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Abstract

Key words

Donation after circulatory death liver transplantation (DCD-LT) remains a curative treatment for end-
stage liver disease. Variant hepatic arteries are frequently encountered during transplantation, and
inadequate management may result in localized ischemia and graft dysfunction. Precise handling of these
variations remains a critical determinant of surgical success. This review summarizes anatomical
classifications based on Michels' typology, highlights the value of imaging modalities in preoperative
evaluation and intraoperative decision-making, and outlines current surgical approaches. Particular
emphasis is placed on standardized strategies for arterial reconstruction in complex variations. Future
research perspectives are also proposed, aiming to optimize assessment and management of variant
hepatic arteries in DCD-LT.
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D AEFE T4 8K (donation after circulatory death ,
DCD) RN H (liver transplantation, LT)
(LA G2 %k DCD-LT) J2& 22K Wi i A R0 97
B, B A BT S g R w0 A A4 I
R M R A $ 7, 3 [ B9 DCD-LT £ i A ik 5
55— DCD-LT Y3 -ty e 1 5 2 00 16 )ik ) A2
S, o AR RS KT L, g il R BE
AR EZ PR . RAOMRHE ARSI A B E R
T 2l bk A 0 v A R R R, el TR
A BRI B A8 I AR A AR AU, SR T A i
AR EFE EASRIE G — bR, DCD-LT AR J5 A5 Al
AE & A 3l Bk L 45 42 ZE1Y (hepatic artery thrombosis ,
HAT) . 3l ik Bk 725 F L Bl ik (splenic artery, SA)
I 25 A IR A — R A IF R AE & AP, Hoh HAT /Y
RAERLY N 1.6%~10.0%" . 725 5 5h Bk 1 47 76514 i
TR BE TR RRE KA KRS S — TSR B, O
RARERAE G AR S KTy U UG, I, A
X§ DCD-LT H7% 5 3 Kk i PPl B A BRBUIRAE — 2534

1 FFEhRkpERSE

S W TF Sl Bk 002 R IR OB AT AT A R LA
BIRF Sk . WEFE s, AT ah ke 5 AR 2 31%~

El1 Michels ZEH 4y &

499, J5 SRR WSS T AR S I Sl bk i LA,
X 2l ko R R T S 3 Bk (common hepatic
artery, CHA) PIANRI B bk, aniE F 3k (abdominal
aorta, AA). MEFET (celiac artery, CA). W HRK I
Bl (superior mesenteric artery, SMA) B 5 4= 3 Jik
(left gastric artery, LGA) ", “#35 AR 48 X1 450 A 41 1T
Sl K a3 A, A AR S a3 S 2 AR Sl bk AR T Bl
Jok 2RI OGS Dk i A 28, BRI fd
FH 9 43 25 125 A1 35 Michels 550 F1 Hiate 555142 ) (1 J7
2, BANAAT Soin 61", Gruttadauria S5 2 HY 14 537

1966 4F , 32 [H % & Michels SE"1 %} 500 H 7 &
R AT T RGOS, AR E T Bl Dk A4 i A
MR 2k . ZREIERORIEIEST 70 8L, h IR 2En)
SrRBEFEBE T AR (K1) . 1994 4F, £
Hiatt 55X 1 000 {51 4 J7F 4% 48 28 3 19 I 3l ok 26 47
Br, 42 7R T LA BT ZA 3K (replaced
left hepatic artery, rLHA) i |l i 22 sl ik ( accessory
left hepatic artery, alLHA ) HR—A IR T SMA
B B A B & 8 Bk (replaced right hepatic  artery ,
rRHA) {45 8 ik (accessory right hepatic artery ,
aRHA) 255 —% ([12), MILLT Michels 73 8 3
T #EI AR, Hian AR 6 30 JHOR B0 Michels 3 7
itk 6 £, B TR (1),

Cc

A: IEFIFSIIkAES]; B: rLHA. rRHA 0] B8 FLph ol [F B 775 ; C-D: Bk AY rLHA . rRHA

T GDANHE+Z36Mshlik; LHANAFZsIK; RHA AT Bk

Figure 1 Michels' classification of hepatic artery variations

alone or simultaneously; C-D: Isolated rLHA or rRHA

RHA, right hepatic artery

B2 HiattZTEHHE

A: Normal hepatic artery anatomy; B: r(LHA and rRHA may occur

Note: GDA, gastroduodenal artery; LHA, left hepatic artery;

LGA LGA
HA HA
A B o *b E

A: IEHWH,; B: arLHA I LGA%YZ; C: a/rRHA M SMAZr%; D: AAWELA, RHA % H SMA

HILHA KX HLGA; E: CHARIE T SMA, #45& H HABERALAY AR T2 0040 il 45 6 40

Figure 2 Hiatt's classification of hepatic artery variations

A: Normal subtype; B: a/rLHA originating from LGA; C: a/rfRHA

originating from SMA; D: Double replacement type, with RHA arising from SMA and LHA from LGA; E: CHA
originating from SMA, with other rare variants included in type VI
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Table 1 Classification of variant hepatic arteries according to Michels and Hiatt

iR Michels Hiatt
1E TR 178 178
LHA /1 LCA #:AY 27 27
RHA Hi SMA #1% 37 37
RHA .LHA 351t SMA \LGA B/t 47 47
LGA &t aLHA 5% 27
SMA % i} aRHA 6#! 3%
LGA & Hi aLHA ,SMA & ! aRHA 7 67
SMA % i rRHA+LGA & H} alLHA 5 LGA & 1} rLHA+SMA % {1} aRHA 87 6 %!
JEIKGE I T SMA 97l 5#1
kIR F LGA 1021 67

HR 4l 1996 4 Soin %% 527 4] [7] F S A4 B AH 4
WM, KT 161 A8 S sh bk, BHA BT
Michels Y78 2581 | i 7E 2001 4F Gruttadauria 257K
WEECT W M E G ( digital subtraction angiography,
DSA) S5 PO 701 19 % HE AR T B ok 1 AT 0F 9T
T LT Hiatt 230 B9 1E 5 8L, R CHA ML CA
K, TERFTTAL 53 Sy 2240 43 3, Ta) Bsf R 40 ke 15 50 fik
MR, AR SEF S Bk EAT T 08 (22),

&2 T2HFENBK Soin & Gruttadauria 438!

Table 2 Classification of variant hepatic arteries by Soin
and Gruttadauri

Soin Gruttadauria
AE A
LGA &} a/rfLHA
SMA % it a/rRHA
HA & SMA
LGA SMA [f]if % i1} aALHA \RHA
AA & aLHA \RHA
CA & ahLHA \RHA

CA % H aLHA ,SMA % i aRHA
GDA % i aLHA ,SMA %} aRHA

JHE Bk CA 5 SMA % Hi 4 3241k

AA HLGA , #E—24> 3 H aLHA

ST Bk SGES T
HA & A MBI Z RSk
SMA % i1} RHA .LHA
LGA % i RHA .LHA

F Bk A H arLHA, SMA % H
a/rRHA
RHA & H CA, LGA & il anl-
HA
— iFslikk 1 AA
— a/fRHA & H ' 3hllik
= a/rRHA % 1 GDA
= RHA & [ AA
LGA [al i} & i} anLHA 5 JIE fi
I7ENSR
T 7 RO WFE A USR] 3T, J5 5 5 DA S 2
Note: The first seven types are common classifications identified in

both studies, while the latter represent rare variants
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Michels 55 Hiatt 45 25 #iL 73 UK R BO0] 4 55 11 IR
o 2 BN Sl ko RLAE 5, RLRE A R 2 2E O R )
IR T WAL (W shk . @bk s
Bl Wk B 22 SR AR R Bl ik e A7 DUV & B, i
DEEE R SIS, T, BE =4 (3D)
AR AL B AR B & U2 2020 4F Yan 25211 CHA
RHA . LHA A& JE M08 E T CRL 8, 454
ke B A BRIk R sk, HERRE SN
9 # . T £ X CRL 43 %9 JC 2 W 55 09 0L A 5
2022 4F Wu P — L ex-CRLY B2 HF
DR B bk IE — 2 Al 4y R s bk . iR sl kA
IF ¥ 2 SR A SR B kA Sk AT T RR . H
I JFF 3l Wik AR S 4 750 Bt o i L AR S B4 9 & B R
W 53R, AEL [ B Bl bk 2S5 53 B ATS DA Michels 43 A
Sy Fhi

2 TREFEBKITHETTE

7E DCD-LT AR 8 bk 09 PF Ak 5 7686 & &
B M T Sl K A R S AR e, LR E
TR A R R TR B . B TR 1969 4F
Vandamme 25258 1 156 5% P K DSA 73 = T /b i1 1Y
225, 15 Suzuki 5513 T 200 41 5B 0BT 5 Bk 1
WA s I T NT ) DK S 5 S BT AR
g E S . BAT, T i A AT R T
LEAEIPEAL AR BOR A IF AR A S L WUS &
Bz A A . CT. MRIL DSA 2.
21 @

B 25 7 (color Doppler ultrasonography ,
CDU) 2 —MrICfy . /I sh bkl ok, Al
SIS 8 718 B S0 JDk AR A ) 48 R R IR AR 2016 4F
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Go 5 P FH 68 75 K 0 O BR A% O A A i g B R
(41 >100 cm/s WAL 528 ) > 43 07 JHF 1L A5 1) BHL2E
g R I P RN O, BB T Bl ik 22 e s,
HR A5 1 iz 8 0 AR Ak, BE I IE B Az 3R s IR A
(RAE . SRIBPEMRIAE) ; 2021 AF4R £ 40008 o w1 s 1
I3 M 42 B 28 CT i 4 iR (CT angiography, CTA)
TIE 52728 S 4 BT 30 ik i CDU %58, 4871 CDU 2 Wi 3)
Jik AR S 0 R RN 92% 5 2024 4F 42 34 B4 PO 3 1
CTA BX A% (0 22385 ) 1l 9 215 19 =X 230 il R &
AT CHA BRI B WS, IF R4 & 3 15 5] CHA
An S, UE B EE P AE N B R TR A T B A L 1
) i 75 Z R A, BN (<2 mm) JIR
P i ) 25 4G 0 s AR AE R BR M, b B AT A
A (4 Al
22 CT

CT 2 ¥R 2 T 2 Ik ik 351 B A2 S5 1 00 e 5 FH 1 e
A, RBYE MR I E A R GEAT L A SO Ol B
5 S B A U W O R . IR E CT £ HE
(multidetector computed tomography, MDCT) £ ¥ 7~
JHERERE S o RS A S A T B A EEAE N, H
JEI A 1 I TR = BT W0 v S I 77 Nl
Whitley 457138 o £ & A1 & SCHE, XF 17 391 ] 572 ik
4 B MDCT K & 25 S AT T R Ge 4538 e Meta 537,
ST ORTR A S CA BYEFT, WAIESE T MDCT 1E
JH R g 2= B KA A CIT BE R B DE A A
Thangarajah 4571443, A 4% 38 :f MDCT & 38 #% 8 A&
TR S A KSR, IF dE— 20 WA LR R K E AT
CTA FH%:F MDCT, Xf 748 5 8l ik (19 7 58 o0 W
2011 4F Saba A543 1 B 55 1 629 f4i] F 35 (% CTA
KA 6311 (38.73%) SEEMRTIA S IAETTA
HL3D H AR & SR, CRL 43 BIPE J2 3D CT
S HAAR SR E A A, 2022 4F Zhang P LE CT
Fomh bl ad 3D AV T 149 CA K CHA B AN A7 AE
25 LA S s 2023 4F Malviya 2550458 3 CTA
HEAT Y 3D 1 45 E AR T Michels Fl Hiatt 432 b %
HE WA 28 (INHA & H AA . SA%); [A4E
Tiirkytlmaz ZEBTHE 941 ] /R 25 1 WF 25 v & B CTA X
T 3l ik A2 5 43 B K 8 36 94.8% ., {H MDCT
HCTA 1E 2 B AR 0% TR 2, WARTE— &
BECPE A e o B R Y TR B A AR TR XS A
B SR CT 5 1 5% 00 5 i SO By, a2 0 32
B

2.3 MRI

MRI 2 — B sy AR AR, RTRS v A 0 I
& W5 5 7K 43 He B A8 A, TIWT R T2WT 2 H 3k A
G, ]I ON AR B A IS B 2R
5 MDCT AH EG, MR JHF I J5y k2 R o7k 12 1 5 745 11
TR B RN R S R R, AR U 1 T i DR 2
FeAE o ®# 3L PR M A 1R (magnetic resonance
angiography, MRA ) | H il & i 21 5 i S 4L 2L 0] 1Y
55225, R e )T 8 AR B 4 — 4 K%,
RE 15 DT 7 I ol ik i 5 45 0 S AR S 25 A, H MRA
YE R —FhIC BB A, e T A B S R BT L
LR, & DCD-LT RFEM A EZ ik, 1999 4
Kopka 2508t H] 4 4 (8 MR J7 28 % 60 141] 5 % i 17
MRA, &I 57 ] (95%) #& Michels 53 ) 1L 5 53
i (1% 65%, WE 8%, A 17%, V5%, VIH
3%, IX#2%); 2001 4E Choyke Z5U9E X 21 44 91K 57
JHFVE R MRA BFE T, R ol 17 1) 5 A i
RUY Il Bk A 50 4548, 5547 5 6 7R alLHA 5% aRHA
A 2014 AF 2R LR SEVOLE X 41 B g AR AT
MRA £ AR 24, B2l & 3 7 148 S 3l ik OF
I PR H 3 8 Prince 2514111095 4E 5 A {1 b 3 X Ly 4
5% 3D MRA $¢ AR, AT LUZE 5k Bf A< b ) 3D 4
WER 2 ik, JoHE T2 B0 MRA J7 ik
X LU 00 e JE S i 48 . AR, MIRA AE 28 [8] 43 B
FMN LA R T AN TE R BR X AR R
VA ARG, W AR .
2.4 DSA

DSA J& i 3 i A i 5% ) H S 0 X 2 EE
SR F A A BUSTHEAL, Gl . 5 R
BAG IT RR A B S ROA SR AR S T R ok AR A Al il
AR, R R R A A A R . B
DSA R H A= APE 5 A &, H E7E A 48 R A
5 ThT B I A G A A ARLAE R A B B Bk AR S 1
U 5 9 5 AU o A7 B IE B 43 A 8. 2010 4 Song
A a] B PE B 58 T 4k 5 002 4] B 9 DSA K CT #s:
Ay, Horh 482 (] (9.64% ) HER 12 R4 K S ) CA
A8 5, I it DSA XF LGA . SMA %5 fiF A 1 )i BT 52
JoT B4 I 2 ok 1 A7 50 2 0 IS 5 R, IS AR 4 T 3 B
ik B R E— 2D Al o A SRR FEXZ R, 2014 4F
Zagyapan %5 1 DSA X} 152 51 ) %% 46 i & 217 K
B, YE—PUESE T DSA 7E AR 5 8l Bk B 2 1 A 2L
PE o DSA & F I 4 E AT VEAG B A AT B,
mARAE, IR LD R, (B AT AT AR 2 AR
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A CT . MRI GRS A ) #h 78 F Bt o

3 TRIFEhEKEILIEFRR

TE DCD-LT T AR v, R T L0 835 1Y 3l ik fi
FIAE S AT AR AVEAY DAoL A
31 EEERE

7E DCD-LT F AR, #8548 5 09 ) 20 ik i 738
= A SRR A T, BB A8 0 PRI IR 2R AT TR R 1
Bl Ik il e B R, PR T LR R R AT i A T
Ao A Michels T#I | TS RNV AR S R ) (40 4% 1E
R B AR aLHA WIS B0 ), T 3h Ik BB &
JRF CA, BkASBARE, HiiE o /7%
B, HHAR S 2 0k 2Z E) iAE EAR AE 22 BN
T, AR VAL T H s A g A N 2 T
1, DR — O T A Ok o8 LM A A, T B
HEAT SN W) A o AW ST ORI Bl kAR S
TG #EAT TR A, SRR, SRR B ik
A DCD-LT B E A L, T E 17 3 Ik i i
HAER A R R A I S Bk A (HAT) B LR
GEN=
32 EZEE

Bl kB 78 K i3 43 WO S B0 A B AS AR Y
fER 2, I sh bk E &2 DCD-LT F AR G4 B | 2
—, HEX RPN r W E DL KOIE R E /Y
KA B 27AR 50 3 WKk A S AR il Ty T AE A
N 2 U i, Michels IMAY | TV AL, H &
VIIA! | VIR &5 B 20 ik A8 5, IF R AR B 4l Y
BBk, e Re A IS BUAN R Bk, AR
BN — . H5 %8 R R AR 5 Pk &5 i 1)
WEIE, K IALER 43 48 5 I 3h BkOAR 25 38 hn sl JikoOF &
SiE 1) A RSO 2 T AT AT R HOH
J& B T R R 5 5 IAP . E DCD-LT AR iF
Bl ok i) F Oy S 2 AN AR B OR 1k
b, 2021 4F Kantar ZEP990 A 34 WAE5E, Soit 45 H
28 W AR E S A T Bl K HAT & 2B R TG
7] 4F Yoon Z£9%} 470 ] DCD-LT % #k 17 403, W
A B A ORAE WS O R B 4 (P=0.782) ,
{5 W5 2 0 R 5% 34 TR BBk = DC B A BL A2 T 3 A e 112
25, TEALIAR SIS ik E ey, WM RAHE
Ze Il ik wy & 07 Ao X AR R B R R T R
Bl kot i WA Z A0, T B AT AN B kW A .
b AR S 5 BT B ik — B2 DCD-LT F A i) — 4~ X

http://www.zpwz.net

B, R OB RS oy 2 o AR S Bl ik B 7 5K
(A WF 5% R o

3.2.1 LHA £ % DCD-LT ¥, 785 LHA — it J&
T LGA. CASE, HfEH 5 sh kAR, XTIz 1y
Somi R /N, B AE LHA I is [ LR (4
Michels 11, V&), aLHA i % AN #4730 Bk dad (Hp
R WOES Wi 25 L1 O X)) P, AR R CHA 5 32 {&
GDA Jz CHA 43 SUAb #EAT Ui i M) 5, >4 aLHA i 1fi i
Fil 45 K, AT i Bt BEL BT alLHA X 2% 1 10 3% 17 2 75
A 5 il E AR Hh R R R R I S R4 T N LHA 4y
S R AR AR B, AR BEER (550%) PO
RFEHyFZME Mk, AU PREZ -5
Z AR CHA 5% GDA #EA7 4140 5 2 5 1 78 LHA 25 Jf:
FEAETLHA SO0 T, — M S X bR vLHA 5 32 (R i
i s ik ol He 4 S CA S AT sh Bk A, DARIEAR
J& LHA B9 1E 4 IiLiz .

3.2.2 RHA &5 HX T745 57 LHA, 725 RHA 1Y
A AT HE B 0 Hoai fE e B 4 LHA K (4 Michels
I, VIAY), — s SEx ki s, 28 5% RHA ¢
ZRIFE T SMA, [ WAAERIE T CA. GDA. AA
B 43 7 WL AR S R A B B Bk . LGA 4% . fEAb 3
aRHA B, B A 38 5 25 6 806 L 5 i1 A% 5 (1) CHA
Sy X AEHEATVIA . W GDA L SA, T fE3Z 1A CHA 1Y
I 38 2% 10 TG 1 0 2 EE N, n] B oy A
CA 5% AA b, — i o A D D0 2 o 8 A AR 4 i 1t
A — AL O ATV A, % Wi
I RE R EBOIE SN A AL, Mkl
W BRAR S0 S aRHA Bt ] 25 ok v 2 B e 0k A7
Ui g M) G, Ay W 2% I A A AR R 2 R D) i e
M 19 77 3 A7 AH W) A ORE LU Y g P, FE AR
B 18 85 v 358 43 2 3 23 3k B ok BOAE AR — B B Ik ik
P mism It w4 s 24 RHA B2 7276 rRHA I, 18
W B — B H R VR S bk G SMA ) — BeAE o T g 4
AT, TE G IR T 226 FL A 3 W i 43 1) 5 4L A i
CA. 1K ¥ GDA B CHA 70 X 4T W& . F3CH
Soin 25N £ 4 527 5] DCD-LT H A4 A rf 3 Jok 8 2 5
2, JFEE I YA A BF X AR S RHA (9 8 8 5 ik
(E13) (£3). #HSoin FEVIR 5 M4, 2% 3 H AT
P Ak R SR AR Bl kO RE R AR R
Wi 2 18] TG W 25 25 S e 320 i rh R IR O 5] (2.8% ),
TE178 G h R 6 (3.4%) 1. MHLZ T, ¥tk
I3l Bk 55 A2 1A 3 Bl ik adE AT W) A 00 b 5 ik B
B B I K RE K AR (FE 498 451 v 15 B AH EE 11 4]
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fr#t, % :DCD Bt AT 2 AT 5 A 28 S T o0 Bk oy F A An 4 32 R 1771

g2 s P=0.04) . B 322 500 R 7 UL R T
Sk S 2R FE KA 5 il AP R i (FF 498
A 15 %) b 18 45 p %) 5 B 5 P=0.000 3) . AHIE

E3 SoinFEBkEZEARX (A-EitAE3)

represents recipient; HA, hepatic artery

R-HA
-HA D-HA
B C

I AE 9 e A AR TR 5 28 S IF Bl bk =2 8] B A W

ER,
R-HA R-
/ 5 a/FRHA \SA .

a/rRHA SMA

TE: D-URAUA, R-URZIR; HAMUERITEhIK

Figure 3 Soin's methods of hepatic artery reconstruction (A-E as described in Table 3)

Note: D-represents donor, R—

®3 LTRAFEPkSoin EEFTN

Table 3 Reconstruction methods for variant hepatic arteries reported by Soin

PES LN

La: BT Sk -ME I S bk 32 552 T Sl ko 32 2 [ &
Ib: ELAEMIE T S k-1 S-S 2 AR sl k2 18] (< 3A)

(O N VS I S

ZARIF Sk IR DA 2 AL AT 2h k8 1 s ik 5 32 ik 3= sl kv & (151 3B-C)
T SRR AL AT S ik Bk S 32 R B kv &

AR S RHA SMA VRS HEARFISZ (AR i sl ik/IF sl ik =2 11 548 (15 3D)

14 RHA 5 SMA 5 (AR Eh ks smm) & (14 3E)

3.2.3 I £# ML 7 Michels 73 B IX . XHJR
FHF s kA S, B CHA I8 & I8 T 18 s 1, i
JEA TR T SMA, LGA . 18I AR 7 LA P Fp A8 5
FE, WAZEEF AA . B R £ 5 sh ik
8o TEAL PR 3= 30 ik AR S A AE BOEE I IR L e R
VE$EAE B W 2l Tk B R B R DR 3l ik i o i A, AE
R A AR RS A R W) G 8B 4y, 5 2 1K GDA K CHA
g3 SCAE HEAT S v WG, LA BT LR W) A K R A ()
B, ORIEW) G R AT
8.2.4 F kB4 %St (e[ B LHA . RHA 72 5
B A% LR 0 Michels IV, VII, VIIAY, &K BT
A5 S LHA G 8 7 S B E A, 7 i A Ve AR K
K 55 CHA . GDA B{ CA HF47 5 4 T X 248 5
RHA K Z #F 17 8 g, 1 # J7 0 [F{ RHA 28 5 1
IERA

PLTR A fo] 1 207 4R 7 415 9] DCD-LT 8 35 19
B BkOR v o R, I X BB T Sl Ik 0 AR R
EEEFXMITTEESHY (K4) (F4).
P EORJERETT, A 116 (27%) BEK

AT BB G I R AE ()5 4088 7 K A 5 i 12 4 )
HAT, SHI&AERSIMKSA, 26w 4 0 dim),
AR s, AEAESF AL 6B, 24 i Bh kA G IF
RIEREHZEFHASEFHAZMNERARIT¥E
X (P<0.05) .

AR D) g 2R 0 ) RE A A [ TN 2 R 2 i B
fitg (ALT). RITAARAELLHM (AST) . &JH
LLE . HIEMR . FE A BRI RE B L
BFE (PT) . EFBRbrHEA EL(E (INR) ], S W)
ALT/AST ¥ 8y (#2758 SobEHE R B b s % 18 4 1) fig B
) KHEAKY (RRBFIES BT EE) 5 [F i
WA B FRA, EFRFEMENET fL,
JHF R AR S5 3 30 TR AR S 5 1 DR 43 52 W 6 S o 75 A A
PEAS i 378 A1 BE AR 5, RS 55 3 R #EAT CT K &
DLVFAl B8 Al BFAR L, B 5 B 8 54T 1 IR CT K 4
M3 E IR, B2/ 1K, HERERK.
X R HE TS B R P R B T R R 2R
HAT iy J 2k
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D-LHA
D-LGA D-CA

D-RHA ~ D-GDA D-SA

D-LHA
D-LGA D-CA

D-GDA D-SA

D-RHA

D-aRHA

B4 TREFHFKEZRARX (A-LiERARLEK4)

Figure 4 Reconstruction methods for variant hepatic arteries (A-L as described in Table 4)

represents recipient; GDA, gastroduodenal artery

D-LHA
D-LGA D-CA

D- RHA 0’(’

TE: D-URAHA, R-URZIK; GDANHE + Sl sk

Note: D-represents donor, R—

*4 TREFHRREEZAR

Table 4 Variant hepatic arteries and reconstruction methods

fileF e n(%) I
— 347(83.61) F AU CA 50K SA R CHA 43 SUBHE il i 552 % GDA B CHA 43 XA V) 45 (151 4A) 5 f
HERAR S IKAE , i 528 AA WA, 53— S UL CHA W& 3 61l (151 4B)
AL aRHA 545 SA 5 GDA disiii V) & , PR CA 5323 GDA #1 CHA 43 XA i V) &
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