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Follow up Study of Second Look Laparotomy in Ovarian Cancer Patients
Jun Mo An, M. D., Dong Hwi Kim, M. D., Hyun Kim, M. D,, Gun Sang Yoo, M. D,

Choi In Seok, M. D., Joo Eun Hee, M. D., Un Dong Park. M. D.
Department of obstetrics and Gynecology, college of Medicine, University of Kosin

Jun,,

A study was to evaluate the efficacy and clinical utility of second look operation in

the managements of malignant ovarian tumor at the Department of Obstetrics and

Gynecology, Kosin medical colleage from January 1986 to September 1993.

Of 220 patients diagnosed as ovarian cancer, 48 patients who had underwent primariy

laparotomy were performed second look operation.

Thirty-seven patients were found to have no evidence of disease. The result revealed
that negative second look operation rate was noted 96.3% at stage I, 66.6% at stage II,
500% at stage III, and 42.9% at stage IV and total negative second look operation rate

was 77.1%.

The 2 year survival rate for stage I, II, III, IV were 85.2%, 66.6%, 50.0% and 42.9%

respectively.

The survival rate of negative second look operation was 86.5%96, that of positive second

look operation was 18.1%.

In conclusion, second look operation in early stage ovarian cancer need to be justified.
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Table 1. Distribution of patients in second look opera-
tion according to age and stage

Age I i m NV N=48(%)
<19 1 - - - 1 2.0)
20-29 4 - 1 0 5(104)
30-39 10 2 4 1 17(356)
40-49 7 1 2 1 11(22.9)
50-59 4 2 1 2 9(18.7)
60-69 1 1 - 3 5(10.4)
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Table 2. Distribution of patients in second look opera-
tion according to histologic type and stage

Type I O O N N=48%)
SCAC 5 4 4 6 19(39.6)
MCAC 11 2 - - 13(27.1)
Endometriad ca 4 - 2 - 6(12.5)
Granulosa cell tumor 4 - - - 4 83)
Immature teratoma - - 1 - 12
EST 1 - - - 10 2.1
Dysgermmoma 1 - 1 - 2(4.0)
Clear cell ca 1 - - - 1021

Undifferentiated ca
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Table 3. Clinical stage

Stage Number of patients %
I 27 56.3
I 6 125
m 8 16.7
v 7 145
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Table 4. Clinical stage and incidence of second look

operation
SLO %
S N = 220
tage N=48  (mean229%)
I 101 7 2%.7
it 15 6 400
m 4 8 195
v 63 7 1.1

SLO : Second look laparotomy
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Table 5. Stage and the result of second look operation

SLO
Stage N =48
negative postive
I 21 26 (96.3) 1(37
a 6 4 (66.7) 2 (33.3)
m 8 4 (50.0) 4 (30.0)
1\ 7 3 (429) 4 (57.1)
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Table 6. Relationship between residual tumor in pri-
mary laparotomy and findings of second look
laparotomy

SLO

Residual tumor N = 48 -
negative  positive

No residual 35(72.9) 3B 0
Less than 2cm 6(12.5) 5(83.3) 1(16.7)
More than 2cm 7(14.6) 0 7(100)
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Table 7. Stage and survival(H 4 249 ol4 AE§)

Stage Total number of Alive Survival
patients rate (%)
I 27 23 85.2
I 6 4 66.7
m 8 4 50.0
v 7 3 429
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Table 8. Result of second look operation and survival

SLO N =48 Survival rate
Positive 11 18.1%( 2/11)
Negative 37 86.5%(32/37)
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Table 9. Relationship between serum CA-125 and sur-
vival and clinical stage

< 35u/ml > 35u/ml
Stage
N=36 survival N=12  survival
1 24 23/24 3 0/3
¢ 4 1/ 4 2 1/2
m 6 36 2 1/2
v 2 2/ 2 5 4/5
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Table 10. Delationship between serum CA-125 and
findings of second look operation

SLO < 35U/ml > 35U/ml
Positive 4 8
Negative 3 3
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