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Effect of liver transplantation for benign end-stage liver disease in patients
over sixty years of age

FAN Hua, HE Qiang, LI Lixin, LANG Ren, HAN Dongdong, JIN Zhongkui, CHEN Dazhi
( Department of Hepatobiliary Surgery, Beijing Chaoyang Hospital , Capital Medical University , Beijing
100020, China)

Abstract ;: Objective  To investigate the clinical features and outcome of liver transplantation for benign
end-stage liver disease in recipients over sixty years of age. Methods From June 2002 to January 2008,
the clinical data of patients with benign liver disease who underwent liver transplantation in our department
were analysed retrospectively. The aged group consisted of patients =60 years (n =19) and the adult group
consisted of patients aged between 18 years to 59 years (n = 88 ). Preoperative laboratory indexes and
complications , variables of intra-operation, postoperative complications and 2-year survival rate were
compared between the two groups. Results Preoperative diabetes mellitus and the level of serum creatinine ,
intensive care unit ( ICU) length of stay and postoperative deep fungal infection in the aged group were
significantly higher than those in adult group ( P <0.05). There was no statistically significant difference in
2 -year survival rate between the two groups ( P >0.05). Conclusions Compared with adult group , aged
group has higher incidence of diabetes mellitus, lower renal function reserve preoperatively, and postoperative
deep fungal infection. Moreover , with close monitoring of patients in the perioperative period , effective support

of vital organs and judicious use of immunosuppressants, the prognosis of elderly patients with benign hepatic

Wris B EA 2010 -05 -03;  f&1T HH#A:2010 -06 - 15,
VEF B AT Bt I HR SR A R AL T FH 16 e Al AT S0, S AT A AR T R A Bl 511 P 7 T R R 9T o
BIFEE ##1%  E-mail : fanhua@ medmail. com. cn



722 e i

#5194

disease after liver transplant is comparable to adult recipients.

[ Chinese Journal of General Surgery,2010,19(07) :721 —725]
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(P >0.05) ;& 4 241 A i 35 WL AT & T 84 4
(P<0.05) (£ 1), ZBAELAREAIFHERRE & T
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LSRN 9 TR AN = 2 S (1SN w1 1= A RN
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®1 FAARAKGATR (v +s)

gl B AR 7t<ﬁﬁ MELD MEHEA M ERLE Iy WUEF INR ML
W (g/L) (mmol/L) ( pmol/L) (mmol/L)

BT 19 64.32£3.59  17.29+4.92  28.37£5.83 110.38 +114.38 94.28 +25.54  1.710.67  131.46 +7.81
BAE 88 47.28 £10.43  20.128.53  29.21£6.20 141.27+131.39 82.51 £19.23  1.8420.86  132.02+7.29
Ul 7.01 -1.39 -0.54 -0.95 2.27 -0.62 -0.30

P {H 0.00 0.17 0.59 0.34 0.02 0.54 0.76
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Pt 0.77 0.01 0.61 1.00 0.84 0.38
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