TR 2016 4F 12 45 37 45 12 1 hitp://www. ajsmmu. cn
e 1568 - Academic Journal of Second Military Medical University, Dec. 2016, Vol. 37, No. 12

- N
DOLI. 10. 16781/j. 0258-879x. 2016. 12. 1568 - £ /% # %‘ .

{651 =) B I EC 325 3 9 6 1 1 AT 470 B A0 JE 6% 50 14 BF 30 BR X BT 40 BE7E T /S BY

5 M

FERSH FLREELCBEEEL N EY
1. F B K= Mg B 4% B2 BE PR R AR, i 4% 338000
2. 7 B KA — B EE B BRI S B), 7 5 330000

CRZE] 8 & SRR (VT O H A 1 S0 53 A0 =l A 350 1 JEF D10 i o oy 3k %ot 40 L RS Ay S, = e ol
JEBUE A4 2010 4F 1 H 2 2015 4F 12 A B B K 2=565 — Bt a B Be it i) 124 4611452 32 -9 VI Bk i JT 4 s R0 280 A I DR ek, JE v fi
FE I UIBRAL 64 5], AR A7 HFDIBRZL 60 45 )RR 6T 1] 1 DT BC P 7 3ok 240 A 4L 1) P8 ot U A P AL BB 3 1 AR AR A7 % 3R
Cox e foil KU B R A s R UG MG I R . 48 & il (B DC ) » 350 M DD BR 41 (= 29) 55 4 A i) o A DT B 41
(n=45) BE WAL SR A I (8] 433 52 (44, 83~59. 17) 4~ A Fil 38 (31. 45 ~44. 55) M Al Z T A Gt ¥ B X (P=
0.005) , Cox [AIJA 57 22 PRI 22 43 BT i 7 e 350 1 P DD B A B v JF 200 M o R 1) AR ZE A7 S R G 18 O 0. 54,95 %0 B AR
X [E] 0. 30~0. 96, P=0.04), £+ fRHIVEFIBREARAR S5PE AT B 0 A4 8 P AN S8 () B AR AR

[kl TR AR s 7738 S 0007 s (o il (L DE e s IR UDBR R

[hE4KE] R735.7 [XikfrER] A [XEHS] 0258-879X(2016)12-1568-06

Propensity score-matching method for evaluating the effect of anatomic liver resection and non-anatomic liver

resection on prognosis of hepatocellular carcinoma patients
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[Abstract] Objective To compare the prognoses of hepatocellular carcinoma ( HCC) patients who underwent anatomic
liver resection ( AR) or non-anatomic liver resection (NAR) using propensity score-matching methods. Methods We
retrospectively analyzed the clinical data of 124 HCC patients who were treated in the First Affiliated Hospital of Nanchang
University between Jan. 2010 and Dec. 2015. The patients included 64 undergoing AR (AR group), and 60 undergoing NAR
(NAR group). Propensity score-matching methods were used to assess the overall survival (OS) of the patients in AR and NAR
groups while controlling the potential confounders, and the risk factors of prognosis of HCC patients were analyzed by Cox
proportional hazard model. Results In the propensity score-matching cohort, the OS of the patients in AR group (n=29) was
significantly longer than that in the NAR group (n=45) after propensity score-matching (52 [44. 83-59. 17] months vs 38
[31. 45-44. 55] months, P=0. 005). The Cox proportional hazards model revealed that AR was associated with a superior OS
(HR=0. 54, 95%CI 0. 30-0. 96, P=0. 04). Conclusion Propensity score-matching method has shown that AR can better
improve the OS in HCC patients after liver resection compared with NAR.
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