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Abstract
Background Digestive tract reconstruction is required after the surgical resection of a colorectal malignant tumor. Some 
patients may have concomitant anastomotic complications, such as anastomotic stenosis with fistula (ASF), postoperatively. 
Therefore, we evaluated the efficacy and safety of endoscopic fully covered self-expandable metal stent and homemade vac-
uum sponge-assisted drainage (FSEM-HVSD) for the treatment of ASF following the radical resection of colorectal cancer.
Methods Patients treated with FESM-HVSD were prospectively analyzed and followed up for ASF following colorectal 
cancer treatment in our medical center from 2017 to 2021 for the observation and evaluation of its safety and efficacy.
Results Fifteen patients with a mean age of 55.80 ± 11.08 years were included. Nine patients (60%) underwent protective 
ileostomy. All 15 patients were treated with endoscopic FSEM-HVSD. The median time from the index operation to the ini-
tiation of FSEM-HVSD was 80 ± 20.34 days in patients who underwent protective ileostomy versus 11.4 ± 4.4 days in those 
who did not. The average number of endoscopic treatments per patient was 5.70 ± 1.25 times. The mean length of hospital 
stay was 27.60 ± 4.43 days. FSEM-HVSD treatment was successful in 13 patients, and no patients had any complications. 
The follow-up time was 1 year. Twelve of 15 (80%) patients achieved prolonged clinical success after FSEM-HVSD treat-
ment, 1 experienced anastomotic tumor recurrence and underwent surgery again, and 1 patient required balloon dilation for 
anastomotic stenosis recurrence.
Conclusions FSEM-HVSD is an effective, safe, and minimally invasive treatment for ASF following colorectal cancer treat-
ment. This technique could be the preferred treatment strategy for patients with ASF.

Keywords Endoscopy · Anastomotic complications · Anastomotic stenosis · Anastomotic fistula · Self-expandable metal 
stent · Homemade vacuum sponge

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is among the most frequently diag-
nosed cancers and a leading cause of cancer-related death 
worldwide. The incidence of CRC is continuously increas-
ing, and patients are tending to be younger [1–3]. Surgery is 
the primary treatment for patients with non-metastatic CRC. 
Because it involves reconstruction of the digestive tract, 

surgery for CRC is associated with multiple types of post-
operative anastomotic complications that are characterized 
by high morbidity and mortality and can increase the risk 
of postoperative recurrence and negatively affect long-term 
prognosis [4]. Common postoperative anastomotic compli-
cations include anastomotic bleeding, fistula, leakage, and 
stenosis, with varying incidence of 1.8–19.8% [5, 6]. The 
incidence of anastomotic fistula and anastomotic stenosis 
are reportedly 1.8–10.4% and 2.5–19.5%, respectively [7, 8].

Treatment options for postoperative anastomotic com-
plications are surgical or conservative. With technologi-
cal advances, endoscopic surgery is being increasingly 
used, primarily including endoscopic metal clipping, self-
expandable metallic stent (SEMS) placement, fibrin glue 
injection, and endoscopic vacuum-assisted therapy (EVT) 
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[9, 10]. The endoscopic treatment of anastomotic stenotic 
complications mainly includes temporary SEMS place-
ment, endoscopic incision, and balloon dilatation [11]. 
Moreover, endoscopy is an increasingly popular mini-
mally invasive technique for the treatment of anastomotic 
complications.

However, the effectiveness of single endoscopic treat-
ment is often unsatisfactory, possibly owing to the com-
plexity of anastomotic complications such as anastomotic 
stenosis with fistula (ASF) [12] and anastomotic obstruc-
tion complicated by multiple fistula [13] as well as the 
potential requirement for multiple treatments of varying 
therapeutic effects. No large-scale study has validated the 
appropriateness of the current treatment guidelines for the 
treatment of this rare and complex anastomotic compli-
cation. Therefore, safe, effective, and minimally invasive 
first-line treatment regimens are needed.

In our medical center, based on minimally invasive 
treatment for CRC, we adopted endoscopic technology to 
treat postoperative anastomotic complications. This study 
evaluated the efficacy and safety of endoscopic FSEM-
HVSD in the treatment of postoperative ASF after the 
radical resection of CRC.

Materials and methods

Data source

Patients who underwent FSEM-HVSD treatment for post-
operative anastomotic stenosis with fistula in the Depart-
ment of Gastrointestinal Surgery of Wuhan Union Hospital 
in 2017–2021 were prospectively analyzed and followed 
up. The study protocol was reviewed and approved by the 
Ethics Committee and Institutional Review Committee of 
Wuhan Union Hospital (No.2018-S377). All patients pro-
vided written informed consent, and all procedures were 
performed in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.

Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Patients diagnosed with ASF after CRC surgery and 
treated with FSEM-HVSD were enrolled. The inclusion 
criteria were as follows: (1) anastomotic stenosis con-
comitant with obvious anastomotic fistula; and (2) occult 
anastomotic fistula found after treatment for anastomotic 
stenosis. The exclusion criteria were as follows: (1) abnor-
mal coagulation; (2) severe anastomotic leakage, obvious 
infection, and unstable vital signs; and (3) refusal to be 
treated with endoscopic FSEM-HVSD.

Data collection

The collected patient information included age, sex, body 
mass index (BMI), time of diagnosis, primary tumor loca-
tion, neoadjuvant therapy, preventive stoma, anastomotic 
location (distance from anal margin), stenosis length, anas-
tomotic fistula diameter, number of endoscopic treatments, 
length of hospital stay, and adverse events during treatment, 
including high fever, severe bleeding, perforation, and stent 
displacement.

Technical success was defined as successful FSEM-
HVSD treatment at the anastomotic site. Clinical success 
was defined as symptom relief, unobstructed recovery of 
stenosis and anastomotic fistula closure without major com-
plications, and no recurrence during follow-up. Early clinical 
success refers to the absence of recurrence within 1 month 
from admission to successful treatment. Long-term success 
was defined as the absence of recurrence or repeated treat-
ment of anastomosis within 1 year of follow-up after suc-
cessful treatment.

Homemade vacuum sponge creation

The homemade vacuum sponge was created of ordinary 
stomach tube (14–16 Fr), artificial dermis sponge, and non-
absorbable sutures. First, 4–5 side holes were cut 3–4 cm 
from the end of the stomach tube to facilitate drainage. 
Second, the size of the anastomotic fistula was evaluated 
endoscopically, and the artificial dermis sponge that could 
cover the area of the fistula was cut out. Subsequently, the 
cut sponge was wrapped around the end of the stomach tube 
with a side hole and fixed with non-absorbable sutures. 
Finally, to increase the contact area between the artificial 
dermis sponge and the anastomotic fistula, an annular inci-
sion is made on the fixed artificial dermis sponge at a dis-
tance of 3–5 mm. Do not cut through the device. Following 
its production, the endoscopic implantation was performed 
(Fig. 1).

Endoscopic surgical techniques

For the transanal endoscopic examination of the area 
around the anastomosis, we checked for anastomotic ste-
nosis and anastomotic fistula. After a final diagnosis of 
ASF was made, the distance between the fistula and the 
stenosis was first observed, while the space between them 
was subsequently assessed to check whether a homemade 
vacuum sponge could be fitted. If the space was adequate, 
the homemade vacuum sponge was routinely placed at 
the anastomotic fistula and examined endoscopically. 
After sponge placement, the guide wire was used to pass 
through the narrow section of the anastomosis under X-ray 
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monitoring. After the guide wire was passed through the 
narrow section of the anastomosis, it was fixed and the 
recyclable fully covered SEMS (MTN-CG-G; Micro-Tech 
Co., Ltd., Nanjing, China) was released under guide wire 
and X-ray guidance.

If the space around the anastomotic fistula was too 
small to accommodate the homemade vacuum sponge, 
we first placed a fully covered SEMS, identified a space 
around the anastomotic fistula to place the homemade 
vacuum sponge, removed the fully covered SEMS, placed 
the homemade vacuum sponge at the anastomotic fistula, 
and subsequently re-inserted the fully covered SEMS. 
The homemade vacuum sponge was replaced once every 
5 days, and the fully covered SEMS was removed and pre-
served. The homemade vacuum sponge drained for 2 days, 
and the recovered SEMS was subsequently placed in the 
narrow section of the anastomosis.

The condition of the anastomosis was inspected regu-
larly, and the diameter of the anastomotic fistula and the 
stenosis were observed. If the anastomotic fistula was closed, 
we checked whether the stenosis was relieved. If stenosis 
persisted, the fully covered SEMS was used further. All 
procedures were performed by skilled endoscopic surgeons 
(Fig. 2).

Treatment outcomes and follow‑up

Detailed anastomotic changes were recorded for each patient 
after each treatment. After successful FSEM-HVSD treat-
ment, all patients were followed up for at least 12 months. 
Clinic visits were scheduled for 3, 6, and 12 months postop-
erative to check for recurrence and whether long-term clini-
cal success was achieved.

Statistical analysis

All statistical calculations were performed using SPSS ver-
sion 22.0 (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA). Quantitative variables 
are described as arithmetic mean and standard deviation, 
while qualitative variables are expressed as raw numbers, 
proportions, and percentages.

Results

Demographic and clinical data

The 15 included patients included 12 men and 3 women. 
The mean patient age and BMI were 55.80 ± 11.08 years 
and 24.68 ± 2.00, respectively. Ten patients underwent radi-
cal resection of rectal cancer, 5 underwent radical resection 
of sigmoid colon cancer, 9 received neoadjuvant chemora-
diotherapy, and 10 underwent primary protective ileostomy. 
The mean distance between ASF and the anal margin was 
7.5 ± 2.37 cm; 3 patients had a distance > 10 cm. The mean 
anastomotic stenosis length was 2.70 ± 0.95 cm, while the 
mean fistula diameter was 23.20 ± 7.08 mm. The anastomotic 
fistula diameter was > 30 mm in 4 patients. The median time 
from the index operation to the initiation of FSEM-HVSD was 
80 ± 20.34 days in patients who underwent protective ileos-
tomy and 11.4 ± 4.4 days in those who did not. All 15 patients 
received FSEM-HVSD treatment (Table 1).

FSEM‑HVSD treatment outcomes

The mean operation time was 27.00 ± 5.87 min. The home-
made vacuum sponges were replaced a mean 5.00 ± 0.94 
times. The endoscopic treatments were performed a mean 
5.70 ± 1.25 times, and the mean total length of hospital 

Fig. 1  A homemade vacuum sponge material and method. A home-
made vacuum sponge was created of ordinary stomach tube (14–16 
Fr), artificial dermis sponge, and non-absorbable sutures. B The over-

all appearance of homemade vacuum sponge. C The head end of a 
homemade vacuum sponge
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stay was 27.60 ± 4.43 days. No patient had complications 
following endoscopic treatment. All patients treated with 
FSEM-HVSD were started on an oral liquid diet; those who 
did not undergo protective ileostomy were started 1–2 days 
postoperative. Due to mild fever, abnormal drainage, and/
or laboratory changes postoperatively (white blood cell 
count, > 10 ×  109/L; procalcitonin, > 1.0 ng/mL; C-reactive 
protein, > 10 mg/L), 6 of 15 patients (40.00%) required 
broad-spectrum intravenous antibiotics following treatment 
(Table 2, Fig. 3).

Technical success was achieved in all cases. The early 
clinical success rate was 93.33% (14/15). For the 5 patients 
who did not undergo ileostomy during the initial cancer 
resection, no additional ileostomy was required during 
FSEM-HVSD treatment. One of fifteen patients (6.67%) 
abandoned the FSEM-HVSD treatment and finally chose 
surgical intervention on the 20th day of treatment (Table 2).

Outcome of follow‑up

Patients were followed up for 1 year. During follow-up, anas-
tomotic stenosis recurred in 2 patients. One patient under-
went surgical treatment for anastomotic stenosis caused by 
tumor recurrence. Another required balloon dilation due 
to recurrence of benign stenosis. In all 10 patients who 
underwent protective ileostomy, the mean duration between 

reestablishing continuity of the digestive tract and closing 
the ileostomy was 12.30 ± 4.55 weeks after the end of endo-
scopic treatment. Twelve of fifteen (80.00%) patients expe-
rienced good long-term results after FSEM-HVSD therapy.

Discussion

In our study, FSEM-HVSD was used for the first time to treat 
patients with ASF. Our results suggest that technical success 
was achieved in all 15 patients and that early clinical success 
was achieved in 14 (93.33%). During the 1-year follow-up 
period, anastomotic stenosis recurred in 2 patients, includ-
ing 1 whose tumor recurred and required surgery. Twelve 
patients (80.00%) achieved long-term clinical success. 
Moreover, our proposed technique is simple to perform, with 
an average endoscopic operation time of 27.00 ± 5.87 min. 
Simultaneously, our homemade vacuum sponge, which is 
made of cheap material and uses a recyclable fully covered 
SEMS, can reduce the financial burden on patients.

In our study, the median time from the index opera-
tion to the initiation of FSEM-HVSD was different among 
patients who did versus did not undergo ileostomy. As for 
the diagnosis and treatment time of patients with ASF, our 
literature search revealed no large study to date. Repici 
et al. [12] reported the case of a 76-year-old woman who 

Fig. 2  Endoscopic surgical techniques. A Anastomotic stenosis with 
fistula after CRC surgery. B Anastomotic fistula and its surrounding 
tissue. C A homemade vacuum sponge was placed at the anastomotic 
fistula. D Anastomotic stenosis was treated with full covered self-

expanding metal stent (SEMS). E Release the SEMS. F X-ray moni-
tor to check whether the homemade vacuum sponge and SEMS were 
in the correct position
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developed anastomotic obstruction complicated by multi-
ple fistulas at 1 year after sigmoid resection. Lamazza et al. 
[13] reported that 10 patients developed simple stenosis at a 

mean 5 months after colorectal resection and that another 10 
patients developed stenosis with leakage at a mean 2 weeks 
after colorectal resection. All patients had abdominal disten-
sion and fever and an increased white blood cell count. Kuhn 
et al. [14] reported 218 cases of colorectal defects in patients 
who received EVT with a median time from diagnosis to 
EVT of 10 (range, 1–91) days. The time to diagnosis dif-
fered between medical centers. In fact, for patients with early 
onset of anastomotic leakage accompanied by correspond-
ing symptoms, including abdominal distension, fever, and/
or abnormal laboratory results, early diagnosis and treatment 
are possible. For patients without obvious symptoms, the 
time to early diagnosis may need to be extended.

In our study, the time to diagnosis was defined as the time 
from resection of primary CRC to the first endoscopic treat-
ment. The reason for the relatively long diagnosis time was 
that most patients underwent ileostomy in the initial opera-
tion (10 cases); therefore, the early symptoms of anastomotic 
stenosis with fistula were not obvious. Patients who wanted 
to close the ileostomy after 3–6 months or had abdominal 
discomfort during follow-up and underwent endoscopy 
to find anastomotic complications had a mean diagnostic 
time of 80 ± 20.34 days, longer than that of patients in other 
studies. For the 5 patients who did not undergo ileostomy, 
postoperative abdominal pain, abnormal drainage fluid, and 
anastomotic complications occurred. The time to diagnosis 
of such patients was shorter (11.4 ± 4.4 days), not signifi-
cantly different from that of patients in other studies.

There are few relevant studies and reports on the treat-
ment of postoperative ASF in patients with CRC. Lamazza 
et al. [15] reported using metal stents to treat 9 patients 
with ASF for a mean 4 months, among which 2 patients 
underwent permanent ileostomy due to persistent fistulas. 
Moreover, among these 9 patients, 3 experienced stent dis-
placement and 1 experienced recurrent obstruction requir-
ing balloon dilation. Repici et al. [12] reported a successful 
application of SEMS for the palliative treatment of recurrent 
malignant colorectal anastomosis complicated by intesti-
nal obstruction and multiple fistulas. The fistula was con-
firmed as closed and intestinal patency restored. However, 
the patient died 13 weeks after the endoscopic palliative 
treatment. Compared with our treatment regimen, FSEM-
HVSD has the advantage of a shorter treatment period, 
fewer endoscopic complications, and a higher cure rate than 
metal stents alone. Moreover, FSEM-HVSD technology can 
reportedly be applied to treat complex upper gastrointestinal 
anastomotic fistulas.

The stent-over-sponge approach is a new method for the 
treatment of complicated anastomotic fistula after esopha-
geal surgery, especially in cases of large anastomotic fistula, 
difficult stent placement, or ineffective stent treatment [16, 
17]. We also found that endoscopic stent combined with our 
homemade vacuum sponge drainage is a safe and effective 

Table 1  Clinicopathological characteristics of anastomotic stenosis 
with fistula

FSEM-HVSD Fully covered self-expandable metal stent and home-
made vacuum sponge assisted drainage

Variables Cases (n = 15)

Age (years) 55.80 ± 11.08
Gender
 Male 12
 Female 3

BMI (kg/m2) 24.68 ± 2.00
Median time from index operation to the initiation of 

FSEM-HVSD, (days)
 Patients with ileostomy 80 ± 20.34
 Patients without ileostomy 11.4 ± 4.4 day

Location of tumor
 Rectal 10
 Sigmoid colon 5

Neoadjuvant therapy
 Yes 9
 No 6

Primary protective ileostomy
 Yes 10
 No 5

Distance to the anal verge (DAV)(cm) 7.5 ± 2.37
  <  = 10 12
  > 10 3

Length of stricture(cm) 2.70 ± 0.95
Diameter of fistula(mm) 23.20 ± 7.08
  <  = 30 11
  > 30 4

Table 2  Therapeutic effect and follow-up of FSEM-HVSD

FSEM-HVSD Fully covered self-expandable metal stent and home-
made vacuum sponge assisted drainage

Variables Cases (n = 15)

Number of endoscopic treatments 5.70 ± 1.25
Endoscopic operation time (min) 27.00 ± 5.87
Number of the endo-sponge used 5.00 ± 0.94
Total length of stay (days) 27.60 ± 4.43
Technical success 15
Clinical success 14
Treatment-related complications 0
Closure of ileostomy time (week) 12.30 ± 4.55
Prolonged clinical success (n) 13
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strategy for treating postoperative anastomotic stenosis with 
fistula in patients with CRC.

Currently, there are few studies regarding the application 
of vacuum sponge drainage in the treatment of anastomotic 
complications, especially complicated cases. Similar to some 
studies, we used a homemade vacuum sponge system device 
to treat postoperative anastomotic complications [18, 19]. In 
recent years, EVT has been increasingly used in the treat-
ment of anastomotic complications following CRC surgery. 
The relevant literature is summarized in Table 3. Through 
a literature review, we found that EVT is mainly used to 
treat anastomotic fistula with a good treatment effect [14, 
18–25]. However, no studies have reported on the treatment 
of postoperative ASF for CRC. To the best of our knowl-
edge, this study is the first to adopt FSEM-HVSD technol-
ogy for the treatment of such complications. Meanwhile, the 
study results show that FSEM-HVSD is a safe and effective 
minimally invasive treatment strategy for postoperative ASF.

The principle of FSEM-HVSD is that the metal stent can 
treat anastomotic stenosis. Simultaneously, some hidden 
anastomotic fistula may be exposed. Moreover, the EVT 
was combined to keep the fistula clean, reduce continuous 
leakage, promote the proliferation of granulation tissue, and 
close the fistula.

In this study, SEMS was preferred to relieve the obstruc-
tion in patients with anastomotic stenosis and fistula. 
Through a literature review, we learned that endoscopic 
balloon dilatation is the simplest treatment for anastomotic 
stenosis, but its recurrence rate is approximately 20% [26]. 
After balloon dilatation, the maintenance time is short and 
the expanded scar tissue shrinks easily, requiring multiple 
balloon dilatations. The advantage of using SEMS is that 
its expansion is continuous and has a shaping effect, thus 
achieving a long-term effect. Lamazza et al. [13] reported 
that, in the case of simple anastomotic stenosis, SEMS have 
a complementary effect to balloon dilatation, but in the case 
of anastomotic stenosis with leakage, SEMS is an effective 
auxiliary tool that can improve the healing rate. Caruso et al. 
[27] reported that SEMS is a safe and effective treatment 
for refractory anastomotic colorectal stenosis. Similarly, for 
patients with anastomotic leakage and stenosis, we believe 
that stenosis relief is a prerequisite for fistula closure. There-
fore, for our patient, combined with knowledge from pub-
lished case reports [12, 28–30], we tended to use a fully 
covered SEMS and vacuum sponge-assisted drainage to treat 
ASF.

For the homemade vacuum sponge, we chose to use medi-
cal artificial dermis sponge. For the drainage tube, we chose 

Fig. 3  Changes of anastomotic stenosis with fistula in one patient 
for each endoscopic treatment. A Anastomotic stenosis with fis-
tula before treatment. B Anastomotic stenosis was slightly improved 
after the first treatment, but anastomotic fistula was not significantly 
improved. C After the second treatment, inflammatory granulated 
tissue around the anastomosis was hyperplasia, multiple ulcers 
were alleviated, anastomotic fistula and anastomotic stenosis were 

improved. D After the third treatment, anastomotic inflammation was 
relieved, anastomotic fistula was narrowed, and anastomotic stenosis 
still existed. E After the fourth treatment, anastomotic granulated tis-
sue was hyperplasia, fistula was closured, and stenosis was relieved. 
F After the fifth treatment, anastomotic stenosis with fistula was suc-
cessfully cured. G–H Anastomotic stenosis with fistula was cured and 
didn’t recurred in 1-month (G) and 1-year (H) follow-up
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to use an ordinary gastric tube. After cutting the artificial 
dermis of the corresponding size according to the actual 
anastomosis shape, the side hole was made at the end of 
the gastric tube and placed into the artificial dermis, which 
was fixed with non-absorbable sutures. Moreover, it is rec-
ommended that the medical sponge be as fluffy as possible 
to increase the contact area with the fistula and speed the 
healing. According to our treatment experience, the home-
made vacuum sponge was changed once a week, and the 
entire treatment process lasted for 1–2 months. After the 
homemade vacuum sponge was replaced, EVT treatment 
was recommended for 2 days, and the metal stent was sub-
sequently placed to prevent intestinal perforation caused by 
its long-term compression. Furthermore, the homemade 
vacuum sponge is very inexpensive and does not cause an 
additional financial burden on patients. Simultaneously, the 
device can also be used to treat a common anastomotic fis-
tula. Therefore, we believe that our proposed technique may 
be the preferred treatment strategy for some specific anasto-
motic complications.

This study has some limitations. First, it was a single-
center prospective study that lacked a control group and 
randomization. Second, the sample size was small, mainly 

because the incidence of such complications is very low, 
and a large sample for validation is needed. Nevertheless, 
this is a rare and significant study, and our results suggest 
that FSEM-HVSD is a minimally invasive, safe, and effec-
tive treatment strategy for postoperative anastomotic ste-
nosis with fistula management in patients with CRC. The 
diagnosis, treatment, and management of gastrointestinal 
anastomotic complications remain under study, and we are 
constantly working on developing safer, more effective, and 
more minimally invasive techniques to manage postoperative 
gastrointestinal anastomotic complications.

In conclusion, FSEM-HVSD is an effective, safe, and 
minimally invasive treatment for ASF following CRC. 
Although our results confirm the feasibility of this tech-
nique, further validation is needed in a large-sample clini-
cal studies.

Acknowledgements The authors sincerely thank the entire staff of our 
department for offering their assistance with the medical service and 
manuscript writing processes.

Author contributions SD, KL contributed equally to this work. SD, 
KL, JG, FM, YX contributed to the study design and literature search. 
SD, KW, YC, ZJ, LQ contributed to the literature search and the 

Table 3  EVT of CRC anastomotic fistula

EVT Endoscopic vacuum-assisted therapy

Author Year Cases Treatment Treatment time 
(days)

Number of 
sponge inser-
tions

Success-
ful treat-
ment

Treat-
ment 
failure

Endoscopic 
surgery com-
plications

Follow-up

Kuehn [18] 2007–2015 20 EVT 23 7 18 2 1 case bleeding 3 cases anasto-
motic stenosis

Bobkiewicz 
[19]

2018–2019 6 EVT 20.7 ± 8.8 5.8 ± 2.3 6 0 0 Purulent 
discharge 
and defec-
tive sizes are 
reduced

Jagielski [20] 2016–2019 18 Transrectal 
vacuum 
therapy

22 6 15 1 2 cases bleed-
ing

2 cases with 
recurrent pel-
vic absces

Kühn [21] 2001– ~ 20 EVT 21 7 18 2 0 2 cases luminal 
stenosis

Kühn [14] 2001–2019 281 EVT 25 8 256 25 0 No detailed 
description

Arezzo [14] 2008–2013 14 EVT 40.5 Unknow 11 4 0 No recurrence
Strangio [22] 2008–2013 25 EVT 28 9 22 3 0 No mortality 

related to the 
procedure was 
observed

Van Koperen 
[23]

2006–2008 16 EVT 40 13 9 4 1 case bleeding The stoma had 
been closed in 
five patients

Riss [24] 2007–2008 9 EVT 21 Unknow 6 3 1 case died of 
heart attack

No detailed 
description

Van Koperen 
[25]

2007 2 EVT Unknow Replace every 
3–4 days

2 0 0 No recurrence



3787Surgical Endoscopy (2023) 37:3780–3788 

1 3

writing of the manuscript. KW and KC contributed to the assessment 
of literature quality, review and revise of the manuscript. KW and KC 
are the correspondent authors.

Funding The authors have not disclosed any funding.

Declarations 

Disclosures Shenghe Deng, Ke Liu, Junnan Gu, Yinghao Cao, Fuwei 
Mao, Yifan Xue, Zhenxing Jiang, Le Qin, Ke Wu and Kailin Cai have 
no conflict of interest to disclose.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

 1. Bray F, Ferlay J, Soerjomataram I, Siegel RL, Torre LA, Jemal A 
(2018) Global cancer statistics 2018: GLOBOCAN estimates of 
incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 coun-
tries. CA: Cancer J Clin 68(6):394–424

 2. Dekker E, Tanis PJ, Vleugels J, Kasi PM, Wallace MB 
(2019) Colorectal cancer. Lancet (London, England) 
394(10207):1467–1480

 3. Akimoto N, Ugai T, Zhong R, Hamada T, Fujiyoshi K, Gianna-
kis M, Wu K, Cao Y, Ng K, Ogino S (2021) Rising incidence of 
early-onset colorectal cancer - a call to action. Nat Rev Clin Oncol 
18(4):230–243

 4. Pak H, Maghsoudi LH, Soltanian A, Gholami F (2020) Surgi-
cal complications in colorectal cancer patients. Ann Med Surg 
2012(55):13–18

 5. Hanna DN, Hawkins AT (2021) Colorectal: management of post-
operative complications in colorectal surgery. Surg Clin North Am 
101(5):717–729

 6. Bruce J, Krukowski ZH, Al-Khairy G, Russell EM, Park KG 
(2001) Systematic review of the definition and measurement 
of anastomotic leak after gastrointestinal surgery. Br J Surg 
88(9):1157–1168

 7. Leichtle SW, Mouawad NJ, Welch KB, Lampman RM, Cleary RK 
(2012) Risk factors for anastomotic leakage after colectomy. Dis 
Colon Rectum 55(5):569–575

 8. Lin D, Liu W, Chen Z, He X, Zheng Z, Lan P, Hu J (2021) Endo-
scopic stricturotomy for patients with postoperative benign anas-
tomotic stricture for colorectal cancer. Dis Colon Rectum. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1097/ DCR. 00000 00000 001944

 9. Vallance A, Wexner S, Berho M, Cahill R, Coleman M, Haboubi 
N, Heald RJ, Kennedy RH, Moran B, Mortensen N, Motson RW, 
Novell R, O’Connell PR, Ris F, Rockall T, Senapati A, Windsor 
A, Jayne DG (2017) A collaborative review of the current con-
cepts and challenges of anastomotic leaks in colorectal surgery. 
Colorectal Dis: Off J Assoc Coloproctol Great Britain Ireland 
19(1):O1–O12

 10. Shalaby M, Emile S, Elfeki H, Sakr A, Wexner SD, Sileri P 
(2018) Systematic review of endoluminal vacuum-assisted ther-
apy as salvage treatment for rectal anastomotic leakage. BJS open 
3(2):153–160

 11. Clifford RE, Fowler H, Govindarajah N, Vimalachandran D, Sut-
ton PA (2019) Early anastomotic complications in colorectal sur-
gery: a systematic review of techniques for endoscopic salvage. 
Surg Endosc 33(4):1049–1065

 12. Repici A, Reggio D, Saracco G, Marchesa P, de Angelis C, Bar-
letti C, Musso A, Falco M, Rizzetto M (2000) Self-expanding 
covered esophageal ultraflex stent for palliation of malignant colo-
rectal anastomotic obstruction complicated by multiple fistulas. 
Gastrointest Endosc 51(3):346–348

 13. Lamazza A, Fiori E, Schillaci A, Sterpetti AV, Lezoche E (2014) 
Treatment of anastomotic stenosis and leakage after colorectal 
resection for cancer with self-expandable metal stents. Am J 
Surg 208(3):465–469

 14. Kühn F, Wirth U, Zimmermann J, Beger N, Hasenhütl SM, 
Drefs M, Heiliger C, Burian M, Werner J, Schiergens TS (2021) 
Endoscopic vacuum therapy for in- and outpatient treatment of 
colorectal defects. Surg Endosc 35(12):6687–6695

 15. Lamazza A, Fiori E, de Masi E, Scoglio D, Sterpetti AV, 
Lezoche E (2013) Self-expanding metal stents for treatment of 
anastomotic complications after colorectal resection. Endos-
copy 45(6):493–495

 16. Bartella I, Mallmann C, Bürger M, Toex U, Goeser T, Bruns 
C, Chon SH (2019) Stent-over-sponge (SOS): a rescue option 
in patients with complex postoperative anastomotic leaks after 
esophagectomy. Endoscopy 51(8):E227–E228

 17. Gubler C, Schneider PM, Bauerfeind P (2013) Complex anas-
tomotic leaks following esophageal resections: the new stent 
over sponge (SOS) approach. Dis Esophagus: Off J Int Soc Dis 
Esophagus 26(6):598–602

 18. Kuehn F, Janisch F, Schwandner F, Alsfasser G, Schiffmann L, 
Gock M, Klar E (2016) Endoscopic vacuum therapy in colorec-
tal surgery. J Gastrointest Surg: Off J Soc Surg Aliment Tract 
20(2):328–334

 19. Bobkiewicz A, Krokowicz L, Banasiewicz T, Borejsza-Wysocki 
M (2020) Endoscopic vacuum therapy with instillation (iEVT) 
- a novel endoscopic concept for colorectal anastomotic leak 
and perianal complications. Wideochirurgia I Inne Techniki 
Maloinwazyjne = Videosurgery Other Miniinvasive Tech 
15(4):560–566

 20. Jagielski M, Piątkowski J, Jarczyk G, Jackowski M (2022) Tran-
srectal endoscopic drainage with vacuum-assisted therapy in 
patients with anastomotic leaks following rectal cancer resection. 
Surg Endosc 36(2):959–967

 21. Kühn F, Hasenhütl SM, Hofmann FO, Wirth U, Drefs M, Werner 
J, Schiergens TS (2022) Endoscopic vacuum therapy for left-sided 
colorectal anastomotic leak without fecal diversion. Dis Colon 
Rectum 65(3):421–428

 22. Arezzo A, Verra M, Passera R, Bullano A, Rapetti L, Morino M 
(2015) Long-term efficacy of endoscopic vacuum therapy for the 
treatment of colorectal anastomotic leaks. Dig Liver Dis: Off J 
Italian Soc Gastroenterol Italian Assoc Stud Liver 47(4):342–345

 23. Strangio G, Zullo A, Ferrara EC, Anderloni A, Carlino A, Jovani 
M, Ciscato C, Hassan C, Repici A (2015) Endo-sponge therapy 
for management of anastomotic leakages after colorectal surgery: 
a case series and review of literature. Dig Liver Dis: Off J Italian 
Soc Gastroenterol Italian Assoc Stud Liver 47(6):465–469

 24. van Koperen PJ, van Berge Henegouwen MI, Rosman C, Bakker 
CM, Heres P, Slors JF, Bemelman WA (2009) The Dutch multi-
center experience of the endo-sponge treatment for anastomotic 
leakage after colorectal surgery. Surg Endosc 23(6):1379–1383

 25. Riss S, Stift A, Meier M, Haiden E, Grünberger T, Bergmann M 
(2010) Endo-sponge assisted treatment of anastomotic leakage 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1097/DCR.0000000000001944
https://doi.org/10.1097/DCR.0000000000001944


3788 Surgical Endoscopy (2023) 37:3780–3788

1 3

following colorectal surgery. Colorectal Dis: Off J Assoc Colo-
proctol Great Britain Ireland 12(7):e104–e108

 26. van Koperen PJ, van Berge Henegouwen MI, Slors JF, Bemelman 
WA (2008) Endo-sponge treatment of anastomotic leakage after 
ileo-anal pouch anastomosis: report of two cases. Colorectal Dis: 
Offi J Assoc Coloproctol Great Britain Ireland 10(9):943–944

 27. Suchan KL, Muldner A, Manegold BC (2003) Endoscopic treat-
ment of postoperative colorectal anastomotic strictures. Surg 
Endosc 17(7):1110–1113

 28. Caruso A, Conigliaro R, Manta R, Manno M, Bertani H, Barbera 
C, Mirante VG, Frazzoni M (2015) Fully covered self-expanding 

metal stents for refractory anastomotic colorectal strictures. Surg 
Endosc 29(5):1175–1178

 29. Cwikiel W, Andrén-Sandberg A (1993) Malignant stricture 
with colovesical fistula: stent insertion in the colon. Radiology 
186(2):563–564

 30. Jeyarajah AR, Shepherd JH, Fairclough PD, Patchett SE (1997) 
Effective palliation of a colovaginal fistula using a self-expanding 
metal stent. Gastrointest Endosc 46(4):367–369

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


	Endoscopic fully covered self-expandable metal stent and vacuum-assisted drainage to treat postoperative colorectal cancer anastomotic stenosis with fistula
	Abstract
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Materials and methods
	Data source
	Inclusion and exclusion criteria
	Data collection
	Homemade vacuum sponge creation
	Endoscopic surgical techniques
	Treatment outcomes and follow-up
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Demographic and clinical data
	FSEM-HVSD treatment outcomes
	Outcome of follow-up

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements 
	References




