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FEREER T B YIBRT D FESE & IRBRINE

JELIESE T EEDBRAR D e ) DH 1%, 1994 421 Gagner &5 L 72 JPESE T By M i A7 B+ —
fEWs IR (LPD) TH % "o JEUFESE T RMEEGIBRAT (LDP) 13 1996 412 Cuschieri & 2%¥)@ T
Wi aTo72 % 2Ok, BPESET WA R WRIRRAN Y, BEVESE T RIE AL Al ©, MRS T
BRI BRAN ¥ b S e ATBTIE, 1996 SEWD O BEFEST T IR WIBRAT O DS S o
LA LIHERH, KIS TRESHT 2 BESETRO#E 3%, ToERbER T2
tibhs,

PREFILIAZ B LT 2006 412 [ RESEHID T AR R AR DBty 35 X OB Aty | A% > B0
2R E L RS X OGBS 09 A R L L CRET S, 2012 4R [IRBESE T
TR R SR RS LI Aty | A% TIRHIE LTV Y 8@ 2 tEb 2w b 0] &) BUESMAS & TR
RS, 2016 4R ICIEBE S [HAlE LB S L CIRE Q&R z DR D
CERIZ Y, IEREST T O B R ARNE (0§ 2 BISHIER AR D b zo AR [RIESE T R
TR A TR E L CIRE QS IRIERS L0 o s@lisigikzttb v ol Lwv
9 BRSE ST & TIRBIGER S o £ 72, 2018 4F (I3 MEIESE TR EF A AR S PRIRIIR S T 1
SGRINOOMROREFARIEML T EEZ LN 5, &8, LDP, LPD ORE{TICEL Tid
DT ORICERZ T 5LEDRD 5,

¥ LDP, LPD OREfFICE L CTld, MigkILMeZ iz LoD, RREBEBES Ol 2 &S 5
WHEARE T 7213 EATREICH L TITWIiREEL Z T A UEDXD S,

MHA TIPS T RS+ —fal W Baly, MURESE TR EROIERAT & & I PRBRIPGRA & [ b 72w
FhoZeEOMRE L TR WIS T —71bd 5 HIWT, HANHESIFES, BA
NS R A 2, RN BLBEAMEH I 7842 D 3 B 6 [s] C 38 3 2 A iy sk fll BE~ O i [f1) & i
BIEERAT TICRB S TV 2,

X 2018 4F 8 A BIFE, MEIESS 39 2 BURESE T IS+ IR BT S AR S T 5 7,
FRIRBIZE - BB E VOB TITDR TV A HITIIEE T 2 LENDH 5,



REREsE T IS A RERIRS I R TE B D2

REEERERESOIERESICH U TRER T RARSYIRM 255 <#EJT 5.

WRE2 IEFVALNILC

B s

fE e g T AR 2 BRI BR AT (Laparoscopic distal pancreatectomy, BLF LDP) & B8 K2 ER U B
#fi (Open distal pancreatectomy, L' F ODP) # Itz L7z RCT (B4 T Tl2 vy,

W% &7z LDP & ODP oK TIE, WH MM TR0 E S, WM H A LDP TfF
BIHWEVW) ZEDRASTFI Y AZELE L OMLTME SN TVE 7Y AHHERER 0,
BT R Y e >4 (2B L TiE, LDP 28 ODP IR THUETH 5 L OGN A 5 7 F
VI RAEGOTHRD LD, WETHLLEVIMEDD S,

ARICHRAE SN BB X OCEM: S E S5 12073 % propensity score matching % w72 K
BLZ AT Cld, LDP 1& ODP & R TTFMIFMALER T2 b 00, WHE MY RO EIZE L,
72, WIS, b, @, AR 7ERE H B s W T LDP 13 ODP & lRTH
TharE#GshiYs NS OFliA 5 LDP & ODP & l_THRIEIERE A, WHEZ G4
PRREFEAZE, W% E T 2 REMEA S ), BT 72 3 EMS RS L LDP 3R s b,

—F, WIS 5 LDP IEAF TIIAEMEZ M- T TOARBEA & 2o Twbd, LhoWMEo
) LRIHHL L 223 E 5 i 2 BETHNA DL L OMETH L. ThO5OWMFITL S & & TlHRAE
BeH %78 LDP THBICH WV & ShTw 27, REIFHICE LTI, Sulpice 517, BINL 7
ADHFAERIBETELZVD DD, LDP A ODP ICHARTHREICHHE L2 L#MELTW 525, Zofl
DG TIIEFFRICEFIED TRV 7 BRI CRICE L TdwFhofiE<d LDP & ODP
BR%THSEHEL TS Y, a2 5 L ¥a—" Tld, LDP 2 ODP & lNTAHGHETRAER,
BRI 3, WUR R R IR L T2 W 2 5 LT b $72, Stauffer 5 2 3 HGEHR D% A1
ST OREI L LT, #hFY ¥ 88, WL A HERIRE TOHEIIE L TIZ LDP #*ODP &1t
RTHBTH o EWMELTVD, TS OFHIiD S FEREICH T2 LDP I3 fTo THRWEEZ LR
205, A TORBGEHPHBINZIE2) THY, SHOEFHOFRHIC I 28 - BRI OM®
WML ETH L, T2, BEHROADRSEN-WMETH Y, RiEZRBETORIEI LTINS,

| =asemes

TOZEEHBETS | TOIEERETS ThRr\NE%E Thr\WZE%E "
(GRUHEEE) (550 \HELR) REITS (B[UHLE) | #HIETS (GRUVHEE)
25.0% 75.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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REBRESERMR CRIEESS JOEREERESICX T 2 IRIERE TRE T 1R UIRM 2 55 < HEER

ERCE WRBE2 TEFVALANILC

B s

ARFCTIIMEIRESE TR e U BR AT (X BEHE 2 G 7o T R CO AR & 2o T b, 7238
X, BHIE LCTIREOGBEIIBREB X O Y R HigiE 2 Eb Wb DI S & ShTwb,

BE e gE T IEEE T 48 G YU ER AT (Laparoscopic pancreatoduodenectomy, BLF LPD) & B i I BE
+ 38 YIERIT (Open pancreatoduodenectomy, JAF OPD) % ik L7z RCT (BIfE £ TIZMW,

LPD & OPD ®HETIE, W# MY RO M 0, MHAEk: H 5 LPD TF 124
VI WS RS TF Y VARG LTHRE SN TV S, WM L Tid LPD # T
HBOEVIHELH LAY AETHLEVIMEL DL Y. T2, AOHEIAESR, BEERER S
WL TRA%ETH D &) B2 HED 5.

INLDHEZEAD E, LPD &, #BROD 5k TIrb 2813 O FlT A OPD 1245
DRWITRENED D 5 %%, € DFARHIIH 72 5 it PR O D R Wik TIHEEIIT)RETH
b5EE 2%, LL%&A5, LPD & OPD MK L 725sCd R4 %<, SHBOEROERHILET
5o

TOTEEHETSH | TOIEERETS IhR\NIEZE Thr\NZE% —
(RUVHES) (55U \HELR) RETSD G5L\HER) | #IETD (GRLVHER)
12.5% 75.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

I Future Research Question

FEIE " X3 9 % BERRER T SR+ 35 RA VIBRAT

MR 19 A BEREEE T e Bl (OPD) & JERESE M REBH T 3l tiBsly (LPD) Z ML
727 2 & MMEABRIIAAE L 2o 2RI TIIEIRICH % LPD 1& 2018 4F 8 HBUEARFRGEIS Tl
TWZEbHY, KIBITHBITLBEHEICHL L7 OPD & LPD % iR L 72313 72 v,

WD O DTSR X R TIIH S B DD LPD & OPD & Kk L 2 RERII D 2 17,
Croome 5 " O TIFAAELER (Overall survival; 0S) 1213 A - 720 £ 72, LPD B ODP
PR TR A LA (Progression—free survival; PES), Brigkatt: (RO) =, fEbeH %, i
M E, #in=E, MRt PREL2 2T TOMBONTENTEY, BIERESR Wk aiE




&£ (Clavien-Dindo 23748 IIIb LA F), FARRERIIZ DN Z & 2805 L7z,

Sharpe 5% 13 2010 4F % & 2011 4F 12 35 1F 5 K [#] National cancer data base (NCDB) # H\»C
OPD # (n=4037) & LPD # (n=384) ®OM#%4T\>, LPD #id OPD #FIZH~T RO YIFRER, ik
U USEE, HABREREB X OMBIERHBICEH L TENRTW S EHE L TWw5, fiifs 30 HIEL R
OPD #t & LPD O T % RO % 20> 1o 3L BN 247 5 & LPD 13475 30 HAE U3 & A =IH
FELTWizo SHICFENIHGES L7z & 2 A 10LPD<2year Dlitiak Tld OPD #£(ZH-XT LPD # CHfi %
30 HIE DA BT E Do 72HY I0LPD>2year D Jifiik T MR 213D - 72,

Kantor 5 ¥ 1% 2010 475 2013 4£12 317 5 NCDB % HvCT OPD # (n=7385) & LPD %t (n=828)
DI ZAT o720 OPD #t & LPD B TR F# (CEANEhIE) B X ORI RIS E T %
0o 72234 30 HAE T2 1% <20LPD/4year D ik (2 [T > 20LPD/4year Dfiii% TH B I A >
720 %7z, LPD #13 OPD #EICHANTHABRSRIAEIKL, 4 MEANREEEEIZVD OO
TEPEH B, ML COMMAEEAID D 572, —F RO, FEY Y 8@EICBE LT
MiHER TR Do 72,

INLOHEERF 2 5 & LPD X OPD ICHARTEM P&, Ml PELICHSETH 2 U1 H D,
MAERE H 5% Jiie S & 2 W ReED S %0 LA LEARM Oftiak TR &L C 325 OPD 12~
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HEZZ LR T WM TH 5o MEFES ISR AR X, 1992 412 Caroll RIFM S IZ & Y #H
BRI N T, Pl EOERL - TZOMRNIBELTE /2. Tabb, EPRERRIE
7 L 72 MENMAT % £ ) MIRIE JCHERERER], BEE REDAKT 2 41 5 FFAEZSE B 55 10 LT, JERESR
TR OHSEIFE W E STEIBIF L STV, s EoERIC LY, HEGETFmN o et
A EL, ZOMISIRED>TETWDS Y,

WA R AT @ he ARSI/ NI A PSR BN, SR P v Mk L 0 7 & D IR A
AV - TS - MIRIEJCHERE 22 L2012 720, F72 B8 - BREICB W T Y 3HiFhiiE 729012
GHUBRSNDEZ LD H D, 2008 4D C B JLEH N A4 BT 4 L ZIi/IMig 5 T FTH 5 C
BFFRBEICIIA Yy —7 1y (IFN) HHEENIS, PR S U < EPRENIRIE 5 28240 258
B _XTHHEPEISN Y, RS T WS A O EEUIRM L7248, 2014 4£ X ) IFN 7 —
THDHREOOBEEEHIPY £ Vv A% (DAA BH]) HPEHEHWREICZR 21200, CHRFFRDEHE
X DAA BHNC X B2 HEFESFEE 200, IFN HHEEEA H 19O B NI Hia o - 80 L
TWwh,

TR AT L IR 720 T 7 < PR IfLAR: <2 AR ARt L A8 15 TR TR e 7 & Dl i RIS B U
LEHHED AT 720, BN LEEEIE L BEHBFINLETH S I L ZHEICAN T %T
7% 5 Wl TH 2 o BUE TR I 2 ERERGSED ) A 7 2GR S22 32 HifF L 72
JEWEGE T RS - B BR Al O bR EN D L9 12 o TETWV S,
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B %R U BAHER C1RBR 2 1R D | SRRAEE: T IR T 358 SR SN D,

HRE1 IEFVALANILB

B s

FIEF (open splenectomy, OS) & JEFEGE T (laparoscopic splenectomy, LS) 23315 % J&4fi
WMoOREZIE LAY 750 2 AT, BERESETH CREBETMIC LT ISl &RAER H B
L, WK B L OEIHE (RIMPREEIHERBIRGE) 2305 w—7T;, Tk A3 < Hif
BA%WVWI L 2R L TWwA >, Randomized control trial (RCT) ICBLTId, ¥ 744 Xhd
WSS, WEE A3 5 BF I 5 hand-assisted laparoscopic splenectomy (HALS) 1%, B
T I U R AEBE D B SRR AR W L 2R L b DD 5 7,

MMM FEREICBE L CIE, LSIZOSICHEL T, BREIP R, dLLREDL W ET L
D\, TR 2 i L 72 meta—analysis 12X 5 &, LS TlZ OS & H~MBIFEIE O Z8 A HRE AR
W EATRENRTWS >0 BRIRER, A, JRAWEIC & 2 SRR T IR (B LS T
B &, iR, PIIRMARIE Z A 2 W AR EN TS, EAESICE 2 LSICHT A4 4 F
74~ (2008 4-) TIE, LS, OS & HARMEIIEDSD % L, R omES AT S Z & 2 RIS
MRS T Yo PURIVRIEIC DWW T, FEIC L D EHERED S 2w &3 2 W LS I
WCIFEREE R EORBIC L DV IEFEIIR 22 L T0MEDLDH ), SHOMGHEL ShTwh,
JWAEAE B (W 1200-1800g) Zxf% & L7z RCT 2L % &, M TWBEMESE T (HALS-LS) T
1E 0S & HABIAE NS, WMERERID %, MBERIESEwEHREShTws 7 L
L7255, PIIRIEJCHERE R PP ZEE 2 £E S SEBI COMBREZ WK L 2 2 ¥ F ¥ A LNV O Ew
EAHNT, PR LT HHEBICL > TIHBEO AR IS ESH L ML ZEE T RETH
5o

BT A ET Y A LNVORWIEIZ R, BANRHEOHEDATH L. LSH0S &
DL FMBHPEHEIC L2013 X) &Sz ERGEOMEH, Vi ToBERELRVWFMEHICZL S
bOEEZOLNLD, REROEMNTIELS TRAERMEAE G, 0S EAEETEVEOHEDNDH
Y, e, MEHRBCKT 2 MO BRAZER, MHOKE S, SHEOFELHEELRDH Y, T
FHOBENLZHEELR L2V EORELH D Y. ZOZEns, BHICHL TOFEEICOWTIEE
OHHESDEEL, LV IZEF Y ALXNXVOEWIERLETE PR ORMDH 5,

Dby, P UCBEPES TR I shemchdy, fRshsd, 85y AL
NWVIEE L A, LSIE OS Ik L TR AR <, WILED % < % 2EADFED b — T,
WitRTERE H BUd B , MBREMB L OEIHES D2, BHATMTORELEI2VWEEZOND,
SREE R FELIIR E N TRV oo, LSIE OS I, Wi, B, PRI 7% & ORFRE D
PR IZED S v,
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SHRTEBH?

BIS & B R U EAHER CRRBR 2 1R A, IKRICIS U TRFME TIERERFM 28 IRT 5 TR
fE%, B2, FFRERERICH Y 2R T MM L5 HREh D,

HWiBE2 TEFVALNILC

B

I e §5 T M 49 A7 (laparoscopic splenectomy, LS) & B, MR E & HICHER I NS
2V BRI CE R TR RYE R KR TER E M E BT 5 2 A%, LS 2T 5 1
T, MRS TEIEENORS N T =% v 7 A= ZADHBR SN, THROMSEIHT Y. The
European Association for Endoscopic Surgery (EAES) @ LSO H A K54~ (2008 4£) TITHA
PUEOIEF 2 KRES LHEZZNZEFN 11 X 7 X 4cm, 100 ~ 250g & LT 5, Pfigo B£EAHY 15cm
PLE o6 % WlE (splenomegaly) ., 4% 20cm UL E o3& % B (massive splenomegaly) & %€
FL, MEICH L TiE LS 24 THE T (open splenectomy, OS) & 0 iFF LAy, HEMIIx
L T3 hand-assisted laparoscopic splenectomy (HALS) 2 OS BAEEENLRETH S LD RME
L TWw3, 2010 4F12, LSICBIT 2 BEARM LM Bk B oA A IHE & 0S BAT oM.
faltlFTHh Y, WIEOEEL OS ~NOBITVMBEEIHEDOBILERE T Th 5 & O sk BE T
SRRZEHE Y, MUE - EMUEBNC BT OS B & Il L C HALS B o4 1 % #i% L 72 randomized
controlled trial (RCT) %°% % "o 600ml % 8 2 % WLIEAERI T HALS 2 #8345 2 & T, BERBITE
REPHEREAER T E 2L V) WD LT, 1000ml 28z 25 L) REME RS L, HETF
W ARG T PRI AR 2 723 TR, HARFER LA LTW AL odEdbdHy 1Y,
BRI C LS 2%HIS & 70 2B, MIEO Y A X1 L CHBEMRGE LBELZ 7 Y A3 kv,
EHRBEOLEIEREFNICHALZI ETH A0S, EELICLTDH, #HERG»SOMME RS %
WIHIZTHILEPRETH 5,

PR TCAESE <2 IR RE 51 L2 k)9 2 ELIVEGRE ™ Rt Ay (LS) oo i 90 i % el LR i 1 s (O'S)
EHBELAZETF Y ALRXVOEWHEIZA LN Z WA, LSIF0SI12L 56X, FHREHIZR L E
%2500, HMERLEIEND %, BOENE TOMMPEC, SERAEH? D%, AR
BN E SND, itk 1 ABOFERICHT 27 A—-JIE LS IZB T rnEfEshTn
% EW BIERATHRIE 24% ~ 62% TH ) M2 Z O ERERTH 5o WA S o Hiiik—H i<
LEr&arbu—hpHLL, BAOTILESOMIMmMERLTLE S, POV A A03KEL LS
o, M BIIESHINS 5 L) Wb H Y, S THIMICHE 3 2@MoMEIEd 55 A0H,
HALS @tk OS ~NOBATIHEMELZ L oh ) LD TEPRITNE L OV EEZ 5,

PLEX D, LS A%EI & 70 5 B A, BIEOH 4 X123 2 WiEZR T €7 ¥ Rd R, BEERE
R L0 U CHA IBRE & #EBRIC X o TEATWREZAERNE LS 2 55— IR L, WEEZMERI LTI
HALS, OS @JHIZEIRY 5 Z LRSI N5,
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PTGBD #ZREN %, WBE1 IEFVALANILB

B s

=MREER(CXT T S IRIEERE T REE R AT

SRR FE SRR 3 2 MR e G T IHZERE AR XA @IS & SN TV RIS D - 7225, FAr T8
O FREFEEE OB LD, BAETIIARICH G PSRN E R L TETn5E, 7
L, WEDOHAER - AEIC & %2 MkIRFE % 5329 B0 KB 4 L FIFFEC X 2 RHTIC X 5 C, Negative
Predictive Factor (#J5 (T-Bil : > 2mg/dL), fMifEREE, FEEEE) OFFENAEBICTHIECEZ
WM MK THL EMESNL Y Thbb, TRLONLY A ZEBNCH LT Tl
TANT, BRI F L F— (percutaneous transhepatic gallbladder drainage: PTGBD) %
BOIEGEMPBRINLERETH D,

BHAFT EFFEFMT

CNFE THHBENEZHEAT A NI 4~ 2014 4ERRTIE [ 2PEIEZE I 2 B T4 13 A BRI [ A%
MRS NS DS, FAHY A2 6 U CREEMICTN T2 2 LS BIRENE L. L shTwni?,
LM RO TAREIIIZ OV TIE, FER 72 BRI DN TARZESEH O TRsERSh T2,
RHIFA (T2 RIS B id T EBLON) LR (6 EBLE) 1CBIS 5 15 SCHkE w7z
Meta-analysis” 12X % &, RH PR IIHFEPHRICHSNTHRERLAIWERERIL L 2 13k L,
MBI AR L X0 B Do 720 —T, WHRIEERHEZASETH - 7205, 2ROk H IR
T L, BRSPS T A MIMEI o720 Thbb, T2HEBLUAD Wi 1 HB A
BTG TRIC LT, BAMIC AR AE S, b o LN ROFRIC X 2 M00E
BOTRETEA 2 W 22 DEIRIEFICHF G T B EE 2 BN b, ERRAHETH 2 GO 5L
3, IR a7 Ty F vy LERNR— 2O BT, AB#HT7 HUPIC TR 247 - 728
257 HUBEIZAT o 72 B & MR CTH BRGS0 72 WO ML H B2, 2D 27 OBGE
12 50,000 BIOFER & FE T 2 LETH S ¥ L ShBIE LMK, —7, JEFIXTHEERD Meta-analysis
TlEH2HDOD Cao b 7 13 77 HORER, 40910 FIOFEBI % AT L CTTMLT, S, Wi, Al
&G, FIERATO T 72 RPN O T4t 72 R DIBED T ICH R TERLTE Y, IHEREGICHE
LT Z2omaRooh, 1EMUNOFMTHIUL 72 RN I ) IRIZEZ 0D 4 8MH L
DT R ICH AN BIFCh oo T2, AT x—F V2B 5 15760 % k4 & L7
HEAFETIE, ARBHEORKME L & HICEBENICHBERBITRAME HEREGs¥NTs 2 L8
REN, ABBZ2HUMNOFMAHERE SN TWDE Y, 7275, 75 ¥ AT 42452 BIOBE TIE AR
BHOFMIEAZ > THPHESHMT 2 S L MEsh, ABEBRH2S 3 HE F T EBPMFHY
ELTBY Y, BHMOPMALE LWL oo, EELMH Y A2 QiR BHAEHSEETH L 2



ERRLTWAEEEZ BNL, NA ) AZRERNZH LT PTGBD 2> Filih %2 #3145 CHOCOLATE
trial'” ORI N Do

PTGBD DOfi&filr

2015 4E H ANHBNFI A AT v r— MRV 12k 5 &, AVEIRIERAMEY o4 B I T
JREER A 2479 & IS L 725k 1E 38% ICM X 2 WoOrBIRTH L, ZOBME LT, HEis e
LADEMIEE AT A BETRABMERZITZ LW EPRBIF 5N 5, PTGBD &, HildE, #
T—7 VN, S, IR, EREPNISEO S HED D D 155 25, EMIICIZHRNESTH D,
INETEHL OWEHIC L ) REVEE AR ST WS Y, 72721, MEE% Grade TITITHF
% PTGBD IFFEBNC X DB 1A, TEBEHBUEE, & ORENMN, BHABESE LAICHES 35 & 0
HHH Y, EY) R REFIRIN L EHASRD SN b, PTGBD Mifr o FATUICE L Tid, RCT &
%<, 3MOBLEMIE Y™ 2ROLOAT, WIFhd PTGBD %0 Bk HAR L - THB Y,
RO ECHE T v BT, PTGBD # O TR L T—2 D AMBIIH o TE 57,
RIAEEY A7 2B Lz LT & 2 2R Z MW 2 L2 F L,
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EREEE T HRaREY) AT (laparoscopic common bile duct exploration: LCBDE) (&, &< IC

REMEERAEICK L THREIN S, WRE2 TEFYVALANILB

B

WIRERS AE QBB BES FIHER M (LC) o KizoN T, LC B © NS RILE RS
HEA (Endoscopic lithotomy: EL) #3A < 47hN T & 72", EL 3FLEERMWE (EST) &4
i (EPBD) O FB#%WHEL CT\w57% AHTIZEPBD 132011 &2 E— 27 ICHiiRLTH 0 ¥, i#5k
FETIEZ—HLTHEIZEST THb, THOEL & LCBDE Z & ITHAIESZHA A NI 4 TSRS
TWa Y KAA N4 Y TEHRTFH &L LCToD LCBDE OHEIREE % esd 5 720 O B 413 EL & 7
%75, LCBDE X LC 203 5729, LC #Pfiis % EL L DNEKAE 52 LAZNTHLD, —HY
LCBDE+LC (PAF LCBDE &§ %) & IR 24l EL + LC Z K L7z RCT 7 & TNC X & f##T1X
ZMEEINTBY, INEFROICHIT 5,

A FIEN G DO % T, LC OMPMERICHAT T4 ELARALTES T, HEWH LW RCT F
TZHRHLRCT OEEAD VI DE LT, Liubd? & Zhu 5% O#HERD 5. RIEHKO D%
Y AFIZOVTIE, Liu 513 13 ® RCT AT T LCBDE 2% 94.9%, EL + LC 78 94.0% TH &% 7%
, Zhu 513 8RCT f##r TZFN2FMN 902% & 85.7% TAH &2 LCBDE A8 L 42 » 72 (P=003), A EFH
458 22T Liu 575 15RCT f#HT T 154% & 188% T3 V), Zhu 573 8RCT MM T 153% &
142% T, L BICHBEEN LD ol FIAFFLONFIIOWT, Liu 53HHTEA 6.3% vs 05%
TLCBDE 2% <, J#%A%0.3% vs 3.6%, 1A 0% vs 3.7% T EL 2%\ & L7z, Zhu 5% LCBDE

R A% < (80% vs 1.3%), EL IZBELAZ W (05% vs 35%) & LTH Y, ThZhoFHic
BHEDODDLF 25, HHBELTIE LR DA OIS 2 & TME#RE L HITHD THETH - 7.
ABMIENZDWTIE, Liu 513 12RCT O F NN O F#H1ti2s LCBDE T42 H~ 216 H, EL+LC T
31 H~305 HT#® Y LCBDE WA &2 & L (P<0.05), Zhu 51 2RCT D& Tt &1 LCBDE
733 46 HE 53 H, EL+LC %353 H& 6.6 HTLCBDE 23H 2V & L7z (P=004). #iAHEH
122w T3 Liu 513 6RCT T LCBDE %33 570 ~ 175.0 43, EL+LC #7680 ~ 2267 5 CTd V),
Zhu 5 % 2RCT T35 934, 17445 % 1133, 1834 T LCBDE 28 BEICEBM TH o720 2D XD
|2 LCBDE O HGRT L EL + LC L IR L CTHBICRIEPEEEN 20> 72,

BRI Y A T LA D RARA B 720 DT 7 e Liu D % 4 f#HT T3 ¥ LCBDE )5
2SEL + LC X V&% T, Rogers 57, Lub® ® RCT TlAE#AL L, 25— M T3 LCBDE
DV HMEHD B I EED o 7220,

BRSO BEEEH TH 2 BMIBERFHAHREFRITOWTIE, & LCBDE & EL+LC Ofiifs & K
L7z RCT 28 2 s Sz MAMREMD EETNTWEELHF DL E&H LC 2ThbNTw b 72D 5
A3 U RCT & LCHEHIZHET %0 Ding 5 ' 13 8-10 £ D BHF T 2.1 vs 95%, Yuan 5 ' 1% 24-
30 » H#%T4.0 vs 231% & LCBDE OHREFENHREIE TH - 720 Yuan 5 1 [FREIC LR T
T RERIEESROMET L TBY ESTHAIAREZ 2L LTWE, B 10 FU ERBIZOWT




'3 LCBDE MO BIEHZETIdH 525 FHERIZ60% 7, 20%", 78% " ThH oo BIHHEW 2
12 ORI BEREO BRI H 72> TERINIRETH S,

FIRE RS A OIREBIITIED SRIFE~OH A LRIE D & T ]G~ DA & v ) TRk N
D2 7, CoMEERT S L REI 2 M GBI % 8 T LC fiih o Wi &2 TR
WANH T —HRICYIREREZIT) 2 EAYRREICIR> TB ) BANICIKRZE L %2 5, Iranmanesh
513 Y M LA B X ORI R0 & 0 th 25 5 O IR A BEZS Bt L C ERCP first %> LC
first 22® RCT %#47\>, LC first + 7 #NBE R A 22 W THREA R IER2T 20% BICB X R o722 &
5 LC first & LT,

LCBDE TOfRBEEEEEBEYREICDOLT

FREAD T 70— F IR EEE T (Transeystic: TC) & B EIBHE: (Transductal: TD) 253 5 .
TCIIMAEFEB X OFERH L LC L IZIZFASETH V E—RINE 25708, RS OR A, HEE
DPeAE, K¥Eh, FHAZBONITES 2y TDIZBEEAUA < TC AT i 2 8 T 3 #IN
A5, UIBAERREGIC K ZIRERAEY X 7 2 T A 72D ICHRIFEE 7 ~ 10mm L EZ#it & 5565
B% <, RO A7 BT 5720 CF 2 — T2 Ehd W51 H 5 2,

Reinders JS5®D L ¥ 2 —Tiz* TC & TD O YA DK FIFZ M Z N 804 ~ 100% & 583 ~
100% 7253 95% # D% A3 7 < 7o MR 1.2 ~ 1.7% & 35 ~ 11.0%, BIBE#ATIZ 1.2~ 1.7%
£35~110%, <L CiikfERAfZ12~5H £26~110HTHAHEHREL TV 5%, Zhang 5
% TD % 28% IZ®IRL, Thoz —WEAHHE TF 2 — 7B Yy 2{LLTT F2—7
BT % BRI B2 EWE L7ze —7 Hua 513 % TD 2§ 90% 12®IRL, TC 245t
BT O/BRE AR 1%, AHEFLERL% THH, R A7 HFIZOWTE, TFa—7HEDN
BB CHRIL S NS ERMHT CIMB I NT, FRBE L UAARKYITH S & Lz, TC
L TD OBIIMEZICL > TRESTHEY, THENOBE, Mg HYOBEL S FITHEN S
R7zESZPE L, RN EE IR EAETH B,
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HNSHEITI B EZERLTEHRLY, NNEHRE 2 IEFVALANL C

BAHRBE2 IEFVALANILD
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e RVENREPLGESE (congenital biliary dilatation, BL'F CBD) (2xF$ % JifEss FIRZE - fFAMIRAE L)
s+ HHE PR AT (IEESE T CBD F+4l7 + Laparoscopic CBD operation, 2A'F Lap-CBD-ope.) & BiiEHH
3 - AR DIBR + IRE E AT (BEIE CBD T4iF ; Open CBD operation, LA F Open-CBD-ope.) %
g L7z RCT 13 BIE £ TITHEV,

JNBBIIZ B W T retrospective 7 Lap-CBD-ope. & Open-CBD-ope. @ g T, Lap-CBD-ope.
T M EDSH B %, WBRERHBBPAERICH N EBA YT ) Y 22 50 H-BOM
THESA T2 o GOHERAESR Y IR Y, il > (2B L Tid, Lap-CBD-ope.
7% Open-CBD-ope. ICHNRTHIETHLEDMEN AT TFT ) VAR EDTHROLNLD, AEAEN
BOLNTHETH 72 I MELH S, T2 7L, 1016 fERF] (Lap-CBD-ope.;408 #l, Open-
CBD-ope.;608 Bl) Z fif#r L7z x ¥ 7 1) ¥ 2T, )ﬁﬁfﬂsﬁﬁﬁtfﬁuaiﬁ@ﬁ? IBLTHEDON LT,
¥ 512 Lap-CBD-ope. 121 learning curve (LLF LC) 2SFEFE L, LCIZE L - FHUSH L 72478 1%
FHRRER O AR ST MBEEHE L AERROBERBLOERORE, AR T LA T 20
bR Y, Lo L Lap-CBD-ope. Tl&, 74 8—7 v 7HIHA 542 MR 2 WEIEIZE A LR
BHHNT, BB S Open-CBD-ope. & DI LETH S 7,

B ABITi%, Lap-CBD-ope. & Open-CBD-ope. & DR LIZFR® S N2\, 20-60 BIFE E DR
BIBER T — 7 BEE P BEORLICRD 55 7, FE#RICE VT, RABNI/NEH & ik L o
HEREASES < MR S PHER AR W LS S hTw b W19 Lap-CBD-ope. (2 8F % B Al & /)
VA% B L 225 T, BT IR OB, it A O R A R o m2swmE shTwa !, B
EXY, ARBITOREBRERE 2D THRABICE TIEDH L 2 L IFREHMFTH %,

JEWESE TS =W & OREMICET A2 TR 8T v Aidh v, FESHEHON a BIITfRE S
BIFANRAELRE &, T R ORI RAREGN N3 2 BTN 2, RS T I3 2 2 & 250
B2 LT 2SS D T 22U, RN O FRIIER & MR A B 72, TS
T OB FI BT AT > TO L DED D 5o
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FeAEOBIR E L TR A2 9 % LCBDE Rifrski, #®F2H 50% TH - 7257 2011 4E12
13% FTIET L, B4ENDS 20154FEFTI7-21% THEBLTEBH, EL 0¥ KA L { LCBDE ##%
T oM E D7\ Vs 1979 4E700 5 2001 4E D4k 45 Y TIRBIM 2 &7 CBDE O & A5
FHERD R (34% 205 174%) 75, LCBDE OHAMOBRER L —= ¥ VSRR R E %5 C
Wb,

—77, EL 3R s <, ABRREBRENEKN L ShTwb, +ZREBALBUMIZL 2
Oddi HiH i BEE L AFEOMBROmIm EHIe s L <, BHAEKET “Comparison of LCBDE vs
ERCP + LC for Choledocholithiasis (NCT02515474)" OKHBBE N 54 T VAT > THY, 2022 4
WA 2 O THEH Licv, Tz, MBIBEERFOD 80% DN L O AE T L IN TSI
L0b b3, I EOFEHE (FERHE) (BT L ONToE#E (EL) 2179 FEITBH I LTV DL,
WA/ EEAY LCBDE % Jif7 T & R4 %,

A3k, LCBDE i3it###UK & LCTEL & & bR S Twa FI2?, D RCT TEL IXES
BB TH A Z &S, LCBDE IEEHON 1 #2155, EL 2S#EIRYEH 5 WIEA D) O
I2b LCBDE %##INTE % &9, WHENFHESW ) MEREEELFMTFHTHL L FZ 50
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PTCIZBIF B X7 FY Y25 T, i OAIRETH 5, — 8- A AR SR, — k-
FEEAC A V2 7 AMEIC R RV E W) i &, B KMRIREAT ET T4 { R bz
NeDHEDDH L. £72, BIEHMIZE VA, HRICH L THMEISEL L, oz HmE L T2,
WAL, W=D % <, TR COT 2380 » 7225, EEMII ET MR Tz, 3
H I B O PR XEEYRB 2 b)) v oHii A R LS Tk, ET #THiE) v
INEREAD D e o 72 EWE LT WD >y E72, 104EFERRLMEVC EVIHELH L " KI
TIE, U YRR R MEEICHEAT T 572012, 7T 7u—FECTRLAREZH 55, KEB 2K
AEEhTwnizn,

WFIICE I HREONRE TN, AR PTC ANEIL & ST s Twb, Lo, PTC®
HHRFTENTOWTIE, 2010 58647 D H AN G WAFH A2 - HARFIRBAFRHA 2RI X 2 [HAIRB RS
BHATA K74 ] I2BWT, W@k (i - SRBERREZRE) ICX VWL %Y ¥/ 3Hik
Brmlpizt, HIRBINZHEEED R WES (cT1aNOMO0) O¥id, +4 743l & Mz,
FRREBBIEE ST WO —2 L LT 51, 2015 SFRIKREHIRIRZ 212 X % A o FUARIRIE
PAER AT A BT 4 2I2BWTH IO &) RBKY R 7RI 3 5 s8I0 h 7578 8
Nize 2OZLETHERL PTCOFM#EISEZEZ 2T NI 6%, F72, 10mm 2z % HIR
WRFLUEHE ) CISHE ) > /S ' IS LT, A RRGED A ShTwu i,

ARIBTIE, 2018 4F 4 F X 0 AR T o AR S AR Bl 2, it i Ak 2 % 3 72§ fti i C 0 AR
Bt & 2o TBY, BERLLEMIIOWTIRSHROIEFNDOEEIVLETH S,

| zazumas
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SRR IREBICH T DNEF B TZEH?

BIRRIRRRBICHE T DAREFMIE, BER/IIFHEL S ORFRHATEOREN - BHEDIEE
Th, IR - Refh - BN - BRRICENTORERESN TS, A TEILTOATY
MR TOREIEIH L, ERETEVERICHEREMETHD LARINLBITOL, MRICEHL

EMAN, FEFORETFICTSZEEHETS,

B s

JE ISR BRI B RE JCESE  (Primary hyperparathyroidism, LAF PHP) @ P#EEE T Filfid, 1996
ARV AREE TSI HIARIE 4 I & F 22 L 72 Endoscopic subtotal parathyroidectomy A3#is &7z Vs
ZHLIRE, W E L &S ISHBEE T T 25E HIRIR R AR ISR 2 S oM ) AbhTnlZ
Lot

PHP O Tl 1& — M i 1 1@l HRBR A B 2 + s B AR I s e v b LA L, #980% DLk
DHRERTH L7207, CT - MIBL ¥ ¥ F 7 5 4 - SR - MRI 2 & O W{§ZH O E ol 1
At intact-PTH &)V Y IE % EDQFMSERD I & b % o THEHYEI TR O & 05 1k A3
18NN35 X912 % 0, WWEHIRIIH W %2 D 2S5/ 2 5 O FHEAMRERFH L LTiTb
NBEHTho725 2 L CHHEE T Tl D B SHE/NIB A 5 OIS T4 (Video-assisted
Surgery, B\ F VAS)” & HISHE w67 & D5 28 T F4lF (Endoscopic Suegery, BLF ES)™
LI PNTHEETLAI L E o720 LEL, WTNOMX S MHTZ I L 7SI HETH 5 45,
TN TR o 72 - & 2 \VIZIHIRIEDSHNC & o 72 & v ) B Tl T84T L 72588
10% Rt B AT 7z 2% VASIZIER X ) JifT3 % & v ) FATELE, WM ORI RED 220
4 RHERRDSVRECTH B0 Z D7D, 4WHERT 5 VASHREL TV 2L e 2D, @HEFM~OE
TR 2P L, WEOWIRZ W CREIFIRRASRO SN2 WERICHBIE S hb 2 & LR,
VAS &t - ARtEAvRshca Y,

CCTARMICBIT 2NHESE TRIFIRIR TR OBLRE Z 2 5 &, RGNS T HIRIRG) bRl o it
RTHbNTETBYFERUMNOT7 7a—FRIELAETH S, UK, KM 2BROMEEIITHETDH
B 054 RHERRIIHEETH 1, SN OBITOMED R S E v, 2016 4F 4 A X ) BRIERE
TONBLEE T Bl F DR E 8 2 B Al A%, i Ak 38 & i 72 3 i i T O ARBGEIG & 72 o 728, K
REEMEIO VTR S BROREG OB LETH ) WHEE T FM 2R TE 5 Lidvundiizv,

| zazumas

TOCEEMBETD | IOIEZRETS Thi\Ez fThihzEz —
RV HESE) (CE[AEi:+)) REIS (BUVHLE) | #IEB TS (GRUVER)
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BEBANILZT - BERREANILZT

MR TO RN BT AL = 7 E#E 1970 4FEH & ) ek OMBRES T2 H A v ¥ 2 BICR D E
bV, %58 L 72O Lichtenstein ZOFFMAHEL L7z "o —75, 1990 41213 Schultz & D
g F BRI AV = 75 (DURIERESETA) o Pl s iy Sh Y, Wk TR L7z, H
ATH 1992 EOMA S DFEMER RS TR OW KA E > 72 Y HAD®E 30 4£H 13
FBLOBA R X v ¥ 2% Kk S HHNIEIRT 2R TH D, WOk & 13D TRE 28 %
Mo THY, S A Y ¥ 2 ETHIT 5RO EM EBRERF L O LELRH L, KAA
K2 4 »Ti&, TAPP (transabdominal preperitoneal repair) & TEP (totally extraperitoneal
repair) ZEDLETHEBESEFME LTW5, BEIEGFFMIEFERE SBML TW525 A E
BHNFEL TV B 2015 4E 0 Diagnosis Procedure Combination (DPC) Lt 7 b 5¥—% ¢ ¢l
150,880 B D ANV =7 FAMATHNTE D, DN 36123 61 (27.3%) 1ZHEIFESE T H334R
ENTWVEY, TOBRILICZEOEEGIIWIML TV 5, KKk Tid Lichtenstein 2 & JEFEGE T4l 2
RERAN =7 FHEREROFLTH HA, HATIE Lichtenstein LA D X v ¥ 230500 TH
%7,

EB 204 K4 & LT, 2009 2RI~V = 7 24 (European Hernia Society:
EHS) OBANREIAN=T HA K54 27 BETENT, ZO%, BN, KE, 737 KFiE,
TIVH -, A=A NT )T D5 DOOHIBDONI =T FE L EBRNEEEAV = T %45, BRH
PIRSEN A S0 L T @ [International Guidelines for Groin Hernia Management] 7%
018 B SN Y, ZOHTORMESFEFMOMENITIE, 0780 L BB b T b
Mgk TIEHEIE SN B Lo TV A, FHOHERE o TV 5,

HARNTA L EHLETOMNWEDDOTIERL, A EREERESCEATRICEIVEMNLT S
bOTHb, HADEMETIZAG AR BEOIE T Y AL NVOFEVEm L3P %, AT
4 K74 % Lichtenstein % & JEESE T O i 2 b & L 72/ SR T ¥ 7 & A % FEIT/ERR
ENTV5b, BB TORCKE HRDFMERICKE RMENH LT L2 ZERT LLENDH D,
SBRHAERD S OFMBFMOIE I HEF S5,

NIRRT AL = 7 FAk 1% 1892 4F 12 Lucas-Chanpionniere” 2% simple high ligation & L T
SRS 2 AR 2 S N EURIRIE - TOIR LT 280 b 179 FEE i Lz, 2R 2
B2 Z OB TIZSEM LT 7225, 1950 4E12 Potts'” ASUEd/NEOH/E 2 3208 L [/ R Bk
NVE=TFAM] = [Potts ] L LTALERLTE 70

1990 AU A o TH S IZEWESTE TR O FE RIS, PAREERALV =7 T JEESE T N EE
TRERRIT AT DN D X D127 o720 1995 4RI IR Y S ARESE T 2Bz AR~ L = 7 PH8Y
i (Laparoscopic percutaneous extraperitoneal closure: LPEC %) % Jaf7 LiZ U, JEREGET
BEANV = TBERIZENE TONRERRESHSHE L LPEC 12 X 2 WRARAEMEOK &
S0 FHFEEHTPNTE . BAEDPETII/NBREAN = 7T 2 EEGEFMIITIE
LPEC DS Ei & o T 5,

L2 L, M ORTIE, T 2BIESE TN N BERRENN COMEDNL {, BESEFMH T



DR T — % =12 L 251X LPECHELRESNTLE > T 5720, HikZ LPEC O &I
EBTET YV ALNVOEVELIID T FRIGEAE D 5 LPEC HHEMIZ L 5 ¥ 7 ¥ X
LARVDECIRE D205, GHOTA BT 4 2 TERES ISR & Refiidi 2 XA L 2 W EE
BT BREAVZTBERE LTORITE %5,

JEREREIR AV = TAZPEEBAEL A Dk 20% FEEEICHIE S NS & SNEHHEL L THE T
BTWHOTHY, BEMEET LI EEZTRTOBETNFEICE > TEETH 5, Primary
closure TIRHENFEHIZZE A Y V2 IZ L2 BEPLEE SN T VDA, R# K THAEEC
Ko THIBRD G HHEAEH SN Do MESE T IBEREI AV = 7 1544713 1993 4712 LeBlanc™ &
WX DFHESNTER, HTHEZ T2 LR R#MAA Y V2 WBEPTTRTHLIELELS
JRED, WAEDIEMTARL7Z2 Ay P2 0MBTE Y #EEERIFTEz, RIFTD 20124122
WM AR E S ., National Clinical Data 4FREEEFIC & 2 FiliFE D 1494 7 (2013 4F) 25
3291 7 (2017 4F) &34 L T 5 ¥, 2014 4E 1213 International Endohernia Society @ & 22 4
A RTA4 2 BREXNEELDEA TV S, ATAL FF4 VIZBIETH & ST %
# L 72 2011 4E @ Cochrane systematic review & 1999 4E 7> & 2013 4E 12 #Hi# X 1172 randomized
control study % 3 & 12 2014 2> 5 2015 4E 125 & 1172 meta-analysis % HUOISRENT L 723 DT
HY, BEEFEFHOFRIZENEEEZWHONITRDEELZETH Y, ZOMOTAM RN HIET
MEIZIZFFETH D LV FRE B o7z 72RERESEFN CRBERE RN 2 TEEIE
, BALH7) o LEEILETHL I EHRERI NI, 7272, EEEALV = 7IZIE PR E
WCEFERWREND Y, BEISEEEE SN ME E, MESCOETOANV =7 & 5\ i Loss of
domain * 7% LK B EMEE, A v ¥ 2 BEBOBRBETM, 2SAFMBRO NV = TSR O R
% EOMF b UEE B> TL B, & 5ITIL4E T Rives-Stoppa LD Al ', KiAkEA % & b
%9 JEESE T4 17, Transversus abdominis release (TAR) ™ 2Ry M ETMH ¥ OfF D
WMESNTETBY, BIDRHETMN S BT 2 2D ) 44 & DB Z TR L THS
B WENH B o
(%) EE o BRI VA RAICTEEEA )L = 712 B\ CIERENRE SR O 5L EAERESMC B L Tw

IR E IR
(Society of American Gastrointestinal and Endoscopic Surgeons : SAGES xF—24X—I X 1))
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RIS FREBAIL = PEEHIEREBIBIA ¥ ¥ 1k AN TFAEBRP iSRRI
<, PHHRERTETH Y BEBREREL. RERIENSOORBBELR L OFHE

B e

JEPEE T AR AV = TABIEA (DLF, BERESETA) & BURSBLIB 2 v > 23 (DUF, BUREEA v
VaE) BRHELABEICBWT, KHBERCT, YAF~<YF 4 v 27 LbEa— X¥7FY T AT
RIS D OIERHER 7 & O PRI AHE IS TS <, MBI R 7,

MBEEIIEICBIF LMD XS 7 F ) Y ATIE, FHOFELMOLVWEREORAER (v X
. [BLF, OR] =1.14, 95% confidence interval [BLF, 95% CI] =0.80-162) 101161820 - ghigs
L ZD54E (OR=390, 95% CI=064-23.89) “*®2 |33 s, Tl A& S IS T4l <
HE A h o7z (OR=047, 95% CI=0.29-0.74) "*OS13I10192D - msesk 3 Mg I g5 T4l A B2 o
72 (OR=166, 95% CI=1.29-2.14 ) “*%,

TR OM BN ICE L CoOMIES LGB T, ES TEBTFEMNEOD 28RNV =T %
B 7= 5 BN R LT, BERESE AN I #GE L 22 VBHE DT - 72356, Witk ris (s e
A5 2 BEHR) B L OCBEEROVTRIZE W TS BEGE TR TR RIS e g 58
BIE I T, BT A v ¥ 2 TENEN 0-25%, 1.3-28% & Hify STy p M8 IS I1T10.29)
R, AT % EOEREEICOWTE, BEETHTORVE VI IESY $ 55708 R
JES—EET, WWEEHIZ v,

WS CET 2 HIIZoWTIE, 420 RCT M2 4o x 7)) Y22 12B0WTl
JPegE Tk CA B2 A o 72 (Mean difference T -5.02 H, 95%CI -5.62 ~ -443), fERIMIZOWT
i, 32DRCT™® L 200A %7+ 1) A28 2B, WHEEMICHELEZED EHh o7 (Mean
difference T -003 H 95%CI -0.09 ~ 0.03) o MEHESEFAMIIRETL A v ¥ 2 & R L T &G &
W) B W THEIRICMET 4,

BEWREIZOWTRE L7227 20 RCT 12520 w3 i 7 HEY, 14 HE® offitk 28
BN TIRAECEESE TR BN TW b, ik 6 7 HICHEBESETHIERLTVL LTS 1w ®
DdHHLOD, fith 14D RO 24E® TIEAMMRICH EAEE e FMEN LI R B L 2D
WTHOIZEF VAL RIVDEWVELIE RV,

JEIPE S T O AR R IR O A i 312208308239 o A AR OB, FL 4,
A AEIR I X A B RO TR T 2 E AR D 2 52080, L Lads, Feke
HARTIZRBEHIE R BEARH IR E (R 5720, HMICHAROERIZYTIEIDLICITEELET
5o
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NRICH T B IEESE T BREBANIZFEERMISEEBIFRICNT, AURERORD - B
TEGIDFMIEFEFEHE - MRO—MRH G EHEREINF NS,

WRE2 IEFVALANILB

B st

NI BT IR T BRIV = 7 il (LH) & SRS E: (OH) % ik L 72 systematic
review B & O meta-analysis (53 ™ H Y. TOHIZIERCT, 5#HL Y BEThTwnd, €5
WCETORRZHD 728, cohort BIZEIZ X 23 %E 24 Y /A L 7=,

Fr A # 0 5l ~ LV = 7 36 5E S IC B L T, meta—analysis & 33 ¢, RCT & 2 3¢ ™7,
cohort Tl 23 ™" T LH B OMMFEERDOHA 2 BR LT b, THRMICHEL TE, A
BT meta—analysis ® 1 XY TOH DTS A o728 I i, cohort D 133X TLH D
139 234y, meta-analysis 3L Y TIREZRBOT, 2> TEEBIE 205 720 WG
BT 12@mX ™ $XRTTLH 082 RO TV Ah, HHRICE L TIZRCT 23X ™Y, meta-
analysis 6 3 " ICBWTLHB X OH WIS h %2 RO RV E DHE TH -7 LH
KEALTRWTNoOMLENNZHEIIERTA250THY, BN RHEIRD TRV, i
BIEIHICH LCIE, RCT 23 %7, meta—analysis 1 33 Y, cohort 1 3 2 ClA A EAEIIAD LD >
7275 RCT 13 ¥ 12BWT, BE#HIC LH TOERBAmP» o2 R ENTWE, LaL, Ho
RCTY TIGBBRICE T AT 7 37 7 = v ORI A SAEHZOKIHICE L TIE LH 09
WM TH 5 LGB/,

— W A A ORE (RRIEKNE - vRBE, Bz FIfl, Sz lh, 2|hEEH %) ICBLTRCT 5
w3 OAFITIR, LH5 1F) @139 2S0HBL 1) X0 PRI L hHEAEE b > TREN TV 5,
EHICZOHT, BRI L o TIX IR H 52 SAL% b - 25, FRdElE K o34 1F 80, RCT 2 5 *?
OEFHEETLHA R, OH(4 ) LAEEZEDOTVDH, HESIHECH L TEHmLEmELH
BHIRY TIIFEDSNZWVA, LHOERIE OH & llk§ 5 L F75% <, Ml LTz L Twl
eI, ZOREARYLREMMER, M 2R L7729 2 TR bh 2 d e b kv,

| zaseEes

TOCEEMBTD | TOIEERETS Thr\ZEZ ThR\NZEZ

(RO VHESR) (550 \HEER) RETS BEOHE) | #IET S (GRUHER) i
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IREHRIRANIL Z 7 ICX DIREHRFM, BRERBHP SV AIEEDE CERZILDBEDIH D,
RIBLZASHDISHD S EBRFRDHY, ETOMOFMAEIIFHERFNEIZERAEFTHS.

WRE2 IEFTVALANILA

B s

JERERIR AL = T AR B JEWEGE T & TR O 2 LA RCT X 124K, 27+ ) ¥Rk
21 ARFEEN, X¥ T F ) YA L TIE 2011 4E® Cochrane review” & 2014 4EDIRE 7 A 2% % 3
TREHMliRT G & L7225, Awaiz 5D X F 7 F Y ¥ AIZBIT ARG B W T Ttani 5D RCT »
RV AA SN TOVBRIED D VB L72e WTFhox &7+ ¥ 23 11 KD RCT™™ 725
4-9 KRB BATIHNT L2 O TRERICKR X REVIE 2 W,

JEREREIE AV = 7 A9 2 IERESE T A1, BT & ik L C T Z R v & v ) RCTH 10
BEWD, AFTFHY I ATHEEIELS 2 20A%RD TS, HilEIL 240 RCT THREF S
THY, BESETHTOLR Y, 2RO GHHEIXIZIZE%E2Z2"Y, BEEEO A OB TI3HE
BBV EDODAYTFH) Y A THEESETMHICAZICSL W E ShTWE T,

FEFERIL 2009 EVIED 5 KD RCT W L 262 T x s 7F I VA7 THHIHEE L,
BEME D FEHE 1L seroma & hematoma % & O 72T, seroma DARDIFENT & IS OXEIHDLIA Y
TFY YA TRAEEIME, Wik Ly ZAEWEEE S A NV b2 S B R > TV,

Bl&Ye X RCT CTRIEMESE TR I 2 WA VIR 7243 2011 4E® Cochrane review', 2008 4
LIBE® RCT™ % % L 672 Chalabi 5D * ¥ 7+ ¥ 2 7 TRIEESETHICAEIIA 2\ 2 & A5E
Bl S Twb, Bulging ® &K - 72 #id & Liang & 0% B a2 0 k72 05 g T 24
BlIZZwEHEshTnb,

M 1L, Ttani 5 @ RCT T d MWK IZBEEHEFMICH BRI E SN TV EIT0 I
RCTO™ZIW - 2y 79y 2% Ly IcFEEZADT, AR WEEE T TOMM S RED
RCT TI3ZEZRD LW, BEWMLEICH L T AW,

IR LT 2006-2007 4E D RCT (2 34F 5 BEESE BT B B T 0 6 — 9 fimsw 101 f4
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CMBRAPHEDHE RS TH S L) WEHMLTETw5 " LaL, T2b BBV T,
T2a BRI L C, ML E% <, BEH~OBITOHEG LI L6 7, HRLAMHICS
WD, EISIE A% DEERHBALEE Shb, DEAS, T2 B3 2 BPESE T B bkt
DL, WD 5\ IIWE O T kB L W) 2 BEBIRIC L D IESNLERETH S,

JEWESE TR O 7 7 a0 — 1k, RIERELELE O DS, R AHEIR T & % 2 & R
GIRESDLP YR T W R EOREDH L. —HT, HREFEIEER, BMELHEE TORRM»E L,
GPHEDS D R EIN A D 5535, FEEIIE, HEHORE SRME, BEROBBICEY, 77u—F%
B 2 HE SN TV 2 008IRTH %,

HEEHE B 70 IR SR T B R AT DA, — 30 ER% 1L, hand-assist AT HALK D % i reduced
port P b fEIT SN T Wb, IO DMIE, M O R F 2B U CREHER 2 SRS F4l & [ AR C
HY, BILKDH 5T reduced port FHICEI L TlE, BEMOTWTE HIZENRTWS Z LML &
nTws,

1) T1-T2 BIEICxd ZIRIEE T B HEBR#T £ FARMTO LR

MacLennan 513, T1-2NOMO o B s P B #8125k 97 2 Bk % 7 Tl o A W o #5 RSB 5 %
systematic review DT, 120D T v ¥ 2Lk E 2 oDIET v & 2 ALRERO K FH S PEEE T &
TR & BRI IOV TH HBHE LT s Y EEESE TS VT, ABMIRIZAZICHE L,
PURA ORI, WEE TOMMIZAEICED - 72, M IERESE TR CHEIC S R h o



725, I B AR & M5 CTd o 7o WBREIHECMBEILTR S MR TH o 72, FATRERIZE L
T, BAMEMT )5 254 BRI B B W IE % Tdh > 720 MacLennan 51, T1-2NOMO o B e
23 2 T D oncological outcome b B LTV 23 Y, JIFEsE T BB & BB kb
oncological outcome % L3 5% T » ¥ L 4Likl# 1L 7% <, prospective cohort study & retrospective
database review 2% 5. &5 5O S HiEIN 2B I3 A%, Hemal 51 T2NOMO O #EFH O 7 —
% % prospective IZHFE L, 5AFEAEFRRIIPIEM (87.8% vs 88.7%) & IAlkET, 5ARMISAELFRLHMH
FR R AR BRI E D 2 Do 72 1Y £ 72 Gratzke S 13, T1 EWIK T 2 RIS N B KM
E I E R (B X8O T2 2 &) L, PFHREBIgNm 22 » HT, 2%C
Buzzn2n 3/36 61, 1/37 B, BHICX 2 TIIZREN 1/36 61, 1/37 Bl L RS TH 721,

Z Dk, MERESE T ERRRAM & FIEB M 2 K L 72 37 50D A & 7 ) Y ANHE I N TV 5,
% OLIE TI-T2 W R E L TWB2Y, T3, T4 % & A 22T SN T 2. FEFFRI
T, RFTOERETERE, WP aEICOWTIE, BEIERETFM EHEFNOE IR0 o7z, $720
WESE TN C, AFETER, Mt G A I, AR, #EIHERINGHLE £ TORRM, IR H,
e, $WiEE, SUFAEHEZ EORMPBORFIZOWTH BEREFEFMN CRUFZEMTH o722
LARENTRS P,

KBBEZarx— ML H Y, 2001-2012 4E D 7 * 1) 1 @ Surveillance Epidemiology and End
Results (SEER) program & Medicare program O 7 — % % T, BHJEAMT & IS T a KR v
%48 F F4li & ¢ MIS % propensity score matching THE XT3 ¥, Stage [, 11, 11l ®HH
BEEN, BT FEICBWTEIETHIE MIS D2, FIFRINIETER S MIS DT 2MEh - 72,
EHICMIS IFABRTORT, RIMEIRIMAREE, PR BEAE G 0HE, SRS, MUiE AR
B OER, ICU ABEDOY A7 HhlEM & DK<, BHEBRSETH o722 R EN TS,

2) T2 BiElCxt9 ZERIEEFMT

T2 EOBHEZMRLE LG HA SN S, 7Tom £ D KEWEHRICH L, BABEFM (n=140)
EIERESE TN (n=33) ZIEKL, MEFFMNAEZEITLRV L OO, I EEGETMR cEK< (3642%
vs 21.21%), Clavien system grade 3 OABHEIXMHE & b 7% , grade 4 DAHHE D FFROHE TH -
72 (3.03% vs 4.28%)" o AFIZ BT b IS TANRE CHIMLEDA FIC A7, MEFFEAEAEA LI
HTholbfiEshTns P,

—5C, 10cm Zi#B 2 % T2b % & A 72T Tl&, Pierorazio 51X, T2a (n=138), T2b (n=62) %
FELR 3 2 MRS T RAHE SIS B\ T, T2 EF O MIEA L Y £ < (288ml vs 406ml), Bl
WADRITERY B o 72 (21% vs 138%) & #Hitr LT 5 7 10cm ML EDOEE 210 4 & L7228 T,
16 ik 116 AASEHT S, BAEFM~OBITHRIL 207% L& <, KEO I BE L 722459 & OFE
BB 5TBY, 209 5 625% IXFBMICEIT L T2 ™o BLEAS, 10cm Lo T2b Bk L
BALZMH BN TH, W% S X ) BERNORBITRY S, EISIZE A 7% ) HE 2 W H
WBLE SN D,
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I Future Research Question

EEHRE TS 27228, T2 B IR 2 BEIPESE T B BT @ oncological outcome X224
VEBHREAN & S5 TH B L) WG SN DA%, fE S MR CRERO B8 212 X 5 Tl
WEOWMETHY, LOMHHRICBVWTOIHERTE 0L ) BENH 5. FEIC, T2b BT 5
JEIESE TR, APHEROMINC BN ~OBITRS OGS DH 0, T2 BRI L24alc
JEWEGE T &2 iAT 3 5720121, EO X ) RlEiIEHET, Lok )\ EELR BEEINEZIT ) 00%H%
BTHb,

5T, T3V RICHLTYD, MEMEGETFAMIE, iR te AR U CRMEM £ R T
BY, TATERH, Mt a0, MERNEFREIASETH L LTIV 200MERH L ™, Lirl,
—7) T, Stewart 5%, pT3, pT4 ® 94 BIIK 3 2 WG T4 2 AT L, 6B (64%) %5 MEFAh
AT, B BFREIX 281 (21%) 75 Clavien grade I11a, 1 %1 (1.1%) %% Clavien grade IVa, 1 %1 (1.1%)
DMHEIET LT 5 % 72, Luciani &b pT3EZHBEBITO VA2 7727 5 —Th o722 & 2k
LTw2 % BLE2S, T3 EOFRICHT 2 BESETRIE, B8R LLHECBYTS, XD
HERVEHEFERIIDBAADILTH L), BRTODDOHESHEEIKRFT L TWIRETH S,

TORERIRIE S A 2 A9 2 B I 2 SR TR O s b d 2705, MO r— A2 — XD
WETHY, BREHETHROLEIHREA TV LEEAEV,

A BB T 2 T BRI, R TR MR ifrc& Y, RBM LY
RO HBIETH D I EDRBENTV S Y, BNBRETIE, BHIEA 20 4E LTI
Clavien grade I, Tl D& BHEDEIGIIHEICHE > 72 b DD 0, JEHTEYE L I L T TMRER <
MED#IF R, RECHTTELZEDRENTVE Y, EEEICBVTIE, JERES T SRR
EBHIEAN &R LT, MMESAH RIS, BEAL ) R, MG IHEICE L THEREE Rd o
eGSR TS P DLE® X S, cytoreductive nephrectomy, BHTHEH, EEE IR
T2 MRS T E RN I MRRETRETH L 2 EAURIRENT WSS, I EUB O # )5 B
WDz, SHICTET Y ZAOERPLETH 5,



ST BB UIRRHTIC BV TSRS E R
Oy MBI E M HIB T E BN ?

BIEERETHI00OKRY NEBHIVIBRMNIE, RREHRIVIRNERSFOFENIREZEL, FW
REL JORAMPEMEZRBRILT SrTREMEDH WHRETES,

WRE2 IEFVALANILC

B st

ANEERRHE KT 2 BRSO BRI, BRI EERRAN & MEOREMIRE AT A Z LI, BEE
HACEHL»LANERDLZ e, ENNOEELTA KT 4 /2B TOMEERIHT %
AR L L CHERR SN T B 4R, BERESE NEER-UIBRAN (laparoscopic partial nephrectomy,
LPN) 2MEAR 8T L L C—ETRBMICITDNTE 2D, ZoOMSEIERE L, EM2 DM E 2 E
BB X OREABRMEDOBITIC I BIE LB OBBILETH L L SNTw2E Ve —F, Xy b
PRI BR AN (robot-assisted partial nephrectomy, RAPN) & 2004 4E 1240 Ty S LT LLB,
% HHEHFHIED L R REO =R ARBTSEOBN R E AL, 07—V T h—T
W LPN I LS 2N L2 6, HoRZHUTIA SR L, 4R /MEEIH I3 2 B X &
LCRAME-25H% P, RAPN BARICBWTYH, JGlEEREB & L CHifr & /- £ ikt FiFse
ORI RFEREZTTY, 2016 FEIHBRIRES W, ZO®2EICERTERSEMLTEY, 5%0
AINEEIR ISR T BEHRICB W THLEE ZHS T 2 e PSS,

LarL, BB omidmd TEETH Y, ME~ORERN, TEIIROIMDE, YR
BoIkI, EEEFICHLTHRALRT7 70 —F 8 _BINT0 525, SHINEEBFI 2 —E%E KRS
HH72012h, MAORBLICT 2R MADPLETHLEEZOND, T2, BEEHTUIBRMO
W, FEPMEICRE CRLY, BHEOKRE S, ES X OHRGEITHEINL DS, EkOBK
BLER YDA (open partial nephrectomy, OPN) 12k L, JRICIEBEFEMIZB VT OM N AEE
THo " LdoT, EEEFMIC L 2 HEHIWHRMOBEREIEE, BURTIE 4em DT O Tla
JEFThHDHEINTVDA, Tlb ML EOKE IEE, BFMIBICAE T 2 M5, MEAES, et
i 355 25 0> FL I 3 5 55 D v EHE 2 IS L6 L C, RAPN & Hule & L 72 TR 0 35 % W 2012
TRL T DD L) J7S, BEEHSBRMICEE S 2 YHOEZHELE LTHITFON S,

B R AT IS BV TR 24538 (LPN, RAPN B X 0°OPN) MO8 45 % MGk L 72 KB
BEVE AL BGRERE, BAED & 2 ARIFTTEN TR, /2, OPNIH L TIEREBEFME LTo
LPN B X U'RAPN % & & O CTIHEMHT L T 28, it 3B o FMIE, RasMAe
LCHBNCFHli SN T W5, FFIZIRIED RAPN OS2 2% K 2 KL Twb b0 LRI NS,
RAPN 123 L T® OPN & % & LPN D pliii & RN L TV BTN L K 2 HDTWwWb, L7zh o
TARITAFTA XIBIT5CQIE, T L EROYIBRM ORISR T 2 W80 BUIR %2 5o L 72
BOTEH RV EPKRELMENRTH S,

CNFETEWEINTIA-IMIRBIPVATYT A v 7L Ea— /A5 T7F) Y AFIIBW
Ti, OPN &L CLPN & %\ & RAPN &, A, JEATA00E, AR o o6




Wtk 25d B & DFFERII—H L TWb, F72, il % 235 25, BRI~ ORI, Mtk BEREZL,
W B e, RSO VT, OPN & )i LT LPN & 5\ i3 RAPN OB 2R L Tw
BEDNL VD, —HLRMEIESRTHARW T,

OPN & LPN O HEIZ2OWTIE, Gill 572551 1.800 Bl 518727 — % — %k L, OPNBEIZH L
LPN #1%, P, s s X CABRMBEICENL TWz2s, TR B X O A 0HE O
HETIIE - THBY, MEMOMEERELILEASTH o2 HE L TW5D Y, OPN & RAPN
OREIZELTIE, Wub® BIUXab” ICXWVRfTENIZYATFITA v I LEL—/ X3 T
FU Y ADRERPREEINT WD, HEICBWTIE, 3418 Bz R & L7z 8D L& L,
OPN (ZH. L RAPN 7%, iy iiifss, REMEGE, ARBIMOSICENR TV, TR,
M REH O R B L 2 GO MOFMIEE XASTh - 722 EAVRERTWS ¥ —TF, #BHTIE
A1 19 W O B 1572 3551 Bl & EMT RS & L, OPN IZI L RAPN %%, b i, ik A& OHiE,
ABHIHICENR TV L DR ERRE SN TWS 7, £72, Ficarra b1, ¥ v F FX7—7F+Y ¥
ZDFHIZ L Y OPN B X O RAPN Hif761% 200 #1524l L, 2 OWiE 2 @ LlE L <Tws Y,
ZNIZTE 5L, RAPN #1E OPN SR L, #iihim&Ed» A7 <, WG IHEDHE &K%, R
MREFNE R <, TWREE O FMIER, M E&0HE, Brombkss, MEERELbidfETho72. H
BEIZ Chang H1E, < v F FR7—7F1U ¥ 225 ) 122 B3 24 L72 OPN, LPN 8 X O° RAPN
FEAT B O B & e U 7-k5 S, RAPN B 2 B2k L, #iidb Hiias, AR B X Okt
Bl O L AR OTITENTEB Y, LPN o 2 B L, FREER IS EDY - 7223, Sl
ZoWTIE BRI A RO R o 2L HE LTV Y,

PDil& b, LPN &%\ id RAPN IZ X 2R EFiriE, OPN &SRR EL AL, FHRE
B L ORI EPHE ORI BV TIE OPN X D EN TV B ITREELIVRIZESI NS, Lo L, BUIKT
B VIR O M 2RI I 72 2L A L 720, Hiik B & O ofkER, S o MEIRSE
ERAIICEIZE L, FEBIEIC IR M 2 IR 5 2 L AERE SN B, £72, RAPN OZ5E ¥
BLOZNIHE) B EPMOBISILRIC LD, B350 B o 4 2 1 5 X TR B 1 2 i b H
D, Bl&Hk & Bzt B0 2 B SR O ke Y Ze BEAG L 2, R X OVERRREE L E Pl k
L 7= B X0 55 72 SLBURAT 2 AT L CO K BERH B EEZ HN5L,
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BT REEICH U TS MR TZEH?

B - REBICE2ERREFMIFARFN LR L TERETHY, & T2 ETOERFTIE

HEMNRICEZRDT, HETZS.

B

B - R (LFRBIRER LRe) 103 2 RIS EM O E B X ORE 2 RE T 2 &0 2R
T25DTH b, wIIRE T Low grade T IUSIREROYIBRM + IREBEEH W S ZR S b
B, KA A FTA 2 TIIIEPESR TR IRE &M (laparoscopic nephroureterectomy, LLF LNU)
DA, LA, BEEICOWTERS,

FESRIIE, 1991 4E12KE O Clayman & ASEHESE F BB 2 13 Lo THEE L7z Vo [A4ENES 1
R % R R BB 2 2 W TLNU 285 LCw 5 2 20% b TEREOWERBICIE
BB IS & 2 DM, BENRRAE 2 BEINC 1 S 3 < pluck i 7, BEASREF O A % KEREIIZT] &
#< stripping # Y, FEEEME b0y o — 2B L CRER TR 2T HEECY L, Be n g
WMESHTELT, CO)BEEFRATA 77— %M FECOWTEHAS S D 59 Bl
Bathid ¥,

1) i F3 60 » B ofe@Bigg <, 236 (39%) AT A 77— WhNEEICHTBY, 2095
16 ) (27%) THiADRD SN

2) FARE DR L T ZIERDS 17 61 (29%) 128D b7z

3) FERE OIS JEWEGE T CTHiAT L 723G CHAFIRAE 12 O AR5 3 FE 58 L7956 & & 5 729,
TR R B R 2 FEME S B LA RUI A F L < B

LI HN T b,

INSOWNEZT, DHETIIBIE LNU 3RS M IR 27, FHREWHRIETE
TEIBAIC X 2 BB TV, BRE 22— TIEEURAIZ SR 3 2 b DA%, 2002 4121
LNU 25bh 23 E O fRB#EIS & 22 ), LNU b RBEZH L LA AThbhb X)Xk o7z,

B HEIIEEESE T (transperitoneal approach) & #E B S F (retroperitoneal approach) 2%
» 5. WEHTIE working space @ )i\ transperitoneal approach 28 STz 19 23 HAT
I retroperitoneal approach 2%\, WRSENE FHICET A7 » 7 — M4 - 45 13 MEFHE R
12 B W T 2015 4E 1247 72 LNU (2 transperitoneal approach 336 # (21%), retroperitoneal
approach 1252 5 (79%) Ta - 7= 1990 4E2> 5 2015 4EDOH#EF % & T D transperitoneal approach
1910 B (14%), retroperitoneal approach 11571 % (86%) T & 0, A I TIix K %5 @ i Bl T
retroperitoneal approach 25BN X 5 M % B 7= Y,

TRy bR T BRE &R (robotic LNU) 134 CIIEMERMO VO LD E > THED,
TEHREVBR D BERESE T ITAT ) HEDPL VDS, HATIIRBGEIE & 2o T, XoT, KFA
FZ 4 ¥ Tid robotic LNU i3 & TV \e ZBHESTH robotic LNU & BBCE IR 4= Bl (open
nephroureterectomy, ONU) Ol a1k % ik L 723k 13 F 72 7% v,

ME e R N BRI (laparoscopic nephroureterectomy, PA T LNU) & B R & 4 B i




(open nephroureterectomy, LLF ONU) #% H¥% L 72 Randomized Controlled Trial (RCT) &/h8
B ZE i — 2 s ST b (ONU 40 ] vs LNU 40 )" 232009 4 & R\ F 725 A 1) X BF
FeMEDRLTEHLF W ", oBEER ™™ SBML, FMHAIHE - BRRRSICER L
WiEE D % LUTFIZEE T o

WA CRIIIMEDRO TH VDS, TaXRy 574 227 % Hw72 KBS (ONU 3016
% vs LNU 754 ) 123\ T A3 IE ONU 1.1% vs LNU 0.7% THEED =h o7 (p=026)"

e I LNU BECHEICD R wE W MG H 5 — T 2, WEERICEZ B R v E O
HddH s Y, W L TIXETHO KBS (ONU 3016 # vs LNU 754 ) 1235\ T LNU #
THEIMEA 572 (ONU 154% vs LNU 10.3%) '

TR A EWSET, LNUBTEVLEWIHE Y 2352725, RCTTREZBRDLD -
f: 12)0

WA PHERIZZ O RCT TRMZGIHEL RO LD o2 ERWMEN TV EH ', Fi o KHB#
BiCld LNU BECAH IS 5 72 (ONU 4.7% vs LNU 21%) Y,

WA PERERIZ RCT 1BV CHBET 0% Th o 72 2 Motk s i S AFZemME 52, §il oK
AT IZ BV T H BRI A DHER I 2 80 e hr > 72 (ONU 16.9% vs LNU 15.1%)

ABEHIIE LNU © B 235 3128 & § % RCT % & G ilS OB OME 212 538 555, #4575
WETHHADRAIMEHEY bbb,

BEE I TSI BE L T % < OEATAL SN %, RCT IZB W TIIMEICEZ RO Do
720 =7, 2007-2014 4E TG S 72 18 DA SR B UM L2 A ¥ T F I Y RITk B L,
LNU BEICH IS S BN 272 7 RBAX S 7)) ¥ AB%OHBA M EHETIE, MBI
FERFRDT v B,

R - BRE (BRNERELER) B X OEFRENALEZE (Cancer specific survival (CSS)) 1%
RCT 2BV MBI ZHD D72 Yo LA L pT3ER S L < 13 high grade IE# I & ONU
BECHEIZ CSS Do I E MEENT WA, HBAIMEHZEIZHE VTS CSSIEZRD RV E D
%:f)i‘%\/‘ 13,16,19)O
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I Future Research Question

ERMIZZET VAL NVOFEVELIEA 7%, RCTIZLNU & ONU % )i L 72/MNRED & DA%
—OPEENTVDEDARTH D,

R T3 LLEOFEGNC BT 2 HIFEVEIS D W CHBRF T CRAL ki & 9 2 & 38 L,

F 720 UNEIERE IO W T LNU Tl ONU &) i ghiE OB E MK, L i s h s Y
RO L IR, LW HENH B Y,



& o T Future Research Question & L Tl
L. T3 DL Eic B0 2 il fE 1k
2.0 ¥ SHiIERE OREOES (LNU vs. ONU)
2T Do B SHHIEICHE L TIZOBBRNERD TORBEE L RCT MEFEEN 5,



EGEBIERF—IcH USSR RSB TEDHh?

PERRETR N — BB BRI L T, N —OREES PR R ERSRES NS
PRELETANSY, BREOHLOHFTEDRD, HETES.

WRE1 IEFTVALANILA

B s

AR A BT 5 M —FRIUN X, EELRRT VT4 TICHTL2FMTH Y, Ll RN
ORI BERBSHNN B TH S, 1o T, BEEFMHOEHIIB W TIIRed, KREEEL
WEHIE L DING Y ADNEETH B KETIF 1995 4512, ARFFTIE 1996 4E12, WD THBEST FF—
BERIUN  (laparoscopic donor nephrectomy: LDN) 2% & TR, AFETIZ 2008 4 12 A
REEREUNT (ZEAR) (CHERESE T ARG S L, LDN IZA KR ENBICE > Tw b, 2016 EFE i
FEBI D A ARBAEZC X BT, RIBO FF—FHRIUN OM R D 95% LL FIZEREGETFH T b
NTHBY, B LDN FEE#EMAE VWIS, ACQ T, THFETOHET, LDN MM FF—FF
PRIUAT (open donor nephrectomy, ODN) & WL T, EDT I ML OBELETELEDLDON%
HHIZL, LDN 2RI N D 22 WEICT 5,

2018 4EBIAE  TIZ, LDN & ODN % K% L 72 meta-analysis |2 X 507813 44 ™, RCT 12X %
Weid 8 * Y W ShTwd, TRHDRCT @) b 4fIEHA—ak— FOMETHS Y FF—
BRI O 7 b A AL UCEELREROMC, A0HE, MIE, BHEEE K ngsEk F
WiER, EAMERE L e LT, %9 & MEEFEICE L Tid LDN %% ODN (2 g L T €
Hedr s, EAMHICEALCTIXLDN 259 < HEdg sz, g, &PHES X OBME ISR L T
R4 075 b A a%R L, FHiERIZ LDN & ODN X ) Ewv, Bl 2% #H4% & LDN i3 ODN
WCHEEL, TUEFYALNLA Tl HfEREns,

LDN IZBI 2 EELRMROBE RN E LT, Ny FT7T VA MHBIOES, B X OREE & BB
77 —=FOBRNVED S, WINOWHELRBELOT Y AL ERTIETF AFMESNTELT
FERFEBWTHENIHETIT) SLPRULEZOND, FEAORTUIME L O FF— D5
BRAE BT DS L ) BINRE NS 720 RCT IZIIAN & TH 525, 4 LDN 13/ LDN & (3[4
DT I M AERTMEDPLE L B HDO TS, FEE, —HoOjtiik TirbhTw 2 AL IEES
FilF (LESS) 124t 21 5 reduced port surgery (RPS) Z#H L72 LDN 2o\ Tl &R D
HACEMNEZEOL TV AIENE S 2 5,

2018 4EHIAE £ TIZ, LDN & ODN % M L 72 meta-analysis 12 & 22813 4 ', RCT 12X %
W23 8 " HME SN TWwbH, TRHEDRCT O b 4fIERA—aF— hOWETHS ¥, 55
B O FERR SLORRZ MR LT, FH—FRIUOT Y A AL L THEHELEZROMIZ, T
DL ITHFHT 5o

JEAMTEAZE IS L T, 3751 #1o LDN B X 08 2,843 51 ®» ODN % fi##7 L 72 meta—analysis T,
HHIE L EWESRTWDE Y, F72 7 0 —0 LDN 244 #1 %, ¥ E o LDN 601 ] 2 Ofg#i <
b, LTI o720 LA LKRE® 1991-2001 @ LDN 5,168 Bl DM Tld, 2 AOFRTEHFH D,




SER A% 5 HOMifigE 1 AB X OAH 1 ATHY, LDN OFETHIZ 0038% L HEShTwns 7,
H—1i7% T RCT 12 & A7 L Tid ODN 3/100 %, LDN 2/100 BT, LMALAE R A > b, flifiigg,
g7 L2 & B 12 » HUNORBE ARG SHT W DA, AEAE, 727,

APEREICEI L CIE, SHEE X 4 58 O meta—analysis 12 & AR X CTRS EHESN Y, 3950
RCT 12 X 2142 Tix ODN O F AW & OfE RS hTwg T3, —J, H—HfiZkTd RCT
TIRAPHEIC X 2T T2 LDN © 8% T 7275 ODN TR#ED -7, DbkX by, APFHE
WL TZDOERIIMEICL Y ZETH A2, LDNIZODN & ZEF Y ALNV B TRZEEEZ S
5,

Wi I2B L Cid, LDN TOHE 22 I DA 2% meta—analysis (2 & % 2 fi OWFZEim LT
EERTWD B9 Lo LIlo meta—analysis 3 X O'RCT (2 & % 4 D 0fF%eClid, fiid &2

BRERBDOT VRV BN T g S R4 2 L 2 fif% o RCT 12 X A 8% T ODN 12
WL LDN THEIC S22 7, Db Xy, HimEiCB L <TLDNIZ ODN ICHiE L7 ¥ X
LAV ATHEEEZOND,

PRERRRICE LTI, 1FEBOL Y YT v Ml creatinine 1220 Tid 2 #i © meta-analysis
BLU2MDORCT ICL AMEHRL TR E ST Wwp BTSSR R B & S BEIE
(DGF) ®#F 13 meta-analysis 12X % 2 OO TRETH - 72, EHHIMKER (WIT) &, 1
DO RCT IZX BHFEICB VT LDN THEICED, > 2L OGN D 5, BEEREICIIHELL
Hote®, Dk h, BAEERAEICM L TLDN £ ODNIE, TEF Y ALANV A TRSEZEZ 5N 5,

PEI B LT, S A 1X 3 M @ meta—analysis® ™ B X U5 8 @ RCT 12 & % W% 3
382w ODN AP L LDN THEICA 2 W E i S Tw b, 35 A 2 7 1 meta-analysis ®
W7 B LU RCT I2& % 2 005 2 T, LDN DT ) A EIMED o720 kXY, #EEICH
LTLDNIZODN &L ZEF Y ZA L)L A T s h b,

WA A B L CiE, ARRHIRIZ 4 8 @ meta—analysis™'® 3 X 03 #F @ RCT 2 X 2 W5 in
BB ot IDN THBEICHEM LS ShTwb, BBERET OB 3D meta-
analysis™ *'” 35 X OV 4 i RCT 12 X 2 0F78isC %% T3 LDN TH B L2 L s sh T
Wb F7-fERERE QOL (SF-36") 7 v — MiiA&IZ Xk % 320 RCT T, LDN THABEHIA &
CRIICEE L2 2w 22 Dk X, EEEEICE L CLDN 2 ODN IChE LT F v A L
NV A Tl HERS NG,

FABERICBI L CT1E, 30 RCT 12 X 8L L1238\ T LDN T3 160-270 47, ODN T 140-
170 7 L A B R ERE D HE S0 "% meta—analysis (2 X % 4 OFFEH LB VTS LDN THE
REEFHREENTNSE P, L L, ODN EFEELZVEDRCT L AWML H 2 Y fitoT,
FAHERIICE LT LDN i3 ODN 2 Hi LHEIE S e v,

BAEMEICHLTE, BOESIERCTICES 2Oo00M%ICESE, LDN CRAZICEML W
5 B BFWRIET ¥ — MERCT 2 X WA 1 DA TH Y, LDN THEICA I T A1 -
7275, BHEHPAWHED 2O LEF Y ALARXVIEB 35", 9em @ EE/NIBH ODN & LDN
® case control W22 TIE, MEMRIET > 7 — P TEERDOTWARWD, EoT, BEMIZOVT
LDN (Z ODN ICHE LT EF Y A LX)V B THHL RSN L2, ODNOBORIICLLEEZ LN
5o



| zaseEes

TOTE=HETD | TOIEZRETD ThRr\NZEZ ThR\NZEZ —
(RO VHELR) (55U #E28) REYTS BUVHLE) | #IEB TS (GRUVER)
87.5% 12.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

I Future Research Question

HIL (LESS) % reduced port surgery (RPS) 12X % K+ —EFHIUMIAAFLTHLHMENTE
Tw2, B LDN (LESS-DN) &k LDN & ot Tid, ZHh % T 2#i® meta-analysis"”
L3O RCT™ 12 X W58 ST b, Gupta @ meta—analysis |2 & 2 HF7E i, B
IFP 9 1% LESS-DN CTHERik LDN IS LA B Lz L ShTws Vs L2 L Autorino &
meta-analysis (2 & 228 Cld, firip s & OSEREEMTITAE Z I Lds, Tk ofF =R
MR, BBEBITROAE R EASEO SN Y, A0HE, FEEAE (KBEER), WIT, BHIEE
He (DGF Z3l#%), 12 » HEToOL Y ¥x ¥ Ml creatinine i, EFW/TEICHL CIEIINET
® meta-analysis ® RCT THEAIZHE SN TV v *Y, fiE> T LESS-DN 1343k LDN 12 g
LT, KIS L TR SN DS, BEURPHAEICH L TRZTR S LT ET ¥ A3k,

| IEEIA

Ny F7 YA M LDN (Hand-assisted laparoscopic donor nephrectomy: HALDN) & fif3k:1C &
% LDN £ O TIE, T E T3 meta—analysis’™ & 45D RCT 12 X BWFEHLAD 5o
T B L O WIT 122 W T, 3 #ii ® meta-analysis (2 & A% T, #hZh HALDN T LDN
XD AHICE L, HALDN 28 LDN IZHi L CHESE S hTwa ', L LABHE, i HimsE, A
FelARE, Mif2IiiE Creatinine fH, 12 2WTI&, 3##® meta—analysis 1 X A7 TR L s ST
Wa 7 EGOEIE, Dols 5@ RCT 2 & 2698 T, SF-36" 2 Hiv»C HALDN & LDN TH &%
AT, LHE5bERShL Y,

TN LDN & %61 LDN & o l#g T, MR T 7Y 2132 L <, RCTIC X 205G 3%
Vo 4D 3R — MFSEZ HIT L 72 meta-analysis” 12 & AHFZETIE, AOHE, AibHimE, ABLIH,
T B LT WIT IZ2oWT, MZICAEEZEDTOVARV, BT — L85 % & 100 B1LL L odiE
BI% % H0 61 fi ORI HD < meta-analysis 12 & 2053 Y T3, %I LDN THRIEE LDN
WCHE L T, BHEEEEIELE (DGF) =, MFHEEREARS X UCREBITRIGEICS
HBWEEINTVDEY, TEFVALNVIECLEEZOND, NV FT YA MIBITS 45 FIT DRk
JEIE LDN & £ E K LDN T® matched pair analysis Ti&, &0HE, #iiibime, HEEFE, BHIE
Bk, TRFHEB L O WIT I22WT, $XNTOHEHATHEAEZBO TV RN,

75 LDN &4 LDN & O TIE, Th 3 T2 D meta-analysis™' & 14D RCT? O#HiE23H
Bo 28D 2k — MiF9Ed %\ 1& case—control AFZEIZH5 ¢ meta—analysis'” Ti& DGF 3 X O°Ifiife
JEDIEAERDNEZNIA LDN TE Dozl ENTWBA, 15 #i® case-control FFZEIZH D { meta-
analysis'” (2 & 2 W28 SCTIXTAREH, Mg, M APHEAE 124 LDN TH 2 h o 72 & s




XNTWb, HE—DRCT? 1L A2WZETIENY K7 ¥ A FNTORET, FHIFRAHE 24 LDN
T 720, MBOT Y M AFTRCEAETH-72 2,



B REB TS REEC M LTS

TEBH?
PEPRER T BRI B ZREBRTIRBEEICX LT, FMEEIEROIEEME SHER
$$MﬁE¥WtH%T5U.mé%r&EHTéﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁézE#Bﬁﬁfééo
WRE2 IEFVALANILC

|ﬁz§n

TIRERATER 203 2 BN O @IS X, SO - MR & oA R, B BB EE AL
—FWU& EThH Do HRIREBTHMEOERMNIIHETFM (Open pyeloplasty, LLF OP) T D,
WO T BIF iR 2 EB LT &7z, LA L, FRICHESRFIRHSLE 2 MBI BT OP DR
PR, XV IRERRLEREORBEIL TN TE 72, 1980 FfCHE I8 L7 NBLEE T & &Y B
WAIIATE R T 5 I AR 2 A L ST WA 75, B EEE o 5 K 2358 24 155 <2 R AT w4
7 BN & BIEBIR, FR A KEHE 2 B A IEHI CIRRIBERFAMIE TS 5 2 LMo Tw 5 2, s,
NARLEE T4l OARAR BRI & BHIE T8 o0 85 W IR & WITF © & A4 & U CHEMESE TRl (LP)
DB ENTZ Y LPIZAFE TS 2006 4F 4 AICHRBIGR S N2 & A5, JTAEZ OBIEUILAE « Hhn
LTwb,

KAA FT4 2 TIEOP LB L 72 LP OBHHR, 4, (R EM % L2 W TRE 2 17 5 7225,
WITFRBHIENDPSDRCT RV ATIT A v 7 LE2—DRERIZESVTEY, SBOKRE,ILDL
Er vy AR S 5,

IR E AT M ZE (Uretero-pelvic junction obstruction, BLF UPJO) 2% 5 JE S T & d
JEAT (Laparoscopic pyeloplasty, LLF LP) & BAMEE FMT (Open pyeloplasty, AN OP) & @
HERFZEE, RCTO X5 7F VYA 12" RCT22 BMESNTWVE, o4 oDaFR—
N 4 opr—2aybu—n W 2B L LTRTA T4 2 21EH L7z UPJO 134 b #E
DFEVEREREHFEO—2>TH ), i L7z 11 STk, 7 CAVINEE R L L2 Th - 7.
F 72 11 SCHkAP 2 SCHRAS R 7 70 —F12 X 5 LP & OP 2l L 235 TH - 720

FREREICE LTI D2DAZTF YAV A, 2200 RTC 28T 9 LHTXTICBWTLP, OP &
DHETEN LV ERE SN TS Y IRAHEICHLTLI2DX 57+ ¥ X, 32O RTC
a5t 10 T RTTLP, OP L OB THELAZ W ERE SR TWS 8 %Rl L T5 3
BTSN, RTCL D% &de 3 300 ™5 CRUBHIM R LP B THEICA RV EWME S hTw b,
FARFHENICE LC7 Xk TIeiR &, 2% 7F Y VA, RTCENZEFN 1 D% &L 5 CHLT LP #28
HEICEVERG SN T 80— s, BRI L TZh2n 13, 2 STk A %o
HiGIcEET o7

BTAMICELT LPOREAOP L) HEITBY, FRICAIONME, KS1EOPHTAMIEL D>
TelWEL TS, Lo UEHEN AN GBS w2 &, 252 b #dEH 51.5% 0 BE 3T
WAEZRICL TR W &, FAME I RAOATHRIER 7 7u—F124k % LP L OP O#ETH -
727 BHICELT2XHE B12, LP, OP L DM TEN Doz LTS Y,




LP IHHERH, AOFERAERICBE L TOP L&D L, FMEEMICBELTIEOP L) IRV
OB LT OP & 0 #fAMH R D viz0, UPJO BEICH L THERTE %, LirL
BB L CalE s, FERMEREETORBEIEDE NI K E BT 5720,
NS 2HBIZOWTIEARI COIEBI OER; L BN AL TH 5,

| zaseEes

TOCEEMBTD | TOIEERETS ThRr\ZEZ Thir\NZEZ —
(BROVHESR) (55U H#EE) RETS BOHE) | #IETS (GRUHER)
28.6% 71.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

I Future Research Question

MEWESE T BB (Laparoscopic pyeloplasty, VAN LP) o, wFR v b 3Z3gkess FEE
i (Robot assisted pyeloplasty, LAF RP) #3% < fhi S8N5b X 512 o 720 HWIENRESEIENE S
), FARHOEMEIHEOND T LMD LP X VIREBERZAEHE 22 HENH 5, S 5121E0
Ry MEROMEAIZL Y, reduced port surgery % & & 7 2 KR BIHHES G O N LD D %,
A TIECEZRBEINR SN TB S T HOMig THIfTESNTWnAICEEEF-TEY, SHF N
PRI D 72 D 1B - R OBGE R & O ERLLEN IOV THELR 2 OERPLETH 5,



BRI T B EERL S HER HTC BV ISR T
Oy MBI MR TE BN ?

REREERT / OR Y PIRREIEE TRER SRR IE, FHREIER LS00, HNEHDLL,
RABRRE LURMRAGHESRIRFMICE SV END, HEBTES,

WRE2 IEFVALANILC

B st

TR Vx5 B sk A Bty O BE AT UL FIIE T4l (Open radical cystectomy, AT ORC) T
5703, 1990 E 0 & OUWIRAFHEIRIC BT B ENESE TR OS2 B R 25, 26 % 2 REENE
B3R U 72 M e S T ek & Bl (Laparoscopic radical cystectomy, LLF LRC) ®aXRv MEik
T4 (Robot-assisted radical cystectomy, PLF RARC) iz E N Tw5b,

BEEHE 2003 % LRC &, 1993 4E12 de Badajoz E HI2X o T L THE Y &h, Z0#kiK4 1
FEREEAHI L, ARIBTIE 2012 F ISR S L 7zo LA L, LRCIIEKEENRES - #Ek% Eoltig
IHED) E D FE TS UET, FNREH S R 25700, BEGETFMRICHELLHKE - F—2 075G
TEMEND LD Y,

—7%, RARC &, 2003 4E1Z Menon 512 & - T U THE Y S CURE, HIKkE %2 i
IR L, RIBTDH 2018 FICRBIER S N7z 58, EINICBUT 2 MRy MAEOBMN
LIE L, RARC Efifiialss e FHIN5S,

—#9 7 LRC B & " RARC DifiiiE, ORC & FIARIZ, IR O 2 v i BB eE, BCG
IRPUEBEIE BB P, RRIRECIBR DA BE R 253 5 RILWBME L & TH 25, bulky 2V ~
IREHRRE, T4 7% EOJRPTHEITHE, AR O MRS R, SR, JELS - B 8o TR U
R AT 5IERE, LRC/RARC O#EIL SBRAVT A5, B A WIS EEZ @0 O MBS BT & &
559, F7-, BEWMOSNE - SRV 2 ET 5720, BEOLIMSE R - IR ETEE A 5 56
% ETIE, FHATICREE 2 ST MoBER & b EEE L, EROWHICOEX SRR A7) 2 LA
wILw,

LRC B X O'RARC DM FHA T v 71, TRZENETOERIH S LOD, FEAMIZIE ORC
CHELTH Y Y, lEIREEIM B X O » B & P TiThb b,

KA KF4 2 Tld, ORC &g L7z LRC B L O RARC %4, EFEME, $l#shRe &
DWTHEEIT 27225, WINDENDPLDORCT R VATIT A4 v 7 L 2a—DfRICESTVTE
D, SHORIEHIP SOV TV AR EIFHE IS,

LRC & ORC %I L7z RCT 38 Y, x4 7F ) ¥ 2 2HM Y 52, PRI,
WO RCT TH LRC, ORC & H120% T, EAAHVERE SN TV D, HHHRERIZOWT
X, WTFRDORCT TH LRC, ORC DB THENRLZVWEREEINTHEY, 120Xy 7+ 2P T
LRC @AY ORC & D @RI e s SN Tn51I00, RS EEmE & 4 Ml
RRIZIZED RV ET B LODE . FAMMEIHEICOWTIE, Sa0E ", EETEVWEIHE
W2 gLy 2 0 e WD 2B LT LRCO DA WETERCTRAY T F ) ¥ AHd b




7%, LRC & ORC O TRIMHIAHHE, BICEE 2400 12 GRS LT 53008 v, ik,
WEFNRORCT, A% 7FY Y ATHHSH,IZLRC DHORC L) DAhwEHEShTwE, —H,
FHREERIZOWTIE, FEAEDRCT, A7+ Y24 ¢ LRC @) 0RC X ) £ & #
BEENTWS, Lo L, REZHOMARY v EIEO®E, S5ICIMEoRBREXFXF
BERDT Y A AT 5720, LRC OFEMIZH 7o T, Khtik - - EB ORI 2 % L,
PEE WIS 2 FIW T 2 LD B S, S 512, RARC DRI, 5813 LRC ICBT % 52598 5
LI PMEND,

RARC & ORC Z B L 72 RCT 348 b, 24 7+ ¥ 2" 5 X U propensity score
matching (BLF PSM)'™'¥ & i ST v b, MG ERIE, 1Z& A LO#HETRARC, ORC &
LIIZIZWMTH Y, EHFBVERE IR TV S, FHEERIIOVTE, 320 RCTY Tidid
WENTBEST, 120 RCT” BLUPSM® TIZ RARC, ORC DRI THEN AW EHE STV,
BRI EPHEICOWTIE, 12027 7+ ¥ 2" TRARC @725 0RC & ) &&BHEN D WV &
W SN TWED, 420 RCT Y TiF, &A0E EELEHHEICHE LT, RARC £ ORC IZHH
SELE RN TWS, MIMEICBE LT, 320 RCTEY TRARC ® 428 ORC & ) A% b #ids
ENTWVD, —F, FMHFERIZOWTIE, 320 RCT** T, RARC ®F %3 ORC X ) Ewv & #ii
INTwb,

| zaseEes

TOTEZWETS | TOIELERETS ThRr\NZEZ ThRr\WZEZ —
(RO VHEER) (550 \HE2R) RETS BOHLE) | #IETSH (GRUVHER)
0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

I Future Research Question

RARC IZBE L T, WREGEZI ZRPEN - RESHEIEDO VN TIT ) 20, ) Y8R O#iPH I & 2
FTHEY R L, SROLMETZLELTHREIZ V. 512, RARC ROFIERR ERMZ
T ML EGTIRERCEZD v, AFTIE, 2018 4 4 AT, RARC 3t i AR % i 72§
MR TOARRBBEISE 2> THEY, BHNROMGLZ L2 L ERPLEMEIIOVT, S545
SEFIDERDPLETH S,



BTSRRI U CRERESEE M 0Ky M iBREE S
FHIHBTEDH?

MBRAEICXT T B REREEFAM / OKR Y MXEBRIRRFNIE, ARFNERSFHSVIERFULIC
>

ZEDPHRETES, WRE2 IEFVALANILB

B s

BB RYRT S R R BRI, BRIRPERT R (03 2 A AR & RIS AR SR BT B AL,
AR TR & Fols LRI & Ve A LB BR I B W CEE S - ME— DBEETH ) Y, BIARNHET L
WA B AR (AR Ay 10 45 DL L o BRIG Pk AT 2 B BB L0 3 A BRI & e o T o BTN @
RIS AR TN OF EF L% M S REREIAT & B 723X < Walsh 512 X ) BI%E S - 2 iG
PR R AT RN 1 1982 4E IS S Y, SRR, rrbibm, B SRICEE, AR MR e A
DA EFRGIIZNLIAIE L TR L, AL <Arbhiz, S 518, BIRFM & ik L Tk
HBLEFP 2315 5 N2 IERESE T O B 3L 2 725 Lz, RIRFMRMOREMEZ WA 32, i
BrEREIAF % X % X { Schuessler 512 & 1) BASE S 7= IENESE T ARG ORG24 B4l (Laparoscopic
radical prostatectomy; LRP) & 1997 4EIC#I D5 H 7% & ¥, Guillonneau 512 & ) Z R A3
VL, sEE N7z Yo LRP I, $THREICHME T A 2 B E SN2 00KBRTH Y,
RENT-WBFIC L 2HEEWOBIENRE L o722 e DB —BOW RATRD b NTzo 1999 41213
SR B LT HHEZ R DA S Rt FRE2 588 & L7z daVinel surgical system 23F%E &
M, 2001 AR ICIE A O TR v b HIRMA IR E R (Robotic radical prostatectomy; RARP)
DHEA % &NV Menon & ¢ 232002 412 Z DO FH AT S &, RARP I F FRK % Al
R FEAHRET, 2012 F AR THRBIE S NS &, ThUBAMICEL L7 SASLRP BLV
RARP 2BV TIE, BEFOILK L FMITIC & % oozing DA & - T, M ICBgE S 2 fEw o
R 70 GRS RE & 22 D, MHE 72 8l 73R L MR o TR O LSS - b o0, 2ok
FIZOWTOZET VANTRL TS EIEE R BVIRNTH %,

JEREGE T, TRy b 3CEE FARIGIYRET IR 4B (Laparoscopic/Robot-assisted radical prostatectomy,
LRP/RARP) & BHICHRIE Wl 7 B 44 B2 (open radical prostatectomy, ORP) % Fuiik L 72 ffE %
LR (RCT) DY ATV 4 v 7 LE 2=l S5 ¥, 4 RCT IZB LT3 LRP
vs ORP @ RCT %*—# ?, RARP vs ORP ® RCT #3—#t " B X U2 Dt "V 23 ST 525,
WINOHE DY TN A ZHVNE L, Bl E I L 2 B~ OMETH L 2 L ITHERE
By bo 72, A= MIEORA S 7 F) ¥ AEBBHDWME STV PP B LTI,
RCT 2B W THEIEHFIEHEIL ORP T9%, RARP T3%TH 0, [WEHMIT TIZ RARP & ORP
MW ORIEMEIIRE ST, BRI TIE RARP HICBWTAHRICEITH o7 (p=002) T & A
Wi SN T WD, BRI AEERICO W CTIEFFMAR TH - 720 D 3 K- MfZED 2 ¥
7+ ¥ AT LRP/RARP & ORP & O THIFEEICOWTIXFHEFETH 5 &L OWMEDV L Vv, Mitke
PREICEI L CiE RCT O#% 8 Tld RARP # 4%, ORP # 9% TIZIZM%STH -7 (p=0.052), T+ —
MIFZED 2 % 7 1) ¥ ATid LRP/RARP # I W EHE SN T 5, B CERIE, wiho

A
7




RCT T3 LRP, RARP, ORP & 3120% T, AWV EHEIN TS, MEREEHNICE L T,
RCT 2B W CHlitk 6 8, 1238, 24 BEF M ToOHEREM QOL (EPIC urinary dmain) 7%, RARP #
L ORPHEL OMICBWTHEENRBD LN LD o722 LFME I N TS, BEO aF— MFgED
AYTF) Y ATIEIMHIREERICE LT RARP O PRI TH S LM SN TV 5, itk
BEICBI L Tid, RCTIZBW Tt 68, 128, 24 BEFrCRARP & ORP HEIXIZIZFETH -
720 MBOAR— MDA Y T F 1) T A TIMBRRER], MRBIEREL IZRARPHO AR
HFThsbEMEINTVDS,

| zazumas

TOCEEWBETD | IOIEZRETS Thir\NZE%E Thir\NZE% —
(GRUHESR) (CE[AE:2)) BT 5 (BBLHEER) | #1895 (L VHELR)
33.3% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 16.7%

I Future Research Question

LRP & ORP, RARP & ORP ZhZh % i L 7z A L LB 13 2 2 — B 2 O 5
PHESINTVRLOHRTH D, WITNOHE S KRBBHGEHR CHMMAIC L) ERl S, B
B OB LB L7z v TV 4 ZO/N S WEERLILEBGRERTH ), BEIC RARP 255 K LiRi&E L
7eBUR IR RATEME L CTB 0, BEARE B O RV IEER L ILEGBR O # R AT 5
EENTWD, T/, WEEERAICHES T 2RT=, B A 27§ B3 % LRP/RARP O
#, AFIZBITHLRP/RARP © 2 X Mgz &, SHRIBEIZLELTHHEIIZLL, Thooif
BT 2 A oSS S,



BRI LTI MBI EE R T
&5H?

FRRZER T B EEEM ISt OMNICLENTHREZMRRDPRFH 2 VIEBENTE Y, ANREH
ERRFUT THMEN DR ARMBEPENC EDNSHRETEZ S,

WRE2 IEFVALANILB

B st

TR L, MR T IR RN & T SR BERE IR R B IR, PR RERE 2 & HH ARG R B,
TEIEE) 2 ED T o5 QOLRETH 5, HlIESHOMANIE, HEX 7B RBRA + I Wi 5 2
Ay, AL T AT, RIS BT BT 72 & @ native tissue repairs (LN NTR) Rfig BHSHAMT, £ v
a®HVAHREE A v ¥ 2 (Transvaginal mesh, LF TVM) F4l5 % XAl I 2 7 (Abdominal
sacrocolpopexy, LLF ASC), JEMES: ¥ L5 2 H E M7 (Laparoscopic sacrocolpopexy, ELTF LSC)
RENDH S,

WA, BOPETH Ay V22 HORERROBH X > THFEMEPRKE L L2, T4b
LFEEZMAATE, WRHFHEICE o THIAT LR 3w TVM FHiATE N T 3 2004 45 LA I L 720
LaL, Ay a0 GHEDD, KERMESRESR (FDA) 258X v ¥ 2 Fiil B
¥ B EE A PHE SN 5 BT 2008 45 - 2011 AEICH SN2, BEE A v ¥ 2 PARTIZHOR TIdE
WU L7z Ve —J5, LSC IIMIESEHr oA 1k, 1991 SRR S vz ¥ FRATEITIZ 2014
RIS THEMEGE TR T ] & U TR IS 20 - 72 DABEE & LG, 2016 4E1C [HEMESE T Al s
BEm | & LTHRBIR S h, SFICERLO2OH S, LSC O RWESIIERIOTE, T4bb
TEW, R TH 2, FREBEHOTH TR BEOBVEREO G 2RO % 7 —A03%»
Z &5, DeLancey ® L~V I REEM OB1H % Z 58 L7- Wattiez 5 O, 2 [Z#EL 72, bW b
[77 Y AKXLSCI BEPETIIATONL I D%\ 72720, Ay ¥ aAKMBSCEE & 5
BAFOAH MR EFHICERERD D, SCHIIZ DA 2l X 285255 5 720, FilikEEo
BIZLTLOIES ThR V.

HRERERL (BEEHE) (K9 % el B T4l O i H SR IS B L Tid, 2016 4E @ Cochrane review
XD, BB XORBNEEER, BT 2 HFMEIE, TVM2SNTR & ) HEITEKL,
JEEMEIR SR X v ¥ 2 T MITH T 2 PR, BEEHEBFEAE51E, TVM ANTR X ) b HEICHE
WZ e L, TVM FHFN BT R 7205, FBEESGIHEDIEY 27 BEW I EAVREN
729 FMEREEBL (FEBL BERREBD 1SR L Tid, [ U< 2016 40 Cochrane review 12X 1,
TVM & NTR XM EDOHEFETH HAY, TVM I Ay Y 2B ) X293 5 Z &, ASC/LSC 1 F 11 -
FHINTIEE, BRI 2 BFME, MEOREERLURFHORARIE, NTRR TVM L) b
B, ARGmRThs I Larshiz s

KAAL K4 T, LSC & Zofofiizt (ASC, NTR, TVM) # T ¥ 7 ¥ A WTHEKL,
LSC DHEREEIZ DOV THET L 720




DOLSC X ASC L HERTHEIRETZ B0 7

LSC IZMEREBLIZH LT, ASC & RS DMH AR RCT™” L 22 7F ) ¥ 289 T
RENTWVS, $72LSC OFAMEEIIZE VY A%, i il 234 720 < AR A 059 g
EOHER RIS O 2208, Witk A Ly AFERIZLSC TRV Y, B EBIEOHA 12T LSC
THEMWHEOTIHDS S W EDWREDDHSH Y 25, X5 T7F Y ¥ A TIIMBEEERICE IR, Xy va
B A DERE S A, HRMRIIA%STH 2 7, Coolen 5D RCT Th, Wifefist s RELD G711
P13 LSC16.7%, ASC108% & A E#AIxHRwI e (P=012) ARshiz’,

PLE XD, LSCix ASC & Itk U C & o ff sl S0tk L OB P4 /R L, HillEs 47k
CABHIBZSH N Lo HERSNSE, HEREL- 8T 2 A)

@LSCIXNTR & HRTHRETZ B ?

IEARERBEZ B VT LSC & NTR Fili % Ik L 72 RCT XA F TSNS, [7 55 DL ORI F10ih 9
W 0 SR TFY VAR GORLTRENT WS, IR 2, i 2, &P ss AR 101219
Wi ERGIES 1P 12O VTR NTR Tl & A% Tdh 5o THERIL LSC 2 ISR 2 28, 4
% AR H B LSC AVA B Y, 2 EPICH T X v H ) — A & 7 o 7252 NTR (g
T A I E AR, A R EAT) 51% 2% L, LSC 4.3% T, LSC 2 EIEETH - 72 (P=0.03)
EHEESNTWS Y, 722720, LSCIZBWT A v ¥ a B A PIHEDSHE ShTwb ¥, Ganatra 50
A TFYTATIE, LSCORX v ¥ 2 BHIERITTI 27% (0-9%) LKW25, 209 HBIZIHN
54N LD TIX87-90% EHIML72Z &45 9, Xy Y aBIITIIEMICH 2 ) EEILETH
b

DLl XD LSCIENTR EHART, Ay Y aBINDOY X7 235 ) FARFRIZE VAL, 5 0 1G9
JRAE V] 45 DL CRE AR M, AN G DRiE 76 2 36 25 W 45 C ABEI A IS C & B
"xNb, WHEE2- TETFTYAB)

@ LSC X TVM Fifi & kR CTHERRETEX B0 ?

LSC & TVM T4l 2 i L 72313/ RCT L AIME ak— b 2574 % 238 5,
i W v JBd & WE R G & L 72 RCT T, LSC 4 2 4F O fFH A TR HR B X 77% T TVM FAlf D 43%
EHARTHBEICENRTEY (p<0.001), FFMFIZENZN 5%, 22% L HEICLRVWI L (p=0.006)
DWRENT T ZOMOHE TIIAHF BRI RS Y, 5 I NmEE RS 2% &
L 72Kt T3 LSC DM AR Sz s MG HHE ™ & X v ¥ 2 A HHE 1 ogeksk
Z LSC & TVM FHASTH 5o FAMIMEHIE LSC A3E W 72 2%, I IE LSC 2342\ 71920,

Pl &, LSC X TVM & ik U TREHAI IR A =ICE N, BWMEMESE X v ¥ 2 3

HWEPEDORAERZIFAED T THY, HFEMERLRMELD LV EROHEIEIN D, (HESEE 2
IV 5 A B+)



ZEIRREER
[OTLEMETS | TOTLERETD | TbBLILE ThrnzEE i
(GaL ) (BB ) RRYTS (HOHE) | #ETD GRLER)
0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%




| IEEIA
SXRMERREYR (VUR) (IIx9 2 EEEFM
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