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Summary 

OUR EXPERIENCE OF LAPAROSCOPIC 
PARTIAL NEPHRECTOMY 

Y.P. Sernyak, Y.V. Roshchin, A.S. Fukszon, 
A.S. Frolov, I.V. Eroshenko, E.A. Papina, 
S.A. Shpak  

The study is based on study of the data of 15 
cases of laparoscopic resection of kidney about renal 
cell carcinoma. Tumor size ranged between 1,5 – 4,5 
sm., monitoring range of patients was from 0,5 to 
3,6 years. Cancer specific and disease-free survival 
of patients operated on for today was 100 %. The 
aim of this paper was to study the  characteristics  of 
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LPN, analysis of complication and danger of the 
operation, the study of long-term results. Laparo-
scopic partial nephrectomy for tumors up to 4 sm., is 
a modern alternative to radical nephrectomy. The 
operation is easily tolerated by patients, facilitates 
early rehabilitation of the patient. During the de-
velopment of the operation is accompanied by a 
small number of complications, and kidney ischemia 
time does not exceed a critical threshold. 

Key words: tumor of the kidney, laparoscopic 
partial nephrectomy, organ surgery, indications for 
partial nephrectomy. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 




