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HCC ; hepatocellular carcinoma 7l i

CLM ; colorectal liver metastasis K5 s

LLS ; Left lateral sectionectomy #MAI[X 3 BIBRAfT

AR ; anatomic resection i AR

CT ; computed tomography

ICG ; indocyanine green A & K> 7 =7 —>

ICG-R15 ; ICG B 15 43l

TLV ; total liver volume &/ &f&

OS ; overall survival 2417

RFS ; recurrence free survival HEFZEA(FER



L35

T, IR0 THoBATIRROm LW ) BLRENOEITARZ TE

512 RAF T 5 FFYIBRIT  (Parenchyma-sparing liver resection) 723741 DN

A2 TWD, AR MK RS 5 MRS (hepatocellular carcinoma ; HCC)

2%t L, Segment 2/ Segment 3 fi#:5] #J5)Fx (anatomic resection: AR) (S2/S3 AR)

ZHE1T L7 B3 L AMAI IR YIER (Left lateral sectionectomy: LLS) % fitifT L 7= BB

DOIRITER LY - REINRAGRE A i L7z, £72. Fricefirle LT, £

RFERAR D &GRS L BE 72 S2 D HFEEIZ % L C umbilical fissure vein (UFV) %

BAATH5Z LT, S3 D) oMzEGEY D Z ENATRETH > 7o hik S2 Hi XInh)

Rty 2 &9 %,

SRR I A B 5 HCC @ S2/S3 AR 1%, LLS & bt U T4 B L OME

IR EN 2 < INRICHA LIEIFARIZ LLS FEL W K& o7, 1

K S2 i XIGEIBRIT 1%, FIEIFHICB T DIEEFRBIEEZ FiF5 2 &7 <,

FRE A LIS 5 2 L WA TH Y, FRIEOIRTE ORI & 51 2 7

REVED & DT L B 2 BT,



B1E FX

FFOIBRIZATHIAESE  (hepatocellular carcinoma ; HCC) <o KM TR

(colorectal liver metastasis ; CLM) 72 & O FIEESIZ %3 B IEHIIEE T 5, HCC

(TR MIIRAIC i L MIRRIECITNEERS 2 Z L v b TR Y MR

I 2 R OIS EIER 5 2 & AMRIEME DA EIZSR03 5 (1, 2), RigtEEa kb

OIFEIER B Z i/ NRIZH 2 2 71k & LT, HCC 23 2 5 2R BB o A I

DS X N72(3). Imamura H ORI KD &, #FHFHIEIERIZ. HCC DT

% OMEEREALFYIMICE S L(4). ¥IZ Shindoh &%, HRIGHIEIMRZ fifT L 72 A

£¢ 5em LT O JFSS PRI ME HCC 1IN T FEMEA AT R N % s O 5K 70

fERIKF T D Z & aWmiE L2Q2), £z, ImETIE, R EO FHC/AT

GIERR DA L & 5 BUR» BIATA R 2 TS 2 I20RAAT 2 I 9IkRiA

(parenchyma-sparing liver resection) Z #£4E3 58523 2 TE T\ A (5-11), 4+

X BIBRTT  (Left lateral sectionectomy: LLS) %, #MAIXIEIZ (2§25 HCC D

ARHIRRIC LIFLBIR SN TV A TH D, I, IEIEEE T IR &

Z & 0 AMAIXII AL 4D HCC (2% L T parenchyma-sparing liver resection (9

724> % Couinaud segment 2 & 72 1% Couinaud segment 3 D)% [anatomic

resection: AR], LA F[S2 AR]B LTS3 AR]E 4 5) TIEAR<, HAFAICHLfZR



L ABAICLLS NEIRS N TV D et & S d, EBR, JERESE )
BRIZBET 226 1 BB KO 2 BOEEE 2 o A% ik, EESE T LLS %
AR & B2 T RETH D L MRS 72(12, 13), F2 HEEa P25
ok (OB U 7 BHPE T & PEESE IR 2 A 12 L 5 &0 LLS Tidfho
FFEIBRIN A L 0 B ISR Y 7o —F D KV BB S TWn 5 L Sz
(14), HCC 23 2 AT9IBRTIZ, WREZRIRY < OIFFEE ZHERF L2203 6, F
Wi O etk 2 R 3 2 BN H Y | SMAIKIRIZAIE T % HCC &
parenchyma-sparing liver resection ¢ strategy CIA T HBIE S2 AR £ 7214 S3
AR fRETT &l B b5 (M 1), Kawaguchi & ILEESE T3 L OB
N D RF ORI A B - itk & OFE R A3 & JEIZ 3 DD Grade IZERIME L7z,
LLS |% Grade 1 (beginning level) |2, S2 AR 35 & T} S3 AR % Grade 2 (Intermediate
level) 2778 E T 5, Grade 2 I[Z57% E 41 % parenchyma-sparing liver resection
(S2 AR, S3 AR) IFHEAAIIZIX LLS (TS FE 3 & < | A PHEF A2 H major
resection {Z0FH S N D LEFOIBRICHEAR TR S L <X W2 &R STy
%(15-17), M4BT, FFAIED Couinaud segment 8 (2545, fEHZ2AIEIROA
FMEZ s LT 5 (18), SMAIRKIRICATE 9 2 IESIC kT L, 2 2057 7o

—F (2% ¥ parenchyma-sparing liver resection strategy vs. LLS) THFUIFR%Z1T >



RO HADORESLEM TR OZERICEA L THREITA B2,

R RO BIRR 21T O BRICIIAER, Mg E i 2 L T Couinaud M#H)IZ 52

Y BEEE T HMREIC A T BNV % SmL AL, FEMIRTEEO T

FHAYMTH 2 L THFRIEBER 2R L TV 2B), L., s DO5Ey JEF]

RONFIEZ DIEF] TIE, FFRE DO AR L DO L ZR#H LoD < AT

BRORBEICHE TSN otz, £ R T =07 U —2 (ICG)E. AT

DI IAEND R T, FFTEERH O BAQO)CIREMREQDICHEM Sh

TEHEATHDLMN, P VRY X7 O—FTH D al-lipoprotein & fEH L7z

ICG {Z 760nm DTFRAN A HTDH Z L TRT Dt b+ 2 2 & Tl 7

Er—=var LUSHT L2 ENTE D, T, ZORMELZRIA Lzt

v — g (ICG #6HE) 1X. Lo F ) )B4 RQ22), MBS

INAFAMRED 77 7 NEE(23, 24) 78 EERRIIZIR IS STV 5, TS

PHEEIZ B W TR, ICG ZBENTEAS L <IFEHE L, M2 IiE 2 30

& LA 2 HIE 5 15(25-27) A MRS D[R] 7E (28, 29). AT X3 & (30,

31). FFEhERAIRDFEM (32, 33). ATFEARDEAZEA iy & L 7 it~ perfusion 7Fill

B4, 3503 BHITF D, FFIZICG wIEAFH L-HFXKEFEEIZEE LT, ICG

Smg ZMARESUCIEA L, TRAMBIZE D A T 2 VTR T 5 & JFIKIEE R &2



WIrPIZIRIE TE D 2 EMEE S N72(36), WERDBFEIT L D FHiEIZH~, ICG &

WeikE WD Z & TR O ZRMEA ) B L7z & STV 5(30, 37),

48], parenchyma-sparing liver resection % JiifT L 72RO IIF AR & B 7% %

ST D72 M XIS Z (7 9% HCC (2% L T parenchyma-sparing liver

resection (S2 AR F7-1% S3 AR) % 7-HBFE & LLS 2%} - BE ORI RS

E - BN 1% BE & bbik L7z, Parenchyma-sparing liver resection O —f1] & L

T, ICG " JtiE% 7= S2 AR %, & 72#772 72 Parenchyma-sparing liver resection

O E LT, ZEMFF#IR (left hepatic vein ; LHV) OB OFEIFRNSLEE 7L S2 OfF

fEIE % L C umbilical fissure vein (UFV) ZBIFETAHZ & T, S3 9 oIz [A]

WET D Z L AHETH - 7o PLRK S2 #iXIKBIBRIT 2 &3 5,

10



Segment 2

Segment 3

1. Segment 2 I X T} Segment 3
JEAMuBER] GEEE) 25 Segment 2, il Segment 3

2 E MUK IZ BT 5 Parenchyma-sparing liver resection © & &%

<#E1H FE>

FT1H BIRER

1994 FE0 05 2014 4% T, W KRFAFIEESN R, N Llggs - BHEAVE CHE)

BRA521T72 1,679 AO HCC A ZxI5 L Uiz, BHEMEHR, AlHE®R Gt

T RERFEHURE IR . B X OINRRES)R) (XK T — 2 =2 b3 L. LLS B

FOVS2AR F721X S3AR X J7-BE 2 L7-, ABFZEIX. BRKFOMER

kA ZES (ID : 2158-5) OERES TEM S NIz,

11



FHOIBR O IIE, AR DO ERITIEESE | I PHAE. HGALE. 5 X UM

RIS NWT, YRESETIRESNT, S2AR BLNS3 AR X, ICG K& 15

5 (ICG-R15) 30% A4 D BE I3 LT, #HIEMINRAS segment 2 (P2) F 721

segment3 (P3) IZHMAT LR CTH - 725 E Il T 4, £ PIREERICIX

LLS BT RIBEZR BB 126 LT S2 AR B L INS3 AR Z T S 417, XHRAIZ .

P2 & P3 Ol fAARZNHEE IR CdH 5 H5E  ICG-R15 20% A D B 12 %F LT LLS

WEAT S ATz, FEMERIZERIER 3 BIBR I, AP PIRAENY Z LW 6 =0 HCC 23 MIllIX

SR OYRIALE T D5 A ST Sz, RS IHER LINRIETRIT, £nth

Fii% 90 HLLNOASPHE, LT & L TEFE L., A& PHEIX. Clavien-Dindo

IPEICHE S THE LT2(38),

F2TH S2RMHIGIBR, S3 RALHILIER

S2 AR 5 LTS3 AR O #LFIG %[ 2 |Z7d, AMAIRIE 238 L7-%. S2 & S3

DOBERIE S2 or S3 D Glisson ¥ 7 5 o7 F7-1% S2 or S3 D FIIREL (2T RS

WA R CEERET S Z & TRESN,

12



2 FREIZE S2 B K O S3 Y1k (39)

(A) ERFEER computed tomography (CT) : S2 (ZALE T 2 AT/l (FD),
(B) 3DMEHE CT BLOMEE (OR), MIRIIE 7, HFERRES L O T REIRIZE
BTRINTND,

(C) SDHEECT T S2IEHEADOMERE L TREN TV D,

(D) FFIZEBEWTRT ORI D AR P R, BIWRITESR A A Ty —F% 7 LTz (3
(ERNEIN

(B) #5521 S2 BIFR D BT A,

13



(F) fift5 =21 S2 UIkR# 4 » A% D CT % 3D HE4E,
(G) BIRAEIESR CT : S3ITNLET 2 M (RED),
(H) 3SDMEECT BIOEE (R,
(I) SDMEECT TSI FHEAOMHEEE L OURSL TV,
() N EERERTRTORTIRO WIRAIFI R, BIFFRIZESR A A Ty —F 7 LTz (3%
(P SEIN
(K) fis 500 S3 YIBR o AT BfEWT i,
(L) fis 00 S3 WIkRT: 4 » H# D CT % 3D M,
(Kobayashi K et al. HPB (Oxford). 2018;20(10):949-55.3F 7] 245 CH|H)

F3E HFRBELH

JEISAAE & B < AP AE1E. computed tomography (CT) 3 XY (KFE5#HT > 7 B

7 =7 (Synapse Vincent; Fujifilm, Tokyo. Japan) % HWTHIE L7z, IiiED

PRITAFEIL, IFEIBROK 4 5 H#& D CT THENT L, INAIITFAFRE & el L7,

BA4H  REFHRAT

HEEBIT, BUE L% TRB LT, 74 vy Y —DIEMERIEE 21TV A 2 3F

WOE 2@ HAE M U, AR Tk Uiz, feR b Rz fvy. Wilcoxon’s

rank-sum € Z ] U Tl L7z, 24875 (0S) 6 X ORI A7 (RFS)

(T, FERTFOIBREAE 2 BR LI ORTOIBRO R R RHM L7z, AEfFihiE,

Kaplan—-Meier £ U, log-rank & CTrulg L7z, BFSIEL. EEPT AL, ERRA)

14



FL B K ORI BRI 2E I DUV T2 W S 4172, Propensity score-matching

540, 4D LT, RN TFE2RE L-BE 7V — 7T EMRE A i L

72 Propensity score (%, p 2 0.10 £ D /NS WEEIZK L TSN rn PR T

4 Z7BUFETNVEHEHLTCHEL, v U /3—% 0.05 1Z3%E L7, p fEIE 0.05

Kiii 2 NS A B R ZE T L& 2 1=, et H11E. IMP®Pro (version 12; SAS

Institute Inc., Cary, NC) ZfEH L7z,

<H2H FWR>

F1E BEBRBRBIUBELTR

1679 ADHEEDH L LLS £7-12 S2/S3 AR Z TS 7= 89 AZHfhiH L7,

58 ANDEEFEDH L, 49 AN LLS ZhfT S (LLS Bf). 40 A2 S2 AR

(n=11) £72I1XS3AR (n=29) Zfafr=i7= (S2/S3 AR #f), LLS #ElZIW

T MRS P2 & P3 WPRELIE 87.2% (n=43) . P2 D1 10.6% (n=15) .

P3 DFHMN21% (n=1) ThHol2, 6EHICIHBWTLLFOEE TS2 AR F720%

S3 AR OV IZ LLS ABIR I Tz JEEE 5em UL E (n=5). 72 S3 R

FEN/DNEV (n=1, 50mL. FMAIXIk D 28%), BBEH =42 1 17”77, S2/S3 AR

15



BEDOIHERETHEIZ LLS B L 0 B Ko7« 71 o BB (S2/S3 AR

# vs. LLS B, 81.5vs. 89.0%. p=0.030), ICG-R15 (9.7% vs. 15.5%. p=0.004),

H?Eﬁ%z’%%@%”é\bz\ ﬁ?ﬁi\‘%ciﬁ SAL VDN S2/S3 AR ﬁi-’c\\ LLS ﬁi ) %%XP

72 (67.5% vs. 46.9%. p=0.055), des-y-carboxyprothrombin fE (DCP) (%, S2/S3

ARBETLLS #E XV b A EIZIKD 572 (76.0 mAU/mL vs. 26.5 mAU/mL, p<0.001)

(39

16



S2/S3 AR LLS
(n=40) (n=49) p value
Hlin, 4 68 (22-82) 66 (33-82) 0.888
PR, TN 2otk 31:9 40:9 0.792
5T
HCV 24 (60.0%) 24 (49.0%) 0.393
HBV 14 (35.0%) 10 (20.4%) 0.157
NASH 2 (5.0%) 8 (16.3%) 0.175
Others 1 (2.5%) 7 (14.3%) 0.069
JHFRE 2 e 2%
RTEN 27 (67.5%) 23 (46.9%) 0.058
18P 2% 12 (30.0%) 23 (46.9%) 0.129
G 1(2.5%) 3(6.1%) 0.624
TILT 2, g/l 3.7 (3.0-4.5) 3.8 (2.7-4.7) 0.807
WEVLE Y, mg/dl  0.8(0.1-1.4) 0.7 (0.3-1.4) 0.310
PT, % 81.5 (57.4-100) 89.0 (61.7-100) 0.030
ICG-R15, % 15.5 (2.9-29.5) 9.7 (1.0-27.8) 0.004
AFP, ng/mL 20.0 (1.4-1848.0) 10.0 (0.8-3566.0) 0.795
DCP, mAU/mL 26.5 (10.0-13610) 76.0 (11.0-25000) <0.001

B&HFR : HCV, hepatitis C virus; HBV, hepatitis B virus, NASH, non-alcoholic steatohepatitis,
PT, prothrombin time, ICG-R15, indocyanine green retention rate at 15 minutes, AFP,

alfa-fetoprotein, DCP, des-y-carboxyprothrombin,

17



]

52 M - IR AR D LB

firhds L O R AR 2 ¢ 2 1R L7z, i i & i, S2/S3 AR #E T LLS #F
LV AEIZEDI o7 (453 vs. 260 mL, p=0.024), MEEEIS I Ol Wi Rk
I%. S2/S3 AR ##F T LLS B L 0 b AREIT/NE Do 72 (BEFAE : 22.0 vs. 35.0 mm,
p<0.001) (FIBrimEameE : 4.5 vs. 9.0 mm, p=0.010), FHTRFHE. JHELFAORE R,

k& OHEIC 2 BEM CH B R ZITR D 220> 72(39),

18



S2/S3 AR LLS
(n=40) (n=49) p value
(RS
TR, 4> 280 (115-464) 240 (90-637) 0.201
&, mL 453 (0-3150) 260 (0-1140) 0.024
i 11, 10.0% 6.1% 0.696
HEWESE T Tl 0 7 (14.3%) 0.015
I BRAH AR 7 A0S R
RIS 1 (1-4) 1 (1-18) 0.649
B e RS, mm 22.0 (9.0-60.0)  35.0 (10.0-150.0) <0.001
T R . G 8 (20.0%) 7 (14.3%) 0.573
FIFWrvmEEERE, mm 4.5 (0-18.0) 9.0 (0-55.0) 0.010
JEIEE oAb 0.579
Well 12 (30.0%) 10 (20.4%)
Moderate 25 (62.5%) 35 (71.4%)
Poor 3 (7.5%) 4 (8.2%)
HNEER 3 (7.5%) 7 (14.3%) 0.502
IRE = 13 (32.5%) 12 (24.5%) 0.480
firtz & OHiE
Clavien-Dindo classification I or II 9 (22.5%) 15 (30.6%) 0.475
Clavien-Dindo classification III or IV 0 2 (4.1%) 0.500
=R 0 0
Tt et A, H 15 (7-30) 13 (4-41) 0.139

W& F5: well, well-differentiated, Moderate, moderate-differentiated, poor, poorly differentiated,

19



5 3 IH TRl & UM T AR D Lik

=

89 ADHEE DI B, 45 N THRIB LMD CT T —2 035 b=, IHFRE

TIHTORER 2 3\ TR LTz, IR AFEIL, S2/S3 AR #E35 L OVNLLS #EfH T

ZZILRBO Do 72 (1069mL vs. 1117mL, p = 0.705) . #7aiZMAI I A FH 1%, S2/S3

ARBENLLS BEL D b A EICRKE ) ->7= (312mL vs. 176 mL, p=0.002), S2/8S3

AR FEIZEB W T, FRAMAIRI O FJefE (#EPH) 13 191 mL (43-589 mL) T, &k

RFEFED 14.5% (8.5%—-46.1%) ITFEY L7, S2/S3 AR BETIX. HBITAMIT

IR ARE & WS TH - 72205 (p=0.114) . LLS B ORI AR RIATAFE L D

HLAEIZNE o7z (p=0.019) (13) (39).

* 3. AT

S2/S3 AR LLS
p value
(n=18) (n=27)
ITATAIT AR, mL 1069 (532-1871) 1117 (565-1849)  0.705
HITRTAMAI IS AE . mL 312 (89-816) 176 (58-410) 0.002
UIERIFAFE, mL 208 (47-355) 176 (58-410) 0.655
SMA IR DFEITA TR, mL 191 (43-589) - -
4 r A DFENTARE. mL 1150 (500-1660) 1042 (616-1824)  0.808

20



2000 2000

1800 1800

1600 1600

1400 1400
1200 1200
1000 1000

800

800

600
p=0.114 p=0.019

600

ANV

400 400

P tive TLV Post tive TLV
Preoperative TLV Postoperative TLV T bk

S2/5S3 AR group LLS group

3 FFAMEMAT(39)
(A) Segment 2 33 X O Segment 3 OFEHFHIGIERIZ I W T TR AEREILIRAIITE
H & [F4ETd o 72 (p=0.114),
BYMUIXIRGIERIC BN T, IR AERITINAIT AR L D bAEIT/NE o7z
(p=0.019),
(Kobayashi K et al. HPB (Oxford). 2018;20(10):949-55.3F 7] 245 CH|H

FBA4H 2AFRBICERREFROLEK

89 NDHEED H b AMAIXII AL E T 5 HCC 2% L HIRIFFIIER 2 hif T S 4u7-

HEIZ6T ATy, EHAEFMToRg & Lz (LLS Bf. n=45. S2/S3 AR

FE. o n=22) (M4), BB OPRfEIX, LLS # T 66.9 » A (6.0-238.7 » H).
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S2/S3 ARFET 78.6 » 1 (20.9-179.2 » ) ThH v | AELREITE O >72 (p
=0.883), 12 7 H.36 » A, 60 » H® OS I&, LLS B TEINZ41 97.7%. 92.9%.
79.1%. S2/S3 AR BECTZALEI 100.0%. 81.1%. 66.8% CTh -7, 12 » A, 36
. 60 7 O RFS 1%, LLS FETEZN L1 83.6%. 59.6%. 48.8%. S2/S3 AR
HETENTILT2.7%, 39.4%. 24.6% CTh o7, 2 HEMTOS & RFS ICAHERZ
IZRD o7 (0S : p=0.056, RFS : p=0.102) (X 4), S2/S3 ARHET., &
FHD82.0% (22 AH 18 N) THCC HENEH v, FAIMUKIEFREN 33.3%
(n=6) BLORZOMXIHEFER (segment 4-8) 78 66.7% (n=12) ThHo7=, —
77 LLS BETIFREAE D 60.0% T HCC ¥z (45 At 27 N)., HIFERFOH
FTFEIER=RIL.S2/ S3 AR B & LLS #EH] THEEITE O 272> 72(66.7% vs. 51.9%.
p=0.763), ZILHDEEZFD S, segment4d 725 8§ O HCC FFIZxET 5 FHITFY)
BRI, LLS BEL D & S2/S3 AR #E Tl o721 S2/S3 AR £ 75.0% (n=9) vs.

LLS #£51.9% (n=14) p=0.175) (39),

22



>

1.0
T I T 'S
= g
g S2/S3 AR
w
(—E 0.5
o
>
O
p=0.056
0.0
0 12 24 3 48 60 72
Patients at risk month
LLS 45 42 26
S2/S3AR 22 20 15

10

05 i R .

S2/S3 AR

Recurrence-free survival @

p=0.102
0.0
0 12 24 36 48 60 72
month
Patients at risk
LLS 45 32 16
S2/S3 AR 22 13 6

4 REETFAET(39)
KRBT D (A) 24T overall survival B XY (B) HEFFEATTFR (overall
survival, p=0.056; recurrence-free survival, p=0.102).

(Kobayashi K et al. HPB (Oxford). 2018;20(10):949-55.3F 7] 245 CH|H
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% 5 IH Propensity score-matching Z f# f L 7= £ F O LB

RO RK okl (1) 128V T p<0.10 Tho7=W 1, =T (IFeE

EOHFE), 7o b e, ICG-R15, DCP % %4 [K (2 1:1Propensity

score-matching Z fiifT L72& 2 A, S2/S3 AR FED 13 A & LLS #ED 13 AN

SNz, BEEFE, P, HEEER, BIOIROMRICEL T, v~ v TF

V% OMBEMICHEBERZZTRD o7 (F4), OS & RFS I, Propensity

score-matching 1% D 7 /L — 78] CH E R ZIT58 D 7 - 7= (0S:p=0.781, RFS :

p=0.376) ([X5) (39),
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>

1.0 ey ; LLS
[ S2/S3 AR
b=
=}
[72]
E 0.5
(0]
>
(@]
p=0.781
0.0
0 12 24 36 48 60 72
Patients at risk month
LLS 13 13 9
S2/S3 AR 13 13 12
B 1.0
©
>
b
= |
w
3
& 05
o)
O
3 S2/S3 AR
E 1 i
[&]
i p=0.376
0.0
0 12 24 36 48 60 72
month
Patients at risk
LLS 13 10 5
S2/S3 AR 13 13 5

5 MR a7 vy F v 7 kORYEFRT39)
ffimAar~F o 7k, (A) 2AEFFE (overall survival) BN (B) HEFHIEA
17 recurrence-free survival [XE#EH] TZEIZFE D 22 > 7= (overall survival, p=0.781;
recurrence-free survival, p=0.376),

(Kobayashi K et al. HPB (Oxford). 2018;20(10):949-55.3F 7] 245 CH|H
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R4 BHMRA a7 <y FUIAIROBELER

Non-matching Matching
S2/S3 AR LLS S2/S3 AR’ LLS
Variables
p value p value
BEE
I, 4 60 (22-82) 66 (33-82) 0.508 67 (22-82) 66 (33-75) 0.644
VERIL BEME - LobE 17:15 37:8 0.745  11:2 12:1 0.999
GEL
HOV 14 (63.6%) 21 (46.7%) 0.207 7 (53.9%) 6 (46.2%) 0.999
HBV 8 (36.6%) 10 (22.2%) 0.250 6 (46.2%) 4 (30.8%) 0.688
NASH 0 8 (17.8%) 0.046 0 2 (15.4%) 0.480
0, 0, 0,
Others 1 (4.6%) 6 (13.3%) 0412 0 1(7.7%) 0.999
JHF s 2 112 M
E‘I@EZ 16 (72.7%) 20 (44.4%) 0.038 8 (61.5%) 9 69.2%) 0.999
1B AERT I 6 (27.3%) 22 (48.9%) 0.117  5(38.5%) 3(23.1%) 0.673
W 0 3(6.7%) 0.545 0 1(7.7%) 0.999
Albumin, g/dl 3.7 (3.1-4.5) 3.8 (2.7-4.7) 0.449 3.7 (3.5-4.5) 3.8 (3.5-4.5) 0.717
Total bilirubin, mg/dl 0.8 (0.1-1.4) 0.7 (0.3-1.4) 0.285 0.7 (0.3-1.4) 0.7 (0.5-1.1) 0.979
PT, % 80.1 (60.4-100)  89.0 (61.7-100) 0.041  86.7(65.4-100)  87.2(64.1-100)  0.856
ICG-R15, % 15.6 (2.9-27.2)  9.2(1.0-27.8) 0.006  14.2(2.9-19.4) 13.3(5.1-25.0)  0.739
AFP, ng/mL 20.0 (3.0-144.0) 9.0 (0.8-3566.0) 0.784  18.0(3.0-83.0) 7.4 (2.0-1936) 0.719
DCP, mAU/mL 28.0 (10.0-354.0) 86 (11-25000) 0.002  17.0(10.0-354)  33.0(11.0-305)  0.486
s R
4B RS, min 280 (115-464) 235 (90-637) 0.167 300 (115-464) 207 (90-500) 0.123
HH B mL 453 (0-3150) 260 (0-1140) 0.155 510 (0-1535) 150 (10-1050) 0.112
. ’ 9.1% 6.7% 0.723  7.7% 0 0.308
o - 0 .69 0.051 0 3(23.1 0.066
BIEsE T il 7(15.6%) @3.1)
RS R
eI 4 1 (1-4) 1(1-18) 0.694  1(1-4) 1 (1-9) 0.192
e KPP, mm 22.5(10.0-60.0)  35.0(13.0-110.0)  0.012  20.0(10.0-60.0)  25.0 (13.0-45.0)  0.608
T, Btk 5 (22.7%) 6 (13.3%) 0.330  1(7.7%) 2 (15.4%) 0.539
007 i BELE, mm 4.5 (0-18.0) 9.0 (0-55.0) 0.049 5.0 (0-15.0) 15.0 (0-45.0) 0.141
HE 35 oAb B
Well
Moderate 7 (31.8%) 10 (22.2%) 0.397 4 (30.8%) 5 (38.5%) 0.680
Poor 15 (68.2%) 32 (71.1%) 0.806 9 (69.2%) 8 (61.5%) 0.680
PN 0 3 (6.7%) 0.215 0 0 -
W 1241 0 5(11.1%) 0.104 0 1(7.7%) 0.308
B {1E
e 5(22.7% 11 (24.4% 0.877 1(7.7%) 3 (23.1%) 0.277
A OFiE 2 (@277 G40 ° °
C-D classification I or II 5(27.8%) 14 (34.2%) 0.630  3(25.0%) 3 (25.0%) >0.999
C-D classification III or IV 0 0 - 0 0 -
b7 p2st 0 0 - 0 0 -
et B, H 16 (7-29) 13 (4-39) 0.166 13 (7-22) 12 (7-39) 0.817

W& #R: HCV, hepatitis C virus; HBV, hepatitis B virus, NASH, non-alcoholic steatohepatitis, PT, prothrombin time, ICG-R15,
indocyanine green retention rate at 15 minutes, AFP, alfa-fetoprotein, DCP, des-y-carboxyprothrombin, well, well-differentiated,

£noderate, moderate-differentiated, poor, poorly differentiated; C-D classification, Clavien-Dindo classification.
S2AR (n=4) and S3 AR (n=9)
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<H3H ICGHEIIEICL D FXILEE>

T 98 27 Lo RYIEZ IR T 572005k L L THRIZHCCIZX LT

g P ARFEE DO B FR O A A I]E STV D, Fox O 70— I T KRR E

5 & LCTIEEMAROEHEZRNC LD ICG {EARUIRRKE (b U < 13EAF XE)

ZHM SE72H LIZICG ZHIRIER T 571 ELLTIRYT 5 DOT7 7 =y

7 345 L72(31), (1)Single staining technique : T #E & 2 T, HCC O#H

JE MR 2 BRI L, 1CG #1EAT 5, (K16-A)  (2)Multiple staining

technique : JEIGZ 2 DLLEDOFNRELDN A LTV D556 RO PIIRE: 2 %Y

L, HEOHEOLEEZ | SO E L THE LYIFRED &35, (X 6-B)

(3) Counterstaining technique : Counterstaining technique |% 1991 -2 & L 512 X -

TN SNT=(42), B D OB TIE, GFITHMPWREE DD 0 (B

DMNRICEBERZIEAL TWDHA,  ZOFETHEEMIRBI G RE L7256

(CRHCAEM T 5, JEIPH O PIRBEIGDS Gy (A REIE £ 7o (a0 iR & L TR S

D7, JEG 2 G T MR I SO & LGRS s, (X 6-C)

(4) Negative staining technique : JE5 O RH & 72 1ZFIIRZEMRIZ L 0 I FIRE 23 BA

FLEEAE, 37K L. ICG 25 RESd 2 = L TUIg

S DM FEE IO L TRkl T& 5, (X 6-D) (5) Paradoxical negative
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staining technique : FAIRD WL, ST D L — VTR PAZE L7 & &1

AT HE3), DX D AR TIE, W U 72 FIAREEISIC PIAREZ I 223 L T ICG

ZIEA L7256 T b PIIRE SR AR S LTt S s, (I 6-E)

TERDAFRT L DY EIEITE, ICG #IEEZ W2 Z & THKIR DO HFENEN

m b L7z EHREINTWAD@B0,37), £7-. FEER I ICG d6iEIs k- THE

W OHOLBR 2RISR 5 2 & T BENT AMUBtEO T v/ —va & LTE

AT&x%, —JF., ICG #tiEEZ AW KIERE @I, SOemE N EEFEmEc

ISR, T=F — B UICHER T D LEND D RPRATH D, KT

Tl projection mapping DT % i U C. PR EIC G822 B2 3 5 Hily

LIMESINTEY @4), 5HOI LR IEHRICHI IS,
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6 ICG HOEILIC X D FF KR E (31)
(A) Single staining technique
(B) Multiple staining technique
(C) Counterstaining technique
(D) Negative staining technique
(E) Paradoxical negative staining technique
(Kobayashi Y et al. J Surg Oncol. 2017;116(7):921-31.7F 7] & 15 Tk %)

29



<HE4H ICGHIEEZAWIKRFEE L RO —5 >

S2 A& L7= HCC I\Zxt L, S2 Rz &Hm L7z, iz S2 @ Glisson

#z2r 7 7L, ICG % 1mL  (2.5mg) ##MRIEST L, PINPOINT Z VN THT#

HOBEZIT -T2, S2 IZIZICG DMRA L7226, BRI S2 MNIEHORI &

LT, S2 DShavedoiei e LTt S e (M 7). AF3RIE & gl d & BRI H

STz OB R &~ —F v 7 U BT 2 BAG U7, RIS CIRET iRz S3 &

DEEROIFE & L THRH SEL2 bITHW 2390, S2 fRrblbR&a T - 7,

B 7 1CG#Yeik%x A7z S2 R EIBR
(A) FFAMAIX IR D WRE:, (BE EAEETN, FELDEEL)
(B) Glissonean pedicle2 % 7 7 > 712 ICG (2.5mg) Z&rkiES, BIBRMI (S
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2) MIEHOLFIR ORARFICHENZFR) & LT, IRFEMaAELEk e LT
B IZHE H S T B,
Fe R
A5 : A
(C) S2 g FHIEIFRE,
(D) S2 fHIEHIOIBRE, BEWT N AEHFERAR GEEKED) S hTund

% 3 ZE : Parenchyma-sparing liver resection ® — i : ¥Lx S2 #E X i 81 BT

<HE1H# Fik>
B1HE BEER BELER

UT4E ., parenchyma-sparing liver resection Z#E4E4 2 MG A HE 2 TE TRV | ICG
dOIEE R Uiz SMAIX IR AL 3 % HCC -~ parenchyma-paring 0 — {51 % Hij
W U7e, —J70 BRITD O o lfld, ISR T O A DOBRIE, £ I3NTH#EE L
L AR H Y | BRITOBNER 2R T 5 2 SIIFEIRICB W THETH
%o FEEEDN S2 1TALE LAERIR (left hepatic vein ; LHV) (ZiRH L TV B IEH]
TiE. LHV HIBRICE Y S312 9 I3 U A7z, 5 IR I8 G458 13 41
X+ 5, Parenchyma-sparing liver resection ®—%] & LC, LHV DOA&GFEIFRMN %
/2 82 OFFEEIZ % L C umbilical fissure vein (UFV) #7325 2 & T, S3 @
I oMz ERET 5 Z LB FEECTh o 7o ik S2 i Ik BIbRI 2 W57 %,
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2014 £ 9 H~2015 4 6 H F TIZHEFKFANEEAR, N Ligss - BAEsA R

THCC F721% CLM (ZxF U THEKR S2 #iXIBIBRIT 2 3 FilitT L 72, Rz

ITHCC 21 ffl, CLM N2 HlThH-o7-, BENTELFESITRT, JEF 1 1XS2

BLELOVS8 IZHCC %78, S8 EFZIT T VAR Eat¥L: (radiofrequency

ablation ; RFA) TIRERIREL B 2 HILT=M. S2 BT RFA BOFTHE TH

V. LHV [ZHEE L TWA Z LB IFEIBRINRIR S L7z, SEF 2 1382 BLW

S8 |2 CLM %38, JEFI 3 1L S2 BLUS4, S6. S7. S8 IZEF8 2D CLM %

T, JEBI 2, FEFI3 D S2 FEFEITE HICLHV IR LTEY, 3 filE bic

LHV &0 ST L % 2 b7z, Child-Pugh 1T 26 A TH-o7=28 JEF 1 B

FOVER] 2 @ ICGRIS 1% 10%LL ETH - 72(45),
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5. BEE =B X ORI AEBE AN
FER 1 FER 2 FER 3
BEE
Fili, 67 77 66
PER Female Male Female
2l HCC CLM CLM
(GREURENS RFA b IRE b FIERE
RIS 2 2 9
Body mass index, kg/m’ 27.7 20.3 19.1
ICGR-15, % 14.5 14.2 3.7
Child-Pugh score 5 5 5
IT AR AT
77 TLV, mL 1515 1013 999
AT S2 7544, mL (% of TLV) 285 (18.8) 109 (10.8) 111 (11.1)
AT S3 7544, mL (% of TLV) 162 (10.7) 110 (10.9) 86 (8.6)
WFETIMAN XIS 58, mL - (% of TLV) 447 (29.5) 219 (21.7) 197 (19.7)
THEUIERE S4-S8(S2FR<), mL (% of TLV) 0 92 (9.1) 128 (12.8)
THRGEAFAFE (LLSHtYIFR), mL (% of TLV) 1068 (70.5) 702 (69.3) 674 (67.4)
TAEFEIF AR (ES2+EIER), mL (% of TLV) 1230 (81.2) 812 (80.2) 760 (76.0)

i Fr: HCC, MA@ (hepatocellular carcinoma); CLM, K I #5F (colorectal liver metastasis); RFA,
radiofrequency ablation; ICG-R15, indocyanine green retention rate at 15 min; TLV, ®F%5fH (total liver
volume); LLS, #MHIX IR (left lateral sectionectomy); ES2, ik S2 HE[X IR (extended

segmentectomy II)
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B 2H FWFH

T FHIBR £ 13 B IE R UIBE TR 21T o 7o, ETEFORBIZITV, £

£ TR 2 B U 7=, AR PR IS CHEEE & LHV ORRZFHE L. A 0HIBRO &

PVEAMERR LTz, S2 MlkE == —TA FTRICZER L, A>T HNI o THa

L. S2/83 OHERZFE Lz, MO8 X Y umbilical portion [Z[A]7>> T

FFEfEWT 2 BRaa L 7=, NTREWTI Pringle 74 T1Z(46). clamp-crushing 4 CTHF &R

Wr 471, O IRE T B RS Es - UIBE L 7=, S2 @ Glisson ¥4 [F@& L. YIEEL

729 2 CHMNZBEWT 21T > 7=, UFV @ S2 Zi&ii$ 2 oA & 4% - UIEE L . LHV

& UFV ORIz My »> T UFV ZEH L7220 O IFBERT 217> 7=, LHV %

B UIEEL . BEARZHH U, BB S3 DOIFERMEIZ 9 - M2 w4 5 s e

<.S3 DRI LT UFV DIz @R 2 & A 5 Tigsd L7z (4 8)

(45, 47),
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tnbMQuﬁguevdn

: umbilical fissure vein

8 IMMHFTAOYz—~ @)

(A) JHFEIBRTE 7 A > il fxd S2/S3 5it & U Umbilical portion [Z[H] 2>\,
% D% umbilical fissure vein (218 > CEATERIRABES~BfEW T E & L7,

(B) FEAAE % O FFEEWT AT, umbilical fissure vein 73 FEERT I 12 FE H X410 TC
W5,

IHRYEBh 72 & 4. 2018;72(5):1401-5.5F Al & 1% CH1 )

% 3 IH Umbilical fissure vein ® € 3%

UFV (%, umbilical fissure (ZVh> CTAEITL, LHV, HF##IR (middle hepatic
vein ; MHV) F72/XLHV & MHV OEIREBOWTIMNITIHRAT IR CH
0. S3 & S4 O XA EITT 5(19, 48-50), 2011 4= 1 A5 201743 A &
THUHRHZ TER CTHRAEZIT 272 102 AD R —BHE 1281 2 UFV OMBER
L OIS REIZ B L CAMT L 72,
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<H2H WR>

YLK S2 Wi IR BRI A i T S ALz 3 IEGI O B kR 6 K UM & T A4

DAL ZE TR 61T T, =T W~ —T NI T RTCOIEFICBWCREETH -

7= P ABHIEIZ 9 B (8-10 H) TH Y, 3 fER & HINREIHETRD

ot TR X O % 3 W A% O S3 BB X OERFER (total liver

volume ; TLV) (2502 EI& T4, JEF 1 T162mL (10.7%) BELW176

mL (13.6 %). JEFI2 TiZ110mL (10.9%) BELO152mL (17.7%) . JEH 3

Tl 86 mL (8.6%) BLN1I18mL (12.9%) Th-o7-, flith S3 KIEDILLHHF

BIEKER (3 U A S3 &/ 7RI S3 &f) X 111.6 % UEMFI1 : 108%.

JEB] 2 : 138%., JEFI 3 : 137%) ThoT-Dlzxt L, TLV OEHMFHIERER (i

% 3 4 H TLV/ #fiEi TLV) 1% 87.3% (EH 1 :85.6%. JEH] 2 : 84.6%., JEH 3 :

91.6%) THo7-, T3 W A%KDER CT Tld, S3 OARY e N\ —

TR T, 9 o MO RN IER R FIRE RS R S 4L, UFV [ZT X ToOEEITE

WTB R SN (K9) (45),

R — @i 102 ANOiER CT AT O Tk, UFV IZ 93 5] (91.2%) (238

Hiv, ZOEWENEL LHV b %< (72.0%) . RWTMHV (172%). LHV
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& MHV O& A (10.8%) Th-o7-, F-AWE® LHV 8 L X MHV O 4

BRFR N B DO FEEEIL 10.6 £ 8.0mm Tdh -7~

* 6. WM X OWTRITA T

FER 1 FER 2 FER 3

(LRSS

FTIRER], 43 288 371 217

WEWTRFR, 4 35 91 133

HH I &, mL 260 1000 670
Tl i S

Clavien-Dindo 77%A 0 0 0

Tt /el A%, H 9 8 10
IT A A AT

ffit2 TLV, mL 1298 857 915

fiitk S3 &4, mL (% of TLV) 176 (13.6) 152 (17.7) 118 (12.9)

fittc TLV / 78l TLV, % 85.6 84.6 91.6

firt% S3 25FH / fiTHT S3 &FH, %  108.6 138.2 137.2

&R TLV, 2F2FH (total liver volume)
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9 HiFET. WHBLIOIRERR @)
(A) TRITIER CT : MR A S2 ITAE L, ZAHFEAIRICIZE L T\Wd  (KRHD,
(B) 3D #E% O TREYIBR T 1 3B X OB,
(C) FTHETT D F ., umbilical fissure vein  (5F1) 2SEEWTHICEEH LT\ 5,
(D) iif%1E5 CT : umbilical fissure vein (K1) OBRED R I, S3 DAY —
IREF NS — TR OBRNZ D BillLO R WIEFR 2 IRERS "R I D,
(E) #it% 3 - A @ 3D WEELE# - itk RIF AR DMINAT AR & ik LT/ L
TWDHDIZHRL, itk S3 AFEILNTAT S3 A L VIR L T\,

(Kobayashi K et al. J Am Coll Surg. 2017;225(3):e5-e11.5F 7] 45 CH| )
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FTAE . BE

ALV TFD 2502 EZ LMLz, (1) IMUKIZALET D HCC

(Z%}9~ % parenchyma-sparing liver resection (X7 T A OIEFICHHTH Y |

Rl7 7a—F 2 L2WGEOHUIERE R TTPRICEEREEZRO RN

L. (2) UFV Z2BFT 52 & T, LHV 28095 U= 35Kk S2 df KIs T [3:4fric

BWTS3IIBMT 52 L<HETDH, L2 RICONWTEIHITFELIEE:

TIO D,

<HE1H HMMIRKIKIZIBIT S Parenchyma-sparing liver resection O & 3% >

ARFFEIZ L 0 AMAIX IR I A7 B35 HCC @ S2/S3 AR 1%, LLS & ki L Ta4E

R L O AFHRICA B2 EN 2 O INRIT AR O 2FAERIT

S2/S3ARFECLLS B L W ABICREWZ L2 Lz, If, HCCIZXT 5

parenchyma-sparing liver resection (X, ZENDIKEH-THY | 7T 7rn—F % H

WIRWTEIER (B - ZEfFEIRR, AATUIER, 72 L) LRFORRTHD LHES

NTWAH(11,51,52), 72720, AMURKIRIZAZIE T 2 HCC 1237 5

parenchyma-sparing liver resection D IF 5425 % 5 %88 B - RWIRGEIZE 72

HEINLTWRY, Fx D7 —71%, 1997 FELIK, HCC DORERER) 721G HEE
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& LT, HEMIRTEI O IR 21T > T & 72(20), Z @ parenchyma-sparing strategy

IE, AMAIXIR AL E S 5 HCC OGRS 34, S2/S3 AR 1E, FFHAET

fiifeds L OV HCC DALE IS U ThifT S 7z, LLS fiAT S L7 BE DI ITAH

IITRTIFAE LV b A BEI/NE o= DI2% L, S2/83 AR ZHifT S 7-HE 0

WL AR IITRIIT AR E RI%EThH o7, DFED ., S2/S3 AR X LLS L LhEk L

T, LVZLOEIMABZHRATRETH D LWV A D,

F 72, MUK AZE 9D HCC (Z2%)3 % parenchyma-sparing liver resection

— & LT AEHI7212 LHV OAFFUIBRA V22 S2 ORFIEEF Ik LT UFV %

BAATH5Z LT, S3 D) oMzEGEY D Z ENATRETH > 7o hik S2 Hi XInh)

R Rt S = Oy

TFRFEOMNT Tlx. 78 TLV 23MfFRT TLV & ik L CHg/h L TV =D s

B3 (P :87.3%) (Iltk S3 ARIIINATL U HIER L (P RfE:111.6%)

EFCT TR E V67 EOFIREIEE 217 & 2 2T lIZRD o 72,

IR B P 3 OISR AL LE T 2 HE L LTa6n TRy AR S3 1%

EWRIFHERBZONTZ NG| BREENRNSTZEBALILENTE D,

IHERERE T 269 2 BA B W CIEGZ M b B SN 58, AR X 51

N

LHV G002 2T 58546, S2 OFIREMIIN7- T LE 2729 S2 ZiEffF
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THRRITZ LW EEZ b,

AWFFETHF D ITRE RIE, FRATEE I L O M E OIRATF DRI A FE b D 7

FOIERR oM EIZHFGET 2NN H 5 Z L 2R L TW\D, HHERBED

HCC BILUCLM 2B\ TiE, FAFUBROF AR Z < #BESNLTWDH Z &

5 H(4, 10, 52-54), PER S2 KIBUIRIFA AR TH L B2 6N, 1CG &

etk 0D 2 & THEGRE ., FT RIS E ECHTE AR PAZE 2 ol & U 72 T~

@ perfusion #FAMi(34, 35)i%. [FIffr =% 5 T¢ parenchyma-sparing liver resection 331>

THEICERTH D EEZDND, ICG HIEIEE W IF IR E % o A9 5

= L CHFBERTRIC ICG HOEIEIC X 0 BT 2 PO 0Tt~ a v & LT

MATE B, —H. 1CG HOEE M FFRERE L, #OCH S E AT

(SN, FE=H —BLICHR T D LENDH D LW I READDH D,

AT Tl projection mapping DA 2 )& M LT, EHEAFEREICHOLBRZRE T 5

B b ME SN TR 44), 5HBOS LR BRICANHFIN D,

KEI L OB Tld HCC DWW R R Z A, 38 L7z HCC 12k L i)

Br& 0 &I S HELE XL TV D (55), Lov L., RWIFFEZ CTlid72vy HCC &

FDODIBMIL, R T —Of/DMHDTD, TUT7DIFE A EDETERIATH

NTVRNGE), & BICHATIE, HCC IZBIfR 7 < REIFFREZS BE T/ % T
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B Ot R Ll L TW5, FO7-OARF TIT HCC OISR & LAY

BRDEH O BHENE D REWBLRDH 5, parenchyma-sparing liver resection {3 HCC

GIFROA 72 TH D | IR OIRIR ORI A2 IR 5 ATREMED & 5 il &

W2 5(57),

Z OAMAIXIIZ F3 1T % parenchyma-sparing liver resection O & 32 B~ 2 W55 D

TR L LTI, BAMEHIETH D Z & Propensity score-matching % D &

HEDV I INRFETF LD, FFIZ Propensity score-matching %, &RED BEEIX

ML HIT 13 AN Th o7, I, BESE THFYIBRNOAE Y >ob b0, Fix

Dar— MEIREOLNTWATH, A I OEMAELZEY 72 —F vs.iE

Wede 7 7' m —F THHRT 5 Z LN TE o T,

<FE2H LK S2 HEXILUIER>

LHV (2R L 72 2 A 25EfIC BV T, TR E 2/ L TV L3546

R D D LT ORI TR EVEESI TIE, R % BhEE %

722 LLS 23 s E 72 B 72 WA N D 5, R, AWFEIcBW T, fER1-2 T

(IHTFAEREREE 23 0 | JER] 2 « 3 TIFAMM DI R AZFRO T oo, FRAT

BEDNSNZ ENTRESNT,
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FFZFE DOMEMT TIL A% TLV 23MiFRT TLV & i L THEZ/N L TW =iz b B

53 (PRAE - 87.3%). 1i74& S3 AFEIZITAT L D LR L(FHFRAHE : 111.6%). 1R

CT TlEF 0o 57 FOBIGEEE 2~ X 9 2T IR D 2o 7=, FHk

B E ORI AN EZLE T2 ZRN E LTHORATEY . Ak

BFIEERRIFHENRZ LN LG, BIREEN RN EBERL DL LNT

&%, MRS 26T 2BF TRV OIEGZ T BRI NS08, 4RO

X 912 LHV &2 54 288, S2 OFRERIIM7-nCLE o27-H, S2

ZIRAFT HREITZ LnEE 2 b,

F 72 AMAIX Sk HCC (Z%19 % Parenchyma-sparing liver resection  (S2/S3 AR)

(T LLS & ke U CaA e L OERRAEFAHRISEN 2 < MgIcHAEL

TPIFRFEIZLLS IV KREWZ L 2|E LT, IO OFERIL, EBIFEEL LY

THEMAE OIRAFD ., JEF AR O BRSO EICH 5T 2N H D 2

LHRTRIEL TWD, HRENE LV HCC BLOCLM IZB W CIXETUIROA H

PR S HEINTWNDH(57-63) Z Emb b, LK S2 diXIRYIFRITA H 7221l

ThoHEEZLND,

UFV X, umbilical fissure |73 > CAEfT L. LHV., MHV F£7-1Z LHV & MHV

DETERDNT N AT HHFERIRTH Y . S3 & S4 O X4k 2 3= it 3~ 5 A&
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R T& %5 (19, 48, 50), Nakamura o |3 LHV (T the left superior vein & left medial
e Z L 2B L TUVWHMA9), 2 ZTE 9 left medial

AN

superior vein @D 2 2D 73
superior vein (X UFV Z#$5 L C& Y | LHV & MHV OA3iA05 2.9 = 1.3 cm D

FREEICIRA L, S3 & S4 Ol X AR L TV D EIRE L TWD, £7-, ok
HIZBW T, UFV 1L 54.1-100% DJERF| TR 5 & S, Fx OIFETH 91.2%

DIER THRD LIz, Bt e LTHRHZVOIE LHV(75.1-87.2%) TH U . AW
HROMIFNE T &

FETH 72.0% & [FEDFEF T - 72(50),

AT S2 IZJFTET D IEE S LHV (IZiRIE L, o iFkaE R

S TLLS RN#ETH 572 & LW o T HEEIRE SN TIEBI IS & 72 D L& &
bd, LU b S2 3B X USMIUIKIR DT ARENR Z N L 7.9-8.3%,

18.3%-263%Tdh D Z L ZB[ET 5 &£(50,64), S3 ZiRfAFT 5 Z LITIFHEERE

FEGNT 6 LIRITAR 2 5k L. FATOIBRROm LICHF G 5 TR & 5720,
TEIR DB 2 [T 2 FIREMED & DU TH %,

<¥E3H ALSRORZE - BRE>
BUE, LSRRI W TEERIE R & RIS ORRE S B < SR L
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TWADN, FFUIBRIEKIR L LT HCC X° CLM 7 & O IEEE X 5 IR IGHITEE

Thon, £z, WRIFAEOTHCATUIEREOM L& W 5 BN 6

parenchyma-sparing liver resection Z #4342 MENIE 2 TE TV D, 4% I bR

5 L BT E DTk 2 IEESE T FITi2 BT, parenchyma-sparing

liver resection XA T 2 23 FINANITHES EREH W2 S b E ST

AT, ICG #IEER ED T B~ a O L L, parenchyma-sparing

liver resection % & e EIBRN L W ZRITHITTE D X Kb Wb, F

o, SBOMEE LT, FE T IOEES T THo R BERORKEOIE
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