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Abstract

Surgery is currently the first choice for the treatment of hilar cholangiocarcinoma. In order to re-
lieve obstructive jaundice, improve liver function, and improve surgical tolerance, preoperative
drainage is continuously used for preoperative management of patients. The methods are mainly
divided into external drainage and internal drainage. External drainage includes percutaneous
transhepatic biliary puncture drainage (PTBD) and endoscopic nasobiliary drainage (ENBD). In
terms of internal drainage, we mainly depend on endoscopic biliary stent implantation (EBS),
whose safety and effectiveness are constantly being proven. However, there are still controversies
on the choice of drainage methods, the actual curative effects and operative risks brought by the
related treatment. Based on the fields of liver function improvement, radical resection improve-
ment, occurrence of drainage-related complications, clinical and oncology outcomes and diagnos-
tic significance, this article combines domestic and foreign literature to discuss the necessity of
preoperative drainage and the choice of drainage methods.
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1. 5l

FFITERIEAEJE, PN Klatskin J8, & —MuEJE T HHAEAN 2 A . Ze A BFEIE & B0 sl 2 T 1
CAERIEE R R bR o 2R e, IR 2 kR, DI A A AR A R, R T
JEANR o [AF, BFTTEBIEE N — R AAEF ARG AEUE, BT BLH A7 1T ERE e ) i 7 SR
FEANBFF R[] rPRf IREAE 8 S8 DURE LR SR 0 2 B R SR I, B FH A B 8 2 1) s B2 3R IRE AN
SEEMFIAM, & PEUREEE A B IR EE, RN, B8 250 TR 2 E B 3 5
FR R SR G M B AIURE o« 0 TR S BB, e IH AL 3R MR AH 5 0 JH VB T e 3 vt SR AR R BT R L IR
B[2]. Bk, 2R T ARG, 1200 SE AT R Oy A IEE e B IR YT I ORBE .
HIE FEANFIRE BEHBAIE S 1 RHAE 88 S8 AR AT S 2 ek e k. HR, KRR 51 Ay s 29 A5
WA S, AR ELAE 2 2 AR TE 28 1 51 A (PTCD) 4% T & IR 51 A(ENBD), W5l A E 2=
W B T REIE ST 2R (EBS). KT AHT 517 IS H AT T2 . ASORE S 5 N AR STk, 1t
U AR A AR I 51 Al Bk K 51 05 sURIE £ E — 1 ig

2. MERFINGE

JFF Tl e S L 28 P ) R SR 0 ] e M AT T DRI e R R R TR, DAROR G B3 s R A 1)
FEREZ —. RATHAREAKTFRRERFEMIET M EEER N ZE. Wronka K. M. [E]EERF 737w
AR AELT 27K REm &9 SR BT 2 e S 43 )4 2.5 mg/dL A1 6.2 mg/dL [3]. A T EIF TG, AR
T N7 SR B it A i 2 AR AT SUIE 20 2K 2~3 moldl BN IEIR[2]. AR AR 2 SCHRARAE 6 T AT 5
W FTShRERIVE P2 R E A FER, kas. Mg, Kwang 25[4] [5] [6] [7]H0TF 78 12 B AR R 51 i A 9
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PR MBI AL 2K, T T HAh A DO e Fabn it s, AR A FE 2L A E 2518, R
BEEES] [THAAARFT 5T M5 B B R B (ALP) & y-2 2B 5 KB (GG T) st th 2 B8 1, i
THEHAM(AST). BNEAALT) NS, WHEFAEROASE. ST Hr 200 0 [ T 725
B, R FERZFEZREN, EH N NIXEZ 550N A ARETEIIRTE 517 R85 M M8 R a5
IR PE T, T AHLL 3 B g2 B MR Y, AR, X TR S B s e I AR X 2218, fr DL — b2
B [BIN R A AR S A /D RiRESE 2 St A T H# . T DR, HUB =R R 51 T 2K
FIRFFC AL, SRHE[Q)RIBF 7T LLEL T PTBD A ENBD, AA PTBD UL HE#MY), XnREZ KA PTBD
IR, IR, BT AR, SImERS, W HAGFEAEEN T EEE RS
WEE I EE5 NN, EECEEFThRETH, PTBD RILH LA &, PTBD ReAR i B 0 ie 7 %
RIE LSRN, fEMERI RIS, PTBD RSl id 39051 i iE e % H Seal 58 K Bl 1A 31,
FIRE 7S

3. IRERIEIETIBRE

FRIEVEVIBR (RO VIBR) A 1150 AE 05 N SR A A A7 R i — 7925, SR I DB IR A e 1 g — Fofre [X
BRI, AR RSB, DRI R IR . e 4 R A A R 0 L AR L ) DAk R
R, FFHMZILERAEL. M. KEREER, ERTTX XA 2 8, R EAR G IRR .

ARG RE TS 4 = I T TR AR A A DI bR e, B AEARA M VI bR S B VIR 2, H BT A7ALE
4+, HI&. Jun-Guo Liu [4] [101& #9858, PTBD ZLA19E PTBD 40k RO VIR R T B S it 2 5F.
WRAR[1L]HEAT 1 RIRER BB 404, R BIAE W ZH Bismuth-Corllete 437 43 4 22 53 70 & BV 2 LIS L T
PTBD L5 NPTBD ZHIFUIBR AR A DIER . &R DIBR R 2 R R E M L, WAR
TR HEVIBRER 737N 42.0% (13/41) 40.7% (11/27), %f bt 22 5 J0 5 38 M 8 5L o 8 — T[] Jagi ok et LT 58 PP [12]
PG SR AR T D0 H s AR R AT & B+ — 48 B 47 PTBD IRy R4 (V697 4, n =56) 2 J&, X4 (n =
60) PALRFIATT, I FAREF IR E M IA EE s EVEVIRR . 25 R UAIT S VIR 3 B 2 T 0
#(85.5% vs. 65.0%, P = 0.05), &fi 514 D)k 2241 12 3 15 T % HE 2H (53.5% vs. 35.0%, P = 0.05), #R1f1, P4l
[ f¥1 RO VIBR 2 AH 24(32.1% vs. 30.0%, P = 0.05). iK#EE[9]% PTBD 5 ENBD H#HT T Xftb/r#r, B&ETE
RO DIFRZ b2 5 oguit 52 o wh B AT B N AMOBEIT, ARFTS1FR TR E B % RO YIBRZ 1)
WA RE, BE2HEIEZ R TR IR Z 4SS OC . TX TS FTAR A D) B i
ITERRHAE R, SR E VIR LB, R B S DIRR 2 RAEF RSN JEAUTIRIG IR, SR
93 L R AR A 2 R A VIt B, B S HOIS SO BAT T 2 D) Bk B B 23 VTR [13] - &h 2 M b
JVIR BARKEIREG, EREARIGE SR BRERMI VIR G5, 35 SRR
(AR AF IR 5 R o TR T 5 1006 T4l S V)RR 2 (52, 5 SR L 0 I st 265 T T R 2 — M 1 1oL
P B TR 52 b, WRET SR =R 07 20 B W T AN AT AR S il Sk va T b
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AT [14] AB 53 AN [F) 51 T7 3R FHEACRE R 2H BGE 2 BR 25 A 1A D Ja Ik - Kwang [6]/ 5 5T PTBD A1 EBD
(135 ENBD #1 ERBD)#EATXS LU A, EBD 4JFRAE R AT &, PTBD 4 WK I AORE & 58 B fr
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(14.5%), HUUEARE % (8.1%)F1 T BHZE(3.2%) . fHI, & EBD 4+, AR R W, SiFEA 38.6%,
HUGERIR S, Wiz N 20.5%. WATEAR G IHARE KIE T2 G 2 7. AR EBD HRER R
T PTBD, {H PTBD 5| #2 [ S 5 8 2 ME LAALBATTRM (K] . B E5#Esk, EBD 5 FARMIEIH RAEAEE %
R ) 1) R 7 1~ PTBD, 1 PTBD 5 B4 IF ARE R AKX T EBD, MIfiik PTBD J& f+ il A
BFEBEK. FFER, Tringali AL Zengwei Tang LLJ% loek [15] [16] [17]tH % #F PTBD SHMKMAHE 4. i
R RN P AR T RINOR AR, 245%, PTBD W H B R 3t AhE, HAEBERATEH
BASIME N FHOMIE S, Balzani [181#)1E T —A7 59 % FF I 15 AR w3, ARl PTBD 5135 3
H R AR . Awakami [191HRE T 4% ) PTBD MISCMR Y B. BRI, BkERGAEE, S5
EMRE R M TNATYT . #E Hirano [20]M12 RIZE 4, PTBD B2 A i I S o iy i — ok 7. (K]
RIMAAAE, MTfiik PTBD EERF TG 7Tk 20 H . maiiek, fEA—REr517T, PTBD I
HARRETE L. SFE MO PRIES . M0 Ak R TR K AL . MR Syt R s 1M
1ER1R BTN 51 750, ENBD F EBS i £ ZE (1) F ACRE RS2 AT PEAR A 8 FIBRAR 28 o 1% L8 RRE 1
KA BEFPE B, TREIFRIER R ENFE SRS B SBURE R ETF AN S, FYIERIE
HIRAEAT B KT B4 B AR AZE LB R T AR LA XS o BT DAARZER FT 51 R FE B N PIANME,  FEflAE ¢
IR AR NS R AR T SRR I 5 B ) o

5. IERSMBEFER

ARBT GG IR B R 25 s debn EEAFEARSG IR RIERAER . RIGIHTR, —E R IEAFE,
P AR ERREAIA RIS . ImPR SR 22 45 5 /& 75 8 50 2 I AR 11 51 L 1 20
AAELE AL AHRET 5 1AHE It FAREA M MRS L. D. D. Wang [21]FI5F LR B 5 A AT 514 S
X PR AR LLER, T AREF[AITEJE, A il f 5 A= 2 B AR AS RS I R AR 28 TR AR, AT A 3848 AR U]
AR A H L BRI J5 I RIE R A . SR G R IFAREM &, Yoji Kishi [22] 1) BAFUAR 5 &I, 47 AR5
WMESXTHEZHAEEL, ARJ5 Clavien-Dindol Z¢JfARERZE 3 HI0 19 1(11%)F 15 #1(14%) (P = 0.51),
Clavien-Dindo I1 2% 3 & iE &9 243 4 50 151(29%) A1 25 $1](23%) (P = 0.25), Clavien-Dindo > 11 243§ & i
RIR 53514 35 141(20%) A1 19 91(17%) (P = 0.5). PTBD 4L(F /47— PTBD) (n = 141) 5 ¥4 N g4 (1
% ENBD J% ERBD) (n = 30)#Htt, Clavien-Dindo > NI ¢ KR K% R (R AT bk 28 . R g >
2000 ml. L4040 M5 FHAF) B E (P < 0.01), ZHEAHTE/R PTBD(+) (P = 0.04) %7l K. #£
ENBD A1 PTBD f%} bt 23 #rH1[23], ENBD 41 2 £ 1 5 S50 4 7 M AR 77 2R (67.6%/47.3%) =T PTBD 41
(56.69%/27.8%, P = 0.032), 5 WD (K517 HAH 24(64.9%/53.8%, P = NS). 4RI, 7EHZI0 4 St 1L 1
ZRE D, SRR IFARMSLIER R ZR . —BURFEAZ O i 9T [24] 5 v T PTBD A1 ENBD
1) DSS (BIi s AT %) RFS (BB RAAF), T LB T AR e v 27 22 5 o T FLAA g i
YRR RGE T EEKII R, e T 038, WEERGL. Mo s oS [25]. A2 R
NI R AR 2 s &2 K for B IRl 177 O Farges [26]F0— XA 7T 451846 tH PTBD A2 R B ye BT )
R SR BRI T %, (R MIF IR AR 5 22 M VIBR AR I S5 2 (R P REAFAE 22 57« TEAT AT
VIR B, ARATIEE 51 A S0 T R B ARG, AR FTARIE 5] 2 28> T ARG B 2298 1 5 801
FETZ(P =0.013). ATLABE HRTIIBE G, BRARIELEL ™ 8 I LR 2 T B0 A MG R A e 22 45 R s, {HE
PSR, TR T AR I TS B8 2 b5 R A B (10 AR ) SR S BRI TR 7 SR O

AT RHIE 5 AR AL B IR AT B e 5 — N B 1, 5 ERCP 8 MRCP #tt, i ENBD
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/5% PTBD S AT 1 £ 1 R A 16 5 vT A BE RS i D W AR A s SRR FE S B [27] . & & 1 28 il I i it 5
(PTC) W S B IR (R BARTEAS . I 38 SR YE T s AV G 5C 2R I B Hi6z [28].
ERCP J REXTIE A 4 1 AR A BH 26 58 3% ] DU /R BEAN IR TE 52 AL, T IE 4 50 4 B 235 T X R Y 7~ i
BEEBA LA AR S5, It ERCP — s PTC AHE AN 7S, XAEA REF /0 ol R idsk, AR H)
W i NRINE LS. AL R, EBS R TEBRR A 12 Wi 5 T AR FH R AR SR H .

7. &

REE R, T TER I B R A 51T I AT IR IR e . AR AT SR e A T D RE I
YERIZ#VIRI[4] [5] [6] [7], H. PTBD XfH-IhREMI SR HOR BMBLAR8]: B4R, ARuT 51L& REIR =R A
PEVIRR 2 H A M JC 2 8 [4] [10], (HIERE AT 51 ide B TARMM 20k, HEmr F R4 5 124tk
WyIsEE 1Al S VIBRFR[13]: SAMEE SR R E L AT H T IEE R, SKRAFILE 2 RAREE, SO0 m)
AT 73 WI[27] [28] BRI, SR I AORE AR AAFAESE DR T AR WL RS, 5t H AT 7 B PR S e
FEREKR, ARATGIRIFEA EEEHERZ . A IR T AL IR J R AR I L B A 45
TR 16], =g 7 SAEAS [F) 7 1 1 BB R AR H % B3 95 (G 1), AE R N2 5 N AZARHT 5
WG ARk Re b, NG B B BRI DUNANE 51 77 20 B MR BT 255 70 i, R S B
R
Table 1. Comparison of advantages and disadvantages of different drainage methods before surgery
F 1. RETARESIRARMER = LR

PTBD o T 2 AN 51 RN SEBUEE AN T 4 51 o AN
o HHHT IR ER o ShEI
o FhiitEs o FhiitEs
ENBD o B PTBD RAMN o FIREGIE R B A AN IE A
o WIREATHIRUEIBE R o TRTESEREALM RS
o TTRASET AR v e A 5] VA o JHIEREFE AL S AR SR E AL 2R A
o SORUENHAE R A ZH EBS IR o SUMAIRVE R 4E A E L
o 5 TR BEAT 55 7R B A 2 A
EBS o I o REEHEAT SIRE B G H AC SRR T R AR
o {RAVEHB ENBD /) o JHERRERE
o R NI FIAE R o TEVEIMIETT B K 5l iR
o ANTCIERRA SR o SORBRFEN

o SRR

FAT = AR AT 5177 O G — RBRAERAR ENE, X TSR AT BLZ%, A SCHT THIIT e
FAAERRIE, TR ST T 0 1 B 7 BRI AR kit 10 A8 20 (RO 7 A1 2 e (4 BA A7) At 7 B
P et BRI 7, BRATT 5 2458 22 e A RE AL IR 7. H i [ P9 (0 BT B R AR 22 5 TR (M ER Be {2 ) PTBD
VERARTT SR ECE G BRI NN 2, (HEEE WBIEORI AW & €, ENBD. EBS ZHRAMEHE /I,
BT R I 5T AR R E 2 s .
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