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Abstract: Colorectal cancer (CRC) is one of the most common malignant tumors in China, ranking second in morbidity and fourth in mor—
tality. Metastasis and recurrence are the leading causes of CRC patient death, and the peritoneum is a frequent site of metastasis in CRC,
second only to liver and lung metastases. However, the prognosis of peritoneal metastasis is much worse than hepatic and pulmonary me—
tastases. CRC peritoneal metastasis is hard to diagnose early, presents with severe symptoms, and has a poor prognosis. It is crucial to em—
phasize standardized diagnosis and treatment for CRC peritoneal metastasis in order to improve patients' outcome and enhance their quality
of life. This consensus, based on evidence—based medical evidence, revised the "Chinese expert consensus on the diagnosis and treatment
of colorectal cancer peritoneal metastasis (2022 edition)", and reached a preliminary consensus on the definition, diagnosis, treatment, and
prevention of CRC peritoneal metastasis, with the aim of guiding and standardizing the diagnosis and treatment of CRC peritoneal metasta—
sis, developing reasonable and effective comprehensive treatment plans, prolonging survival time and improving the quality of life for CRC
peritoneal metastasis patients, thereby raising the overall level of diagnosis and treatment for CRC in China.
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Table 1 Rating the quality of evidence by Grade of Recommen—

dation Assessment, Development and Evaluation guidelines
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55 B 98 TR S5 7% L0 R £ A N AT
WY REIR, > g 0 R 3 — i R, IR er
KEE, AT i IR A PR K L RS2 i A5 BEL R i []
PN i 45 R 0 I PR R R . bR R e B R, X
SESE R

BEEL 4. 2B+ BRERER CT AEE
MEEREBRNEELEERETFR, (IHERE:
A HEFELRS : BERE )

WZ G R CT 12 W &5 1 i 1 S 5 7% 1 RUR%
& 25%~100%, 5 HE N 78%~100%, {H CT X}
TARFRE NI IR IR 2515 B2 WA A — 2 1 SR BR A
X T EAR <5 mm BRI L5, CT 2 il Uk
FEAUN 119%~48%""" 45 1 figg Ji 2 RS 7% £ i o5
CT NEG AL 45 I A S ) 38 JEAE I RS2 5 . I IREDF
BRI 2 ke SR R BT | W FR IS T RS )= A
IR PO S ARG, DUIBAE | R
WY ke T O S m R A BT
WA R A A B0 BRI 3 A, 456 CT KRB, Wl
SORHT CT-PCL TSy, LUK 8 35 N R 7% 104 o g
ffe T R T CT KAk, b T LA e AT
PET/CT K4, HABUREE ARS8 351 789%~97%
1 55%~90%""7"" . PET/CT HyAG I BE I R T 40
Xt F- AR A A (PF-fluorodeoxyglucose,
F-FDG) MRECE, S5HA 2K 1 (glucose
transporter—1, GLUT1 ) ik ¢ "2 EI 40
T R0 TR MR ARG A B 2 i DL ) R 7S
HYUEA i GLUT 76 1 IR 81 A rp 354
(i G St A R B O @S il I
( fibroblast activating protein inhibitor, FAPI ) YE N
PET/CT H AU E 520, 7T LA B — 28/ i 5
A, X TS A R s W R
P MR ZEAR 3K ANE I I 254 i 3 4
BUEE N AT s WSS A, g SO0 4 O AL 2 e
4% ( diffusion weighted imaging, DWI ), BEEE ER
Hby VA g £, BEURR BE AR S B 3 S 90% Al
95.5%"" . PET-MRI EL 45 {1k 48 51 #1 5 i 41 4100
R, LA DWI SRR S8, IF
454 PET AT WARGE SR B2 PET/CT B AL 34 2
WAL, wAT B s ASE R A, SN s I B
5 ARG . 1 5 003 i 25 BN g IR AL g F
AR gEAE L
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T w AN
HL
0 s 0~3
1 ALRER 0~3
2 LI 0~3
3 Je LIS 0~3
4 A 0-~3
5 ANIER 0~3
6 T 0~3
7 AT 0-~3
8 i 0~3
9 = b 0~3
10 ZHTE 0~3
1 [alg B 0~3
12 FETER 0~3
) LS-1 1S-2 15-3 b1 39
TN/
% PR <0.5 cm 0.5~5 cm >5 em BRG]
H LS kT K/NES (lesion size score ) 5 PCI B IRIEFE %L ( peritoneal cancer index )
E1 PCIsMbRS ™
Fig.1 PCI staging system
PSDSS &3 T I AT AR . IR B FR LA R 2 PSDSS ISR ™
R &1 éﬂéﬂﬁfiif}#?ﬁ E/‘Jﬂ?éj\’ﬁgxzf‘: ( %% 2) [28] . Table 2 PSDSS evaluation criteria
MR 9 4% 100 543, K PSDSS #4740 3]« PSDSS T, R PSDSS (43)
2~3 4% ; PSDSS T, 4~7 4% ; PSDSS MM, 8~10 4% ; i PRAEAR
PSDSS IV, >10 4h. PSDSS L BFERS 14 KO3 37 e X
21
R
WEHZE. e )
= N PCIIF4Y
3 AEBBMERBNGT e |
25 R IR I A RS B R T e B AR i v e 71 oy 10~20 4% 3
WEAR B Z PR G0, 2B 5 R >20 4y 7
BTG S 2 SV P2 R RAE
3.1 é%%éﬁiﬁ'? G1/2, N-, L-, V- 1
, G2, N+ Al () L+ A1 (50) V+ 3
FEE S . GRS 55 i 4
HEENS . 2B RFRITSEXBHEER 3. ER A 0

FEHIEYT, 8T, BEETMREETERRN.
(IERERE : A; EFERF : BIEF)

5 RZGRIT AT IR . R
I FIRHRE S HRFIRTT A5 . X RENS N A2 = 5 B VR YT 1Y
B R mFOLFOX6. CAPEOX. FOLFIRI
5 FOLFOXIRI, HX 75 5 A BX A 4 1] 24 ) 5% 0 9%
{ﬁff [29]O
3.1 Ay RS TR,

— b7 )7 & A 4§ mFOLFOX6, CAPEOX .,
FOLFIRI 1 FOLFOXIRI /7%, (1) mFOLFOX6 (2
JETIFRR ) - BYb A4 85 me/m’ BEMKIEE 2 h, dl ;
P R £ 400 mg/m” F BB 2 b, d1 5 JRUIR ME I
400 mg/m” i ik #E 19 d1, 1200 mg/ (m® + d) 35 &2
KR TE d x 2 (B 2 400 me/m” $37 S ¥ Dk R TE
46~48 h), (2) CAPEOX (3 J& /97 /&)« V> FI4N
130 mg/m” Bk >2 h, d1; RRABEE 1000 mg/m’
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T PSDSS . W R 3 1 % 00 7™ 5 F2 B PE 43 (peritoneal surface
disease severity score ) ; PCI : JEBREFE4L ( peritoneal cancer index ) ;
i RAEIR = 8 Ok PR BRI <10% . R BB R g K,
TR =10% . FREEH . R ARV K 5 PCLITS}
TR R A TR TPIPAL 5 N—/+ 0 WRELEEBAE /B 5 L-/+ « Uk
CLAERACEPE / BAYE 5 V—/+ ¢ A RALEHPE 7 BT

FIfi, 2k /d, d1~14, (3) FOLFIRI (2 J& /72 ):
B S7 R BE 180 mg/m” #i ik i 12 60~90 min, d1 ; W
R4S 400 mg/m” BB 2 h (S BB 15 ST
RIEA ), dl 5 SURMERE 400 mg/m” & fkfEVE, d1,
1200 mg/ (m® « d) FESHIKIETE dx 2 (B 2 400
mg/m” $5 4L 4 bk i 7F 46~48 h). (4) FOLFOXIRI
(2 J8 797 #2 )« B 57 8 BE 165 mg/m’ & Ik 7 4,
dl 5 BYP A4 85 me/m® BBk A, d1 5 20 R4S
400 mg/m” F ki 7, d1 5 PR MR BE BB 2 400~
3200 mg/m®, d1, FFEEFRKETE 48 he
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TR AT 7 2 A1 5% mFOLFOX6 5, CAPEOX .
FOLFIRL. BVPHRIEN + TR %€ (UK MEIE A RETT
2 ) MRS + R M IE (R EASRET 32 ).
(1) mFOLFOX6 (2 Ji /y7F ) 8¢ CAPEOX (3 & /
SR )« Bk n b, T ar
BHEAIF RN B E . (2) FOLFIRI (2 & /57 ):
By R b, 35— 4482 B RlEG
JYRA . (3) BWYbFIE + M 28 (HUR
WENE N AR 27 5 2 J8 /97 AR )« YD FI4A 85 mg/m’
FOUKRE 2 b, dl s B M 2E 2 me/m® WK TE 15
min, dl. (4) A7 BB + B2 il 28 ( FURBEREA
BEMSAZ 5 2 J& /97 ) « AP Sr B HE 180 mg/m® ¥ ki
TE 60~90 min, dl ; T2 % 2 me/m® #Hki I 15
min, dl,

3.1.2 HBENAYT M TEIRIT TR .

— 2RI A FE DA ER BB (bevacizumab, B
M4 s Avastin ) FIPE 28 B30 ( cetuximab, B4 :
Erbitux ). (1) DUARERBHT : H TR AR ML T A
e gh B, SR &I T A 45 H RAS 1§
BRAF 7RI B H . A 2R a2 . 7.5 mg/kg
kiR, d1 (3 J8 /97 )55 me/kg #RBKIRTE, dl
(28 197 )e (2) FEZERPL : HFIREMAT
el 2E B 7 H RAS Fl BRAF 34 fy W7 A= 780 () He 3%
H 2R 42597 R 400 me/m” B K ER KT E >2 h,
JE LA 250 mg/m’ ERIKIFTE >60 min (1 J& /J7FE );
500 mg/m” FHKHEEE >2 h, d1 (2 8 /57FE ).

TR YT AL EE DU AR R B TR VY 2 R
(1) DUERER ST, GI7 rE MR, EHT
— BT RIS G H A R, TG RAS Fil BRAF
FRA, Toie—Z R A 1Y 2 ek DR Bk
BPUIRIT . (2) VEZH BT, AT T E AR R R R
IGE T — 43097 AR BCA 79 28 JT B RAS I
BRAF 35 3 55 H: U 0 e 01 485 S i -

3.1.3 R WMIEATREM (microsatellite
instability, MSI ) FI DNA FEEEE IR ( mismatch
repair, MMR ) J& %92 16 97 7 R0 19 fc AR 4R A
il T AR PR AR AS 43y i B MST A ( MSI-high,
MSI-H ), & MSI %! ( MSI-low, MSI-L) Fl{ TV
B Fa 2 B (microsatellite stability, MSS )s MMR %47
g Bl [ % MMR ( deficient MMR, dMMR ) F1 1E %
7 MMR ( proficient MMR, pMMR ). MSI-H #izE
T )| T PR, RHRBEIRIT A BRI AL
MSI-L. MSS 1 pMMR %4 25 B i 9 (4 e 5836 97 B
FIT ¥4 G o R A I P 2 TE 3
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EEEL: ERNERKTAXNEEZEGCHRE
HIPEC #1 NIPEC &R, ( IERIRE : A; IEF R
SEETE )

F R A — I R B B A AR, RS P AT DA
TER R B AT 25 T R MR AR, A2
SLEM™E R R, (HE R N7 259 183l
2 HA 1~3 mm, R, 8 T 3 S R EBIAR YT YT 4K,
Al LIRHL HIPEC F1 NIPEC 430, HIPEC DA %S
T B R 3G N 25 ) 9 25 3% J7 . NIPEC J& 76 i BEA A
RI7 5, DA E (3350 IHE AT 25, HA A
Bt/ FEREFEAG . RO R T2 B e] 2y
R

#FEEIN 10 : HIPEC BiUEEFAER, #iF
# B H 400~600 mL/min, BRGEE®RA 4~6 L,
MEREFEAREN, FEFBERERNLTARBELE
(43.0+0.1) C, ##%:60~90 min, RFRIEEEH
BKIFERAI &S XEE, BXATTIER 24 h, (IEHR
RE : A; HBERF : &BHEE)

1980 4F, Spratt % °” 1 ¥k i 1 F HIPEC i
7 I I M MR, HIPEC 85 & 1 y7 25 W) B v
WA FNEITIEE (43.0+0.1)°C, HETF B HE
fE N, AR — Bl SEAER, HR T IE AN
ek, AR Sy BRI ER HIPEC BOR, &4
B B I PR R FH 2 A, 7 RGeS I
{18 P 7K ) T8 7 I T T LA AR R 7 488

HIPEC /) 7 B2 J Al i Ak F 43 C IS, F§
SEPORAARIZ A R, AT BN AT 3 A A%, IE
WAHLRETE 47 CrRi Pt sz 1 h, FIHAR 44
ok B Tt A7 25 S DRE o U B R AT T8 1 1l A 5
HIPEC [ 22 SN, ] 5 3508 il A8 1 kil A4
551 e 98 i A P A RN IR b e A M RS,
S 20 B AR PR BT 5 JAT B SR Ak T 24 0 X e 4
Mo s, ALY R RNE EBEH ;
5 232 E e T T A DA U e 24 LRI B DN
S ) RV T R N e B R A L i
R SR e N el R R 2 Y VA N B e 8
WL ERDUMIR R, S EUMR & A P
HIPEC BB &0, MEX T IERE LR
SEVET, WEHEE N 400~600 mL/min, A R
WH 4~6 L, VIR FEECM RN, JF 2400 s 9 1k
TR E T (43.0£0.1)C, +5 %2 60~90 min,
A S5 AR B BRSO T ZE T, BRIA YT ]
B& 24 h.,
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HEEER 11 . NIPEC & BRIz S35 &R 1%
e, BPFAMLREEZSE, (IEERE :B; ¥
ERA : FEE)

NIPEC 2 fALI7 259 BB A MR I, BHR &
oI - MR B, 25 0k R e R A e
JAVE . NIPEC AR 8 I & 8 04 & bk £ 77 &
254, WA AU 2 W ok 2 O 4 SR i R AT 24
YRR A S e E R L TR K. K
HE R SO RAIE 5 BN A DI [ VR R e 5 v
N2 . 4 E IR L B NIPEC 259 6046 3
PRUZEWE | BEYDFIE | 22 B 2 TR R g
TR, TECUR A g R R T 3R (L B2 R A B
RRIEH ) . KT HATE B 205w =, F
FANH AR BIEA G—brifE, LR WTEST L
FIUAS BB 7 T A W 22 0], TR o oy AR 9 1 3 L
WIEH IS k25 R R A 5 [k, Hag
Il PR A FH A A7 2590 J L7 #5547 NIPEC #9385 W iE
DA D I PR 0 R, 2 8 4% B 7 w0 If A NTPEC
2R TR I N UE R A 48, T FH A AT TR N UE
MZGAE RE, REwHA &8 2R EAA7ENVIE
(LIRS 25 . R AT A4 rfue I J NIPEC 24
Vg, DA EE 2R
3.3 CRS

EEEN 12 £ HEBEEEER PCI<20 A,
A% [E CRS, RFgtE & ERE K PR AT Il B
PIk, BERMMERE. (IEERE : A ; EERS .
SRIETRE )

CRS $5 38 13 F- AR AT B 58 4= HKe 1 s 9 P R
A LR DI, AR B far, D DA SR S22 R
JEVIBR A MR, fiE2 BIAEE 4S8, JHEH
A X Ik b L 25 . CRS RO A R AE S Ry« AT
B . RMORE . /NS A BIE . 22 BIE . R
FERE DEERGRE . A% 0 . ACRReS . AR AN
i Z B, BEAN, S T A R AR B B4 by 4 sk K,
Xof B S A T DX Sk B U, IR AU Ak BB T
i AR A R T L L R L Y B MDA
AR I 0 A BESEAT AN AE . WRAE . B AT R I
RS E IR P70 PR R, PCIS20 A
CRS i 5 Lt PCI<<20 # 2=, 1 H [F T AR W & e
RAEFMFARMCIET:FE T PCI<20 &, Kk
PCI>20 (4 H 3 I8 3 14 % 1 RSP, 24 PCI<20
F, WZEAPER . ARl R | SRR
HAb B R . AN . RS B
FIATFARE A G2 kE 71T CRSPT7,
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HEE 13 . fRBKIEE ( completeness
of cytoreduction, CC ) #4144 CRS /FE®K 5
BE, (IERRE : A; HEERH : BIEEF)

1996 4=, i Jacquet 4§ g i
43 VEAL CRS JG Mg sk A B BE. CC-0: CRS J5 &
ﬂﬁﬂgﬂﬁéﬁ#f ; CC-1 . ﬁ%fﬂ%ﬂ*@gﬁﬁg <2.5 mm ;
CC-2 : FRA MR 45T 2.5 mm~2.5 cm 5 CC-3 : 3%
AR LET >2.5 em, BRI A I FRAAS AT VI BR b
AR R A AL, CC-2 Fl CC-3 N AR5E4 CRS.
AR ZETT <2.5 mm (CC-0 F1 CC-1) BIFR il
R CRS.

34 BEREEET

9T Won, 4 B IE R A% B34 R 1 CRS+
HIPEC M0 M Z5 G0 Y7 YT UL T a4 Bk
J7 DM 1232 DL CRS+HIPEC i #%0 B S5 A 1R T
My AL 0S I8 22.3 AN A, T Az LA Ak T Y
BF AL 0S U 12.6 I~ H, CRS J5i5%] CC-0 5
CC-1 BRI 5 4F 0S ik 459% 7

EEEL14. £EMEEREBNEITN
RIEME T (PCLITES ) BEL B RSB TT.
NIPEC #1 CRS ARIAEMEZGIRITER . (IEHE
BRE : A; EBERF : BERE)

WL BIRIT G & & W4 B M R B i
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