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Cerrahi Tedavi
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Fig. 2. The BCLC staging system for HCC. M, metastasis classification; N, node classification; PS, performance status; RFA, radiofrequency
ablation; TACE, transarterial chemoembolization.

Bruix and Sherman, Management of Hepatocellular Carcinoma: An Update, Hepatology, vol. 53, no. 3, 2011



Rezeksiyona uygun adaylar

* Kompanse KC hastaligi

* Asemptomatik

* Tek lezyon

* Normal bilirubin

* Portal hipertansiyon bulgusu yok
* Eslik eden sistemik hastalik yok

e Sinirh/disik riskli rezeksiyon

* Kisa ameliyat zamani



ABD, Fransa ve Japonya rezeksiyon sonuclari
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Rezeksiyon sonrasi KC nakli, 5y sagkalim
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Rezeksiyon vs KC Nakli

Author/year Number Number Recurrence Recurrence
LR OLT LR OLT
Iwatsuki 1991 76 105 50% 42.9%
Michel 1995 20 pa 70% 14.3%
Vargas 1995 35 11 40% 0%
Tan 1995 12 15 25% 20%
Otto 1998 52 50 53.8% 36.0%
Llovet 1999 77 87 33.8% 2.3%
Weimann 1999 32 31 18.8% 0%
Figueras 2000 35 85 65% 0%
DeCarlis 2001 154 121 47.4% 9%

Whonal UL, Alsrer; J Suraery, 2002:183:308-16




Rezeksiyon vs KC Nakli

Author/year Number ~ Mumber  3-year survival  3-year survival  5-year survival  5-year survival
LR CLT LR (%) OLT (%) LR (%) OLT (%)
Ringe 1991 131 61 42.3 15.2 35.8 15.2
[watsuki 1991 76 105 472 39.2 329 35.6
Bismuth 1993 60 61 49 49
Michel [995 20 21 17 12 4] 72
Yargas 1995 35 I
Tan 1995 12 15 3 63 0 0
Otto 1998 52 0 40 47 34-51% 60-63%
Llovet 1999 71 87 62 69 51 69
Weimann 1999 32 3 413 7.7 345 62.8
Figueras 2000 35 85 57 74 51 60
DeCarlis 2001 154 121 46.1 3.6

Womg UL. Amer J Surgery: 2002;183:309-16




Memorial Sisli Hastanesi HCC deneyimi
Eyliil 2006 - Eyliil 2017

 Toplam KC nakli ; 1039 (1000 hastada)
e HCC’li hasta . 192
* Degerlendirilen ; 174

 Canldan . 115 (%66)

 Kadavradan , 59 (%34)
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Genel sagkalim: 174 hasta
(Kaplan-Meier)

Survival Function
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Verici tipine gére sagkalim
(canli/kadavra)

Survival Functions
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Cum Survival
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Tumor sayisina gore sagkalim
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MELD’e gére sagkalim
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Yasa gore sagkalim
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Yok:

Var:

Mikrovaskuler invazyon
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MILAN
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Cum Survival

r-Milan

Case Processing Summary
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UCSF
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Orta

Kotu

Tumor diferansiyasyonu
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Cox Regression Multivariate Analiz

B SE Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
radmilan ,312 ,397 ,618 1 ,432 1,366
patmilan ,299 771 ,151 1 ,698 1,349
UCSF -,928 ,797 1,355 1 ,244 ,395
AFP100 -,547 ,804 ,463 1 ,496 ,579
AFP200 -,242 ,945 ,065 1 ,798 ,785
AFP400 ,073 ,993 ,005 1 ,941 1,076
DIF ,842 ,405 4,323 1 ,038 2,320
TMNO -,090 ,247 ,133 1 ,715 ,914
TMCAP -,422 ,528 ,640 1 ,424 ,655
TOPTMCAP -,185 ,402 ,212 1 ,645 ,831
VASMIC ,337 ,431 ,613 1 ,433 1,401
VASMAC ,046 ,689 ,005 1 ,947 1,047
Y65 ,641 ,478 1,796 1 ,180 1,898
Y60 ,213 ,431 ,244 1 ,621 1,238



K6tl prognoz ne kadar koti?

* Hasta >65 vy (25)

* Mikrovask. Inv.(62)
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Sonuc

 KC Tx en etkin HCC tedavi yontemi
* HCCigcin KC Tx kriterleri genisletilmeli
 Tumor diferansiyasyonu en onemli faktor

* UCSF disi grupta biyopsi yapilarak 5 yillik sagkalimi
%30 dan %67 ye cekilebilir



Canlidan KC naklinin tedaviye katkilari
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Fig. 2. The BCLC staging system for HCC. M, metastasis classification; N, node classification; PS, performance status; RFA, radiofrequency
ablation; TACE, transarterial chemoembolization.



