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Colorectal Cancer
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(Jpn J Cancer Chemother 39(12): 2176-2178, November, 2012)

Long—Term Outcome of Local Excision for Lower Rectal Cancer: Toshimasa Yatsuoka*", Yoji Nishimura*", Hirohiko Saka-
moto™*', Yoichi Tanaka*' and Masafumi Kurozumi*2 (*'Division of Gastroenterological Surgery, and *?Division of Pathology,
Saitama Cancer Center)
Summary

In many practical cases, we cannot perform further surgical treatment for patients with T1 lower rectal cancer after local
excision due to the patient’s desire to avoid abdominoperineal resection. We reviewed the outcome of 15 patients in which
local excision was performed for T1 lower rectal cancer from 2001 to 2009. The cases were classified into 3 groups [SM1
(n=3), 8M2 (n=11), and SM3 (n=1)] by dividing the submucosal layer equally. In the initial operation, the round mar-
gins of all resected specimens were negative for cancer cells. We performed only 1 additional bowel resection after initial lo-
cal excision for the SM3 case. The specimen removed by ultra—low anterior resection revealed lymph node metastasis in
the mesorectum. Among the SM2 cases, recurrence occurred in only 1 patient, and ultra—low anterior resection was per-
formed after the diagnosis of recurrence. Even though patients who had cancer with SM2 invasion did not undergo further
bowel resection due to having other cancers or comorbidities or because of personal preference, there have been no other
recurrences. Key words: Lower rectal cancer, Local excision, Submucosal invasion

EE TEIERRICT L TERRBFTERMN 2 G177 Lok, REARFIREERT) Y EEBE YR 7 BEO SM B L HRA S
NTh, IMERFOBS»LBEDEM TEMDOBENREHIT L WESS & 5, 2001~2000 £ % T2, HBTREERLL
TEER SM #2335 BB BETYIRRT 15 BIOWEEREIC OV CRRIRFESEMICRET Lz, HETE BfICES5 LT SM
EHEELWET LoER, SM1E 36, SM24E 1141, SM3E1FITSH b, £ftIRERTHRINGEMERETH 72, B
IBEDREZTo2DIE SM3ED 1 FINOAT, BIRAF AR 2 MT LR, 261 F) YSECER R0, BIBE
Phx4To %V SM2EIFIF THERELZELZODIZIFITHY), BEMAB AR THa LB, ﬁ%%f‘m I, DERE
BLAEL CEBERIGEMUKRE R 2o/, BESTHERIALOATVRV,

L oI o 3t ®
TEERE 3T 5 ERRRTBRATESIC BT, LRTHREER L 72 2001~2009 4 F TO T EERRE 15 61
R EE AR AR AR £ T SM B 1,000 pm Ll E < Bk ERHRIZ L7z, ARSIRETRT R OES TIL SM R
EREBULRED) VSHEBE VA HELHBALTD, HEOEMUF#H LWHEALH D, SMEBEEEIIHEETRE
BEOEMIILNEMBEDRZHBITLEWER b H 5, REMII=%41, SM1, SM2, SM3 ® 3RBIZHTTHR

L7
I. B =0
m & =R

SM BHEGETHERE T 2 ERBUERNOEG
BRAEICOWVWT, BRREZNICRET 5. SM14#& 3%, SM2# 114, SM3FE 1B T, +XC

RN AL Y 5 — - LB
. 2 - TR

BEHRS: T 362-0806 HERILEIEMFREI/NE 818 BHEEBIUSALY Y — - HLENR
AR FE

46



%£39% £12% 20124 11LAH

1 TEREREHT 2 EIF S X CRAE Y ER R RES)

2177

SER SR MR MR TR BAE HEEE EE Iy v N BhNERE
1 73 M REIMY Ia 18 mod SM1I 0 0 x
2 84 F  #IM Is 73 wel SM1 0 0 p'
3 57 F &IIMRY Is 25 mod  SMI1 0 -1 X
4 58 M BER Is 10 wel SM2 1 0 0 o
5 52 F XILM8 Ta 14 mod SM2 1 1 x  BEAEHAOERE (ERER)
6 70 M I Is 20 wel SM2 0 0 X
7 44 M BWUES Isp 13 mod SM2 2 2 0
8 68 M BEAIME Ia 65 wel SM2 0 1 1 BEn
9 18 M HIMAY Ia 35 wel SM2 1 1 x
10 60 F EBUEY Is 25 wel SM2 0 2 0
11 56 M I8y Is+1a 44 wel SM2 0 1 x  BUER
12 57 M BEUER Isp 20 wel SM2 0 2 0
13 58 M  EiiEry LST 23 wel SM2 0 1 0
14 61 M #Es Isp 14 mod SM2 0 0 0
15 69 M IIa 22 wel SM3 1 0 1 BEAETHER

FEALFIRY

ST INE L
BTN p) DEE HAEA B & O S

=

£

2 B RRB ORI BREAR

- EMLERETH o7 (R 1. 2BV THRET
U EMRERETH ), BREEERDOEL S Grade 0/1
Tholze 11 PICIREREBEZ D0, FTEY ~
NEEERE)AVBEL L TBEINLTTo2HBEE
To720%, BIMBYIKREITo 7ML SM3ED 1 FloH
THolz (F1)o FREFNKT LT 1 2B RISEBIEMRTS
MM A 1T L7 R, 260 F Y v SEICER 2307
(K 2)s SM2#2 11 Bl 6 BT LT ¥ /38D v 7)
Y7 R BB WERBITIRM BT L, 556
VAR P09 TE B B BT U B & FEAT L 72 B E IR %
Th7keirol: SM2EIBIFBEREEZRLAZSDE 1 FIDA

47

JSEEFEG ORI B HRER B L UREESSG

X3 ur

)

{ NN R R
4 ) rEHBEREROBRERE CT RES L URIBELR

o ke

THhh (H3), MEFH6»BICEBHEEAY v Eiz
Rojzicd, BEMETTORNE KT, HES BEE
EFERTHE (H4). 75 8Bk, OB EE 2MTH
EHHER & EEISEMIKRE X1 22 o727, HEER
THREREFALN T (BISRHMRHRIE 4B 2A).



2178

v. £ &

HEITE B R 125 L T i total mesorectal excision
(TME) %475 & & TFEIUET 5 2 L OBk THE
ENT=P%, TEREBRE SN T 2B FEIRICBNT
1%, double stapling technique (DST) W& %V IFHEAL
FgEDOWTIIZBNT D, HEHEREOIIMEEETIE
TH#TH LY, —F, WEENHETRIHARESN, B
HEBEEEO—HMIBIBREzERTEL L) ko7
bOD, TEERE T TR IREEE 4 EFL
HY, BUBRESRERENEZI L DD, FOH, B
W RAETUI ISP FNRFATRE T H 5 HITHEERIRT 238
THhYy, BHROTHEBEICS L TEEFRARZTATSH
529, /- AHRSEURTIIBEILLMRE DO iR
W BN, HEEBHIUERTCIIEREYERE REBIHOKER
BHAERTICHEICRITTE Y, SLICEBRITTIE
3, ERYBREITY LIk L RERENTET
HbH, NIESEHRIEIR T, TEYKRED LA, 72
EA—REYBRTEZE LTHEBRBITIBRICES LR
HEMRRIRADTD b,

Bk Tl E R BT I T L3k & AR b
FZWEENT TG ENTSBY, HBICREER I L
THHEEHEAL TV B, FIFTIZY Y OEHER O
W83 5 SMEEIZRT LTid ) v/ EisRiE = £ BB R4S
HRANTWEY, WX ICERBIIEOMERICY
TooTiE, MRIBERERZITE ) VA HEEZ I IED
TEETHbo EEBWEIFRLELEE RVZ, EH

48

B,

BAUSEGE

-2

THEHMLERSINE, BI5EK CT BLU MRLK
EREAEDETY, B ATORMBEREEDIL )
VBB 0%RIETH D, 4%, &5ICEEDS
WA SRR LT, MABEERZI L )\ HiERD
WERA BT 22 L0k oC, EERRFUBRAEEL
CRIREND LEBbND,

&

it

o

ERRIBRMIILFNEFESTiERTH ), BEID2
{, EBYRICE ) FRLREREITETHL LD
FEDPHY, ELCEBRSANWTFRIZERLZTRTH
%o

DA

1) Heald RJ, Husband EM and Ryall RD: The mesorectum
in rectal cancer surgery—The clue to pelvic recur-
rence? Br J Surg 69(10):613-616, 1982.

2) Mason AY: Transsphincteric approach to rectal lesion.
Surg Annu  9:171-194, 1977.

3) Mellgren A, Sirivongs P, Rothenberger DA, et al: Is local
excision adequate therapy for early rectal cancer? Dis
Colon Rectum 43(8):1064-1071, 2000.

4) Tazi K, el Fassi J, Koutani A, et a/: The York Manson
approach in the treatment of prostato—rectal fistulae.
Prog Urol 11(6):1335-1339, 2011.

5) Madbouly KM, Remzi FH, Erkek BA, et al: Recurrence
after transanal excision of T1 rectal cancer: should we
be concerned? Dis Colon Recium 48(4): 711-720,
2005.

WXOERIIE 34 BEAERFEENES BV TEER
L7



Articles

Lancet Oncol 2012; 13: 616-21

Published Online
May 15, 2012
DOI:10.1016/51470-
2045(12)70158-4

See Comment page 565

Colorectal Surgery Division,
National Cancer Center
Hospital, Tokyo, Japan

(S Fujita MD, T Akasu MD,

_ Y Moriya MD); JCOG Data
Center, Multi-institutional
Clinical Trial Support Center,
National Cancer Center, Tokyo,
Japan (J Mizusawa MSc);
Department of Surgery,
National Cancer Center
Hospital East, Kashiwa, Japan
(N Saito MD); Department of
Surgery, Shizuoka Cancer
Center, Shizuoka, Japan

(Y Kinugasa MD); Department
of Surgery, Aichi Cancer Center
Hospital, Nagoya, Japan

(Y Kanemitsu MD); Department
of Surgery, Osaka Medical
Center and Cardiovascular
Diseases, Osaka, Japan

(M Ohue MD); Department of
Surgery, Yokohama City
University Medical Center,
Yokohama, Japan (S Fujii MD);
Department of Surgery,
Kanagawa Cancer Center,
Yokohama, Japan

(M Shiozawa MD); Department
of Surgery, Kyoto Medical
Center, Kyoto, Japan

(T Yamaguchi MD)
Correspondence to:

Dr Shin Fujita, Colorectal Surgery
Division 1-1, Tukiji 5-chome,
Chuo-ku, Tokyo, Japan
sfujita@ncc.go.jp

616

Postoperative morbidity and mortality after mesorectal
excision with and without lateral lymph node dissection for
clinical stage Il or stage lil lower rectal cancer (JCOG0212):
results from a multicentre, randomised controlled,
non-inferiority trial

Shin Fujita, Takayuki Akasu, Junki Mizusawa, Norio Saito, Yusuke Kinugasa, Yukihide Kanemitsu, Masayuki Ohue, Shoichi Fujii, Manabu Shiozawa,
Takashi Yamaguchi, Yoshihiro Moriya, on behalf of the Colorectal Cancer Study Group of Japan Clinical Oncology Group

Summa

Backgrourrli Mesorectal excision is the international standard surgical procedure for lower rectal cancer. However, lateral
pelvic lymph node metastasis occasionally occurs in patients with clinical stage II or stage 111 rectal cancer, and therefore
mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection is the standard procedure in Japan. We did a randomised
controlled trial to confirm that the results of mesorectal excision alone are not inferior to those of mesorectal excision
with lateral lymph node dissection.

Methods This study was undertaken at 33 major hospitals in Japan. Eligibility criteria included histologically proven
rectal cancer of clinical stage II or stage I11, with the main lesion located in the rectum with the lower margin below the
peritoneal reflection, and no lateral pelvic lymph node enlargement. After surgeons had confirmed macroscopic RO
resection by mesorectal excision, patients were intraoperatively randomised to mesorectal excision alone or with lateral
lymph node dissection. The groups were balanced by a minimisation method according to clinical N staging (N0 or
N1, 2), sex, and institution. Allocated procedure was not masked to investigators or patients. This study is now in the
follow-up stage. The primary endpoint is relapse-free survival and will be reported after the primary analysis planned for
2015. Here, we compare operation time, blood loss, postoperative morbidity (grade 3 or 4), and hospital mortality between
the two groups. Analysis was by intention-to-treat. This trial is registered with ClinicalTrials.gov, number NCT00190541.

Findings 351 patients were randomly assigned to mesoretcal excision with lateral lymph node dissection and 350 to
mesorectal excision alone, between June 11, 2003, and Aug 6, 2010. One patient in the mesorectal excision alone
group underwent lateral lymph node dissection, but was analysed in their assigned group. Operation time was
significantly longer in the mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection group (median 360 min, IQR
296-429) than in the mesorectal excision alone group (254 min, 210-307, p<0-0001). Blood loss was significantly
higher in the mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection group (576 mL, IQR 352-900) than in the
mesorectal excision alone group (337 mL, 170-566; p<0-0001). 26 (7%) patients in the mesorectal excision with lateral
lymph node dissection group had lateral pelvic lymph node metastasis. Grade 3—4 postoperative complications
occurred in 76 (22%) patients in the mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection group and 56 (16%)
patients in the mesorectal excision alone group. The most common grade 3 or 4 postoperative complication was
anastomotic leakage (18 [6%] patients in the mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection group vs 13 [5%)]
in the mesorectal excision alone group; p=0-46). One patient in the mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node
dissection group died of anastomotic leakage followed by sepsis.

Interpretation Mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection required a significantly longer operation time and
resulted in significantly greater blood loss than mesorectal excision alone. The primary analysis will help to show whether

or not mesorectal excision alone is non-inferior to mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection.

Funding National Cancer Center, Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare of Japan.

Introduction

Total mesorectal excision or mesorectal excision, in which
atleast a clear margin of 4 cm of the attached mesorectum
distal to the tumour is resected, is the international
standard surgical procedure for rectal cancer because it
has a lower rate of associated local recurrence and higher
rate of patient survival than conventional surgery.™

50

However, metastasis to lateral pelvic lymph nodes
occasionally occurs in patients with clinical stage II or
stage III lower rectal cancer, the lower margin of which is
located at or below the peritoneal reflection.

The incidence of lateral pelvic lymph node metastasis
from lower rectal cancer is about 15%, and mesorectal
excision with lateral lymph node dissection has been the
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standard procedure for patients with lower rectal cancer in
Japan*® since it was introduced in the 1970s. Pelvic
autonomic nerve-sparing lateral lymph node dissection
has been developed and refined since in the mid-1980s.” If
metastatic lymph node metastases are not dissected, local
or systemic recurrence can develop.®* However, the
incidence of local recurrence in patients with rectal cancer
who undergo total mesorectal excision or mesorectal
excision without lateral lymph node dissection at major
hospitals in Europe and North America is reported to be
less than 10%.°" Although this incidence is much the
same as the rate for patients undergoing standard
treatment in major hospitals in Japan,** comparison is
difficult because of differences in the backgrounds of
patients.

The difficulty of comparison between different proced-
ures in distinct populations prompted us to assess the
survival benefit, local control, operative complications, and
sexual and urinary function of patients with rectal cancer
undergoing mesorectal excision alone or with lateral
lymph node dissection in a randomised controlled trial in
major hospitals in Japan. The study aims to determine
whether or not mesorectal excision alone is non-inferior to
mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection in
terms of efficacy. The primary analysis is planned for 2015,
and this study is now in the follow-up stage. In this report,
we present the data obtained so far for operation time,
blood loss, and postoperative morbidity (grade 3 or 4) and
mortality. Further analyses of urinary and sexual function
are underway and will be reported at a later date.

Methods
Study design and participants
Preoperative inclusion criteria were histologically

confirmed adenocarcinoma of clinical stage II or III (as
determined by digital rectal examination, CT or MRI, and
endoscopy); main lesion of tumour located in the rectum,
with the lower tumour margin below peritoneal reflection;
no extramesorectal lymph node enlargement (ie, lymph
nodes with a short-axis diameter of less than 10 mm shown
by CT scan or MRI is not regarded as lymph node
enlargement); and no invasion to other organs. Eligible
patients were aged between 20 and 75 years with
performance status 0 or 1 and no history of chemotherapy,
pelvic surgery, or radiation. Intraoperative inclusion
criteria were completed mesorectal excision, confirmation
that the main lesion of the tumour was located in the
rectum, with the lower tumour margin below peritoneal
reflection, and macroscopic RO (ie, no residual tumour)
after the mesorectal excision. Exclusion criteria were
synchronous or metachronous (within 5 years)
malignancies other than carcinoma in situ or mucosal
carcinoma, pregnancy or breastfeeding in women, or a
psychological disorder or severe mental illness. Patients
undergoing treatment with systemic steroids, or with a
history of myocardial infarction or unstable angina pectoris
within 6 months, or with severe pulmonary emphysema or
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pulmonary fibrosis were also excluded. The attending
physician had the final decision for exclusion.

Clinical stage was based on the results of digital rectal
examination, imaging (CT or MRI), and endoscopy.
Clinical stage [ rectal tumours and tumours in which the
lower margin was located above the peritoneal reflection
were not included, because the incidence of lateral pelvic
lymph node metastasis in such cases is very low. If lateral
pelvic lymph node enlargement was detected by CT or
MRI with 5 mm thick sections and the short-axis diameter
of the nodes exceeded 10 mm, which is the minimum
measurable size in such sections, patients were not
included in this study and underwent mesorectal excision
with lateral lymph node dissection.

Only surgeons specialising in both procedures from
33 Japanese institutions (listed in the appendix)
participated in the study. We obtained written informed
consent from all patients before surgery and the protocol
was approved by institutional review boards.

Randomisation and masking

Randomisation and data handling were done by the JCOG
Data Center. After surgeons had confirmed macroscopic
RO resection (ie, no residual tumour) by mesorectal
excision and macroscopic absence of lymph node
metastasis in the lateral pelvic lymph area, patients were
randomised intraoperatively to mesorectal excision alone
or with lateral lymph node dissection by phone call to the
JCOG Data Center. The groups were balanced by a
minimisation method with Dbiased-coin assignment
according to clinical N staging by imaging (CT or MRI)
and surgical exploration (NO or N1, 2), sex, and institution.
Allocated procedure was not masked to investigators or
patients.

Procedures

Mesorectal excision was done by open surgery in
accordance with reported methods." Under direct vision
with sharp dissection, the rectum was mobilised keeping
the plane around the mesorectum, and the attached
mesorectum with at least a 4 cm clearance margin distal to
the tumour was resected. If the length of the attached
mesorectum distal to the tumour was less than 4 cm, the
mesorectum was totally resected. The inferior mesenteric
artery was ligated at its root. If the blood supply to the
distal colon was deemed inadequate as a result of this
procedure, preservation of the left colonic artery after
lymph node dissection at its root was allowed.

Lateral lymph node dissection was done in accordance
with reported methods.*** Lateral pelvic lymph nodes
include the common iliac node, internal iliac node,
external iliac node, obturator node, and middle sacral
node. Because metastasis to the external iliac node and
middle sacral node in the patients eligible for this study
without clinical lateral pelvic lymph node metastasis is
rare,” dissection of those nodes was not deemed necessary.
The other lateral pelvic lymph nodes in the fatty and

ol

See Online for appendix
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Figure 1: Lateral lymph node dissection

(A) The obturator fossa after lateral lymph node dissection, with the dissected
fatty and connective tissues (right side). (B) Dissected fatty and connective
tissues including lymph nodes.

connective tissues outside the pelvic plexus, around the
common, internal, and oburator fossa were dissected after
mesorectal excision (figure 1). All the autonomic nerves
were preserved because lymph node metastasis around
these nerves is rare in patients without clinical lateral
pelvic lymph node metastasis.

For surgical quality control and assurance, intraoperative
photographs were taken. In the mesorectal excision alone
group, five photos were taken: the site of inferior
mesenteric artery ligation, the preserved right and left
hypogastric nerves, and the anterior and posterior sides of
the resected specimen. In the mesorectal excision with
lateral lymph node dissection group, 11 photos were taken:
the site of inferior mesenteric artery ligation, the preserved
right and left hypogastric nerves, the right and left internal
iliac artery, the right and left obturator fossa, the anterior
and posterior sides of the resected specimen, and the right
and left dissected fatty and connective tissues in the lateral
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701 patients enrolled and randomly
assigned intraoperatively after ME

v v

351 assigned ME with LLND
350 underwent ME with LLND
1 underwent ME with
LLND and liver resection

350 assigned ME alone
348 underwent ME alone
1underwent ME and liver
resection
1underwent ME with LLND

v v

351 included in safety analysis 1 1 350 included in safety analysis W

Figure 2: Trial profile
We did not collect data for the number of eligible patients before enrolment.
ME=mesorectal excision. LLND=lateral lymph node dissection.

pelvic lymph node area. These photographs were assessed
and scored by the committee for quality control and
assessment of surgery, and the surgical procedure was
discussed and assured according to the score at meetings
held twice a year.

Adjuvant chemotherapy with the Roswell Park regimen
of intravenous fluorouracil (500 mg/m?) and 1-leucovorin
(250 mg/m?) was given to patients with pathological stage
III tumours in both groups. Patients who were stage II did
not receive adjuvant chemotherapy.® This regimen con-
sisted of three courses of six doses of weekly chemotherapy
followed by a 2-week rest. Adjuvant radiotherapy was not
used.

Operative methods and pathology results were recorded
according to the Japanese Classification of Colon and
Rectal Carcinoma (sixth edition)” and TNM classification
(fifth edition).” The primary endpoint was relapse-free
survival, and the secondary endpoints were overall survival,
local recurrence-free survival, incidence of adverse events,
incidence of major adverse events, operation time, blood
loss, and incidence of sexual and urinary dysfunction.
Operation time, blood loss, and all postoperative mor-
bidities during hospital stay were recorded prospectively
on case report forms. Postoperative morbidity was
described according to the National Cancer Institute-
Common Toxicity Criteria version 2-0. Hospital mortality
was defined as postoperative death from any cause within
30 days.

Statistical analysis

We originally estimated that 5-year relapse-free survival
after mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node
dissection and mesorectal excision alone would be 65%,
and the initial sample size was 600 patients, which was
determined with one-sided alpha of 0-05, a power of 0-75,
and a non-inferiority margin for a hazard ratio (HR) of
1-34. However, we calculated the 5-year relapse-free
survival for all randomised patients 5 years after the start of
registration, and recorded that it was about 75%. Therefore,
the sample size was increased to 700 patients to maintain
the required statistical power. Planned accrual and
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follow-up were 7 years and 5 years, respectively. Incidences
of operative morbidity and mortality were expressed as the
number of cases divided by the total number of registered
patients. Differences in proportions between groups were
assessed with Fisher's exact test. Differences in operation
time and blood loss were compared with the Wilcoxon
rank sum test. All p values were two-sided, and statistical
analysis was done with SAS version 9-1. The data
presented in this paper were as of June 12, 2011. Analysis
was by intention-to-treat. This trial is registered with
ClinicalTrials.gov, number NCT00190541, and UMIN-
CTR, number C000000034.

Role of the funding source

The funding sources had no role in the design of the study,
collection, analysis, interpretation of the data, writing of
the report, or in the decision to submit for publication. The
corresponding author had full access to all the data in the
study and had final responsibility for the decision to
submit the report for publication.

Results

701 patients were randomly assigned to the mesorectal
excision alone group (n=350) or the mesorectal excision
with lateral lymph node dissection group (n=351) between
June 11, 2003, and Aug 6, 2010 (figure 2). All but three
patients received the allocated surgery. Liver metastasis
was identified after randomisation in one patient in each
group and they underwent hepatic resection after rectal
cancer surgery. Lateral lymph node metastasis was strongly
suspected after randomisation in one patient allocated to
the mesorectal excision alone group and the patient
underwent lateral lymph node dissection. These three
patients were eligible and included in this analysis. Two
patients assigned to the mesorectal excision with lateral
lymph node dissection group were found to have clinical
stage I disease, despite being reported as clinical stage IT or
I1I at enrolment. Two other patients assigned to the same
group had synchronous multiple cancers. Three patients
(one in the mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node
dissection group and two in the mesorectal excision alone
group) were judged to have residual tumours before
randomisation. We included these seven patients in this
analysis, but their data will be excluded from the final
survival analysis.

Table 1 shows the characteristics of all patients. Low
anterior resection was done in 568 (81%) of 701 patients.
Mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection
required a significantly longer operation time and resulted
in significantly greater blood loss than did mesorectal
excision alone (table 2). Of the 26 patients in the mesorectal
excision with lateral lymph node dissection group who had
lateral pelvic lymph node metastasis, 11 (42%) were clinical
stage II and 15 (58%) were clinical stage III. 19 (73%) had
pathological mesorectal lymph node metastasis and seven
(27%) had no pathological mesorectal lymph node
metastasis. Although more common in the mesorectal
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ME with LLND (n=351) ME (n=350) -
Sex FREEE AT
Male 236 (67%)  236(67%)
Female 115 (33%) 114 (33%)
Age (years) ' B
61(54-67)

* Median (IQR) 62 (55-68)

197 (56%)
153 (44%)

o 188 (54%)
163 (46%)

80(3%)

81(23%)

S Rb 270 (77%) 270 (77%)
Tumour distance from anal verge (cm)t - RESEEE ¥
Median (IQR) 5.0 (4-0-6.0) 5.0 (37-6:0)

ME=mesorectal excision. LLND=lateral lymph node dissection.*Ra=tumour centre located above the peritoneal
reflection, Rb=tumour centre located below the peritoneal reflection. tData for five patients are missing.

Table 1: Characteristics of patients

ME with LLND (n=351) - ME (n=350)_ p value*
, Type of surgery o ) E
Low anterior resection 284 (81%) 284 (81%) :
Abdommopenneal resection 66 (19%) 64 (18%)
" Hartmann’s procedure 1(<1%) 2 (<1%)
Time (min)
Median (IQR) 360 (296-429) 254 (210-307) <0-0001
'BloodIOS:s(mL)" e L o N
. Median (IOR i 576352 337(170-566) - <00001
* Lateral lymph node metastasis ‘ ' ‘
- Number (%) 26 (7%)
MEsmesorectal excxsmn LLND=!ateraI lymph node dlssect:on, Wllr.oxon rank sum test two-svded
Table 2: Operatlve detaals
ME with LLND (n=351) * ME (n=350) p value*
Any grade 3-4 complicationt 76 (22%) 56 (16%) 0-07
Anastomotic leakaget 18 (6%) 13(5%) 0-46
Urinary retention 18 (5%) 10 (3%) 018
Infection with normal absolute 16 (5%) 17 (5%) 0-86
neutrophil count
Haemorrhage with surgery 13 (4%) 5(1%) 0-09
Wound infection 10 (3%) 8(2%) 0-81
Pelvic abscess 6 (2%) 2 (<1%) 029
Bowel obstruction 4(1%) 3(<1%) 1.00
OtherS 12 (3%) ) (3%) 0-66

ME mesorectal excision. LLND=lateral Iymph node dlssectlon ’Flsher’s exacttest two~5|ded fNational Cancer
lnstltute-Common Tox:cvty Criteria Version 2-0. $Denominator is patlents with anastomosis (ME with LLND=: 284, :
: ME-284) SOther fevar melaena ﬁstula thrombosns, unnaryfrequency

! Table 3 Grade 3-4 postoperatwe morb:dlty

excision with lateral lymph node dissection group than
with mesorectal excision alone, differences between
groups in grade 3 and 4 postoperative complications were
not significant (table 3). Anastomotic leakage of all grades,
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which is the major complication after low anterior
resection, occurred in 37 (13%) of 284 patients in the meso-
rectal excision alone group and 32 (11%) of 284 patients in
the mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection
group (p=0-61). One patient in the mesorectal excision
with lateral lymph node dissecton group died of
anastomotic leakage followed by sepsis. All other patients
recovered from surgery and were discharged from hospital.

Discussion

As expected, mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node
dissection required a significantly longer operation time
and resulted in significantly greater blood loss than did
mesorectal excision alone. Although the incidence of grade
3 or grade 4 complications was higher in the mesorectal
excision with lateral lymph node dissection group than in
the mesorectal excision alone group, these differences
were not significant.

In previous reports, the mean difference in intraoperative
blood loss between surgical procedures with and without
lateral lymph node dissection was more than 500 mL.>#
Blood loss might have been less in our study because none
of the eligible patients had dinical evidence of lateral pelvic
lymph node metastasis. In these patients, lateral lymph
node dissection is easier than it is in those with clinical
evidence of such metastasis. Also, because expertise with
the lateral lymph node procedure is improving, blood loss
might have been minimised compared with earlier studies.

The median operation time needed for mesorectal ex-
icison with lateral lymph node dissection was longer than
that for mesorectal excision alone. This resultis attributable
to the time needed for lateral lymph node dissection,

Panel: Research in context
Systematic review

Total mesorectal excision or mesorectal excision |sthe mternatronal standard surgical
procedure for lower rectal cancer.! However, lateral pelvic lymph node metastasis
occasionally occurs in patients with clinical stage Il or stage Ill rectal cancer; and therefore
mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection is the standard procedure in Japan.
When metastatic lateral pelvic lymph nodes are not dissected, the patients can have local
or systemic recurrence. Although we did notdoa systematrc search of published work
before starting this trial, the reported incidence of local recurrence in rectal cancer
patients undergomg mesorectal excision without lateral lymph node dlssectlon at major
hospitals in Europe and North America is less than 10%,JMB which is much the same as the
incidence in patients who undergo mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dlssectlon
at major hosprtals in Japan. "*’Therefore we did a randomised controlled trial to determine
whether mesorectal excusmn alon is nor -rnfenorto mesorectal excrsnon wrth lateral
Iymph node dlssectlon

lnterpretatlo . SEE
7% of the patrents h lower rectal ancerw thout lateral pelwc lymph node :
enlargement had lateral pelvrc Iymph "ocle metastasrs Mesorectal excxsnon w h lateral
lymph node dlssectron required : asigni cantly longer operatron trme and resulted in-
srgmﬁcantly greater blood loss than mesorectal excision alone The primary analysis will
helpto determine whether ornot mesorectal excision alone is non- mfenorto mesorectal
excision with lateral lymph node dxssectlon
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which is a meticulous procedure, and confirms previous
results with regard to the difference in operation time *

The incidence of all grade 3 or 4 postoperative
complications, apart from infection with a normal absolute
neutrophil count, was higher in the mesorectal excision
with lateral lymph node dissection group than in the
mesorectal excision alone group, but differences were not
significant. Results of a previous meta-analysis® comparing
extended lymphadenectomy including lateral lymph node
dissection and conventional surgery for rectal cancer
showed that the incidence of perioperative morbidity was
higher for extended lymphadenectomy than for
conventional surgery. However, one of the major
complications, anastomotic leakage of all grades, showed
no difference in incidence between the groups. Although
we did not collect data for defunctioning stoma, the
incidences of anastomotic leakage of all grades in patients
who underwent low anterior resection in the mesorectal
excision with lateral lymph node dissection group and
mesorectal excision alone group were much the same,
which suggests that lateral lymph node dissection was not
a highly invasive surgical procedure.

Only one patient died from sepsis after anastomotic
leakage. The reported mortality after mesorectal excision
for rectal cancer surgery in Europe and North America is
1-3%,"%2 and that after mesorectal excision with lateral
lymph node dissection in Japan is 1%,"” which is in line
with our results (panel). The low mortality in our study can
be attributed to several factors. Only surgeons specialising
in both mesorectal excision and lateral lymph node
dissection participated in this trial. Second, only patients
who were judged to be capable of tolerating lateral lymph
node dissection were selected and only high-volume
centres for cancer treatment were allowed to enrol patients
Dby the Colorectal Cancer Study Group.

Neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy for rectal cancer is used
worldwide. However, patients undergoing such treatment
were not included and adjuvant radiotherapy was not used
in our study for two reasons. First, the effectiveness and
safety of adjuvant or neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy for
rectal cancer had not been clearly shown when we designed
the protocol of this study. Second, adjuvant radiotherapy is
not commonly used in Japan because of the lower local
recurrence rate and better prognosis for patients in Japan
than for those in Europe and North America.

Kim and colleagues® showed that lateral pelvic lymph
node metastasis is a major cause of local recurrence
of rectal cancer With serial sections from human
fetuses and three-dimensional reconstruction, Kusters and
colleagues* showed that tumour recurrence might arise
from lateral pelvic lymph nodes. However, other reports
from Europe and North America have not supported these
results. Syk and colleagues® examined the pattern of local
recurrence after total mesorectal excision and concluded
that lateral pelvic lymph node metastases are not a major
cause of local recurrence. The results of a Dutch trial of
total mesorectal excision showed that the rate of lateral site
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recurrence was only 3% in patients with lower rectal
cancer, being much the same as results for patients who
underwent lateral lymph node dissection at the National
Cancer Center, Tokyo.* Analysis of the pattern of local
recurrence in our study is very important, and should give
a reliable indication of the incidence of lateral pelvic lymph
node metastasis. The incidence of such metastasis was 7%,
which was lower than the 15% reported in a retrospective
multicentre study in Japan,® because only patients who had
no clinical evidence of lateral pelvic lymph node
enlargement were eligible for our study. This result shows
that even in patients without clinically evident lateral pelvic
lymph node metastasis, such metastasis is sometimes
present pathologically.

Our patient population was defined as being lateral
pelvic lymph node negative by CT or MRI. Nonetheless,
the 7% of patients in the mesorectal excision with lateral
lymph node dissection group were found to have lateral
pelvic lymph node metastasis after lymph node dissection.
Therefore, a similar proportion of patients undergoing
mesorectal excision alone probably have such metastasis.
If all patients with lateral pelvic lymph node metastasis
have local or systemic recurrence, then the relapse rate will
be about 7% higher in patients who undergo mesorectal
excision alone than in those who also have lateral lymph
node dissection. If the results for the primary analysis
planned for 2015 show that the upper confidence limit of
the HR is less than 1-34, which corresponds to an 8%
difference in 5-year relapse-free survival between the
groups, then the non-inferiority of mesorectal exicision
alone will be confirmed in terms of outcome. If not,
mesorectal excision with lateral lymph node dissection
should be considered the standard surgical procedure for
lower rectal cancer.
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