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Analysis of clinical therapeutic efficiency in 87 patients with
extrahepatic bile duct cancer
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Abstract Objective: To analyze the clinical characteristics, surgical efficacy and prognostic factors of extrahepatic
cholangiocarcinoma in different locations.
Methods: The clinical data of 87 patients with cholangiocarcinoma treated from May 2004 to April 2014 were
retrospectively analyzed.
Results: Of the 87 patients, 58 cases had hilar cholangiocarcinma and 29 cases had distal extrahepatic
cholangiocarcinoma, and jaundice was the major symptom among them; 56 cases underwent radical resection,
that included 33 cases (56.9%, 33/58) of hilar cholangiocarcinoma and 23 cases (79.3%, 23/29) of distal
extrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma, while the remaining cases received either palliative treatment for remission of
jaundice or no treatment. In patients with hilar cholangiocarcinoma, the 1-, 2- and 3-year survival rate after radical

surgery was 62.2%, 35.1% and 27.0% respectively, the AJCC stage and lymph node metastasis were independent
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factors affecting overall survival time, and AJCC stage, lymph node metastasis and liver invasion were independent
factors affecting the tumor-free survival time (all P<0.0S). In those with distal extrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma,
the 1-, 2- and 3-year survival rate after radical surgery was 91.6%, 54.2% and 37.5% respectively, and AJCC stage
was the only independent factor affecting either overall survival time or tumor-free survival time (both P<0.05).
Between patients with hilar cholangiocarcinoma and distal extrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma, the median
overall survival time in the whole group, the median overall survival time and tumor-free survival time in those

undergoing radical resection, and the median overall survival time in those without radical treatment showed no

Conclusion: For extrahepatic bile duct cancer in different locations, radical resection is the common effective

5239

significant difference (all P>0.05).

treatment method, and AJCC staging system is effective for estimating the prognosis.
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Table 1 The general data of the patients before surgery

o~ SRR MRS T v

(n=58) (n=29)

PER [ (%) ]

5 36 (62.1) 18 (62.1)

= 22 (379) 11 (379) 039

(%) 62.5 60.8 0513

IfFEM [ (%) ]

B 41 (70.7) 19 (655)

M3 9(155) 3(103) 0.537

AR%ER 6 (103) 5(172)

S AR

BBZER (pmol/L) 154 £13033  200.32+172.18 0.179

TEmETR A (U/L) 42975+ 28733 363.71+ 188.80 0.276
v — ARG (U/L) 621.02+532.87 837.71 +563.54 0.092
CA19-9 (U/L) 4235+37879 32498 +24328 0.055
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Table 2 Analysis of the factors affecting postoperative survival

of the patients with hilar cholangiocarcinoma
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Table 3 Analysis of the factors affecting postoperative

survival of the patients with distal extrahepatic

cholangiocarcinoma
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Table 4 Comparison of median survival times between patients
with extrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma in different

regions (month)
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