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ABSTRACT

BbBepaeHue: KapuyHombT Ha natkpeaca (KIT) e arpecuBHo 3abonsBaHe ¢ notwa npo-
rHo3a.

3a60nABaHeTO e  Hait-BICoKa vecToTa B CALL 1 EBpona, HapacTBa nponopLyoHanHo Ha
YECTOTaTa Ha 3aT/IbCTABAHETO U € Ha 8-MO MACTO 0T BCUUKIA OHKONOTNYHY 3a00N1ABa-
HA. Paznkantoto onepatueHo oTcTpaHABate Ha KT (RO pe3ekwind) e ocHoBeH haktop,
onpefenalL cCefonepatiiBHaTa NpexuBaemocT. 3a Cbxaneie Kl ce gnarHoctuumpa
00MKHOBEHHO B HanpeaHan CTajid, KaTo XUpypruuHoTO Nleverue B KOMOUHaUUA ¢ Xi-
MVO/pavoTepania He BOAAT 10 3310BONUTENHY Pe3ynTaTy.

Llen: LlenTa Ha npoyuBaHeTo e CpaBHWTENeH aHanW3 Ha MPeXVWBAEMOCTTa Clefl He-
paauKanHa peekuma (R7/2 — MUKpo/Makpockonckw pesuayaneH Tymop) 1 “bypass”
0NepawyA NPy N0KaNHO aBaHCUPaN KapuMHOM Ha NaHKpeaca.

Marepuan u metogm: 3a nepuog ot AHyapu 1995r. fo AHyapu 2016r. B Knnrukata
no xupyprua npu Boexxomopcka 6onHmua, BapHa ca npemunany 288 60HM ¢ Kap-
LNHOM Ha naHkpeaca, kato npu 115 (39.9%) e n3gbplueHa “bypass” onepauua (bu-
JMOAMreCTUBEH /i CTOMalLHOMetoHaneH baiinac), a npu octaxanute 173 (60.0%)
JiyofieHonaHKpeaTuHa pe3ekuma (Whipple win nunopocbxpatagala). Onepauusta e
onpezeneHa, kato RO npu 122 (70.5%) 6onku, RTnpn43 (24.8%) v R2 npu octaHanu-
Te 8 (4.6%). [poyuBaHETO € NPOCMEKTUBHO, KaTO 3 OLiEHKA Ha NPEXUBAEMOCTTA Npy
OTAeNHWTe rynu 60HYM € u3non3BaH MeTOABT Ha Kaplan-Meyer u  Logrank test, kato
CUrHUUKAHTHOCT ce oTunTa npu p=0.05.

Pesyntatu: He ce yCTaHOBABa CTaTUCTUUECKY 3HAUMMA PA3/INKA B YeCTOTaTa Ha Clle-
JonepatiuBHaTa cMbpTHOCT npu boHuTe ¢ RO, R1/2 pesekuna u bypass onepauus
(6.5%, 4.6% 1 cbotBeTHO 4.3%; p=0.832). I rpynata nauueHTn ¢ ROu R peekuus,
CpefiHaTa CefonepaTiBHa NPexUBAEMOCT e CTaTCTYeCKin JOCTOBEPHO NO-Abira B
CpaBHeHue C Ta3u cnep “bypass” onepauus (18/13 vs 3/7 meceua) (p<0.001, p=0.023).
MpexuBAeMOCTTa NpU HeonepabuneH, N0KanHO aBaHCPan KapLUHOM Ha MaHKpeaca
i ,bypass” onepauua He ce pasnuyaBa OT Tasu, PerucTpuupaHa npu nauventute ¢ R2
pe3ekuus (7 vs 6 meceja) (p=0.883). MpexuBAeMOCTTa N1 MeTacTa3upan KapLyuHOM
Ha NaHKpeac 11 “bypass” onepauusa e 3HaunTeNHO NO-KpaTKa B CPaBHEHMe C Ta3w, Cnefl
“bypass” onepauua 6e3 Hannume Ha Aaneun metactasi (3 vs 7 mecea) (p=0.002).

3aknioueHue: PesexuATa C MUKPOCKONCKI pe3uayane Tymop (R1) e 3a npeanoun-

Introduction: Pancreatic cancer (PC) is an aggressive disease with poor prognosis.
The disease has the highest incidence in the US and Europe increased in proportion
to the frequency of obesity and is on the 8th place of all cancer. The radical surgical
removal of the PC (RO resection) is a major determinant of postoperative survival.
Unfortunately CP is usually diagnosed at an advanced stage, the surgical treatment
in combination with chemo / radiotherapy does not lead to satisfactory results.

The aim of this study is a comparative analysis of survival after non-radical re-
section (R7/2 - micro/macroscopic residual tumor) and “bypass” surgery in locally
advanced pancreatic cancer.

Material and Methods: For a period from January 1995 until January 2016 in the
Department of Surgery at Naval Hospital, Varna passed 288 patients with pancreatic
cancer, while 115 (39.9%) was carried out “bypass” operation (biliodigestive and/or
gastrojejunal bypass), while the remaining 173 (60.0%) pancreaticoduodenectomy
(classic Whipple or pyloruspresrving). The operation is determined by RO in 122
(70.5%) patients, R1in 43 (24.8%) and R2 in the remaining 8 (4.6%). The study is
prospective and for survival analysis, the Kaplan-Meyer method was used and the
Logrank test. The significance level was set to p=0.05.

Results: There was no significant difference in the incidence of postoperative mor-
tality in patients with RO, R1 / R2 resection and bypass (6.5%, 4.6% and 4.3%; p
=0.832). In the group of patients with RO and R1 resection, the mean postoper-
ative survival was statistically significantly longer than that after “bypass” opera-
tion (18/13 vs 3/7 months) (p <0.001, p = 0.023). The survival in unresectable,
locally advanced pancreatic cancer and “bypass” operation is no different from that
recorded in patients with R2 resection (7 vs 6 months) (p = 0.883). The survival in
metastatic carcinoma of the pancreas and “bypass” operation is significantly shorter
as compared with that after the “bypass” operation without the presence of distant
metastases (3 vs 7 months) (p = 0.002).

Conclusions: The resection with microscopic residual tumor (R1) is preferable to
palliative "bypass” surgery in cases of locally advanced, borderline resectable pan-
creatic cancer. The resection with macroscopic residual urine tumor (R2) should be
avoided, because it does not lead to prolonged survival. In these cases, it is prefer-
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TaHe npef NanuaTiBHaTa “bypass” onepauws, B Clyvante Ha NOKANHO aBaHCUpan Win
TH TPAHYHO pe3exTabuneH KapuMHOM Ha naHkpeaca. Pe3ekumATa ¢ MakpocKoNCKM
pe3wuzyane Tymop (R2) TpA6Ba Aa ce 130ArBa, Thii-KaTo He BOA 0 YAbMKaBaHe Ha
npexwBAeMocTTa. B Te3u cnyuau e 3a npeanoumTane “bypass” onepaunsta.

KniouoBu Aymu: KapuMHOM Ha NaHKPeac, rpaHuuHo pe3eKTabuieH KapuuHom Ha
nakKpeaca, Me30onaHKpeac

BbBELEHWE

KapuyHomBT Ha naHkpeaca (KIM) e arpecrBHO 3abonaBa-
He C flollia NporHo3a. 3abonABaHeTO e C Hall-BMCOKa YeCToTa
B CALL n EBpona, HapacTBa MPONOPLMOHATHO Ha YecToTaTa
Ha 3aTTbCTABAHETO 1 € Ha 8-MO MACTO OT BCUUKM OHKOMO-
rMuHK 3abonssanma (1). KINT ce amarHocTMumpa ObUKHO-
BEHHO B HanpeaHan CTaaui, KaTo XMPYPruYHOTO NeveHre
B KOMOMHALMA C XUMMO/paanoTepanma He BOAAT A0 3340~
BONUTENHW Pe3yNTaTh. AAEHOKAPLMHOMBT Ha MaHKpeaca e
eAVHCTBEHOTO OHKOMOMMYHO 3abonAsaHe B EBpona, unATo
MOBULLEHA YECTOTa Ha CMbPTHOCT 3a 2014 1. e npeasuaeHa
1 o4YakBaHa (2). KI' ce Hapexaa Ha 4-To MACTO MO CMbPTHOCT
OT BCMUKM OHKOMOMMYHUTE 3300/1ABaHWA.

Vicmopus

Hanuue e orpomveH Hampeabk B XMPYPrMyHOTO Neve-
Hve Ha KIT oT BpemeTo Ha mbpBata AyoLeHOMNaHKpeaTny-
Ha pesekuma (AMP) n3sbplieHa npe3 1909 r. ot Kaush
nocnenganata moaudukauma Ha Whipple (1930 r.). B ucto-
PUYECKM acnekT, MbpBaTa yCrellHa ToTalHa NnaHKkpeaTek-
TOMUA e V3BbpLIeHa npe3 1944 . ot Priestly, a npe3 1978 1.
Traverso v Longmire BbBeX4aT B XMPypPruyHaTta npakTm1ka
nunopocbxpaHagalata AP Hanpeabksr B xvpypriny-
HaTa TEXHWKa W peaHVMaLMATa MOHWXKMXa Cheaonepa-
TVMBHaTa CMbPTHOCT NoA 5%, HO CnefonepaTBHaTa MOP-
OUOHOCT OCTaBa BUCOKa W Ce ABWXM B pamkuTe oT 30% 10
60%. Tpy Ca OCHOBHWTE CNeaonepaTUBHY YCIIOXKHEHNA
cnen AP — naHkpeatyuHa ¢ucTyna/abclec, 3abaBeHo
CTOMAWHO M3Mpa3BaHe 1 CnefonepatmBHa xeMoparus.
Axunnecosarta neta cnen MNP e nHcydunumeHumaTa Ha nax-
KpeaTunyHaTa aHaCTOMO3a, KOATO MO NUTePaTypHI aHHW e
¢ yectota o1 0% go 18% n e HenocpeACTBeHa NpryHa 3a
cnefonepatyBHa CMbPTHOCT Npu 5% oT bonHuTe (3). ETo
3all|o CMopbT 3a,Mo-AobpaTa” aHaCcToMO3a NMPOAb/KaBa U
[0 AHec. BcAka eHa OT ABaTa TVNa NaHKpeaTuyHW aHacTo-
MO3W — MaHKpeaTKoVeloHoaHacTomo3a (Whipple 1940 )
WK NaHKpeaToracTpoaHacTomosa (Waugh v Clagett. 1946
r) — UMa CBOMTE NPeanMCTBa 1 HEAOCTATbLM U € BbMPOC
Ha nuueH n3bop, koA OT TAX Aa Obae npunoxeHa. Pagu-
KanHOTO onepaTyBHO oTcTpaHABaHe Ha KIT (RO pesekums)
€ OCHOBeH (aKTop, onpeaenall clneaonepaTvBHaTa npe-
XKMBAEMOCT.
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able “bypass” operation.

Key words: pancreatic cancer, borderline resectable pancreatic canser, mesopan-
creas

LIEN

B HacToAWwoTO MpoyyBaHe e HampaBeH CpaBHWUTENEH
aHaNM3 Ha MPEeXWBAEMOCTTA CNef HepaaMKkanHa pesek-
uma (R1/2 — MUKPO/MaKPOCKOMCKA pe3nayaneH Tymop) v
"bypass” onepauma npwv nokanHo aBaHcmpan Kl ¢ akueHT
BbpXY NepuraiBeHTULManHaTa Ancekumsa okono AMS, KoAato
Lenu OTCTPaHABaHE Ha TH. Me30MaHKpeac, KOWTO e Cbbu-
PATENHO MOHATME W BKIIOUBA ThKaHNTE OKOJIO MPOKCMMAS-
HuTe 3-4Cm Ha apTepuAaTa 1 Te3n mexay AMS v prosessus
uncinatus (processus uncinatus margin). (Our.1).

MATEPNATT N METOW

3a nepviog ot AHyapu 1995 1. go aHyapw 2016 1. 8 Knu-
HVKaTa no xupyprus npw BoeHHomopcka 6onH1Lga, BapHa
ca npemunHann 288 6onHm ¢ KI, kato npu 115 (39.9%) e u3-
BbpLIeHa ‘bypass” onepauns (bunvoamrecTBeH U/unm cTo-
MallHoWetoHaneH 6arnac), a npu octananute 173 (60.0%)
0P (Whipple vnu nunopocbxpaHaBalla) B KOMOMHaLWS
CbC CTaHAapTHa NumdHa ancekuma. MNP pesekuus e onpe-
AeneHa, kato RO npw 122 (70.5%) 6onHuy, RT npu 43 (24.8%)
1 R2 npw octaHanuTe 8 (4.6%). [poyyBaHETO € MPOCNEKTUB-
HO 1 BKMtoYBa [l1P 13BbPLIEHW OT eKun, BOAEH OT euH r
Cbll| XMPYPr. 3a OLEHKa Ha MPEeXMBAEMOCTTa Npu OTaes-
HUTe rynn GONHW e 13Mon3BaH MeToabT Ha Kaplan-Meyer v
logrank test, kKaTo CUrHUOUKAHTHOCT ce oTumTa Npw p=0.05.

PE3YITTATY

B NpoyuBaHeTO Ca M3KMOUEHN NaLMeHTUTE C eKCrIo-
PaTVIBHa anapoTOMMA U AMArHOCTVYHA NanapoCKOmuA.
3aTpyOoHeHO wM3npa3BaHe Ha CTOMaxa € pPerucTpupaHo
No-y4ecTo Npu rpynata 6onHK C n3BbpLLeHa ‘bypass” onepa-
s (p<0.001), KaTo TO3M TN OMepaTVBHA MHTEPBEHLVIS €
npunaraHa No-4ecTo nNpw nauneHT 8 IV ctaguii Ha KI' v Ha-
nYve Ha ganeyHn mMetactasn (p<0.001) (Tabn.1). AP npo-
[b/KaBa CTaTUCTUYECKM AOCTOBEPHO ABA MbTY MO-ObAr0O B
CpaBHeHwe ¢ ‘bypass” onepauyata (p<0.001).

Pesekuua Ha v.portae ce e Hanarana no-4ecTo Npu naum-
eHTn ¢ R1/R2 onepauma (p<0.001). XucToMopdonornyHoTo
n3cnefBaHe Ha NpenapatuTe YCTaHOBW, Ye pl4 cTaguin Ha
33a001ABaHETO € Mo-4eCTo PErucTPMpPaH Npy NaumneHTuTe
¢ R1/R2 onepauvs (p<0.001). CnepgonepatieHata Mopouna-



[1. KocTos, I Kobakos, [1. fiHkoB, P. AceHos « JlokanHo aBaHCMpan KapLMHOM Ha naHkpeaca — R1-2 pe3sekuua unm bannac

(®ur.2).
OBCbXKIAHE

EnvaoemnonornuHmn npoyyBaHnA 3a nepropaa
2002-2008 . Ha HauMoHanHMA MHCTUTYT 3a 13-
yaBaHe Ha paka B CALL ycraHosABart, e 53%
oT naymeHtnte ¢ Kl umat ganeyHn metacta-
31 KbM MOMEHTA Ha [varHo3rta. Ha pagukanHo
OonepaTMBHO fleveHre noanexar camo 15-20%
oT naymeHTute KIl, Kato octaHanute 25% ca ¢
NIOKANHO aBaHcKpano 3abonsasaHe u He noane-
XaT Ha pafuKaHO ONepaTUBHO OTCTPaHABAHE,
nopaav aHraxrpaHe OT TYMOPHMWA Mpouec Ha

Ourypa 1. llepuanseHTuLMaNHa ancekLna okono AMS, C npemaxBaHe Ha T.H. Me30naHKpeac

(cTpenku).

CbCeHUTE KPBbBOHOCHM CbAOoBe. Kl e arpe-
CMBHO 3a60ﬂﬂBaHe, KaTo 5 roanHm npexmnBABaT

camo 6% OT BCMYKM OOMHW, @ OT NOANOKEHUTE
Ha paauKkanHoO onepaTtyBHO NneyeHue camo 25%
npexvsasaT 5 roauHn (4). Cnopen International
Study Group of Pancreatic Surgery (ISGPS) 3a onpe-
LenaHe pagukanHocTTa Ha [P e Hy»HO xucTo-
MOPQOSIOrMUHO M3CNeiBaHe Ha 7 Pe3eKLMOHHN
MOBbPXHOCTW: NPeHa, 33Ha, MeananHa (bpas-
[la Ha v.mesenterica superior), nepnaaBeHTuLMan-
HaTa TbKaH OKono AMS, naHkpeaca B obnaTTa
Ha TPaHCEeKUMATA, XEMNaTUKOXONEAOX W TbHKO
4epBO. TYMOPHM KNETKN B TbKaHUTe OKONo AMS
ce OTKpmBaT B 45% OT cllyyante onpeneneHu

Ourypa 2. CpenHa npeukusamoct cne RO/R1/R2 pesexumm u “bypass” onepauwu npu Kl

(Kaplan-Meyer u logrank test)

HOCT e HaW-BMCOKa Npu rpynata 60mHK ¢ RO pe3ekums v
Hal-H1CKa Npw rpynata ¢ ‘bypass” onepauya (p=0.023). He
€ YCTaHOBEHa CTaTUCTMUECKM 3HaUMMa Pa3fnKa B YecToTaTa
Ha CnefonepaT BHaTa CMbPTHOCT NPV TpUTe rpynint 6ONHM
(RO/R+/bypass) (p=0.832).

[Npwu rpynata nauneHt ¢ RO n R1 pe3ekumns, cpeaHarta
cnefonepaTviBHa NPEXMBAEMOCT e CTaTUCTUYeCKM [OCTO-
BEPHO Mo-Ab/ra B CPaBHeHWe C Ta3u cnef “bypass” onepa-
uvs (18/13 vs 3/7 meceua)(p<0.001, p=0.023)(Tab.2).

[pexnBAeMoCTTa Npv HeomnepabuneH, TOKanHO aBaH-
CUpan KapuWHOM Ha MaHKpeaca v ,bypass” onepaunsa He
Ce pa3fnyaBa OT Ta3w, PerucTprpaHa Npu NauveHTuTe C
R2 pezekuya (7 vs 6 meceua)(p=0.883). NpexrBaemocTTa
npu Metactasvpan K v ‘bypass” onepauyis e 3HauMTenHo
No-KpaTKa B CpaBHeHVe C Tasu, cnef ‘bypass”onepaums 6e3
Hanuuve Ha fJaneyHn metactasn (3 vs 7 meceua)(p=0.002)
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KaTo RO pe3eKuua, KOeTO MOoCTaBA BbMpoca 3a
peasiHaTa YecToTa Ha PafuKanHWTe onepauunu
(5). eduHuumata 3a RO pe3ekuma m13Mon3ea-
Ha OT eBPOMENCKUTE aBTOPM € NMCA Ha TYMOPHW KNeT-
K/ Ha MpoTekeHne >1mm OT pe3eKUVOHHaTa rpaHuLa.
Mpv n3non3eaHe Ha Ta3n AedUHMLMA e OOACHMMO 3allo
yectoTata Ha R1 pesekumute goctira o 70%, Kato Ty-
MOpHaTa MHOUATPauMa npeobnafaea B TbhKaHUTE OT TH.
me3onaHKkpeac (6). HanmumeTo Ha TYMOPHW KNeTKu ce
CBbP3Ba C OM30CTa Ha Tymopa A0 MepuHeBPanHWA aB-
TOHOMEH MNEeKCYC OKONo AMS, KOATO TexHWuUeckn orpa-
HMYaBa Bb3MOXKHOCTITE 3a pasliMpABaHE Ha AUCEKLMUATa.
lNepragBeHTULMaNHaTa AnceKkLma okono AMS no3BonsBea
MOCTUraHe Ha YNCTN PE3EKLIMOHHYW FPaHNLIM 11 e MPenopb-
umtenHa npu KI. HeoTgaBHa B xMpypryyHaTta npakTrika
Ce BbBefe TH. ‘artery first approach” C uen ynecHaBaHe Ha
nepuyafBeHTMLMaNHaTa AMceKkUmMa okono AMS, Ho KbM Mo-
MeHTa NMNCBa CTaHAapTV3aUMA Ha MeTofmKaTta. Cnopen
American Joint Committee on Cancer (AJCC) v Union for
International Cancer Control (UICC) pe3ekuuvsaTa ce onpefe-
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Tabnuua.1. lMpoyuenn nokasarenu.

Nokasaren PagukanHocT Ha onepauuATa p
RO R1 R2 b/ib
N 122 43 8 115 -
Bb3pacr (cpeaHo) 67 64 59 67 0.214
Mon m/x 51-71 21-22 3-5 75-40 0.030
BMI kg/m” (cpenHo) 24 25 24 23 0.176
[TpenonepaTnBeH XTbYeH ApeHax 12(9.8%) 5(11.6%) 1(12.5%) 10(8.6%) 0.063
3aTpyfHeHo n3npasBaHe Ha CToMaxa 12(9.8%) 3(6.9%) 1(12.5%) 39(33.9%) <0.001
Jnabet 28(22.9%) 15(34.8%) 6(75%) 32(27.8%) 0.189
Tun NP
Whipple ‘ 32(26.2%) 3(6.9%) 2(25%) i 0.406
Traverso-Longmire 90(73.4%) 40(92.9%) 6(75%)
Tun bypass
racTpo-eHTEPO U HUNMO-ANrecTUBEH 79(68.6%)
(aMo racTpoeHTepo i i i 2(1.7%) i
(amo bununoamurecTuBeH 34(29.5%)
Pesekuua Ha v.portae 19(15.5%) 13(30.2%) 3(37.5%) - <0.001
Pe3ekuua Ha a.hepatica communis 1(0.8%) - - - -
[poAbMKUTENHOCT Ha OnepaLuATa (MIHYTH/CpeHo) 422 469 475 232 <0.001
pT4 6(4.9%) 11(25.5%) 6(75%) - <0.001
Mlo3uruHu peruoHaki 90(73.4% 32(74.4%) 6(75%) - 0.167
NMMGHN B3N
JlaneyHu meTactasu 3(2.4%) 3(6.9%) 1(12%) 80 (69.5%) <0.001
AZtoBaHTHa xummoTepanus 109(89.3%) 37(86%) 7(87.5%) 104(90%) 0.154
(neponepatiHa MopOuaHoCT 46(37.7%) 15(34.8%) 3(37.5%) 22(19.1%) 0.023
(neponepatiBHa CMbPTHOCT 8(6.5%) 2(4.6%) 0% 5(4.3%) 0.832
Tabnuua 2. AHanu3 Ha cefonepaTiBHaTa NPEXNUBAEMOCT.
Tun onepauua RO R1 R2 “Bypass”
M1 MO
N 122 43 8 57 28
(penHa npexuBAaeMocT (mecewn) 18 13 6 3 7
3 roaniuHa npexmsaemoct(%) 22 7 0 0 0
“p” HuBO vs “bypass” onepauua <0.001 0.023 0.833 0.002

na kaTo RO Npy nMnca Ha TYMOPHM KNETKX MO XOAa Ha pe-
3eKLMOHHaTa NMOBBbPXHOCT, 6e3 Aa Ce M3MCKBa onpeaene-
Ha LUMPVIHA Ha pe3eKLMOoHHa rpaHnua (tumor clearance 0
mm). MNopaaw Tasu npudrHa asTopute oT CALL cbobLiarat
3a MO-BMCOKa YecToTa Ha RO pesekuuna npu Kr1, B cpaBHe-
HMe C eBPOMEenCKUTe Ci Kneru. KbmM HaCTOALMAT MOMEHT
nmncea  ‘level | evidence” 3a mon3ata OT HeoanoBaHTHA
XUMUOTEPANUA MPK MaLWeHTV C TyMOPHa UHOUATPaLS
Ha AMS. ISGPS He npenopbyBa HEOAABAHTHA XVMMOTE-
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panua nNpw “rpaHnuHo pesektabuner” KIM v TymopHa WH-
bunTpauvs Ha Me3eHTEPUKOMNOPTAIHATE BEHN B CIyYaunTe,
NPV KOWTO € TEXHUYECKM Bb3MOXKHA PaVIKaHa pe3eKLna.
[lonsata OT HeoaBaHTHATa XMMNO/PaanoTepanua, Npu
“rpaHndHO pesektadbunen” KIM nognexu Ha obaeLm npo-
yuBaHus (7). 3a aa ce knacuouuvpa eaun K kato,rpaHmy-
HO pe3eKTabuneH” ca Hy»HW CriefiH1Te KpUTepuu criopen
National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) (8):

(L PeHTreHoBW gaHHW 3a TyMOp, CTeCHsBaLL jyMeHa
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Ha Me3eHTePUKOMOPTAIHUTE BEHN UK NMPUUMHABALL MbAHA
BEHO3Ha OKJTy3Md, HO C TEXHMUECKa Bb3MOKHOCT 33 pau-
KanHa pesekuus;

1 TymopHa wHbUnTPaums Ha a.gastroduodenalis o
W3NMU3aHeTO W OT a.hepatica communis C aHraXkMpaHe unm
130yTBaHe Ha KbC CErMEHT OT XenaTaiHaTa apTepus 1 CBO-
6ofieH OT TyMOpHa UHGUATpauvna tr.celiacus.

L Tymopst n3bytea AMS w/wnm obeurBa apTepusTa
Ha NpoTexeHe <180° OT HelHaTa UMpKymbepeHLmA.

B ronam npoLeHT oT ciydyante TyMOPBT Ha MaHKpeaca
Ce OKa3Ba,MPaHMYHO pe3eKTabnen” v XMpyprT e M3npaBeH
npen aunemata 1 pUCKLT Aa 13sbplun R+ (R1/2) pesekums
unu “bypass” onepauus. BbnpocsT 3a nonsata ot R+ one-
pauvs unn “bypass” e Bce oule anckytabuneH (9). Mpexu-
BAEMOCTTa Cfefi R+ pe3ekuys e JOCTOBEPHO NO-Abfra B
CpaBHeHwWe ¢ "bypass” onepaumsaTa camo B CilydanTte, Mnpw
KOWTO pesekuuATa e 8 0bem RT (R1/13 vs bypass/3-7 mecella;
p=0.023). He e yCTaHOBEHa CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUMMA Pasui-
Ka B NMPex1BAeMOCTTa cnef R2 pesekuma B CpaBHeHne C
bypass onepauusa (R2/6 vs bypass/3-7 mecela; p=0.833). B
NPOYYBaAHETO € PErnCTprpaHa pPas/vika B NPeXMBAEMOCT-
Ta Npu rpynata 6onHK ¢ 1 6e3 MeTacTasv NOANIOKEHN Ha
"bypass” onepauus, B Non3a Ha nauyeHTTe 6e3 MeTacTasm
(MO/7 vs M1/3 meceua; p=0.002).

OCHOBHMAT 113BO/, OT NPOYYBAHETO €, Ye pe3eKLATa C
MUKPOCKOMCKI pe3nayaneH Tymop (R1) e 3a npeanounTaHe
npep nanuaTneHata “bypass” onepauns, B ClydanTe Ha fo-
KasIHO aBaHCKMpan WamM TH rpaHnuuHo pe3ektadbuneH KIl. Pe-
3eKUMATa C MaKPOCKOMCKM pe3udyaneH Tymop (R2) Tpabea
[la ce 130ArBa, ThbiA-KaTo He BOAM A0 Yb/KaBaHe Ha npe-
XMBAemocTTa. B Tesn ciyvar e npenopbumtenHa ‘bypass”
onepauusTa.
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