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[Abstract] Currently, the “sandwich” approach—combining preoperative concurrent chemoradiotherapy,
radical surgery, and postoperative chemotherapy—is widely recognized as the standard therapeutic regimen
for low-lying locally advanced rectal cancer (LARC). Nevertheless, despite its notable efficacy, this strategy
also presents several challenges, among which anal dysfunction and organ impairment caused by radical
surgery are particularly prominent. How to maximize organ preservation while ensuring the effectiveness of
neoadjuvant treatment has thus become a critical issue in LARC clinical practice. With continuous
improvements in systemic therapies and significant innovations in local treatment techniques, an increasing
number of patients with low —lying LARC are achieving both satisfactory oncological outcomes and organ
preservation. This article aims to provide a comprehensive review of the advancements in multidisciplinary
fields that have contributed to the promotion of organ —preserving treatment for LARC. These advancements
include the optimization of neoadjuvant systemic therapy regimens, improvements in radiotherapy techniques,
innovations in minimally invasive surgical procedures, and the progress in watch —and —wait strategies
following clinical complete response, providing a reference for current clinical practice.
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WEfE, Joie 28 [ B 37 256 R E I 4% (National
Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN ) i Jg& B Y it
J& B2~ 23 (European Society for Medical Oncology,
ESMO) $6& 15 , 44 A R 3 oAk 7 + ARG 1
AR+ ATE AT 1 <« = WG A A S AR A SRy P a2k
B B W95 (locally advanced rectal cancer, LARC) Y
PG OT G202 RN XGRS TR A A B —
SE ST R R IN ALAFAE Z2 ) 0 {51 G ok 8g 6 42 5%
fi# (complete remission, CR)®ALA 10%~20% , 5/l
VERECR ARG B B AL P AR N 2255 120 o AR
TP T AR R B ILT D BE R A5 L K2 # B B 40 e ™

S B AR A B B 58 A TR R, R E LARC
B BN RSE 2C SE BT 0 S M [ I e < 3
AE” PRAF 2 LARC I RIA 7 W A5 fif e )R], H A
O F DNA &8 &/ 2R A E (mismatch
repair/microsatellite instability, MMR/MSI) 53 ¥ 43 %!
¥ LARC Z0 LM 48 9B Al Ba P A X, Bl
A EIRYT B PE L FI R ARG ST 5 AR B0 4 T AR
KB AR AE LARC A8 78 S B 7 R0 [) 1 2
LI T A E IR R B A SCEE XTI AR R AE LARC
Z PR NI T SU A e TR DE . LU H
A I PR SE B3R 2%

1 SEEEEIEE EMERIT R

29 95% W) LW i 7 173 519 DNA S5 ECE &
1E# (mismatch repair proficient, pMMR) 3¢ i T3 &2
F& € (microsatellite stability, MSS) , J& T XT 9 % 16
JEANBURAY < Mg Z 30 PR 5T T e %)
pMMR 5%, MSS H A &6 T7 IR %, il AR
FT R BT Wi 7 AR Hr 7 I [) AR ml DA
HEME R4, T 2 BT IR BB R 2L TR
2 R B I IR 58 2% f# (clinical complete remission,
¢CR) AT 3E B TR ZERIES TR AT T, P2 B
[ 98 B 7% B P8 B8 % (organ preservation rate, OPR)
1.1 M EIE TR E
1.1.1 LT R

BEAE OF 5% 2% 30 7 B 4l 5 — 980 IR W IE (5 -
fluorouracil, 5—FU ) /R $5 fh i % L it bR FH B Ry o
FURB R B AL 7 58 DUBIERAS AR TR0, JAD A
BAAE N — Rl S S OGN & 2B B AT o7
FRE Y, BAENTSEUEN]  7EH AR & R
b R #0146 9T Bk A R 1T YT (conventional
radiotherapy, CRT) J7 % AJ 4R 45 B 4F (1) I8 18 45

Jrris g il FR o0 v 2 g B A e ) SONCAR
5% (NCT02031939) , PFAh T 7E R T CRT 3 i
VORIEARI A | LA T CAPOX 5 S ALIT & (K
KA + BV R ) +2 A A CAPOX B A Am i i
J7+ILEALIT (CAPOX) (IR IR4H ) , SAREIRIT (X
HE4 ), % F LARC MR 46 i el B i 7, 25 5%
WoR 55X (19.49% ) A8 L 156 2 04 2L o0 4
2% fi# (pathologic complete remission, pCR) % (27.8% )
B (P=0.025)

2 E R 2E R s B B B R FFFAY CinClare
5 (NCT02605265 ) W B IR PFAh T 7E R Tiif CRT 3
IR ST R T E A R R E S, PRSI A
371 5l LARC (Ty, Fl/8% LN*) B35 X B AL 77 AR
T (50 Gy/25F) Bk G R G EE | JF 51 CAPOX , i
B 21 AT B B AR ST B R YT A5 SRR R
PR 7 B e 41 HOR 5 pCR % (33.8% Lt
17.5% ,P=0.001)F1 CR #(33.1%1 17.4% ,P=0.001)
Brgst R

Z:E ) PRODIGE 23 (NCT01804790) #F 53 #8 %
THEOM = 250015 ST BE A HE— 2P R pCR R
WFIEAIA 461 1] cTyy My 1Y B BRIRE 2B B
BhALIT 4% 7 6 1 JE ] FOLFIRINOX ( B8 70 1) 4 +
PSR +5-FU+ IR ) +OTF R A R a5 fh i | 4
H % RZBEYIBRE AR (total mesorectal excision, TME) &
Bz BT ; FRUEIR T 4l 2 bR e AT ) 2
7 T™ME, BEJS 175 BILY T . 4R o | BB )y
2 pCR RELhRIEIR YT 4 1N (28% L 12%,
P<0.001)

LRI R E S-FU/ R K ) L hik
Ry, vl HE— 25 B kR 1R 45 | MR CR R
W AEIRAFHRE T,

1.1.2 £REIEBIETT

HAT, A T HOMAR AT 58 B AR 5 b7
MR B ARG 2T iR EAR RS, 4
T BIIA YT (total neoadjuvant therapy, TNT) M 15
i, AR E# NCON 2 H T LARC 1Y
1BIT , INT A P RPE . — 248 B ALTT (adjuvant
chemotherapy, ACT) &R sl a3 #% 2 K |1, ek
SPIRMEE, WA BeER A, —RIES
cCR & I A] LR 40« WAL A (watch and wait,
W&W ) 5 i 1 ik o R | e R PR EE IR 248 H TfE

22 T i B PR T REA SR B UESE T TNT (I IR A
ROk ok A g 24 014 22 v TG PRA 52 RAPIDO
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WEFE (NCT01558921) , 4 A 920 il i35, i 5 41 AR
T AT 55 F2 ST (short —course radiotherapy, SCRT)
(25 Gy/5F), MiJE 432 6 A~ Ji ] CAPOX B¢ 9 4~
] FOLFOX4 ( B V0 51+ WM R 45 +5-FU ) ; A vfE
1697 23 2 R B A R JE b ) KRR BOT (long -
course radiotherapy, LCRT) J5 1T TME, A J5 % 52 5
BGIFD0 B 3 4RI IR IR 2H PG A IR YT
WK (23.7% L 30.4%, P=0.019) , JoH 20 kb % 5%
ZRUWER (20.0% L 26.8% ) K TAruEIR T4, [F
B, I AU LR UETRYT AL, pCR 3N 1 %5 (28.0%
It 14.0%, P<0.000 1), TNT SEHE 0] I CR 2%,
AIREA B T4 E YIRe IR/ |

Mk H EE B OPRA HFFE MR R T A TNT
PR A W&W Xt LARC #% B % B i/E M, BF
FENAT 324 B 191 I3 B BRI R,
W AT 5 U AL AR Y e TLIE AT A A
TNT 25505, AR g ), P53l 289 il
249% W B # B % TME, 71% F 76% 1) B & %
W&W J7ZE, iRV IE] 3 AR P ) o Ak
17 (disease—free survival, DFS) 3R (76% Lt 76%) J&
BTG K A AT R (94% H 949% ) J T Ab % s H A+
F(84%1t 82% ) YIMAPL, BEVI 25 6 0T, 51k
I7 5 AT AR T IS DL A7 241 SE B AR BR B
1 1) £8. 35 EL A8 0 ) R 47 % F1 609% (P=0.02) , 1T
FHER . (DTNT J5 2 T Jogd I g £ W&W 5
TME MR Y7 RIS, nl (3 — 2 1) B s 2B & IR B
WH,; @52 875 TS T AR TNT B
A, FE4 B AT RTEA TR T I UL TNT 5
KA BOFREIAEI &1 OPR,
1.1.3 WM ir R BB EETT

Z I 5T 45 5 7R BT AE T A A e g 4 e
(4 TRV B, AT A2 E BT SR ORI 42 98 P 40 A R 7 2 i
T TG BT PRI T 200 L O St 4 G 8 A5 A 2
FE LR 1356 G 2 A A A 0 o 5 T i — 25 42
PRV TT B L3 R[] B BIESE BT X 0T 5
AI7 R BEIRYT I LCRT ¢ SCRT %55 i, P4
TRT AT BB AR T TR BT B iR Ae

DLFR T FE T 52 4K 1 (programmed death—1,
PD-1) SHi AR R S5 AW iRy ez
N, HE R pMMR 45 B JiE A7 76 2 Fp e B8 iR T7
it Z5 AL, PD—1 BT A G2 3697 A PR T i i 18
AT (microsatellite instability—high , MSI-H ) ¥

B EA HAR Voltage—A HF 5T (NCT02948348)
RICHTHE T X — RO XA 39 1] MSS 7l
LARC S35, 7E05 HE R34 Bl Ay 25 i s 3 m 1
5 WA AJC BB B PLE IR YT, 3 B B R
(major pathological response, MPR)* 4 38%(14/37) ,
F 29.7% (11/37) B EH AR JG R HLE ] pCR, X L Bk
AErRal S—FU S S i br B Rl B AR YT pCR R
(10%~20% )G W WA m , s Ak B N E 245
T pMMR B 8 7E AR SR A7 i 3 Al E 3G o
FEWRIT T TR IR R

=RERy =29 L A VD R R E il YN S <6
TORCH 5% , PF-AG T i 5467 528 16 97 1 I3
XFTRITRCR A BFSEA A 130 Bl IR 1T
W MY LARC S8, Hilr 909% ok I 8 5
U 80% MR FE B AT 2 <5 em., B4 BIIAIT 45 AT
T AT L B ARYT e 1697 4 (SCRT+6 /1> il 1
(4 B 3 BBT R B CAPOX) B SiRIT 4L (2 1
Ji) 391 1 R B 3 A1) B BT & CAPOX +SCRT+4 1 Ji]
00 a3 R BABLIC A CAPOX IR9T ) A 5 i)
cCR #(43.5%1 35.6%) ., LAY CR 35 50%,
R 53 A 15 IR 52 WaW , BTC KR K g
Xt Ty, NoM, BHKAY B WA 98 1) TORCH-E BF 5T 45
E—2BUESE T SCRT WA A0I7 S IR I B9 4 Nl
BRSO, 584 CR N 88.5%(23/26),13
BEIRMG T cCR IFEZ W&W,

A PR K2R R U 2 2 B B B B B 5K Vs
H4Z A BA T UNION B 5% (NCT04928807 ) , Xt
LE 1B B SCRT J7 51 R B 2R B4 (camrelizumab,
CAM) B ALy, 5K ALY i SR 7 67 1
ORI 231 B IR 20 1R Ty /N R
TSR Z <10 em W E IR B XA 32
SCRT(25 Gy/5F)+2 1Al CAM BX & CAPOX+TME+
6 R CAM BX A CAPOX+CAM (<9 & #),
X HEZH423% LCRT(50.4 Gy/28F, [Al AR B e ) +2
A JE ] CAPOX+TME+6 4™ JEIH CAPOX JAYT ik 45
B pCR I 35 5 T-XF B84 (39.8% Lt 24.6%, P<
0.001), ZEFARA#ES KL RO VIFRRF OPR
43R 96.29% 1 94.2% , Xt HRZH 435 A 97.0% A
89.9% , HrAHBNIGIT AR B IR A OGN R
ERAEFRZER TG EE L,

A6 R 2 g B B 1) ik 2 SC % AT BA Al T e
T A I PR SE (NCT04340401) , BFAl T PD-1
A CAPOX 531097 7 51 K Bl ik y7 5 JLIE Mk
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JEXTLARC PORITAE LS SR A T 25 14l
R fEpMMR B B |52 3 AN cAM
k& CAPOX IAJT NS é’%ﬁéﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁz@i(magnetic

resonance imaging, MRI) 4% J5 T LA 50.6 Gy/22 F
W BARST o A AR I 2 | W FAT 2
A CAPOX JLRIIRYY , FEA RE pCR F
A 12 B (48% ) B LI cCR A 4 191 35 ik
P wW&W 21 Bl EHZ T ROVIBRA ;21 IR
BE I pCR A1 MPR 5301 0 33.3% (7/21) Fil
38.1%(8/21), X T f& pMMR E kw8 R
TNT BB A7 81697 I AT KRBT 19 07 %
A HARN, (A2 KR LR R
FIAE A I R 5 SR 5 1E

R K 2E R Bl A RO B BFSE (NCT04304209)
#E—UESE T LCRT #X& CAPOX F1 PD-1 Hd0 %t
H g IR IR 4 T R T 134 Bl
IR pMMR B R, XHIRA B Z KR
B RCARTT (4 4 A CAPOX+50 Gy/25F JiUT ) ,
T2 06 4 7E 12 A2 R AR Al Bk A i A R A
A B R REIR YT . X IR ALK 4 A CR 4y
R 26.9% M1 44.8% (P=0.031), W4 Z AR CR
BEFHN 17.9% , 57 A 1.667 (95%CI 1.035~
2.683), B LULE BR TR F LT Z AR B AR 1
(programmed death—ligand 1, PD-L1)£5% & FHYEDE 73
(combined positive score, CPS) -5 5[] 2% W AH 3¢ |
pMMR JifEE X5 PD—1 R3S I | s 5k g0 21
T 40 S BN G

PLEBRSE R, T AT S e R AR YT R
KEEG M« =BG B DL TNT BEUXT H | AR
W — AR MR cCR 2K F pMMR/MSS iK1z
LARC T 5R W (14) S5 it A1) x5+ B 4 () 45 2 IR
FEAEAESEATHY PANFORTE WF5% , AAITZ% <5 em
) pMMR/MSS X7 LARC &3, B 7E4E 40 Bhif
JF A PD-1 BA4T FOLFOXIRI( J V0 F4H + 1 57
B +5-FU+EM R ) 1k y7 LA IS JE 858 LCRT, ik
B KA Y MR 1B 4, 78 20 B2 s ] DAk Y AR
HHcCR N 55%, HEERAS NS, BoRixr
S B 2N B B AR WaW R
W, A RATNT T T RE R 4
1.2 KT EF AR E B FE

JHCT S B0 R A0 M DNA #5345 75 2 — B
6] 5 A BE M AR B ok | BRI L 4l B S 7 i 2
T A [ By ] LA Ay P8 1 o % 4 445 T 22 1 ek (]

¥k /D TF AR BT S L UK b RAE B,

Lyon R90-01 fff 5% & B8 A Fii 7 A1 F R 2 [a]
KIAI B (6~8 Ji] ) B Ja A1 B (<2 JE) ) A5 B4 () s P A
S8 I 2R (71.7% L 53.19%, P=0.007 ) F T & 3% (1)
Il PR 391 (26.0% EE 10.3%, P=0.005)™" iZ W55 1)
K BB 769% M B H 2 T AN E FA
1A B B2 A 68%, AR A1 BA XA &
3584 I F Y 13 AR AT LS 25007, Kk BBl
By 5 F K 8] B B R KT 6~8 J& AT Lo pCR
M 13. 7% 2 19.5% (RR=1.42, 95%CI 1.19~
1.68,P<0.000 1), {H & 47 (overall survival, 0S) % |
DFS % RO VIBRR | FEANRAF R IE LI &4
RIYTCH B 25 520 — T [ [ R RE P REAIL BA 51
o Won , F AR RER 208 40 B fb )y 5 12
Ji,5 6 JEA L BT 5 (589% Eb 43% ,P=0.019) |
pCR R (20% L 9% , P<0.05) Al MRI i3 11 1R 55 4%
(MRI tumor regression grade, mrTRG)1 ~2 ¢
(52%1 34% ,P<0.05) ) . E T E 21 EHIRE
— TN 544 ) 5 W g AT T TR S8 1 [l st 1
WG 2 B, 00T 45 R 5 TR B[] [a] B& > 7 J8 AT i
FHE pCR % (26.9% Lt 18.3%, P=0.037)>,
1.3 BMETRTERX

Bl A BB BYIA T Y R 0] R e 1t
B HE— 2B /N IR A B 8 LT R i
B B E A Lyon R96-02 A5 & B, Xt LA R
PAAIRINIIT (external beam radiation therapy, EBRT)
(39 Gy/13F), ATHTHE fin#& fb e X 430 #E 2 WOFT
(contact X—-ray radiotherapy, CXRT) (EBRT+CXRT,
CXRT %4 85 Gy/3F),cCR * (26% It 3%, P=
0.05) FEL WA R (76% L 44%, P=0.004)F1 10
ETCHE TR (71% E 37%, P=0.001) ¥ 2. 3% 7+ & |
M 10 4FJR B &R (10% H 15% ) F1 10 4F 0S R
(55% Lt 56% ) TG ik 3 25 5 12260 — T3 [ ) A 5
WA T HI N CXRT J& , 72% ) % 7] 35 3] CR,
OPR "3k 62%, HJR#E & RBEMLE 11%(EBRT
IR 309 )27 55— 30 [m] B S A K R 7 o
OB A ILE ALY (54 Gy Ml 6 A JE I3 TF 5-FU
IAIT ), X HEAR HE ALY (50.4 Gy il 2 A S 301 5
T 5-FU 4LS7) , B B K OPR A Ty
Jn(67%Lt 30% ,P=0.001)1 DL F#F5 R0 8
BT ) ] B S R RS OPR . 1A E OPERA HF5E
(NCT02505750) WiF4h T 76 EBRT Y JLah ¢
CXRT X} EL M AT T 1D e R B >, AT A
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T 148 Bl T A B e 52 EBRT (45 Gy/25F
5 i) BA HRR A, S X R 31T
EBRT(9 Gy/5F) , 1055 2H4% 52 CXRT (90 Gy/3F), '
PEBEVI 38.2 AN H | X FRZH A IR 4H 3 4F OPR 43
B4 599% 1 81% (P=0.00 26) , HH | XiF H b &
B=3 em WEHE W ER<3 em FEHE  OPR 1Y
PETHIR BT O B 3 AW AE EBRT Al LA
CXRT A] DA 5k 25 42 /55 Mg B A2 /NN AL LARC
B M OPR,

W VTR 27 B 2 e B a8 5 2 e oR B vk B0 4%
AT BN & B0 i [ 45 08 B ) O T 3K B AR T B S e iR T
WA AR S IE CR 22, MR AIETE Z M IRAT
Blestol TR g A 46 5] MSS/ pMMR fifi2 LARC
HBE IR EL SR A SCRT (HE ST AY 1Sl i IX Y
FLFE ORI IR, AL 45 g 5 ik 0 45 ) | Bl s
#5532 CAPOX FIE B FIBRBHTIGIT, oA 33
BEEZFARIESR RO VIBR, Hrh ) 450lfh
78.8% (26/33) Fil 90.9% (30/33) £ ¥ ik #| pCR Al
MPR ., F5E 00450 52 30K B2 435 468 G0 1) 130 7 Bk A Ak
TR TT 7 R IR LR (209%~50% ) M LE , i 2
P T MSS/pMMR fIKfii LARC 3 (9 pCR % | %
TR XA B R AR B g DR T 3l BRI 7 1Y
BERE

B2z, LLEXET pMMR K17 LARC AN [R5 4l
B 7B AR R, # B TR AR FT S B i
Fr R D Re i AR, I £ pMMR 1%
ff LARC B E R BALI TR A B

2 SEEEEREEMERT R

VE R4 H i o — Fh 25 R0 | A5 T8 5 B iG
(mismatch repair deficient, IMMR )/MSI-H % %
Wadis, J— AR OB 2 5 IR 3R 3k 2 45 45 EL W o
AL MMR FEPI SR DNA S ] 3ok 7 v i) ek
FEBCE 2 TRe e M v U R R 3 MSI-HIY
KA, BT dMMR 5B B Y K e A A
S B R G RE SN | BRI ol FH TR g if e v,
2015 4F 225 A e IR YT o 48 0T, AR 2k
HPLTE AMMR 25 B Ji B A 0 A7 388l s T 1%
KM IR IT R ] 2 TERE R R 28 B i S, 2
H A5 KEYNOTE-177 Fil Checkmatel142 W58 %5 £
TR A PRAJE 98 0E S8 T 2697 76 AMMR 45 B
Pt TR SR IR ROR 3 B AR S VR YT i IR
MY | HT 2 300l R E 4R 2 5l Bl e 2 iR 7 1

AMMR B3 730, B MR A 2 AR
TEUAS 05 T 1 bR R 4, 5 28 50 A R KM | (R
WA DIRe I TR | M R R B AL T 4G 29 L
EIReAR, 8 HEAE] cCR #EA W&W, il LARC
FEE AR UETT R0 1R B A5 LA SE T BE A AR 7

3% [ 20 2 1t B — DL AR bR E o — 00 R
I RO SR80 T e gein iy X, A Z
BRI BT Z5I6IT 6 N H RCERD ) B dtg A
T 16 I /M dMMR B IR s, Ho gt 12
BITERL T 6 A A B ZIERBHIRYT, 4R ER 12
Bl LB T CR, V3 12 A~ H BB 17
], WA BE AT BT S TR, B R
BB R B R 2024 4F 36 [ Il PR i R 2
23 (American Society of Clinical Oncology, ASCO) A\ Afi
S BB A5 . IR — 2B A2 8 3 3k
HOmz 42 ), SFERE 2 Z R BYURTT
PIIRE| T cCR, TRV 26.3 1~ H (12.4~50.5 1
Ay, 24 Gl FIRBIHRFEE 12 1 cCRPY

FH P L 2 i g B 06 0 0k i AR R BR D B A%
#2310 I WG R W 5T , PFAN T 525 PD-1 HLIR(E
A BPTTE AMMR LARC HE 37 4l B I7 A (I
RA R fn e etk WFE g AT 17 B /10
W] AIMMR L% 8 o 16 BIAN AT R T, 6
BB ETE 4 D JRIBE R BB T 5 2 TG
HEFA 3 FlIL ] pCR;9 Fil B H B E] CR I iEHE
T W&W , Wi S AT TR B Y
CR ik 75%, WLAh, il KEEMogE B iAo T
R oR #UP72 3K I NEOCAP BIF78 W33 T 38 4 Bh Bk
A CAM (PD-1 P ) Al Bl b 7 JE (B 145 A /)N
T ) AR B TR AR BR CR R
73%1 ) FE 28 il cCR BH (54%) T, A 24
(85.7%) LA RELT W&W TR IE | iX 24 fil & 4
PR R 1.2 A F WBET IS | S R
AR, RFH IS PD-1 HUAR T 0 254
7E AMMR 45 e a5 B AR 267 T A v e
2k UL B RN T AMMR %% | B B
B EIR YT AT SE I R I e AR A | X R
AT BE AT DA SR BR A% G i Ay FRFAR | DA 3k fa iy
I7 T SR I 28 B D RE Sz s B AT E Y,

Y Bh SR IR YT AE AMMR B 96 1 5 R
TRITRR 2024 Rt I R M8 24 25 48 ma 4k 72, %
T AMMR/MSI-H & & | FEnil 0 AT 4 WA
RIMESE T, WITCE U RO VIBR IR, Al % &
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Wi B e g iR 7 e H AT 2 A BH2 TP VA TR
PRI ARTT R,

3 ImRTEERIETT R

cCR #5E X0 37 4l Bh etk 97 Ji AP B F AR
I, VA I PR AR S 2% AT A 2] 58 9 TIE 3R 10 ) T
& pMMR )& dIMMR 5 7 9 |, B Bh i g7
BT cCR B PPAS A 4 F0 SR IS 5 T e T
TP RTINS BV S MR AR R B W&W
BRMEAL LARC BB AT 128 B R 4 1 G
3.1 EERTEEEBNITHIRE

] B | 22 G2 K AUl DR Hh O AEAS [R AR #0 4
T EHWAESRBIGIT IS cCR i WibrifE , %
BE MRI FNEL W AT 48 R 2= FI T cCR A9 58 240 1
A0l T IR T CE B BhIR YT S A
R ZE R L AR (2024 T)) 21 T TR EK
cCR IZWrbRdE) i il K22 I B i6 rh O 7E 24T
HZyr st g 7T cCR AT S . B
FER A A B0 OR B R B 2, AR T R 5E 4
B4, DR E I B 5 MRI 2R A K
Jif LR LAk S A% 2T TG A B R B AT B gk L 4
LT TR o6 4 AR | B MR 7 B O AR B Tt
AT L 2T B sl IR B A R 2 cCR, WA T A, 45 21
FIBATE, EE N L 4 5B AE RIS WA
cCR,

Wil 5 52 15 20 = TR T A 55 B T 12 B B R
HEA I PR L5 BBV TE Y cCR RS HEA T 5 iR |
R B PE AR R RTRE AT REIE— A R AR A
LARC B & B4 B IRB R 2% Je E S0 ke K
I 5 1A BAAE — 00 [R5 R T 304 4
Z il LARC SBF 1Rk i 2 A b 97 Al iy
MRI, JEIIEEICT 0185 1430 M g
SRR 255 AW R 28, B 76 B B i 8 A
TEAEZ H BRI 5 A 3] cCR IR B AT BB+,
WA R B, AR AR TE I 2R B 1 5
TIE A HR 1 A2 3 S VR AR AE il 26 1 28R 18 R (area
under the curve, AUC) 43518 0.68 (95%CI 0.61~
0.75) F1 0.66(95%CI 0.56~0.77) , Mi s AR 4 F A
GRS BAEN I AUC 4 0.76 (95%CI 0.69~
0.83) , FESUEAEH R 0.68(95%CI 0.57~0.79) , X
e WA B2 AR 4 24 A8 TN AR 8 5 BhVA T Je BB
cCRARAE T H EAWENE, IFHBEEIRIKSE
FIANA , TR 4 e P A5 2032 T, 3% T cCR A9 54

W EA EEIRE X,

PG M98 DNA (circulating tumor DNA, ¢tDNA)
SEWARIE R H AR W DULAR R AME i fE 247 | AT 5K
PR B W) S A R OR R AZ B PR EE AN, S5 48
FATERE , ctDNA A I 75 52 % RS TR0 k7N 5 B
% (minimal residual disease, MRD ) ¥4 55 75 T A& 4%
FEEAEH, DB R i 2 8 ) 2 B R 2E I
& b Jg s g — 00 i BE PR BA S BF X AN A T 119 i
LARC & W T34k 5l Bh oAby 31 1) A 5
ARJG B MK AREA 0T ctDNA IRZS JAYT U A7
Ji Z B T 3R ctDNA R B & MRI 7 AR /i
W CR M AE ™, PR EN &5 T
ctDNA 1 miTRG (H Y H A 5 A 55 19 7 0 14 RE |
IR ctDNA A MEK A MRI FJ DL G- 3th 700000 35 4l
B ARY Y (S RE , 2024 4F ASCO /i ) NICHE2
WF 5 1 Joe 7 B0 2% B 16 191 45 i i He o e R
4 ctDNA PP 524 5 BISEE T pCR, 8 ik E
T MPR {2 B8 B BT PR K
1M AR HT 35 2] «DNA I BR A9 835 1 pCR 2 & i
92% ,MPR %} 70% , iXF W] ctDNA 5 FR % 5%
PHLZ AR BE B UM D6 LA EAFSEYI 6 | ctDNA
AR TR cCR, N W&W RIS 45T 7875 (13E
P e
32 FENBEFSEEAEH

W&W TR B X i Bh i 7 J5 35 3 cCR 1 H W
T BN SRR YA PE TR | R 38 A %5 D) Y B
VIS LASIAS B HFEE 09 cCR, DA b G5 AS 06 211
FARM A BMRAT H 1, Habr-Gama £ 47E 2004 4F
HREHT W&W KIS W&W HE 7 768l B ik 1k
SR E cCR MYFERE b AT IBUS SHE 1T
ARABARLEA T 8%, i HLEG I T g8 B R B bl
SRR SO B A 2 05 A B 50 IE

JEAT W&W 5 W Xt il R I R VS 7E CR A&
HIRWTER, R L cCR AISEELS MR A T 43
W) B IRTTREE A ST R N PE AR A s ]
() By L B3 I 7 i a0 A 2 b R R BB A OGS ]
F AT DI Ao ) i 22 () AR A0, BT 75, b Rg A T
R R A AT BBIA B cCR, MR AR 2020
ESMO 400MO T Il RAF 5T, BARAT T 431 542
Y cCR R Z B A TE BRIk Ak AL LARC
AT A Bk [ A AT RESCEE CR
FEIRYT 1 D T SR A ek iU B O e A
FIERIRIGI TR, X5 cCR RFETHE K,
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TE[R] 28 AR ST v B8 2 Wy 26 | 491 0 B 90 A B0/ 0 7
BB =25y BOmM AR BEIRYT , LLRCINT A
AITERR > A T R R cCR AR -08] PRA Y
[i) [E7) oy e 2 — > SC 8 [ 2 | Burbach 58 A58 %
BI,CRT Jodad 11 A SEATPPAhs, e iR 46 55
Wi PR 3B SR oCR By R, WA S SE 4
i E], LA et B 22 cCR WY

KT R W&W HEWs ) 455, 15 B WL 4% 45155 £
5 % (International Watch & Wait Database, IWWD)
1) — 5T [ s 22 vt T B 5 6 e 32 B il BB 7 IS
B cCR B IE REAT 10, BFsedtgl
A 15 NEZK 47 Fo 1009 BT IR TT W&W
g, Hoh 880 Bl H 3R cCR(87%) , Pk
VimtIa] 3.3 4,2 4R 2R E LR 25.2% ,
1 97% MIENE KR, H 88%KAETE2EN, KT
cCR A AT igg A JK A U, e 1) — L [
P2 D WFFETIT K 1 IR T HI T A bR AR O 8 2 4y
(immune score of biopsy, ISB) , fE8 W&W EL7 7 &
BRI A A= bR S Y WESEALAN A 249
PR W&W KBS cCR &, Z5RKY ISB ™
1A BURTE R OPR, 7R T I RS E i s Y
HOINA ISB AT Sk 35 £ 5 % T DO Al B IA 7 45 AR 3
Jri BB A2 e mEIE A e A% (] B BsF T F) OO 2L RE R
IESE T ISB 7E I cCR Y BLUS BUWAN A, #%
AT 0 AR KUK, BB AT WW L, DL RAR
AN (] e 95 52 2B 30 [ i B %) )7 SR e

4 FARKHBE

G0 Ao 7 B DR AR I TR DD R A AT B R B2 AR T
RO LARCIRIT I — RCHE , B BRI HOR
AIAWTREA , AR B i f ) Fn s | 5 A 1
EAWRAR, 2 I 58RI BN R
BRI LA ] g ) E R Ty T T g B A v
PRSI 2 em BYIR I UL MR BEE T ARG B
W9 O% BR 2 B (R B By 25

FETIHIEBE = R4 i AN WA 2 IR LARC
TR F AR 2 2P C AR BIRIE, BT IR AT AR X
AR S AR B G VIR AR (low anterior resection,
LAR) K JETMI K . LAR JEAEH & TME I Y i
b PR BR T TS QWU AS S5 i AR D7 =X, i
MBISMRIE ) Z B e R E e TR, |
5 5% F 7K (laparoscopic surgery, LS) XT T J&) # # 4
PR A RO, AT 1 BR Al T IR T AR A A 1))

PR, A A T LT 88 B OR B AR S AT T REIK S, JF:
il B s 88 AT S AL ST IR T AR 2 Ay K01 2R
Friss-sol T4k A 22 P TR B Y SR FUR A
BIAYT I3 K, SNBHEE A XA B T PR AT A RS
W B , & 7E Wi A R RBR A U Tl 25
4.1 ZFELHAETIBRA

2245 L WLIE TTBR R (intersphincteric resection,
ISR ) A& B X5 KA 1 9 22 1 1 FR A I R =X, A
1994 4FH Schiessel %7 K H . Rullier 31K
35 P9 g ) 7 TR R BE AR, B e o3 T ~
IV #Y (Bordeaux), I BRI ATAE LAY I AU iR ATAE
BT BY S A8 N B IV B Sy 22 T AE R 5 AR AT g
NTAI B 2k /9 02 &, ATHF ISR 23 o (I 4x | 4
PRPIER , %50 404 191 262 Y [ JBR PR A 58 26 B I
MEE(T~MA)SHAEH (T ABHLE ISR K5
1 5 4R KB DFS KA 225 I3 Bordeaux?
R e FAREARDI AR AEAF TS R Saito 1)
4N 228 il ISR B FH W B AR A IF LRI, &
TS5 AR AT IR ARG PE VT B 5 3 4R F S 4R Ry JR)
R R AN 5.8%H 6.7%, BALGIE 2
I & W 9 #36 R (abdominoperineal resection,
APR) %,

REAEMT IR, B h B Y7 s i 18 44l 35
W 2 B E RGO AT L2y, R A BT 432 APR
(0 8B AT ISR I AT ARAS AR BLAY FiS () (HAREL T
LAR, ISR ] 687" A= T A% B2 9 HE (5 T e < 101 32 461
AR TRD AL 5 1) e R G S R T R s 25 A8 )t 7
i1, ISR ZH T BN BE 5 0 AR 2048 LAR dH iy o)
BT, ARJ5HME DI REZ U2 1 29 1SR AR
7 A EZL N 5K DA AT T 2012 4F F 4
WAL B S T VI BRI RE P - AT F K (conformal
sphincter—preservation operation, CSPO) , CSPO A H?
AR N ANE L IVEE | R T BE 22 A IR 2 R IE Sy
ELBELE A | RS A5 29 LRI Bl 2450407 , ORAIE R 4
MATTTZIAE , 2020 4FIFJEHY CSPO [l B AIF 7S 4
A 102 Bl SR AL CSPO RJA Wexner P70
YIER 5.9 47, AR VIBRZEGAE (low anterior
resection syndrome, LARS) #4935 K 29.2 43, MIE T
WEAERY ISR i, H 3 4FREE KRN 2%, #2
71 CSPO AT LAAT DAy [ Fsf Dk Jif I 2 2 e P DA B 55
AR E ARG LT RE R — A T B PR AR 2,
42 ZRA2EHBRETR

H SR I8 N 85 T K (natural orifice transluminal
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endoscopic surgery, NOTES ) #% ¥ 24 f 1] T AR i 2¢
W B bR, Be i KRBT ARG B AWk,
PR 2 AT AT AR FZT N B B R iy Ko
K AN E % ZBEVIBR (transanal total mesorectal
excision, taTME)*ft@jéﬁzﬁﬁi[“]o taTME & SN
H M LA TME B FAR X, &5l
Hh RN A 25 3 BT R L) TME SR 2
Heald W HAT R AEJBA T TREEE ., K5HE
i 58 TME (laparoscopic TME, LapTME ) H T4 il 2%
PR PR 78 B v IR B S RE P RS
KA 8 I B Y1 4% (circumferential resection margin,
CRM) FHPEFIA 2 2 RIEYIBR | 3 80m R & %
(6.1% ) Al L TFIE R (34.0%) 1), 2019 4E—Ti
LT 2% 4 [ R i 1 5 B I B 0 UIMYE O 1 Y
W52 K& B, taTME 51458 LapTME 9 CRM FHE R
ZRIEGFEE X (4.3%H 4.0%) , (A H P #TFIE
FHBALT LapTME (1.5%Lt 8.6%, P<0.001)'®,
X AT LapTME [RIXERY B35 | taTME BE BT 45 M 2
e R NIRRT 1 DU - S sl o S A A =
AT ORUEG IS Mg U2, A ARG AR AT AR 42
PETF AR g 2 2 A OB

LAESR | [ AN Z A 55 Y £ B 1aTME 19 8
Wi 2 25 BT e 7, — Ik A 23 DEK A
GIE N, AT COLOR I ik 56 r A A5 &1 ik
7% W) M 9 IR e R1 VIR % taTME 78 KA
LI RERA R T = Y RO VIBR % (97.3% ) , AR
R AL R (3.3%) 1), BEJE — TN A 1283 1]
o E B E ST IR I taTME A9 CRM BHM: R AY
H2.8%, 2022 4 HEE A BIE I aTME 5
LapTME FL37 2014 22 oL BEHLA BRIKS TalaR-
01 WFFE &5 SR, W& BIAR /AR G I K AE &
BT RIS R E RGBS R
taTME BE 5 B FLAR TR Ba i M 4R 15 R 4F b g U1
BR? M3TF LapTME, taTME AR AIREARZAT ]
B AT LoD AR 0 xR G Shg 2 Bl
W AR FER IR 22 7T, R A 6 A = kie
U —TOULEE P BB 9 6 BH | 222 0 2% 14 9
BIERREARAT RAF I F AT, FL 3 4 RFL DFS %
H 78% ,0S FH 93% , CRM FHIER K 8% Thitk
B R R TalaR-01 WFREHMIE T 3 4F AR VIS
Jay, Hegb it — 2 R @TME 4117 3 4F DFS RN
82.1%(95%CI 78.4%~85.8% ) , %} L. LapTME 41 11
79.4%(95%CI 75.6%~83.4%) , iKE|AEL &L

X — B IIESE taTME 7€ 3 4F DFS J7 i 5 LapTME
AR 2 A 30, BLIESETT Y COLOR I I PRAFF 5T /&
— I F1EXT H taTME 5 LapTME 391 505 () [ B
Z L BEHLXT B S0 A8 15 5 ok B BN taTME
PEHETE 5020 AR IE B= 22 TR 3 |
4.3 HBAFAK

B TR — EAEIE SR ARIE I AR A PRI R
MIRTEE IR B FE R M, R ESTTIE
FAR I E G HLAF N E AT 19 & & 2006 FAL
e NEFBY T B LAR ARUHE s | E s an
A 6 Bl HR A 55 B AR S5 D e = 1%
B 5 E AR S e fERAE B sl LSS AR
S Re SR RS i 1 = ZE AR, IS A T LS TR HE AR
HF RS, HaibLas N B AR I A8 18 H
iKY AT A 48 (Da Vinci surgical system, DVSS) , HA
S FELE RS AE s RS Be RS B R
HEERAE X BN A TR MR XT3 2 8 i
B A Iy AR B e JR R U, HLER A TR
(robotic surgery, RS) ¥ AT L # RS {1 =
A AR AT A RE 7, (A5 T G b TR 1) R R A ) 4
Fa RN /D B R ISR BA R AT RE X EERYT S
o BE K Jo R 4R A T B 25 (R 5 St R OU RS,
A Bl N AT T G b ¢ AR 29 ILIR) 43 25 [ B o A
FIF B AW A 10 AERe/N2S (8] () B4 [

Bl N5 B B 1697 09 I R AR 2 200
I RIFFRUESE ) —Hi i 10 PMEZ 29 b2
5 ROLARR WX R, ZEHMRETF AR RS M
LS MR BT IE % CRM BHIER | RIGINREMRE 5
T 0 25 S Y RG24 7 L) 2018 4F—T Meta 43
Mres RFEW RS 5 LS (1) CRM BHPEHR 22 7 41T
5 X, R RS 55 LS HA BRI A I i 0
Bl 5 5 — 15 £ 0 REAL i B8 A 1171 B4 &
TR B R, B RS 5 LS #
IR AL 1 98 B8 T T AR Atk A5 AR
RS LRI (82.9% L 76.8%, P=0.016 ) F1 il &
SEEYIBRH (95.4% b 91.8%, P=0.042) ¥ & T
LS 180 RKHIZE I Ty i, — g A 502 1] 5
[m] Jo PR W 5 25 R R B RS 5 1S #Y 5 4F DFS %
(88.19% Lt 82.46% ) .0S % (90.5% £.79.5% ) 2= 5+
Wi E L2 A RS FEAF R >65 £ TNM
ST ~ T3 A2 B BG T B Ik e
WAL DFS #8578 RS 78 LR i vk i
HAT R METIERIES, HIGTT HE %4
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PERIAG 3 PEI A5 30 T IAIE,

M TRAENLAS ARG = ) e, 8 —
()2 > 28 N FARERAE R OG5 1S fir gk
PR B34 2024 4 3 H | H Intuitive Surgical
Oy A HE Y da Vineis HLE8 A &R o3k 45 95 [ 2 5
2y I EH R, T A LS AR
G5, da Vinci5 51 A T 2Z J1 IR IIEE , #0575 il
T A 0 e TR R R AR 2 R RN T
TG vlK b st RS A AR AN T RS 19— K2
H. B da Vinci5 I R H 0932 877 & | M #
Ko B Z A MG RS MARGE , BWIFHFA
SR T AR LA U P 2 E
4.4 FiBEEBMBEIYIR

H 17 5 YT BR K (local excision, LE) 4% 28
AT EAL T JR 3 UIBR AR (transanal excision, TAE) |
ZATTT BT BRI BR R (transanal endoscopic
microsurgery, TEM ) A1 22 T[] 5 8] R (transanal
minimally invasive surgery, TAMIS) , FARAL]I R
PR R ok ARA T X sk B 5 v 1 R AR SR s b Bk
A 7 A LG 20 SRR AR R AT YA D17k
B T W1 s B ITAER 15935 T BhisyT
R R, T2 BB 1% I IR AR A5G 7 AR 40
W], fes S BT LE BIMLS . HOAR R
T B B VAR IT (AR A AT IR YT A ) S
PR R DRI B ORE F AR, RIE
CCH B 98 0 8 B R T S S R LA SR v [ & 4 3t
PL(2024 W) YHESE , R EB VTR AT H] T3 CR 1Y A&
H ARG R EAFTERR B S S 2 (W yeT =T, 1
FARAT AR I | ED Ak 40 MR 280 TR IR R A Tk
Tk P2 R MR 2E | 5 CRM BHPERE ) T
N HEFTANRCHE TME FAR M

REAE B9 2B, LE X1 e 207 Bl BhiG 7 iR
A R0 R TR R 0 I AR A R
FR A ARG, 2014 4F—T5 Meta 43T A0 A 7 TiAH
58, T, N, M, 915835 4L, 3 2= 10 421
BT iE SR ) 45 SRR B BNGIT IS LE 5RiA
PEFARZME, B3 SR RHE &K% 0S #(83.75%
e 79.009% ) #1 DFS % (81.89% kb 77.10% ) 2% 5+ 34
TG it=4m L, — il 113 I U F 5%
ACOSOG 76041 X544 A 79 4] TN, 1 & W ¥ i
H, KRB BIGYY 5T LE BESE B 1) pCR
#(44.0%)F1 3 4F DFS % (86.9% )%, FifiJ5 73—
PN 55 B T\, Ny HIEE B9 I3 S 58 (CARTS)

RN EE SR 5 R RFE KR 5% ,DFS
RH 81.6%77),

2020 4 B9 T GRECCAR2 5%, & H Al
KT EWEHHRITIE LE S ki 2 o BEdl
XTHRFSY , A 169 fil T, N, B | B 7E i
LE Fl TME AR =X I RI7TR 245 1AL R0 T 248
R T, 8 LACR BB, Frii Bl fby7 5 LE
R EAANIGT %, (AR Fe 48t LE R
J it BRI IR 2 R A ROrE TME (Y T R E
RAFE R R T S A PN R A 3 BT A 7 AR AN

SR Dot i OR 3 10 F A TP A AR AR O, R
FERIT TR . RFIEAG ALY ae fAE 1
Jo e T, — 0l IR R 2 E R’
1E L ESH R BIG T IS5 4T LE 50 TME B E ARG H %
i e A T T I AL SRR LE ZH AR {d R
R IELE AT REYK & )y K TME 41235
TEEE X BRI QLQ-CR29 K LE AR5 %
R T A1 I B D REK 2 (R D I R A G AR HE(H
UCBURE R PIR ) . BLAh  FEHEPR T ae A Dy fig
Il , LE 41 H BT RE 2R A A9 EL 5115 TME 2170 B4
() 25 5 TG T4 X, WP a5 Rk R | M F
TME 4 ,LE 40 R J5 LARS M & R g 3 % K
(54.4%1t 23.8% ,P<0.01), ik FoE 3B AHEL
T TME R, Binasr et LE BEAREH A
G R AT RE K E G LR 4, X AL T Re A &4
ARG K

5 REERE

Zi LR, AR A LARC ¥ %
“=IGT AR, 2RI R B AR
LARC A7 SR 0 IR K5 v i AR HiT 40 391 F00KS 48 1Y)
Gy F A BAROZSR BRI A R DG R
IBIT REME ) F AR N6 LARC 3RY7 HAR1R
A | B AE DR E g 2 22 4 Pk R 4R T | 3 3 4 4l
BB YT WAL ARG 1 F AR AR N B F AR 546 /N F
AR VELIATT I RE R I KWL, B, LA CR
W&W 4 H I TNT 5§ 21228 835 1R Y7 SR i 1Y
Fif, ¥F MSI-H LARC, S ia 7 B H kg
I % T MSS LARC , W 1% i 7 B & b
W 25 8t = 25 1L ¥ (CAPOX/FOLFOX/XELIRI/
FOLFOXIRI) , 5% & 76 BLIE Al b 5B A S 28 16 77 B
iR IR 45 | fe Rk ik 21 s 52 4R 46 BT cCR 1Y
WAL T BeBr T IR & F-Bh, e adi 624
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