;
95% N [0,18, 0,46]; p < 0,00001; 1°0%) (puc. 2, 3).
Yacrora OIIITH 6bu1a mpeacTaBieHa JIUIIb B 5 UC-
CICMOBAHMAX; IO pe3yJbTaTaM aHajln3a 4YacToTa
OIIITH 6»uta Menbire B rpynmne [NCP (OII 0,17;
95% A1 [0,07,0,38]; p=0,00001; 120%) (puc. 4, 5).
YacToTa TOCIeonepalliOHHBIX TeMOTpaHCY3Uid
Obuta Takxke MmeHbiie B rpynne [TCP (OII 0,40;
95% W [0,22, 0,75]; p=0,004; I* 83%).

ITpu aHanM3e TAaHHBIX, TTOJTYYEHHBIX C TIOMOIIIHIO
Tecta DTrepa, BHISBICHO MyOJUKAIIMOHHOE CMeIIIe-
Hue no kpureputo OIIITH u yacroTe neTanbHBIX
ncxonoB. Ilocie xoppekmum merogoM “Trim and
Fill” craTiucTuyeckasi 3HAUMMOCTb pa3IuuUil coxpa-
Hsiach (Tada. 3).

Pesyasrarni, OIII [95% JIN]
ITapamerp Tect Drrepa
JI0 KOPPeKIUK nocJjie KOppeKuuu
Yacrora OITITH 0,0113 -0,17 10,07, 0,38] -0,21 10,12, 0,38]
Yacrora JieTalbHBIX KCXOI0B 0,00116 -0,29 10,18, 0,46] -0,27 10,18, 0,41]
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MapexxumocGeperaoupe  AHatomuyeckie Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
De Matteo et all 2000 5 119 29 148 31.3% 0.18[0.07,0.48] 2000 ——
Kokudo et all 2000 0 78 2 96 28% 0.24[0.01,5.09] 2000 —
Lalmahomed et all 2010 1 113 2 88 28% 0.38(0.03,4.30] 2010 =
Lordan et all 2016 2 238 9 634 6.2% 0.59[013,2.74] 2016 e
Memeo et all 2016 1 119 0 148 06% 3.76[0.15,93.13] 2016 =
Pandanaboyana et all 2016 5 409 29 582 29.9% 0.24 [0.09,0.61] 2016 —a—
Donadon etall 2017 2 128 5 426 29%  1.34[0.26,6.97] 2017 —e——
Hosokawa et all 2017 1 1478 7 242 151% 0.25(010,066] 2017 .
Brown et all 2019 1] 164 5 194 6.4% 0.10[0.01,1.91] 2019 [
Okurnura et all 2019 0 148 1 12 21% 0.27 [0.01,6.70] 2019 "
Total (95% CI) 2994 2679 100.0%  0.29[0.18, 0.46] &
Total events 27 89
i == - - . - k ! 1 1
Heterageneity: Chi*= 8.25, df=8 (P=0.51), F=0% 001 01 10 1000

Test for overall effect: Z=5.21 (P < 0.00001) Huke & rpynne NC  Beiwe & rpynne NC

Puc. 2. Inarpamma. Yacrora JieTalbHBIX KCXOJ0B, MOIETb (DMKCUPOBAHHOTO 3P deKTa.
Fig. 2. Forest plot: mortality rate, fixed effects model.
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Kokudo et all 2000 0 78 2 96 56% 024[0.01,5.09) 2000 —
Lordan et all 2016 0 238 13 634 183%  0.10[0.01,1.63] 2016 ——
Memeo et all 2016 5 360 19 331 486%  0.23[0.09,063] 2016 ——
Brown et all 2019 0 164 5 194 125%  0.10[0.01,1.91] 2019 ———e
Okumura et all 2019 0 148 5 121 150%  0.07[0.00,1.30] 2019 —_—
Total (95% CI) 988 1376 100.0%  0.17 [0.07,0.38] <
Total events 5 44
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Puc. 4. Inarpamma. Yacrora mocjeornepalilMiOHHON MeYeHOYHOM HEAOCTAaTOUHOCTHU, MOJeb (PUKCUPOBAHHOTO 3 deKTa.
Fig. 4. Forest plot: postoperative liver failure, fixed effects model.
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Omoaaennvie pezyavmamst. Ouenky OB npoBo-  He BwisiBieHo (OP 1,09; 95% M (0,98, 1,21];
I Ha ocHOBaHMM HaHHBIX 20 uccnegoBanuil. p=0,11;1249%; puc. 8, 9). B cpaBHMBAaEMBIX TPYII-
[Mpu ananm3e TaHHBIX yCTaHOBIEHO, uTo OB cTatm-  max mpuW aHaaM3e YacTOTHI PeUANBA Pa3Iuduii He
CTMYECKM 3HAYMMO He omimyanach B rpymmax AP BeisBaeno (OLO 1,41; 95% AW (0,94, 2,10];
u TICP (OP 1,07; 95% AW [0,97, 1,17]; p = 0,20;  p=0,10; I* 89%; puc. 10, 11). Tect Drrepa He BbIsI-
I? 42%; puc. 6, 7). Ilpu anamuse BP (14 uccnemoBa- B IMyOIMKAIIMOHHOE CMELIEHHE.

HUIT) CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMOM pa3HMITHI B TPYIITIAX

Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
De Matteo et all 2000 -0.1358 0123 7.7% 0.87 [0.69,1.11] 2000 S S TR
Kokudo et all 2000 -0.0704 0.1524 6.2% 0.93 [0.69,1.26] 2000 ——
Zorzi etall 2006 01989 02908 2.4% 1.22[0.69,2.16] 2006 ]
Finch et all 2007 -01312 03302 20% 0.88 [0.46,1.68] 2007
Guzzetti et all 2008 0.47 0.353 1.7% 1.60[0.80, 3.20] 2008
Sarpel etall 2009 0 032164 2.0% 1.00([0.53,1.88] 2008
Lalmahomed et all 2010 0002 01424 67% 1.00([0.76,1.32] 2010 Tt
Van Dam et all 2013 073237 015946 58% 2.08([1.52,2.84] 2013 —
Mise et all 2015 00723 01152 8.2% 1.07 [0.86,1.35] 2015 -
Lordan et all 2016 0.0535 0.092 98% 1.05[0.88,1.26) 2016 L o
Matsumara et all 2016 01441 02008 4.3% 1.15[0.78,1.71] 2016 —_—
Memeo et all 2016 -0.1143 0076 11.0% 0.89[0.77,1.04] 2016 =
Pandanaboyana et all 2016 0.1604 01433 66% 1.17[0.89,1.55] 2016 et
Donadon etall 2017 01142 04589 1.1% 1.12[0.46,2.76] 2017
Hosokawa et all 2017 0.0421 0069 11.5% 1.04[091,1.19] 2017 = L
Speltetall 2018 -0.3552  0.2411 3.3% 0.70[0.44,112] 2018 T
Erown et all 2019 019062 0.18492 48% 1.21[0.84,1.74] 2019 -
Okumura et all 2019 012222 042768 1.2% 1.13[0.49,261] 2019
Wong Hoi She et all 2020 0.27003 0.2904 2.4% 1.31[0.74,2.31] 2020 —
Akhaladze et all 2024 -0.18392 046584 1.1% 0.83([0.33,2.07] 2024
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.07 [0.97, 1.17] 'P
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.02; Chi*= 33.02, df=19 (P = 0.02); F= 42% 055 05? ] 145 é

Test for overall effect: Z=1.29 (P = 0.20) Buiwe & rpynne NG Huke & rpynne NG

Puc. 6. Ilnarpamma. O0111a51 BEDKMBA€MOCTh, MOJIETh CITydailHbIX 2 (HeKTOoB.
Fig. 6. Forest plot: overall survival, random effects model.
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Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Finch et all 2007 01823 0.2653 3.2% 1.20[0.71,2.02] 2007 ko s
Lalmahomed et all 2010 0.0751 01427 7.6% 1.08[0.82,1.42] 2010 =
Van Dametall 2013 0.68813 0.13889 7.8% 1.99[1.52,2.61] 2013 e
Mise etall 2015 0.004 0.1322 8.2% 1.00[0.77,1.30] 2015 h 3
Pandanaboyana et all 2016 0.0354 01322 8.2% 1.04 [0.80,1.34] 2016 i
Lordan et all 2016 -0.046 0.092 11.3% 0.96[0.80,1.14] 2016 -
Matsumara et all 2016 -0.1065 02014 49% 0.90[0.,61,1.33] 2016 e
Memeo et all 2016 0.004 01081 101% 1.00([0.82,1.24] 2016 ¥ i
Donadon etall 2017 0.004 0.1346 8.1% 1.00[0.77,1.31] 2017 i, =
Hosokawa etall 2017 0.0733 0.0695 13.2% 1.08[0.94,1.23] 2017 -
Brown et all 2019 011333 014439 7.5% 1.12[0.84,1.49] 2019 e
Okumura et all 2019 012222 0.18958 5.3% 1.13[0.78,1.64] 2019 iz o
YWong Hoi She et all 2020 0 021113 46% 1.00[0.66,1.51] 2020 i
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.09 [0.98, 1.21] ¥
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.02; Chi* = 23.56, df= 12 (P = 0.02); F= 40% t t i |
Test for overall effect Z=1.59 (P=0.11) 0.81 9.1 H L
: : : Hixe 8 rpynne MNC  Belwe e rpynne MNC
Puc. 8. Inarpamma. be3pelimanBHast BBLKUBAEMOCTh, MOJENb CYyIailHBIX 3(P(EeKTOB.
Fig. 8. Forest plot: recurrence-free survival, random effects model.
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O.(§ _g[ D . Puc. 9. Junarpamma.
| BbespeniunnBHast BBLKUBAEMOCTb.
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MapexxuMocBeperaouye  AHATOMHYECKMe Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, R 95% CI
Kokudo et all 2000 3 78 37 96 7.2% 1.05[0.57,1.94] 2000 —
Zorzi et all 2006 27 72 73 181 74% 0.89[0.51,1.56] 2006 e
Guzzett et all 2008 5 106 9 102 51% 0.51[0.17,1.58) 2008 —
Van Dam etall 2013 62 169 60 120 7.7% 0,67 [0.42,1.06] 2013 |
Mise etall 2015 92 156 75 144 7.7% 1.32[0.84,2.09) 2015 -
Matsurnara etall 2016 87 113 23 113 71%  13.00(6.95 24,68 2016 ——
Memeo et all 2016 166 360 160 33 82% 0.91[0.68,1.23] 2016 —
Pandanaboyana et all 2016 a0 409 102 582 8.2% 1.33[0.87,1.82) 2016
Donadon etall 2017 23 128 11 426 66% 8.26[3.90,17.49) 2017 —_—
Hosokawa etall 2017 529 1478 24 242 82% 1.05[0.79,1.39) 2017 -
Okurmura et all 2019 48 148 49 121 76% 0.71[0.43,1.16] 2019 —
Brown et all 2019 a0 164 132 194 78% 057 [0.37,0.88) 2019 ——
Wong Hoi She et all 2020 25 89 2 234 7.0% 3.96[2.08, 7.54] 2020 —_—
Akhaladze et all 2024 ¥ 52 3 33 41% 1.66[0.40,6.91] 2024 e
Total (95% CI) 3522 2930 100.0% 1.41[0.94, 2.10] e
Total events 1282 839
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.49; Chi*= 123.35, df= 13 (P < 0.00001); F= 89% ik = 3 =+
Test for overall effect Z=1.66 (P = 0.10) ™ Hiske 6 rpynne NG Buiwe 8 rpyane NG
Puc. 10. Iuarpamma. YactoTa peruanBa, MOJEb CIydaiiHbIX 3(pPeKTOB.
Fig. 10. Forest plot: recurrence rate, random effects model.
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OO0cyxKaeHue

C pa3BUTHEM COBPEMEHHBIX TEXHOJIOTUIA, MOSIB-
JIEHHEeM HOBBIM CXEM XUMMOTEpPareBTUUECKOTo Jie-
YeHUs] U3MEHWJINCh MOAXOAbl K XUPYPrAYECKOMY
JICUEHUIO 3JI0OKAYeCTBEHHBIX HOBOOOpa30BaHUIA.
Bce Gosbiie BHUMaHUS YAEJSIIOT OPraHOCOXPaHSIO-
el xupypruu. Pazpaborka KOHLENUUU MapeHXU-
MocOeperalolleil Xupyprum redyeHu Takxke MpOoBO-
JINJIaCh B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE.

ITo MHEHHIO HEKOTOpBIX aBTOPOB, OCHOBHBIM
HenmoctaTkoM BbinosiHeHUs [TCP nedenu sipasieTcst
GOJTbIIIAs YACTOTA TIOJIOKUTEIBLHOTO KPasi pe3eKIIIN
[31—-33]. CornacHo uccaenoBanuto 2021 r., yacrora
peluarBa Mo Kparo pe3ekluu Obljia COOCTaBUMON
MPU TIOJOXUTEJIBHOM U OTPULIATEJIbHOM Kpae pe-
dekuuu [34]. Tlpu atom OGnaromapsi BHEAPEHUIO
0oJiee MIHTEHCHBHBIX U Pe3YJIbTaTHBHBIX CXEM XUMUO-
Tepanuu BAUSIHUE TTOJOXUTEIbHOTO Kpasi pe3eK1un
Ha JIOJITOCPOYHbIE Pe3yJIbTaThl CYIIIECTBEHHO YMEHb-
muioch. B pabore 2023 1. ObLJIO YCTAaHOBJIEHO, YTO
MUWHUMAaJIbHBIN OTCTYN | MM OT Kpasi pe3eKLuu J10-
CcTaToYeH JJIsl JOCTUXeHUsT absacTuuyHocTu. Kpome
TOr0, HEKOTOpPbI€ aBTOPbI MPU3HAIOT IOMYCTUMbBIM
MOJIOXKUTEbHBIN Kpall pe3eKIUU Yy MalueHToB, Mo-
JIYUMBILIUX MPENoNepalMoOHHYI0 XUMUOTEpaINuio ¢
MOJIOXKUTEbHOU TMHAMUKON B BUIE YMEHbIIEHMS
pa3MepoB MeTacTazoB [35].

YacTtoTa peuuavMBa Mocje pe3eKIUU TeUYeHU
0OCTaeTcsl Ha BLICOKOM YPOBHE, IOCTUTasl, TI0 HEKO-
TOPBIM JaHHBIM, 75% [2, 3]. B mogoOHBIX cuTyarm-
sIX TIOBTOpHAsl pe3eKlusl TeYeHU MO3BOJISIET J0-
CTUYB TTPUEMIIEMBIX OTHAJIEHHBIX Pe3yIbTaToB [36—
38]. Beinmonnenue mnepBuuHoii [ICP mosBosser
COXpaHUTb OOJIbIIMK 00BbEM TMapeHXUMbI TMeUYeHU
JIJISI TIOBTOPHBIX PE3EKIMI U aIblOBAaHTHOM XMMUO-
Tepanuu. B To e BpeMsi B HEKOTOPBIX MCC/Iea0Ba-
HUSIX TOKa3aHO OTCYTCTBUE BJIMSIHUSI TIEPBUYHOIO
TUIIA PE3EKLMM Ha BbIKMBAEMOCTb MAallMEHTOB
rocJie MoBTOPHBIX onepauuii [39].

ITpoBeneHHbI MeTaaHAIU3 IEMOHCTPUPYET, UYTO
BoinosiHeHue [TCP npu MKPP B neyeHu cBsizaHO
C JYYIIMMM HETOCPeICTBEHHBbIMU pe3yJibTaTaMu
MPU COMOCTAaBUMBIX OTAAJICHHBIX pe3yJbraTax, 4To
COOTBETCTBYET JaHHBIM MUWPOBOW JHUTEpaTyphl.
OaHakKo Mpy MHTEPNpeTalM MOJYYEHHbBIX JaHHbIX
HEOO0XOJUMO YUYUTHIBATh HECKOJbKO (haKTOPOB.
[TalmeHTaM ¢ MeCTHO-PacIpOCTPaHEHHBbIMU OITy-
XOJISIMU Yallle BbIMOJHSAI0T AP, B TO BpeMs Kak ma-
LUEeHTaM CO CHIDKEHHOM MEYeHOUYHOU (QYHKIIMEN
yamie BeIMoaHSAIOT [ICP. Takke cToUTbh OTMETUTH,
YTO Pa3iMuUsl B XUPYPIrUUECKOM OIbITE MOTYT BJIU-
SITb Ha HETOCPEICTBEHHbIE Pe3yJibTaThl, TaKUe KakK
KPOBOIIOTEPsI U JJUTEJbHOCTh omepaunu. Kpome
TOT0, MOAXO/IbI K BEIEHUIO MAllMEHTOB BapbUPYIOT B
Pa3HbIX YUPEXKIESHUSIX, UTO TAKXKE MOXET MPUBECTU
K HEOTHOPOJHOCTHU TPU OLIEHKE MPOAOJIKUTETbHO-
CTU rocnuTaiu3auuu. BaxkHbIM (pakTOpoOM BBICOKOI
reTepOreHHOCTHU B UCCIEOBAHUM MOXKET BbICTYTIATh
U pa3jinuue B epuoaax myoJuKauuii: B MeTaaHAJIU3

40

Bouwtu uccaenoBanus ¢ 1985 mo 2023 r. UsMeHeHus
B HAyYHO-TEXHUUYECKOM 0a3e, Moaxoaax K BBIITOJTHE-
HUIO OIlepalii, OLIEHKE pe3eKTa0eJbHOCTU U
OOILEll TAKTUKE BEIEHUS IMAallMEHTOB 3HAYMMO OT-
Pa3sUIINCh KaK Ha HEMOCPEACTBEHHBIX, TAK U HA OT-
JaJICHHBIX pe3yJibTaTax.

3akiouenne

ITapenxuMocoOeperatoiiasi pe3ekius SBIsieTcs
0e30I1aCHOIl aJBTepHATUBHON aHATOMUYECKOI pe-
3€KIIMU, MO3BOJISIET TOOMBATHCS JTYUIINX HETTOCPEI-
CTBEHHBIX PE3YyJBTATOB MPU COMOCTABUMBIX OTIdA-
JIEHHBIX pe3yJibTaTax.
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