awusauauu
AWAUWUSS:KIUSUINSAURNINIR:IKEDKAVNISWIANTINENISAIUIUDINNIWIDNYISEADUIWIINDS
NDUNISLANIIA:NI:AUNLIZEUWAUKAINISWAAD

~

f ANNFUWUSS:KII0USUIASAUNRAIOIID:IKADKALNISWIAN

JognIsAUINUIINNIWIDNBISEADUWIIADSNDUNISWIAN
Ia:N1I:=AUINLILYUWAUKALYNISWIAN

MIUWYA STBUUUN W.U.*, NUANS IGOKUD W.U.*

UnANED

AITU : TsAmsHdafy (hepatectomy) WumssnwdUnensiswiussosEudu angfunevdanis
K6 (post-hepatectomy liver failure) Wunilslunmzunsndeuionsmdanisiifndu uazdinnuieides
fusinesiuiiaandondmsnindn lutgtuilimaunsoldmeluladionusdaosfiunedifiesuiniinns
Fuimdondsnsrida (future liver remnant) WeUszdiugitheneuthiumssmmlaemssindals
‘5nn‘LJS:E-T\)Fi : WeAnwAuduiusseninsUSuasiuilindendenisindafisuiudisinissenese
ABNTILIDS LATENTINITAANMIZAUIINAINITHIFA

38MISANLAN : WumsAnwndaunda (retrospective study) T,m&J%UﬁumszLﬁsuﬁLﬁﬂMiaﬁﬂémaQQﬂasﬁ
Fsunsidadululsmenuiadsseussryasest saudunsiay 2561 fuuwieuy 2564 Toyaiilily
nsanw Miun Ymmsaufimdendanisinge uasladedu o dendestunngiunendinisinda Sinsenh
A0AMENTIATIEIRUUNTANNBYARIARNTINY (multiple logistic regression)

WaNISANLA : faesianun 50 318 wunmeduMei@sundundsnda 10 18 Gosar 20.00) Tnsfidiads
maaﬂ%mméfvﬁmﬁaué’amiciﬁéf@@?ﬁﬂd'ﬁﬂa8ﬁ1ﬁﬁﬂwazﬁaﬂén ﬁm?ﬂlwaaﬁmmﬁuﬁmﬁaué’qmiméfmgﬁ
Joway 35.87 wag 66.41 muaiu drtuddeeada (p <0.001 ANAdA (cut-point value) PeeUnasiu
waendamsndan Sevar 4594 iJuenfifinnila (sensitivity) wagarmdiwe (specificity) ARAgalunS
yhuemsinnnefuevanisiida Annaliegi fesas 90.00 wazmmEwwzeYil 8750 Tunsaligaed
USinpsiuiivdendensindaiesnindgada dasdwlumainnngdunevdsmarnga fe 60.72 (Ad)
Odds ratio WU 60.72 95% Cl= 2.72-1,352 waz p =0.009)

HQUIIa:ﬂDIHUDIIu: : miﬂimﬁu@fﬂaaﬁ'mf‘i’umﬂfﬁﬂ'w%mm&l’uﬁmﬁwé’qmim&fmﬁﬁm’;mé’w

T~

\A3 D9eNTLIIIABNT MBS lUTEUEaNaUNSIIsUNSHNdR dnanduisAlauddgdseunsoandnsinis

detdald Tunsalnuredusinasdunvdendimsnidaiinitfesay 45.94 AsUnanN1SNoUNTISHIAR LY
portal vein embolization 30 portal vein ligation LBNNUTLINTAUNUEDUAINTHIAR

\ﬁwa‘r’wﬁm : USHIRSAUNIANAINAENABNAINITHIAA LoNYLITADUNUADS N1ITAUMULAYUNGUNSINIINIAR .

*NunuTsEivnet lsmeunadesnedssnuyasei
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ORIGINAL ARTICLE
Investigating the Relationship Between Preoperative Computed Tomography-Calculated Future Liver

Remnant and the Incidence of Post-Hepatectomy Liver Failure

f INVESTIGATING THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PREOPERATIVE A

COMPUTED TOMOGRAPHY-CALCULATED FUTURE LIVER REMNANT

AND THE INCIDENCE OF POST-HEPATECTOMY LIVER FAILURE

Panupong Radchauppanone M.D.*, Kantika Chuemor M.D.*

ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: Hepatectomy is a treatment for early-stage liver cancer; however, post-hepatectomy

liver failure is a significant complication associated closely with a reduction in residual liver volume.
Nowadays, advancements in technology, particularly computerized tomography, facilitate the accurate
calculation of the future liver remnant. This capability is applicable for the preoperative assessment of
patients undergoing hepatectomy procedures.

OBJECTIVE: To investigate the association between preoperative future liver remnant, calculated by

computerized tomosgraphy, and the incidence of post-hepatectomy liver failure.

METHODS: In this retrospective study, we analyzed information from the electronic medical records

of patients who underwent hepatectomy at Chiangrai Prachanukroh Hospital between January 2018 and
April 2021. The dataset included details such as future liver remnant and factors associated with post-
hepatectomy liver failure. The analysis employed the methodology of multivariable logistic regression.

RESULTS: 50 patients were included in the study, with post-hepatectomy liver failure observed in 10

cases. The mean future liver remnant in patients with post-hepatectomy liver failure was significantly lower
than in those without (35.87% vs. 66.41%, p < 0.001). The cut-point value for future liver remnant at 45.94%
demonstrated the highest sensitivity and specificity for predicting post-hepatectomy liver failure (sensitivity
90% and specificity 87.5%). Patients with a future liver remnant less than 45.94% experienced a markedly
elevated risk of post-hepatectomy liver failure, with an adjusted odds ratio of 60.72 (95% Cl 2.72-1,352.00,
p = 0.009).

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS: The assessment of patients and the calculation of

future liver remnant through computerized tomography before hepatectomy are crucial and have the
potential to reduce the mortality rate. In cases where patients exhibit a future liver remnant less than
45.94%, proactive measures such as portal vein embolization or portal vein ligation should be
considered before surgery to augment the future liver remnant. If patients have future liver remnant
less than 45.94%, portal vein embolization or portal vein ligation should be performed before surgery

to increase future liver remnant.

\_KEYWORDS: future liver remnant, computerized tomography, post hepatectomy liver failure )
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InadfanItuuLLs wrawnd U 2559-
2561 uziSsfunaviond \HuusSsiinunndian
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susuanuludUlends nusegar 12.20 589310
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My IALALAgNISHIRR WARNUIT TA1zunsndeu
Aornind uldudanisuidn Ao n1gdUng
LREUNAUNAINTITNIAR (post hepatectomy liver
failure) o1awuldgeds fovar 10.002 Faneil
dsnavi g efidnmadedinvdaidaiigeds
Sovaz 67.00° NMMEAUNYRYUNAUNSINGA AD
A fuadenisvinau veluudndnansi
INNEFBINT waztdsauauIsalunsiuane
v99.d8 1ae Balzan S wazAuy LAas19 50-50
criteria @115 UTHARYN1IEAUINULAYUNS UNAS
W1Ra Tagltinuel prothrombin index Haanin
Soeay 50.00 (international standardized ratio INR
>1.70) wag serum bilirubin > 50 micromol/L
(2.90me/dV) Twiud 5 ndsarnnsnagn Tnenuin
aUqeELU LNl 50-50 criteria WNUENIINAG
\FeTingefiafenar 59.00 WetsuiugUaeilsl
Wnaeadisnsnsdedindiessesas 1.20 i
AuliTeuay 70.00 Lay AINNTINIESDEAY
98.00"

91N15A N UL uraet A g
FUNUSAUNITAUINULRIUNSUNA AR LAWn
Jaduandafuae wu iavie Wulsaiumnu
218110171 65 T n15dlsAdau (BMI > 30)°7
ANNVBIAUNBUATHNGA WU AsEN1ITAULTS
Tngwanalun1lzduudazanAnuaIunsaves
hepatocytes lun1ssonuaztAulnnaIn1su1dn®
nsilutunendidurlmidenluadouiisulyld
M lARAN1ILUIALE DAVBIRURRIAINATTHIAR
nslasuaiUrdnnaun19uisia 11U oxaliplatin
%39 irinotecan’® LazAITUNINGOUIINAITHIAA
U ANIFATUIY LEELEANINAT1 1,000 ml
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finsifuden vieszwinndainisldmeiagaiu
Fuden™ wagann1sAne1ves Schindl M.J. uag
Az Usinesdufividetosndn Sevay 26.60
NUAUNYNGIINNTHIFADY So8ag 45.50 ua
NUAMEAUMBLINYY Soway 1.20 1USUIRTAU
fdennnit Sevaz 26.60 d9ldnnula Sevas
90.90 wagAININUNIE Sovay 87.10' naunis
HAARU (hepatectomy) §Uheazlasunsidedy
SrvYRINLLSlALanYLTT ABUNILADS LAY
weluladtagiu dlusunsuiianunsaduanmm
USURTAUT AT 198 IME UaINISHAR A LAz
mMunausovazvesiufinninasnaelalaenisin
USunmsduienan (total liver volume, TLV) au
fu USuimshouuess (tumor volume, TV) aglé
vJu functional liver volume mﬂﬁ?u%\iﬁlmwﬁﬁﬂ
ANLBNYLTIABNN MBI TUTUATUAS 19N TNEY
15 1MenmuazdLedumLLELNN T FRTNSL
LdIFIMMUTINATAUTIAIATN9EINA DR NS
r;im“mlzé’aiijmt,wméﬁﬁwmi%’ﬂmmmmﬂizmm
US11M509AUN 98198 0UA 991NN T ALAE
ngnsalngauela tneaglananulunisii
Wnon15ii 1US U509 UN DUNIINIRA LU
portal vein embolization, two staged hepatectomy
with portal vein ligation, associating liver partition
e e portal vein ligation for staged hepatectomy
TnoUsunasifiofuiiindy uannin fosas 5. OO
A1U1508ANITHUIULRYUNS UNGINITH G A
G‘i’qﬁyuﬂim"wmi?ﬁ?m‘ﬁGTmmﬁﬂM’h
USumsiufinainasindendsnisnadalaenis
ATUIMAINANLENYLSEADUNANBTABUNITHIFA
TFUNUSAUNMEAUINELAYUNSUNAINITHIAA
wiolyl uariifasedudnudeldiiduiusfuniziu
MeLdsungundsannisiade tiedazladina
s lUMsRiofuUsEanE amns S
annnzunINauLarsnINsd@sTinlugUaed
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WBANBIAINUEUNUSTENINUSUINSAUN
AN DVAINITHIFALAENITATUIRINAN
LNV ADUNIADINDUNISHIRALAZNIZAUING
LRYUNSUNRFINTHGA

3SNISANVN

Junsfinwuuudounddlaglddayasin
nyssdeudiannsednduazlusunsuiawindn
YL IINYIVIAT 8518 UTEYIYLATIEN FUAL
Yoyavostheildsunsidasiu (hepatectomy)
Tulsaneruiaid e9918Use9141A 5129 A U
UNIAY 2561 89 Ww1eU 2564

Us:ynsiia:nauidonany

nauege fie {Uaeilasunsiftiadedn
DuuziSaiudgugiiszezusn Sunssnuagds
HFRGU (hepatectomy) Tulsaneuial@essne

UTEYYLATIBAA A UNTIAN 2561 D9 Luweu
2564 uagdnnenasdnouiamesnaun1sHIsn

INCUNNISANIYN (inclusion criteria)
fio 1) fUaveny 15 Tuly AldFunisiiiasy
hepatectomy (ICD-9-CM 5%a 50.22) Tulsaneua

Foe318UsEsAT iR auA unsian 2561
W8y 2564
INCUNNISANDDN (exclusion criteria)
Ao ;ﬁﬂwﬁmamﬁmé{ummau
NISANUDNUYUNNIDEUY
NNTANYIVDY Schindl M.J. Lagane
Wm'ﬁLa?{w%mmﬁuﬁmﬁdu@ﬂwﬁLﬁmm’;z
FUINBLRYUNGUNE NG A S088% 23.10+4.90)
uazendsUTinpsiuiimaelugviedliiinnny
Fune Sesay 48.70+22.3' Wafunamunniieg W
1aeld two-sample comparison of means 1ag
A1nun sEAuAIULT e ufifosas 95.00 uay
S1unanNndeUTi Souay 80.00 azldUsEans
naueEe sgtieunguay 7 91¢

NDUNISWIANIA:NI:AUNSIREUWAUKaLYNISWIAN

NISINUSIUSINUDIA
AusiusmdeyagUaed ldsunisiidaduly
Tsamgnuiaidesseussryiaszidausunga
2561 919 wwieu 2564 1ddeyavnvsedon
A UsuazlUsunIuiewidn wusiUiseanduy
2 ngu fie fUaeiflamzdunendsnsindn waz
JUaeilifiamedunendsnisiida 1iuteya
fugrurestag Wy 01y i tndin dauge BM
lsAuvnu iudeyanaidennisiesdjuanis
NBUNITHIAA LY A1 albumin, total bilirubin,
INR, e-GFR, platelet count, HIV status, child-pugh
score UTOYATININHIGA 19U N15AUEDN
USunaunsdeiden sseziaiidn inudeyanis
Fadinonlaossdunne i dUszaunisal 5 9
TaUSu1ms total liver volume, tumor volume,
functional liver volume, residual liver volume,
future liver remnant el lUusunsuLaneLsd
ABNNWILABS Vital® Medical Imaging Software
version 7.10.1.20 iudeyandsanuidade N1z
AUNLNRINITHIAR Lag LHeTn

JeNUFTWNIRIWA:

ANMEAUMULRYUNAUNSINITHIAR (post
hepatectomy liver failure) Ao mwﬁﬁuqmlﬁﬂ
M3y Selunindnansfisnaniedeanis uaz
WWeauatuisalunisdunieveads Lagly
NaNLNMUN 50-50 criteria ¥89 Balzan S. 1133w
TaglgAn INR > 1.7 wag serum bilirubin > 2.9mg/dl
Tufufl 5 n&IRINNTHIER

functional liver volume A8 US1Asiae
Fufianunsavhaulaneunisida dunaldan
mMsausinasdutmunlasldienaisdneufiomes
(total liver volume, TLV) aufiu Usunnsiauszise
(tumor volume, TV) AulIlA 31n&UN1S AB
Functional liver volume = Total liver volume -

Tumor volume (mwﬁ 1)
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residual liver volume #® ﬂ%mmﬁuﬁlmﬂ
1zndenaan1sHaA1uIulagldinalulad
Tsunsuvedienaisdaauiiames lagauaulasu
NSVNUNUAARUT WU (right hepatectomy) residual
liver volume #e Usunsdiufinninasmdednsdng
Favmn vide dritaeldtumanausudaiuinadig
(left hepatectomy) residual liver volume fia US1»3
Fuiirainezmdadnauiavae

future liver remnant, FLR (%) A® Sagas
dnd1uv09FUT A1AT19zLME g In1sHIAR Tag
A1u3IulA 310 Future liver remnant, FLR (%) =
Residual liver volume/Functional liver volume x
100

NIWA 1N AounziSiuia hepatocellular

carcinoma AUty Tned afustsvuniausuns
1% 2048.99 mL {WuuSunsAeunsse Fdu) wihdu
943.16 mL il ouru1aufuazls functional liver
volume EtinRy) wihiu 1,105.83 mL

NIWN 1Y Y581958 U7 AINI192LMa 0%aINTS

W6 left hepatectomy ATUIUNOUNITHIAALAE
LONYLSIABURUADS LA 830.19 mL Am future liver
remnant bwiniusesay 75.07

NDUNISWIANIA:NI:AUNSIREUWAUKaLYNISWIAN

NS3IAs:KuDNaNazananly

Foyafiugrurhluvewithe Anseilagld
adfdanssann dmsusulsdeideddiadsuas
drudsauuinesgu adaldlunsusoudiou
dmsusauusaeodld Student t-test n3einas
nsgnevesdoyaluuuuund (normal distribution)
%38 Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test Tunsel n1snszay
voafoyaliduwuuun@ non-normal distribution)
wagld Exact probability test &1m5uiiaTgvideya
°U@ﬂﬁﬂwmz%aﬂﬂiz%’lﬂiﬁdﬁ@ﬂﬂ?ju‘ﬁlLﬂugﬁisﬁi@ﬁu
Anseidadedosiidmadonefuendakinge
fwans logistic regression WlaUaR8A1 Odds ratio
uaz 95%C1 fviuaATEdR o eEdan p < 0.05 wae
91 cut point future liver remnant 7if sensitivity Lag
specificity ifigalunsmensainmedunedeundu
NAMIAR A2875 Euclidian’s index *anuennis

C? = (1-sensitivity)” + (1-specificity)”

e C WNNUsEEEnIesEninen (0,1) nu
90 (sensitivity, 1-specificity)
NISWIISMUNNIUDSUSSSUNISIVY

funyue

NUITEERIUNSTUTEIEIURZHETIHIN
AMENTINNITITUETIUNITITUUDILTINGIUNA
Fo9318UTEv AT ¥50032.102/388/EC66-
113 10 29 uns1Au 2566 9alATINS EC CRH
083/64 In

WanNISANUN

JU2e7 L Sunisidadululssneuia
L%miwﬂszmwmwﬁﬁg«,wi UNINAY 2561 D
WYIEU 2564 AUNIAIALUSUASUR BIN 160
159N IUIALTBII18 Wuﬂﬂwﬁi’ﬂmuﬁy’ﬁu 102 7
fmoon 5 setilesninengiasnit 15 U wie LAy
HAfindulney wasguae 97 518 WuAIEAuIY
WRYUNFUNNINIAA 914U 13 518 (Sesag 13.40)
T NUANILAUINUR IUNAURGIN A A 84 578
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Athelasunsidndu U 2561-2564 311w 102 518

finoan 5 18
® 9ngtioundn 15 Y

® LAYENAARULNNBY

AUrelasunisHndndu 97 sne

!

|

NUNIZAUINY 13 578

Taiwunngdiuine 84 51

!

!

NUNITAUINY 10 978 (case)

Tainwunnigduie 40 579 (control)

IILJUﬂuUﬁ 1 wuIneatiunisiae (study flow)

Qﬂasﬁiﬁﬁwmaﬁﬂmﬁwm 50 578 WU
Touai ugiuresrionguiinaniedunends
n3edn wazngulifinnIeAuMendInIsHIdn
fupnanafuegslidodifymisadalaun o1y Tag
onglad sveang i Uaeiiinnzdunendanis
Nnganingudilinuniziuineg Aedoeyi
62.80+10.15 U uay 53.93+11.10 Tawandv
(p =0.026)

51U serum albumin TugUhefiAnnae
Auenaensdaiuuiliudesniinguliiie
NMIEAUNYVRINTNIAA WAEIEAU total bilirubin
1145’4’1]’3sﬁLﬁmma”ﬁmwWé’qmiﬂhﬁmﬁuuﬂﬁma
mmamlmmmma siUendemen s
oyaiugiudug vesvaevsassnguliiunnng
Auneadi (msad 1)

HewFeuiiisutadodunisnda Tu
fhenguiiAnuazlsitinniefunendsnssidn
wud1 nmganudulafindn Usuudond 1de
sgwriasinge Tufiheviaesnduliiunansnefuagig
fitfodfyneedd winuidihonguiinanzdu
Novdamsdndnunliufiazlfnaniidauiuniy

uazil¥esaznisifuidenseninaiiniiginituas
dlowssuiisuasesulsinnsuasdndiuassiu
7 AR 198 WA oINS T ATAg AIUIAIRN
lnusdasufinnesneunsfalugUiengui
Anuazlilinn1efuinendsnsHida nuiiis
doanquilusunsiuneuridnliuane1eiueg1ed
Todfynisada uinuinlunguivlediianiiy
Fuendsnnge SUsuesiufiainiiezmaends
mssidn desniinguiiliinanzdune unneins
fuedrelldoddgyni1eais Andusesay 35.87
way 66.41 audsU (1157971 2)
dlomusuessuiianinasidendanig
HNFe Tzviuiensiinnnsdunevdsiisa Tag
1935 Euclidian’s index™® lgUSinassiufianaines
WRBWAINITHIPA 5088y 45.94 raU1TaViINUNeY
amzdunendshdnldfiiige Taeil anlhiesas
90.00 MM UNIZSoBaz 87.50 (A15197 3) wad]
area under the curve (AUC) Wiy 0.89 (nwdi 2)
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ONSI0N 1 dnunuzdayaiiugiugiae (N=50)

NDUNISWIANIA:NI:AUNSIREUWAUKaLYNISWIAN

finnzAuegnaInN1sHIan (n=10)

finnazauanenainisuinn (n=40)

Snuaizdidnen . ” . ” p-value
MUY Jouaz U Jouaz
LA 0.173
Y1 80.00 23 57.50
Y 20.00 17 42.50
21y 0.004
<65 40.00 35 87.50
>65 60.00 5 12.50
91gAade (mean +5.0) 62.80+10.15 53.93+11.10 0.026
hwiin @lanfuXmean +5.0.) 54.30+7.16 57.24+12.86 0.491
diugs (wuRlwms)mean +S.0.) 159.90+6.82 159.30+9.26 0.848
BMI 21.22+2.42 22.35+3.30 0.312
Tsawmau 0.311
Wuumu 0.00 5 12.50
Tahfuumu 100.00 35 87.50
Albumin (g/dL) 0.048
>4 20.00 22 55.00
<4 80.00 18 45.00
Albumin (g/dL) (mean +S.D.) 3.69+0.28 3.95+0.56 0.162
Total bilirubin (mg/dL) (mean +SD) 2.63+3.14 1.28+2.19 0.117
Total bilirubin (mg/dL) 0.021
>1 40.00 31 77.50
<1 40.00 31 77.50
INR (mean +S.D.) 1.12+0.13 1.08+0.11 0.3755
e-GFR (mean +S.D.) 88.20+11.85 91.35+17.14 0.586
Platelet (mean +S.D.) 307,600+90,369 302,400+123,276 0.901
Child Pugh score 0.249
A 70.00 34 85.00
B 30.00 6 15.00

(1SVN 2 dnwazdeyadadedrunistiiin Ysuinsuazdadiuvasiuiainitazmasndniskiig

TmﬂﬁﬁmmmnLanm’séﬂauﬁqmaé(N=50)

HANIZAUNERAINITHIAR LiianzAunenasn1sHIAn
Snwauzdidnen (n=10) (n=40) p-value
MUY fovaz MUY fouaz
aazanusulafing 0.255
WU 60.00 16 40.00
Taiwu 4 40.00 24 60.00
Usinaudeniidesewineinda (mL) (mean +5.0.) 840.00+531.66 741.75+535.79 0.605
3288860 (WH) (mean +S.D.) 380.50+123.70 302.87+122.54 0.080
szazadIAn (W1i) 0.021
> 370 60.00 9 22.50
< 370 q 40 31 77.50
ASANRENTENINHIAR 0.139
g 80.00 22 55.00
g 20.00 18 45.00

>> 1GgVS1UIEANS : CHIANGRAI MEDICAL JOURNAL

JA 15 aUun 3/2566

56



dwusauauu

ANUFUWUSS:KIWUSUNINSAUAAINIR:IKEDKAYNISWIANTNENISAUINUDINNIWIDNYISIADWIINDS

MSTVA 2 o)
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HNN1IZAUINENSINITHIAN

Tiian1azAuendanisHIag

Snwauziirnu (n=10) (n=40) p-value
MUY Souas MUY Sovaz
Total liver volume (ml) (mean+ S.D.) 1,512.30+397.96 1,553.34+544.66 0.824
Tumor volume (ml) (mean+ S.D.) 176.95+170.24 219.94+341.04 0.702
Functional liver volume (ml) (mean+ S.D.) 1,335.33+ 384.06 1,334.13+413.65 0.993
Residual liver volume(ml) (mean+ S.D.) 481.71+195.55 887.43+371.40 0.002
Future liver remnant (5888%) (mean=S.D.) 35.87+8.55 66.41+16.36 <0.001
Future liver remnant (3awaz) <0.001
> 45,94 1 10.00 35 87.50
<4594 9 90.00 5 12.50

0O1SIVN 3 a2yl wazA1uang USu1nsaunandnagimasnadnisiifn Nasviiungnisiianiig

AUIUNABIAR
fovazUinsiuiianadn . . Positive predictive | Negative predictive
- W \ w Sensitivity % Specificity % ROC area
TLRADNAINIINIAA value % value %
<35 30.00 100.0 100.00 85.10 0.65
< 40 70.00 95.00 77.80 92.70 0.82
< 4594 90.00 87.50 64.30 97.20 0.89
<50 100.00 77.50 52.60 100.0 0.89

INNITIATIBN VL AL UUAIMUTLA YT
(univariable analysis) WAenfuiladefidanuduiug
R on1IEAUEnd T e Taen1sundaded o
WAL UUAINARBNMIEA UL NAINFANIAIUI A%
wurn Jadefiduiusiunmzfunendeiifnedng
fddymeainfe n1sfigUisenguinnitvie
windu 65 U azidssunnningtaeiiengiies 10.50
i1 (Odd ratio = 10.50, 95% ClI 2.17-50.69, p =
0.003) fheiifiszdu total bilirubin 11AnIW3e
WAy 1 me/dL szillomaldsanniy 5.17 i
(Odd ratio = 5.17, 95% Cl 1.19-22.40, p = 0.028)
Qﬂaaﬁié’%’umimﬁmmummdm%awhﬁ’u 370
uit sziilonadesunniy 5.17 wh (Odd ratio =
5.17,95% Cl 1.19-22.40, p = 0.028) way A154
U31n3HUTiAInI 1931 d andsnSHAd A uI
PNANLBNYLITABUNANDIAOUNITHIAAT DENTI
$9vazr 45.94 ¥RNANULEBS 63.00 W1 (Odd
ratio = 63.00, 95% Cl 6.52-608.92, p <0.001)
devinmslinzideyanniuys (multivariable
analysis) aznuilasedassiiduiuddanziune

NAINIARDENHTYEAYN19ads A N1sHUTIIAS
Fufiarnnazmdendinisindatosnin Sevas
45.94 Tpgazifinnudesnonsfiuinendwnde
60.72 Wi (95% Cl 2.72-1,352.00, p = 0.009)
(151991 4)

0.50
I

0.00
I

T T T T
0.00 0.25 0.75 1.00

050
1 - Specificity
Area under ROC curve = 0.8875

NIWN 2 area under the curve (AUC)
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(1SN 4 Yajendnenihundiassiaiedayanuuiiuusifed uas Yoyanvdauds

Univariable analysis

Multivariable analysis

Tast Crude Odds ratio 95% ClI p-value  Adjusted Odds ratio 95% ClI p-value
LWAYE 2.95 0.56-15.72 0.204 5.69 0.13-252.62 0.369
91y > 65 U 10.50 2.17-50.69 0.003 7.81 0.30-199.92 0.214
albumin < 4 g/dL 4.89 0.92-25.97 0.063 1.16 0.06-23.54 0.921
Total bilirubin > 1 mg/dL 5.17 1.19-22.40 0.028 3.38 0.09-133.53 0.517
SzazaEIfn > 370 W 5.17 1.19-22.40 0.028 0.82 0.04-16.79 0.898
AN DATEIINHNAR 3.27 0.61-17.38 0.164 3.72 0.03-398.66 0.582
wupusilafiash 2.25 0.55-9.26 0.261 10.44 0.10-1,076.64 0.321
Future liver remnant <45.90% 63.00 6.52-608.92  <0.001 60.72 2.72-1,352.00 0.009

asudna:onusiauwa

nsfnwdnuirladedassiiduiusiunnig
AUNERINITNIRRE 1 iTEd Ayneata fe Ui
=

a

3 future liver remnant %esn31 Seway 45.94 lay
auiuAMIEsanIERUMEndsRFn 60.72 Wi
NNSANYIVBY Shoup M. WazARE WU A5
future liver remnant Yoeni1 Sovay 25.00 aziiiy
Tomadesonmeiunend e 3 Wi (odds ratio =
3.09, p< 0.001)" M3Anw V83 Asenbaum U. WazAnue
WUIN ﬁﬂaﬂﬁﬁmuzﬁmﬂwé’am@f@ﬁmmﬁ'a future
liver remnant tosnin ngudilinunzduane lag
nauAnuNERUMEVAIRER 3 future liver remnant
\wAvTevay 33.90 Wisudy Fevas 49.30 lungqui
aiwunnaesiune (p< 0.001) Fwenndesiunsinuil
q’qumﬁmﬁla future liver remnant Biﬂ’wﬂqlu‘ﬁlﬁ
ANMEAUNYUSINIAR VAU Sesag 35.87 Uiy
Sovaz 66.41 (p< 0.001)
z:’ﬁﬂizLﬁwﬁﬂ’aadawhﬁmimww%mmﬁuﬁ
ATIAINALLNA BN INITHIAALALAIUIUANNLBNGLSE
AN LAeg wadamuIUsuiasiui maedesnia
$avaz 45.94 AsviinanIsiUSIRsEUdaunIsn
iy nseadudondiluidssivilsfififouds (portal
vein embolization) 9z1dun15ui uUu1and only
A seiusuia vildiianns hypertrophy waedl
Usunsii ud u Tneagwudn future liver remnant
fagiiutu Sovay 40.00-62.00 ndsn1sgaduiden
niafounazUie Yovaz 80.00 Aatunsarinis
Wadasialuld’” Tuunsaandudiliaiusasin portal
vein embolization 819¥"%R0N1T portal vein ligation
Tnedasunmdynnisrdnaesnds afausnerdadaly

yniduidon portal vein daufififouds wasselimie
Fuduitlaiiifouide inns hypertrophy dwihnns
N fnaSsfidaslaanisiafeuiioean wusn future
liver remnant siaziiiuiy feuas 30.00-43.00 1ds
portal vein ligation LLaSﬁﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬁﬂmiﬁi’]ﬂ%\‘iﬁam
iotenfeuiesanlddesas 62.50-87.00 WisuiAes
ey portal vein embolization kHA1IEUNINGOU
48401391 portal vein ligation g4n11n13%1 portal
vein embolization'® 91AN15A N1 Dinant S LagAy
wui fUaeiifinnefunendsnskiidnazdisnsins
Lﬁasﬁ‘ﬁmﬁqmdwQ’ﬂwﬁiajﬁmwﬁmw TgNuUsnI
MsideTin fovaz 67.00 Tughefinnzdune
NAINIWIAR° miﬁﬂmﬁ%’maﬁﬁmwﬁmwwé’qms
H6in 10 318 FeT3n 7 518 Andu Sewas 70.00 e
Flaifiamzsunevdsinga 40 e EeTBn 1 neAndu
Fopaz 2.50 (p< 0.001)°
amzfuendsihfmdutledodosiiozdmwa
TiUaededinndanmannda aunsadesiulalaenis
Usziliugreneusdin Tngavanuivndn Sadunmdd
ununlaeni1sidadelsn szuzealsa (staging
cancer) NNNNLBNYLIIADUR MBS Usziliulsung
Fufimninezndendafalagldlsunsuene.se
ADUNWILABS NOUNITNIA A AU future liver
remnant 81108A71 3988y 45.94 @1U15aNANTN
MERan IS USuasFun ouN Y portal vein
embolization lag5s@unndsiusnedIuaifa 3o
N15%1 portal vein ligation Tnefaglnng ‘Vlél'ﬂﬁl,ﬁaaﬂ
AMTUNINTOULALORIINSLEITINNAINITHIGA
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