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ABSTRACT

> Review article Background: Malignant pleural mesothelioma (MPM) diagnoses are primarily based

on pleural biopsy. Invasive procedures may result in iatrogenic dissemination of
tumor cells along the subcutaneous channels. The purpose of our study was to clarify
the effect of prophylactic radiotherapy on the incidence of metastasis in patients
afflicted with MPM. Materials and Methods: Relevant studies were searched in
PubMed, Cochrane Library, and Embase databases from the establishment of the
library to February 2022. The quality of the included studies was evaluated, and the
data were statistically analyzed. Results: Seven articles were obtained, and 1030
patients were included in the study, which allowed comparison of the procedure to
track metastases (PTMs) incidences between radiotherapy and control groups. The
results revealed statistically significant differences in the incidence of PTMs between
the two groups (OR=0.48, 95% confidence interval [CI]:0.33, 0.69, p<0.0001).
Subgroup analysis further showed that preventive radiotherapy could effectively
reduce the incidence of PTMs in MPM patients who underwent large-caliber invasive
procedures but could not reduce the incidence of PTMs after small-caliber invasive
procedures. Prophylactic radiotherapy in patients with epithelial PTM types could
reduce the incidence (OR=0.27, 95% Cl:0.11, 0.69, P=0.006). Conclusion: Prophylactic
radiotherapy is safe and can effectively prevent the occurrence of iatrogenic PTMs in
patients with epithelial MPM who have undergone thoracotomy, thoracoscopy,
indwelling chest wall drainage tubes, and other large-caliber operations.

*Corresponding author:
Pu-En Chen, MD, PhD.,
E-mail: 918576941@qq.com

Received: May 2022
Final revised: November 2022
Accepted: November 2022

Int. ]. Radiat. Res., April 2023;
21(2): 343-348

DOI: 10.52547 /ijrr.21.2.24
Keywords: Malignant pleural mesothelio-

ma, prophylactic irradiation, procedure
tract metastases.

#These authors contributed equally.

INTRODUCTION

Malignant pleural mesothelioma (MPM) is a
diffuse invasive tumor originating from the pleural
mesothelial tissue with an average survival time of
8-14 months (1. Asbestos exposure is a risk factor for
morbidity (2. MPM diagnosis is primarily based on
pleural biopsy, and typical cases present with chest
pain, dyspnea, and malignant pleural -effusion;
therefore, many patients undergo puncture diagnosis
and pleural effusion management ). These invasive
procedures may result in iatrogenic dissemination of
tumor cells along the subcutaneous channels, causing
procedure track metastases (PTMs). Metastasis of the
operating channel leads to painful subcutaneous
nodule or neoplastic skin ulcer formation, which
has negative psychological and physiological
consequences in patients with MPM (5. A small-scale
randomized controlled study (RCT) involving 40
patients with MPM proved that prophylactic

irradiation of the puncture site could significantly
reduce PTM incidence (6. Since then, preventive
radiotherapy after invasive manipulation of the
pleura in patients with MPM has been widely used.
However, many recent clinical studies have failed
to demonstrate the effectiveness of preventive
irradiation to reduce the incidence of PTMs.

A RCT published in 2019 reported no advantage
in the use of PIT to prevent PTM. Later, it was
suggested that this study was statistically flawed.
Recommendations  regarding the need for
prophylactic radiotherapy vary among clinical
practice guidelines in different regions (7-10), The
puncture site, techniques, field size, dose, and timing
of prophylactic radiotherapy at the puncture site are
controversial (11), Here, a meta-analysis was used to
conduct a comprehensive evaluation of existing RCTs
and cohort studies to clarify the effect of preventive
radiotherapy on the incidence of PTMs in patients
with MPM.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Search strategy

Using the search terms "malignant
pleural mesothelioma, prophylactic radiotherapy,
prophylactic radiation”, the PubMed, Cochrane
Library, Web of Science, and EMBase databases were
searched. Searches were conducted until February,
2022.

Inclusion and exclusion criteria

The inclusion criteria were as follows: (1) patients
diagnosed with MPM by pathological or cytological
examination and underwent invasive diagnosis and
treatment operations, regardless of age, sex, or race;
(2) the experimental group patients received local
prophylaxis for the puncture site. The radiotherapy
scheme was not limited and the control group did not
receive prophylactic radiotherapy at the puncture
site; (3) the incidence of PTMs, occurrence time, pain,
adverse reactions to prophylactic radiotherapy,
survival time, quality of life, and other outcome
indicators were reported and (4) the research type
was RCT, cohort study, and the language was English.

The exclusion criteria were as follows: (1) studies
with unclear outcome indicators and (2) duplicate
publications.

Data extraction

Two researchers independently screened the
literature and extracted the data according to the
inclusion and exclusion criteria. The extracted data
included: (1) general information, including title,
author, publication time, etc.; (2) characteristics of
trial design, including the basic conditions of the
subjects, baseline comparability of each trial group,
intervention measures, blinding, and allocation
concealment; and (3) incidence of PTMs, adverse
reactions (radiodermatitis, pain, and gastrointestinal
reactions), and other outcome indicators.
Disagreements were resolved by consultation or by a
third investigator.

Evaluation of literature quality

The quality of the included RCTs was evaluated
according to the risk bias assessment tool
recommended by the Cochrane Collaboration, which
was divided into three levels: "low, "high, and
"uncertain. The risk of bias of the included cohort
studies was assessed using the Newecastle-Ottawa
Scale (NOS).

RESULTS

Basic characteristics of the included studies and
literature quality evaluation

A total of 772 related studies were retrieved; 576
articles were obtained after eliminating duplicate
literature via literature management software, 527

studies that did not meet the inclusion criteria, such
as non-controlled studies and intervention measures,
were excluded from reading titles and abstracts, and
49 studies were initially obtained. After reading the
full text and excluding 41 papers that did not meet
the inclusion criteria, 7 papers were finally obtained,
with a total of 4 RCTs (6.12-14), 3 cohort studies (15-17),
and a total of 1030 patients. The literature screening
process and the results are shown in figure 1. The
general information on the included studies is
presented in table 1. The risk of bias assessment of
the included studies is presented in figure 2.
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Figure 1. Flow chart of the literature search.

Table 1. Characteristics of included studies.
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Figure 2. Risk of bias profile of the included studies.
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Meta-analysis
PTM incidence

Seven studies with a total of 1030 patients
compared the incidence of PTMs between the
radiotherapy and control groups. Statistical
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heterogeneity was observed among the results of the
included studies (12=43%, p=0.10). The fixed effects
model was used for meta-analysis and showed that
there was a statistically significant difference in the
incidence of PTMs between the two groups (OR=0.48,
95% CI).:0.33, 0.69, p<0.0001), suggesting that
preventive radiotherapy had a significant effect on
reducing the incidence of PTMs (figure 3).
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Figure 3. Procedure track metastases incidences.

PTM incidence in large-caliber invasive procedures
According to the literature, large- and
small-caliber invasive procedures were defined.
Large-caliber invasive procedures include
thoracotomy, thoracoscopy, and the use of indwelling
drainage tubes. Small-bore invasive procedures
include fine-needle aspiration (fine needle
aspiration), pleural biopsy (Abram needle), and
cytology. Four studies reported the incidence of PTMs
in radiotherapy and control groups of patients with
MPM undergoing large-bore invasive procedures.
There was no statistical heterogeneity among the
results of the included studies (12=18%, p=0.30), and
the fixed-effect model analysis showed a statistically
significant difference in the incidence of PTMs
between the two groups (p=0.01), suggesting that
preventive radiotherapy can effectively reduce the
incidence of PTMs in patients with MPM undergoing
large-caliber invasive procedures (figure 4).
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Figure 4. PTM incidence in large-caliber invasive procedures.

PTM  incidence in small-caliber invasive
procedures

Two studies reported the incidence in
radiotherapy and control groups in patients with
MPM undergoing small-bore invasive procedures.
The difference in incidence was not statistically
significant (OR=1.09, 95% CI:0.02, 49.30, P=0.97).
However, considerable heterogeneity was observed
among the studies. Hence, we suggest that preventive
radiotherapy after small-bore pleural invasive
surgery in patients cannot effectively reduce the
incidence of PTMs (figure 5).
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Figure 5. PTM incidence in small-bore invasive procedures.

PTM incidence in patients with pathological types
of MPM

Two studies reported the associated pathological
information. The analysis results indicated that
preventive radiotherapy in patients with the
epithelial PTM type could reduce the incidence
(OR=0.27, 95% CI:0.11, 0.69, P=0.006). For patients
in other pathological analyses, the difference in the
incidence of PTMs was not statistically significant
(OR=0.78,95% CI:0.18, 3.38, P=0.74) (figure 6).
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Figure 6. PTM incidences in different pathological types.
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Funnel plot analysis

Publication bias funnel plot analysis was
performed on the included studies, and revealed a
symmetrical funnel plot, indicating no notable
publication bias (figure 7).
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Figure 7. Bias funnel plot of the included studies.

DISCUSSION

MPM can manifest as extensive chest wall
thickening and a nodular bulge on computed
tomography (CT), and it is often difficult to
distinguish from lesions such as tuberculous pleurisy.
Recently, positron emission tomography (PET) com-
bined with magnetic resonance imaging has greatly
improved the sensitivity of MPM diagnosis and
assists in local staging. However, due to the high price
and limitations (such as false positives and
negatives), MPM clinical diagnosis remains mainly
reliant on invasive methods such as pleural pathology
and immunohistochemistry (18). MPM prognoses are
generally very poor, and treatment for advanced
patients is focused on reducing pleural effusion,
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relieving dyspnea, and improving the quality of life.
The vast majority of MPM patients require invasive
pleural procedures during diagnosis and treatment.
When the iatrogenic operation destroys the original
coverage pattern of the tumor, the tumor cells spread
from the pleura to the subcutaneous tissue along the
invasive operation channel or a few tumor cell
clusters left in the operation channel recover the
operation channel in the same way, forming PTMs
(19,

The tumor then spreads and metastasizes along
the surgical pathway, causing potential complications
in patients with malignant pleural mesothelioma,
with a metastasis incidence of approximately 20%
(20). These invasive nodules can penetrate the chest
wall and may cause pain and nerve damage, seriously
affecting the quality of life of patients; hence it is
worthy to pursue preventive radiotherapy. The
invasive channel metastasis incidence increases with
an increase in operating diameter. The metastasis
rates after pleural biopsy, thoracoscopic surgery, and
thoracotomy are 10 %, 13%, and 26 %, respectively
(20). Boutin et al (1995) were the first to report a
small randomized controlled trial in which 40
patients with malignant pleural mesothelioma
received prophylactic radiotherapy following
invasive procedures to significantly reduce the
incidence of metastases (6). After radiotherapy, the
local blood supply was reduced, which reduced the
release of angiogenic and growth factors, thereby
limiting the survival ability of tumor cells and
ultimately reducing the occurrence of channel
metastasis.

Different operations lead to different incidences
of PTMs. Agarwal et al (2006) retrospectively
reported the incidence of PTMs in 100 patients with
MPM using different procedures, in which small-bore
puncture, thoracoscopy, and thoracotomy was
performed in 4%, 16%, and 24%, respectively (21,
Furthermore, Thomas et al (2014) reported 13.6%
of PTMs in 66 MPM patients with indwelling chest
wall drainage tubes (2. [n-vitro experiments
revealed that mesothelioma cells are highly sensitive
to radiation; however, due to the limitation of
pulmonary radiation toxicity, radical hemithoracic
radiotherapy is mostly performed after extrapleural
pneumonectomy (23). The preventive irradiation
range is limited, and the dose is small, which is
relatively safe and feasible in clinical practice.
Prophylactic radiotherapy kills a small number
of seeded cells before the formation of clonal
clusters. Simultaneously, tissue fibrosis, decreased
angiogenesis, and decreased oxygen supply after
radiotherapy complicate the colonization of tumor
cells in harsh conditions (2). Currently, one review
roughly combined the results of three RCTs and
failed to determine the effectiveness of preventive
radiotherapy (4. Furthermore, the conclusions of
trials on whether prophylactic radiotherapy can
reduce the incidence of PTMs are inconsistent.

Our analysis showed that prophylactic
radiotherapy did not reduce the incidence of PTMs in
all patients with MPM. These results are inconsistent
with previous research findings (11 and are not
similar to the findings of Lee et al (2021), which is
also a meta-study 5. The main reason for the
different results is the expansion of the study sample.
However, preventive radiotherapy can reduce the
occurrence of iatrogenic PTMs in patients with MPM
and epithelial-type MPM who undergo thoracotomy,
thoracoscopy, indwelling chest wall drainage tubes,
and other large-caliber operations. First, due to the
larger operating caliber, the greater the probability of
tumor cells spreading in the channel between the skin
and pleura, the greater the number and the higher the
true incidence of metastasis. Preventive irradiation
can reduce local metastases, which is consistent with
the findings of Clive et al (2013) ). Second, there
may be differences in radiosensitivity between the
different pathological types of mesothelioma cells.
In-vitro experiments have shown that the sensitivity
of human mesothelioma cells to radiation is closely
related to pathological subtypes. When the dose
reaches 25 Gy, the epithelial cell line produces a large
number of pro-inflammatory mediators, which
further activate dendritic cells and induce an immune
response to kill tumor cells.

However, this phenomenon was not observed in
sarcoma subtype cell lines. Therefore, it is speculated
that the currently widely used radiotherapy regimen
fails to cause lethal damage to the sarcoma-type and
mixed-type tumor cells. Finally, due to the low
incidence of MPM, the included RCTs were mostly
small sample trials, the heterogeneity between trials
was large, the significant evidence was not enough to
cover up the insignificant parts, and the overall
pooling was not statistically significant, and some
subgroups did not represent statistically significant
results.

The included studies reported that the most
recent adverse reactions related to prophylactic
radiotherapy were mild radiodermatitis, pain, chest
discomfort, vomiting, nausea, anorexia, and other
gastrointestinal reactions. No long-term adverse
reactions were noted. This shows that prophylactic
irradiation is relatively safe and that complications
can be tolerated. The radiation doses included in this
meta-analysis were all 21 Gy/3 F, but there were still
differences in the range of experimental designs and
the initiation of radiation therapy. However, no
experimental studies have been conducted on the
optimal preventive radiation regimen.

The main limitations of this study are as follows:
(1) the number of included studies was small, the
sample size was small, the quality was low, and the
number of studies for subgroup merging was small,
which may have affected the authenticity of the
conclusions of this study. (2) Only English literature
was included, creating the possibility that literature in
other languages were not included. (3) To expand the
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sample size, this study combined the results of RCTs
and cohort studies simultaneously, which may create
bias. (4) The main outcome index of all included
studies was PTMs, regardless of whether they
showed symptoms or not, and they were rarely
confirmed by pathology - creating the possibility that
scarring may have been mistaken for subcutaneous
nodules formed by tumor metastasis. (5) There were
differences in the radiotherapy regimens included in
the studies, and the effectiveness of different
radiotherapy regimens was not distinguished. (6)
The included studies did not specify the physical
status of the patients, and some patients could have
received chemotherapy or supportive treatment
simultaneously, which may have an impact on the
incidence of PTMs.

CONCLUSION

Prophylactic radiotherapy is safe and can
effectively prevent iatrogenic PTMs in patients with
epithelial MPM who have undergone thoracotomy,
thoracoscopy, indwelling chest wall drainage tubes,
and other large-caliber operations.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
None.

Ethical consideration: None.

Funding: This study was supported by the Medical
Scientific Research Foundation of Zhejiang Province
of China(2023KY666),the Zhejiang Tranditional
Chinese Medicine Science Fund Project (20212Q013),
Huilan Public-Hanson Pharmaceutical Lung Cancer
Precision Medical Research Special Fund Project
Foundation (HL-HS2020-5), Xisike-Hanson Cancer
Research Foundation (Y-HS2019-20), Scientific
Research Foundation of Zhejiang Medical Association
(2021PY081), and Science and Technology Bureau
Project of Jiaxing (2019AD32266, 2021AD30127,
2021AY30005, 2022AD30117).

Declaration of competing interest: The authors
declare no competing interests.

Author contributions: Pu-En Chen participated in
the design of the study and performed the statistical
analysis. Hua-Fei Chen, Chun-Wei Xu and Wen-Xian
Wang conceived of the study, and participated in its
design and Li-Chao Huang, Xiao-Feng Li, Gang Lan,
Zhan-Qiang Zhai, You-Cai Zhu, Kai-Qi Du, Mei-Yu Fang
coordination and helped to draft the manuscript. All
authors read and approved the final manuscript.

REFERENCES

1. Howlader N, et al. (2021) SEER cancer statistics review, 1975-2016.
National Cancer Institute, Bethesda, MD. Available from https://
seer.cancer.gov/archive/csr/1975_ 2016/ based on November
2018 SEER data submission, posted to the SEER web site, April
2019.].

2. Selikoff 1J, Hammond EC, Seidman H (1980) Latency of asbestos
disease among insulation workers in the United States and Cana-
da. Cancer, 46(12): 2736-2740.

3. Feller-Kopman DJ, Reddy CB, DeCamp MM, Diekemper RL, Gould
MK,Henry T, lyer NP, et al. (2018) Management of malignant pleu-
ral effusions. An official ATS/STS/STR clinical practice guideline. Am
J Respir Crit Care Med, 198(7): 839-849.

4. Ettinger DS, Wood DE, Akerley W, Bazhenova LA, Borghaei H,
Camidge DR, et al. (2016) NCCN Guidelines Insights: malignant
pleural mesothelioma, version 3. J Nat/ Compr Cane Netw , 14: 825
-836.

5. Popat S, Baas P, Faivre-Finn C, Girard N, Nicholson AG, Nowak AK,
et al. (2015) Malignant pleural mesothelioma: ESMO Clinical Prac-
tice Guidelines for diagnosis, treatment and follow-up. Ann Oncol,
5(26): 31-39.

6. Boutin C, Rey F, Viallat JR (1995) Prevention of malignant seeding
after invasive diagnostic procedures in patients with pleural meso-
thelioma. A randomized trial of local radiotherapy. Chest, 108(3):
754-758.

7. Scherpereel A, Astoul P, Baas P, Berghmans T, Clayson H, de Vuyst
P, et al. (2010) Guidelines of the european respiratory society and
the european society of thoracic surgeons for the management of
malignant pleural mesothelioma. Eur Respir J, 35(3): 479—-495.

8. Van Zandwijk N, Clarke C, Henderson D, Musk AW, Fong K, Nowak
A, et al. (2013) Guidelines for the diagnosis and treatment of ma-
lignant pleural mesothelioma. J Thorac Dis, 5(6): E254—-E307.

9. Baas P, Fennell D, Kerr KM, Van Schil PE, Haas RL, Peters S (2015)
Malignant pleural mesothelioma: ESMO Clinical Practice Guide-
lines for diagnosis, treatment and follow-up. Ann. Oncol, 26(5): v31
-V39.

10.Ettinger DS, Wood DE, Akerley W, Bazhenova LA, Borghaei H,
Camidge DR, et al. (2016) NCCN guidelines insights: malignant
pleural mesothelioma, version 3.2016. J Compr Canc Netw, 14(7):
825-836.

11.Bergamin S, Tio M, Stevens MJ (2018) Prophylactic procedure tract
radiotherapy for malignant pleural mesothelioma: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. Clin Transl Radiat Oncol, 13: 38—43.

12.0'Rourke N, Garcia JC, Paul J, Lawless C, McMenemin R, Hill J
(2007) A randomised controlled trial of intervention site radiother-
apy in malignant pleural mesothelioma. Radiother Oncol, 84(1): 18
-22.

13.Clive AO, Taylor H, Dobson Lee, Wilson Paula, Winton E, Panakis N,
et al. (2016) Prophylactic radiotherapy for the prevention of proce-
dure-tract metastases after surgical and large-bore pleural proce-
dures in malignant pleural mesothelioma (SMART): a multicentre,
open-label, phase 3, randomised controlled trial. Lancet Oncol, 17
(8): 1094-1104.

14.Bayman N, Appel W, Ashcroft L, Baldwin DR, Bates A, Darlison L, et
al. (2019) Prophylactic irradiation of tracts in patients with malig-
nant pleural mesothelioma: an open-label, multicenter, phase IlI
randomized trial. J Clin Oncol, 37(14): 1200-1208.

.Cellerin L, Garry P, Mahe MA, Chailleux E (2004) Malignant pleural
mesothelioma: radiotherapy for the prevention of seeding nod-
ules.Rev Mai Respir, 21(1): 53-8.

16.Chapman A, Mulrennan S, Ladd B, Muers MF (2008) Population
based epidemiology and prognosis of mesothelioma in Leeds, UK.
Thorax, 63(5): 435-9.

17.Froment MA, Frechette E, Dagnault A (2011) Prophylactic irradia-
tion of intervention sites in malignant pleural mesothelio-
ma.Radiother Oncol, 101(2): 307-10.

18.Gounant V, Brosseau S, Zalcman G (2021) Immunotherapy, the
promise for present and future of malignant pleural mesothelioma
(MPM) treatment. Ther Adv Med Oncol, 12
(10):17588359211061956.

19.Davies HE, Musk AW, Lee YC (2008) Prophylactic radiotherapy for
pleural puncture sites in mesothelioma: the controversy continues.
Curr Opin Pulm Med, 14(4): 326-30.

20. Metintas M, Ak G, Parspour S, Yildirim H, Erginel S, Alatas F, et al.
(2008) Local recurrence of tumor at sites of intervention in malig-
nant pleural mesothelioma. Lung Cancer, 61(2): 255-261.

21.Agarwal PP, Seely JM, Matzinger FR, MacRae RM, Peterson RA,
Maziak DE, et al. (2006) Pleural mesothelioma: sensitivity and
incidence of needle track seeding after image-guided biopsy versus
surgical biopsy. Radiology, 241(2): 589-94.

22.Thomas R, Budgeon CA, Kuok YJ, Read C, Fysh ETH, Bydder S, et al.
(2014) Catheter tract metastasis associated with indwelling pleural
catheters. J Chest, 146(3): 557-562.

23.Perrot M, Wu L, Wu M, Cho BC (2017) Radiotherapy for the treat-
ment of malignant pleural mesothelioma. J Lancet Oncol, 18(9):
e532-e542.

1

9]


http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/ijrr.21.2.24
http://ijrr.com/article-1-4777-en.html

[ Downloaded from ijrr.com on 2026-04-28 ]

[ DOI: 10.52547/ijrr.21.2.24 ]

348 Int. J. Radiat. Res., Vol. 21 No. 2, April 2023

24.Davies HE, Musk AW, Lee YC (2008) Prophylactic radiotherapy for
pleural puncture sites in mesothelioma: the controversy continues.
Curr Opin Pulm Med, 14(4): 326-30.

25.Lee CC, Soon YY, Vellayappan B, Leong CN, Koh WY, Tey JCS (2021)

Prophylactic irradiation of tracts in patients with malignant pleural
mesothelioma: A systematic review and meta-analysis of random-
ized trials. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol, 160: 103278.


http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/ijrr.21.2.24
http://ijrr.com/article-1-4777-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

