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Abstract: Insufficient future liver remnant volume remains a critical limitation for single-stage resection in patients with hepatic
malignancies. The techniques for promoting future liver remnant hypertrophy to realize two-stage hepatectomy include portal vein
embolization, associating liver partition and portal vein ligation for staged hepatectomy, and portal vein ligation. In recent years,
the application of auxiliary liver transplantation has further facilitated two-stage total hepatectomy. This article systematically
reviews the clinical applications of these techniques and analyzes their advantages and limitations, so as to provide a reference for

optimizing clinical decision-making.
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U] 5 A 2 2 g hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC ).
558 W98 P56 % (colorectal liver metastasis, CRLM) F1HT[]
HRABAE S (hilar cholangiocarcinoma, HCCA ) EE T AR DG
TR A% O T T B TR e A o B M T X TR Ax
A4 FH (future liver remnant volume , FLR) B PEAY o % T AT
REAL SRR R I FLR 2R B 40% ; Tk 5
Al AE 2, FLR A9 2 20% ~ 30% . FLR S AT g5
I VIR Ji AT 3£ (post-hepatectomy liver failure , PHLF) ,

HARIRHIE 1% ~ 35% , FIFARWPHIER Fiik 60%1 . il
& PHLEF KUK, I REF XS FLR S 2 835 AR A 2R AR
GG ) Er kR ZE R (portal vein embolization, PVE) (B4 T
JIE 53 B AR 1T Dk 285 FL 89 =25 DD BR R (associating liver
partition and portal vein ligation for staged hepatectomy,
ALPPS) VA B F# k) 25 AR (liver venous deprivation, LVD) ,
EVE SARATRE L R AT —FBIRR' . AEAFsk B AS
it (auxﬂlary liver transplantation, ALT) B0 FH oE— 452 30
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TR . ACRGELAR T FIRHA R IR
FBUR , 23 AL 25 S IF BRI A IR 7 SR W 877 17

1 PVE

PVE il 2 /v AT Be 7€ BHLIT H A5 115 bk il i, A
75 SR ZE M I B AR B g 2L 1 20 {42 80 4
% H 7 Makuuchi 2824 PVE 1T HCCA VI A LIk, H:
B A P R 58 I3 AR 1A RO B2 R AL Tz A
A0 F R, PVE B2 T FLR S A2 B4 T AR
OGN VIBR AT, LA N FLR 5 PHLE & B . 1]
I 25 HL AR (portal vein ligation, PVL) J5 B 5 PVE 2511,
K K AR AE 4 B T ALPPS T A Hf i AS Bl
LA AT 2058

PVE J& i P26 A G 280, 388 2 AR5 1R 3l
3G REE A PVEARSS 21 ~ 30 d AT W82 H] FLR
184 K 12% ~ 48%, FHLA J5 i 983 7T VD B 1 3% 759%™ 4K
M, 249 20% () 554 AT PVE Ji5 FLR 2B KATS A A 2 IF IR
v B S 6D PR R S BOR REREZ I FAR . WS
— A BE AT, PVE 55 PR 2248 38 A= 11 3 8 v S8 51) Hh R
AP o S DR S O SRR, DT 6 R 3R R T AR 2R
ABRMFAR, K PVE IS REE P FFARERE 2
FEM KL K PVE B A 22 58 I sl Bk #e 22467 (transcatheter
arterial chemoembolization , TACE) .

1.1 FR#%ZE ENABBRITE, Z5 PVE It RVF5R
e R/ ) 22 e 28 BF A B o TR 36 AT 5 A
B2 RAI PVE B AMB BRI (0 XURS: Rl A 79 i
FE TR, A S A M M e S5 IV BT TRk 1 %
A B 1) DR A2 A R T A 1T IOk 4 S 47 4 DA 7 4
FE , ENE T R SR I (R B8 40 Rtk SR IV BT e Ik o g 44
Tl &, 25 181 B 45 R 11 kA € (transileocolic portal
vein embolization, TIPE ) & FH B FAR A B , 4 15 2 P
kA A A4S AT BRIk St AR 22510 TIPE
FE BT HEAT 1075 28 0, S M A1, T 9k i 8 e 28
JF A B B4 FEL U 5 0 A, ) It ] 6 AR i I A A TR s
o REAEMFRINN, IR L 2T 200 A B8 & TF
JEFARNAH, B FLR B2 5088247 X H TIPE
TEIE T 4 SRR SR, SRR FARB R K W A NI IE
PRAT AR AN TR T AT RETE S B 6T TR
A BEHERE | T I S AT 5T AR 19 e RO VIR 32 (71% vs
60%, P=0.230) Fl th o7 S A AE I (28 1 H vs 424 H |, P=
0.614) B TCH B I GE 112425 53, R W I B3 FARAE HL5 -
KB ERTIFHFA ARG B2 (0 ) v A e R 5

R AT (o A I P S B LA — s A7
12 AEMA EREMRER I, JOK OB N
Rl I ST 407 | o- TS PRI IR 1E T 1B (n-butyl cyanoacrylate
copolymer, NBCA ) BEE S Ok 34 PVE B FIA ZE4F sl
WEFE R X TR A W] YTER ) HCC 4, L NBCA 5
A Jz T 468 A Ry # ZE B REAY PVE J7 208 4, Fovh ik
NBCA fE M8 SER BHE G 7E FLR £ K 322 (9.03 mI/d vs
3.76 mL/d, P<0.001) K — 1] o] Y] & 2 (80% vs 60%, P=
0.043) 7 T B B3 gL Fioki4, % JH NBCA {5 RE
BEAARLZE R I ET WL, NBCA 14 PVE #2871 H.
A BT R RS, VT, Cevik Z2UBFR T —F T2
Pyt % 0 PR ZE R R, AN (SR A€ PVE 199 1] BH 2 1.
DL, T RETH RS RSB AR, S R Y7 2459 O
AT BB W R . XA B T FLR 3% A= 3 m) [
AL P e 3 JR 11 DRI, ok B R0 3 DR e 3 i 32 2 F AR BL
2B SRR EL A — s T R A D
BRAGGERE ZERNAH O B IF RNE o A ZEMPRHIFIE Y 28 T
AT REE—2B i PVE TP RL, HE s HIG R H
1.3 PVEBATACE %F HCC A& MR (32 i T
BIPKALIL) , PVE BEA TACE W] 7 2515 — T AR 301 18] 4
fifga FE i . ST B , PVEHTACE 41 5 PVE ZHAH L, i
(9 W T AR AT BR R (72.2% vs 53.3%) TGt 22 5 (P>
0.05) ,{H PVE+TACE 41 5% "W FARIGHY 1.3 S4ETE K
He A # (73.0% . 53.3%. 35.4%) ¥ &5 T PVE 41 (62.5%.
37.5%.18.8%) , 255 AA Gei 75 X (P<0.05) . Xl RE
5 PVEHKS TACE BFEHIBLHIAT OC 3 2 42 i e -2
SR BE I AR AR 2 A0 XU, , AT 2l 38 R 3 I T
Yan %52 7E PVE B4 TACE (366l 1 i A 15285 PVL, 5
R —ARSG 28 d B FLR 23400 183.4 em® (K24 T
RN 49%) , i B (n=13) ¥9832 —WI-DIBRA , H o5t
TR B PVE+TACE J7 Z7E0E HCC B TS 7 T B
HA AT (HIATE 2l  KEEARIF T it — A Al
AR SR

2 L FTIR , PVE REFEQRIIE AL 5 2 4 Mk I a4 T 38m
FLR, {HJFFE38 A AR 2218 o 884018 09 F AR B A2 A
FEREHL B G TACE V&Y A it — DT I TRL
2 ALPPS

HLLE 2007 4F , Schlitt & T & & 7] ALPPS™ | T 5 8 14
ALPPS | iy Schnitzbauer 52 2012 4E4238 . ALPPS 43y

PN B S22 2 45 1 B B S U R S 2 A it CRIURF T ~
T B g | 254045 T 1Bk , Y sietR s 4 s D P59 0
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VIBRAASE , -2 A4 47 RIS 3 52 , K 2 FF I 17 45 G AR U
O, Bl B ASIRAT s RS 6~ 7 dATITE LK Z
(CT)iER , %5 FLR AR B FARBRE, WA 79 KA
VIR S 2 v BE TR . ALPPS W] S2 B FLR %2 391 9 Gl 3
1~ 2 APy Pt A, B xH T PVE A9 1], thml %
JEHE— P Ve BE ALPPSYT AR F BB RS R
S 2 AR (AT 3K 69.290) 28 JUHR X THAAS TR AL F)
HCC B, H 90 d st R AL AL 730 55 27 2 AL RE FE
EARE,

Je £ X ALPPS F ittt = BAARIAE R 5 1.2 B BL i I
T T AR 7 S A TR, 0 B TR LB AT
AP U — TGN 9 TRIFSE AL A A0 B  AEL T T
JiC ALPPS, 50 6] ALPPS ] i 25 FEAIC A8 90 d i L 38, ik
F 7 A3 e IsF 1] ] 78 e RO VTR 6 (92% vs 86% ) 7 T
SIFRCT AR G728 . 20 B e S A Rl T
[543 Bk PVE 3R] PE TR R (percutaneous microwave/
radiofrequency ablation liver partition and PVE for planned
hepatectomy , PALPP) J& {1 ALPPS [ #iL U403, HAESS 1
W B33 2k 22 B S AR s e T Rl 2 ST, R4 T PVE
(MRS PVL) 2 PALPP o] K> F ARG , K
AV 5 FFF AP A5 s %) e 4 1 XU [ s/ — 44
FF U I BR300 [ 45 BT 5 % B, 5 TACE 64
PVE #H Lt , PALPP f: B 42 =5 FLR 3442 %4(76.5% vs 31.4%,
P<0.001) , {H i85 AR5 IF KAk K A2 26 0 3 TF 1w (80.0% vs
27.6%,P=0.009) , U5 % . Ye & BF5E M 75 , PALPP
AJTEARIE AR G I AR B LT AT & i I PIBR 2
R 57 0] BB 5 R [F] A A BA AR E R T A5G, PALPP 2
B HEIMA G I RAIEAT T 2E— 2B IS

ST, ALPPS g FLR AS 2 6 S e e s 2
PN —IRITERR . ST HIFRE R AR R
AT A R BB TR AR T A B 0, AT B AR O & A
RIFMFEREDG . R, EREEENEREEZTFAE
KHEE, HCCA BHF I & B oI R I A=
AE 1455 , HALPPS T f i BF 1T, T BE 38 in AR5t & e
JXUBG: R BE A0 R I, R IREKE ALPPS £ HCCA [ &
WIRIT 3, W 2SR AR 5 T, AR 4 2 1 Bk
B2 AR AETR YT SR

3 LVD

XFF PVE J5 4 J& FLR 3 INAAS 2 1) S8 1665 T
Jik A 2E ( hepatic vein embolization, HVE) B\ #%11E 3£ 7] #—
AR HERTIEFE AR BT 3Rl FE B VAT SIS FR S PVE-HVE,

2016 4F , Guiu 45 7 # SR I8 T I 11 35 Bk 43 52 19 [] st
M FETR Ay Tk JF2 H LVD B . LVD @k 4 iF A
B A IR DK T, TR B SR R/ /K TR A5 e 2E 1T
FRICR SRR/ NGY S BRI S BRI S ik A L (1
A BT PVE J5 9T Sl K28 w0, ik — 25 028 JHF Ak
P43 A, AR 2E FLR #8425 . 2017 4F , Guiu %5178
LVD Jehify b ik — D SE b bk, IRz doR o 44
KIFF KR A F2Z I ARIRIT B H 5 21 KFLR 1
M64.3%, W5, 3T PVE-HVE MRS g FF e, o
WFFEAHE HVE B EAR T 75 (e SE K Fe ZE 43 S T 9
WMD) e 2E 5 o AL S KA A T HVE 50U €
AR WU SR SERT K T, To T i JE T Ik
UGN o ST AR ELAT AR ALY 22 4 A 5K
P2 ASOR 1 IREARGERR R LVD AR BIX 43

YER G FLR B3 244 AR, LVD % 5 PVE F1 ALPPS
LA, LR IE L2 PR R i — Iy A 1035
5 588 {51l £ 35 Ay Il stk 3 A7 Sk /s, 5 PVE AH L, LVD 7E
{2 #F FLR JE K (MD=1.37,95%CI:0.31 ~ 2.42, P=0.01) Al
PRI (OR=1.89,95%CI:1.13 ~ 3.15,P=0.01) J5 [fi
PIHAT WEERH 5 —TiE R Z IR 9 CRLM K
TEFE 5 5 TR 2 B3 % EL A 52 759 2 28 258, &5
R, ESZ LVD 19 E FLR IE KA (16% vs 11%, P=
0.017) AL FBIBR 2 (93% vs 55%, P=0.008) #7554,
5 ALPPS M Ft , LVD AJ B3 AR vh 22850 (4K il 2 - AR 1f
[6]) , 45 % AL B I 1, IR AR O ik 2% 42 1. Chebaro
TS 124 44552 LVD 9 H % 5 85 13252 ALPPS (4 £
H AT OB, S5 R R LVD S5 S5 TR ) B 3
JEK (37 d vs 10 d) , PIBR ML) %A% T ALPPS 20 (73% vs
91%) , {H LVD 41 90 d 45 3E % (8.4%) W ik T ALPPS 41
(9.4%) o SR, IZ MW 58 A7 15 8 $5 0 177 : ALPPS 20 2y
CRLM % ,LVD N LI HCCA R E R L, X L i F LA
LA, T RBAE K FAR AT AR I a], sEm — 3 F AR 2
o H, FiE—BA5E L LVD 5 ALPPS Y744

LVD 1 —F 3 24059 FLR 84 fin45 A , 783 B PVE ¢
PR [RE, TRRN ALPPS I A5E & AR R A R . (HH
26 T H 28 MR 8 A UE Al 228 1 TR0 B A 5] A
Te 45 R 5 5% R A Y AT O Z BEALX AR
50y LAMSCEE 76 /2 B8 | DT 30 TF LI PR S B AR

4 ALT

ALT £ ) B 116 Y7 4 AR I ik 0 BT 5% 1 T T
H1, HAZ O O AN D) B 20 DT B R JEUTT (9 e I
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FAR PR R T BN , S ] T Fh 2 il
R AL ARHIPEITAN . 20154F , Line %45 4 ALT 1 ALPPS
S I IIBRI S 1T ~ T Bl oo B A 4 S 38 42 T 00 B
(resection and partial liver segment 2/3 transplantation with
delayed total hepatectomy , RAPID) #& , X 1 5] CRLM & %
St RAPID A (565 1 BrBe bR a1 ~ MEBATIE, JFR 2
HCEEA R I ~ I BB o (T [ RS AR 5 52 4 A B i 1
(graft to recipient weight ratio, GRWR ) & 0.36% ] v/ #4
TONERFBAL , [R]F &5 FLAT 0 ek, A1 A2 10 e K I 7 1)
W) s AR5 2 R R AR B R BRSOk — A%, RJG 35 23 K
DIBRER AR AT LT R 2B B ) | B8 R R AR IT DI RE 338 , B
VIR WM 5 & . FEBL AR -, Konigsrainer %[501%
JEBTG AR PR RAPID A 2 — 25471 AR I (R 1] 28
ARG BT B AR WL AR 52 0, (ELH B0 2% R
% . RAPID RN B8 ALT (38 B UE , 388 553/ MAFA
P (GRWR<0.8% ) B Wi R IV T , A5 5% % fif T A% A A1 A
JEBRA ) o AUE R, S S R AR AL v 5 | /N
LR, O RS A 1T Dk s 345 i fE<15 mmHg, [ 13
ok UL 97 5 2 45 75 100 ~ 300 mL-min~'+100 g7 X AT
RER EA I DI | I8 K 25 1A% T AR 8 55 11 ik L O
BEAN BFOTBR AR 23175 S TP, RAPID — W FIE TR
PR 2 e A R — 2D T

5 RAPID F-AAM L, Ravaioli 4555 4 1 i I b B A
Je T By e JoK S 52 1T AL 114 S2E 39 4 BT R R (heterotopic
transplantation of segments 2 and 3 using the splenic vein and
artery after splenectomy and with delayed total hepatectomy,
RAVAS) B EZARHANT - — W ICT %05 A AR F A7 #5
Vi, BIAEAT FIUE T2 s A8 B8 5 n] 45 52 RO AL X T AR AT
JHAREAR Y B, RAVAS A [s] I 753 B 484 DA ) RLE L2
i) ER ki T o SRS ARG B th RS AR U A
055 8 9T S e Y AELE AR R L B TR R
HARIE B TAR WL EIE A [ R, Ho2e e o 2
I A5 30

AR, X TR AR AT AT, 33,
BRARRI R 72— Bt 2 g P A SRS 10 K6 DN S A Y
JFFIE LA ALT (B A A HCC BB 1R A, 288 A IR R
W ARG TAERE T A g sl XN R PR RY
I PR, FH B 5 By, Ay ALT 76 58 22 R g vy 7 e g iy
PR ATRE . ALT AR FH AT S ST I 1 e 1) — 3 4
JFUIER (BT SRS A 4R e R AR ER

5 FLRAZBZHIFFIBEARRKIE
FLRAS 2 ) I RF DI B AR e SR AR DL IR 1, 23

B ARBIALST B LAl s 2 S 50 TH-AE B8 158
FLR 34 K AR T4 & S e 7 R, R
254 FLR 56545 K (W0 0 ) A 704

HCC.CRLM.HCCA

|
REFAEFLR: P
PRI R, FLR>40%; ———— oo
T SRR, FLR>20% &

=
=

i 1 1 1
ALT>  ALPPS®  PVE!  LVD

BT ERARE, REREFMETIIRR:
(1)RyERs R 5 =

- |
(2)FFREL Sk AE TR EE, FLR=>40%); (&) FFiRee

FEAFEEMFEE, FLR=>20%

|=

TFARLSNISG SR
L3aTT AT R S

T ra, REGTRIZE A FLR 5 A8 A (510 281086 ) HEA 974G s b, 38
# HCC J CRLM ] 3 s ¢, ANME R HCCA B 5 d 4 FAJF FLRADAS 2
B H AT ALPPS T LVD,

E1 FLRAZMZHAFIBREARRETRIE
Figure 1 Decision flowchart of secondary hepatectomy
technique with FLR deficiency
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