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Clinical analysis of partial liver resection for hepatolithiasis WA A
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Objective: To compare the clinical efficacy between anatomical segmentectomy/lobectomy and non- Pllsise

anatomical segmentectomy/lobectomy in treatment of intrahepatic bile duct stones. Methods: Ninety-six
patients with intrahepatic bile duct stones were randomly divided into observation group and control
group with 48 cases in each group. Patients in observation group underwent anatomical
segmentectomy/lobectomy, while those in control group received non-anatomical
segmentectomy/lobectomy. The operative time, intraoperative blood loss, incidence of postoperative
complications and rates of residual and recurrent stones and reoperation of the two groups were
compared. Results: Operations were performed successfully in all patients, and all of them experienced
a smooth perioperative period. No death occurred. The operative times between the two groups showed
no statistical difference (P>0.05), but the intraoperative blood loss, incidence of postoperative
complications, rates of residual and recurrent stones and reoperation in observation group were all
significantly lower than those in control group (all P<0.05). Conclusion: Partial liver resection is effective
for intrahepatic bile duct stones and anatomical segmentectomy/lobectomy is the preferred procedure.

Keywords: Cholelithiasis/surg Hepatectomy/methods Bile Ducts, Intrahepatic
WA H 1 2012-10-29 & 1R H i 2012-12-31 W 45 iR & 4ii H 1] 2013-02-15

DOI: 10.7659/j.issn.1005-6947.2013.02.005

HETH -

WHAEL : BFI%, Email: xuexuexuel976@126.com
VB TR - B T B R R 24 56 DU IS g =3 4 T | 22 22 35 T B 96 e DR 5 4 24 7 1R TR 9 o

ES LI EN Ve e

1. VRS 2 FUIERIGY T IR 45 A0 ). TP ERE A RS, 2007,16(7): 2-

2. GRELHABIE | BRGEST | T EIE | ERET R RSHERT IR RVE T S ME TN 4 f . el & [3]. h 5@ 4k
BZri, 2013,22(2): 131-134

3. VEEME,  BRBMR, ®OOE, TE SASBY JEREFUIRRGT IR IRE S A I RTTITLI]. S E AR
Z&i&, 2007,16(6): 10-

4. BRI =R A AR RS DI BRAE I A A 5 AT A 9], AR AR, 2013,22(2):
145-149



5. XI5t | J7H5 | G0 R DIBR ARG YT I IR 450046 917 S0 [3]. S AR AR, 2012,21(2): 233-235
6. FRA|JME|AE | H A | 3 & I 85 AT IR BB A DIBR P I FARSE IS [3]. Hh ERE @ AR 2L A&,
2012,21(2): 127-131

7. BB A D] YUK ] ARG IS 4 A [9]. P B AR, 2011,20(9): 1014-
1016

8. MEME| MR B0 AR REAR| L FURMEIT M IRE RE L 4 B3l 4 [9]. B @ SRR,
2011,20(8): 854-856

9. MBIk, TXUE, Bhksh. s S50 7 IF WAMBE 45 A IR A 9], ESE sy, 2011,20(8): 897-
898

10. MHEERE| MR B0 A RAeAR| ER R IR EE RS A BE3sfilR & [9]. * EE @A AR,
2011,20(8): 854-856

11. fielR, TXUR, BhEE) R4 s sy yr BT AN 850 IR N H [3]. B 4Rk, 2011,20(8):
897-898

12. REABE] A B I REAR NI 450G MM RIRE R I14B13R 5 [9]. B E bR,
2011,20(7): 743-745

13. BRINPRL| 2| mad L DI SR P A 4 4 P I AR R [3]. P @ AR &, 2011,20(7): 746-
748

14. ZEpl IR AR SRS 4 I [0]. P S AMRRGE, 2011,20(5): 449-449

15. RETL2|MRACRL|E AL | 2 E L TR R R L SR BRI 2 1 5853 T T bk sh kA BRUFF P EE (6 5 i
[J1. *FEEEAME A&, 2011,20(2): 150-153

16. 1| R 2| 2RI | BRiL AR 2. 1T W IR 4540 601 I N IR L U EGFRI A KL= X [3]. v [ 3 4
Flvi, 2011,20(2): 200-203

17. WL MRILAE2| R Bk2] 2= N3, P I 454 G I A TE S i 4 2L b NF-k B IR 3R S L 9] P (5l
SRR, 2010,19(8): 925-928

18. B | SCHIR | WAL S | 2R A | B o R T 5 | ) SE MRS T VIR AR IR T7 IFIEAS 4540 Bffe9 R4 [3]. Hh %
WBAMEIZR &, 2013,22(2): 236-238

19. BPLLA| JAWCF | D R O ekm | 2244 75 i RS BT 7E T 9 AR IR AR &0 T CFE AR IR - BiE30 1R 245 [3].
[ 3 AR A, 2013,22(2): 239-242

20. A RIECAR | TS . T P I BE R 2 W S 98T IIF SRR [9]. P B SRR AR, 2010,19(2): 190-194
21, AR T AT EFENL VAT T TR ], o EEESMELE, 2010,19(2): 206-208

22, FAHZS| R | H IR ARE T I 2 a7 RO i [9]. B4 RHR R, 2010,19(2): 132-134

23. WKL, B2, XK1, AT, SRR N AMEET 454G IR IR K TR WA #E [9]. v B4
Bk, 2004,13(2): 2-86

24. R, FEKE, B, ek, wiltsE, BOKR TR EERURI3HI[I]. H EE AR 4 &, 2004,13(2): 35-
110

25. &, FEE, ik, MORT . Z2MRT A ER WIS S A EGE N ] B A R R, 2004,13
(2): 18-135

26. wxBEd, B, MEEEZE, ARAL R0 ERAE.
JHFBETI BRI & T AN EE B 67 1T N A 4540

[01. P EEE AN E, 2004,13(2): 1-83

27. WAEHWE, HEE, P, I, B IR A S HFIEE IR RS R RS 0. P ERERE AR R,
2005,14(8): 3-

28. FEPME, XNTUHG WA, HIE, EWM RIS A 26 F AR ). hEE s R, 2005,14
1): 2-

29. [AXREE, BRI, WRE, BXE, TEC TSN FERET: 10260 A 9], B EEE SRR
&, 2006,15(3): 3-169

30. MiLXa,2, WML, XSRS, #HEE2 IR SR ANEFER TR I]. T E S ARk, 2006,15
(3): 14-213

31. X|A5m1 SERTEAK2 HR AR 4 A ANERATT 3], P S E AN AR, 2006,15(3): 17-223

32, FBOCEE FRRIEE T BRI RRE LM TR EE SHAR W E [3]. H EEE SR, 2006,15(3): 1-162
33.  FukfRl,  WSCHE2 BTN TARRT . HalpHRE[I]. P EE MR, 2008,17(6): 17-594
34. WKBHIER, Iz, @3 JHFDIBRIATTIFA IS Sy bt 3], b ERESMRERGE, 2008,17(6): 24-615

35.  FRstan, BAEE, B3OY HWAMBE A T OREsHE IR a4 K BivE 3], o E - E AR R, 2006,15(6):
23-478

36.  Jfd, WA, kE, TP HEESAMTFARRBIY: M7l 9], b ESE MY E, 2008,17(2):
2-113

37. BEM, wiEE, SRR, R CSIERFUIBRIGT NI S rTAT AT 0], Bl SRR, 2006,15
(8): 11-601



38.  JESEAR,  BWIRSE,  BZE, kA, WNVRML bJr, SR PR SCRET R TR A A S E
RITATIR G IGIRTF T[], B /R, 2007,16(8): 30-

39.  BRJE, U, SR, THOT S NE iR B A SOE A A B IR A 0] P BRI AR,
2007,16(5): 33-

40.  HES, EI R IR AT SO IR 0 I A I AMEHA YT [9]. B SRR, 2007,16(5): 34-
41, FR, AT, MR,  RZ%E, AR T EIREE TR (Meat] R[], b EREE A R,
2007,16(2): 15-

Copyright 2008 by H [ i@ 4L &



