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Abstract
Aim: Incidental gallbladder cancer (GBC) is a more and more frequent medical entity discovered on the specimen after 
a cholecystectomy. The aim of our study is to value the importance of cholecystectomy as last diagnostic step or surgical 
procedure to prevent invasive gallbladder cancer. Histologicalroutinary examination of surgical specimen could discover 
a lot of hidden gallbladder cancer.

Material and methods: We collected data on patients treated with video laparoscopic cholecystectomy (VLC) for lithia-
sis, from January 2000 to December 2015. We selected 477 patients, who underwent VLC after a preoperative gallstones 
positive US, and who had histologic analysis of gallbladder specimens. Our outcomes were retrospectively analyzed and 
compared to international results for a global review.

Results: VLC has been realized in all patients with a rate of conversion of 5%. In 4 of these patients (0.9%) was inciden-
tally discovered a GBC during pathological exam of specimens. All the samples showed adenocarcinoma-type lesions.

Discussion: The incidental finding of gallbladder cancer during VLC is a quite rare event; incidence goes from 0.2 to 
2.9% (0.9% in our personal experience). Good results in term of overall survival were obtained for pTis and pT1a, while 
higher stages are related to a poor prognosis, especially in elderly population (due to comorbidities and less therapeutic 
choices). Most severe stages are related to an extremely high mortality rate. 

Conclusions: VLC has an important role in diagnosing and treating gallbladder cancer. Lesions Tis and T1a can be ef-
ficiently treated with the only VLC approach, while more severe stages require further procedures. For this reason, we 
suggest the importance of a preventive cholecystectomy in high risk patients, followed by histological examination in 
selected cases.
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Background
Epidemiology

Gallbladder carcinoma is the most frequent malignancy of 
the biliary tract and the fourth most common biliary tract neoplasia 
[1]. It is a relatively rare cancer that affects only approximately 

2500 patients yearly in the United States with an annual incidence 
estimated to be 1 to 2 people per 100.000 [2].

Gallbladder carcinoma represents the 0.5% of all the deaths 
for cancer. Furthermore, among other malignancies its incidence is 
0.9% (up to 2.1% in patients with gallstones); this kind of cancer 
represents the 4% of gastroenteric tumors and it induces the 47.9% 
of deaths for extrahepatic biliary tract neoplasia, with a prevalence 
in women (with a male/female rate among 1 - 2,2) and in the over 
60 population. Gallbladder cancer represents only the 0,009-0.3% 
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of hospitalizations or surgical procedures. Preoperative suspicion 
is only present in 30% of patients, while the remaining 70% is 
identified by pathologists later. The percentage of gallbladder re-
moved for other reasons, which reveals the presence of cancer, 
ranges from 0.2% to 2.9% [3,4].

Currently is still alive the habit of avoiding the execution of 
a routine histological examination of gallbladder samples. Interna-
tional guidelines recommend histological routine in high risk ar-
eas, while in the western countries a histological evaluation should 
be practiced at least in the high risk population according to eco-
nomic burdens [5, 6].

The incidence of gallbladder cancer in Italy is different de-
pending on the region. The ratio between areas with the highest 
rates and those with the lowest rates is about 3. Besides, incidence 
and mortality for gallbladder cancer tend to increase in both sexes. 
The overall survival rate for advanced stage patients is six months, 
while the 5-year survival rate is about 5%. Finally, more than 80% 
of cancers is an adenocarcinoma and originates from the fundus 
(60%), the body (30%) or neck (10%) of the gallbladder. Symp-
toms related to gallbladder cancer are nonspecific, mimicking 
those of the much more common cholelythiasis, that is present in 
90% of GBC. 

GBC is suspected preoperatively only in 30% of the patients, 
whereas in the remaining 70% of cases, carcinoma is discovered 
during or after cholecystectomy and represent the correct defini-
tion of “incidental” GBC. Generally, the prognosis of GBC is poor 
and the depth of tumor penetration and the presence of lymph node 
metastasis have been reported as important prognostic factors. 
Radical surgical resection is the best chance to cure and long-term 
survival, but only an early diagnosis at the first stages could ensure 
this treatment [5, 7-9]. As the number of patients who have under-
gone VLC has increased worldwide, the number of cases of inci-
dental GBC has increased too. Therefore, in the clinical setting of 
incidental GBC detected after VLC, surgeons might be confronted 
with difficulties of performing a second operation to get radicality, 
according to the depth or extension of the tumor [10-15].

The recurrent dilemma is about the extension of additional 
radical surgery. Actually, simple cholecystectomy appears to be an 
adequate treatment for T1a tumors, radical re-resection is neces-
sary for other stages [16-23].
Physiopathology

Worldwide, it has been proved that GBC incidence and prev-
alence rates have regional trends (highest rates in Chile, Bolivia, 
Peru, Ecuador, India and Poland) and it’s probably due to interac-
tions between genetic background and environmental agents. The 
risk increases with age, and women are affected 2-6 times more 
than men [24]. The main risk factor for the GBC is biliary lithiasis 
(BL) [25]. The association between GBC and biliary lithiasis (BL) 
is supported by level IIA of evidence. In patients affected by BL, 
GBC risk increases from 21 to 57 times [26].

Then, biliary lithiasis has been strongly associated with gall-
bladder cancerogenesis. Therefore, the presence of gallstones (spe-
cially stones > 2 cm) is considered a risk factor for cancer. Several 
risk factors have been connected to gallstones formation. They can 
be summed up with “5F”: female, fat, fertile, forty, family.

Among the risk factors, geography and in particular ethnic-
ity play a huge role in the BL prevalence, influencing also the type 
of stones formed. Cholesterol stones predominate in the Western 
world and developed countries while biliary pigments stones are 
common in Asia. The ethnic group with the highest rate of chole-
lithiasis is the North American Indian population (i.e. Pima Indian 
Population): 29.5% of men and 64.1% women are affected. In fact, 
these data reflect also the prevalence of Salmonella carriers (high 
Prevalence in American Indians). Higher Incidences in Europe are 
observed in Poland, Czech Republic and Slovakia [27,28]. Family 
history and genetic susceptibility are also key factor in the lithia-
sis progression. Well-known genes involved are: APOE, APOB, 
CEPT, CCAR, LDLR, ABCG 8. However, it should be emphasized 
that the cholelithiasis has a polygenic disease etiology [29-31].

Besides, cholelithiasis prevalence increases directly with ag-
ing. After 40 years the risk grows from 4 up to 10 times. Even the 
quality of stones varies according to the age range. Cholesterol 
gallstones are common in younger patients, while biliary pigments 
stones are found in the older ones [32].

Female sex, in particular during the childbearing age, is 
more than twice prone to have stones. Estrogens increase the share 
of cholesterol in bile composition. Progesterone, instead, works 
by slowing down gallbladder emptying, supporting biliary stasis 
[33-35]. Obesity (in particular visceral fat), metabolic syndrome, 
dyslipidemia and diabetes are frequently involved in the formation 
of stones. A loss of weight greater than 1 kg/week, increase enor-
mously the cholelithiasis risk. This condition is frequently observed 
in the first 6 weeks follow-up after bariatric surgery [36,37].

Total parenteral nutrition is a known risk factor for the for-
mation of biliary sludge [38], probably due to the suspension of 
the enteric stimulation on gallbladder and to the subsequent bil-
iary stasis. Furthermore, another important risk factor for GBC 
is Salmonella Typhi carrier condition (Odds Ratio 4.0). Endemic 
regions for such condition are South Central Asia and Southeast 
Asia [39]. Recent findings underline a strong correlation between 
chronic inflammation Salmonella induced and GBC [40], support-
ing the possible role of this bacterium in cancerogenesis. Besides, 
other conditions such as primary sclerosing cholangitis (PSC), 
anatomic variations of the pancreatic duct and bacterial infections, 
are linked to the BL and GBC occurrence. All this conditions share 
a strong inflammatory drive [41-44].

Material and Methods
From January 2000 to December 2015, 477 patients under-

went VLC for cholelithiasis in the Clinical and Surgical Medicine 
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Department of the University of Naples. Patients admitted for lith-
iasis were retrospectively analyzed, in order to value the impor-
tance of incidental diagnosis of gallbladder cancer. We chose as 
inclusive criteria: age between 35 and 80, cholelithiasys diagnosed 
by US, and histological analysis report of the specimen obtained 
during VLC. Every patient has been checked-up during the hos-
pitalization and examined with US before surgery. During US, 
quality, number and dimension of the stones has been collected. 
Gallbladder specimens obtained during VLC were processed and 
analyzed by pathologists, and the report was matched with the rest 
of the data for each patient. Tumor stage was defined according to 
pTNM classification proposed by the American Joint Committee 
on Cancer (AJCC). VLC has been realized in all patients with a 
rate of conversion of 5%. In all cases, precautions were taken to re-
duce cancer spreading even if not suspected: use of endobag, CO2 
drainage through trocars and avoidance, when possible, to open 
gallbladder reducing bile spillage. Adjuvant therapy, after surgical 
resection, was administered when surgical treatment was not radi-
cal and with patients in satisfying general condition. Follow-up 
data were taken from medical records and telephone interviews. 
Patients follow-up was completed when death occurred or until 
May 31, 2015.

Results
We examined a group of 477 patients (M=186 F=291), with 

a median age of 59.5 years (range: 35-80 years). All patients had 
been submitted to preoperative ultrasonography that was positive 
for gallstones in 66% (n=315), in 2.8% (n=9) polyps were pres-
ent but not suggestive of malignancy; so patients were operated, 
without any suspicion, laparoscopically. About 85% (n=404) of 
patients had symptoms at the time of recovery or had a positive 
anamnesis for pain in right hypochondrium, dyspepsia, nausea, an-

orexia or jaundice; only 15% (n=48) were asymptomatic and the 
gallbladder disease was found during a medical check-up. In 4 of 
these patients (0.9%) gallbladder cancer was incidentally discov-
ered during histopathological examination of specimens, and ade-
nocarcinoma was recognized. According to AJCC Cancer Staging 
Manual, they were stages pT1b, pTis e pT3; besides, gallstones 
were present in all cases and margin of resection were disease-free 
in the first two ones. 

The first patient had a pT1b GBC and we decided to proceed 
with an extended cholecystectomy (resection including 4b+5 seg-
mentectomy, lymphadenectomy, port-sites excision). 

By contrast, two patients had a pTis GBC, so, as simple 
cholecystectomy ensured radical resection, no further surgical 
procedures were needed, but now are still followed up. The last 
patient had a pT3 GBC, but re-resection was not possible because 
of comorbidities (cirrhosis HCV-related at stage Child B, decom-
pensated diabetes mellitus and cardiovascular disease). After VLC 
surgery, patient refused to begin chemotherapy. After two years of 
free disease survival he developed metastasis at the umbilical tro-
car site. It was surgically excised, but it recurred in a month. After 
further eight months of survival, during which patient accepted 
to begin therapy with 5-fluorouracil, he developed peritoneal car-
cinosis, three months later he was lost at the follow-up. The dis-
ease-free survival for all patients has been at least two years, while 
global survival has been longer than three years.

Most of the patients (99,1%) involved in this study had not 
malignant lesion according with pathological exam results. Be-
tween 477 patients with stones, we found: in almost all cases a 
chronic organ wall inflammation; in 32% hyperplasia; in 47.8% of 
metaplasia and dysplasia in 15% (Table 1 and 2).

No Alterations Hyperplasia Metaplasia Low Grade Dysplasia High Grade Dysplasia
Diameter

<1 cm 63 64 60 22 -
1-1,9 cm 39 34 47 20 -
2-2,9 cm 17 25 39 13 10

>3 cm 4 6 7 3 4

Total: 447 123 129 153 58 14

% 26 27 32 12 3

Table 1: Histological findings related to stone size.
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Nevertheless, examining all the data collected, it is really clear how 
most severe lesions (low grade-high grade dysplasia) were present 
in patient with specific features, such as: stone/s bigger than 1,5 
cm, several gallbladder acute inflammation and painful episodes, 
gallstones asymptomatic carrier for long time (15 years).

Discussion
Our series, as retrospective study, has obvious limitation of 

heterogeneity bias that must be taken into consideration when in-
terpreting the results. Therefore, one of the main problem of our 
study has been to create a valid population. Our data could be not 
representative of the real prevalence of GBC in Italy, due to poor 
number of cases. This is mainly due to the rarity of this kind of 
neoplasia, which, as told several times, represents only the 4% 
of gastrointestinal tumors. We choose to select 477 patients with 
positive US for lithiasis or polyps and with an abnormal histo-
logical exam. Despite the small number, our result seems to be 
comparable in term of incidence and prevalence to Western World 
rates [5].

Since low incidence of Incidental Gallbladder Cancers 
(IGBC), it is necessary to start multicentric studies to evaluate the 
influence of a selective histologic approach based on the various 
criteria presented (age, intraoperative macroscopic appearance, 
ethnic origin). Such studies could eliminate the heterogeneity 
and properly evaluate the sensitivity and specificity of each fac-
tor, either alone or in combination, to predict the risk of IGBC 
and indicate the histologic analysis [45-47,21]. Since laparoscopic 
cholecystectomy (VLC) for cholelithiasis is the third most fre-
quent procedure in gastrointestinal surgery, incidental gallblad-
der carcinoma (GBC) is going to become more and more frequent 
medical entity. The importance of incidental diagnosis is related 
to possibility that it gives to surgeons to treat a very aggressive 
disease in early stage, thus improving significantly the prognosis. 
Among other things, for the implementation of VLC it is always 
necessary to follow precautions to reduce the spread of cancer, 

even if it is not suspected preoperatively [17,18,48-51]. Indeed, 
some rules should be always applied to reduce damages in cases 
of cancer not diagnosed even during VLC, such using endobag to 
pull out gallbladder (in order to avoid to contaminate near organs 
and abdominal wall), to avoid to open gallbladder or to drain CO2 
from trocars (to avert a close contact of organs and cells in suspen-
sion in gas).

Moreover, VLC is also associated with a reduction of post-
operative complications, such as infections or bile duct injuries, in 
particular if compared to open surgery [52-57,48,49]. The inciden-
tal gallbladder carcinoma (GBC) represent from 0.2% to 2.9% of 
the cholecystectomies performed for gallstones and from 27% to 
72% of diagnosed tumors. Despite the low prevalence of this ma-
lignancy, international guidelines further underline the need of a 
routine histological examination performed on surgical specimens, 
in order to diagnose early-stage carcinomas of the gallbladder. And 
this is even more significant today, since it is still common that 
some specimen are not histologically examined, because of both 
surgeon imprudence or inexperience and an irrational optimization 
of health care spending. 

Elshaer et al. calculated the cost of conducting identifica-
tion of any GBC through a histological examination of the surgical 
specimen and it was of £15 for each slide examined. This study 
analyzed 3330 gallbladders: 13 showed GBC at the histological 
examination. The cost to diagnose a GBC with histological rou-
tine was then estimated around £5,437.50 per case. They suggest 
that a more selective approach would reduce significantly the cost. 
In their series, the costs to detect an IGC are estimated between 
£2,664.0 and £3,842.30 per case using the routine histologic analy-
sis and between £1,492.80 and £2,153.0 with a selective approach 
based on the age cutoff of 51 years. 

In the past they had been proposed several selective ap-
proaches for histological examination. Most of them, have been 
based on criteria such as intraoperative macroscopic appearance 
of the organ and a difficulty in dissecting gallbladder from liver. It 
was a common belief that such gallbladder harbored more easily a 
cancer, considering that a longstanding lithiasis it is often associat-
ed with organ wall thickening and fibrosis. However, this is not al-
ways true, because a long history of gallstones frequently produces 
a thickening of the gallbladder wall in the absence of neoplasia. In 
fact, in a study of Panebianco et al., a suspicious intraoperative as-
pect was histologically correlated to GBC in only one case. Then, 
routine histological examination is essential to diagnose the pres-
ence of cancer, but it has serious economic implications. 

In the study by Elshaer et al., it was shown that the GBC did 
not occur in people under 51 years of age. This age could be used 
as a significant discrimination factor, alone or with others (such 
as the macroscopic appearance of the gallbladder or the patient’s 
native land), to help to select cases in which histological analysis 

Table 2: Graphic representation of Table.1.
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could be required [45]. Despite the small number, our population 
shows a very similar trend to that of the Elshaer study.Indeed, me-
dian age in our study was of 59 years. Also we observed higher 
grade lesions in patient who had story of “stones carrier” for at 
least 15 years and/or stone size > 2 cm. Those patients would be 
definitively included in the elective approach leading to histologi-
cal examination after VLC.

With this approach could be gained both a cost optimization 
and adequate coverage, at least for high risk population for GBC. 
Thus, early GBC diagnosing through histological examination, al-
though the economic burdens, allows to save important resources 
in terms of second-look surgeries, chemotherapeutic protocols and 
social load, which all represent an important and burdensome cause 
for healthcare spending. Eventually, it is necessary to underline 
that this elective approach could bring to a clear improvement of 
patient’s prognosis. In fact, in cases greater than T1a stages, histo-
logical examination has crucial role guiding the therapeutic choice 
and considering necessity and extension of a second look surgery. 
In these patients, radical surgery (in one or two steps according to 
the stage) provides a 5-year survival, ranging from 35 to 38% of 
cases. Lymph node involvement (LNI) and bile ducts infiltration 
(BDInf) are important prognostic factors too. Effectively, 3-year 
survival ranges from 65.6% in patient LNI-BDInf-, to 35.3% for 
LNI+BDInf-, 14.3% for LNI-BDInf+, 5.9% to LNI+BDInf+. This 
requires a careful histological, immunohistochemical and molecu-
lar lymph node assessment to exclude micrometastases already 
present in unrecognized cancers.

Postoperative prognosis is closely related to the correct ap-
proach in the first instance. Although, surgery is the only tech-
nique capable of ensuring a radical intervention in not advanced 
stages. Intervention aggressiveness is not related to efficacy. It has 
been proven that tumor biology and stage, rather than the extent 
of resection, are key predictors of GBC patient’s prognosis. On 
the other hand, an extremely aggressive resection may worsen the 
prognosis [58, 12, 19, 59, 60- 63].

Conclusions
VLC for gallstone disease is the second or the third most 

frequent surgical procedure in gastrointestinal surgery. Therefore, 
IGBC is going to become an increasingly frequent medical entity. 
Then, incidental diagnosis importance is related to the possibility 
it gives to surgeon to treat a very aggressive disease at an earlier 
stage, improving the prognosis. VLC requires always to follow 
precautions (use of endobag, draining CO2 through trocars to avert 
chimney effect, avoid to open gallbladder reducing bile spillage) 
in order to reduce cancer spreading, even if it is not suspected. We 
retain that VLC in all patient with gallstones is a good screening 
method, capable of modifying the survival in GBC. Moreover, it is 
a definitive treatment in pT1a and a good first step procedure in all 
other stages. Histological examination affects both diagnosis and 
prognosis. Thus, we suggest elective histologic approach based on 

the various criteria presented (age > 51, gallstones diameter > 2 
cm, intraoperative macroscopic appearance, ethnic origin).

Based on our experience and comparing it with data found in 
literature, VLC should be performed in all patients with symptom-
atic and asymptomatic BL with other risk factors for GBC such as: 
female, over forty, fertile patients, with central obesity, familiarity 
for GBC or BL and large size gallstones (> 2cm). The best surgical 
treatment is prevention. VLC is the gold standard in prophylactic 
cholecystectomies of cholelithiasis patients, with anomalous junc-
tion of the biliary tract and polypoid lesions greater than 1 cm [64, 
65] and it should be followed by histological examination of the 
surgical specimen, especially in the high risk population. Howev-
er, other types of study are needed to confirm the elective approach 
role in IGBC management.

References
1.	 Fuks D, Regimbeau JM, Le Treut YP, Bachellier P, Raventos A, et 

al (2011) Incidental gallbladder cancer by the AFC-GBC-2009 Study 
Group. World J Surg 35:1887-1897.

Zhang WJ, Xu GF, Zou XP, Wang WB, Yu JC, et al (2009) Incidental 2.	
gallbladder carcinoma diagnosed during or after laparoscopic chole-
cystectomy. World J Surg 33: 2651-2656.

Goetze TO and Paolucci V (2009) Use of Retrieval Bags in Incidental 3.	
Gallbladder Cancer Cases. World J Surg 33: 2161-2165.

Donohue JH (2001) Present status of the diagnosis and treatment of 4.	
gallbladder carcinoma. J Hepatobiliary Pancreat Surg 8: 530-534.

Aloia TA, Járufe N, Javle M, Maithel SK, et al (2015) Gallbladder Can-5.	
cer: expert consensus statement. H.P.B 17: 661-744.

Fong Y, Jarnagin W, Blumgart LH (2000) Gallbladder cancer: compari-6.	
son of patients presenting initially for definitive operation with those 
presenting after prior noncurative intervention. Ann Surg 232: 557-569.

Donohue JH (2001) Present status of the diagnosis and treatment of 7.	
gallbladder carcinoma. J Hepatobiliary Pancreat Surg 8:530-534.

Weiland ST, Mahvi DM, Niederhuber JE, Heisey DM, Chicks 8.	
DS, et al (2002) Should suspectedearlygallbladder cancer be 
treatedlaparoscopically?J Gastrointest Surg 6: 50-56.

Ricardo AE, Feig BW, Ellis LM, Hunt KK, Curley SA, et al (1997) Gall-9.	
bladder cancer and trocar site recurrences. Am J Surg 174: 619-622.

Fong Y, Jarnagin W, Blumgart LH (2000) Gallbladder cancer: compari-10.	
son of patients presenting initially for definitive operation with those 
presenting after prior non curative intervention. Ann Surg 232: 557-
569.

Kwon AH, Imamura A, Kitade H, KamiyamaY (2008) Unsuspected-11.	
gallbladder cancerdiagnosed during or afterlaparoscopic cholecystec-
tomy. J SurgOncol 97: 241-245.

Azuma T, Yoshikawa T, Araida T, Takasaki K (1999) Intraoperative-12.	
evaluation of the depth of invasionof gallbladder cancer. Am J Surg 
178: 381-384.

Inui K and Nakazawa S (1998) Diagnosis of depth of invasion of gall-13.	
bladder carcinoma with endosonography. Nippon Geka Gakkai Zasshi 
99: 696-699.

http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fdoi.org%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNEKKsfy91mZme57ZyNt-mnXakkcWw
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21547420
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21547420
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21547420
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19760311
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19760311
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19760311
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19636610
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19636610
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11956904
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11956904
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26172135
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26172135
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1421188/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1421188/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1421188/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11956904
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11956904
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11986018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11986018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11986018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9409585v
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9409585v
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1421188/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1421188/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1421188/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1421188/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18095299
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18095299
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18095299
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10612532
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10612532
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10612532
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9866833
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9866833
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9866833


Citation: de Werra C, Nicastro V, Giudice RD, Filippo GD, Micco RD, etal. (2016) Video Laparoscopic Cholecystectomy: The Last Diagnostic Step or the First Surgical 
Procedure to Prevent Cancer? A Review of Incidental Gallbladder Cancer. J Surg 2016. JSUR-116. DOI: 10.29011/JSUR-116.000016

6 Volume 2016; Issue 04

Sarli L, Costi R, Roncoroni L (2002) Laparoscopy and gallbladder can-14.	
cer. Am J Gastroenterol 97: 206.

Kim JH, Kim WH, Kim JH, Yoo BM, Kim MW (2010) Unsuspected gall-15.	
bladder cancer diagnosed after laparoscopic cholecystectomy: focus 
on acute cholecystitis. World J Surg 34: 114-120.

Choi SB, Han HJ, Kim CY, Kim WB, Song TJ, et al (2009) Incidental 16.	
gallbladder cancer diagnosed following laparoscopic cholecystectomy. 
World J Surg 33: 2657-2663.

de Werra C, Di Micco R, Aloia S, Bracciano L, Del Giudice R, et al 17.	
(2013) Incidental diagnosis of Gallbladder Cancer after VLC: our expe-
rience and review of the literature. Chirurgia 6: 389-393.

De Werra C, Bracciano L, Di Micco R, Aloia S, Del Giudice R, et al 18.	
(2014) The role of open cholecystectomy for gallbladder cancer in the 
laparoscopic era: our experience and literature review. Extract from 
Chirurgia 27: 1-4.

Wakai T, Shirai Y, Yokoyama N, Nagakura S, Watanabe H, et al (2001) 19.	
Earlygallbladdercarcinoma does not warrant radical resection. Br J 
Surg 88: 675-678.

You DD, Lee HG, Paik KY, Heo JS, Choi SH, et al (2008) What is 20.	
an adequateextent of resection for T1gallbladder cancers?. Ann Surg 
247: 835-838.

Wise PE, Shi YY, Washington MK, Chapman WC, Wright JK, et al 21.	
(2001) Radicalresectionimprovessurvival for patients with pT2gall-
bladdercarcinoma. AmSurg 67: 1041-1047.

Suzuki K, Kimura T, Ogawa H (2000) Long-term prognosis of gallblad-22.	
der cancer diagnosed after laparoscopic cholecystectomy. SurgEn-
dosc 14: 712-716.

D’Angelica M, Dalal KM, DeMatteo RP, Fong Y, Blumgart LH, et al 23.	
(2009) Analysis of the extent of resection for adenocarcinoma of the 
gallbladder. Ann SurgOncol 16: 806-16.

Shaffer (2005) Epidemiology and risk factors for gallstone disease: 24.	
has the paradigm changed in the 21st century. Curr Gastroenterol 7: 
132-140.

Roa I, Ibacache G, Roa J, Araya J, de Aretxabala X, et al (2006) Gall-25.	
stones and gallbladder cancer-volume and weight of gallstones are 
associated with gallbladder cancer: a case-control study. J. Surg. On-
col 93: 624-628.

Stinton LM, Myers RP, Shaffer EA (2010) Epidemiology of gallstones. 26.	
GastroenterolClin North Am 39: 157-169.

Völzke H, Baumeister SE, Alte D, Hoffmann W, Schwahn C, et al 27.	
(2005) Indipendent risk factors for gallstone formation in a region with 
high cholelithiasis prevalence. Digestion 71: 97-105.

Carlo de Werra, S Condurro, S Tramontano, M Perone, I Donzelli, et al 28.	
(2007) Hydatiddisease of the liver: thirthyyears of surgicalexperience. 
Chirurgia italiana 59: 611-625.

Buch S, Schafmayer C, Völzke H, Becker C, Franke A, et al (2007) A 29.	
genome-wide association scan identifies the hepatic cholesterol trans-
porter ABCG8 as a susceptibility factor for human gallstone disease. 
Nat Genet 39: 995-999.

Lowenfels AB, Lindström CG, Conway MJ, Hastings PR (1985) Gall-30.	
stones and risk of gallbladder cancer. J Natl Cancer Inst 75: 77-80.

Graham EA (1931) The Prevention of Carcinoma of the Gall-Bladder. 31.	
Ann Surg 93: 317-322.

Cariati A, Piromalli E, Cetta F (2014) Gallbladder cancers: associated 32.	
conditions, histological types, prognosis, and prevention. Eur J Gas-
troenterolHepatol 26: 562-569.

Cirillo DJ, Wallace RB, Rodabough RJ, Greenland P, LaCroix AZ, et al 33.	
(2005) Effect of Estrogen therapy on gallbladder disease. JAMA 293: 
330-339.

Etminan M, Delaney JA, Bressler B, Brophy JM (2011) Oral contracep-34.	
tives and the risk of gallbladder disease: a comparative safety study. 
CMAJ 183: 899-904.

Thijs C and Knipschild P (1993) Oral contraceptives and the risk of 35.	
gallblader disease: a meta-analysis. Am J Public Health 83: 1113-1120.

Erlinger (2000) Gallstones in obesity and weight loss. Eur J Gastroen-36.	
terol Hepatol 12: 1347-1352.

Kaechele V, Wabitsch M, Thiere D, Kessler AL, Haenle MM,et al 37.	
(2006) Prevalence of gallbladder stone disease in obese children and 
adolescents: influence of the degree of obesity, sex, and pubertal de-
velopment. J PediatrGastroenterolnutr 42: 66-70.

Bickford CL and Spencer AP (2005) Biliary sludge and hyperbilirubine-38.	
mia associated with ceftriaxone in an adult: case report and review of 
the literature. Pharmacotherapy 25: 1389-1395.

Tewari M, Mishra RR, Shukla HS (2010) Salmonella typhi and gallblad-39.	
der cancer: report from an endemic region. Hepatobiliary Pancreat Dis 
Int 9: 524-530.

Nagaraja V and Eslick GD (2014) Systematic review with meta-anal-40.	
ysis: the relationship between chronic Salmonella typhi carrier status 
and gallbladder cancer. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 39: 745-750.

Kaechele V, Wabitsch M, Thiere D, Kessler AL, Haenle MM, et al 41.	
(2006) Prevalence of gallbladder stone disease in obese children and 
adolescents: influence of the degree of obesity, sex, and pubertal de-
velopment. J PediatrGastroenterolnutr 42: 66-70

Everhart JE and Ruhl CE (2009) Burden of digestive diseases in the 42.	
United States part I: overall upper gastrointestinal diseases. Gastroen-
terology 136: 376-386.

Dixon E, Vollmer CM Jr, Sahajpal A, Cattral M, Grant D, et al (2005) 43.	
An aggressivesurgicalapproachleads to improvedsurvival in patients 
with gallbladdercancer: a 12-yearstudy at a NorthAmericanCenter. 
Ann Surg 241: 385-394.

Dihel AK and Beral V (1981) Cholecystectomy and changing mortality 44.	
from gallbladder cancer. Lancet 2: 187-189.

Elshaer M, Gravante G, Yang Y, Hudson S, Thomas K, et al (2014) 45.	
Routine versus selective histologic analysis of gallbladder specimens 
for the detection of incidental gallbladder cancers. A retrospective re-
view over 9 years of activity with a specia

Lundberg O (2000) Port site metastases after laparoscopic cholecys-46.	
tectomy. Eur J Surg Suppl 585 : 27-30.

Paolucci V (2001) Port site recurrences after laparoscopic cholecys-47.	
tectomy. J Hapatobiliary Pancreatic Surg 8: 535-543.

De Werra C, Del Giudice R, Di Micco R, Aloia S, Bracciano L, et al 48.	
(2013) BucciBiliaryductinjuries in the laparoscopic era: ourexperience 
34: 59 -63.

De Werra C, Di Micco R., Aloia S, Bracciano L, Del Giudice R, et al 49.	
(2013) Incidentaldiagnosis of gallbladdercancerafter VLC: ourexperi-

http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fdoi.org%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNEKKsfy91mZme57ZyNt-mnXakkcWw
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11808954
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11808954
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19898893
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19898893
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19898893
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19823903
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19823903
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19823903
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2014N01A0001
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2014N01A0001
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2014N01A0001
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2014N01A0001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11350438
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11350438
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11350438
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18438121
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18438121
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18438121
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11730220
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11730220
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11730220
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10954815
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10954815
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10954815
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18985272
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18985272
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18985272
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15802102
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15802102
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15802102
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16724353
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16724353
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16724353
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16724353
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20478480
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20478480
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15775677
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15775677
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15775677
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18019633
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18019633
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18019633
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17632509
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17632509
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17632509
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17632509
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3859698
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3859698
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1398750/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1398750/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24614695
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24614695
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24614695
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15657326
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15657326
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15657326
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21502354
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21502354
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21502354
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1695167/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1695167/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11192327
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11192327
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16185184
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16185184
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16185184
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20943463
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20943463
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20943463
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24612190
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24612190
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24612190
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19124023
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19124023
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19124023
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1356976/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1356976/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1356976/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1356976/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6114251
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6114251
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24811928
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24811928
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24811928
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24811928
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10885553
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10885553
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1007/s005340100022/pdf
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1007/s005340100022/pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23578407
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23578407
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23578407
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389


Citation: de Werra C, Nicastro V, Giudice RD, Filippo GD, Micco RD, etal. (2016) Video Laparoscopic Cholecystectomy: The Last Diagnostic Step or the First Surgical 
Procedure to Prevent Cancer? A Review of Incidental Gallbladder Cancer. J Surg 2016. JSUR-116. DOI: 10.29011/JSUR-116.000016

7 Volume 2016; Issue 04

ence and review of the literature. Estratto da Chirurgia 26: 389-393.

Dobrila-Dintinjana R, Kova D, Depolo A, Uravi M, Dintinjana M. Gem-50.	
citabine in patients with nonresectable cancer of the biliary system or 
advanced gallbladder cancer .Am J Gastroenterol 95: 2476.

Kresl JJ, Schild SE, Henning GT, Gunderson LL, Donohue J, et al 51.	
(2002) Adjuvant external beam radiation therapy with concurrent che-
motherapy in the management of gallbladdercarcinoma.Int J Radia-
tOncolBiol Phys 52: 167-175.

De Werra C, Schiavone D, Di Micco R, Triassi M (2009) Surgical Site 52.	
Infections (SSI) in Italy Extract.Le infezioni in medicina 4: 205-218.

Tugnoli G., Giorgini E., Biscardi A., Villani S., Clemente N., et al (2011) 53.	
The NOTA Study: non-operative treatment for acute appendicitis: pro-
spective study on the efficacy and safety of antibiotic treatment (amox-
icillin and clavulanic acid) in pa

Sartelli M, Catena F, Ansaloni L, Lazzareschi DV, Taviloglu K, et al 54.	
(2011) Complicated Intra-Abdominal Infections. Observational Euro-
pean Study (CIAO Study). World J of Emergency Surgery 6: 40.

de Werra Carlo Sergio Aloia, Rosa Di Micco,Roberto Del Giudice, 55.	
Roberto Tramontano, Francesco mangani, et al (2015) SSIs in Italy: 
Prevention and surveillance during the last Five Years. Surgical Sci-
ence 6: 383-394.

Goetze TO and Paolucci V (2009) Use of Retrieval Bags in Incidental 56.	
Gallbladder Cancer Cases. World J. Surg 33: 2161-2165.

Valle J and Wasan H (2010) Cisplatin plus gemcitabine versus gemcit-57.	
abine for biliary tract cancer. N Engl J Med 362: 1273-1281.

D’Angelica M, Dalal KM, DeMatteo RP, Fong Y, Blumgart LH, et al 58.	
(2009) Analysis of the Extent of Resection for Adenocarcinoma of the 
gallbladder. Ann Surg Oncol 16: 806-816.

Uesaka K, Hayakawa N, Kamiya J, Kondo S, Nagino M, Kanai M, et al 59.	
(2002) Surgical treatment for advancedgallbladder cancer: indications 
and limitations. NihonGekaGakkaiZasshi 103: 538-542.

Aramaki M, Matsumoto T, Shibata K, Himeno Y, Yada K, et al (2004) 60.	
Factorsinfluencingrecurrenceaftersurgicaltreatment for T2gallbladder-
carcinoma. Hepatogastroenterology 51: 1609-1611.

Benoist S, Panis Y, FagniezPL (1998) Long-termresultsaftercurativer-61.	
esection for carcinoma of the gallbladder. French University Associa-
tion for Surgical Research. Am J Surg 175: 118-122.

Chijiiwa K, Noshiro H, Nakano K, Okido M, Sugitani A, et al (2000) 62.	
Role of surgery for gallbladdercarcinoma with specialreference to 
lymph nodemetastasis and stage using western and Japaneseclas-
sification systems. World J Surg 24: 1271-1276.

Chikamoto A, Tsuji T, Nakahara O, Sakamoto Y, Ikuta Y, et al (2009) 63.	
Cancercellsspread through lymphvessels in the submucosallayer of 
the commonbileduct in gallbladdercarcinoma. J Hepatobiliary Pan-
creat Surg 16: 557-561.

Jensen EH, Abraham A, Jarosek S, Habermann EB, Al-Refaie WB, et 64.	
al (2009) Lymph node evaluation is associated with improbe survival 
after surgery for early stage gallbladder cancer. Surgery 146: 4.

Joffe N and Antonioli DA (1981) Primary carcinoma of the gallbladder 65.	
associated with chronic inflammatory bowel disease Clin. Radiol 32: 
319-324.

http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
http://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/chirurgia/article.php?cod=R20Y2013N06A0389
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/labs/articles/11777635/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/labs/articles/11777635/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/labs/articles/11777635/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/labs/articles/11777635/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20046101
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20046101
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3191386/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3191386/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3191386/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3191386/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22152549
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22152549
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22152549
http://www.scirp.org/journal/PaperInformation.aspx?paperID=58888
http://www.scirp.org/journal/PaperInformation.aspx?paperID=58888
http://www.scirp.org/journal/PaperInformation.aspx?paperID=58888
http://www.scirp.org/journal/PaperInformation.aspx?paperID=58888
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19636610
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19636610
http://www.researchtopractice.com/iphone/content/pdf/7_YIRGI10_HepaTractNeoTreatMetDisease.pdf
http://www.researchtopractice.com/iphone/content/pdf/7_YIRGI10_HepaTractNeoTreatMetDisease.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18985272
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18985272
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18985272
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12229154
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12229154
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12229154
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/labs/articles/15532788/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/labs/articles/15532788/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/labs/articles/15532788/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9515527
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9515527
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9515527
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11071474
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11071474
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11071474
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11071474
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1007/s00534-009-0101-y/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1007/s00534-009-0101-y/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1007/s00534-009-0101-y/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1007/s00534-009-0101-y/abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19789030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19789030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19789030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6263537
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6263537
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6263537

