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EVALUATION OF THE NUMBER OF DISSCCTED LYMPH NODES
BETWEEN LAPAROSCOPY-ASSISTED COLECTOMY
AND OPEN COLECTOMY FOR RIGHT AND SIGMOID COLON AND RECTAL CANCER

Manabu Suiozawa, Makoto AkAIke, Teni Gopal, Naoto Yamamoro, Yukio Sucimasa, Shoji TAKEMIYA

Department of Gastrointestinal Surgery, Kanagawa Cancer Center

Aim: This study was conducted to evaluate .the number of dissected lymph nodes between laparoscopy-

assisted colectomy (LAC) and open colectomy (OPEN). Methods: Seventy-seven patients who underwent
hemi-colectomy (LLAC: OPEN; 12cases: 9cases) , sigmoidectomy (LAC: OPEN; 26cases: 15cases) and high an-

terior resection (LAC: OPEN; 8cases: 7cases) at Kanagawa Cancer Center were entered in this study. The num-

ber of dissected lymph nodes at each N1, paracolic N2, central N2, and central N3 area was compared. Results:
In Hemi-colectomy, N1 area was LAC: OPEN=15.4+1.3:17.5+3.6 (p =(.548), Central N2 was 8.8 =
1.0:8.2%0.7 (p=0.684), Paracolic N2 was 10.8+1.6 :.15.3%=2.9 (p=0.176), and Central N3 was 7.5
+1.0:7.6+0.8 (p=0.966). In sigmoidectomy, N1 was 12.3+1.3:13.1%+1.5(p=0.675), Central N2
was 8.2%1.2:8.1+1.2 (p=0.945), Paracolic N2 was 7.0+1.4 :5.7+0.9 (p=0. 522), Central N3 was
6.8%1.0:6.4%1.3 (p=0.808). In Anterior resection, N1 was 12.5+2.3 :12.4+2.7 (p=0.969), Cen-
tral N2 was 9.3%1.4:9.7%2.3 (p=0.863), Paracolic N2 was 6.8%2.4 1 5.6 1.3 (p=0.689), and Cen-

tral N3 was 5.0+0.9 : 5.3*1.3 (p=0.879).

Conclusion: The results suggested that quality of lymph node dissection in LAC was equal to that of OPEN.
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