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Beeoenue. Biusnue necocmosmenvHocmu anacmomoda (HA) na onkonoeuueckue pezysbmamol aedeHus paka npsamoll KUWKU nocae
MOMAanbHOIU Me30peKmMyMIKMOMUU S8AAEMCsL CNOPHBIM GONPOCOM.

Ileas uccaedosanusn — oyenumo arusnue HA u opyeux gpakmopoe pucka Ha OHKOA02UHECK UL pe3yAbmam AeHeHuUs.

Mamepuaavt u memodoir. lannvie 67 nayueHmos, nepeHecuiux MOMAAbHYIO Me30PeKMYMIKMOMUIO, C UeAOCMHbIM aHACMOMO30M
cpagnuganu ¢ danHvimu 16 nayuenmos ¢ duaenocmuposarnoii HA. Ilpoanaauzuposarsi 00420cpouHble OHKOAOUMECKUE DE3YAbMAMbL.
Pesysvmamut. Meduana nabarodenus cocmaguna 43 mec. Yacmoma HA cocmasuna 19,3 % (16 cayuaes us 83). B oonopakmopHom
aHanuze cmamucmu4ecKu 3HA4UMbIMU (DAKMOPAMU, CHUNCAIOUWUMU YPOGEHb 4-nemHeil GblicU8aeMocmu, cmaiu cmeneHb UHBA3UU
onyxoau (omuowenue puckoe (OP) 8,8; 95 % odosepumenvhviii unmepean (AHU) 1,4—13,7; p = 0,01), nasuuue memacmaszoe
6 pecuonapubix aumgpamuueckux yzaax (OP 3,5; 95 % AU 1,2—12,3; p = 0,03), cmadus 6oae3nu (p = 0,048), yposens ouppepenyuposxu
onyxoau (OP 0,1; 95 % AU 0—0,6; p <0,0001), cmenosupyrowuii xapakmep onyxoau (OP 8,8; 95 % AU 1,4—13,7; p = 0,002),
HA (OP 3,9; 95 % [N 1,6—37,1; p = 0,01). B noeucmuueckom peepecCUOHHOM AHAAU3E HE3ABUCUMBIX (PAKMOPOE PUCKA DPA3GUMUSL
peyuousa He 8bis61eHo.

3akatouenue. HA ne s615emces pakmopom pucka naoxoeo oOHK0A02Uu4eck02o ucxooa. Taxum obpazom, 0onoaHumenvHoe neveHue a0sroeaH-
MOM UAU COKpaujeHue UHmMep8ana OUHAMU1ecKo20 HabadeHus 3a nayuenmamu, umesuwiumu 6 anamuese HA nocae Huskux nepednux pe-
3eKyUll npAMoll KUWKU, He ONPagoaHo.

Kitouessie ciioBa: DAK NPAMOU KUWKU, MOMAAbHAS ME30PEKMYMIKMOMUSL, HECOCMOAMENbHOCMb AHACMOMO3a
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Impact of anastomotic leakage on outcomes in patients with rectal cancer
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Background. The effect of anastomotic leakage (AL) on oncological outcomes after total mesorectumectomy is controversial.

Objective: to investigate the influence of AL and other factors on oncological outcome.

Materials and methods. Data of 67 patients underwent total mesorectumectomy with normal healing were compared with those for 16 pa-
tients who experienced AL. Long-term oncological outcomes were analysed.

Results. Median follow-up was 43 months. AL rate was 19.4 % (16 cases out of 83). Following factors had negative influence on lower 4-year
disease-free survival rate and reached statistical significance in univariant analysis: tumor invasion (hazard ratio (HR) 8.8; 95 % confidence
interval (CI) 1.4—13.7; p = 0.01), metastases in regional lymph nodes (HR 3.5; 95 % CI 1.2—12.3; p = 0.03), tumor stage (p = 0.048), level
of tumor differentiation (HR 0.1; 95 % CI 0—0.6; p <0.0001), tumor stenosis (HR 8.8; 95 % CI 1.4—13.7; p = 0.002), AL (HR 3.9; 95 % CI
1.6-37.1; p = 0.01). In the logistic regression analysis independent risk factors for the development of recurrence were not revealed.
Conclusion. AL was not proved to be a risk factor of worse oncological outcome. Hence, additional adjuvant treatment or extended follow-up
on the basis of the occurrence of AL after low anterior resection of rectal cancer might not be justified.
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BeeneHue

TexHuyeckuii mporpecc, CBSI3aHHBINA C BHEAPEHUEM
CLIMBAIOIIMX AMNapaToB, a TAKXXE UCIOIb30BaAHUE MPE-
OIMEepallIOHHOW XMMUOJIYYEBOM TepATuU MTO3BOJIWIIN 3HA-
YUTEJBbHO TMOBBICUTh YaCTOTY BBIMIOJHEHUSI COUHKTEPO-
COXPaHSIOIIUX ONepaluid TMPU OMyXOJsIX CpenHel
W JUCTAJIbHOM TpeTei MpSIMO KUIIKU. 3HAYMMOU mpo-
0JIeMOIl ATUX Omepaluii SBASIETCS HECOCTOSTENbHOCTh
aHactomo3a (HA): yacrora cumntomHoit HA mocturaet
14 % [1-8]. ®opMupoBaHHE NPEBEHTUBHOM CTOMBI
He cHuxXkaeT yactoty HA, a ckopee yMeHbIIIaeT BhIpaKeH-
HOCTb JAHHOTo ocjioxXHeHus1 [7, 9]. OOueunsBecTHO,
yto HA sBnisieTcsi oCHOBHOM NpuurHO# 30-1HEBHOM IO~
CJIEONEePALIMOHHON JIETAIBHOCTU Y TMAllMEHTOB MOCJE
C(PUHKTEPOCOXPAHSIONIUX OIepaluii Mo MOBOAY paka
npsmoii kuiiku (PTIK) [10, 11], HO He MeHee UHTEpPECHO
u 10, uto HA gBnsiercsa dpakropom pucka peruansos PITK
[5, 12, 13]. Mexanu3m 3Toro ¢heHOMEHa B HACTOSIIEE
BpeMsI He UMeeT 000CHOBAaHHOTO OObsICHEHUS. B kauecT-
BE TUMOTETUYECKUX IMTPUYUH PACCMATPUBAIOTCI BO3MOX-
HOCTb UMILJIAHTAIIMOHHOTO METACTa3MPOBAHUS PAKOBBIX
KJIETOK, TPUCYTCTBYIOLIMX B IPOCBETE KUIIIKU, YEPE3 JIe-
ekt MmexxuiieyHoro coyctos [13], cCHUXeHre UMMYHHO-
TO OTBETa OPTaHU3Ma B OTBET HA BOCTIAJIEHUE MPU TA30BOM
cerncuce. Bo3aMOXHBIM 00BbSICHEHUEM SIBJISIETCS TOT (DAKT,
yto HA compsixeHa ¢ hakropaMu pucka, aHATOTUIHbIMUA
mst petmauBa PITK (Hampumep, ¢ MyXCKUAM TIOJIOM),
U B LIEJIOM pa3BUTHE pellavBa He cBsizaHo ¢ HA per se.

eab 1aHHOTO PETPOCHEKTUBHOTO MCCAEIOBAHUS —
oneHka HA kak (hakTopa prcka rioxoro OHKOJIOTUYECKO-
ro pesyabsrata JedeHus: PITK.

Mamepuanb! U Memofbl

Bce onepaTuBHbIE BMEIIATEIBCTBA BBIMOJIHSUIU B 00b-
€ME HU3KOW MNepeJHEeN pe3eKUUU MPSIMON KUILIKU C TO-
TAJIbHOW ME30PEKTYMIKTOMUEN U MEPEBAZKOU HUXHEN
OpbLKEEYHOI apTepuu Yy MecTa OTXOXIEHUSI MOCIeqHel
OT a0PTHI. AHACTOMO3bI ObLTA CHOPMUPOBAHBI TPU TOMO-
1Y CIIMBAIOIIKX alIapaToB (TEXHUKA TBOMHOTO amnmapar-
HOTO 1IBa), BCEM ManueHTaM (OpMUPOBAIU MTPEBEHTUB-
HYIO CTOMY.

Huarno3 HA ycTaHaBivBaiu HA OCHOBAaHWM KJIMHU-
YECKUX MPU3HAKOB (CUMIITOMBI IEPUTOHUTA, KUAIIIEYHOE
cofepxXumMoe B ipeHaxe). [Ipy ux oTcyTcTBUU B COOTBET-
CTBMU C TPOTOKOJIOM paHee MPOBEIEHHOTO UCCIETOBAHUS
[2, 4] Ha 7-i1 meHb MOCITe OTMepalivy BHITTOTHSUTA KOHTPACT-
HYIO PEHTIeHOTrpaduIo C LEIbI0 BbISIBIEHUS KIMHUYECKU
o6eccumntomHoil HA. Takum o00pa3zoM, B aHanu3 Oblia
BKJTIOUEHA KaK «KJIMHUIEeCKas», TaK U «PEHTTCHOJIOTMIEe-
ckasg» HA.

YeThIpexJIETHIOW Oe3pElMANBHYIO BBIKMBAEMOCTh
paccunTtbiBaM 1o MeTony Karmnana—Meiiepa. [Tokazatenb
0e3pelIMINBHON BBDKMBAEMOCTU OMPEAELIISIN KaK BPEMEH-
HOW MHTEPBAJI MEXAY AATOM ONEpalMU U IaTOU MOoCuen-
HEro KOMILUTEKCHOTO 00CieIOBaHUS O0JIBHOTO, MPU KOTO-
POM BBISIBJIEHO /HE BBISIBJICHO BO3BpallieHue 3a00IeBaHMS
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(JIOKaJIbHBINM PELUIUB W/WIN OTHAJCHHBIE METACTa3bl).
IMon 1oKaTbHBIM PELIUAVBOM MBI TTOIPA3yMeBaJIN ITOBTOP-
HO€ MOSIBJIECHUE 3JI0KAYECTBEHHOW OMYyXOJU B MOJIOCTH
Ta3a, a oM OTAAJIEHHBIMU METacTa3aMU — METacTaTUye-
CKOE TOpaXeHWe IMEYEeHU, JErKUX WU KaHIEepOMaTo3
OpIOIIMHBI.

OCHOBHBIE XapaKTepUCTUKU OOJIbHBIX, KITUHUYECKUE
U TIEpUOTIEPALIMOHHBIE JaHHbIE 00PabOTaHBI C UCTIONb30-
BaHUEM METOJOB OMNMUCATEIbHON CTaTUCTUKU: CPEAHSS
(cTaHOApTHOE OTKJIOHEHWE) WIW MeauaHa (KBapTWIM).
CpaBHeHUE KPUBBIX BBIMIOJIHSUIM C MOMOIIbIO /og-rank-
Tecta. MakTOpHI, B aHANTM3€ JOCTUTABIIIE 3HAYMMOCTH (p)
<0,05, cyuTaau CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYUMbIMU. Pe3yabTaThl
MpeACcTaBIeHbl Kak oTHoleHue puckoB (OP) ¢ cooTBeT-
cTBylolM 95 % nmoBepuTeNbHBIM WHTepBajiom (AUN).
Cratuctuyeckast 00paboTka u rpaduieckoe mpencTabiie-
HUME MaTepraja BBIMOJHEHBI C MOMOIIbIO mporpamm SPSS
22.0 1 GraphPad Prism 6.00 st Windows.

Pe3ynbmambl

B peTpocnexTrBHOE HUCClieq0BaHUE OB BKIIOYEHBI
100 naureHToB, paHee BHECEHHBIX B 0a3y MPOCIEKTUBHO-
TO UCCJIEA0BAaHUS, MOCBSIIEHHOTO OLIEHKE (DaKTOPOB pU-
cka 1 peankTopoB HA [2, 4]. Bce 6o1bHBIE ObUTH OTIEpY-
poBaHbI B TulaHoBoM Topsiike B @IT'BY «locymapcTBeHHBIM
Hay4yHBI LIEHTp Kosompokronorun uMm. A.H. Peokux»
MuHsnpaBa Poccuu mo mMoBOAy HEOCTIOXHEHHOTO paka
CpeaHeaMMyJISIPHOTO OTAeNIa MPSIMOM KUIIKW B MEPUOL
2013-2015 rr. U3 aHanu3a OHKOJOTUYECKUX PE3yIbTaTOB
OBUIM UCKJTIOYEHBI 2 TTallUeHTa, TOTUOIINE B paHHEM MO-
CJIeoTNIepalliOHHOM TepUoe, 7 NAallUeHTOB C OTAAJIEHHBI-
MM M€TacTa3aMW, JUAarHOCTUPOBAHHBIMU A0 OMEpaluu,
U § MAllMEHTOB, ONIEPUPOBAHHBIX 11O MOBOMY JOOpOKaye-
CTBEHHBIX OMYXOJIEW MPAMOW KUILKU WU paka in Situ.
Takum oOpa3om, B aHaIU3 OTAATIEHHBIX OHKOJIOTUYECKUX
pe3yJIbTaTOB BKJIIOUEHO 83 MalMeHTa.

N3 83 mauuentoB HA (BkiIo4ast «peHTTEeHONIOTUYE-
CKyIO») auarHoctupoBaHa B 16 (19,3 %) HabGaioneHusIX.
Menuana nocyieonepalMoOHHOrO HAOMIOAEHUS OObHBIX
MOCJie HU3KKUX MEPETHUX PE3eKIUN MPSIMON KUIIIKU CO-
craBuna 43 (3—52) mec. XapaKTepuCTUKU TAIMEHTOB
MpeJCTaBIEHbI B TAOIUIIE.

ITo naHHBIM MaTOMOP(OIOrUUYECKOr0 UCCIEen0BA-
HUS yIaJIEHHBIX MpernapaToB BO BCEX CIy4yasiX UUPKY-
JIIpHas U TUCTajbHas TPaHULBI PE3EKIIUU ObLIU paciie-
HeHbl Kak oTpuunareibHeie — RO. BosBpaiueHue
3abosieBaHusI AMarHoctupoBaHo y 12 (14,4 %) u3 83 na-
LIMEHTOB: JOKaIbHBINA peunanB — 1 (1,2 %) ciyyaii,
otmaneHHble Metactasbl — 10 (12,1 %) ciaydaes, Jo-
KaJIbHBII PELIUUB B COUETAHUU C OTHAJIEHHBIMUA METa-
crazamu — 1 (1,2 %) ciyuaii. YeTbIpexJIETHSIST aKTyapH-
anpHasg Oe3peuuIuBHAs BBIXXWBAEMOCTb IJS BCEW
IpyMIBl 60JBHBIX cocTaBuia 85,2 %.

AnHanmu3 6e3pellMIMBHON BbIXKMBaeMOCTH (puc. 1—6)
MoKa3aj 3HaYMMOe BIMSIHUE Takux pakTopos, Kak TO—2
npotuB T3—4 (p = 0,01), NO mporuB N1-2 (p = 0,03),
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Xapakmepucmuku 6KAH04EHHbIX 8 UCCAed08aHUe nayueHmos, n = 83
Patients’ characteristics, n = 83

Ioka3zarenn 3Hauenne
Mo, n (%):
Gender, n (%):
MYKCKOM 35(42,2)
male
XKEHCKMI 48 (57,8)
female
CpenHuit Bo3pact + ¢ (MUH. — MaKc.), JIET 61,5+ 8,8
Mean age + ¢ (min — max), years (44-82)

MenuaHa MHAEKCa MacChl Tesia (MUH. — MaKc.),
KT/M?
Median body mass index (min — max), kg/m?

26 (18,4—43,1)

HeoanpioBaHTHas Ty4eBast/XMMHUOTyeBast Tepa-
st 1 (%)
Neoadjuvant radiotherapy/chemoradiotherapy, # (%)

26 (31,3)

MenauaHa npoxoKUTEIbHOCTY OTIEpaLli
(MHH. — MakKc.), MUH
Median surgery duration (min — max), minutes

153 (90—420)

MenauaHa yuciia uccieaoBaHHbIX IMMGBATUIECKUX
y3110B (25 %:75 % KkBapTriIN)

Median number of lymph nodes examined (25 % 181(1H25)

quartile:75 % quartile)

Cragust pTNM, n (%):

pTNM stage, n (%):
0 (ypTONOMO) 2(2,4)
I (pT1-2NOMO) 29 (34,9)
I (pT3—4NOMO) 20 (24,1)
III (pT1-4N1-2M0) 32 (38,6)

Crenenb auddepeHIUPOBKY omyxouu, # (%):

Tumor differentiation grade, n (%):
G,G, 74 (89,2)
G, + cnuszeobpasyroliue afeHOKapUMHOMBI 9 (10,8)
G, + mucosal adenocarcinoma

Tun onepaTuBHOTO Aoctymna, 7 (%):

Route of surgery, n (%):
JIarapoOTOMHBbI A 73 (82,0)
laparotomic
JIaapoCKOMUYECKU I 10 (12,0)
laparoscopic

IpeBeHTHBHAs cToMa, 1 (%):

Preventive stoma, #n (%):
TpaHCBEP30CTOMA 55 (66,3)
transverse colostomy
uieocToma 28 (33,7)
ileostomy

cTaaus olryxoJieBoro mpomecca (p = 0,048), creHO3MpY-
foruit xapakTep omyxonu (p = 0,002), muddepeHIIMpoBKa
omyxonu (p <0,0001) u Hanuuue HA (p = 0,01).

Hanporus, mpenonepaiimoHHas XWMUOTy4deBast Tepa-
must (p = 0,8) 1 yncno ynaaeHHBIX TUMGbaTUIeCKUX Y3TI0B
(>18) (» = 0,2) He okazayu 3HAYMMOTO BIUSHUS Ha Oe3-
PELMIMBHYIO BBIKMBaeMOCTh (puc. 7—8).

CrieyeT ToMIepKHYTh, YTO B PETPECCUOHHONM MOJETN
Koxkca, mo3Bossionieil mpoBecT! B3BELIEHHBIN aHATU3
(bakTOpOB, HM ONWH U3 HUX HE TOCTUT TOCTOBEPHOCTH.
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Puc. 1. bespeyuoduenas eviicueaemocms 6 3a8UCUMOCIU OM CIMENeHU UH-
sasuu onyxoau (pT). HR — omnowenue puckos, CI — dosepumenvHblii uH-
mepeéan

Fig. 1. Relapse-free survival depending on the tumor invasion depth (pT).
HR — hazard ratio, CI — confidence interval
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Puc. 2. bespeyudusnas 6viocueaemocms 6 3a8UCUMOCU OM HAAUYUS Me-
macmasoe ¢ pecuorapHovle aumpamuyeckue y3ol (pN). HR — omuowenue
puckos, CI — dogepumenvHolii unmepean

Fig. 2. Relapse-free survival depending on the presence of regional lymph node
metastases (pN). HR — hazard ratio, CI — confidence interval
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Puc. 3. Bespeyuousnas ewiicusaemocms 6 3asucumocmu om cmaouu
onyxonu

Fig. 3. Relapse-free survival depending on the tumor stage

06cyxpeHue

Bo3HMKHOBEHUE JIOKAJbHBIX PELIMAMBOB OOBIYHO
CBSI3BIBAIOT C MEPBUYHON PacpOCTPaHEHHOCTHIO OMyX0-
JIU, ee HU3KOoW TuddepeHIPOBKOM, HATMYMEM OOCTPYK-
uMuM wiu 1nepdopauuu BO BpeMsl OIlepaluu,
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Puc. 4. bespeyuodusnas evicueaemocms 8 3a8UCUMOCIU OM YPOGHS QUG-
epenyuposxu onyxoau (G). HR — omnowenue puckos, CI — dosepumens-
HbLil uHmMepean

Fig. 4. Relapse-free survival depending on the tumor differentiation grade (G).
HR — hazard ratio, CI — confidence interval

100 91,8%
S |
S 64,6%
=
Lo 60
=S
S § Hecteno3upytowue onyxonu / Nonstesing tumors
85 40 CreHo3upytoLume omyxonu / Stenosing tumors
=]
=
S 20 p=0,002

HR8,8;95% (1 1,4-13,7
0
0 12 24 36 48 60

Mecaupl/Months

Puc. 5. bespeyudugnas evidcugaemocms 8 3a6UCUMOCIU OM CIEHO3UPY-
roujeeo xapakmepa onyxoau. HR — omuowenue puckog, CI — dosepumens-
HbLil uHmMepean

Fig. 5. Relapse-free survival depending on the presence of tumor stenosis.
HR — hazard ratio, CI — confidence interval
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Puc. 6. bespeyuodusnas evicueaemocms 8 3a8UCUMOCHU OM HAAUHUS HECO-
CMOAMENbHOCMU KOAOPEKMAaAbHO20 anacmomo3a. HR — omnowenue puckos,
CI — dosepumenvhblit unmepsan, AL — HecocmosmenabHocms GHACMOMO3a

Fig. 6. Relapse-free survival depending on the presence of colorectal
anastomotic leakage. HR — hazard ratio, CI — confidence interval, AL —
anastomotic leakage

HealeKBaTHBIMM TPaHUIIAMU PE3eKIINU, COCYINCTON MH-
Basmelt u T. 1. [4].

HaubGonee 3HAaYMMBIM IO CBOUM IIOCJIEACTBUSIM
OCJIOKHCHMEM KOJIOPEKTAJIbHOM XUPYPTUM SIBIISICTCS
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Puc. 7. bespeyudusnas aviocugaemocms @ 3a8UcumMocmu om xapakmepa
JAeueHus (xupypeuyeckoe uau Komounuposarroe). HR — omHoutenue puckos,
CI — dogepumenvHblii unmepgan

Fig. 7. Relapse-free survival depending on the type of treatment (surgical
or combined). HR — hazard ratio, CI — confidence interval
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Puc. 8. Bespeyudusnas evixcueaemocms 6 3agucumocmu om uucaa (>18)
yoanenHvix aumpamuueckux y3n06. HR — omuowenue puckos, CI — dose-
DPUMENbHbIIL UHMePEan

Fig. 8. Relapse-free survival depending on the number (>18) of lymph nodes
removed. HR — hazard ratio, CI — confidence interval

HA [6], xoTopasi, IOMMMO YyBEJIWYEHUSI JIETALHOCTH,
pucka GopMUPOBaHUS MOCTOSTHHOW CTOMBI U Pa3BUTUS
MO3IHUX OCJIOXHEHU, a TAKXKE OTPULIATEIBHOTO BIVSTHUS
Ha (pyHKIIMOHAIbHbIE pe3yabTaThl [11], B culy He 10 KOH-
112 TOHSATHBIX IPUYUH YXYAIIAeT OHKOJIOTMYECKUE PE3YITb-
tatel ieueHus PIIK [5, 9, 12—14]. Illupokoe MpUMeHEHHE
MPEBEHTUBHBIX CTOM, aHTUOAKTEpUATbHBIX IMPEMNApaTOB
MO3BOJISIET B 3HAYUTEJIBHOU CTEMEHU CHU3UTH YaCTOTY
cumntoMHbix HA (HA kaccos B, C [11]), HO He nipuBo-
JIAT K CHIKEeHUIO yacToThl HA B 1iesiom [9]. Ecnu yunTthI-
BaTb TOT pakT, yTo HA npu HU3KOI NepeaHel pe3eKIuu
BO3HMKAeT y Kaxaoro 10-ro mamueHTa, HE BBI3bIBAET
COMHEHUS aKTyaJIbHOCTh OLIEHKU 3TOTO OCJIOXHEHWUS
Kak (pakropa pucka peruausa PTTK.

CieyeT OTMETUTh, YTO B JIMTEPAType OTCYTCTBYET
eAuHasl ToYKa 3peHUs Ha B3auMOCBs3b Mexay HA u pu-
CKOM Bo3BpalleHus 3aboneBaHus. Tak, S.W. Bell u coaBT.
[12] 1 G. Branagan 1 coaBT. [5] BHISIBUIN B3aUMOCBS3b
Mexay HA v nokanbHBIMU pelIMIMBaMU paka, Ipu 3TOM
B MOCJIEAHEM UCCIIeNOBaHUY [6], 00 beIUHUBILIEM Pe3YJTb-
TaThl JiedeHUS 1834 OONBHBIX, YacTOTAa JIOKAJBHBIX
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peunauBoB y GoiabHbIx ¢ HA cocraBuia 19 % nporus
9,8 % y 60abHbIX 0e3 HA (p = 0,018), 1 Hapsay co cTagu-
elf OITyX0JIEBOTO MPOIIecca BHISIBJICHHBIE PAa3JIAIUST TOCTH-
TJIU TOCTOBEpHBIX 3HaueHuit (p = 0,003) mpu MHOTODaK-
TOPHOM aHaJIn3e.

Hamporus, S.H. Jung u coasr. [10] He BbISIBWIN BITU-
auust HA Ha yactoty oKanbHbIx peuuausoB (OP 2,64;
95 % AN 0,71-9,72; p = 0,15). BausHue Ha oOLIyIO Ya-
CTOTY PEIUANBOB OBIJIO MOKAa3aHO B MHOTO(MAKTOPHOM
aHajm3e: oITyxoJyieBocIiennbuyecKast S-JIeTHsIST BbKMUBae-
MocThb cocTtaBmwia 63 % y mauuvenToB ¢ HA u 78,3 % —
y MalMEeHTOB C COCTOSITEIbHBIM aHacToMo3oM (p = 0,05),
¥ TOCTUTJIA TTIOTPAHUYHOTO 3HAYEHUSI TIPY MHOTO(DAKTOP-
HoM aHanmuze (OP 2,17; 95 % AU 0,97—4,83; p = 0,06).
C stum cormmacHwl J.K. Lin u coast. [9], coobuuBime
0 3HAYMMOW pa3HUIIe B S-JIeTHEN BEDKMBAEMOCTH MEXIY
rpynnamu nanueHToB 6e3 HA u ¢ HA: 74,2 % npotus
52,9 % cootBercTtBeHHO (p <0,05).

Ocoboro BHMMaHUS, Ha Halll B3MJISAM, 3aCTy>XKUBAaeT
MeTaaHaJIu3 5 XOpOIIIo CTUIAHMPOBAHHBIX PAHIOMU3UPO-
BaHHBIX MCCJIEIOBAHUI, M3YYaBIINX BIUSHUE JIydeBOI1
Tepanuu Ha pe3yabTaTsl JeueHus: PITK (Swedish Rectal
Cancer Trial, Dutch TME Trial, CAO/ARO/AIO-94 Trial,
EORTC 22921 Trial u Polish Rectal Cancer Trial) [6].
OOmass u omnyxosieBocnenuduueckass BbBIKABAEMOCTb
ObIJ1a oIlcHEeHa Y 00IbHBIX MoJIOxKe 75 neT (n = 2480) mocite
HU3KUX TEPeTHMX pe3eKIuii mpsiMoi kuinku. Cpemu
9,7 % maumenToB ¢ HA mocieansist mo pe3yjibraTaM MHO-
ro)akTOpHOTO aHaJIN3a CTATUCTUIECKU 3HAYMMO BIIMSIIA
Ha o611yio BepkuBaemocts (OP 1,29; 95 % U 1,02—1,63;
p = 0,034), Ho He 0Ka3bIBajla 3HAYMMOTO BJIUSTHUS Ha 4a-
CTOTY BO3HUKHOBEHUSI JIOKOPETMOHAPHBIX PEIUINBOB
(OP 1,12; 95 % A1 0,83—1,52; p = 0,446).

K unrtepecHomy BeiBomy npunuin H. Ptok u coasr.,
CpaBHUMBAsI OHKOJOTMYECKWE pe3yJbTaThl JIeYeHUs
1741 mauwmenTa, omepupoBaHHOro 1o moBoxy PIIK,
¢ 303 manuentamu ¢ HA. Tonpko B rpyrie NalueHTOB
¢ HA, HyxXnaBIIMXCs B pesialiapOTOMUU, ObLTU OTMEUEHbI
OoJiee BBICOKASI YaCTOTa JIOKOPETMOHAPHOTO pELVINBA
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(17,5 % nporus 10,1 %, p = 0,006) 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
0oJjiee HU3KMI1 yPOBEHb 5-eTHe# BeokuBaemoctu (70,9 %
npotuB 75,4 %, p = 0,02) [13]. OngHaKo Leblii psi aBTO-
poB [6, 8, 15] orpunaioT B3auMocBsa3b HA 1 mioxux oH-
KOJIOTMYECKUX PE3YJIBTaTOB.

OpHa M3 TUIOTE3, OOBSICHSIONIMX BO3ZHUKHOBEHUE
JIOKAJIBHBIX PEIUINBOB, CBSI3aHHBIX ¢ HA, mipenmoiaraeT
HaJIMYMe KU3HECITOCOOHBIX OCTATOYHBIX OITYXOJIEBBIX
KJIETOK B TIPOCBETE TIPSIMOM KUIITKW WX B 00JIACTH CTe-
TUIEPHOTO TI1BA, YTO MOXET YBEIMUUBATH PUCK BOZHUKHO-
BEHMS IMILTAHTAIIMOHHEBIX METaCTa30B TP BO3HUKHOBE -
Hun HA [13]. Kpome TOoro, cenTuyeckoe COCTOSIHUE
0oJIbHOTO, CBsI3aHHOEe ¢ HA, mMpUBOAUT K CUCTEMHOMY
BOCITAJIUTEIBHOMY OTBETY, UTO, B CBOIO OUEpe/Ib, OTpaXKa-
€TCSl Ha YCKOPEHHOM BBICBOOOXKIIEHUY BOCIIAJIUTEIBHBIX
IIMTOKMHOB, KOTOPBIE MOTYT CITPOBOIIMPOBATH POCT OCTa-
TOYHBIX WJIN UMILTAHTUPOBAHHEIX OITYXOJIEBBIX KJICTOK.

C npyroii CTOpoHbI, OCJIOXHEHUS MocaeonepaiuoH-
Horo Tepuoja U HA B TOM 4uClie MOTYT IOCIYXWUTh
MIPETSITCTBUEM JUIS Ha3HAUEHUST adbIOBAHTHOTO Jiede-
HUSI, YTO MOXET OKa3aTh BIUSHUE Ha OTHAJICHHBIE pe-
3yJIbTATHI.

HecoMHeHHBIM OrpaHUYEHMEM HAIleTO MCCea0Ba-
HUS SIBJISIETCSI OTHOCUTEJILHO HEOOJIbIIOe YMCI0 HAabII0-
JIEHW, He TIO3BOJISIIONIEE MPOBECTH MHOTO(MAKTOPHBIN
aHanu3. [Ipu aTOM TIpencTaBieHHas Ipyrma OOJBHBIX
OTHOPOJIHA B OTHOIIIEHWU TUTIA OTIEPALINH, €€ PaTUKATIN3-
Ma (Bce ornepaluu olieHeHbl Kak R0) 1 BKjItoyaeT He ToJIb-
KO CUMITTOMHbIe HA, HO U «pEeHTIe€HOJOTMYECKUEY.

3aknoyeHue

Pe3ynbraThl IpeCcTaBIEHHOTO UCCIETOBAHUS CBUIE-
TEJILCTBYIOT O TOM, 4To HA mocne cuHKTepocoxpaHsi-
IOIIMX XUPYPruuyeckKux BMellaTeabcTB mo mopoay PITK
SIBJISIETCSI OMACHBIM OCJIOKHEHUEM, KOTOPOe HETraTUBHO
BJIMSIET KAaK Ha OvKadInil mocieonepaOHHbINA epu-
O[l, TAK ¥ Ha I0JITOCPOYHBIE OHKOJIOTUYECKHUE PE3YJIBTATHI,
YMEHbIIasA CPOKU OMYXOJE€BOCHEM(PUUECKONH BbIKUBA-
€MOCTHU MalEeHTOB.

nunrtTEeEPATYPA/RETFERENTESCES

1. IMonoBunkuH B.B., ITopxaHnos B.A., Xme-
ik C.B. u ap. [IpeBeHTHBHAs cTOMA TIO-
cJie HU3KUX MEePEIHUX Pe3eKLUI MPSIMOi
KUIIKK: YJIy4l1aeM pe3yJIsTaThl UK Iepe-
crpaxoBbiBaeMcsi? KonomnpokTonorust
2016;55(1):16—21. [Polovinkin V.V., Pork-
hanov V.A., Khmelik S.V. et al. Preventive
stoma after low anterior resection of the
rectum: improving the results or being
overcautious? Koloproktologiya = Colo-
proctology 2016;55(1):16—21. (In Russ.)].

2. TapacoB M.A., IMukynos J1.}0., 3apon-

Hiok W.B. u 1p. ®akTopsl prcKa HECO-
CTOSITEJIBHOCTU HU3KUX KOJIOPEKTaIbHBIX

w2

aHacToM030B. KimmH14yeckast 1 akcrepm-
MeHTaIbHasI Xupyprusi. 2KypHas uM. aka.
B.B. Ilerposckoro 2016;12(2):80—8.
[Tarasov M.A., Pikunov D.Yu., Zarod-
nyuk L.V. et al. Risk factors of low colorec-
tal anastomotic leakage. Klinicheskaya

i eksperimentalnaya Khirurgiya. Zhurnal
im. akad. B.V. Petrovskogo = B.V. Petrovs-
kiy Journal of Clinical and Experimental
Surgery 2016;12(2):80—8. (In Russ.)].

. Yepnanues [1.B., [To3nHsikoB A.A.,

IInak B.B. u ap. HecocrositennbHOCTD
KOJIOpeKTaJIbHOTrO aHacToMo3a. CoBpe-
MEHHOE cocTosiHue npobemMbl. Kono-

npokTosiorust 2015;54(4):57—64.
[Cherdantsev D.V., Pozdnyakov A.A.,
Shpak V.V. et al. Colorectal anastomotic
leakage. Current state of the problem.
Koloproktologiya = Coloproctology
2015;54(4):57—64. (In Russ.)].

. Wenbirun FO.A., TapacoB M.A., Cyxu-

Ha M.A. u np. [1pokanbiuronux u C-pe-
AaKTUBHBII O€JI0K — paHHKME TTPEIUKTOPbI
HECOCTOSITEJIbHOCTU HU3KUX KOJIOPEK-
TaJIbHBIX aHaCTOMO30B. Poccuiickuit
JKypHaJI FTaCTPO3HTEPOJIOTHU, TeMaTOI0-
ruu, Kojornpokronaoruu 2017;27(1):
93—100. DOI: 10.22416/1382-4376-2017-



27-1-93-100. [Shelygin Yu.A., Tarasov M.A.,

. Gastinger 1., Marusch E, Steinert R. et al.
Protective defunctioning stoma in low an-

Onkonoruveckaa RO JIONPOKTOJIOUA

. Jorgren E, Johansson R., Damber L.,

al. Definition and grading of anastomotic
leakage following anterior resection of the

I TOM8/VOL. 8

DOI: 10.1016/j.surg.2009.10.012.

Sukhina M.A. et al. Procalcitonin and C- Lindmark G. Anastomotic leakage after 12. Bell S.W., Walker K.G., Rickard M.J.
reactive protein: early predictors of low surgery for rectal cancer: a risk factor for et al. Anastomotic leakage after curative
colorectal anastomotic leakage. Rossiyskiy local recurrence, distant metastasis and re- anterior resection results in a higher preva-
zhurnal gastroenterologii, gepatologii, ko- duced cancer-specific survival? Colorectal lence of local recurrence. Br J Surg
loproktologii = Russian Journal of Gastro- Dis 2011;13(3):272—83. PMID: 19912285. 2003;90(10):1261—6. PMID: 14515297.
enterology, Hepatology and Coloproctol- DOI: 10.1111/j.1463-1318.2009.02136.x. DOI: 10.1002/bjs.4219.

ogy 2017;27(1):93—100. (In Russ.)]. 9. Lin J.K., Yueh T.Ch., Chang S.C. et al. 13. Ptok H., Marusch E,, Meyer F et al. Im-

. Branagan G., Finnis D., Wessex Colorec- The influence of fecal diversion and anas- pact of anastomotic leakage on oncologi-
tal Cancer Audit Working Group. Progno- tomotic leakage on survival after resection cal outcome after rectal cancer resection.
sis after anastomotic leakage in colorectal of rectal cancer. J Gastrointest Surg BrJ Surg 2007;94(12):1548—54.
surgery. Dis Colon Rectum 2005;48(5): 2011;15(12):2251-61. PMID: 22002413. PMID: 17668888. DOI: 10.1002/bjs.5707.
1021—-6. PMID: 15789125. DOI: 10.1007/s11605-011-1721-5. 14. Law W.L., Choi H.K., Lee Y.M. et al.
DOI: 10.1007/s10350-004-0869-4. 10. Jung S.H., Yu C.S., Choi PW. et al. Risk Anastomotic leakage is associated with

. Den Dulk M., Marijnen C.A., Collette L. factors and oncologic impact of anasto- poor long- term outcome in patients after
et al. Multicentre analysis of oncological motic leakage after rectal cancer surgery. curative colorectal resection for malignan-
and survival outcomes following anasto- Dis Colon Rectum 2008;51(6):902—8. cy. J Gastrointest Surg 2007;11(1):8—
motic leakage after rectal cancer surgery. PMID: 18408971. DOI: 10.1007/s10350- 15. PMID: 17390180. DOI: 10.1007/

BrJ Surg 2009;96(9):1066—75. 008-9272-x. $11605-006-0049-z.
PMID: 19672927. DOI: 10.1002/bjs.6694. 11. Rahbari N.N., Weitz J., Hohenberger W. et 15. Lee W.S., Yun S.H., Roh Y.N. et al. Risk

factors and clinical outcome for anasto-
motic leakage after total mesorectal exci-

sion for rectal cancer. World J Surg
2008;32(6):1124—9. PMID: 18259805.
DOI: 10.1007/s00268-007-9451-2.

terior resection for rectal carcinoma.
BrJ Surg 2005;92(9):1137—42.
PMID: 15997447. DOI: 10.1002/bjs.5045.

rectum: a proposal by the International
Study Group of Rectal Cancer. Surgery
2010;147(3):339—51. PMID: 20004450.

Bkiana aBTopos

E.T PribakoB: HanvMcaHue TeKCTa PyKOMUCH, 0030p MyOJIUKALMIA TTO TEME CTaThU C OLIEHKOM UX aKTyaJIbHOCTU, aHAJIU3
MOJIyYeHHBIX JaHHBIX (BKJIIOYasi CTATUCTUYECKUIA);

IO.A. llenbiruH: 0630p MybIUKAIMIA 10 TEME CTaThbU, HAYyYHOE PEJAKTUPOBAHUE PYKOMUCH;

M.A. TapacoB: HanMcaHWEe TEKCTa PyKOIMUCH, TTOJy4eHHE JaHHBIX IJIS aHAIU3a, 0030p MyOIuKalUid O TeME CTaTbU
C OLIEHKOW UX aKTYaJIbHOCTH,;

M.B. AnekceeB: 0030p MyOIMKAIIUIA 10 TEME CTAThU C OLIEHKOW UX aKTYaAJTbHOCTH, HAYYHOE PEAAKTUPOBAHUE PYKOINCH;
B.H. KauraukoB: 0630p my0auKaiuii o TeMe CTaTbU C OLIEHKOW UX aKTyaTbHOCTH, HAYYHOE PENaKTUPOBAHUE PYKOIUCH.
Authors’ contributions

E.G. Rybakov: article writing, reviewing of publications of the article’s theme with an assessment of their relevance,
analysis of the obtained data (including statistical);

Yu.A. Shelygin: reviewing of publications of the article’s theme with an assessment of their relevance, scientific editing;
M.A. Tarasov: article writing, obtaining data for analysis, reviewing of publications of the article’s theme with an
assessment of their relevance;

M. V. Alekseev: reviewing of publications of the article’s theme with an assessment of their relevance, scientific editing;
V.N. Kashnikov: reviewing of publications of the article’s theme with an assessment of their relevance, scientific editing.

ORCID aBtopoB

E.T. Pri6akos: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3919-9067
I0.A. lllensirus: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8480-9362
M.B. Anekcees: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5655-6567
ORCID of authors

E.G. Rybakov: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3919-9067
Yu.A. Shelygin: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8480-9362
M. V. Alekseev: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5655-6567

KondamkT uaTepecoB. ABTOPHI 3asIBJISIOT 00 OTCYTCTBUY KOH(PIUKTA UHTEPECOB.
Conflict of interest. The authors declare no conflict of interest.

®unancupoanue. VccienoBanue mpoBeneHo 6€3 CIIOHCOPCKOW TTOMIEPKKHY.
Financing. The study was performed without external funding.

Crarbs nocrymuna: 27.04.2018. Ilpunsara k myoaukamun: 28.05.2018.
Article received: 27.04.2018. Accepted for publication: 28.05.2018.

23





