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Abstract 
Tumors of the parotid gland are a rare occurrence among head and neck tumors (only 3–8%), and the vast majority are benign. Most benign 
tumors of the parotid gland are pleomorphic adenoma (PA), followed by Warthin’s tumor (WT) and they occur in the superficial lobe. The only 
reasonable treatment is considered to be total tumor removal, but the appropriate surgical approach remains a matter of controversy. Over 
time, it went from enucleation to superficial parotidectomy (SP) and then to extracapsular dissection (ECD). SP is often considered to be the 
“gold standard”; however, the risk of intraoperative damage to the facial nerve (FN) cannot be ignored. Lately, ECD – which does not expose 
the main trunk of the FN – has been regarded as a safe technique for the treatment of small benign parotid tumors. Patients, Materials and 
Methods: The study retrospectively reviewed all parotidectomies for benign parotid tumors of the superficial lobe performed in the Department 
of ENT, Municipal Emergency Clinical Hospital, Timişoara, Romania, between January 2014 and December 2018. The following patient data 
were collected: age; sex; follow-up duration; extension of the resection; use of FN monitoring and lesion features, including position, pathology, 
and size. Preoperative investigation protocol included a computed tomography (CT) scan to assess the size and location of the tumor helping 
the treatment planning. The same surgical team performed both standard SP and ECD for the treatment of these tumors. All cases were 
confirmed as benign parotid tumors. Recurrences of any kind and tumors involving the deep lobe of the gland were excluded from the study. 
All patients underwent a macroscopically complete resection of the tumor. The main outcome was the postoperative complications in the two 
groups. Data regarding these complications were recorded on follow-up visits at one, six, 12 and 24 months. Results: Ninety-five patients with 
benign parotid tumors were operated by the same surgical team at the Department of ENT, Municipal Emergency Clinical Hospital, Timişoara, 
between January 2014 and December 2018 but only 89 (38 men and 51 women) met the follow-up criteria and were included in the study. 
Sixteen (18%) patients underwent ECD, and 73 (82%) patients underwent SP as a primary intervention. The mean lesion size for ECD group 
was 2.0±0.9 cm and 4.2±1.7 cm in the SP group, and it was statistically significant (p<0.05). As expected, the most common type of tumor 
was PA but the distribution between the groups was different: in the SP group, PA represents 83% (61/73) of cases but only 44% (7/16) of 
cases in the ECD group. Median follow-up time was comparable in the two groups – 33±8 months for the ECD group and 39±11 months for 
the SP group. There were also differences between the two groups regarding the postoperative complication rate. There were significantly more 
transient and permanent FN paralysis, transient and permanent great auricular nerve (GAN) dysfunctions and Frey’s syndrome (FS) in the 
SP group. Conclusions: A comparison between ECD and SP as surgical procedures for the treatment of benign tumors of the parotid seems 
inappropriate as their indications do not overlap. ECD showed similar effectiveness and fewer side effects than SP and can be considered 
the treatment of choice for small, superficial and/or marginal tumors located in the lateral lobe of the parotid gland. 
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 Introduction 

Tumors of the parotid gland are a rare occurrence among 
head and neck tumors (only 3–8%) [1–3], and the vast 
majority are benign. The submandibular and sublingual 
glands are even less involved by tumors, but they are more 
frequently malignant. These are smaller salivary glands, 
mostly involved in inflammatory and infectious pathology. 
Being such a rare occurrence, tumors of the parotid gland 
were not a main topic in otolaryngology. Most benign 
tumors of the parotid gland are pleomorphic adenoma (PA), 
followed by Warthin’s tumor (WT). In the submandibular 

and sublingual glands, the most frequent benign tumor is 
also PA. Most of the benign parotid tumors are located in 
the superficial lobe [1, 2]. The only reasonable treatment 
is considered to be total tumor removal [3]. The main 
problems with parotid gland surgery are the facial nerve 
(FN) running through the gland and the recurrence of the 
tumor in case of incomplete removal. Due to its drawbacks 
– a very high recurrence rate, up to 40–45% –, enucleation 
is no longer an option. To overcome these problems, the 
surgical treatment shifted from initial enucleation to a 
much larger resection – superficial parotidectomy (SP). 
Despite having a very low recurrence rate (as low as 2%), 
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SP presents some dangerous or annoying complications like 
FN palsy, salivary fistulas, and Frey’s syndrome (FS) – 
(sweating while eating and facial flushing) [4]. The obvious 
solution was to limit the dissection of the FN – partial 
superficial parotidectomy (PSP) – but again you need to 
identify and dissect the main trunk of the FN, and this is 
usually the dangerous part. It was reported that PSP allows 
for complete tumor resection with fewer complications then 
SP. But an exact extension of what is called a PSP is not 
clearly specified and it is left up to the surgeon. However, 
when dealing with a small tumor, a SP or even a PSP might 
look as overtreatment. Minimally invasive surgery made 
its mark in parotid surgery as well. It started with PSP, 
but it went further to an extended type of enucleation 
without the dissection of the main trunk of the FN called 
extracapsular dissection (ECD). The reported results were 
very good in the – very experienced, actually – hands of 
those who proposed this technique but again there are 
different indications for this procedure, especially regarding 
the size and location of the tumor. Albergotti et al. (2012) 
reported similar recurrence rates between ECD and SP, ECD 
having slightly better results regarding the complication 
rate [5]. These results were supported by other studies (Xie 
et al., 2015), ECD being recognized as a good treatment 
alternative for selected cases [6]. After all, a SP is an 
extensive ECD (FN dissection being mandatory due to 
the proximity of the tumor) but the debate over which 
technique is the “gold standard” continues as each of the 
aforementioned procedures has its own disadvantages. 

 Patients, Materials and Methods 
The present study was approved by the Ethics Review 

Board of the Victor Babeş University of Medicine and 
Pharmacy, Timişoara, Romania, and the informed consent 
was obtained from the involved patients. The study 
retrospectively reviewed all parotidectomies for benign 
parotid tumors of the superficial lobe performed in our 
Department between January 2014 and December 2018. 
The following patient data were collected: age; sex; 
follow-up duration; extension of the resection; use of FN 
monitoring and lesion features, including position, pathology, 
and size. Preoperative investigation protocol included a 
computed tomography (CT) scan to assess the size and 
location of the tumor helping the treatment planning. The 
type of surgery was decided according to clinical evaluation 
and imaging results. The same surgical team performed 
both standard SP technique and ECD for the treatment of 
these tumors. ECD was performed if the tumor was small 
– less than 2.5 cm in its larger diameter – or marginally 
and/or superficially located in the gland. SP was performed 
if the tumor was more centrally located in the superficial 
lobe, or it was bigger than 2.5 cm. Total parotidectomy 
cases were not included in the study nor tumors that were 
proven to be malignant on histology. Intraoperative FN 
monitoring was not usually used in cases of SP, but it was 
always used in cases of non-marginal tumors in which  
we performed ECD. Postoperative drainage was always 
used, and it was maintained for three days on average. All 
cases were confirmed histopathologically as benign parotid 
tumors and the types encountered were PA, WT, benign 
myoepithelioma (BME) and oncocytoma (OC). Recurrences 

of any kind and tumors involving the deep lobe of the gland 
were excluded from the study. All patients underwent a 
macroscopically complete resection of the tumor. The main 
outcome was the postoperative complications in the two 
groups. Postoperative complications considered were FN 
weakness/paralysis, FS, salivary fistula, hemorrhage, 
hematoma, seroma, wound infection, and numbness of the 
earlobe. Data regarding these complications were recorded 
on follow-up visits at one, six, 12 and 24 months. The 
House–Brackmann (HB) FN grading system was used to 
assess the function of the FN. The alteration of the great 
auricular nerve (GAN) sensitivity was evaluated in the 
earlobe and pre-auricular skin, and it was recorded at the 
same visits. Both nerve dysfunction – FN and GAN – were 
further classified as persistent or transitory if they were 
encountered or not at 12-month follow-up. Symptomatic 
FS was defined as postoperative gustatory sweating described 
by the patient as frequent and annoying. All patients required 
a minimum of 2-year follow-up to be included in the study. 

 Results 
There were 95 patients with benign parotid tumors 

operated by the same surgical team at ENT Department, 
Timişoara, between January 2014 and December 2018 but 
only 89 (38 men and 51 women) met the follow-up criteria 
– primary benign tumors of the parotid gland only, a 
minimum of 2-year follow-up, visits at one, six, 12 and 
24 months – and were included in the study. Mean age at 
presentation was 49.8 years (age limits between 21 and 
77 years). Out of 89 surgeries, 16 (18%) cases were ECD, 
and 73 (72%) cases SP. FN monitoring was used in five 
ECD cases – all non-marginal tumors – and in four large 
parotid tumors (>6 cm in diameter) operated with SP. There 
were significant differences between the two group features 
mainly regarding the size of the tumor, the histopathology, 
and the number of cases (Table 1). 

Table 1 – Patient characteristics in the two groups 

Parameter ECD group SP group 

Age, mean ± SD [years] 62±12 42±21 

Gender, M/F [n] 6/10 32/41 

Tumor size, mean ± SD [cm] 2.0±0.9 4.2±1.7 
Location (marginal, superficial/ 
non-marginal, superficial) [n] 

11/16 4/73 

Histology (PA/WT) [n] 7/9 61/12 

FN monitoring [n] 5/16 4/73 
Follow-up period, mean ± SD 
[months] 

33±8 39±11 

ECD: Extracapsular dissection; F: Female; M: Male; n: No. of cases; 
PA: Pleomorphic adenoma; SD: Standard deviation; SP: Superficial 
parotidectomy; WT: Warthin’s tumor. 

The mean lesion size for ECD group was 2.0±0.9 cm 
and 4.2±1.7 cm in the SP group, and it was statistically 
significant (p<0.05). As expected, the most common type 
of tumor was overall the PA but the distribution between 
the groups was different: in the SP group, PA represents 
83% (61/73) of cases but only 44% (7/16) of cases in the 
ECD group. 

The WT was the other tumor encountered in our study. 
In the ECD group, the main type of tumor was the WT, 
representing 56% of the cases (9/16) but it was only 17% 
of the cases (12/73) in the SP group. There was also one 
case of OC and one BME in the initial group, but they were 
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not included in this study as they did not complete the 
required follow-up. Median follow-up time was comparable 
in the two groups – 33±8 months for the ECD group and 
39±11 months for the SP group. 

There also were differences between the two groups 
regarding the postoperative complication rate. We had two 
cases of permanent FN paralysis (one case HB grade II and 
one case HB grade III, both involving mandibular nerve) 
in the SP group but none in the ECD group. 

The incidence of transitory FN paralysis was also 
significantly higher in the SP group [eight (9%) patients vs. 
none in ECD group]. Out of the eight patients, six cases 
were HB grade II and two were HB grade III, but they 
completely recovered before the 12-month visit. Marginal 
mandibular nerve was involved in five out of eight cases. 
The rates of transient and permanent GAN hypoesthesia 
were also different [89% (65/73) transient; 74% (54/73) 
permanent for SP group and 44% (7/16) transient; 25% 
(4/16) permanent for ECD group]. Other complications 
included three cases of seroma (all in the SP group), one 
hematoma in the ECD group and three symptomatic cases 
of FS in the SP group (Table 2). 

Table 2 – Complications in the two groups 

Postoperative complications 
ECD group 
16 patients 

SP group 
73 patients 

FN weakness – temporary  
(<6 months) 

none 
2 (1 HB grade II, 
1 HB grade III) 

FN weakness – permanent  
(>6 months) 

none 
8 (6 HB grade II, 
2 HB grade III) 

GAN hypoesthesia – temporary 7 65 

GAN hypoesthesia – permanent 4 54 

FS – symptomatic none 3 

Seroma none 3 

Hematoma 1 none 

ECD: Extracapsular dissection; FN: Facial nerve; FS: Frey’s syndrome; 
GAN: Great auricular nerve; HB: House–Brackmann; SP: Superficial 
parotidectomy. 

 Discussions 

PA is the most frequently encountered benign parotid 
tumor (40–70%) and has an incidence of 2.4–4.9/100 000 
persons/year [7, 8]. In our study, it represented 76% (68/89) 
of the cases if we only consider the patients who completed 
the follow-up period. Next in line is the WT, representing 
around 30% of benign parotid tumors [23% (21/89) in our 
study]. All other types of benign tumors are very rare [7–
9]. Most tumors present as a palpable lump in the parotid 
area. Most tumors are located in the superficial lobe. The 
superficial lobe can be well explored by high frequency 
ultrasound and with almost the same accuracy by CT and 
magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) [10, 11] but the FN 
cannot be positively identified by imaging. The only visual 
clue regarding the position of the tumor in the superficial 
lobe is provided by the relative location to the retromandibular 
vein, which usually runs parallel to the inferior branch of 
the FN. Imaging and even fine-needle aspiration biopsy 
(FNAB) can never completely rule out a parotid malignancy. 
In the past, it was considered that almost one-quarter of 
benign parotid tumors become malignant [12] but now  
it is considered that only PA can undergo malignant 
transformation especially when is recurring. The rate of 
malignant transformation in recurrent PA was 3.2% – 

3.3% in two large populational studies – much lower than 
reported before [8, 9]. The malignant transformation of 
WT is rare. These tumors usually have a slow growth rate, 
but this can be variable and cannot be used as a prognostic 
factor nor in treatment planning. WT is more often 
encountered in elderly patients [13]. This means higher 
risks for general anesthesia; hence conservative management 
might be reasonable when a WT is suspected in such cases 
[14]. There are three important factors when planning for 
surgery in a benign parotid tumor: location, size, and 
histological phenotype of the tumor [15]. The classical 
approach for a tumor in the superficial lobe of the parotid 
is either a PSP (level I or II) or a SP (level I and II). When 
the patient presents a small mobile superficial tumor, ECD 
is an alternative if the surgeon has enough experience. 
Under these circumstances, more than half of all benign 
parotid tumors can be completely resected using ECD 
[16]. All parotid surgeons must be proficient with both 
procedures as they must sometimes change the approach 
from ECD to PSP or SP, depending on the situation. It is 
deceiving to compare SP with ECD, if the characteristics 
(size, location) of the tumors are not comparable in the 
two groups. Moreover, the indications for ECD varies 
considerably among different surgeons but usually are 
much more restrictive than for SP. Thus, we are at risk to 
compare apples and oranges [17]. However, several meta-
analyses did this [5, 6, 18]. A parotid tumor suitable for ECD 
should be always small, mobile, superficial, or marginally 
located, whereas the patients who underwent a SP have 
usually larger and more centrally located tumors. We need 
to understand these techniques (ECD and SP) are not 
competing, they both benefit for the patient. SP is FN 
dissection surgery, whereas ECD is dissecting around the 
tumor without exposing – if possible – the FN, therefore FN 
monitoring is more often necessary in ECD. The morbidity 
is always considered directly related to the extent of 
surgery, so it seems obvious that ECD should have fewer 
complications [17]. A very important issue is the risk of 
tumor recurrence, mainly for PA because of their characteristic 
pseudopodia and areas without pseudocapsule – especially 
when very near to the FN branches. When dissecting close 
to the tumor, it is more likely to cut the pseudopodia and 
leave rests in situ with ECD, but it can also happen with 
SP mainly in cases with large tumor adjacent to the FN 
[17, 19]. Whichever technique is superior continues to divide 
the surgeons despite the selection criteria for ECD being 
very confusing. However, many studies considered ECD as 
an alternative to SP especially in the view of postoperative 
complications. It has been proven that ECD has a low 
complication rate, low morbidity, low recurrence rate, 
short operating time and short hospitalization making it a 
viable surgical technique in the treatment of the benign 
superficial parotid tumors. But it cannot be applied – unless 
you are a very experienced surgeon – to all superficial 
parotid benign neoplasms. Unfortunately, many of these 
comparisons are lacking clarity regarding the inclusion 
criteria for ECD (tumor size, location, or proximity to the 
FN). And this can be very confusing for the surgeons not 
very familiarized with parotid surgery and FN dissection. 
Many studies present significant differences in complication 
rates between ECD and SP. Usually, they only report slight 
differences in the rate of permanent paralysis of the FN, 
but a significant reduction of transitory FN paralysis (21% 
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vs. 71%) and FS (20% vs. 71%) in ECD vs. SP cases [16]. 
However, other studies report significant differences in 
both permanent (0% vs. 8.9%) and transitory (3.9% vs. 26.8%) 
FN paralysis, and FS (0% vs. 5.3%) when comparing ECD 
to SP [20]. Most meta-analyses support these data regarding 
the risk of transitory and permanent FN palsy (9% and 
1%, respectively, for ECD and 23% and 2% for SP) but 
they do not mention the lack of consistency regarding the 
indications for ECD [6]. Even in prospective trials, the 
results are the same – overall FN palsy rate was 24% for SP 
and 6% for ECD – but the clear including criteria in both 
groups are rarely presented [21]. Most large studies present 
temporary FN paresis rates of 15–20% and permanent FN 
paresis rates less than 5–6% for parotidectomy for benign 
disease, but they also include total parotidectomies [22–
25]. However, other surgeons demonstrated the opposite in 
both temporary (22.8% vs. 9.8%) and permanent (9% vs. 
5.9%) FN paresis, when comparing ECD to SP [26]. Other 
studies also presented comparable or even better complication 
rates with SP – temporary (2.7%) and permanent FN paresis 
rates (0.9%) and symptomatic FS rates of 1.5% [27]. In our 
study, the temporary FN paresis rate was 0% in the ECD 
group and 11% (8/73) in the SP group, and the permanent 
FN paresis rate was 0% in the ECD and 2.7% (2/89) in 
the SP group. The size of the tumor seems to be the most 
important factor to consider when deciding the type of 
surgery, assuming that the surgeon is familiarized with 
both procedures. But the tumor size reported in the inclusion 
criteria seems to vary according to the surgeons’ experience: 
for Dell’Aversana Orabona et al. – tumors smaller than 3 cm 
underwent ECD [20]; for George & McGurk, this limit 
raises to 4 cm [16]. As we do not have the experience of 
the aforementioned authors, we consider that any benign 
parotid tumor of the superficial lobe that is not marginal, 
nor superficial, or it is larger than 2.5 cm should be resected 
using a SP. Other factors associated with increased morbidity, 
especially of the FN, in parotid surgery are patient’s age, 
tumor location and presence of intraglandular inflammation 
[28–30]. In our study, most tumors were located near the 
inferior branch of the FN, in the inferior half of the gland 
(61%; 54/89), and we consider this might explain the 
statistical relationship between relative frequent weakness 
of the marginal–mandibular branch and location, when 
compared to other branches. Our results suggest that the 
inferior location of tumor, the size of tumor >2.5 cm and 
the prolonged operative time are risk factors for FN paralysis. 
Preserving the GAN is controversial and sometimes – due 
to the location of the tumor – impossible. The resection 
of GAN causes hypoesthesia in its territory, which might 
be felt uncomfortable [31, 32]. In our study, 80% (71/89) 
of the patients presented hypoesthesia at one month, no 
matter the nerve was preserved or just stretched, with only 
58% (52/89) maintaining their deficit after 12 months. The 
collateral branches compensate this deficit, along with the 
auriculotemporal and occipital nerves [32]. Any effort aimed 
at preserving the branches (the posterior one especially) 
must be made to improve the sensory deficit – at 12 and 
24 months, respectively, 59% and 71% of the patients showed 
no hypoesthesia in the lobule if the nerve branch was 
preserved, vs. 24% and 31% if not [33]. FS is another 
major complication, and its incidence varies from 6% to 
96%. Approximately less than 10% of patients complain of 
FS at 12 months [34, 35]. In our study, we only considered 

the diagnosis when the patient complained about it. Thus, 
we had an occurrence rate of 3.4% for the FS (three cases). 
This low occurrence rate might be well explained by the 
lack of complaints. The reported rate is usually much higher 
even in prospective studies (46% and 43%, respectively, 
after 12 and 24 months) but they include both asymptomatic 
and symptomatic patients [33]. 

 Conclusions 
In experienced hands, ECD is a very good surgical 

alternative to SP regarding clinical outcomes. However, 
ECD cannot be employed in every benign parotid tumor 
even in experienced hands and requires a proper selection 
of patients. The selection criteria are not yet standardized 
and are still largely dependent on surgeons’ experience. In 
our study, tumors treated with SP had short- and long-term 
FN weakness rates of 11% and 2.7%, respectively. These 
are acceptably low FN paralysis rates and surgery was 
usually performed without the routine use FN monitoring. 
There was also a low occurrence of clinical FS (3.4% – 
three cases), much lower than usually reported. There are 
a lot of serious complications related to parotid surgery, 
so knowing when to employ both techniques is of crucial 
importance in achieving better results and also in counseling 
to patient. The results of ECD are very promising, but the 
importance of appropriate lesion selection and the experience 
of the surgeon need to be stressed. 

Conflict of interests 
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interests. 

References 
[1] Smith SL, Komisar A. Limited parotidectomy: the role of extra-

capsular dissection in parotid gland neoplasms. Laryngoscope, 
2007, 117(7):1163–1167. https://doi.org/10.1097/MLG.0b013 
e31806009fe  PMID: 17632913 

[2] Witt RL. Minimally invasive surgery for parotid pleomorphic 
adenoma. Ear Nose Throat J, 2005, 84(5):308, 310–311. PMID: 
15971755 

[3] Bradley PJ, McGurk M. Incidence of salivary gland neoplasms 
in a defined UK population. Br J Oral Maxillofac Surg, 2013, 
51(5):399–403. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bjoms.2012.10.002  
PMID: 23103239 

[4] Kato MG, Erkul E, Nguyen SA, Day TA, Hornig JD, Lentsch EJ, 
Gillespie MB. Extracapsular dissection vs superficial parotid-
ectomy of benign parotid lesions: surgical outcomes and cost-
effectiveness analysis. JAMA Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg, 
2017, 143(11):1092–1097. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaoto. 
2017.1618  PMID: 28975191  PMCID: PMC5710353 

[5] Albergotti WG, Nguyen SA, Zenk J, Gillespie MB. Extracapsular 
dissection for benign parotid tumors: a meta-analysis. Laryngo-
scope, 2012, 122(9):1954–1960. https://doi.org/10.1002/lary. 
23396  PMID: 22753318 

[6] Xie S, Wang K, Xu H, Hua RX, Li TZ, Shan XF, Cai ZG. 
PRISMA-extracapsular dissection versus superficial parotid-
ectomy in treatment of benign parotid tumors: evidence from 
3194 patients. Medicine (Baltimore), 2015, 94(34):e1237. https:// 
doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000001237  PMID: 26313768  
PMCID: PMC4602923 

[7] Moeller K, Esser D, Boeger D, Buentzel J, Hoffmann K, Jecker P, 
Mueller A, Radtke G, Piesold JU, Schultze-Mosgau S, 
Finkensieper M, Bitter T, Guntinas-Lichius O. Parotidectomy 
and submandibulectomy for benign diseases in Thuringia, 
Germany: a population-based study on epidemiology and 
outcome. Eur Arch Otorhinolaryngol, 2013, 270(3):1149–1155. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00405-012-2225-y  PMID: 23073736 

[8] Andreasen S, Therkildsen MH, Bjørndal K, Homøe P. 
Pleomorphic adenoma of the parotid gland 1985–2010: a 
Danish nationwide study of incidence, recurrence rate, and 
malignant transformation. Head Neck, 2016, 38(Suppl 1):E1364–
E1369. https://doi.org/10.1002/hed.24228  PMID: 26382619 



Benign tumors of the superficial lobe of the parotid gland 

 

567 

[9] Valstar MH, de Ridder M, van den Broek EC, Stuiver MM, 
van Dijk BAC, van Velthuysen MLF, Balm AJM, Smeele LE. 
Salivary gland pleomorphic adenoma in the Netherlands: a 
nationwide observational study of primary tumor incidence, 
malignant transformation, recurrence, and risk factors for 
recurrence. Oral Oncol, 2017, 66:93–99. https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.oraloncology.2017.01.004  PMID: 28249655 

[10] Brennan PA, Ammar M, Matharu J. Contemporary management 
of benign parotid tumours – the increasing evidence for extra-
capsular dissection. Oral Dis, 2017, 23(1):18–21. https://doi. 
org/10.1111/odi.12518  PMID: 27260128 

[11] Gritzmann N, Rettenbacher T, Hollerweger A, Macheiner P, 
Hübner E. Sonography of the salivary glands. Eur Radiol, 
2003, 13(5):964–975. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-002-1586-
9  PMID: 12695816 

[12] Thackray AC, Lucas RB. Tumors of the major salivary glands. 
Atlas of Tumor Pathology, 2nd Series, Fascicle 10, Armed Forces 
Institute of Pathology (AFIP), Washington, DC, USA, 1974. 
https://searchworks.stanford.edu/view/10867743 

[13] Luers JC, Guntinas-Lichius O, Klussmann JP, Küsgen C, 
Beutner D, Grosheva M. The incidence of Warthin tumours 
and pleomorphic adenomas in the parotid gland over a 25-
year period. Clin Otolaryngol, 2016, 41(6):793–797. https:// 
doi.org/10.1111/coa.12694  PMID: 27343470 

[14] Vlantis AC, Ng SK, Mak CK, Cheung JM, Chan AB, van 
Hasselt CA. If cytology of Warthin tumor is accurate, can 
management be conservative? Ear Nose Throat J, 2016, 
95(4–5):185–188. PMID: 27140020 

[15] Quer M, Vander Poorten V, Takes RP, Silver CE, Boedeker CC, 
de Bree R, Rinaldo A, Sanabria A, Shaha AR, Pujol A, Zbären P, 
Ferlito A. Surgical options in benign parotid tumors: a proposal 
for classification. Eur Arch Otorhinolaryngol, 2017, 274(11): 
3825–3836. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00405-017-4650-4  PMID: 
28639060 

[16] George KS, McGurk M. Extracapsular dissection – minimal 
resection for benign parotid tumours. Br J Oral Maxillofac Surg, 
2011, 49(6):451–454. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bjoms.2010.10. 
005  PMID: 21215499 

[17] Thielker J, Grosheva M, Ihrler S, Wittig A, Guntinas-Lichius O. 
Contemporary management of benign and malignant parotid 
tumors. Front Surg, 2018, 5:39. https://doi.org/10.3389/fsurg. 
2018.00039  PMID: 29868604  PMCID: PMC5958460 

[18] Foresta E, Torroni A, Di Nardo F, de Waure C, Poscia A, 
Gasparini G, Marianetti TM, Pelo S. Pleomorphic adenoma 
and benign parotid tumors: extracapsular dissection vs superficial 
parotidectomy – review of literature and meta-analysis. Oral 
Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol, 2014, 117(6):663–676. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oooo.2014.02.026  PMID: 24767698 

[19] Zbären P, Vander Poorten V, Witt RL, Woolgar JA, Shaha AR, 
Triantafyllou A, Takes RP, Rinaldo A, Ferlito A. Pleomorphic 
adenoma of the parotid: formal parotidectomy or limited surgery? 
Am J Surg, 2013, 205(1):109–118. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
amjsurg.2012.05.026  PMID: 23062782 

[20] Dell’Aversana Orabona G, Bonavolontà P, Iaconetta G, Forte R, 
Califano L. Surgical management of benign tumors of the 
parotid gland: extracapsular dissection versus superficial parotid-
ectomy – our experience in 232 cases. J Oral Maxillofac Surg, 
2013, 71(2):410–413. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joms.2012.05. 
003  PMID: 22884114 

[21] Ruohoalho J, Mäkitie AA, Aro K, Atula T, Haapaniemi A, 
Keski-Säntti H, Takala A, Bäck LJ. Complications after surgery 
for benign parotid gland neoplasms: a prospective cohort study. 
Head Neck, 2017, 39(1):170–176. https://doi.org/10.1002/hed. 
24496  PMID: 27131221 

[22] Witt RL. Facial nerve function after partial superficial parotid-
ectomy: an 11-year review (1987–1997). Otolaryngol Head 

Neck Surg, 1999, 121(3):210–213. https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
S0194-5998(99)70173-7  PMID: 10471859 

[23] Jin H, Kim BY, Kim H, Lee E, Park W, Choi S, Chung MK, 
Son YI, Baek CH, Jeong HS. Incidence of postoperative facial 
weakness in parotid tumor surgery: a tumor subsite analysis 
of 794 parotidectomies. BMC Surg, 2019, 19(1):199. https:// 
doi.org/10.1186/s12893-019-0666-6  PMID: 31878919  PMCID: 
PMC6933669 

[24] Mehle ME, Kraus DH, Wood BG, Benninger MS, Eliachar I, 
Levine HL, Tucker HM, Lavertu P. Facial nerve morbidity 
following parotid surgery for benign disease: the Cleveland 
Clinic Foundation experience. Laryngoscope, 1993, 103(4 Pt 1): 
386–388. https://doi.org/10.1002/lary.5541030404  PMID: 
8459746 

[25] O’Brien CJ. Current management of benign parotid tumors – 
the role of limited superficial parotidectomy. Head Neck, 2003, 
25(11):946–952. https://doi.org/10.1002/hed.10312  PMID: 
14603455 

[26] Mantsopoulos K, Koch M, Klintworth N, Zenk J, Iro H. Evolution 
and changing trends in surgery for benign parotid tumors. 
Laryngoscope, 2015, 125(1):122–127. https://doi.org/10.1002/ 
lary.24837  PMID: 25043324 

[27] Deschler DG, Kozin ED, Kanumuri V, Devore E, Shapiro C, 
Koen N, Sethi RKV. Single-surgeon parotidectomy outcomes 
in an academic center experience during a 15-year period. 
Laryngoscope Investig Otolaryngol, 2020, 5(6):1096–1103. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/lio2.480  PMID: 33364399  PMCID: 
PMC7752052 

[28] Gaillard C, Périé S, Susini B, St Guily JL. Facial nerve 
dysfunction after parotidectomy: the role of local factors. Laryngo-
scope, 2005, 115(2):287–291. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.mlg. 
0000154735.61775.cd  PMID: 15689752 

[29] Yuan X, Gao Z, Jiang H, Yang H, Lv W, Wang Z, Niu Y, Feng G. 
Predictors of facial palsy after surgery for benign parotid 
disease: multivariate analysis of 626 operations. Head Neck, 
2009, 31(12):1588–1592. https://doi.org/10.1002/hed.21134  
PMID: 19536764 

[30] Upton DC, McNamar JP, Connor NP, Harari PM, Hartig GK. 
Parotidectomy: ten-year review of 237 cases at a single 
institution. Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg, 2007, 136(5):788–792. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otohns.2006.11.037  PMID: 17478217 

[31] Porter MJ, Wood SJ. Preservation of the great auricular nerve 
during parotidectomy. Clin Otolaryngol Allied Sci, 1997, 22(3): 
251–253. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2273.1997.00030.x  
PMID: 9222631 

[32] Becelli R, Morello R, Renzi G, Matarazzo G. Great auricular 
nerve preservation during parotidectomy for benign tumors. 
J Craniofac Surg, 2014, 25(2):422–424. https://doi.org/10. 
1097/SCS.0b013e3182a28c50  PMID: 24448539 

[33] Grosheva M, Shabli S, Volk GF, Sommer B, Ludwig L, 
Finkensieper M, Wittekindt C, Klussmann JP, Guntinas-
Lichius O, Beutner D. Sensation loss after superficial parotid-
ectomy: a prospective controlled multicenter trial. Head Neck, 
2017, 39(3):520–526. https://doi.org/10.1002/hed.24647  PMID: 
28067982 

[34] Motz KM, Kim YJ. Auriculotemporal syndrome (Frey syndrome). 
Otolaryngol Clin North Am, 2016, 49(2):501–509. https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.otc.2015.10.010  PMID: 26902982  PMCID: 
PMC5457802 

[35] Grosheva M, Horstmann L, Volk GF, Holler C, Ludwig L, 
Weiß V, Finkensieper M, Wittekindt C, Klussmann JP, Guntinas-
Lichius O, Beutner D. Frey’s syndrome after superficial 
parotidectomy: role of the sternocleidomastoid muscle flap: 
a prospective nonrandomized controlled trial. Am J Surg, 2016, 
212(4):740–747.e1. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjsurg.2016.01. 
020  PMID: 27083066 

 
 
Corresponding authors 
Carmen Aurelia Mogoantă, Senior Lecturer, MD, PhD, Department of ENT, University of Medicine and Pharmacy 
of Craiova, 2 Petru Rareş Street, 200349 Craiova, Dolj County, Romania; Phone +40728–020 623, e-mail: 
carmen_mogoanta@yahoo.com 

Elena Irina Căluianu, Assistant, MD, Department of Nursing Surgery, University of Medicine and Pharmacy of Craiova, 
2 Petru Rareş Street, 200349 Craiova, Dolj County, Romania; Phone +40784–739 064, e-mail: rui_costa23@yahoo.com 
 
 
Received: July 16, 2022                  Accepted: December 12, 2022 


