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Eicaywyn: O1 eAGXIOTA ETTEURATIKEC XEIPOUPYIKEC TEXVIKEC
EXOUV avaTTOQEUKTA OIEIOCOUCEl KAl OTO TTEDIO TNC NTTATIKNC
XEIPOUPYIKNC. 'HON

N AQTTAPOCKOTTIKN TTPOCEYYION TTAPOUCIAlEl EUTTEOWMEVA
ATTOTEAEOMATA EVAVTI TNC AVOIKTAC, OTTWC N UEIWON TOU
XEIPOUPYIKOU TPAUMATOC KAl TOU METEYXEIPNTIKOU TTOVOU. H
XPNoN TWV CUCTNUATWY POUTTOTIKNG XEIPOUPYIKNC
TTAPOUCIACEl ETTITTAEOV TEXVIKA TTAEOVEKTAUATA, EVAVTI TNG
AQTTAPOOKOTTIKNG TEXVIKNG, OTTWC N BEATIWON TOU OTTTIKOU
TTEOIOU KOl O KOAAUTEPOC XEIPIOPOC TWV EPYAAEIWYV O€
TTOAAQTTAOUC AEOVEC HECW TWV POPTTOTIKWY BPAXIOVWV.

2KOTTOG: H TTapoxn Miag CUYKPITIKAC MEAETNC METOCU
POUTTOTIKNC KOl AVOIKTNC XEIPOUPYIKNC TEXVIKNC VI
NTTOTEKTOUN, TTOU apopa o€ TTANBWPEA NTTATIKWY
aAANOIWTEWV.

MEBoOOG Kal AoBeveig. AlevepyndbnkKe yia cuoTNUATIKNA
BIBAIOYPA@IKA avAOKOTINON TWV PACEWY OEQOUEVWV
Medline, Scopus, Google Scholar, Cochrane kai
Clinicaltrials.gov yia HEAETEC TTOU ONUOCIEUONKAV £WC KAl
ToV lavouapio Tou 2022 Kal eUTTEPIEIXAV TOUAQXIOTOV £va
METEYXEIPNTIKO ATTOTEAECUA (XEIPOUPYIKOC XPOVOC, ATTWAEIA
QiJaTOC, TTAPAMOVH) OTO VOOOKOUEIO, vOOonpoTNTA,
OvnTtoTNTQ)

ATTOTEAECHATA: 2UPTTEPIANPONKAV OEKATPEIC PN TUXOAIOTTOINUEVEC KAl Jia TTPOOTITIKN MEAETN, ME 1801 aoBeveic ouvoAika, ek Twv oTToiwy o1 640 utreBANBNoav o€

Table 1 Study Characteristics

Mivakag 1. XapaktnpioTiIKa MeAETWY TTOU CUUTTEPIANPONKAY

Year; Author  Country No RLR vs  Type of study MINORS Type of lesion(s) (RLR vs OLR) Major AL/PS Conversion
OLR resection (>3 lesions RLR  Open (%)
segments) vs OLR
2014; Patriti Italy 19 vs 69 Retrospective 18 HCC (1 vs 15), LM (13 vs 46), Ovs O 3/16 vs 21/48 n/a
CCA (1 vs 0), Benign/other (4 vs 7)
2016; Croner  Germany 10 vs 53 Retrospective 18 HCC(4vs7)CCA (1 vs2)LM (5 n/a n/a n/a
vs 40) LA (0 vs 3) FNH (0 vs 1)
p=0.018
2016; USA 64 vs 64 Retrospective 16 HCC (12 vs 11), LM (35 vs 36), 6bvs 6 n/a 4 (6.2%)
Kingham GBC (3 vs 4) p=0.97, Benign (10 vs
5)
2016; Sham USA 71 vs 88 Retrospective 17 HCC (22 vs 12), LM (24 vs 40), 17 vs 43 n/a 4 (5.6%)
CCA (14 vs 31), Other (10 vs 5)
2017, USA 68 vs 55 Retrospective 18 Not specified 29 vs 24 n/a 6 (8.8%)
Daskalaki
2017; Chen China 81 vs 81 Retrospective 18 HCC (81 vs 81) 34 vs 32 n/a 3 (1.6%)
2017; Morel Switzerland 16 vs 16 Retrospective 19 HCC(8vs5),LM(3vs6),Benign Ovs0 16/0 vs 16/0 0 (0%)
(5vs 5), p=0.38
2018; Shu China 26 vs 52 Retrospective 20 Hepatolithiasis (26 vs 52) 22 vs 42 n/a 1 (3.8%)
2018; Wang Taiwan 63 vs 177 Retrospective 22 HCC (63 vs 177) Jvs8 n/a 0 (0%)
2018; Nota USA/ 51 vs 145 Retrospective 18 HCC (11 vs 14), LM (17 vs 16), OvsO 0/31vs 0/31 2 (6%)
Netherlands/ Benign (2 vs 1), Combined HCC-
South Korea CCA(1vs0)
2019; Lee China 36 vs 36 Retrospective 20 HCC (21 vs 27), LM (4 vs 6), CCA 36 vs 36 n/a 3 (8.3%)
(2 vs 1), Hepatolithiasis (7 vs 2),
NET (1 vs 0), Benign (1 vs 0)
2021; Pesi Italy 23 vs 31 Retrospective 18 HCC (23 vs 31) lvs5 n/a 0 (0%)
2021; Yang Korea 70 vs 252 Retrospective 16 HCC (40 vs 170), LM (8 vs 33), 70 vs 152 3/11vs 13/37 7 (10%)
CCA (6 vs 47), Benign (16 vs 2)
2022; USA 42 vs 42 Prospective 20 HCC (13 vs 13), CCA (12 vs 12), 42 vs 42 Ovs0 0 (0%)
Sucandy LM (6 vs 6), Other (11 vs 11)

POMTTOTIKA Kal 01 1161 o€ avoIKTn NTTATEKTOUN. EVOEICEIC yIa NTTATEKTOUN NTAV KAAONOEIC KOl KOKONBEIC OYKOI NTTATOC, KAl TTAONOCEIC OTTWC N NTTaToAIBiaon. H ekTIpwPEVN
ATTWAEIQ AiJATOC NTAV ONUAVTIKA MIKPOTEPN O£ OOOUC UTTERANONCAV O€ POUTIOTIKI NTTATEKTOMN ME diapean diagpopa Ta 182.4ml (p < 0.001, 95% CI. — 283 to — 81.7),

EVW O OUVOAIKOC ATTAITOUUEVOC XPOVOC VIO POUTTOTIKN NTTATEKTOUN NTAV CNUAVTIKA JEYAAUTEPOC HE Olauean Ola@opa Ta 58.8 AeTITA. H pOUTTOTIKN NTTATEKTOMN
TTAPOUCIaCE OTATIOTIKA ONUAVTIKN dla@opd OTIC OUVOAIKEC eTTITTAOKEC NTOI 19% evavTl 32.1% yia Tnv avoiktn (RR: 0.70 p < 0.001, 95% CI: 0.56-0.86, 12: 13%, p: 0.32),
KAl JIKPOTEPO XPOVO TTAPAMOVNC OTO VOOOKOUEIO JE dlauean dlagopd 2.74 nuepec (p<0.001). Ta TToooaTA XOAOPPOIAC UETEYXEIPNTIKA KAl N BvnNToTNTA OEV

TTapouCiaocayv OTATIOTIKO oNUAVTIKA dla@oPa.
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Mivakag 2. Forest Plot Twv ammoteAeopdtwy yia
a.EAdoooveg, b. Meidovecg kal c. ZUVOAIKEC ETTITTAOKEC

2UMNTTEPOOCMO: H POUTTOTIKN NTTATEKTOUN ATTOTEAEI Hia
Q0@AAN KAl OTTOTEAECUATIKN EVOAAAKTIKN. 2ZUCXETICETAI
UE UIKPOTEPO TTOOOCTO CUVOAIKWY ETTITTAOKWYV Kal
MIKPOTEPO XPOVO TTAPANOVNC OTO VOOOKOMEIO EVW
TTAPEXEI OTO XEIPOUPYO KAAUTEPN OTITIKN OTO TTEDIO KAl
KOAUTEPO EAEYXO TWV KIVAOEWV TOU.



