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Abstract

Purpose: As the treatment efficacy of systemic therapy for patients with advanced-stage HCC is
insufficient, locoregional therapies are performed in the clinical practice. We investigated the efficacy
and safety of two most potent therapies, surgery and external beam radiotherapy (EBRT), in patients
with HCC involving the 1V C and/or right atrium (RA) through comparative meta-analysis.

Method: A systematic search of Pubmed, MEDLINE, EMBASE, and the Cochrane library was
performed for entries up to July 2020. The primary endpoints were 1- and 2-year overall survival (OS)
rates, while secondary endpoints were response rate, local control rate, and grade >3 toxicities.
Results: Eighteen studies with 22 cohorts were included, encompassing 755 patients. The pooled
median OS and 1-and 2-year OS rates were 14.2 months, 55.6%, and 27.4%, respectively. The pooled
median OS in the surgery and EBRT arms were 15.3 and 11.7 months, respectively. The pooled 1-
year OS rate of the surgery arm was significantly higher than that of the EBRT arm (62.4%, 95% CI:
53.8-70.3 vs. 48.8%, 95% ClI: 40.9-56.8; p=0.023). However, the 2-year OS rates were comparable
(26.9%, 95% CI: 20.7-34.2 vs. 27.5%, 95% CI: 19.7-37.1; p=0.913). The pooled response and local
control rates in the EBRT arm were 74.3% and 87.2%, respectively. In the surgical arm, the
perioperative mortality and grade >3 complication rates were 0-7.6% and 3.9-67%, respectively.
Grade >3 complications and radiation-induced liver disease were rarely observed in the EBRT arm.
Conclusons. Both surgery and EBRT are effective treatment options for patients with HCC
involving IVC/RA invasion. Outcomes and safety should be further evaluated in well-controlled
clinical trials.
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I ntroduction

HCC isthe sixth most common cancer and fourth major cause of cancer-related deaths worldwide [1].
The prevalence of HCC varies among regions; approximately 75% of HCCs occur in East Asia, where
the mgjor risk factor is chronic hepatitis B infection [2]. In contrast to patients in other geographic
areas, a considerable number of those in East Asia are diagnosed with advanced stage despite active
HCC surveillance[3].

It is well known that patients with macrovascular invasion have poor prognoses, with median survival
times of 6-8 months when untreated [4, 5]. Compared to the portal vein, HCC less frequently involves
the IVC and right atrium (RA); under 4% of al HCC patients have such involvement [6-8] but
experience worse outcomes with expected survival times of less than 3 months without treatment [9].
In addition, 1VC tumor thrombi can flow into the heart and lungs, causing pulmonary embolisms and
lung metastases [10-12].

Although most guidelines recommend systemic therapy as the standard treatment for advanced-stage
HCC [13], such treatments provide minimal or modest clinical benefits [14, 15]. Furthermore, other
local treatments such as surgical resection or external beam radiotherapy (EBRT) have produced
comparable or better efficacies than sorafenib in several studies of patients presenting with major
vascular invasion [16, 17]. Hence, the use of systemic therapy as the first-line treatment is not
prevalent, and many clinicians have attempted to reduce the tumor burden with locoregional therapies
in real-world practice [18].

A standardized treatment for HCC involving the IV C/RA has not been established owing to a limited
number of studies to date. Following advances in surgical techniques, recent studies showed that
surgical management of these patients produced better survival outcomes than non-surgical
aternatives. However, since surgical approaches for this group of patients are invasive, complete
resection is not always possible, and it is necessary to balance between effectiveness and avoiding
complications [19-21]. Although transarterial chemoembolization (TACE) is the most common local
treatment modality, its oncologic outcome is unsatisfactory given its median survival of 4.2-4.7

months [22-24]. Since EBRT is feasible for treating HCC lesions including those in major vessels, it


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.20.20198440

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.20.20198440; this version posted September 23, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

has also been performed in patients with IVC/RA involvement and was found to be effective and safe
in arecent meta-analysis, dispelling previous belief that EBRT can lead to pulmonary embolism or
cardiac toxicity [17].

Although surgical resection and EBRT have been considered potent treatment options for patients
with HCC who have IVC/RA invasion, adequate comparative studies have not been conducted.
Therefore, we performed this comparative meta-analysis to evaluate the efficacies and feasibilities of

both surgical approach and EBRT for HCC patients with IVC/RA invasion.

M ethods

Database search and study selection

The present systematic review and meta-analysis was designed to answer the following PICO question:
“ Are surgical approach and EBRT for HCC patients with IVC and/or RA invasion comparable
options regarding oncologic efficacy and feasibility?” Four databases (EMBASE, Medline, Pubmed,
and the Cochrane library) were systematically searched for literature published up to July 8th, 2020.
Publications prior to the year 2000 were excluded; no language restriction was applied. Conference
abstracts were not considered owing to the lack of clinical data that compare between treatment
modalities. Detailed search strategies, including the search terms used, are shown in Supplement 1.
Studies included in the present analyses met the following criteria: 1) clinical studies involving at
least 10 patients with HCC who have IV C and/or RA invasion and were treated with either surgery or
EBRT, and 2) survival outcomes were detailed. Multiple studies from the same institution were all
included if patient overlap was either not present or negligible; if patient overlap was significant, the
following criteria were used for selection, prioritized in the order listed: 1) studies involving HCC
patients with 1VC and/or RA invasion exclusively (i.e.,, not those in which such invasion were

subgroups or prognodticators); 2) larger number of patients, and 3) more recently published.

After the initial search, studies with irrdevant formats (e.g., reviews, letters, conference abstracts,

editorials, case reports, trial protocols, and lab studies) were excluded using machine filtering
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functions provided by EMBASE and PubMed. Duplicate studies were filtered out using the Rayan
QCRI web-based program (https://rayyan.gcri.org/welcome). Initial searches across databases and
machine filtering were performed by an experienced meta-analysis researcher (CHR). Next, abstract
and full-text reviews were performed by 2 independent researchers to identify suitable studies. The

studies that were finally included were verified by all authors.

Data acquisition

Data were recorded on a pre-standardized coding sheet that included 1) general information (author
names, affiliations, publication year, funding sources); 2) clinical data including age, etiology, Child-
Pugh class, (CPC), aphafetoprotein level, accompanying PVT rate, extrahepatic metastasis rate,
tumor size, radiotherapy (RT) method, complete resection rate, pre-, combined, or post-treatment; and
3) the primary endpoint of overall survival (OS) as well as secondary endpointsthat included response
rate after EBRT, first progression site, grade >3 complications, and perioperative mortality. In the
absence of numeral data, OS rates were estimated using descriptive graphs. Two independent
researchers acquired the data, and any disagreements were resolved with mutual discussion and a re-

review of the literature.

Quality assessment and statistical methods

Considering that most studies of patients with HCC are non-randomized clinical series, we used the
Newcastle-Ottawa scale for quality assessment [25]. Studies with scores of 7 to 9 were considered
high quality and those with scores of 4 to 6 were deemed medium quality. Considering that a vast
majority of studies shared a similar design, no specific method to differentiate studies based on data
synthesis (e.g., different weighting or subgroup analyses according to the studies qualities) was
applied. This meta-analysis included studies at the outcome level. Although it targeted a rare type of
HCC, there can till be significant distinctions in terms of clinical characteristics and treatment details;
therefore, arandom effects model was used for all pooled estimates.

All endpoints of interest were measured as rates (percentages), and pooled rates were calculated as the
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weighted averages of those rates. The exception was that grade >3 complications and perioperative
mortality rates were analyzed qualitatively. Heterogeneity among studies was assessed using
Cochran’s Q test [26] and 12 statistics [27]. 12 values of 25%, 50%, and 75% corresponded to low,
moderate, and high heterogeneity, respectively. Publication bias was assessed by visual inspection of
funnel plots and quantitative analyses using Egger’s test [28]. If significant asymmetry was observed
and the 2-tailed p-value in Egger’s test was lower than 0.1, Duval and Tweedi€'s trim and fill was
performed for sensitivity analysis [29]. Subgroup comparisons were performed using mixed effects
analyses and Cochran’s Q-test, based on analysis of variance. Subgroup analyses were performed to
examine local treatment methods (surgery vs. EBRT) as well as known clinical prognosticators
including CPC-A, accompanying PVT, and extrahepatic metastases [17, 30]. Borderline values
between subgroups were set close to the overall median value. The p-values <0.05 were considered
significant on subgroup analyses. Statistical analyses were performed by an experienced meta-
analysis researcher (CHR) and supervised by a biostatistician specialized in meta-analyses (1SS). All
statistical analyses were performed using Comprehensive Meta-Analysis version 3 (Biostat Inc.,

Englewood, NJ, USA).

Results

Sudy incluson and general information

The initial database searches identified 1139 articles, however, initial machine filtering excluded 879
studies with irrelevant formats as well as 25 duplicates. Next, 235 studies underwent abstract
screening; among them, 207 were excluded after investigation by 2 independent researchers. Full-text
reviews of 28 articles were performed, and 18 studies of 22 cohorts involving 755 patients were
ultimately included in the present study. The study selection processis shown in Figure 1.

Among the 18 studies, 8 were single arm studies [19-22, 31-34] that were categorized into the surgery
subgroup, another 8 were single arm studies [24, 35-41] categorized into the EBRT subgroup, and 2
were controlled studies [42, 43] comprising 2 cohorts that compared surgery and EBRT. Eight studies

(44%) were from mainland China, 6 from Japan (33%), 2 from Korea (11%), and 1 from Taiwan
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(5.6%). A vast majority of patients in the studies performed in China, Korea, and Taiwan had HCC
related to hepatitis B virus, while the proportions of patients with HCC related to hepatitis B and C
viruses were comparable in studies from Japan. The rates of patients with CPC-A ranged from 72.9%
to 100% (median: 100%) in the surgery arm and from 44.4% to 88.0% (median: 60.7%) in the EBRT
arm. The median rates of PVT were 48.0% (range: 0%—-100%) and 32.5% (range: 0%-100%) in the
surgery and EBRT arms, respectively, while the corresponding rates of extrahepatic metastases
(including lymph node metastasis) were 10.7% (range: 0-61.5%) and 30.8% (range: 0-94.6%),

respectively. Data from the studies are shown in Table 1.

Quality analysis

All studies were deemed medium quality except for 2 controlled studies by Li et al. [42] and Komatsu
et al. [43] that were high quality. All medium-quality studies lacked points for the selection of non-
exposed cohorts and comparability between cohorts, detailed results are shown in Supplement 2.
Funding information was available for 16 of the 18 studies. Eight studies were supported by the
government, 2 by academic funding, and 6 received no funding. None of the studies reported conflicts

of interest regarding commercial ties (Table 1).

Clinical data and outcomes of interest

The median OS periods were 14.2 months (range: 5-21 months), 15.3 months (range: 13.0-19.0
months), and 11.7 months (range: 5.6—-21.0 months) for all studies, the surgery arms, and EBRT arms,
respectively. Among the 8 studies that reported prognostic factors related to OS, tumor multiplicity
was reported in 4 studies, extrahepatic metastasis in 3, and CPC in 3. The most common sites of first
progression were the liver (21.5-61.5%) and lung (13.5-42.9%). TACE and chemotherapy were the
most common modalities applied pre- or post-surgery or radiotherapy. Li et al. (1 of the 2 controlled
trials) reported that the median OS was similar in both the surgery and EBRT arms (14.5 vs. 12.8
months, p=0.466), while Komatsu et al. (the other controlled trial) demonstrated that the 1-year OS

was lower in the surgical arm than in the EBRT arm with a non-significant trend (25% vs. 68%,
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p=0.106). Clinical datafromthe included studies are shown in Table 2.

The surgery arm had a higher pooled rate of patients with CPC-A than did the EBRT arm (90.1%, 95%
Cl: 80.2-95.4 vs. EBRT: 70.0%, 95% Cl: 56.9-80.5; p=0.007) and had a lower rate of patients with
extrahepatic metastases (14.5%, 95% Cl: 7.6-25.8 vs. 34.5%, 95% CI: 16.5-58.3, p=0.067). The
pooled 1- and 2-year OS rates for al studies were 55.6% (95% Cl: 48.9-62.1) and 27.4% (95% ClI:
22.3-33.1), respectively. The surgery arm had a higher 1-year OS rate (62.4%, 95% CI: 53.8-70.3)
than did the EBRT arm (48.8%, 95% ClI: 40.9-56.8) (p=0.023), although the 2-year OS rates were
similar (26.9%, 95% CI: 20.7-34.2 vs. 27.5%, 95% CI. 19.7-37.1; p=0.913). On subgroup analyses,
patients with lower extrahepatic metastasis rates (<20% vs. >20%) showed higher 1-year OS rates
with borderline significance (62.7% vs. 50.6%, p=0.072). Pooled results are shown in Table 3 and

depicted as forest plotsin Figure 2.

As for secondary endpoints, the most common sites of first progression were the liver (pooled rate;
43.2%, 95% Cl: 31.0-56.2), followed by the lung (pooled rate: 34.0%, 95% CI: 24.6-44.9). The
pooled rates of complete remission, response rate, and local control after EBRT were 27.9% (95% Cl:
15.5-45.0), 74.3% (95% Cl: 46.9-90.5), and 87.2% (95% Cl: 78.2-92.8), respectively (Table 4). Four
studies in the surgery arm reported either 30-day or 90-day perioperative mortality rates, which
ranged from O to 7.6%. Grade >3 complication rates were reported in 5 surgery cohorts and ranged
from 3.9% to 67%. Radiation-induced liver disease was very rare, having been reported in only 1
study (2% rate). Grade >3 complicationsin the EBRT arm were nonexistent (0%) in all cohorts except
Rim et al.’s study [36], wherein the rates of gastrointestinal complications, ascites, and varices were
0%, 2%, and 2%, respectively. In that same study, the rates of transient elevation of liver function
markers (e.g., albumin, bilirubin, and aspartate transaminase/alanine transaminase: 30.6%) and
decrease in blood count (e.g., white blood cells, hemoglobin, and platelets: 26.5%) were relatively

high (Table 2).
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Heterogeneity and publication bias analyses

Heterogeneity among cohorts was moderate-to-high in most of the pooled analyses except on
subgroup analyses of 1- and 2-year OS rates in patients with high alpha-fetoprotein and of the 1-year
OS rate in the patients with low PVT rates. Potential publication bias was not evident in the pooled
analysis of the 1-year OS rate, but was noted for that of the 2-year OS rate; the 2-tailed p-value in
Egger’stest was 0.078, and the trimmed value using Duval and Tweedie's method was increased from
the original value (pooled 2-year OS rate: 27.4% to 32.3%) (Table 3). Funnel plots are shown in

Figure 2.

Discusson

Patients with HCC that includes IVC/RA invasion have a poor prognosis and risk life-threatening
complications. Although pioneering researchers have applied active local treatments to improve
clinical outcomes, previous data were not sufficient to derive optimal treatment srategies. In this
comparative meta-analysis, we evaluated the therapeutic effect and safety of the 2 most promising
treatment modalities, surgical resection and EBRT, for patients with HCC involving the IVC/RA.

Our study had several clinical strengths and implications. Our pooled median OS was 14.2 months,
which is much longer than that of previous series [22-24, 44, 45]. Chun et al. [44] showed that the
median OS of patients with IVC/RA invasion was 4 and 2 months in the actively treated and
supportive care groups, respectively. In the active treatment group, only 18.7% of patients underwent
surgery or EBRT, whereas approximately half of the patients underwent 5-fluorouracil-based
chemotherapy or TACE. When compared to the median OS in studies of patients treated with TACE
(4.2-4.7 months) [22-24], the treatment efficacy of surgery and EBRT appeared to be superior to that
of TACE aone. In the same vein, Wang et al. [22] compared the survival benefits of surgery and
TACE in amatched cohort comparison; the median survival times were 19 vs. 4.5 months (p<0.001).
Koo et a. [24]. dso demonstrated that combined TACE and EBRT vyielded higher surviva than the

control group that underwent TACE alone (median survival: 11.7 vs. 4.7 months, p<0.01).
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The median survival of patients in the surgery arm in our sudy was 15.3 months, which was longer
than 11.7 months in the EBRT arm; this suggests that surgery might produce a greater survival benefit
than EBRT for these patients. However, caution is needed when interpreting this result because there
were significantly more patients with CPC-A (90.1% vs. 70.0%, p=0.007) while extrahepatic
metastases tended to be less common (14.5% vs. 34.5%, p=0.067) in the surgery arm. Impaired liver
function and the presence of extrahepatic metastasis are known predictors of poor prognosis in
patients with advanced-stage HCC [46]. Therefore, to reduce the effects of selection bias and
confounding factors on survival, a well-designed propensity score-matched study is required. Indeed,
in the study by Li et a. that compared the treatment effects of surgery and RT in patients without
extrahepatic metastasis and with similar characteristics between groups, no significant difference in
survival was observed (median survivals with surgery vs. EBRT: 14.5 vs. 12.8 months, p=0.466) [21].
A study by Komatsu et al. also showed comparable survival outcomes (p=0.106) in the surgery and
EBRT groups following matched-pair analysis that adjusted for 12 clinical factors [43].

In contragt to the significantly higher 1-year OS rate in the surgery arm than in the EBRT arm (62.4%
vs. 48.8%, p=0.023), the 2-year OS rates in the 2 groups were comparable (26.9% vs. 27.5%,
p=0.913). Although most surgeries aim to remove all tumor lesions, advanced-stage HCCs may not be
completely resectable and can remain macroscopic tumor or microscopic metastases. Even after
curative resection, early recurrence (which characteristically occurs within 2 years after treatment) is
frequent in patients with advanced-stage HCC [47, 48], and this may contribute to considerable
differences in mortality between 1 and 2 years among those who undergo surgical resection [49, 50].
Indeed, 1-year recurrence-free survival in studies where surgery was applied ranged from 26% to 44%
[19, 20, 31, 32].

The pooled response and local control rates following EBRT (the secondary outcomes of our sudy),
were 74.3% and nearly 90%, respectively, demonstrating potent local control with EBRT. With the
introduction of 3-dimensional conformal radiation therapy, it has become possible to apply
therapeutic doses of 4560 Gy to the tumor while sparing the normal liver. Therefore, the treatment

efficacy for liver malignancies has markedly increased [51-53]. EBRT can be safely applied for
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tumors that involve major vessels, with a tolerance dose of over 100 Gy, whereas other modalities
may be contraindicated owing to possible hemorrhage [54]. Objective response or local control of
IVC/RA after EBRT was shown to be significantly related to survival [24, 41]. Therefore, EBRT
could be an effective treatment modality, possibly enhancing the oncologic outcomes of these patients.
Additionally, the pooled response and loca control rates of HCCs that invaded the 1V C/RA were
higher than those of HCCs with PVTs in previous studies [55]. This phenomenon could be explained
by the difference between the portal and hepatic veins, as the components of the PVT (tumor and
blood cells that block the narrow-diameter vessels) are less affected by EBRT than are the isolated
tumor thrombi inthe IVCs[37, 56].

Although the surgery arm demonstrated higher median and 1-year survival rates, the grade >3
complication rates in this arm were higher than those in the EBRT arm (3.9-67% vs. 0—4%);
moreover, post-operative mortality rates of 0—7.6% were observed in the former. For radical resection
of HCCs involving the IVC/RA, concerns exist regarding the burden on the circulatory system that
arises owing to invasive procedures, such as total hepatic vascular exclusion or extracorporeal
circulation. Furthermore, pulmonary embolisms and pleural effusions, which are closely associated
with circulatory dysfunction, commonly develop [19, 20, 22]. There are aso concerns that EBRT for
treating IV C/RA thromboses might cause systemic complications, such as pulmonary embolism or
cardiac failure. However, most studies in the EBRT arm showed an absence or a very low rate of
grade >3 complications (including radiation-induced liver disease). This may be due to successfully
limiting the bystander radiation dose to adjacent major organs (such as the lung and heart) to levels
lower than the standardized dose congraints [13, 57]. In addition, duodenal toxicity, which is a
common and serious complication when treating HCC with EBRT, is less a concern because of the
longer distance between the 1VC/RA thrombosis and duodenum [54]. Given these safety issues,
surgery could be considered for patients with favorable clinical characteristics, whereas EBRT could
be aless invasive alternative option that has potent treatment efficacy.

Lastly, the most common sites of first progression after local control using EBRT were the liver

(43.2%) and lung (34.0%), as expected. In the multi-institutional study by Rim et al. [36], which is
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one of the largest EBRT series, the median progression-free survival after EBRT was only 4 months
in patients with HCC exhibiting 1VC/RA invasion. After surgical resection, the median recurrence-
free survival only reached 5.2-5.3 months [19, 20, 31, 32]. When considering the short time before
the disease progressed, local control may not be sufficient to prevent further progression in substantial
patients with advanced-stage HCC, therefore, there is a distinct need for preventing further HCC
progression after local treatment. Studies evaluating the effect of systemic therapy after local control
in advanced-stage HCC are scarce. Rim et al. reported that patients who had concurrent or additional
systemic treatment had longer median overall survival than those without such treatment (12.2 vs. 8.4
months, p=0.054); however, the trend was not significant [17]. Kasai et a. evaluated the effect of
adjuvant sorafenib therapy after surgical resection in patients with HCC involving the IVC/RA and
showed comparable OS and recurrence-free survival between patients with and without adjuvant
therapy [20].

Recently, the immune-related effects of RT have gained attention in the era of immunotherapy
because RT may have pro-immunogenic effects on immune responses [58]. Preclinical data
demonstrated that RT could improve the response of cancer cells to immune checkpoint inhibitors by
enhancing immunogenic antigen presentation, stimulating proinflammatory cytokines, and increasing
PD-L1 expression [59]. The results of several ongoing clinical trials that are evaluating the effect of
EBRT alone or in combination with systemic therapies could provide valuable perspectives to
clinicians.

We are also aware of several limitations that remained unresolved. M eta-analyses of non-randomized
studies are controversial because the pooled effects can be influenced by different study designs and
patient characteristics [60]. Regarding our present study, detailed methods of surgery or radiotherapy
varied among ingtitutions, and there would have been differences in the application of additional
treatments asde from the main local modalities. Although a large randomized trial might provide
robust evidence with minimal biases, the field of oncology does not always provide the best evidence,

and clinical decisions are commonly based on small or observational studies[61]. HCC involving the
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IVC/RA is a very rare condition with a poor prognosis, therefore, a meta-analysis of observational
studies might be one of the few available methods to assess treatment efficacy and feasibility.

In conclusion, both surgery and EBRT are effective treatment options for patients with HCC
exhibiting IVC/RA invasion. Surgical resection appears to provide a longer survival benefit than
EBRT; however, its higher rate of complications should also be considered. EBRT could be safely
used in patients with HCC involving the IVC/RA as a feasible and effective palliative treatment
option. Further studies comparing the efficacy and safety of surgical resection and EBRT in well-

controlled patient groups are warranted.
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Figure legends
Figure 1. Study inclusion plot

Figure 2. Forest plots of 1-year (A) and 2-year overall survival rates (B); forest plot of the 1-year overall survival rate according
to extrahepatic metastasis rate (C); funnel plot of the 1-year (left) and 2-year overall survival rate on pooled analyses (D).
Abbreviations: OS, overall survival; EBRT, external beam radiation therapy; EHM, extrahepatic metastass
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Table 1. General data from the studies included in this meta-analysis.
. f Patient Age(y), oDFR Extrahepatic |
First author Patients Ye_ar 0 Category Affiliation recruitment median HBV (%) CPC A 2400 ”9’”!L PVT metastases Comp.ete Funding
(n) publication (%) (%) or median (%) resection
years (range) (range) (%)
Zhang-1 56 2019 Surgery Eastern Hepatobiliary =~ 2002-2015  50.5 (46.0— 89.3% 100% 39.3% 0.0% LNM 10.7% Government
(adjuvant Surgery Hospital, VI 58.5)
TACE) division, China
Zhang-2 35 Surgery 53.0 (49.0- 82.9% 100% 65.7% 0.0% LNM 11.4%
(no TACE) 66.0)
Matsukuma 37 2020 Surgery Yamaguchi Univ., 19972017 66 (61-75) HBV 43.2%; 72.9% 316 (29-8968) 100.0% 32.4% 67.6% (ROor No funding
Osaka cancer ingtitute, HCV 37.8% ng/mL 1)
Osaka Univ. hospital
Kasai 39 2017 Surgery Kyoto University 1996-2015 55 (49-67) HBV 28%; 77% 26.0% 79% N/A
HCV 36% (ROor1)
Kokudo 13 2014 Surgery Tokyo University 19942011 61.8 (57.4- HBV 46%; 85% 22812ng/mL  77.0% 0.0% 69% (RO) No funding
66.2) HCV 38%
Wakayama 13 2013 Surgery Hokkaido University, 19902012 Mean63.4  HBV 53.8%;  100% 61.5% 38.5% (ROor No funding
Japan +-11.8 HCV 15.4% 1)
Li 13 2013 Surgery Eastern Hepatobiliary =~ 1997-2009  49.7 (35— 100% 0.0% 0.0% 76.9% Government
Surgery Hospital, third 72) (completely
division, China resected)
Wang 25 2013 Surgery Eastern Hepatobiliary = 20002010 Mean 48.5 100.0% 100% 68% (>1000 48.0% 0.0% No funding
Surgery Hospital, +/-11.6 ng/mL)
second division, China
Liu 65" 2012 Surgery Sun Yat-Sen 20002009 52.6 +/- 4.6 84.6% A and Mean391.8  100.0% 0.0% No funding
University, China B +/- 48.9
75.4% ng/mL
RT method
(median or
prescribed
EQD2)
Koo 42 2010 EBRT Asan Medical Center, 20042006 Mean 54 +/- 83.3% 61.9% 47.6% (>1000 45.2% 3DCRT Academic
Korea 8 ng/mL.) (48.8Gy)
Duan 11 2015 EBRT General Hospital of 20052008 53 (30-74) 100.0% 1105 (2— 0.0% 81.8% 3DCRT (60  Government
Chinese People's 24200) ng/mL Gy)
Liberation Army,
China
Rim 49 2020 EBRT Six centersin Korea 2009-2016 59 (35-75) 77.6% 83.7% 311.6 (2.1- 65.3% LNM 82% 3Dor IMRT Government
155041) (46.7, 35.4-
ng/mL 71.5)
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HFRT, hypofractionated radiotherapy; LNM, lymph node metastases, HCV, hepatitis C virus; 3DCRT, 3-dimensional conformal radiotherapy; IMRT, intensity modulated radiotherapy.

°
@ 3
=iy
2 3%
Hou-1 37 2012 EBRT Zhongshan Hospita, 2000-2009 86.5% 46.0% 00% LNM94.6% 2Dor3D (50 No funding 2o
Fudan University, Gy) -8
China e
Hou-2 18 EBRT 100.0% LNM 88.2% vz
(accompanying 32
PVT) S
Igaki 18 2008 EBRT Tokyo Univ, Japan 19902006 70 (45-81) HBV 44.4% 16.5 (1- 3D (50,30~ Government =9
(16.7%); 136260) 60) S
HCV (72.2%) ng/mL g2
Li-1 57 2019 EBRT Eastern Hepatobiliary 20042016  Mean 53.6 84.2% 246% LNM 105% 3Dor IMRT Government o g
Surgery Hospitd, +-12.3 82.5% (46-60 Gy) 3<
. Shanghai, China S S
Li-2 (surgery) 51 Surgery Mean 51.7 92.2% 118% LNM 5.9% (Surgery 2=
+/-9.8 78.4% arm) é_g 8
~ N
259
Komatsu-1 19 2017 EBRT Kobe University, Japan 20012016 Mean 68 57.9% 304 (2.2— 31.6% 26.3% Proton and N/A @ ; P4
15440) ng/mL carbon (73— ga 3
91) 2
Komatsu-2 19 Surgery Mean 67 89.5% 148 (3.0- 57.9% 26.3% (Surgery é 3 8
egl
(surgery) 90140) ng/mL arm) z § g
Sekino 21 2020 EBRT TsukubaUniv., Japan 20052014 73 (50-82) HCV 61.9%; 57.1% 52.4% 33.3% 0.0% Proton (72.6, Government @ a £
HBV 14.3% 50-74) 2% —i’
® 3=
Lou 75 2019 EBRT Shanghai Wujung, 20082016 53 (23-75) 92.0% 88.0% 41.3% LNM 7.3%  HFRT (~44,  Academic 552
Guandgong Nongken, distant mets.  32.5-56) 58 2
Shanghai Jiading 28% 2% &
hospital 355
Pao 42 2019 EBRT National Cheng Kung  2007-2018 63 (40-92) HBV 64.2%; 59.5% LNM 19%; 3Dor IMRT Government 2 2 .8.
University Hospital, HCV 33.3% lung mets (48.8,3.3- S g 2
Taiwan 23.8% 67.1) ‘é‘i S0
Upper case M prefix denotes median value; Tinclude 17 right hepatic vein invasion cases 2"
Abbreviations: HBV, hepatitis B virus; CPC, Child-Pugh class; AFP, alpha-fetoprotein; PVT, portal vein thrombosis, EBRT, external beam radiotherapy; TACE, transarterial chemoembolization; Sw S
>N
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g°
55
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53
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Table 2. Clinical data of interest from the included studies
Follow- os Peri-
) Patients up, " 0s oS, Factorsreated to First Grade>3 Complete . Pre- or combined Post-surgery or
First author ; median . " . operative .
(n) median h l-year 2-year oS progression complication resection ai treatments radiotherapy treatments
(months) (months) mortality
Zhang-1 56 732% 55.4% TACE (100%)
(adjuvant
TACE)
Zhang-2 35 48.6% 25.7%
(no TACE)
Matsukuma 37 13 (9.5- 13.8 59.5% 35.1% Age, residual Liver (40.5%); 17.9% 67.6% (RO or 1) 90 day: TACE (16.2%); CTx (10.8%); HAIC
27.5) tumor in liver Lung (13.5%) 5.4% HAIC (8.1%) (8.1%); RT (2.7%)
Kasai 39 15.2 64.0% 38.5% Preop HAIC, Liver (27.0%); 67.0% 79% 30-day: TACE or TAI CTx (17.9%); sorafenib
Extracorporeal Lung (35.1%); (ROor1) 5% (28.5%); HAIC  (10.3%); HAIC (10.3%)
circulation, (20.5%); RT
extrahepatic mets. (7.7%)
Kokudo 13 No 16.7 84.6% 30.7% Liver (61.5%); 69% (RO) 90 day: Sorafenib (15.4%);
dropout Lung (30.7%) 7.6% TACE (30.8%); re-
resection (23.1%)
Wakayama 13 11.2 (1.8~ 153 50.4% 23.1% Liver (61.5%); 38.5% (RO or 1) 30-day: CTx (30.8%); TACE
51.8) Lung (53.8%) 0% (7.7%); RT (7.7%)
Li 13 (1-6 13.0 53.8% 15.4% Liver (69.2%) 76.9% (completely TACE (69.2%); RFA
years) resected) (23.1%); RT (23.1%)
Wang-1 25 19.0 68.0% 28.0%  Multiple tumors, 8.0% TACE and/or RT
surgery (vs. (60%); RFA (8%); re-
TACE, non-locd resection (4%)
Tx.)
Liu 65 No 17.0 80.0% 14.7% CTx (100%), TACE
dropouts
CR/PR/IRR; LC RILD
Koo 42 11.7 477% 42.8% CPC, PVT, IVCT 0.0% 14.3/28,6/42.9% None TACE (100%)
progression LC: 71.4%
Duan 11 3 dropouts 21.0 545%  45.0% 0.0% 18.2/54.5/72.7% TACE (100%) Sorafenib (45.4%);
LC: 90.9% CTx. (18.2%)
Rim 49 9.3 (1.1- 10.1 435% 30.1% AFP, multiple Liver (44.9%); Gl 0%; ascites LC: 85.7% 2.0% TACE (26.5%); TACE (18.4%));
119) tumor, hospital Lung (42.9%) 2%; varices HAIC (28.6%) sorafenib (28.6%);
size 2%; LFT HAIC (22.4%)
30.6%; blood
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Hou-1

Hou-2
(accompanying
PVT)

I gaki

Li-1
Li-2 (surgery)
Komatsu-1
Komatsu-2
(surgery)

Sekino

Lou

37

18

18

57

51

19

19

21

75

42

10 (15—
75)

No
dropout

145

No
dropout

21 (4-
120)

12
(3-40)

4.4
(0.3-55.9)

174

85

5.6

12.8

14.5

210

10.0

6.6

67.6%

41.7%

33.3%

57.9%

58.8%

68.0%

34.0%

62.0%

38.7%

30.0%

31.4%

17.4%

11.1%

24.6%

21.6%

36.8%

10.5%

33.0%

13.3%

19.0%

Multiple tumor
(UVA)

CPC, multiple
tumors, distant
mets, only TT in
target, low RT
dose (UVA)
CPC, LN mets,
lung mets, IVC
response

count 26.5%

0.0%

0.0%

NA

0.0%
3.9%
0.0%
26.3%

1 grade5 case
0.0%

0.0%

Liver (21.5%); 0%
Lung (33.3%)

62.2/24.3/86.5;
LC 86.5%

11.1/15.4/26.4;
LC91.7%

LC 84%

LC 95%

CR: 33.3%;
LC: 100%

22.7/73.3/96%;
LC: 100%

RR: 47.6%

None

None

None

None

None

None

TACE (72.2%);
surgery (27.8);
RFA or PEI
(38.9%)

Any prior therapy
(36.8%)

Any prior therapy
(23.5%)

TACE (57.1%);
surgery (14.2%)

TACE (45.2%);
RFA or PEI
(26.2%)); systemic
TX. (28.6%);
surgery (23.8%)

24

62% received post-
radiotherapy treatment.
(e.g. CTx., TACE)

Systemic treatment
50%; TACE 14.3%;

surgery 9.5%

Upper case M prefix denotes median value

Abbreviations: OS, overall survival; TACE, transarterial chemoembolization; HAIC, hepatic arterial chemoembolization; CTx., chemotherapy; RT, radiotherapy; RFA, radiofrequency ablation; PEI, percutaneous
ethanol injection; CR, complete remission; PR, partial response; RR, response rate; LC, local control; RILD, radiation-induced liver disease; AFP, alpha-fetoprotein; Gl, gastrointestinal; LFT, liver function tests;
UVA, univariate anaysis; CPC, Child-Pugh class, PV T, porta vein thrombosis; IVCT, inferior vena cava thrombosis; TT, tumor thrombosis; LN, lymph node; IVC, inferior vena cava
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Table 3. Pooled results of endpoints
No. of No. of Heterogeneity 12 (%) Heterogeneity  Pooled results (95% p-vaue Egger'sp
studies patients p Cl) (subgroup (trimmed
comparison) value)*
Child Pugh class A (%)
Surgery 9 250 0.02 55.8% High 90.1% (80.2-95.4) 0.007
EBRT 8 303 <0.001 77.0% Very high 70.0% (56.9-80.5)
Accompanying PVT (%)
Surgery 9 314 <0.001 88.3% Very high 40.8% (14.3-74.1) 0.815
EBRT 8 254 <0.001 81.4% Very high 36.2% (20.0-56.3)
Extrahepatic metastases (%)
Surgery 11 366 <0.001 73.7% High 14.5% (7.6-25.8) 0.067
EBRT 8 311 <0.001 88.5% Very high 34.5% (16.5-58.3)
1-year OS
All studies 22 755 <0.001 66.4% High 55.6% (48.9-62.1) 0.673
Surgery 11 389 0.009 57.7% High 62.4% (53.8-70.3) 0.023
EBRT 1 366 0.014 55.0% High 48.8% (40.9-56.8)
PVT <50% 11 367 0.361 8.7% Low 60.2% (54.7-65.4) 0.801
PVT >50% 6 201 <0.001 80.1% High 57.8% (40.0-73.8)
EHM <20% 10 385 0.004 63.3% High 62.7% (53.8-70.9) 0.072
EHM >20% 10 310 0.005 61.7% High 50.6% (40.8-60.3)
CPC A <80% 7 218 0.014 62.5% High 51.8% (40.4-63.1) 0.641
CPC A >80% 10 335 0.001 68.7% High 55.6% (44.9-65.7)
AFP <400 ng/mL" 10 417 <0.001 79.2% Very high 55.7% (44.2-66.6) 0.617
AFP >400 ng/mL 7 213 0.469 ~0.0% Very low 59.1% (52.2-65.6)
2-year OS
All studies 22 755 <0.001 59.3% High 27.4% (22.3-33.1) 0.078
(32.3%)
Surgery 11 366 0.001 67.4% High 26.9% (20.7-34.2) 0.913
EBRT 11 389 0.031 49.6% Moderate 27.5% (19.7-37.1)
PVT <50% 11 367 0.016 54.1% High 32.9% (25.8-40.9) 0.121
PVT >50% 6 201 0.114 43.7% Moderate 23.5% (16.0-33.2)
EHM <20% 10 385 0.002 66.1% High 27.8% (20.3-36.8) 0.801
EHM >20% 10 310 0.034 50.2% Moderate 26.3% (19.4-34.6)
CPC A <80% 7 218 0.152 36.3% Moderate 32.4% (24.8-41.1) 0.366
CPC A >80% 10 335 <0.001 69.7% High 26.5% (18.2-37.0)
AFP <400 ng/mLt 10 417 <0.001 78.2% High 27.5% (18.7-38.6) 0.925
AFP>400 ng/mL 7 213 0.79 ~0.0% Very low 27.0% (21.4-33.4)

Abbreviations: Cl, confidence interval; OS, overal survival; EBRT, external beam radiotherapy; PVT, portal vein thrombosis;
EHM), extrahepatic metastases; CPC, Child-Pugh class; AFP, alpha-fetoprotein

*Duval and Tweedie'strim and fill method for values with possible publication bias (Egger's p <0.1)
"Median value of >400 ng/mL or more than 50% of patients had AFP levels of >400 ng/mL
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Table 4. Pooled results of selected secondary endpoints
No. of No. of . 2 .
studies patients Heterogeneity p 1 (%) Heterogeneity  Pooled results (95% CI)
EBRT response rates (EBRT studies only)
LCrate 8 272 0.053 49.7% Moderate 87.2% (78.2-92.8)
CRrate 5 186 0.002 76.3% Very high 27.9% (15.5-45.0)
RR rate 5 207 <0.001 89.8% Very high 74.3% (46.9-90.5)
First progression site (all available studies)
Liver 7 206 0.007 65.8% High 43.2% (31.0-56.2)
Lung 6 193 0.074 50.2% Moderate 34.0% (24.6-44.9)

Abbreviations: Cl, confidence interval; EBRT, external beam radiotherapy; LC, loca control; CR, complete

remission; RR, response rate
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Identification

Screening

Eligibility

Included

Records identified through

database searching
EMBASE/Medline (n=595); Pubmed
(n=517); Cochrane library (n=27):
Total: n=1139

Additional records identified
through other sources
(n =0)

I |

Irrelevant formats including Reviews, Letters,
Conference abstracts, Editorial, Case reports, Trials, Lab
studies (n=879)

Duplicated among databases (n =25)

:

Records screened

l

Full-text articles assessed

l

Studies included in
qualitative synthesis
(n =18)

l

Studies included in
guantitative synthesis
(meta-analysis)

(n =18)

(n = 235) I

Records excluded
Irrlevant subject (161);
Irrelevant format (5)
Publicated earlier than 2000 (5)
Insufficient number of patients
(36)

for eligibility
(n = 28) \\\\\,

Full-text articles excluded,

with reasons:
Irrlevant subject (4)
No overall survival (2);
Insufficient number of patents (3)
Studies from same institution (1)
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(A) (B)

1-year OS rate (%) (Surgery vs. EBRT) 2-year OS rate (%) (Surgery vs. EBRT)
Study name  Subgroup within study Event rate and 95% Cl Study name  Subgroup within study Event rate and 95% Cl
Event Lower Upper Event Lower Upper
rate limit limit rate limit limit
Zhang-1 Surgery 0732 0602 0831 —- Zhang-1 Surgery 0554 0423 0678 L
Zhang-2 Surgery 0486 0328 0647 —— Zhang-2 Surgery 0257 0139 0425 —
Matsuuma  Surgery 0595 042 0739 T Matsiuma ~ Surgery 0351 0216 0515 ——
Kasai Surgery 0640 0480 0774 - Kasai Surgery 0385 0247 0544 -t
Kokudo Surgery 0846 0549 0961 —_— Kokudo Surgery 0307 0120 0590 —a—
Wakayama  Surgery 0504 025 0751 I Wakayama ~ Surgery 0231 0076 0522 —a—]
Li Surgery 0538 0281 0776 — Li Surgery 0154 0039 0451 —
Wang-1 Surgery 0680 0478 0831 = Wang-1 Surgery 0280 0140 0482 ——
Liu Surgery 0800 0685 0880 = Liu Surgery 0147 0080 0255 -
Li_2 Surgery 0588 0450 0714 T Li_2 Surgery 0216 0124 0349 -
Komatsu 2 Surgery 0340 0165 0571 —a—t Komats 2  Surgery 0105 0026 0337 -—
Pooled rate 0624 0538 0703 —-— Pooled rate 0275 0197 0371 -
Koo EBRT 0477 032 0626 —— Koo EBRT 0428 0289 0580 —m
Duan EBRT 0545 0268 0797 —— Duan EBRT 0450 0200 0729 —a—
Rm EBRT 0435 0304 0575 —- Rim EBRT 0301 0190 0442 —-—
Hou_1 EBRT 0676 0512 0806 —= Hou_1 EBRT 0314 0186 0478 ——
Hou_2 EBRT 0417 0219 0646 — Hou 2 EBRT 0174 0059 0416 ——
Igaki EBRT 0333 0158 0571 —= Igaki EBRT 0111 0028 0352 -—
Li_t EBRT 0579 0.448 0699 T Li_1 EBRT 0246 0152 0373 -
Komatsu_1  EBRT 0680 0448 0848 4= Komatsu EBRT 0388 0186 0507 —a
Sekino EBRT 0620 0403 0797 T Sekino EBRT 0330 0166 0550 —u—
Rou EBRT 0387 0284 0501 Rl Rou EBRT 0133 0073 0230 -
F’;O o 1ot EBRT g-igg 3‘133; g-ggg —-— Pao EBRT 0190 0098 0336 --—
ooled rate - - Pooled rate 0269 0207 0342 -
Pooled rate (overall) 0550 0491 0608 o d
1.00 050 0.00 0.50 1.00 Pooled rate (overall) 0271 0221 0328 -

Pooled rates, surgery vs. EBRT: 62.4% vs. 48.8%, p=0.023
Heterogeneity: p=0.009, 12=57.7% (Surgery)
p=0.014, 12=55.0% (EBRT)

(C) (D)

1-year OS rate (%), EHM rate (<20% vs. >=20%)

Pooled rates, surgery vs. EBRT: 27.5% vs. 26.9%, p=0.913 -1.00 .50 0.00 0.50 1.00
Heterogeneity: p=0.001, 12=67.4% (Surgery)
p=0.031, 12=49.6% (EBRT)

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logitevent rate Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logit event rate
Study name Subgroup within study Event rate and 95% CI
Event Lower Upper L 00
rate limit  limit
Zhang-1 Surgery 0732 0602 0.831 -
Zhang-2 Surgery 0486 0328 0647
Kokudo Surgery 0846 0549 0.91 —
Li Surgery 0538 0281 0.776 — - 02 o2
Wang-1 Surgery 0680 0478 0.831 —a— o
Liu Surgery 0800 0685 0.830 - s o
Rm EBRT 0435 0304 0.575 —— o o b
Li_1 EBRT 0579 0448 0.69 T © © og o 50 =
Li2 Surgery 0588 0450 0.714 +m— _— o
Sekino EBRT 0620 0403 0.797 T E E @ °
Pooled rate (EHM<20%) 0627 0538 0.709 —-— § T o
Matsukuna  Surgery 0595 0432 0739 +— H o © H %o
Kasai Surgery 0640 0480 0774 —— e
Wakayama  Surgery 0504 0255 0.751 o
Duan EBRT 0545 0268 0.797 —_—— 05 - & o
Hou_1 EBRT 0676 0512 0.806 —— ° . .
Hou 2 EBRT 0417 0219 0.646 —-— o gger Sdz"al"e" F’fﬂ?gm |
1l = immed value with Duva
K}gz::;_; EEngTery ggg g:gg gg;? -—l Egger's 2-tailed p: 0.673 and Tweedie’s method:
RU EBRT 0387 0284 0501 - ® 32\3% (95% Cl: 26.4-38.9)
Pao EBRT 0300 0.181 0453 —- e - 08 ==
Pooled rate (EHM >=20%) 0506 0408 0.603 -
Pooled rates, EHM<20% vs. EHM>=20%: 62.7% vs. 50.6%, g oo "'5 ¥ ¥ * s 2 1 ° ' 2
p=0.072 100  -050  0.00 0.50 1.00

Heterogeneity: p=0.004, 12=63.3% (EHM<20%)
p=0.005, 2=61.7% (EHM>=20%)

it even
Logit event rate Logit event rate
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