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RUTEL, 19835, KT o9 X v, PIIRESRNHE
& L TUIBFE SR O AFIIRE 2 a2 T 218
SRRk MR (percutaneous transhepatic por-
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19894F, ARLIIERAF T EROF Tt Miancm b
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liver : BA'F, ERL) Hi#LE & U T, FERAFEED
RIEMIER 2558 & & 3 FIIRGE O R R FIIRE 2
¥ 1§ (percutaneous transhepatic right branch of
portal vein embolization : I, PTRPE) T# 3% &
#2 T3, L, PTRPE #3% 0% DA H#EE L PR
BRBBCRIZITHEL, t VHHREERF
(human hepatocyte growth factor : A'F, hHGF)
REOHEOEFHICEHL TOFMeRITI R, &K
EHE(THR O ERL OEBFMRIcE T 2 HE& b
v, # Z CPTRPER{# 2 &5 ERLATH B 3
hHGF O#REsiAH), FrZERAITFAZEOREMEERX,
7 & SRR RIE TR L AN OFIIRERE)
RORRNALIZ OV TRE L., 35K IN5DRK
E» 6 PTRPE£OEHFMRFHHCHE T 2 )b
fTot.
g & Bk

19914 1 HLA, PTRPE ZMifT L 72 18ER 2 H R
U7, MBS EERE & NIRRT 8 B, FEREE
Fri1061ToH - 72, xfi#EE PTRPE JEfE1T ERL fif
1T20ER & U, MR EEE & i fER 431041,
FEBEERF D108 TH - 72, BRI BT WRERDOFE
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Table 1 Outline of subjects evaluated in this study

Qzﬁmmml
E|l§I832TES
'BEmmNN
= oo o o |
Q,E S =~ D
S N ©
A
du] — —
QJ'_I-—
E><|ooooo
S 88333
e«
_ |
—~ 8o = w0 N
D e | N o~ B -
Q| L W M o~
el =
s AN NN
E|—: |
= o o 0o
S| .E T I
Sl
m — =
£
k=]
§ x 2258
= S D =~ —
m|2*¢w¥w|
=}
mggﬁg
S V| Q=2 = ™
OE‘.—G‘SS—E
= (SR~
o] I
g —
g |
S =2|2=23
W W o
5 |
g —T————
) E E E E
| X o v, S
- | S| M N W =
Sl 2 2 £ =
0 —~ = -
i —
|:v
= o
|CQ
3 |
o S
L O o o2
2=
T
. |
&
<
Eg w ~
=}
oY
8wNOC\]
—
T
=
S|l o m o =
QO B o w©
=
L g
AEIEREE:
< | =
|
®
Sleerw
= |
= wzss‘
&
[63]
moa,
m M
a A A
S MECL.;
o 5 5 ©
S |58 s
=R I
Bu ®2Q
Qg o-
a Z 2 Z

t AR AR L TN D8

LC, liver cirrhosis ; NLC, non liver cirrhosis ; h, hours ; m, minutes ; HCC, hepatocellular carcinoma ; GBCa, gallbladder cancer ; Meta, metastatic liver cancer ; BDCa,

bile duct cancer

H#seEE 28% 55

M hHGF #5 (37 ng/ml) 1x ELISA & (4>
FAvF e« 7v—LEk, KFE7v¥A LR, #E)
WEODBEELRE hHGFE Vv F /- S EH
(retinol binding protein : LAF, RBP) 1%, PTRPE
MEFTRI L MEfTRE 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 128RRIE 1,
3, 5, 7, 14, 219H, ERL#1, 3, 5, 7, 9,
1265/ &, 1, 3, 5, THHICHEL:., R
i3 Yamanaka 59D FEICRE L electoric planimeter
2RV CTEHERO 3 XTHBRC I VERL, A
=EOERBEMZEIX, PTRPE ME{Th1 & #7148 H,
ERLEZ4HHCEH L FEEERE» >R 1,
ICGR,s i3 PTRPE HafTH & fefT# 5 HE, 14HHIZH
F L/, [ GPT, ~X7F AF > 5 A b (Hepaplas-
tintest : LI'F, HPT) X, PTRPE FefTHi & #517% 3
HH, 7 HH, 14HEWHE L 2. FIIREIX PTRPE #i
1THI# & ERL #iifk 1 HIE Uz, ZRFNFIIRIOFE T,
PTRPE /fTHl# & iE{7# 5 HH, 14HH, ERL #ic
BEKEF Yy 77 —MmyEs2EH L, PIRERSICB VLT
AL 72,

28, HETHRE XA —E#12 13 analysis of variance
%* F\», post-hoc analysis i i Fisher test % fv>72.
BHEOEEZ3tREZAVP<0.05%2 b THEEL
[B57:28

5

PTRPE it ® hHGF (ng/ml) OZEE, BWLEFT
BifE#30.432£0.101, 1HKFHEIE31.19040.235 % 54
DY —7 (Hifi £ OXELIC T p<0.05) 2 2, 1265/
Hi20.564+0.116 £ —E{ET (1KEE & oz T
p<0.05)%, 51 HHKO0.7T77£0.157L 2 EHD
Y — 7 (128 H & OXfEiz T p<0.05) #4£ L, Lk
HH L7z (1 HE & Oxttic T p<0.05), FELHFT
YFEHT L RO hHGF O%E#) ¢y —> 5% L, bifd
730.292+0.103, 1MREIHIC0.832+0.275 (FifE L @
MEGIZ T p<0.05) 12 L&, 1285/1H120.346+0.084
E—EET (1FEE & oxEIc T p<0.05) Lz,
1HH®X0.622+0.142- B LE (1265 H & oxtic
Tp<0.05) LT, BMBMm L7 (1 HE X oxftticT
p<0.05). PTRPE #i#%® hHGF 0% &%, BETee
PHEBERBCLENEFECEETHERL L (p<
0.05). ZDHBIHEITE NIz ERLEZIBWT H HEEL
IZH U hHGF @ LR %28%, PTRPE % & [Elig % —4
WOy —VBRUIH, BHMCEBEER >
(Fig. 1), H« OER O hHGF O#fETI1L, 18614H)
WHED Ry - BB Dol dbDoD, 2EHD
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Fig. 1 Changes in hHGF before and after PTRPE and after right lobectomy of

the liver
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Fig. 2 Changes in hHGF before and after PTRPE and after right lobectomy of

the liver in each case
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Y—2750.2ng/ml RFEDQbTHLHMEMDO A E2R LI
#EGISS, PTRPE B Ti3EEFEED 8 b 2 41 & FERE
EHFEE D105 2 fliz A 51, ERL % TRBIEFED
8k 2 B L EBEREDION G 1 Flick s> h iz
(Fig. 2), FEE O %13, PTRPE&14A B T
PTRPE Bijiz Lb_REEZERF251.21+0. 16621, JEREZHF
H1.24 40,13 L 2 o 7208, WEREICEEE R Lo
7. FOBICHEIT S L7 ERL # 4 80 B I BEERF
H1.53+0.29651c, FEREZNFH32.300.486F5L 4 b,

FEHFEERRLSFE 2 AFEMm%E T~ Lz (p<0.05) (Fig.

3). ICGR,s (%) ®%E4bix, BZEH T PTRPE fiss
16.7+4.3, PTRPE# 5 HE327.3+4.7, 14HH#®
22.1+4.0TH v, FEBEEF TIZAIED10.1£2.9,

PTRPE # 5 HH#317.8+5.0, 14HEH?%13.6+3.4%
i L b PTRPE# 5 HHictb~14H B i 3B 1E
‘bSH 5Nz (p<0.05) (Fig. 4), RBP OXH i3 Mt
£ PTRPE# 5 HEORIEE & & D, TEFHHIE
D61% (p<0.05), FEBEEFF4152% (p<0.05) W& T
BT U, REHEAZTRL, 21IHERIEEEE bl
fED% Iz TEME LIz (p<0.05), BEBFIEBEEN
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Fig. 3 Changes in volume of left lobe of the liver
before and 2 weeks after PTRPE and 4 weeks
after right lobectomy of the liver
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Fig. 4 Changes in ICGR15 (%) before and after
PTRPE
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Fig. 5 Changes in RBP before and after PTRPE and after right lobectomy of

the liver
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HOBEERCHEATEE (0p<0.05) 23> TELE
BETHR L, Zo®kiciTan/: ERL% 1:8ME
T, ML b ICHE (p<0.05) L7zas, WEET
DEEERIZED -7 (Fig. 5). PTRPE §igie s
F 2% GPT, HPT OE#E TI3Wi#E £  PTRPE #
—EE{L BB IHEBERN 2RO ERABSE VY

DD, HEAMWEEZ X o7 (Fig. 6). MIRE
(cmH.0) ©Zftix, BN PTRPE Hj#19+ 3,

PTRPE #4524+ 3 L HE i FH L (p<0.05), ERL
%5325+ 3, ERL #2327+ 4 ¥ ERL fift COBEER
LREFD R o7, FEFEERF T2 PTRPE Bidt11+
2, PTRPE %2517+ 5 r AN HERESE R LB %
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Fig. 6 Changes in serum GPT and HPT before and after PTRPE
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Fig. 7 Changes in pressure of portal vein before
and after PTRPE and after right lobectomy of

the liver
(cmH20) (Mean 8D}
30
25 -
p-]
L
>
E
20
g
S
E s
104
e —
5 T T T T
before after before after
PTRFE PTRPE  hepatectomy  hepatectomy

—0— Liver cirrhosis with PTRPE (n=8)
~——— Liver cirrhosis without PTRPE (n=10)
—O— Non liver cirrhosis with PTRPE (n=10)
—@—Non liver cirrhosis without PTRPE (n=10)

P<0,05
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F 18 (p<0.05), ERL #4817+ 2, ERL #2819+
2 & ERL#it Ci3ER L LR i3 »-7:, PTRPE #
MfTHEZEREE T, ERL A& CMIREIRLTE 205
25+ 4 N BB LR L (p<0.05), PTRPE JERE1TIE
BEFRTIRI0E 355181 2 L HEERBINERD 7
(p<0.05), MEMCIRBELFESIEBEEME LN
FREBCEHETHREL (p<0.05), ¥7- ERL#DM
WRE1X, PTRPE OFEZhdb s TRETARED
AL % -7 (Fig. 7). PIIRMm#TE X PTRPE §fE % 1
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Fig. 8 Changes in flow of portal vein at the umbil-
ical portion before and after PTRPE and after
right lobectomy of the liver
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42k, ELEFFCIt PTRPE BE#4%1.10+0.02: 45
EizEimL (p<0.05), 5 HE»1.10+0.02, 14HB
#31.100.01, ERL #451.12+0.02 PTRPE E#»
5 ERLFi% Z CORBTCHERELESH I » o/, F
WA CI1I3 PTRPEE#%121.20+0.04 - HE 2 HE M
(p<0.05) L7=dDd, 5HEH1.20+0.05, 145EH
981.2140.04, ERL #2%1.2440.07 = PTRPE &E#%%
SREBRERII R » o, HEEE b PTRPE #itkic
BT AEENELL, ZOEAREEEN T EE
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Thoi-d, WEE HERLFIBTOE{ IS L
27z, PTRPE FERfTHREZR#CiX, ERL gitk T
BRIFEEIF1.11+0.05N\ L BE WML (p<0.05),
PTRPE JEMfTIEBEEATEE T H1.27120.09 L HER
mERDT: (p<0.05), WEHETIIIEFEEFHLIEE
e HENEERCSETHERL (p<0.05), 7
ERL #0OFIRMEE R It, PTRPE O&E R IZhnb & F
BETHEBRENEE % >7 (Fig. 8).
E

T iHE O IERE 2o ML DESY v, TR O
RERHS»ICH L D0, KBV CHEER
BUREOFT2ORER, WERBRTXEES
LLTEBINTWS, 2 2 CBETFEBON PiEges
MATcAES ¥ 2FREE LT PTPE®SFEE I hix
HahT&7., PTPE I ERNOBERA* B/
ELTW3Y, FFEEEAKOHIEBECEL T E
TR 5 03% <, POMRMMOEEES~ 174 EH3RIE &
T35, BONRTF DA TOTFMIZHEL 2,
19854E, Tsubouchi &2 & > TRW St hHGE™
BHEEEKCES T 3EERRFTH S L OE|E™
e BN TR, ZHEFFEERT T 0 hHGF DR H R
Ehoo0dH 399 Lal, PTPE %0 hHGF 0#
BT AWmEIIVWE RSy, F4 1, PTRPE 2
X % hHGF DREFEE 2R3 L 7o # 8, PTRPE «©
X > ChHGF 3%H 32 2 L 2T8AT 2 L & b, %
DFFBNY — VBURFRLAN 2BDE—2% 6o TC
FETLIEHEDLRTREVELE, 2EOY—2%
Lo THBT2HEARTHETH 55, hHGF iFED
A & T, B B, BMELZCTLELRR
3 Z LASERHE LT B D10, ] 4 HGF % fV 75
22T HGF @ receptor 3L I i, B, B
B Lz b D 5 1'®, hHGF OBEED BN & R
2NTBY, PTRPE % trigger &+ 284 2HlE %
L C hHGF E&BESEL CZ 0o 2 RET 3
7o, 2EOE— 27 2L DR LE L ST, I
5IMNIT0% IR E D Z v Mo HGF B
2, FIYIGRE 3R TRYIIOY—2 20, —EET
BUBSRGE CERER IS LREL, FOBEAEE
HFEROBESBUAA DR S f#tis s h 5 HGF «©
Lo THFEEIND D LR L T, BRLDRW
H U7 PTRPE% & ERL#%& O hHGF 0F #2321
Fh2BEOC—7% b0 LTRAZ, K,
Nig, BHE. Bk ¥ o hHGF EABEIC 2 05
E—7 8823w, 2R LT 2EOE—2 %

t AR T RBER LB~ ORE

HiEs=3t 28% 5%

boTHRT 2 LEHELTWS, 72 hHGF E4£ D
trigger £ LT, PTPE OFIRERHGLEORABLE
BLEELREERLTRTHLRERELELZON
3, LaL, MIREREEDEEZ PTRPE itk %
hizsl &< ERLETRICHS, XDBEETHB IS
»»b 57, ERL#Iz2 b PTRPE % & F#® hHGF
DERBBENTVE I E5S, MIRMEBREEOLEE
hHGF OFE£ L RIZTHERI I TV D EBbR
3, L A EEMBO 2B 2P0 hHGF OFHE I
BS L w3 AfEEM IR E E T & v, hHGF sSfiF o
ERERFTHLIELEIALHTHBZYH DD,
PTRPE # @ hHGF OFFEERERF BT 2 £
BRSSP MOEM RTFOBS NSRBI S,
B2k, PTPESERNCR IR LRET 20
2, ERLEIALE L LTOPTRPETH 2 EHE LT
5. WARERT, BHEFRCHFEL L ERERRIC b
DFFHIfERED &, ERARBZ L AVEEES LV
ERMEE CIBASFEET 30, wTFhicLTHAF
BOEZER D & [LE 2 VIR % K@k < S BERD
v, FrREE CITRREIR LB LT 5548
bHD, MEOFFesRbRECIRL Y, fiko
FFAR2B51ExK & UC PTRPE o #i#F L T 5%, Loy
L, PTPE dBE %<, FEY, BRWE, #iLE
B L UZ OB EDE L10% < ORIEANRE
nNTBYH, ZOREEHOBADL £ 2T +H2THL0
BERTH 5, R GERYE T Gelfoam 2 #H
L, FIIROBIRKER: & XK * 2 h 2 hilx w2k
L, &5IZFIRE 2 ROEIETC 2 A VEFEBEL T
Ve ERELETTWS, PTRPE 2 & 3 GPT
DERIZFVLEW0U/L THY, 2BERCTIZR
HifEIC E CHE L., ERELAHEORERIT R, fii
FER D o OFHEVAR, R OBBERCHEITLZTW
3, FERBFAZEOREEEXIFEEOBEIC »
b Y% { PTRPE # 2 8 T20~25% D ¥ % »
7ebd, &KL YRGBT, JERE
ERF SR I EEREFE M ER D 72 2 & I BRE
V>, PTRPE & FF4IR% @ hHGF OFEBRER» & AT
hHGF BMOR T2 CikBHBE T ¥, tMofFEER
EERFOBSESRR I N, &L L TONFFELRE
fER & LTI, ERL %8 PTRPE i l~EHTH - 7.
& 512 PTPE BFIRRBEREE % HUIRE~FET
B DIMEBH D, FL DL PTRPE iz 80
T HMPRE, PIRIMFEE CRKS h 2 PIIRBREERIZ
ERL #oREBicFEHE 2, FD#%O ERL BigTOM
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IERSEL*BE T 2 HEBE o, PTRPE 25
5 U REFT L 7ERI T3, ERL oSFIRIEEREIEEDZE
B { HITaNTwBIZbehrbs ¥, BIFIEEE
K5, kLD vubhTwAFEEEERFELT
DOFIRIM S & F 2 DEREEBOBEESVIEFET
vy, HFEROBREECHEEMROBR 2 Y
DS bR i, AEOHEIRERMBCEED
B4EEKXE2RD7: 0, PTPE B EIRERMN % 61T
U7 fEB 3, PTPE BDERIC kG B2 BEERA
R LIELITREBRL.

—7%, PTRPE W THEREHEZED FHEED
e 2B, AELEER 2 CFHETE
NIEEENTH 253, BRICB VS TR FHEE O T2
BRI XN TE ST, PTPE %6 2 CRET L
TV3OHBHRTH 29, A bR R EREWC
T 2720w, AXauq REHAOWEFLGS > F
ZETHNLTWS, IEfERFHEEE LT ORI %
B3 ETICEEL TR, ICGRs23% { DR’ THY
HIFFPIEREOIIEE LTRSS Tw 3, Bx Ot
L7: PTRPE #i#1i2 87 % ICGR,; ¥ RBP 0E# T
X, LHHEOFECLILST, HEtEES
%b->TPTRPE# 18R CHMET2xRT45, 28
ML ieE L., HPT OX B3 SEEEE 13k
W DD, ICGR,;;% RBP L EHDOEE) ¥ — > £
L7-. PTRPE %, FeZRMIF LD REMIEXOFHH
® ICGR,s, RBP B X tf HPT O E{E MR T AL
OEREDOM iR T 28bTh 5 &£ —ITCHICEEE T
23RS TH B, L LARE S0, FIIRB SR
& DIEREHIEDORY 7 2 P DNA SR O EHEH
HonT:EHELTED, NNES™ b PR R
WREDI Fary FYTRBCFEE» RIZLI LW
HELTwW3, MM %2 ZORMEE» 5> ERT 2
PTPE & SRl ¢l W 4 5 Pk R 22 <A
—DFEE T B EIFRNO Y » > MIROREED» S b
EEHBET 2P, ERUREITEB OREGHE I
ERAFEEO FREEDOALICERL-ETH S
EHEBL T3,

MEDZ X, PTRPEXBITT 22 L2k D
hHGF OXBLPFH S h, FERHIFEESREEC
EARL, BEOGHRECRBELEL LLHTFHEOR
LEHF¥T 3, 251, PTRPE ZMIREREIE %
ERL #~FHE 452 ix kY, ERLEEICE T2
IRTEERBEOZBLEREBBL 5 5. 20 2 S
BB X UTOPTRPEQOERMETH 3. ¥ 7,
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PTRPE O EOSECIZ 2 ~3BMEEL Tw
% Z x5, PTRPE %0 ERL O E#EFMEeHEAX, FF
WEDEECH»b 53 PTRPE#% 2 ~ 3 BMEE
Vs Bbhiz,
2B, FHXOBB IFEQRBRELBNRIESRE,
YEI HANBIFE SR TRR L.
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Effect of Percutaneous Transhepatic Right Branch of Portal Vein
Embolization on Inducing Human Hepatocyte Grwoth
Factor and Liver Function Thereafter

Setsuo Okada, Takashi Maeba, Hazime Maeta and Satoshi Tanaka
First Department of Surgery, Kagawa Medical School

Human hepatocyte growth factor was induced with two peaks within 24 hours after performing
precutaneous transhepatic right branch of portal vein embolization (PTRPE) in the cirrhotic as well as
the non-cirrhotic liver. Furthermore it was induced again with the same two phasic peaks within 24 hours
after right lobectomy of the liver following the procedure. The left lobe was enlarged by 1.21 times in
volume in the cirrhotic liver, and by 1.24 times in the non-cirrhotic liver on the 14th day after PTRPE.
The values of ICG retention rate improved by the 14th day, and the level of serum retinol binding protein
recovered by 909 of the pre-PTRPE level on the 21st day in both the cirrhotic and non-cirrhotic liver.
PTRPE seemed to be effective in making the portal circulation in the liver shift into that of the post right
lobectomy, and preventing rapid changes in the portal circulation after lobectomy. The most beneficial
time for lobectomy seemed to be 2 to 3 weeks after the procedure.
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