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Abstract: 

Introduction: 
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Aim of this metaanalysis was to compare short term  outcomes of  laparoscopic and 

open gastrectomy for gastric cancer. 

 

Material and methods: 

 

EMBASE, MEDLINE, PubMed and the Cochrane Database were searched for 

randomised control trials comparing outcomes in patients  undergoing laparoscopic 

gastrectomies with those patients undergoing open gastrectomies. The primary 

outcome was 30 day morbidity and mortality. Secondary outcomes studied included 

length of stay, blood loss, d2gastrectomies, lymphnode retrieval, operative time, distal 

gastrectomy, wound complications and intraabdominal complications Systemic 

review and Metaanalysis were done according to MOOSE and PRISMA guidelines.  

 

Results: 

Morbidity was significantly low in laparoscopic group( P=0.004).There was no 

significant difference between mortality between the two groups.  (P=0.989). There 

less wound complications in laparoscpic group, no difference intra-abdominal 

complications in both the groups. Operative time was significantly higher in 

laparoscopic group.( P< 0.001) wmd 56.904. Hospital stay was similar in 

laparoscopic group. (P=0.305) wmd −0.533 days. Blood loss was significantly lesser 

in laparoscopic group.(p <0.001). Laparoscopic group patients had less number of 

lymph node retrieval compared to laparoscopic group.(p< 0.001). Laparoscopic group 

also contained similar advanced staged gastric cancer than open gastrectomies.  

 

Conclusions: 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.12.20062562doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.12.20062562
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Laparoscopic gastrectomies were associated with better short term outcomes. 

 

Introduction: 

 

With advancement of technology and skills laparoscopic gastrectomy is 

increasingly being performed. however there is still some debate over short term 

outcome, oncologic safety of resections and long term survivals in comparison to 

standard open gastrectomies.[1]. Initially laparoscopic gastrectomy was 

reserved for early and distal laparoscopies but these days more and more 

surgeons are performing laparoscopic gastrectomies via open approach also.[2]. 

 

AIMS OF STUDY: 

 

Aims of this metaanalysis to do metaanalysis of recent randomised control trials 

regarding short term outcomes. 

In short term outcomes aim was to study morbidity and in hospital mortalities as 

wells as hospital stay, blood loss, operative times as well as to study oncological 

parameters like D2gastrectomies, number of lymphnode retrieval 

D2gastrectomies, number, resection rates for advanced gastric cancers. 

 

Material and methods: 

 

EMBASE, MEDLINE, PubMed and the Cochrane Database were searched for 

randomised control trials comparing outcomes in patients  undergoing laparoscopic 

gastrectomies with those patients undergoing open gastrectomies and studies 
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comparing long term survival outcomes. Two independent authors extracted the data 

(B.V and H.P). 

Systemic review and Metaanalysis was done according to MOOSE and PRISMA 

guidelines. [14,15]. Types of studies included in metaanalysis is described in table 1 

and table 2. 

Statistical analysis  

The meta-analysis was conducted using Open meta-analysis software. Heterogeneity 

was measured using Q tests and I2, and p < 0.10 was determined as significant (8). If 

there was no or low heterogeneity (I2 < 25%), then the fixed-effects model was used. 

Otherwise, the random-effects model was used. The Odds ratio (OR) was calculated 

for dichotomous data, and weighted mean differences (WMD) were used for 

continuous variables. Both differences were presented with 95% CI. For continuous 

variables, if data were presented with medians and ranges, then we calculated the 

means and Standard deviations according to Hozo et al. (16). If the study presented 

the median and inter-quartile range, the median was treated as the mean, and the 

interquartile ranges were calculated using 1.35 SDs, as described in the Cochrane 

handbook. 

 

Inclusion criteria for studies: 

•  ⎪Randomised control trials for short term outcomes. 

•  ⎪Studies comparing laparoscopic and open gastrectomies. 

•  ⎪Full text articles. 

Exclusion criteria for studies: 

•  ⎪Nonrandomised control trials for short term outcomes. 
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•  ⎪Studies with single groups or studies in which groups were not 

comparable. 

•  ⎪Studies where full texts were not available 

•  ⎪Duplicate studies. 

Assessment of Bias: 

Characteristics of the studies are described in table 1. [3-13,19-26].Randomized trials 

were assessed based on the Cochrane Handbook. [18] (Table 2) 

 

RESULTS: 

Selection process of studies for short term and long-term outcomes for this meta-

analysis is described in Figure 1. 

For short term outcomes11 RCTS consisting of 4614 patients were included in study. 

Total 2452 patients were there in laparoscopic gastrectomy group while 2162 patients 

were included in open gastrectomy group. Morbidity is defined as any deviation from 

normal perioperative course. 

 

Post operative morbidity was significantly low in laparoscopic group.( P <0.001) odds 

ratio 0.151 ( 95 % C.I.0.098, 0.205). There was no significant difference between 

mortality between the two groups.  (P=0.879)  odds ratio-1.069 ( 95 % C.I.0.456, 

2.505). [figure 2] 

 

Wound complication was significantly less in laparoscopic group (p=0.010), other 

intra-abdominal complications were in both the groups. (P=0.178). [figure 3] 
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Operative time in minutes was significantly higher in laparoscopic group.( P< 0.001) 

wmd 56.904 (95% c.I.35.325, 78.482). Hospital stay in days was not significantly 

different in laparoscopic group. (P=0.305) wmd −0.533 days (95 % c.I. −1.550, 

0.485). Blood loss in ml was significantly lesser in laparoscopic group.(p <0.001), 

wmd – 57.126 (95% C.I. – 88.475- - 25.778). [figure 4] 

Laparoscopic group patients had undergone significantly less  d2 gastrectomies and 

less number of lymph nodes retrieved compared to laparoscopic group. [ (p< 

0.001),OR 0.652, (95% C.I. 0.321-1.323) and (p=0.018),wmd = -1.426, (95% C.I (- 

2.611- -0.241)]. Laparoscopic group also undergone simila radvanced staged gastric 

cancer (T2 and higher) than open gastrectomies. (p=0.588, OR 0.854 (95% C.I 

(0.461-1.552). [figure 5] 

 

DISCUSSION: 

Laparoscopic surgeries have shown similar results to open surgery with improved 

perioperative outcomes in many malignant diseases. [26-30]. With time laparoscopic 

approaches have gained more popularity for gastric cancers. [31-32] 

Aim of our study was to perform updated meta-analysis of  recent randomized control 

trials for short term outcomes comparing laparoscopic vs open gastrectomies. For 

long term out comes  there are not enough randomized control trials for long term 

survival outcomes. So we performed meta analysis of cohort studies for long term 

survivals. 

90 days morbidity was significantly less in laparoscopic group however on subgroup 

analysis there was no difference in Local complications (leak, fistula , collection), 

wound complications (SSI) were significantly lesser in laparoscopic group. Our 
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findings do suggest that benefit of laparoscopic surgeries in short term morbidities.. 

There was no difference in 90 days mortality between the two groups. Operative time 

was significantly higher in laparoscopic group, intraoperative blood loss was 

significantly less in laparoscopic group, suggesting that laparoscopic surgery is 

beneficial in short term outcomes. Hoever there was no significant difference in 

hospital stay. 

There has always been doubt about oncologic safety and adequacy of laparoscopic 

surgeries. Our meta analysis also gave similar findings, There was significantly lesser 

number of d2 gastrectomies, total number of lymph node retrieval in laparoscopic 

group. Many recent studies showed oncologic benefit of d2 vs d1 gastrectomies. 

[33,34]. 

In conclusion Laparoscopic gastrectomies were associated with better short term 

outcomes. 
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Table 1 charecteristics of studies for short term out comes 

Study  Type of study Number of patients 

laproscopic 

gastrectomy 

Number of patients 

in open group 

KLASS02 RCT 
513 498 

Cristiano 
2005 

RCT 
30 29 

HU 

2016 

RCT 
519 520 

LEE 2004 RCT 
24 23 

HIYASHI 2005 RCT 
14 14 

KITANO 2002 RCT 
14 14 

KIM 

2016 

RCT 
686 698 

Cia 
2011 

RCT 
49 47 
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Takiguchi 
2013 

RCT 
20 20 

Cui 
2015 

RCT 
128 142 

katai2017 RCT 
455 157 

 

Table 2: Risk of bias summary of RCT. + denotes low risk of bias, – denotes high risk 

of bias. 

STUDY Random 

Sequence 

generation 

Allocation 

Concealment 

Performance 

Bias 

Detection  

Bias 

Attrition 

Bias 

Reporting 

Bias 

Other 

KLASS

02 

+ + - + + + + 

Cristia
no 
2005 

+ + - + + + + 

HU 

2016 

+ + - + + + + 

LEE 

2004 

+ + - + + + + 

HIYAS

HI 

2005 

+ + - + + + + 

KITAN

O 

2002 

+ + - + + + + 

KIM 

2016 

+ + - + + + + 

Cia 
2011 

+ + - + + + + 

Takig
uchi 
2013 

+ + - + + + + 

Cui 
2015 

+ + - + + + + 

katai2
017 

+ + - + + + + 

KLAS
S 01 

+ + - + + + + 
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Figure legends: 

 

 

 
Figure 1 search strategy for short term and long term outcomes 

Figure 2. Comparision between morbidity and mortality between laproscopic 

and open gastrectomy. 

 

Figure 3. There was no significant difference between intraadbominal,systemic 

and wound complications between laproscopic and open gastrectomy. 

 

Figure 4 comparision of blood loss,hospital stay and operative time between 

laproscopic and open gastrectomy. 

 

Figure 5  comparision of completion of d2 gastrectomy,number of lymphnode 

retrived and T2 and high staging between laproscopic and open gastrectomy 

 

.

 

Total  390 studies identified

257 studies after duplicated removed

57 studied included LAPROSCOPIC GASTRECTOMY

44 studies full text obtained

12 studies was 
radmoised controltrials

11 studies included 
in final analysis

with short term 
outcomes
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Search strategy according to PRISMA guidelines for short term outcoes 

 

Search strategy according to PRISMA guidelines for long term out comes 

Figure 1 search strategy for short term and long term outcomes 

Morbidity between laproscopic and open gastrectomy. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Total  390 studies identified

257 studies after duplicated removed

57 studied included LAPROSCOPIC GASTRECTOMY

44 studies full text obtained

13 studies mentioned 

long term survival 
outcomes

8  studies included 
in final analysis 
after duplicates 

removed

Studies

KLASS 02 2019
Cristiano 2005
hu 2016

lee  2004
hayashi 2005
kitano 2002
KIM 2016

cia 2011
Takiguchi 2013
cui 2015

katai 2017

Overall (I^2=6115 % , P=0.004)

Estimate (95% C.I.)

0.626 (0.459,   0.853)

0.799 (0.247,   2.585)

1.282 (0.934,   1.760)

0.186 (0.043,   0.803)

0.300 (0.062,   1.442)

0.417 (0.063,   2.768)

0.681 (0.510,   0.909)

0.589 (0.192,   1.808)

5.541 (0.249, 123.079)

1.193 (0.659,   2.157)

0.367 (0.179,   0.755)

0.701 (0.505,   0.974)

Ev/Trt 

85/513 

7/30  

104/519 

3/24  

4/14  

2/14  

94/686 

6/49  

2/20  

28/128 

17/455 

352/2452

Ev/Ctrl

120/498 

8/29  

85/520 

10/23  

8/14  

4/14  

132/698 

9/47  

0/20  

27/142 

15/157 

418/2162

0.04 0.09 0.21 0.43 0.7 2.15 4.3 8.59 21.48 42.96 85.92

Odds Ratio (log scale)
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Operative mortality between laproscopic and open gastrectomy. 

 

 

Figure 2. Comparision between morbidity and mortality between laproscopic 

and open gastrectomy. 
 

 
Metaanalysis of intraabdominal complications. 
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Wound complications. 

 

Figure 3 wound complications was significantly less  but no difference in 

intraabdominal complications 

 
 

Comparision of bloodloss between laproscopic and open gastrectomy. 
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Comparision of  hospital stay between laproscopic and open gastrectomy. 

 

 
Comparision of operative time between  laproscopic and open gastrectomy. 

 

Figure 4 comparision of blood loss,hospital stay and operative time between 

laproscopic and open gastrectomy. 
 

 
Comparision of completion of D2 gastrectomy between laproscopic and open 

gastrectomy. 

 

 

 

Studies

KLASS 02 RCT 2019

Cristiano 2005
hu  2016
lee  2004

hayashi 2005
kitano 2002
KIM 2016

cia 2011
cui 2015

Overall (I^2=8537 % , P< 0.001)

Estimate (95% C.I.) 

−1.200  (−2.014, −0.386)

4.200   (2.096,  6.304)

−0.500  (−1.327,  0.327)

−6.100 (−12.654,  0.454)

−6.000  (−9.313, −2.687)

1.600   (0.222,  2.978)

−0.800  (−1.199, −0.401)

0.210  (−0.679,  1.099)

−3.800  (−6.426, −1.174)

−0.533  (−1.550,  0.485)

−10 −5 0 5

Mean Difference

Studies

KLASS 02 RCT 2019

Cristiano 2005
hu  2016

lee  2004

hayashi 2005
kitano 2002

KIM 2016
cia 2011

Takiguchi 2013
cui 2015

katai 2017

Overall (I^2=9778 % , P< 0.001)

Estimate (95% C.I.)   

71.800   (64.602,  78.998)

28.000   (13.198,  42.802)

31.600   (24.679,  38.521)

128.600  (111.356, 145.844)

143.000   (80.032, 205.968)

0.000   (−5.186,   5.186)

38.900   (33.389,  44.411)

82.840   (63.570, 102.110)

65.500   (41.834,  89.166)

64.000   (47.968,  80.032)

−84.000 (−192.336,  24.336)

56.904   (35.325,  78.482)

−100 0 100 200

Mean Difference

Studies

KLASS 02 2019

Cristiano 2005
hu 2016
lee  2004
hayashi 2005
kitano 2002
KIM 2016
cia 2011
Takiguchi 2013
cui 2015
katai 2017

Overall (I^2=7179 % , P< 0.001)

Estimate (95% C.I.)

2.069 (0.377, 11.346)

1.050 (0.347,  3.181)

0.498 (0.045,  5.510)

1.043 (0.020, 54.721)

1.000 (0.019, 53.890)

1.000 (0.019, 53.890)

0.710 (0.572,  0.881)

1.042 (0.020, 53.588)

1.000 (0.058, 17.181)

0.902 (0.018, 45.776)

0.200 (0.136,  0.296)

0.652 (0.321,  1.323)

Ev/Trt 

511/513 

21/30  

517/519 

24/24  

14/14  

14/14  

384/686 

49/49  

1/20  

128/128 

131/455 

1794/2452

Ev/Ctrl

494/498 

20/29  

519/520 

23/23  

14/14  

14/14  

448/698 

47/47  

1/20  

142/142 

105/157 

1827/2162

0.02 0.04 0.09 0.18 0.36 0.650.89 1.78 3.55 8.88 17.76 35.53 54.72

Odds Ratio (log scale)

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.12.20062562doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.12.20062562
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 
Comparision of number of lymphnode retrived between laproscopic and open 

gastrectomy. 

 

 

 
Comparision of T2 and higher staging between laproscopic and open 

gastrectomy. 

 

 

Figure 5 comparision of completion of d2 gastrectomy,number of lymphnode 

retrived and T2 and high staging between laproscopic and open gastrectomy 
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