Gastrointestinal Oncology

Baishideng Publishing Group Inc



World Journal of
/(/ (7 4 Gastrointestinal

Contents Monthly Volume 11 Number 10 October 15,2019

Oncology

768

EDITORIAL

Cancer-specific metabolism: Promising approaches for colorectal cancer treatment
Jeong KY

773

788

804

REVIEW

Race, the microbiome and colorectal cancer
Royston KJ, Adedokun B, Olopade OI

Targeted agents for second-line treatment of advanced hepatocellular carcinoma

Personeni N, Pressiani T, Bozzarelli S, Rimassa L

Precision medicine in gastric cancer
Bonelli P, Borrelli A, Tuccillo FM, Silvestro L, Palaia R, Buonaguro FM

830

MINIREVIEWS

Endoscopic management of esophageal cancer
Ahmed O, Ajani JA, Lee JH

842

857

866

877

ORIGINAL ARTICLE
Basic Study

MicroRNA-320a suppresses tumor progression by targeting PBX3 in gastric cancer and is downregulated by

DNA methylation
Li YS, Zou Y, Dai DQ

Retrospective Study

Retrospective review of total neoadjuvant therapy
Babar L, Bakalov V, Abel S, Ashraf O, Finley GG, Raj MS, Lundeen K, Monga DK, Kirichenko AV, Wegner RE

Evaluation of the safety and effectiveness of direct oral anticoagulants and low molecular weight heparin in

gastrointestinal cancer-associated venous thromboembolism
Recio-Boiles A, Veeravelli S, Vondrak J, Babiker HM, Scott AJ, Shroff RT, Patel H, Elquza E, McBride A

Retrospective Cohort Study

Fat clearance and conventional fixation identified ypNO rectal cancers following intermediate neoadjuvant

radiotherapy have similar long-term outcomes
Chen N, Sun TT, Li ZW, Yao YF, Wang L, Wu AW

Jaishidengs WJGO | https://www.wjgnet.com I October 15,2019 | Volume1l | Issue10 |


https://www.wjgnet.com

World Journal of Gastrointestinal Oncology
Volume 11 Number 10 October 15,2019

Contents

Observational Study

887  Acylcarnitine: Useful biomarker for early diagnosis of hepatocellular carcinoma in non-steatohepatitis

patients
Takaya H, Namisaki T, Kitade M, Shimozato N, Kaji K, Tsuji Y, Nakanishi K, Noguchi R, Fujinaga Y, Sawada Y, Saikawa S,

Sato S, Kawaratani H, Moriya K, Akahane T, Yoshiji H

META-ANALYSIS

898  Prognostic and pathological impact of tumor budding in gastric cancer: A systematic review and meta-

analysis
Guo YX, Zhang ZZ, Zhao G, Zhao EH

909  Abnormally expressed circular RNAs as novel non-invasive biomarkers for hepatocellular carcinoma: A

meta-analysis
Jiang YL, Shang MM, Dong SZ, Chang YC

CASE REPORT

925  Gastric submucosa-invasive carcinoma associated with Epstein-Barr virus and endoscopic submucosal

dissection: A case report
Kobayashi Y, Kunogi T, Tanabe H, Murakami Y, Iwama T, Sasaki T, Takahashi K, Ando K, Nomura Y, Ueno N, Kashima S,

Moriichi K, Takei H, Fujiya M, Okumura T

Reishidenge WJGO | https://www.wjgnet.com I October 15,2019 | Volume1l | Issue10 |



Contents

World Journal of Gastrointestinal Oncology
Volume 11 Number 10 October 15,2019

ABOUT COVER

Editorial Board Member of World Journal of Gastrointestinal Oncology, Naciye
Cigdem Arslan, MD, Assistant Professor, Surgeon, Surgical Oncologist,
General Surgery, Istanbul Medipol University, Esenler 34320, Istanbul,
Turkey

AIMS AND SCOPE

The primary aim of World Journal of Gastrointestinal Oncology (WJGO, World |
Gastrointest Oncol) is to provide scholars and readers from various fields of
gastrointestinal oncology with a platform to publish high-quality basic and
clinical research articles and communicate their research findings online.

WJGO mainly publishes articles reporting research results and findings
obtained in the field of gastrointestinal oncology and covering a wide range
of topics including islet cell adenoma, liver cell adenoma, adenomatous
polyposis coli, appendiceal neoplasms, bile duct neoplasms, biliary tract
neoplasms, hepatocellular carcinoma, islet cell carcinoma, pancreatic ductal
carcinoma, cecal neoplasms, colonic neoplasms, colorectal neoplasms,
hereditary nonpolyposis colorectal neoplasms, common bile duct
neoplasms, duodenal neoplasms, esophageal neoplasms, gallbladder
neoplasms, etc.

INDEXING/ABSTRACTING

The W]GO is now indexed in Science Citation Index Expanded (also known as
SciSearch®), PubMed, and PubMed Central. The 2019 edition of Journal Citation
Reports® cites the 2018 impact factor for W]GO as 2.758 (5-year impact factor: 3.220),
ranking WJGO as 52 among 84 journals in gastroenterology and hepatology (quartile in
category Q3), and 131 among 229 journals in oncology (quartile in category Q3).

RESPONSIBLE EDITORS FOR
THIS ISSUE

Responsible Electronic Editor: Lu-Lu Qi

Proofing Production Department Director: Yun-Xiaojian Wu

NAME OF JOURNAL
World Journal of Gastrointestinal Oncology

ISSN
ISSN 1948-5204 (onlinc)

LAUNCH DATE
February 15, 2009

FREQUENCY
Monthly

EDITORS-IN-CHIEF

Monjur Ahmed, Rosa M Jimenez Rodriguez, Pashtoon Murtaza Kasi https:/ /www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/208

EDITORIAL BOARD MEMBERS

https:/ /www.wijgnet.com/1948-5204 / editorialboard.htm

EDITORIAL OFFICE
Jin-Lei Wang, Director

PUBLICATION DATE
October 15, 2019

COPYRIGHT
© 2019 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc

INSTRUCTIONS TO AUTHORS

https:/ /www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/204

GUIDELINES FOR ETHICS DOCUMENTS

https:/ /www.wignet.com/bpg/Gerlnfo /287

GUIDELINES FOR NON-NATIVE SPEAKERS OF ENGLISH

https:/ /www.wijgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo /240

PUBLICATION MISCONDUCT

ARTICLE PROCESSING CHARGE

https:/ /www.wignet.com/bpg/gerinfo/242

STEPS FOR SUBMITTING MANUSCRIPTS

https:/ /www.wjgnet.com/bpg/Gerlnfo/239

ONLINE SUBMISSION

https:/ /www.f6publishing.com

© 2019 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights reserved. 7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA

E-mail: bpgoffice@wijgnet.com https://www.wjgnet.com

Reishidenge WJGO | https://www.wjgnet.com

I October 15,2019 | Volume1l | Issue10 |


mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com

W\J|¢

Submit a Manuscript: https:/ /www.f6publishing.com

DOI: 10.4251/wjgo.v11.i10.857

World Journal of
Gastrointestinal
Oncology

World | Gastrointest Oncol 2019 October 15; 11(10): 857-865

ISSN 1948-5204 (online)

ORIGINAL ARTICLE

Retrospective Study

Retrospective review of total neoadjuvant therapy

Laila Babar, Veli Bakalov, Stephen Abel, Obaid Ashraf, Gene Grant Finley, Moses S Raj, Kristina Lundeen,
Dulabh K Monga, Alexander V Kirichenko, Rodney E Wegner

ORCID number: Laila Babar
(0000-0003-1520-8798); Veli Bakalov
(0000-0002-2472-5546); Stephen Abel
(0000-0003-4956-8900); Obaid Ashraf
(0000-0002-2138-4475); Gene Grant
Finley (0000-0003-1987-1781); Moses
S Raj (0000-0002-4779-33006);
Kristina Lundeen
(0000-0002-3254-1886); Dulabh K
Monga (0000-0002-2242-4643);
Alexander V Kirichenko
(0000-0002-4432-1039); Rodney E
Wegner (0000-0003-2416-3499).

Author contributions: Babar L and
Wegner R designed the study;
Babar L, Bakalov V, and Abel S
performed the statistical analysis;
Babar L wrote the paper; Ashraf O,
Finley GG, Raj MS, Lundeen K,
Monga DK, Kirichenko AV, and
Wegner R contributed to the
scientific review; Wegner R was
the faculty mentor for this project.

Institutional review board
statement: The IRB has reviewed
this information and finds that this
protocol does not fall under the
purview of the IRB as it does not
meet the definition of human
subject research according to the
federal code of regulations: 45 CFR
46.102(f).

Informed consent statement: As
the data used was accessed via a
public national database with
deidentified patients, there was no
need for informed consent.

Conflict-of-interest statement: The
authors have no conflict of interest
to report.

Data sharing statement: Data from
this manuscript will be available

Jaishidengs WJGO | https://www.wjgnet.com 857

Laila Babar, Veli Bakalov, Obaid Ashraf, Department of Internal Medicine, Allegheny General
Hospital, Pittsburgh, PA 15212, United States

Stephen Abel, Alexander V Kirichenko, Rodney E Wegner, Department of Radiation Oncology,
Allegheny General Hospital, Pittsburgh, PA 15212, United States

Gene Grant Finley, Moses S Raj, Kristina Lundeen, Dulabh K Monga, Department of Medical
Oncology, Allegheny General Hospital, Pittsburgh, PA 15212, United States

Corresponding author: Laila Babar, MD, Doctor, Resident Physician, Department of Internal
Medicine, Allegheny General Hospital, 320 E North Ave, Pittsburgh, PA 15212, United States.
laila.babar@ahn.org

Telephone: +1-412-6520419

Abstract

BACKGROUND

Neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy (nCRT) followed by resection and
postoperative multi-agent chemotherapy (maChT) is the standard of care for
locally advanced rectal cancer. Using this approach, maChT administration can
be delayed for several months, leading to concern for distant metastases. To
counteract this, a novel treatment approach known as total neoadjuvant therapy
(TNT) has gained popularity, in which patients receive both maChT and nCRT
prior to resection. We utilized the National Cancer Database to examine temporal
trends in TNT usage, and any potential effect on survival.

AIM
To study the temporal trends in the usage of TNT and evaluate its efficacy
compared to neoadjuvant chemoradiation.

METHODS

We queried the National Cancer Database for patients with locally advanced
rectal cancer, Stage II-11I, from 2004-2015 treated with nCRT or TNT. TNT was
defined as maChT initiated > 90 d prior to nCRT initiation. Overall survival was
calculated from the date of diagnosis to the date of last contact or death using
Kaplan-Meier curves to present the cumulative probability of survival, with log-
rank statistics to assess significance. Multivariable cox regression was used to
identify predictors of survival and propensity score analysis accounted for bias.

RESULTS
We identified 9066 eligible patients, with 8812 and 254 patients receiving
neoadjuvant chemoradiation followed by maChT and TNT, respectively. Nodal
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involvement, stage III disease, and treatment in recent years were predictive of
TNT use. There was greater use of TNT with more advanced stage, specifically >
1 node involved (odds ratio [OR] = 2.88, 95% confidence interval [CI]: 2.11-3.93, P
< 0.01) and stage III disease (OR = 2.88, 95%CI: 2.11-3.93, P < 0.01). From 2010 to
2012 the use of TNT increased (OR = 2.41, 95%CI: 1.27-4.56, P < 0.01) with a
greater increase from 2013 to 2015 (OR = 6.62, 95%Cl: 3.57-12.25, P < 0.01). Both
the TNT and neoadjuvant chemoradiation arms had a similar 5-year survival at
76% and 78% respectively. Multivariable analysis with propensity score
demonstrated that increased age, high comorbidity score, higher grade, African
American race, and female gender had worse overall survival.

CONCLUSION

Our data demonstrates a rising trend in TNT use, particularly in patients with
worse disease. Patients treated with TNT and nCRT had similar survival.
Randomized trials evaluating TNT are underway.

Key words: Total neoadjuvant therapy; Neoadjuvant chemoradiation; Multi-agent
chemotherapy; Locally advanced rectal cancer; National cancer database; Colorectal
cancer; Retrospective review; Gastrointestinal oncology; Temporal trends; Surgical
excision

©The Author(s) 2019. Published by Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights reserved.

Core tip: Total neoadjuvant treatment (TNT) has been gaining favor as the treatment of
choice for rectal carcinoma. It has been linked to better sphincter preservation and
overall improved quality of life. Our study aim was to compare TNT with traditional
chemotherapy and radiation over the last 10 years and evaluate the differences in
outcomes. Our study confirms a rising trend in the of use of TNT especially in patients
diagnosed with locally advanced rectal cancer. Patients treated with TNT had higher
burden of disease but had similar survival outcomes as those treated with traditional
chemotherapy and radiation.

Citation: Babar L, Bakalov V, Abel S, Ashraf O, Finley GG, Raj MS, Lundeen K, Monga DK,
Kirichenko AV, Wegner RE. Retrospective review of total neoadjuvant therapy. World J
Gastrointest Oncol 2019; 11(10): 857-865

URL: https://www.wjgnet.com/1948-5204/full/v11/i10/857.htm

DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.4251/wjgo.v11.110.857

INTRODUCTION

Over the past several years, there have been several advances in the medical and
surgical treatment of locally advanced, stage II and III rectal cancer. With the advent
of total mesorectal excision as well as anal laparoscopic surgeries, treatment options
continue to improve and result in lower rates of local disease recurrence in these
patients. There has also been an ongoing paradigm shift in the approach to
chemoradiation administration. The standard of care for rectal cancer is neoadjuvant
chemoradiotherapy (nCRT) followed by surgery and then postoperative multiagent
chemotherapy based on several randomized trials!"*. A novel approach called total
neoadjuvant therapy (TNT) has recently gained favor whereby patients are given both
nCRT as well as multiagent chemotherapy prior to surgery. TNT use has been
associated with better compliance, decrease in toxicities, and higher rates of anal
sphincter preservation™.

This change in approach has been based on increasing evidence that there is better
quality of life with improved functionality, decreased toxicity, and lower rates of
recurrence with preoperative treatment*’. Patients receiving adjuvant chemotherapy
have delays in the administration of treatment secondary to long postoperative
recovery time and inability to regain their prior functional status. Compliance is an
issue in these patients, and they often do not receive their scheduled chemotherapy or
it is delayed!. Additionally, with the use of TNT, carefully selected patients who have
a clinical complete response can in some instances avoid surgery altogether and
instead be followed with close observation (i.e. “watch and wait approach”)!’l.
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With local disease recurrence rates falling due to the use of total mesorectal
excision, which is a close dissection of the rectum and para rectal lymph nodes within
the mesorectal envelopel!'], there is still an increased concern for distant metastases.
Over 35% of patients treated with the standard therapy for locally advanced rectal
cancer (LARC) have distant recurrence of diseasel'”l. One reason for this is the
presence of micrometastases. As surgery only addresses local disease and potentially
delays the administration of chemotherapy, these micrometastases can result in
distant metastasis. The administration of TNT helps tackle this problem by providing
total systemic treatment prior to surgical resection. It also gives clinicians the ability to
detect patients who do not respond to the treatment in a timely manner!"l.

As such, we queried the National Cancer Database (NCDB) to analyze the trends in
treatment approach towards locally advanced rectal carcinoma and to determine if
there has been a rise in TNT use in recent years. Additionally, we identified the
factors affecting the rate of utilization of TNT and how they correlate with patients
from different socioeconomic strata.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The aim of this study was to use the NCDB to evaluate the trends in treatment options
for LARC, specifically with regards to TNT utilization. The NCDB is a national
database cataloguing approximately 70% of all cancer cases within the United
States!""l. This information is collected from over 1500 cancer treatment centers. This
database details information about patients” demographics, disease, treatment, and
mutations for several cancer subtypes. The data that are submitted to this database
must meet established quality standards and is managed by the Commission on
Cancer of the American College of Surgeons and the American Cancer Society. We
used data extracted from a de-identified NCDB record. This study was exempt from
review by the internal revenue board due to its deidentified and retrospective nature.

We queried the NCDB for patients diagnosed with rectal adenocarcinoma
diagnosed between 2004 and 2014. Patients with stage II and III cancer were included
and the data were analyzed to extract if the treatment modality was TNT or multi-
agent chemotherapy (maChT). TNT entails the administration of induction
chemotherapy as well as chemoradiotherapy prior to surgery, while maChT is
postoperative multiagent chemotherapy, which is given in the adjuvant setting and is
the current standard of care, and is often combined with neoadjuvant chemoradiation
preopl'l. All patients who did not meet the inclusion criteria were excluded, leaving a
total of 9066 patients (Figure 1). We analyzed the patient demographics, clinical
course, treatment modalities, and survival outcome among our patient population.
The patient characteristics used for analysis were age, gender, insurance status,
income, facility location and type, tumor stage, treatment modality, and nodal stage.

Overall survival (OS) was calculated using the date of diagnosis and the last contact
or death. This data were then analyzed using Kaplan-Meier curves for cumulative
probability of survival. Log rank statistics were employed to assess for statistical
significance between the two groups. Multivariate cox regression was used to identify
factors associated with OS. The P value was set at < 0.005.

Multivariable cox regression was done for OS considering the treatment, stage,
facility type, location, education status, age, gender, insurance type, race, comorbidity
score, mean household income, age distribution, and year of diagnosis. The odds
ratios (ORs) for the two groups, those who underwent TNT and those were treated
with conventional neoadjuvant treatment, were reported with a 95% confidence
interval (CI) along with the corresponding type 1 error (P-value). To account for any
potential biases within the two treatment arms, propensity score analysis was used.

RESULTS

Using the eligibility criteria defined above, our final study population consisted of
9066 patients [5648 men (62%), 3418 women (38%)]. These patients were separated on
the basis of the treatment they received: 8812 patients received nCRT and 254 patients
received TNT from 2004 to 2015. Of the cohort, 3694 patients had stage II disease and
5372 had stage III disease with 2525 patients having > 1 node positive (Figure 1). The
majority of patients were less than age 65 and had private payer insurance. A
summary of the clinical and demographics of our study population are in Table 1.
There was greater use of TNT with more advanced stage, specifically > 1 node
involved (OR = 2.88, 95%CI: 2.11-3.93, P < 0.01) and stage III disease (OR = 2.88,
95%ClI: 2.11-3.93, P < 0.01). From 2010 to 2012, the use of TNT increased (OR = 2.41,
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Rectal cancer patients treated
between 2004-2015 (7 = 334053) Excluded (7 = 243938)

Stage O, I, IV or NR (7 = 107202)

No neoadjuvant treatment (7 = 34324)
No XRT or non EBRT (7 = 1367)
Non-pelvic XRT (7 = 4303)

Stage II-III rectal cancer Non definitive XRT (7 = 4971)

Excluded (7 = 14750)

XRT before chemo (7 = 1068)

No multi agent chemo or no chemo (18574)
Less than 3 months follow up or NR (1406)

(n = 30115)

Stage II-III rectal cancer

(7 = 9066)
Stage II-III rectal cancer receiving Stage II-III rectal cancer treated with
TNT(7 = 30115) standard neoadjuvant
(n = 8812)

Figure 1 Flow chart for filtering data.

95%Cl: 1.27-4.56, P < 0.01) with a greater increase from 2013 to 2015 (OR = 6.62,
95%Cl: 3.57-12.25, P < 0.01) (Table 1). The 5-year survival for both treatment arms was
similar at 76% and 78%, respectively. Multivariable analysis found age > 58, higher
income, urban location, academic treatment facility, and lower co-morbidity score as
predictors for worse OS. Propensity score matching demonstrated increased age,
higher comorbidity score, higher tumor grade, African American race, and gender as
predictive of worse OS.

DISCUSSION

Colorectal cancer is the fourth highest occurring cancer in the United States and is the
second leading cause of cancer-related deaths as per the Surveillance, Epidemiology,
and End Results datal'”!. Patients with locally advanced rectal carcinoma, which
includes patients with T2 or T3 disease with or without nodal involvement, benefit
from a multidisciplinary treatment approach. These patients are treated with
multiagent chemotherapy, radiation, and surgery to decrease the incidence of local
and systemic recurrence. The German Rectal Cancer Study compared neoadjuvant
and adjuvant chemotherapy and found improved outcomes with neoadjuvant
chemotherapy!. This can be done in the form of a long course of chemoradiotherapy,
a short course radiotherapy or TNT.

When TNT adjuvant chemotherapy is moved to the neoadjuvant setting and given
preoperatively, it improves compliance, decreases treatment-associated toxicity, and
results in tumor down staging leading to better sphincter preservation!'*'"l.
Randomized clinical trials have demonstrated that there is no benefit to adjuvant
chemotherapy in LARC and its use does not improve outcomes in patients with stage
II and III disease who receive chemoradiation in the neoadjuvant setting!’-*l. The
EORTC 22921 trial was conducted to evaluate the utility of adjuvant chemotherapy in
patients with T3-T4 tumors, and it found that there was no additional benefit of
giving adjuvant chemotherapy to patients who had been treated with neoadjuvant
chemoradiation”l. Patients who underwent adjuvant chemotherapy showed poor
compliance with only 43%-73.6% of them receiving the planned doses and an overall
delay of over 18 wk in receiving systemic therapy!’. They also had higher incidence of
chemotherapy related toxicity and poor surgical outcomes!*.. Prior studies have
shown that over 10%-25% of patients receiving neoadjuvant chemotherapy have
complete pathological response, which is an established predictor of improved
survivall'**! (Table 2).

In light of these findings, the use of alternate treatment strategies such as TNT is
gaining favor and its use is becoming increasingly common. Our data showed an
increase in recent years in the use of TNT, which coincided with the initiation of
several clinical trials evaluating the outcomes of using TNT over traditional CRT. The
number of patients treated with TNT was small in our dataset, however, this was to
be expected as it was compiled over 10 years from 2004 to 2015, and TNT use is a
rather recent phenomenon. Our data showed a rising trend in TNT use, with patients
diagnosed from 2013 to 2015 having the highest frequency of use. We expect this use
to further increase as more data about benefits of TNT over traditional treatment
comes to light.
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Table 1 Comparative use of total neoadjuvant treatment vs conventional neoadjuvant treatment approach by baseline characteristics in

patients receiving treatment for rectal adenocarcinoma

Characteristic TNT, n=254 (%) Conventional neoadjuvant treatment, n=8812 (%) OR  95%CI P value
Sex

Male 151 (59) 5497 (62) 1 Ref

Female 103 (41) 3315 (38) 113  0.88-1.46 0.34
Race

White 205 (81) 7757 (88) 1 Ref

African American 22 (8) 624 (7) 133  0.85-2.09 0.21
Other 27 (11) 431 (5) 237 1.57-3.58 < 0.0001
Comorbidity score

0 224 (88) 7175 (81) 1 Ref

1 27 (11) 1366 (16) 0.63  0.42-0.95 0.026
22 3(1) 271 (3) 035 0.11-1.11 0.08
Insurance

Not Insured 9(3) 417 (5) 1 Ref

Private Payer 178 (70) 5313 (60) 155 0.79-3.05 0.20
Government 63 (25) 2981 (34) 0.98  0.48-1.98 0.95
Unrecorded 4(2) 101 (1) 1.84 0.55-6.08 0.32
Education %

>29 39 (15) 1262 (14) 1 Ref

20 to 28.9 53 (21) 2231 (25) 0.77  0.51-1.17 0.22

14 t0 19.9 84 (33) 2960 (34) 092 0.62-1.35 0.66
Locations

Metro 209 (82) 6915 (78) 1 Ref

Urban 16 (6) 1474 (17) 036  0.22-0.60 0.0001
Rural 4(2) 207 (2) 0.64 0.24-1.74 0.38
Unrecorded 25 (10) 216 (2) 3.83 248592 < 0.0001
Income, United States dollars

< 30000 25 (10) 1391 (16) 1 Ref

30000 to 35000 37 (15) 2086 (24) 0.99  0.59-1.65 0.96
35000 to 45999 53 (20) 2510 (29) 117 0.73-1.90 0.51

> 46000 139 (55) 2773 (31) 279  1.81-4.29 < 0.0001
Distance to treatment facility, miles

<85 82 (32) 3561 (41) 1 Ref

>85 172 (68) 5205 (59) 144 1.10-1.87 0.0079
Age distribution in yr

<65 208 (82) 6734 (76) 1 Ref

> 65 46 (18) 2078 (24) 072 0.52-0.99 0.04
Year of diagnosis

2004-2006 11 (4) 1125 (13) 1 Ref

2007-2009 19 (7) 2256 (26) 0.86 0.41-1.82 0.69
2010-2012 73 (29) 3097 (35) 241 1.27-456 0.0068
2013-2015 151 (59) 2334 (26) 6.62 3.57-1225  <0.0001
Stage grouping

2 50 (20) 3644 (41) 1 Ref

3 204 (80) 5168 (59) 2.88 211-3.93 < 0.0001
Nodes

0 170 (67) 5277 (60) 1 Ref

1 25 (10) 1089 (12) 071  0.47-1.09 0.12

TNT: Total neoadjuvant therapy.

Our study was a large analysis of multi-institutional data to compare the use of
conventional chemoradiation with TNT. Due to the large sample size in this database,
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Table 2 Different surgery/chemoradiation protocols used per standard guidelines

Treatment type Protocol used

nCRT 50-55Gy/25-28 fx with concurrent 5-fluorouracil (5-FU) or capecitabinel

Post-op MaChT Excisional surgery followed by postoperative (i.e. adjuvant) chemotherapy with 5-FU based regimens1
TNT 25-35Gy/5 fx followed by CAPOX or FOLFOX chemotherapy

InCRT and MaChT are usually used in conjunction with each other in traditional chemoradiation therapy. nCRT: Neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy;
MaChT: Multi-agent chemotherapy; TNT: Total neoadjuvant therapy.

we were afforded the statistical power to conduct retrospective analyses of different
treatment strategies. Our analysis of the NCDB database showed that there has been
an increase in TNT use and this trend has been increasing in recent years. This trend
was most apparent in patients with stage III disease (Figure 2).

The total number of patients who received TNT is comparatively much lower than
the number of patients undergoing CRT, which was a possible limitation of our study.
However as prospective data matures, we will see a greater number of patients being
treated with TNT. There were limitations to our study, as the data collected by NCDB
is retrospective; thus selection biases certainly existed. To counteract this possible
bias, propensity score adjustment was performed. Second, as NCDB is coded, there is
potential for incomplete coded or miscoded variables, which may have impacted our
results and some statistics. One such variable is the incidence of colorectal cancer
divided by gender. Per the Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End Results data, men
have a slightly increased lifetime risk of developing colorectal cancer (4.5%) compared
to women (4.15%). This difference in risk may explain why as per the NCDB database,
roughly 60% of our population was male compared to approximately 40% women. It
is imperative to note that although the NCDB accounts for cancer treatment all over
the United States, only about 70% of the patients treated for cancer are entered into
the database; this may also explain why our population had a higher percentage of
male patients.

In conclusion, this study was significant, despite its limitations, as it was a large-
scale analysis of treatment selection for more than 70% of patients diagnosed with
rectal cancer from 2004 to 2015 in the United States. It showed an increase in the use of
TNT, concordant with current research demonstrating its benefits over the use of
conventional neoadjuvant chemoradiation. The rate of use of TNT has been steadily
increasing and is most prevalent in patients diagnosed with LARC in recent years. As
clinical trials studying the use of TNT near completion, the benefits of this approach
are becoming more widely accepted and the use of TNT is increasing.
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Figure 2 Line graph comparing use of total neoadjuvant therapy and neoadjuvant radiation from 2004 to 2014.

ARTICLE HIGHLIGHTS

Research background

Locally advanced rectal cancer (LARC) treatment has been evolving for several years,
specifically to improve standard of living after treatment. Total neoadjuvant treatment (TNT) has
been gaining favor in recent years as it allows for better sphincter preservation and an overall
improved quality of life. Our study analyzes the use of TNT over a 10-year period and compares
the overall survival (OS) to that of patients treated with traditional neoadjuvant chemoradiation.

Research motivation

The focus of our study was to evaluate the OS in patients with LARC when treated with either
TNT or traditional chemoradiation. It compared the two modes of treatment, which will help
clinicians decide between the two modalities. It also sets up the stage for ongoing and future
clinical trials that aim to study the benefit of using one modality over the other.

Research objectives

The main objective of our research was to analyze differences in OS in patients treated with TNT
or traditional chemoradiation. We did not find a statistically significant difference in OS between
the two modalities. An equivocal OS allows researchers to further design clinical trials
comparing both treatment options prospectively and establish stronger guidelines that will
further help clinicians decide what treatment will benefit their patients most.

Research methods

This was a retrospective review of data extracted from the national cancer database. We queried
the National Cancer Data Base to find patients with LARC, stages II and III, who were treated
with either TNT or traditional chemoradiotherapy. The standard of care, currently, utilizes a
combination of adjuvant chemoradiation and surgery, followed by postoperative multi-agent
chemotherapy. We analyzed the differences in OS between the two arms as our primary goal.
For our secondary goal, we established what patient characteristics were likely to be associated
with TNT use. These characteristics included age, race, gender and comorbidity score.

Research results

Using univariate and multivariate cox regressions, we analyzed our data for both primary and
secondary goals. There was no statistically significant difference in OS between the two arms.
We also found that patients with stage III disease, higher nodal involvement or treatment within
recent years were more likely to have been treated with TNT. Patients in both arms had poor OS
with higher comorbidity score, older age, African American race and female gender. Our results
further solidify the theory that TNT is non inferior to traditional chemoradiotherapy, and thus
must be studied in more detail with prospective trials.

Research conclusions

OS is similar in patients treated with either TNT or traditional chemoradiation. TNT has been
associated with better quality of life. As OS is similar to that of neoadjuvant chemoradiation,
using TNT may be preferable, to allow for a better standard of living. The 5-year OS is similar for
both TNT and traditional chemoradiation. First, in patients with LARC, TNT and neoadjuvant
chemoradiation have similar rates of OS. Second, TNT use may be linked to a better quality of
life however more studies are needed in this area. There were no new methods as this was a
retrospective review of a national database. There was no new phenomenon found as this was a
retrospective analysis of an existing database. We queried the database to establish differences in
OS for patients treated with two different chemoradiation protocols. Our retrospective analysis
showed that the rate of OS was equivocal in patients treated with either TNT or traditional
chemoradiation. It will allow clinicians and researchers to further compare the two modalities
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and may increase the treatment options available to patients suffering from LARC.

Research perspectives

New techniques that allow for radiation treatment to be completed prior to surgery, such as
TNT, have yielded non- inferior results and therefore must be studied in greater detail. Future
research should aim to conduct prospective clinical trials comparing TNT to traditional
chemoradiation. This will help clinicians better decide what treatment is best suited to their
patient population. Clinical trials exploring the survival, quality of life and toxicities associated
with both TNT and neoadjuvant chemoradiation will help further the research in this field and
provide concrete answers to many of the questions raised.
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