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SR A G, H T A 2018 4F IF 4R ST O 5 8 R 4
WARZS . A 2021 458, E AR AR G 2B 2 34k
SCHRIA BB w5 R IR YT R I R TNM 43 Al 7 g A
CEZ BT 2 At B ) -

TNM 73 W T AL T e LA S AR , AR A AE I iA
I b B PR IR 5 I PR 0 31 75 B AE TNM 2339 1 7 LA
“c” (clinical) , JHL /40356 L “p” (pathological ) , AR H1 434
i LA “s” (surgical) , $2 52 Hr 5 Bh 36 97 J5 43 W 5 LAy
(yielding) , R IR 5E L) “r” (recurrent ) .
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K T45 B 297 C 20 i DR, L 2 02 A
o MDT ISP A N IRE R 5T, BB X7 HIRE M AR
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(MLH1,MSH2 MSH6 ,PMS2) i Rl 2 “ S A& 52 Dl g fofe 2k
(deficient mismatch repair, d/MMR) ", 4 /> MMR ZEH#
IR S B 0 RR Dy g TG A8 &2 20 RE IE W (proficient
mismatch repair, pMMR)” . #4 MLHI & FH R B LT,
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NS EFECTEAEEMENEREZGERER
H, N FEBEFRA ML MRIABER, EEMRIEAE
EMEEERE R X, EBREFNETHERWES AR
HEMBIXR R (ERRE A EFRE 58)

WAMSYTHE B S T G ] 1 CT 414
A MRIAEVEAb 45 e G0y B b i B v ) B A
R CT FI T RN 45 e e R G300 e s A e %%, PEAR
55 EL I e ol B e A3 o AR K I 1 s ) A 52 R T
TCALFERS s A7 AE MRS A2 A8 SAIE A, A7 CT 358 471 1 11
Wi B g cTNM 43 91, {5 CT | W BE 4b i 45 1= 40
(extramural vascular invasion, EMVI) . ¥ J& V] %
(circumferential resection margin, CRM) 1% it M L1136 29 AL
HERRERZRMMEARR,

WNJE MR AS Ik, 447 B (BUPR A8 ) MRT P
it Ig e HCA55 T R 45 48 1) O 2%, 7EA2 W BT DR R 98 O T, 4
FEAT B MR 43 SR AT, B AT TR S ki 5
7 (CAN%LFERR — 41 , GA-EOB-DTPA ) 345 MRI/E Ay il — 4
PN T, HABGE AN RS T CT B L3,

Hil6: EEMEZGFEMABREPEZTNAUAT
HNE:MENEEEIME HESEHE BN ER
B T I AL/ AL EL R IR EE S L BhEE TNM 53 3 . S5 B7 9
REPE S M PR o B B R BE A RS (MRF) BOURS B R B
ERILE; N FRUERE, BTHMBSINERTLY
XE7;HETEMRE . ER. FL. D REE(EB
FEMRI MM EEBRLR 1) GEERE: A EFRE:
3E)

X T2 BRI Z 5 1 B e N R R AR
HROCTE LU WA BTl BT 7 ROl JCH = 0 18 i
I8 Ul R 58 42 2% i (clinical complete response , cCR)” & “4
T I IR 58 42 % % (near clinical complete response, near—
cCR) " H 95 N7 AT Rl X I I PR i 8 A 4 5 W 1) 78
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HINT.- N FHRPEE, EEETEEG REVIR
(complete mesocolic excision, CME) 1€ 4 i # HMFEAFTR,
(IEHERE:B HEFEE )

H AT, CME &7 2 itk 8 i AR e TR Jr
Kz —o BETXREEE TN RBENFERE " 1IAIR, CME 5t
] 2R 110 52 S 11 153 AR e e 4 1T 445 P 20 JOk R L 5 13 D, S
Lk EL A5V 4 (R0 D3 R 2574 )

R TG T AR T7 2, bty CME TR BRI S brAc
Jo e IR 45 46 3, O B 58 20 BR 2% (RI/R2 DI BR
), Meta M Hr 45 ALK B, CME A 7] G828 25 e N
R AR 25 , B o B R A AR R TR A AR R

B2 CME MEREBABGE T AMERE T, XA F A T m iy
TR R HEFR I CME FTRERS A v i 3845345 5 AH 5 X
W% ST RARAR S AR T I AR 1) R A KU, HERE AR AE
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MSTAT CME Z R 4252 bR i FARIEVN PR I 12 =)
2o ARWIATHE R CT AN M A8 8 A A 34 i PPA I 451
B, —EFLE LA CME 9% 27,

Hi08: P EGEET EEMESAIEX N REY
BEN, FMREEGEYREEEESEBRETIR
(TME) RN, ((EHERE: A; EFRE :58)

TME J& ELAA AR TR TEF AR AR HEL B o, AR )
SR T T E S AL SR FE s T2 AR PRI A I EL
e 7L 52 B YIR > TME 47 B T B3R A 114 (CRM)
FHPE R KR & R %, % A ' [E ¥ LASRE | [ i
COREAN LA &2 P55 [ %1 COLOR T %5 i G AIE [ 2 4 25
P RCT ST 45 30 , I s B2 ELA I TME F-AR S5 3 ik
W AR RIE R TR A AR S E AR L TP
TME F AR,

Hi09: W F ARG FRE R A RIREE & No.253
HELEHBHNERERA, EGERN.253 B, (EE
JRE:B; EFRE 5)

WFFEas e & B, pT1 . pT2 pT3 . pT4 ) No.253 ik L4554
BRAE NN 1.0% . 1.0%.2.7% . 10.0%"* . — I [0 i 44
WFFEAR R S AL A LA T ALk A5 1 18 & TR AL
g FLAL, F T Mg 43 30 B TS PEA (T 40 A A7
(0S)EF LGB X, ZIMRCTHFFELL I Meta 7347
W a5 R Eon W5 R No.253 Wk EL 45, B A
B 5 4F 0S Gk A=A (DFS) 22 3 ¥ G 24 3 e
S S ST A IR No.253 IR T ST 3% o 2k AR A e, R
HIFEAR A0 A B P84 7% 18 No.253 Wk L 45 5% B 1Y L
FERG N, B No.253 R EL 4, 13069 Ak B 45 40 10
KT BA AR

30103 Tt BE PR EGE, E T HIERIG
RICEI M 77 B &R, BilEREEF RIBMENR
T, TN A RE L EE EBRE B, EFRE 58)

ARASE LR 9 W0 5 U EL 25 2 8% R A2 R h % ~ 159%
ARG G IR e W B LR O Bl B Ak T LA
FEAR LA T A S5 BRI R 42 2 3R 04 (R 10y bk £ 285
RS IRIT SUAE > 50% H N 5 56 7S ik EL 45 26 B il Bh iR
Je AR AE AN WY R AR BRI S 5 T R R AT R
209%™, REBUBIRIT IS AT SR AE R 7 e AL ik L 4
TTFARIEE, T USETFAR R IEH: AU k%, 0l
LR,

FARBTH R PR A5 T RS2 45 1T LAl o i g 5 Bl
HIFARA MG WS B 2 10, SRR B R aokkE
AR

D11 FHREMERENZIIEER ZEVIRF
R, BENEGEZEFRENIE, FEEVEFEMLE
PIPURE T F S &k, (ERRE C; EFRE 55)

2N 4 B £ Y] % (transanal mesorectal excision,
taTME ) =255 F] 775 ZEUERf fige 5 Fn D0 R vh T B B M &
A g = AR AN 1 TME B AR 67 E
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H
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[ B AT LA A2 2

[ BRI S A RS 2R

[ B B 32 22

[ ] Bt E % : 10~15 em LAY
[ IR B A :5~10 cm LY
[ FBEME S em LAY

CIRIPAY s D132 455 [ IRZZ A5 L TR

B E . mm X __mm JRAEI 2 (AR . mm
RHMAI B BE RS . mm RO 1 (PAR) :__mm
<1/4JH 1/4~1/2 14 1/2 ~3/4 15 3/4~ 1)

T1: MR RICERE )2

T2: MR ICTE A R R ZHE R A N2

T3 : IR SR A JUZ M, 3035 B H FE R AERR I P [ ] _mm
3a: MR ZERENUZ < 5 mm
3b: IR S 5~10 mm
3c: MR ZERNLUZ > 10 mm

Téa: i {2 MR AR i B (1 Be B )

T4b : IR AU LA & B

S50% JBA NIME SRFEEA)

ATEE AR IRORRIAR
R LA SEN e
ATEE AR - RO :
PBEMR LA RO RO
ARG AR R
BB LA IRRAAR
CIFRYE 1 5 22 FECMRE FVEJSUEA  JiiRg bk 45 R4S
T FHPEEMVI
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A R 8 35 O IE R 1B T AR B, G RARA
F i s 5F T 0 RS ARAE K RS R AR > 4 em  H
RGN RS VAN L P i S 1 e S B B 5
) 2 257 TR AN T BT 25 RUME B 4 1) B S  S taTMEE 1]
RETHLAL S, X TFABAR AL L KRS BB IR, TaT-
ME AJ LLAHE 29 LA DI BR AR (intersphincteric resection , ISR)
FAREEA I, A H AT I aTME F ARG Y BRI K
W 2= O KT 45 R 2R aTME FARHF
BT E A R A LT

WL B 9 taTME F AN AFEAR G 2B T Pt 7
JE N AR 52 R R a7 LR DR R 3 AR a2 2 i
2o P, BT 22T AREAE ArA TS 3w ARG
P R A RO AR AR 4 S R SR R LB H IR,
AT taTME T AR RS AL R VIR 3R 37 g5k Ak 51l
IR, SEBTELS AR , DA BRI R bR il . o
FUH taTME FAR (958 1 3 LA B T e 3, 3232 B 1)
“HERALERNT, DA 2T IR, e PRz AR

H£in12: M FRPEHENZIEHVIBRFAR, EE
EEEZEEFAEMEINEM ERASERAR GEER
A HEFRE E)

T E Mg 0 Z 1) Ry BB 138 R (1)
PR B AR < 3 emo (2) IR AEIAJE < 30% o (3) VIS IH 5 i
Jei > 3 mmo, (4) IR B, AN E o (S)BEATZ% 8 em AP, (6)
ALGE T TR o (7) 0 I bk B 45032 i S e 2292
(8) e Ay s = 434k o (9)TRYT FT AR R A TC ik 1 &5
FBINES: o (10) PIGE N DIBR Je 3 A2 15 PR RG] i 910 %
PR B TC IR P4 9P R UIBE . (1D F2AR I g 78 k7T B
Fo R B 1) 4 2 VIR RS & o

ZNT RIS T ARAAIE Z NI T AR I B
N4 8 AN RETE AR (TEM) L 28 T TR (TAMIS) %5 3 Fif
A5 35 8 TEM 8% TAMIS (49773 , 1l DL 2% FE ) B
1) R B A TR DI

TN IE B, % & B PARIAF AR TR L1
NI B, ol Bl JEREB A T AR 45 s
AT, B A7 A6 41 200 B2 1 5 R 26 10 300 B e s
N AT DATEFE 4045 AR B AT R I6 7 I R AT T 1
H A ALRFBVIBRA , AR S5 MR HG 52 MDT 18 5
il T —2 A7 g,

4 BEpEniEeiaT UARBRERERE

iR 13 EFE PR AL S ER i R B R T I B
BT BRI R RS T o FHESEERGE S
R (IERRE A HEFRE 8)

Jey FS I Je 1Y L g 2R AR e PR 4391 T=3 5 N=1 69 L
Pk o JR P SR R T AT AR 432 H LI s fE T R
AL - (1) T3e=T3d/T4 3 . (2) L [ 47 5 52 2 (mesorec-
tal fascia positive , MRF+ ) o (3) H e ANk B AU (extramu-
ral venous invasion positive, EMVI+) . (4) fIl] 75k [0 4% %

5.

B (5) 4 Al 2 ARSI P M | EIDT8C 0 B g i R VB
A b e R 2R 5 i 2 6 KU

JRy Vil S J S0 L M e 4 N S R il B ey Y
(neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy, nCRT) B4 TME M # ik
IFRIEGEEIRIT o B BTy R R S R A A K AR
8% ~ 12%E % 5% ~ 1% . AHIFEINA , MRF 4 1
AAT R B AT AT 3 3 5 Al B A AL B R A
el FUE i BA YT (total neoadjuvant treatment, TNT)
AL I 0 R 2 i (pCR) 42 = B 40% , INA A5 45 21
FMWIAT LA DFS ™, X7 MSI-H/AMMR £ 73 3 Jig
W E i v 25 IEAT SR AT ARAHIR R 1 cCR A

Jiree B 0 I o AT M i B 3 M
g N, UL TT 7R 784314 38 1 00T 25 JE R BB A BT, L
PAFasE R R

HiR 14 EEFEEFENE ST RHETESEMNITERM;
X 3% B e IR 52 & & B FT LUE1E R A E 5 - W 2 (watch
and wait, VAW ) Z25 B R B R GERFE : B; HEFRE:
7))

E R INRTT R AT AT R PEAL , PR A TR
RIEAEERS A Rk S5 IR 45 4l . B AT 2@ N
B HIATRK . H A MRIL LIS 8 AR BT IS (CEA) KT K i 15
FEHGR CT, L5 5 FIRE N K 5] cCR™™ . S HLY cCR
IZTARIE A R 191 98\ B DI U 2 B g s N\ 42
WAW i 2 2 PR B . [ BR_E i R T K cCR I E #Y 58— b
e o YRR H R B0 Sy 3 1 A0 S 40 B B AR AR A v 0
(memorial Sloan—Kettering cancer center, MSKCC) =iz
i

TR BhIRYT IR 1 cCR %294 15% , TNT J5 7T 5 5]
40% , AR EL J TNT J5 24950 509% LA B2 Bkl B
TRYTIR I cCRSEHE WAW KOG, H 5 4R BAAFR A 73% ~
87% , 24T JR S A 3 21% ~ 25% , 5 AF AL LR S e 5y
7% ~ 9% . WAW HYW #i T2 2R I T A FEAR AR 297
RUCHT T X T8 AR I o (9 U s, IR, ) 5 g 42
J IR B 3 SR Mg 6 4 G2 A T BIva Y R A DG

Ja B IR (local excision, LE) A JF— 4 m 48 B R &4
L AWFEER R INGYT 5 LE ZCR A TME T AR 26
oL, {52 FET AR OC B BF 52 850, 00 T £ /9 BF 52 E
o,

5 GEBEREZHMDTISH RIETT

HiN15: £ EHBFETEB MDT IS &g 3i2d, i
FRFRESMIE R BN, DUERAREESHRBETF
R¥ S, EHRRE:B; EEFRE &)

JHF5E RS R E M oo UL AT 46 4% 245 H W
Jeedva NI i WL FET TR R 5 B e %) [T P A0 S itk
TR 15% ~ 25%° . REIRIT IR B M h AL
AT 6.9 H S AFEAAER < 5%, SR, AE L)
TR ARG T IBR A A, LA A 35 L5 4R
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HEAF RN 30% ~ 57%°°" . PR, Xt IF R B A T8 500iR
IT RS H iRy T RS

KRZH(T0% ~ 90% ) s NAEWNS LRSI I ANl 54T
HRIAPE DTSR AR AR AR e R A0k ] 252 R TR I DI R
ARITTHE , B7E 2850 R GUIRYT IR B TR (no evidence
of disease, NED) [T RE“"", BRI IL, FILFH MDT Z5-5 PFAf il
FE ALY BARAN TR, LR B A B AR T AL
AR E TR YIBR R AR AR BB T YIRR TR
FIBE LA S F AR B TRYT 2 S B A SRS MR s
£S5, ok AREEBFITHIRGE , RVE 7R S KE o, iR
WA RFEANELEE RS 5 | B ik 639%9 AW 2E2 4l B AL 7 i
FERFARIBRHL S, ZERUE 0 7 28 B R AR 30 44950
TE CRYSTAL™' . OPUS"® | CELIM"*“/F1 POCHER"*’ 4 35 IIf;
PRAFGE o AT 5243 51K 13% . 16% . 33% 1 60% , FHUIT
Y1185 6 10 2 2 = 1) JE R AE 1 5 PR IBLAF 5% #0A JHE E AR s
Sy W, T BRI 2 2RHey7
JIH AN REE Z 0 LA S 55 060 0] D0 6 2 %) o0 4 Dy e e
IR RO AT AT

HiR16: M FEEBREFEBRRA B TENRSE, T
AT TRTBE S SIS ISR MRIBRA R DB EE S, H
HFRUNFEBRANITEEERER S (EERE:B;
HEFRE:55)

JF WA S e 5% ) (AN L € 2 — 41, GA-EOB-DTPA)
AT LA IE A A0 B B A I 45 e I R A
AN S RV RIS 5, DT EAR T R S e s 52 1y 14
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