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Llenb nccnepoBaHua — npoBefeHNe CUCTEMATUYECKOrO 0630pa U MeTaaHanu3a UCCcnefoBaHui, NOCBAILEHHbIX CPABHEHNIO
nepBUYHOI Me30peKTYM3KTOMUM (MMI) U «Me30peKTYMIKTOMUM cnaceHus» («M3 cnaceHns») y 60NbHBIX paHHUM paKoM
NPAMON KUIWIKK.

Marepuansi u metopbl. [1ns meTaaHanu3a bbinu 0ToOpaHbl nybavkaLumum 3a nepuog c 1 aHsaps 1999 r. no 1 anpens 2023 r.
Bcero nocne ckpuHuHra 6bi10 BKAtOYEHO 7 uccnepoBaHuit. CpaBHUBanu ciepylolyne nokasatenu: KayecTBO ONepaLuoH-
HOTO Mpenapata, YacToTy BbIMONHEHUS GPIOWHO-NPOMEXHOCTHOI kcTupnauuu (BM3), yacToTy pasBUTUA NOKANbHBIX
PeLMANBOB U OTAANEHHBIX MeTacTa3oB, eTaNbHOCTb, YaCTOTY NOCNEOoNnepaLNOHHbIX OCNOXHEHUA, NPOAOIKUTENLHOCTb
ONepaTUBHOIO BMELATeNbCTBa, YaCTOTY HECOCTOATENbHOCTU aHACcTOMO3a, NPOACKUTENbHOCTb NOCAeonepaLMoHHOIO
KOMKO-AHA, YacTOTY BOBEYEHUA LLMPKYNAPHOTO Kpas peekumu. CTaTuctuyeckyto 06paboTky AaHHbIX NPOBOANAMN B NPO-
rpamme ReviewManager 5.3.

Pesynbtatbl. bbinn BbiABAEHBI CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMbIE PA3NYNA B BEPOATHOCTH MHTPAONepaLMOHHOrO NOBPeXAeH!S
Me3opekTanbHOM dacumumn (oTHoweHue waHcos (OW) 0,42; 95 % posepuTenbHbil MHTepBan (4W) 0,24-0,72, p = 0,002).
Takxe 0TMeYeHa TeHAEHLUMA K YMeHbLIEHNIO KOANYeCTBa CPMHKTEPOCOXPaHAIOLMX OnepaLyvil nocne TpaHCcaHaabHON IHAOMU-
kpoxupyprum (TIM) (OW 1,84; 95 % [IN 0,96-3,52, p = 0,06). OcTanbHble NOKa3aTenu He AOCTUINU CTAaTUCTUYECKO 3Ha-
YMMOCTYW NPU UX CPABHEHUU.

3aknioyeHune. «M3J cnaceHus» cpaBHMMa No 6€30MaCHOCTU U OHKONOTUYeCcKUM pesynbtatam ¢ nM3. OfHako npepwect-
Byowasa TIM — dakTop pucka nospexpeHns onepauMoHHOro npenaparta, MHTPaonepaLnoHHoOl nepdopaunn CTeHku
KULWKKN W BbinonHeHUs B3 npsamoit Kuwku.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: pak NpsMoil KWWKW, TpaHCaHaNbHas 3HAOMUKPOXUPYPrUs, METaaHanU3, CNacUTeNbHasA XMpYprus,
Me30peKTYM3KTOMUA
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Does transanal endomicrosurgery affects the results of “salvage mesorectumectomy”
for patients with early rectal cancer? Systematic review and meta-analysis
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Contacts: Philipp Igorevich Kirgizov fil-97i@mail.ru

Aim. Our systematic review and meta-analysis aimed to compare studies with primary mesorectumectomy (pME) and
“salvage mesorectumectomy” (sME) after transanal endomicrosurgery for patients with early rectal cancer.

Materials and methods. We selected publications from 1 January 1999 to 1 April 2023. A total of 7 studies were included
after screening. Following indicators were compared: quality of mesorectum, frequency of abdominoperineal resection,
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frequency of local recurrence and distant metastases, mortality, morbidity, time of surgery, post-operative stay, frequency
of involvement of circular resection margin. Statistical data was processed using ReviewManager 5.3.

Results. Statistically significant differences were observed in probability of intraoperative damaging of mesorectal
fascia (0dds Ratio (OR) 0.42; 95 % Confidence Interval (CI) 0.24-0.72, p = 0.002). There were also a trend towards
decreasing of number of sphincter-preserving operations after transanal endomicrosurgery (TEM) (OR 1.84; 95 % (I
0.96-3.52, p = 0,06). Other indicators didn’t reach statistical significance when compared.

Conclusion. sTME is a safe procedure and comparable with pME. However, previous TEM is considered a risk factor for
damaging of mesorectum, intraoperative perforation and abdominoperineal resection.

Keywords: rectal cancer, transanal endomicrosurgery, metaanalysis, salvage surgery, mesorectumectomy
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BeepeHue

B HacTos11I€€ BpeMsI OCHOBHBIM METOIOM JICUEHMUS
paka MpsIMON KUILKU SBJSIETCS omnepauusl B 00beMe TO-
TaJTbHOM ME30peKTyMIKTOMMH [ 1, 2]. OmHaKO 3TO BMeNIa-
TEJTBCTBO COMPSIKEHO C BEICOKUM PUCKOM ITOC/IeOnepariu-
OHHBIX ocJioxXHeHu (10 30 %), neTaabHOCTBIO 10 1—2 %,
HapylleHueM MouenoioBoii ¢pyHKimHu (10 30 %), cuHapo-
MOM HU3KOU TepenHeil pe3eKIuu (4acToTra pa3BUTHUS
1o 70—80 %) 1 HeO6GXOMUMOCThIO PYTHHHOTO (hOPMHUPO-
BaHUS OTKJTIOYAIONIE KUIIEYHOW CTOMBI, KoTopasi B 10—
15 % cnyyaeB CTAaHOBUTCS TTOCTOSTHHOM [3, 4].

151 GONTBHBIX paHHUM pakoM nipsimoit kuiku (T1NOMO)
CYILIECTBYET aJIbTEPHATUBHBIN MOAXOJ — TpaHCaHAIbHAS
sHgoMukpoxupyprusg (TOM) [5]. [IpeumyniectBa 310N
ornepalyyu — MUHUMAIbHBIA YPOBEHb OCJIOXKHEHUI 1 TIpa-
KTUYECKHM ITOJIHOE OTCYTCTBHE jeTajabHocTu (0T 0—3 %),
coxpaHeHUue (PYyHKIIMOHAIbHOU CITOCOOHOCTU MPSMOU
kumku [6]. OcHOBHOI HemocTaToK TOM — oTCyTCTBHE
KOHTPOJISI 32 PETMOHAPHBIMU JUMDOY3IaMU, KOTOpPbIE
MOTYT CONEPKATh METACTA3bl OITYyXOJIM, HECMOTPSI HA UH-
Bazuio T1 (10—20 %). Takke rmpu maToMopGhOIOrHIeCKOM
WCCJIEIOBAHUHY YIAJIEHHOTO MpenapaTa BbISIBIISIIOTCS Clle-
nyoliue (GakTopsl prcka: TMM@OBACKYIsSIpHAsT UHBA3US,
HusKas nuddepeHInpoBKa ormyxonu [7], uHGWIbTpauus
OITyXOJIbIO BCEM TOJIIIU NOACTU3UCTON OCHOBBI, MIO3UTUB-
HbI1 kpait pesekuuu (R1), peHoMeH omyxoieBoro moyko-
BaHu (tumor budding) (eIMHUYHBIE KJIETKU WIN KJIaCTe-
pbI He OoJiee 4yeM 13 4—5 KJIETOK, KOTOPhIe HaXOMSITCS
B MHBAa3MBHOM Kpae omyxosu). Hanuuue 3tnx mpusHa-
KOB — TTIOKAa3aHKE K BBIMIOJTHEHUIO PE3EKIIUY NPSIMOM KU~
KU, TaK Ha3bIBAEMOW «Me30PEKTyMIKTOMUU CITACEHUSI»
(«MD crniaceHus ») (salvage mesurectumectomy).

B nutepatype BcTpeyaeTcs OYeHb Majio MCCIeaoBa-
HUI, TIOCBSIIIEHHBIX TaHHOU TTpo0IeMe, HO €CTh JaHHbIE
0 TOM, YTO MPU CPABHEHUU PE3YJIBTATOB JIEYEHUS OOJIbHBIX
PaHHUM PaKOM TPSIMOI KUIITKY TTOCJIe BBITIOTHEHUS TIep-
BUYHOI Me30peKTyMaKToMUU (MM D), 6e3 MpeallecTByIo-
et TOM, oTMeyvaroTcs pa3anyus B 4aCTOTE MOCEoTe-
PallMOHHBIX OCJIOXHEHWI, Ka4eCcTBE OIMepallMuOHHOTO
npenapara, a IpyA HU3KOPACTOJIOKEHHBIX OMYXOJISIX BO3-
MOXHOCTb BBIIIOJIHEHUST C(PUHKTEPOCOXPAHSIONIEH ore-
paluy BBI3bIBAET COMHEHMUE.

Llenb qaHHOTO CHUCTEMATUYECKOTO 0030pa JIUTEPATYPhL
U METaaHaJIu3a — OMpPEAEUTh, HACKOJBKO MPEIIIeCTBY-
omasgs TOM BiusieT Ha pe3yabTaThl BBINOJHEHUS «M3D
CMaceHus1» Y OOJIbHBIX PpAHHUM PAKOM TMPSIMOM KUIIKMU.

Marepuanbi U meTopbl

ITouck MCTOUHUKOB OXBaTHIBA MyOIUKALIUU 32 TIEPU-
on c | auBaps 1999 r. mo 1 anpeins 2023 1., mpousBoAWICS
B 2JIEKTPOHHBIX 6a3ax mutepatypbl Medline, Cochranelib-
rary, Scopus, Google Scholar cOOTBETCTBEHHO KpUTEPUSIM
PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Re-
views and Meta-Analyses) 1o 3ampocy, coaepxalieMy K-
yeBble CJI0Ba: total mesorectal excision, total mesorectumec-
tomy (TME), transanal endomicrosurgery (TEM), transanal
minimally invasive surgery (TAMIS), rectal cancer u colo-
rectal cancer.

CraTtucTryecKkylo 00pabOTKy MaHHBIX BBIMTOJHSIIN
B nporpamme ReviewManager 5.3. CymmapHOe 3HaUYeHUE
JMUXOTOMUWYECKUX JAaHHBIX OTMCAHO B BUJIE OTHOIIEHUS
mancoB (O1I) ¢ 95 % noBeputenbHbIM UHTEpBajioM (JIM).
OIII paccunThiBaiu o metony Peto, ecii ogHO U3 3Have-
HUI IBYIOJbHOM Tabauilel paBHsiock 0. HempepbiBHbBIE
JTaHHBIE ONMUCHIBAIU HECTAHAAPTU3UPOBAHHBIM B3BELICH-
HBIM cpeaHuM ¢ 95 % JAW. CtaTUCTUYECKYIO TeTepOoreH-
HOCTb CPEIU UCCIIEJOBaHUI OLIEHUBAJIA C TOMOIIBIO TEC-
Ta . T1pn aHaM3e reTepOreHHOCTb CYUTAIN CTATUCTUYECKU
3Hayumoit mpu p <0,1.

B ananu3 6pU1M BKITIOYEHBI KTUHUYECKUE UCCIEA0BA-
HUS1, B KOTOPBIX TPOBOAWIOCH CpaBHeHUE «M 3D ciaceHus»
u nMB. MccnenoBaHusi, B KOTOPBIX MPOBOAUIIOCH CPaB-
HeHue «MOD craceHus» ¢ M3 no MoBOIYy pelMaAnBa paka
MPSIMOY KUIIKW ObUTU UCKITIOYEHBI. TakKe ObLTA UCKITIO-
YEHBI MCCIeAOBaHUs, 0030DkI CTaTel, TE3UChl, KOMMEH-
Tapyuu K CTaThsIM U pabOThI, B KOTOPBIX OTCYTCTBOBAIHU
OTHAJIEHHBIE U PAHHUE PE3YJIbTAThl JIEYEHUS U OLEHKA
Ka4yecTBa OMEPallMOHHOrO Mpernapara.

Bru mpoaHanM3MpOBaHbI CAEAYIOLIME TTOKA3ATEIN:
KauyeCcTBO OMEPallMOHHOTO Mpernapara, 4acToTa BBIITOJIHE-
HUsI OPIOLIHO-IIPOMEXHOCTHOM aKkcTupnauuu (BI19), ya-
CTOTa JIOKAJIBHBIX PELIUINBOB U OTHAJIEHHBIX METACTAa30B,
JIETATBHOCTh, 4YaCTOTa MOCJIEONEePAlMOHHBIX OCTOKHEHUH,
MPOJOJIKUTEIBHOCTh OMEPATUBHOIO BMEIIATENbCTBA,
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YacTOTa HECOCTOSITEIbHOCTA aHACTOMO3a, TIPOIOJIKUTEITh-
HOCTb ITOCJIEOTIePAIMOHHOTO KOMKO-HSI, YaCTOTa BOBJIE-
YeHMS ITUPKYJISIPHOTO Kpast pe3eKIIUM.

JIBa aBTOpa pacCMOTPEJIU CTaThU W OLIEHIIA HEe3aBH-
CHMO MX OTHOCUTEIbHO KPUTEPHEB BKITIOUEHUS U MCKITIO-
YeHus.

Pe3synbrathbl

Oto6pano 636 myoaukauumii. [Tocie ckprHUHIa ObUTH
HUCKII0UeHH 512 pabot, n3 HUX 340 HecpaBHUTEIBHBIX
uccienoBaHuii u 172 o63opa autepatypsl. [Ipu naapHei-
1IeM PacCMOTPEHUM OBUIM MCKIIIOYEHBI MyOJMKaIlWU,
B KOTOPBIX OTCYTCTBOBAJIU: TPYIIIbI, COOTBETCTBYIOIIME
1LIeJIV UCCIIENOBAHNS, OTAAIEHHbIE WIN PAHHUE PE3YJIbTa-
THI JIEYEHU S, OLIEHKA KaueCTBa OMEPallMOHHOTO Mpernapa-
Ta. [To uToram ordbopa B CUCTEMAaTUYECKUI 0030p U MeTa-
aHaau3 ObLUTA BKIIIOYEHBI 7 ucciaenoBanuii (puc. 1). Ux
XapaKTepUCTUKa U OTOOpaHHBIE HAMU JaHHbIE MPEACTaB-
JIEHBI B Ta0JT. 1-3.

ITpu ananu3e pe3ynbTaTOB HE BBISIBJIEHO CTATUCTUYE-
CKU 3HAYMMBIX PA3INYUil MeXIy rpymmoi «MD cnaceHus»
U rpynnoii mMD B MPOAOIKUTEBHOCTH ONIEPATUBHOIO
BMelIaTeIbCTBa (cpeansis pasuuiia 1,73; 95 % 1N —41-44,
p=0,94) (puc. 2).

BeposTHOCTD pa3BUTHS MTOCIEONEPALIMOHHBIX OCIOX-
Henwmii (O 1,06; 95 % AU 0,65—1,70, p = 0,82) (puc. 3),
B TOM YHCJIe HecOCToATeIbHOCTH aHacTomo3a (OIII 1,14;
95 % N 0,34—3,88, p = 0,83) (puc. 4) u JeTaIBHOCTH
(OIII 1,15;95 % AN 0,23-5,71, p = 0,86) (puc. 5) Obuia
OJMHAaKOBOM.

Bcero nccnepgoBanuin - 636 /
Total studies — 636

CKpWHWHT / Screening

HecpaBHuTenbHble
nccnepoBaHusa — 340.
0630pbl NUTEPATYpPbI —
172 / Non-comparative
studies — 340. Literature

reviews — 172 \

A

WcknioueHbl 512 nccneposannia /
512 studies have been excluded

OT60p nccnegoBaHuin,
YAOBNETBOPAOLYMX Lienin
nccnepoBaHua / Selection of studies
that meet the study objectives

A

MckntoueHbl nccneaoBaHua, B KOTOPbIX OTCYTCTBOBanM: /
The excluded studies did not include:

- rpynnbl 1M 1 «M3 cnacenusa» — 98 /

- pME and “ME of salvation” groups — 98;

— OTAANEHHbIE N HEeMOCPeACTBEHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl neveHuns — 12;/
- long-term and immediate treatment results — 12;

- OLleHKa KayecTBa npenapata — 14/

- the medicine quality assessment — 14

A

WccnepoBaHua, Boweawne
B MeTaaHanus, — 7 / Studies included
in the meta-analysis — 7

Puc. 1. Aneopumm noucka aumepamypsl 6 coomeemcmeuu ¢ Kpumepusmu
PRISMA

Fig. 1. Literature search according the PRISMA algorithm criteria

Taomua 1. Xapaxmepucmuka 6Kar0ueHHbIX 8 MEMAAHANU3 PEMPOCHEKMUBHBIX UCCA008aAHU

Table 1. Characteristics of retrospective studies included into meta-analysis

Yucno nanueHTos (1)

ABTOp Crpana Ton
oMb
JlutBa
Dulskas A. et al. [8] Lithuania 2018 18
Kanana
Letarte E et al. [9] Canada 2018 11
Levic Souzani K. et al. [10] D%i‘;ffﬁk 2012 25
Morino M. et al. [11] L Pocl Y
Italy
.. Hunepnanabt
van Gijn W. et al. [12] Netherlands 2013 881
Hunepnanast
Clermonts S.H.E.M. et al. [13] Netherlands 2020 40
Levic Souzani K. [14] Dﬁ?ﬁk 2020 120

Bospacr (J1eT)

IIpoMeRyTOK MEXKITY
TOM u M3 (Hem)
M3Bc nmMD M3c¢
9 H/a 62,78 6,82 62,56+ 7,98
n/d
30 13,0 63,9 66,6
25 5,2 71,0 73,0
17 5.2 62,6+ 11,6  61,1+11,1
59 10,1 65,4 64,7
20 8,0 73,0 £8.,3 70,0 £9,9
H/I H/I
60 12,0 n/d n/d

Ilpumenanue. H/0 — nem dannvix; nM3D — nepeuunas mezopexmymakmomus; MIc — «mezopexmymakmomus chacenus»; TOM —

MPAaHCananbras sHOoMUKpoxupypeus; M9 — mezopekmymaxkmomus.

Note. N/d — no data; pMFE — primary mesorectumectomy; SME — “salvation mesorectumectomy”; TEM — transanal endomicrosurgery; ME —

mesorectumectomy.
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«M3 cnaceHus» nMm3 _| CpepnHss pasnuua Cpenan pasHuua
WccnepoBanune/noarpynna “Salvage ME" pME y’iiz‘};:;” 95 9% An 95 %ﬁﬂm
Study or Subgroup Mean| SD |Total|Mean| SD |Total | Weight (%) Wean Difference /va;?e;nndg;nf? ;‘;”{;ea
IV, Random, 95 % CI
Clermonts S.H.EM. etal.[13] (2020)| 238 |69,0| 20 (226,0(67,0| 40 23,9 12,00 [-24,68, 48,68]
Dulskas A. et al. [8] (2018) 165 39,92 9 |122,0(46,9| 18 24,5 43,00 (9,09, 76,91] —_—
Letarte F. et al. [9] (2018) 178 [47,4| 30 [245,0(48,3| 11 24,6 |-67,00[-100,20,-33,80]] ——=&———
Morino M. et al. [11] (2013) 206 |42,0| 17 |188,1|12,6| 34 27,1 17,90 [-2,51,38,31]
Bcezo (95 % AN)
Total (95 % ('_flz) 76 103 100,0 1,73 [-41,53, 38,31]
leTeporeHHOCTb / Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1691.71; Chi2 = 24.55, df = 3 (P <0.0001); I> = 88 % L t 1 t {
OueHka obuero addekra / Test for overall effect: Z = 0.08 (P = 0.94) -100 -50 0 50 100
«M3 cnaceHus» / nM3/
“Salvage ME" pPME
Puc. 2. /Ipesosudnuiii epaguk cpagrenus npoooslcumensbHoCmu OnepamueHo2o eMewamenscmea 8 epynnax «M3 cnacenus» u nM5
Fig. 2. Tree graph comparison of surgery duration in the “salvage ME” and pME groups
«M3 cnaceHus» nM3 .| OTHoweHwe waHcos
Viccneposanune/noarpynna “Salvage ME" pME yizzb(:gm Odds Ratio OTHOL;?:;;"VJIE’HCOB
Study or Subgroup Cobbitusa | Beero [Cobbitua| Beero Weight (%) 95 % N OddsoRatio
Events | Total | Events | Total M-H, Random, 95 % CI M-H, Random, 95 % CI
Clermonts S.H.E.M. et al.[13] (2020) 13 20 28 40 17,6 0,80 [0,25; 2,49]
Dulskas A. et al. [8] (2018) 2 9 3 18 57 1,43[0,19;10,57] L
Letarte F. et al. [9] (2018) 11 30 4 11 11,1 1,01 [0,24; 4,26]
Levic Souzani K. et al. [10] (2012) 3 25 3 25 79 1,00[0,18;5,51]
Morino M. et al.[11] (2013) 17 8 34 8.2 0,43[0,08; 2,31] |
Levic Souzani K. et al. [14] (2020) 19 60 31 120 49,5 1,33[0,67;2,63] —t—
5(:::7((99559:6 c‘;)m 161 248 | 1000 1,06 (0,65; 1,70] <
Total events 50 77
leteporeHHocTb / Heterogeneity: Tau* = 0.00; Chi* = 1.86. df =5 (P = 0.87); P =0 % } } } y
OueHka obuero addekTa / Test for overall effect: Z = 0.22 (P = 0.82) 0,01 01 1 10 100
«M3 cnaceHus» / nM3/
“Salvage ME" pPME
Puc. 3. /lpesosuodnuiii epaguk cpasnenus uacmomot NOCACONEPAUUOHHBIX OCA0NCHeHUU 6 epynnax « M3 cnacenus» u nM3D
Fig. 3. Tree graph comparison of postoperative complications rate in the “salvage ME” and p ME groups
«M3 cnaceHusa» nM> . OTHOLLEHME LLaHCoB
Viccneposanne/nogrpynna “Salvage ME" pME yiz‘lb(;zm 0dds Ratio OTHou;:FLZZUVJIaHCOB
Study or Subgroup ICobbiTns| Beero | CobbiTua|Bcero Weight (%) 95 % AN 0Odds Ratio
Events | Total | Events |Total M-H, Random, 95 % CI M-H, Random, 95 % Cl
Clermonts S.H.EM. et al.[13] (2020) 3 11 4 20 50,3 1,50[0,27; 8,38]
Letarte F. et al. [9] (2018) 1 15 1 11 17,9 0,71[0,04;12,83] —
Levic Souzani K. et al. [10] (2012) 1 14 1 14 18,0 1,00[0,06; 17,75]
Morino M. et al. [11] (2013) 0 10 1 30 139 0,94 [0,04; 24,82]
Bcezo (95 % AN)
Total (95 % C‘;) 50 75 100,0 1,14[0,34; 3,88]
Total events 5 7 "*"
leteporeHHoCTb / Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,00; Chi? = 0,22, df =3 (P =0,97); P=0%
OueHka obuero addekra / Test for overall effect: Z = 0,22 (P = 0,83) ! : I i
0,01 0,01 1 10 100
«M>3 cnaceHua» / nM>/
“Salvage ME" pME

Puc. 4. Jlpe6osudnviii epaguk cpasHeHus 4acmomo. HeCOCMOIMEAbHOCHU AHACMOMO3a 6 epynnax «M3 cnacenus» u nM3

Fig. 4. Tree graph comparison of anastomosis failure rate in the “salvage ME” and pME groups

BaxHO momguepKHYTb, YTO IPU BBIMOJHEHUU «MD
CITaCEeHUST» BEPOSITHOCTh UHTPAOIEPALIMOHHOIO IIOBPEXK-
JEHUSI ME30PEKTAIbHOM (acuuu Obla B 2 pas3a BBIIIIE,
yeM IpH BbimonHeHn M3 (OIII 0,42; 95 % AU 0,24—
0,72, p =0,002) (puc. 6). B 60jbIIMHCTBE UCCIEA0BAHMIA
ABTOPBI YKA3bIBAJIM, YTO OCHOBHOM IMPUYMHOI 3TOr0 ObLIO

Crenyet

HizXe B 1,84

Pa3BUTUC BOCTTAJINTCIIbHBIX U3MEHEHUN 1 (1)1/16[)033 B I10-
JIOCTU Tasa, 4YTO CO34aBaJIO TPYAHOCTHU IIPU ITOUCKE U BbI-
JCJICHUN MC)K(I)aC]_[I/IaJ'II)HOI‘O CJ104.

OTMCTUTDL, YTO BO3MOKHOCTDL BbIIIOJTHCHUA

cuHKTEpOCOXpaHsIolIel onepanuu nocie TOM Obuta

pasa o CpaBHEHMUIO C TpyIIoi M3, XoTs
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«!\,{D C”aCEHVI?» nM3 —— OTHOLLEHME LWaHCOB 95 % U
Viccneposanune/nogrpynna Salvage ME pME sec (%) 0Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup CobbiTnst| Bcero [Cobbitus| Beero Weight (%) 95 % n M-H, Random, 95 % Cl
Events | Total | Events | Total M-H, Random, 95 % CI
Clermonts S.H.E.M. et al. [13] (2020) 0 20 1 40 243 0,64 [0,03; 16,48] =
Levic Souzani K. et al. [10] (2012) 2 25 0 25 26,8 5,43 [0,285; 118,96] = »
Levic Souzani K. et al. [14] (2020) 1 60 3 120 48,9 0,66 [0,07; 6,49] L
Bcezo (95 % AN)
Total (95%5) 108 185 100,0 1,15[0,23;5,71] ’
Total events 3 4 | ) ) ,
leTeporeHHoCTb / Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,00; Chi? = 1,34, df =2 (P =0,51); =0 % I0,01 0:1 1 1|0 100I
OueHka obuiero addekTa / Test for overall effect: Z=0,18 (P = 0,86) «M>3 cnaceHua» / nM>/
“Salvage ME" pME
Puc. 5. /lpesosudnuiii epaghux cpasrenus uacmomsoi 1emanbHuix ucxo0os 6 epynnax «M3 cnacenus» u nMD
Fig. 5. Tree graph comparing mortality frequency in the “salvage ME” and p ME groups
«M3 cnaceHuna» nm3 v . | OTHoweHwe waHcoB OTHOLLIeHMe LWaHCOoB
ViccnepoBsanune/noarpynna “Salvage ME" pME F;Z’lb(;gm 0dds Ratio 95 % A
Study or Subgroup Co6bitusi| Bcero |Cobbitus| Becero Weight (%) 95 % N Odds Ratio
Events | Total | Events | Total M-H, Random, 95 % CI M-H, Random, 95 % CI
Clermonts S.H.E.M. et al. [13] (2020) 17 20 40 40 33 0,06 [0,00; 1,26] ¢
Dulskas A. et al. [8] (2018) 7 9 18 18 3,1 0,06 [0,00; 1,90] <
Letarte F. et al. [9] (2018) 26 30 11 11 3,4 0,26 [0,01; 5,16]
Levic Souzani K. et al. [10] (2012) 9 25 15 25 233 0,38[0,12;1,18] . E—
Morino M. et al.[11] (2013) 17 17 34 34 - Not estimable
Levic Souzani K. et al. [14] (2020) 38 60 92 120 66,9 0,53[0,27; 1,03] _._
Bcezo (95 % 4N)
Total (95 % Cl'lz) 161 248 100,0 0,42[0,24,0,72] ‘
Total events 114 210 ) ) ) )
leteporeHHoCTb / Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,00; Chi? = 3,21, df =4 (P =0,52); ? =0 % '0,01 0:1 1 1'0 100I
OueHka obuero spdekta / Test for overall effect: Z = 3,11 (P = 0,002) «M3 cnaceHusa» / nM3/
“Salvage ME" pME

Puc. 6. /lpesosudnuiii epaghux cpagnenus 6eposmHoCmu UHMPAONEPAUUOHHO20 NOBPEICOCHUS ME30PeKMANbHOU (hacuuu 6 epynnax «me30peKmymIKmomus

cnacenus» («MD cnacenus») u nepsuunoil meaopexmymdxmomus (nM3)

Fig. 6. Tree graph comparison of probability of intraoperative mesorectal fascia damage in the “salvage mesorectumectomy” (salvage ME) and primary meso-

rectumectomy (pME) groups

«M3 cnaceHnwusay nMm3 . OTHOLLEHME LWaHCoB OtHoweHne WwaHcos
WccnegoBanme/noarpynna “Salvage ME" PME yﬂ;’l"(::)”" 0Odds Ratio OQ;d';A;RﬂIt/:O
Study or Subgrou, ) 95 % AN
I v | ot | teeme | Toat| "9 %) 4111 pondom, 955 e Random, 25 %0 €1
van Gijn W. et al. [12] (2013) 19 59 251 881 33,5 1,19[0,68; 2,10] ——
Letarte F. et al. [9] (2018) 15 30 0 11 4,4 23,00 [1,24; 425,44] >
Levic Souzani K. et al. [10] (2012) 1 25 1 25 19,3 1,00 [0,33; 3,06] T
Morino M. et al. [11] (2013) 7 17 4 34 14,2 5,25[1,27;21,76] ]
Levic Souzani K. et al. [14] (2020) 17 60 21 120 28,6 1,86 [0,90; 3,88]
Bcezo (95 % AU)
Total (95 % C‘;) 191 1071 100,0 1,84[0,96; 3,52] ‘
Total events 69 287 ' } } i
leteporeHHoCTb / Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,24; Chi2 = 7,90, df =4 (P = 0,10); 1> =49 % 0,01 0,1 1 10 100
OueHka obuiero addekra / Test for overall effect: Z = 1,85 (P = 0,06) «M3 cnaceHus» / nM3/
“Salvage ME" pME

Puc. 7. /llpesosudnuiii epaduk cpasrernus uacmomol GPHOUHO-NPOMENCHOCMHOU IKcmupnayuu 6 epynnax «M3 cnacenus» u nM?
Fig. 7. Tree graph comparison of frequency of abdominal-perineal extirpation in the “salvage ME” and p ME groups

9TU pa3nuuusi He AocTUriu nocroBepHoctu (O 1,84;
95 % AW 0,96—3,52, p = 0,06) (puc. 7).

AHaM3 4acTOThl BOBJIEYEHUS IIUPKYISIPHOTO Kpast
pesexumy (CRM+) Takke He BBISIBIJI CTAaTUCTUYECKH 3HA-
YUMBIX pa3nuuunii Mexy 2 rpyrmamu (OL 3,02; 95 % AU
0,53—17,06, p=0,21) (puc. 8).

YacTora JJokopernoHapHbix peunausos (OII 1,56;
95 % AW 0,77-3,16, p = 0,22) (puc. 9) 1 OTAAIEHHOTO

MeTacTa3supoBaHuSI Mexay aByMs rpyrmamu (OII 0,94;
95 % AN 0,42—2,11, p=0,89) (puc. 10) Obl1a OAMHAKOBA.

06cyxpeHue

Bormpoc o BimstHUM paHee BeIToIHeHHOM TOM Ha He-
TTOCPENCTBEHHBIE U OTHAJIEHHBIE pe3yabraThl «MD crace-
HUSI» Y OOJIBHBIX C OIyX0JisiMU pT 1 BEICOKOTO pUCKa OCTa-
€TCsT OTKPHITHIM. OCHOBHBIMY TIPUYMHAMU 3TOTO CITyKaT

Cmamba HOMepa |

17



Cmamba Homepa |
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OTHOLLeHNe WaHCoB

«M3 cnaceHusa» nM3 — OTHOLLEHME LAHCOB 95 9% 11
Viccnegosanve/nogrpynna Salvage ME PME Tsec %) 0Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
0,
Study or Subgroup CobbituA| Bcero  |Cobbitua| Beero ||, . ght (%) 95 % An M-H, Random, 95 % C|
Events Total | Events | Total M~H, Random, 95 % CI
Dulskas A. et al. [8] (2018) 2 9 0 18 30,2 12,33[0,53; 288,58] = a
Letarte F. et al. [9] (2018) 3 30 0 11 324 2,93[0,14;61,32] =
Levic Souzani K. et al. [10] (2012) 1 25 1 25 37,5 1,00 [0,06; 16,93]
Bcezo (95 % 4U) .
Total (95 % Cl) 64 54 100,0 3,02[0,53; 17,06]
Total events 6 1
leteporeHHoCTb / Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,00; Chi? = 1,36, df =2 (P =0,51); P=0% F + t i
OueHka obuero addekra / Test for overall effect: Z=1,25 (P =0,21) 0,01 0,01 ! 10 100
«M3 cnaceHua» / nM>/
“Salvage ME" pME

Puc. 8. JIpesosuonuiii epagui cpagrenus wacmomol 806aeueHus YUPKYAAPHO20 Kpas pe3ekyuu 6 epynnax « M3 cnacenus» u nM3

Fig. 8. Tree graph comparison of frequency of circular resection edge involvement in the “salvage ME” and pME groups

«M3 cnaceHus» nM3 . OTHOLIEHME LIAHCOB
WccneposaHne/noarpynna “Salvage ME" pME YAeNbHbIA Odds Ratio OtHouwenme WwaHcos
Study or Subgrou Bec (%) 95 9% A 95 % [
y group CobbiTns| Beero [Cobbitus| Beero | Weight (%) ° B Odds Ratio
Events | Total | Events | Total M-~H, Random, 95 % Ci M-H, Random, 95 % Cl
van Gijn W. et al. [12] (2013) 6 59 46 881 62,2 2,05[0,84; 5,03] +—m—
Letarte F. et al. [9] (2018) 4 30 1 11 93 1,54 [0,15; 15,49]
Levic Souzani K. et al.[10] (2012) 0 25 2 25 52 0,181[0,01; 4,04] <
Levic Souzani K. et al. [14] (2020) 3 60 5 120 23,2 1,86 [0,90; 3,88] —_—
Bcezo (95 % AN) .
Total (95 % Cl) 174 1037 100,0 1,56 [0,77; 3,16] ‘
Total events 13 54
leteporeHHocTb / Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,00; Chi? = 2,41, df =3 (P =0,49); ’=0% I t t {
0,01 0,1 1 10 100
OueHKa obuwero addekra / Test for overall effect: Z=1,23 (P = 0,22)
«M3 cnaceHusa» / nM3/
“Salvage ME" pME
Puc. 9. /lpesosuonuiii epaguic cpagrenus 4acmomol 10KANbHBIX peyuduos 6 epynnax «M3 cnacenus» u nMD
Fig. 9. Tree graph comparison of local relapse rates in the “salvage ME” and pME groups
«M3 cnaceHus» nm3 VaenuHuii | OTHOWEHMe warcos OTHoOLLIEHME LaHCOB
Viccnegosanne/nogrpynna Salvage ME PME nsec %) Odds Ratio 95 % An
0, .
Study or Subgroup ) 95 % I Odds Ratio
Co6biTnsA| Beero |Cobbitual Beero | Weight (%) M-H, Random, 95 % CI M-H, Random, 95 % C|
Events | Total | Events | Total
Clermonts S.H.EM. et al.[13] (2020) 3 20 1 40 10,6 6,88[0,67,71,00]
van Gijn W. et al. [12] (2013) 7 59 133 881 493 0,76 0,34, 1,70] —
Levic Souzani K. et al. [10] (2012) 1 25 3 25 10,6 0,31[0,03, 3,16] B
Levic Souzani K. et al. [14] (2020) 4 60 8 120 29,5 1,00 [0,29, 3,46]
Bcezo (95 % AUN)
Total (95 % Cl) 164 1066 100,0 0,94[0,42,2,11]
Total events 15 145 \ ! . |
leTeporeHHoCTb / Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,17; Chi? = 3,94, df =3 (P = 0,27); P =24 % 0,01 0,1 1 10 100
OueHkKa obuwero addekra / Test for overall effect: Z= 0,14 (P = 0,89) «M3 cnaceHus» nM>
“Salvage ME" pPME

Puc. 10. Zlpesosuonuiii epaghuk cpagrenus vacmomosl 0moaseHHbIX Memacmasos é epynnax «M3 cnacenus» u nMHD

Fig. 10. Tree plot comparison of distant metastasis frequency in the “salvage ME” and pMFE groups

HEOOCTATOYHOC YUCIIO Hy6J'H/IKaHI/II71 1 CPaBHUTCIIBHO Ma-
JIOC YMCJIO MAaIIMCHTOB, BKIIIOUCHHBIX B UCCIICJOBAHUWA,
a TaKK€ HEBO3MO2KHOCTD BBITTIOJITHCHWA PAHAOMU3NPOBAH-
HOTr'0 MCCJICAOBAHUA, YTO MOXKET ABJIATLCA HEAOCTATKOM
METaaHa/In3a, KOTOpI:Iﬁ ObLT OpraHM4cH JMIIb BKIIOYCH-
HBIMUM B HETO PETPOCIECKTUBHBIMUA UCCICIOBAHUAMM.
PC3y_]'[I:TaTI)I IIPOBCACHHOI0O HAMM MCTaaHa/IM3a ITOKa-
3bIBAIOT, YTO BBLIITOJIHCHHEC «MD craceHms» He IIpUBOOUT
K YBCJIMYCHUIO YACTOTHI ITOCICOIICPALIMOHHBIX OCJIOXKHEC-

HWIA ¥ TeTabHOCTU. B rpyrime « MD criaceHus» HaMU BBI-
SIBJIEHO 3 JIETATBHBIX KCXO/A, CBI3aHHBIX C PA3BUBIINMU-
cs OCJIOXHEHUSAMU, TIPA 3TOM Tociae MMD oTMeYeHO
4 JeTabHBIX KCXOIA, OMHAKO JOCTOBEPHO 3HAYMMEIX Pa3in-
unii He BeIsiBIIeHO (OI1I 1,15; 95 % AN 0,23—5,71, p=0,86).
HecocTosiTeTbHOCTh aHACTOMO3a Ha CETOTHAIIHWIA TeHb
ocTaeTcs HanboJjiee TPO3HBIM OCTOXKHEHUEM B TIOCTIEOTTE-
PALMOHHOM IIEPUOJIE, YACTOTa KOTOPOT'O COCTABIISET OT 3
1023 % [15, 16], TeM He MEHEE CTATUCTUYECKHU 3HAYMMbIX
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pa3nuuuii Mexay 2 rpynmnamMy He oTMedeHo. Takke obe
TPYIIIBI HE pa3TuYaIrCh MEXITY COOOM TI0 TIPOIOJIKUTE b~
HOCTH OTIEPAaTUBHOTO BMENIATeIbCTBA (CPEIHSISI pa3HUIIA
1,73;95 % AN —41—44; p = 0,94).

JlaHHBII MeTaaHaIN3 TI0Ka3aJl, YTO BEPOSITHOCTh TO-
BpEXIEeHUsT Me30peKTaIbHON daciuu npu «M3D crace-
HUST» 3HAYUTEJBHO BBIIIE, YeM TIPU BBITTOJIHEHUW TM D
(OI1I 0,42; 95 % AU 0,24—0,72; p = 0,002). I1pexne Bce-
TO 3TO O0YCJIOBJIEHO pa3BUBIIMMMUCS (hUOPO30M U BOCIIa-
JIEHEM TIocJIe TipeatecTByolieit TOM, KoTopele 3aTpy-
HSIIOT MOOWIM3AIIMIO TIPSIMOU KUIIIKU, YTO CYIIECTBEHHO
TTOBBIIIAET PUCK WHTPAOIIEPAIIMOHHOTO MOBPEXIECHUS
Me3opekTyMa. boree Toro, mpu TOM IporCXOOUT ITOTHO-
CJIOIfHOE yaJieHNe CTEHKU KUIIIKU C OITYXOJIbI0, Y TIOBPEX-
JaeTCs HE TOJBKO CTeHKA KUIIKU, HO U CaM ME30PEKTYM.
HecmoTtpst Ha 3T0, MBI He BBISIBUJIM CTATUCTUYECKU JIOCTO-
BEPHBIX PA3TMYMI B 4YaCTOTE BOBJIEUCHUST LIMPKYJISIPHOTO
kpas peseximu (OLL 3,02; 95 % A1 0,53—17,06; p=0,21).
OnHako ciieqyeT TIPUHSITh BO BHUMaHWE Majoe YMCIIOo
MaIMeHTOB, Y KOTOPBIX aHAJIM3UPOBAJICS TaHHBII ITOKa-
3aresib. [TockonabKy 60abMHCTBO ciiyuaeB CRM+ Bbi-
SIBJIEHO B rpymIe «MD criaceHust», HauboJsee BeposTHOM
MIPUYMHOM BOBJIEUEHUS TIMHUY PE3EKIINU SIBIISIETCS Me-
TacTaTUIeCcKoe MOopakeHNe Me30PEKTATbHBIX TUM(OY3-
JIOB, TIPWJIEXAIIUX HEIMOCPEACTBEHHO K ME30PeKTalb-
Hol dacuu. B 3TOM ciiyyae HamOGOJBIIYIO BaXXHOCTh
MpeNCTaBsgeT TOYHAs JAOOTEepaIlMOHHAs JUarHOCTUKA
C MCTTOJTb30BaHUEM KaK IHJ0PEKTATbHOTO YIbTPa3ByKO-
BOTO MCCJIEIOBaHUS, TaAK 1 MAaTHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOM TO-
Mmorpaduu opraHoB Mayioro Tasa [17].

WMeHHO Hainyue BOCHAIUTEIbHBIX U (PUOPO3HBIX
W3MEHEHWI B MaJIOM Ta3y 1 €CTh TPUIMHA 00JIee BBICOKUX
PUCKOB TIOBPEXIECHUS ME30PEKTaIbHOM (haciuu, 4To
¥ TIPUBOANT K HAPYIIEHUIO 1IEJIOCTHOCTA Me30peKTyMa
¥ TIPAaKTUYECKK K HEBO3MOXKHOCTHU TIOJTyUYeHUsI KAUeCTBEH-
HOTO OTIEpallMOHHOTO TIperapara. 3To KOCBEHHO TOATBEP-
xpaaet uccnenoBanue K. Levic Souzani u coasr. [10], B Ko-
TOpPOM OTMedaeTcst, uTo B 20 % ciiydaeB OoTmepaTUBHBIX
BMeEIIIaTeThCTB, BO3HUKAIA MHTpaoTiepalinoHHas epdo-

palusi CTEHKY MPSIMOW KUIIIKU UMEHHO B 00J1aCTH paHee
BBIMOJHEHHO TOM.

B HekOoTOpBIX UCCIeN0BaHUSX TTOKA3aHO, YTO HAPSILY
C TIOBPEXJICHUEM ME30PEKTYMa, MpeauecTrywonas TOM
sBJIsieTcst (hakTopoM pucka BeimosiHeHusT BITD mpsamoit
kuiku [11]. HacTosuumii MeTaaHanus mokasall, 4To rpym-
TTBI OOJTBHBIX ¢ MM B 1 «M B cniaceHus» OTIMYAICH TT0 Ya-
crote BemosHeHus1 BIID, ogHako pa3auums He OBLIU
CTaTUCTUYECKHU TOCTOBEPHBIMU. BMecTe ¢ TeM oTMeuaeTcst
BBIpaXEHHAsl TEHAECHIUS K YMEHbUIEHUIO KOJIUYECTBA
cuHKTEpOCOXpaHstomux ornepanuii mocie TOM (OLLT
1,84; 95 % AN 0,96—3,52; p = 0,006).

CiieryeT OTMETUTh, YTO B MCCIIEMOBAHMSIX, BKITIOUEH-
HBIX B JAaHHBI Me€TaaHaIU3, MPU MOP(POIOrnYecKon
OlIEHKE yHaJeHHOro Mpenapara rnocie «MDO craceHus»
YUUTBIBAIUCH TaKXe TaKWe MapaMeTpbl, KaK HaJIU4ue
0CTaTOYHOM omyxoiu rociae TOM u yacTota nmopaxkxeHust
MEe30PeKTaTbHBIX TUM(DATUYECKUX y3JI0B. Tak, OTMEYEHO,
YTO y MALlMEHTOB C PAHHUM PaKOM MPSIMOI KUIIKHU ObLIa
oOHapyXeHa OCTaTOYHast ONyXoJb B 2 % cilydaeB, Mpu
aTOM TipakTUIecKu B 30 % HAOTIONEHUI BBISIBISUTICH ME-
TacTasbl B pernoHapHble TuMparnueckue y3isl [11, 14].
B cBoto ouepenp, 3TO MOATBEPKIAET HEOOXOAUMOCTD BbI-
nojHeHus MO npu paHHEM pake MPSIMOI KUIIKU ¢ hak-
TOpaMU HETaTUBHOTO MTPOTHO3a.

BbISIBIEHO, YTO CYIIECTBEHHBIX PA3IUYUNA MEXITY
rpynrnamMy B OTHOLLIEHUM YaCTOThI KaK JJOKOPETUOHAPHBIX
pEeLMINBOB, TaK U OTJAJIEHHOTO METACTa3UPOBAHUS HET.
Hecmotps Ha cHUKeHUE KauecTBa ONepaliMoOHHOTo Ipena-
para B rpymie «M3 criaceHusI», 3TO He SIBJIsIeTcs (DaKTOpOM
pUCKa YBEJIMYEHUS YaCTOTHI PELIMIMBOB 3200JI€BaHUS.

3aknioueHue

«Me30peKTyMAKTOMUS CIaCeHUsI» CpaBHUMA IO 6e3-
OTNAaCHOCTU Y OHKOJIOTMYECKUM Pe3YJIbTaTaM C IIepPBUIHOMN
MDB. Omnako npeniiectByoomas TOM saBiseTcst pakTo-
pPOM pHCKa TIOBPEXIEeHUS OTNEepallMOHHOTO TIperapara,
WHTPAOTIepalIMOHHOM TTepdopaliuy CTeHKW KUIIIKY U BbI-
nojaHeHus bITO npsMoii KUIKu.
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