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Table.1 The clinical characteristics and perioperative outcomes of the 40 study patients
Open partial Laparoscopic partial P-value
nephrectomy (n=20) nephrectomy (n=20)

Median age, yrs (range) 66 (16-82) 60 (34-82) 0.5354

Gender 0.1675
male 12 16
female 8 4

Affected side 0.7491
right 11 12
lefi 9 8

Median RNS (range) 7 (4-10) 6 (4-10) 0.1686

T stage 0.0717
Tla 17 20
Tib 3 0

Operative time, min (range) 278 (196-283) 303 (201-319) 0.2567

Ischemic time, min (range) 50 (35-91) 45 (24-97) 0.8460

Median blood loss, ml (range) 200 (40-1700) 90 (0-820) 0.0832
RNS; REN.A.L nephrometry score

Table.2 TRIFECTA outcomes
Open partial nephrectomy Laparoscopic partial nephrectomy P value
(n=20) (n=20)

TRIFECTA (%3) 16/20 (80.0) 13/20 (65.0) 0.1596
Functional 17/20 (85.0) 14/20 (70.0) 0.1432
reservation (%) #

Negative surgical 20/20 (100) 19/20 (95.0) 0.3049
margins (%)
No perioperative 19/20 (95.0) 18/20 (90.0) 0.4561

complications (%)

* Postoperative eGFR>90% of predicted postoperative eGFR
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