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Risk factors of liver metastasis after radical resection of rectal carcinoma YANG Quang-bo' .WU Xiu-shu®, JIANG
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[Abstract] Objective To explore the risk factors of hepatic metastasis after radical resection of rectal cancer.
Methods Clinical data of 97 patients, receiving radical resection of rectal cancer during Sep. 2005 and Aug. 2010 in
this hospital, were retrospectively analyzed to identify risk factors of hepatic metastasis. Results Between patients
with or without hepatic metastasis, the differences of age, blood type, liver function, differentiation degree of cancer
and primary lesion size were all without statistical significance (P>>0. 05), but the difference of invasion depth was
significant (P<C0. 05). Single factor analysis indicated that, except lymph node metastasis (P<C0. 05), other fac-
tors, such as Dukes stage, vascular nerve invasion and so on, were not independent factors influencing hepatic me-
tastasis (P=>0. 05). Conclusion

Lymph node metastasis and invasion depth could be the factors influencing hepatic

metastasis after radical resection of rectal carcinoma. The rate of liver metastasis could be increased with lymph node

metastasis and the increasing of invasion depth.
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