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Abstract

With the advancement of minimally invasive techniques, transanal total mesorectal excision
(TaTME)—as an alternative to laparoscopic total mesorectal excision (LaTME)—has demonstrated
potential advantages in mid-low rectal cancer, particularly in patients with a “difficult pelvis”. How-
ever, the comparative efficacy of TaTME versus LaTME has remained a focal point of ongoing debate
since its introduction. This article systematically reviews recent comparative studies on the two tech-
niques across three dimensions: perioperative safety, oncological outcomes, and functional prognosis.
In terms of perioperative safety, the two techniques show comparable overall complication and anas-
tomotic leakage rates, with TaTME demonstrating a significantly lower conversion rate. Regarding
oncological outcomes, TaTME is non-inferior to LaTME in radical resection rate, local recurrence, and
long-term survival. With respect to functional prognosis, the two approaches yield broadly compara-
ble results in anal function, urinary function, and overall quality of life; however, the high prevalence
of functional impairment and the limitations of current assessment tools warrant particular attention.
Most existing studies have focused on single-dimensional outcomes, and a comprehensive evaluation
system encompassing perioperative safety, oncological outcomes, and functional prognosis is cur-
rently lacking. Therefore, this article aims to systematically evaluate the efficacy differences between
TaTME and LaTME from an integrated “trinity” perspective, with the goal of providing clinicians with
a comprehensive evidence base and decision-making reference for selecting the optimal surgical ap-
proach to maximize overall patient benefit.

Keywords

Transanal Total Mesorectal Excision, Laparoscopic Total Mesorectal Excision, Perioperative Safety,
Oncological Outcomes, Functional Prognosis, Comprehensive Evaluation

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

S5 B R =W WG E R, b B A S =2 —[1][2], ™ B2 [ A3 A
A fi g2 Ao Horp b I B DR LA A BRI EE R 45 ) UL R T R HE LK T 1 45 B AR
SR A LLRIIBER . H Heald T 1982 £E4R Hh & H I RBEVIERAR(TME) LK, 80K 20N B S5
HITH “ehrdE” . BERER T BE R R AR T RBEA3]. BEMEIBRNARE, Bk
TME (LaTME) K H A J5 AR e (R R SRR 2R M, Db 7 FAREMT, Ik 1 8 1
ARJGRREE[4]. 2R, LaTME fEHRALE AR, TR s, el RaE S, IERE. &
FPRAE AR IR ) 2B v, IR B s o ASRAS BELAE A AR M AN ALET , S BUPEITIE L Sz i )
GORIR AV IR T v L B AR 2 S AE 45 05 T RETEE K [5] (6] 9 T SE IRIZ EEBOARAAN A K )5
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R, ZHAL4E W R IEVIFR AR (transanal total mesorectal resection, TaTME)iZ #i H BILZE K ACLETF I F T FR
7 B e B 7]

2010 4, Sylla %5 N5 X#IE T TaTME £ AMRF IR H[8][9]. HEIXT TaTME [)5€ XA #IFH TEM
AN BISMRLTFARN- &, 8 TME TR, “HTmE” Lt a s IR FAR[10]. X
FART7 AR B 42 Ferm vy LY R BRI B, SR AL T I i i o ) 8T, sl LaTME PR PR B 2 41F PR Ak
(6], MIII/DRESD] DRI  CREFE M R e Bt . PRI R 3R A D) S R 3 = TR & [ 1], &L
ZHARTE ARG B A HE T, 51K T B SR 2 08 . (B ILFER, BT TaTME FAR A
iy BE IR PR RAIEOR ER B [ 12], HAERIARII 224 Mg 2245 5 DL R D e 2 T (R 2R -G s e 7 T A7
FAERZFW . WHNFARZRET R GRS Rfabs, SZRBEARZ e, MR Y4 R 5 D65
JG = H M S IGEE VR ELE . WA BTE RGifiHE TaTME 5 LaTME X LU 78 (R 50t Jg, AN« =Ar
— R BRSO R ST RE S, AR R IRIGST RS 51K

2. BIREIZ S
2.1. ReptE X R

A TR I AR T R TR F R AT AT ME I B AR by . A UESE R ], TaTME 1 2 2 PR iR % .
COLOR MK, TaTME 28RN 1%, 1 LaTME 41E0E 17% (B1E OR = 0.03) [13]; Yi %%
A Meta 2t & B TaTME [ #43R B KT LaTME (OR = 0.14) [14]; Zhao 25 A\ iRE6 5 5104
(TSA)FIFELRAIE T iR ZEB[15]. BbAh, 7E COLOR RIS it 23], 7 LaTME 401 56 1 &5 61,
B 55 B A TaTME (i 41 Bl P @l R &, 14 BIUh W5, aEES I IFE[13]. X —
PR, MEREETFARERZ. JEFETRIEESIHAER, TaTME nJ{EA—FA 8T RS IARE
BARFEMFAR, HEHE—BEIE T TaTME £ TN BE AR 3

7t TaTME 5 LaTME TR A7 1H, E N AMIT TS5 18 MRS —. W1 Kagiyama 55 A\ ¢ PSM Hf
F¢ 7~ TaTME 20T AR 18] 5546 (330 vs 394 min) [16]; Xie 25 A\ B 70 7~ TaTME 2 A i 18] 5K (291
vs 243 min) [17]; 1 Yi %6 A Meta 73413 B P4 AE TR (8] 5 T G 235 22 e[ 14] . X TIX Mt 7 465 R 1)
725, Hoshino 58 NIA A2 “XUAIBN” 5 “ FIAIIN” B xCHAN IR B, XA A B[R] 545 ml 2 4 4
ARBS E][18]

EARPH M E T, ZEF TR TaTME A I /D[15][19]. Kagiyama %5 At 75 TaTME 41
i E A E N 0 g, /T LaTME 4 68 g [16]; COLOR ALK % B TaTME 41 H 1fi & H X a2
16% [13]. IXFhat B AT AE S TaTME 28 TN B4R 5 T A 10 0L/ gt 35 AR A %

2.2. REREIH LI

TaTME 1EA—Fgi R, HARJGE 5 I AORE IGO0 A FE 52 B 8 f0G0E . — U T4 [ 11 6 10 2afe
JE FIRIF 7T [ 20128 9] TaTME AR J5 B¢ UL R IE A& IR (5.9%) « 513X —FF &R, Fengming Xu 25[21]
H— LI RTT T3~4 . ASA > 3 Ml TME ArAA S8R B Z ML N 2 Zhu S5[22]88 T RIS
). W W67 % ASA VE4) /2 TaTME RGW)& IR IMSZ IR & . SO o s e 8, If
X HAEARRTRAT NS/ AT A A2, RERS I B S 2RI RE I R A .

) COLOR AL .7~ , TaTME 5 LaTME 7E 90 K AR IR E(20% vs 18%) ™ H I A IE(11%
vs 9%) WA TR (10% vs 8%) /7 HI¥A TG 235 22 5[ 13], Lauricella 55 A Meta 7 BTt 32 FFIX —&518[23].
B H SR BER A LA IR I RFFEAR ], AR AR RRE R A RAPE R E S, WXL =R
T FARNEE RS2 H AN
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TERGNEF RRETT T, TaTME R4 115G 41 B R it ) SR P A 048 & AN 70 20 vhigle, R0 BT o /b 22 s
759%. Saadoun ZFMIWFICEIL, fEMES. KE59 KA B & T, TaTME 2017 s ik ek 2% 15 2K T 1
JES B 2H(9.6% vs 25%), THEE I RIEM 22.7%F& % 3.2% [24]. AL, TaTME & HREEBR EbRA, HItE
A% R Z A 2 BT HF I ISR (0% vs 7.3%) [25]

FEW) A ARSI RIE T T, AT LaTME, TaTME (W& DA B K, FTYIAEIE R, XE
IR A VR ST fE KPR 2 - Kapturkiewicz 55 FIRF 738 B F TWI& e 28 2 3 T35 & (18.28% vs
8.47%, OR 3.52), HM& s BRI 1 em, W& R BB SERFAK 49% [26]. (HETF LWI& 2 T
SR B AAARCF I BENL B 28 SN 1.78 em) ), DRLIGIG Ab T T4 1Y) e 38 o8 B S o o1l ae 5, 1
4F TaTME £RA S A . fEV)E HRAETTH, Q Guo Z5 NI F IR TaTME R EW)& N4
21N 7%~8%, 5 LaTME ¥ 15%~20%AH LbBUE AR [27]; F3 4k, F57E TaTME J697 (AL B 7 i ik 5 %
K Bt Turnbull-Cutait &t V& (TCA) M AT DLk Gis 11, (EHT B I I R AR R IE 13.9% [27].

TEWA R S A G 7T, PRSI BA RILHI AR . Cong 25 AKIL, TaTME B “FH Rifif 17
T IB T R M R (NVB), 1055 m Emi i, 558 ik, F&iHE, 1 LaTME
B “H LI N7 H/CB 2SI NVB, 055 —BAREE I, BB 28], thAl, TaTME F#H
fRPRAB 55 K RN 0.8% [29], BT KA %40 2.8% (I 4tk [30], IXBe I Rl 2 K AR AE 2 ST 28 L3

EEKRE, MAARREIERIERMEL, (5 TaTME 78 72 6 G 35 &R 7 H BA 8%, 1 LaTME
TEWA PR A BB 45475 7 ARG 488%s TaTME [1W) -6 1R A 7E B0 {8 b rT R iy, H L 208 s ok o 250 gk e Mk
RIETHEAC Kk, B AE AT IR R S REAMA AT, X TG ma B, WsIRm . a4,
TaTME B BALH: X TW& N@Eae 2RSS, BEGF TYE A& DR, 5 Bk
Tt . T RIEIR S AR FE55 TaTME 545 1 &R i 45 44 s UIRT AR 258 kA 3 i

3. EFEE
3.1. EHIREERE

9o B2 R VPN B T ARARVA VERAZ O A, 32 BB T 30 B DD ZetRAS (BRI SR g R D) 2%
<1 mm). EIFTIZEE(DRM) B F M08 DLtk a5 H 23 B S e br it T iR . Yi 551 Meta 43
Br&RBL, TaTME B3 E )40 8 (CRM) B K (MD 0.99 mm). CRM PP HEAK(OR = 0.68) [14]. Zhao %%
N 32 UL HE AT 7T(6970 B1) ) Meta 2341 TSA fit7n, TaTME ) CRM PH 143 (OR = 0.64) 1 DRM(OR
=0.57)2FLT LaTME [15]. 7£ TME taA 582771, Farooqi 55 Aff) RCT-Meta 43 #7 . 7x, TaTME ]
5% TME %535 5T LaTME(RR =1.06) [31]. HHIC A KEWFFUESE TaTME 78 B 4G #5455 b
A IS, (FX LA 34 E A 1 PRIE S O FT P 2 K3 22572 o 2 1Y) oS e A D AR 19 =) 3 B2 R 2R
BAFRIRIAEAT R, X —F40 H AT R 15 2] RCT ZUAIIESE .

FrUELASE, Mikail Yazar 58 ANTE5 )t 26 BB 704 &K B TaTME BA5 A 58 8P S 1 B 22(85.7% vs
100%), HBEEZRIR, Rl VIERRMFH] 30%M4 2008 0% [6], X —XF LLER I AR BT &b 2% > #h 4 B
BN RIS Al TaTME J7 20 BB 5000, 17 A0 305 2027 B B A AR 5t - 9F TaTME HERA S il A, i &
“EEFERAREMHA TaTME” 45 % .

3.2. PRAIMERREM

FAR IR 2 AV T BAAE SR A R R IBANFAS R TE EAFI(DFS) B s AE A I(OS) & R([32],
T e B B R R A VA IR 2 22 A MR RO RE 2% o S0 4 R AR 15 A I TaTME AR J5 JR i KR ik 9.5%, 3
BUZE S ZEOR KA [12]. 2810, s 2 mAEE T ORI SRS 4 I 75 ZBARAFREIR . Zewde
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Sty TR 8 KimA a0 391 4l TaTME 1 3 fEMIE 5245 R, K Ta 5 RSB T 1) R 52 AN
1.9%, 3 FFERALEE 90% [29]. Persiani 25 Nk 55 1 SRR iy 25 2 A0 i R BPERIE FC B U 45 SR o, 3 4F
AT E RN 3.5%, 5 FEBAELEHRN T5%[33]. Grundler 2 AR E I E 2 b7t dh, 3 ERME R R
1L 2.2% [34]. Xie & A E PSM W5t 7R, TaTME 5 LaTME K 5 4F 5 A4 17(64.2% vs 64.4%) ke
17(66.1% vs 66.1%) Ji 5 K (8.5% VS 6.6%)FLZE AL FF2(32.8% vs 32.7%) 5T 35 2 5[ 17]

Xt X R 22 SR, EAES/ESCP/ESGAR #8EIANA, B 701K i B2 R 2R £ B AR T > il
LR RFAREFOHFHIATT R8N 21%), MidE TaTME $ARA S 1) A TEGRFE[35]. Beppu 58 A
AT BEIESE, IRTFAREERE(1~38 #)) 5 FRMEKF mIL 12.9%, 1 FAREEB(39 #1)X 6.8%
(HR 2.15) [36]. X—45R5818 7 TaTME (18 2297 20m B R 2 BREE Be 425, DRI 90 4 FE g i
TaTME 5 LaTME f LI 7E S B2 24 8fiA TaTME ZH AT /E A 00 2856 (DA S HOR 75 B T 2 ST i 28

AL ZE Cox BIHMHT—BUES, TR (TaTME vs LaTME) AN A& Ja i 52 & B AR A7 7
fERR R, TG 8. CRM IR FGER & L EREM R ZR[17] [33]. IXEIRAE PR A S g 27 25
JZE 2 W T B R AT AR &, MR N A & o K, 5 BERTE F AR H 25 55 IA &R, TaTME
AR TR AL ST A R FR 2 i B, R ] SR B 2 4 m] S 0 TR IR 2 A5

4. THEEF T/

TyRe % T 2 JB o e ELER IR T AE S, 52 TaTME &5 LaTME PR R S AL 8 2 0i . 4+l
ORI 5 BRI 22 4 AR 745 )R AN AN ), DHBe A TIUG OB AL 48 e v BE R B4R o
BEERHIPE TREAG . AT X Dhe A s A T It 32200 D e 45 R AN A3 S 15 T

4.1. NEEFERK

4.1.1. fIINEBIhEE

UZEPNICRE R, EERZEMNEBTFARE, —iorEESHN— RV TheeRERSG, Hd, K
PRI VIR EEAAE(LARS) ORI, MBS m R AR VG it . REHEE NI Meta /M7 s, TaTME RJ5
12 ™ H LARS BRAEZFE N 73.8%, HJFE LARS ik 45.5%, HARJG 1 ENLHEMHES], X —HIEUH T
THEEIR E H A A . 7E L TaTME 5 LaTME B, Lauricella 28 A Meta 20 #7128 & B AR 20
7£ LARS S/ FIE EE LARS KA 7 1 5.2 75 57 [23] . Geitenbeek 25 A\ [ 2 45 4234 [FIRELS H 9 b A 2 HE
fH IR TE R 25 S A5 [37] 0 IXLLEE IR LARS [ R AE 2L B AR AT AR 0 3 [H]) il 1, 1 3R
TaTME A 6k . T3 A 74 TaTME RJ5 12 ™ H LARS 1F53 5% (38], X% 7 rl e 5 &0 FfE
JRT = E BT IR T LR 3 RGNS BR . BE VTN R ZE DT AN [ 9. 40 TaTME 385 3& A T AR
filsd, TRAIMI A A S 5 LARS FIMSL G IR R . Hit, Bf# TaTME 5 LaTME 7£ [{%:4/F F LARS
TZER, BT TaTME AR MR A E AR, HEF M LARS 400 & A 250 il fE 8 & .

HHATHLE TaTME 5 LaTME DiRe4s RO T K2 R LARS ¥4, HILRBRIEIE H & 52 21507
Ribas &5 N @i #E Wi it 58 K AL 48 LARS 1405 H BRIt e L(ICD)EAE 14.5% A —5%: LARS ¥
Y ATRERG DL “HES R A CARTTRINHE DR N E R R (8.1%) AT “Jo LARS” {HELRR
& ICD brifE, Rk ICD B, BRI EAG SR RAE 0 SE b AR i 2 e (1 S A28 T “ R RE/ R
LARS” [39]. Atsumi 25 \ [R50 —BFSE, 4 25%7% LARS P40 0H389 “E LARS” B E sSLhrft &
ICD FrifE[40]. XA FE R, BEH LARS ¥4 vl REREIRf— 5 A IR R LR B, Sk 5
— Ay CIEN R . Rk, 7R FEEUA B U LARS WA 45 R, AT 2R EIX — T B 15
BRAE, WZHIE] LARS 1522 R VI A e 4 I N SR D Re iR 45 b4, LARS PP 2R B 2 “F
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97 AHBL, X REIR BN R B R (B A E — R 2 RIRTS), AL A B I %8 . Asnong
SR TURI, R BRI G AN HERE HC 5 A B & IOAR SRS, oA ™ L D RERRAS A Th 411,
Bk, FERKMIBE T, BATAT LGN ICD brdEslH B4 S HHE Hid TR, S inam . #ERfHpF
AR AR I e PR Zh E 22 57 -

4.1.2. 3hERINEESMIHRE

WIRIHRERE 5 3 B E LB 2 UM . Cong 25 Nilid /- R NVB H fLiX — % M f645, 5
IR T PR AR ARG ML 0 A5 % 52 [28]. TaTME 20+ &4 NVB H i &5 AR5 6 AN AR 12 A H 1 E br
I8 RSE IR 143 (international Prostate Symptom Score, IPSS)¥) % 2 ¥ /5, IIEF-5 ([EPrEIETh %) & &
AR, BIARJFWARAIEIRE S 2, (H NVB i, Mg+ LaTME.

TEPRUE B X — R PR D) BEFRFS L, Fujin Ye 5 AHJ RCT 275, TaTME Y5 LaTME R 5 IR K
AR EEF(6.8%vs 7.2%) [42]. HFIR KB, £ TaTME E#FH, FIHEBRIRERE 1 KW) $H
HEFR >4.09 mUkg/h MERE > 65 %52 RUE A ML ERIK Z . Geitenbeek 55 N[ R4t 454 7k, TaTME
5 LaTME £ JR I BE(IPSS) 1 ThAE(IIEF/FSF) /7 TH 0 i3 22 57, B HAE Y i 251K .

PEDIRE R DI Re2h Js it Fu s D 4E e, JCHAE V& . Lauricella %8 A\ Meta 73 #7388,
EORTC QLQ-C29 &7~ TaTME 41 2o 14 M Ak B AR AN 22 /8 B % IL(p < 0.05) [23], Donovan %5 A\ [1)5551] 2 5]
B, 53V IEF #hlRhReA G 535 TR, MsimBia 7 il s T, ST AR Dh REA T 1 £ 20K
R 35 [43]. 4 HT D BRI 72 M 3L [ R PR B4 . DRI PR Dh g ) S Us B3 A ml 2 S8 m v 26 B R
B HAE . RIX )RR S HAGThRE . L TE D . DRIt ASKRIWE 7T S Tl e v Th Rl 1 B4
B2z, FHFRUEL AR (IEF-5. FSFI), JRHAfR 20 ke A B A7 58 5k .

42. £ERE

AT TR R VPN B R ST S AR AR 22—, VA EERH EORTC QLQ-C30 M H 4% H e 15
Ht QLQ-CR29/CR38, i i A e DIRELEECIRIR. A T AL AL FIRERZE B (I 57 « P
Wl MKNE JGVS . (ERLSE)FRAL T TE AT A R A

SRIMT, ARSI E H AT E P AHRR. 28—, &R WAL, Ammann S AME ARG 3 MH
R ZAL 30.9%, 5 AN 54.6%, N nl G m il AR i B E44]. BB, ARTERERZERE /DT
PR 1% BI{E . EORTC QLQ-C30 AN/t K ZE 5 (MCID)2I 4 10 73, 111 2 i 70 M 5% 31 (1) 20 /] 22 53¢
1E 5~6 it Gk BEEIRIRE A R .

7f TaTME 5 LaTME A5 i & Lh4% ., Ammann 25\ () PSM B 78 85 2X#ik & T TaTME K& 5 194
TR ERE VG . RAIER, TaTME fEARJG 3~4 FHEE QoL FlLE sy EBEZE (7 6~8 41); {HZ PSM KL
)G, ZRG/NE 5~6 77, MEEVONIRIKE XHR[44]. Lauricella %5 [FFE A & B AR A A SAA 6 HE R
o B EZE R 23],

Shojaei-Zarghani 55 A\ 1] Meta 7T B, ToiRAMA AR I, B LARS B I A B4 FEMIK 10.98
OEIEREE M), HaThieZH™ E(WMD-15.73) [45]. XEKEBEARGEERENER EEFET
LARS A&, MHEFARNEE . REFHFHAR LARS KAZALL, A3EHEHNAH Y. X~ Ammann 55 A1)
WEFC 4 FAL A TIEMIRE, (A TaTME 41EF MR AL B EAL, HrishiayT LhBl o &, XN EA G5 E
ZEH) LARS ARG FEARSS . i) PSM RIEIX SR AN &, 2 A0 B R i 2 A A IR

AN, KT —LUER NHE, WIAERE. Bl Bhia T 5 s JoE B ARV I & H AT 7D . Tejedor
2 N E R 23 FOBIF 70 R AR 5 AR 05 B AR [46], Matsuda %5 N &2 32 3l Bk 7 a5 B Bk 5t
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KRR AETE T E[47], Saadoun &5 NEFX 24 S e B3 WU AUR S T AORE, TRJCAR TS AR [24].
X8 12 FHE AN AT, AR BB AT Al Bhia 7 o (1 B /& TaTME LA AR, R AT R
W E AR, B, RN E IR A BIRDT TaTME % S48k N TE A AR 1 o0 B 2 75 368 o B B 5

[ o IR A F 9 SR JE AT TR I, 28—, B R AN DA PR O AR G R SR 46 246 TaTME. 7E4 53
B ARET L, TaTME 5 LaTME K AR VS S I R 035 22 5, DRI AR 3 m] DU T ooy 2% e 4
AR B MR S =, X TG AR E M SGE, B N H G EEE LARS T AiGyT L,
T REUF AR, ARJ5 LARS 240G 5 & N0 EZIKSIR R, RN @ hs Ik LARS i # 2+
R 2 . S NTHETE . BRI %%) . 5=, I VPAN N O H FURE U5 1) — 384> . Planellas
SENARS, AMEELERESRG, BEEARE 2 FAEFRRENE RN 43.9%, fHR
HEAL IR A ) 1% (48], X H&7s HATX T IhRe VR4S (R 70 ok 5638, AR BIHE AU S S0 iX — 0k, wT
SEHIH PROMs(EEE R 5 45 R )N NBE VT, IR B Z LI RS

5. ®Ml TaTME ARG CHZERE
5.1. SN

EF S P OFAREIM, KRBT ARG R RS . Kapturkiewicz 55 K I TaTME
FARBHLITE 100 58 TFaE, S5 & BMI ARG 1535 K FREHA[49]. Yazar 558 A IR 5T
IEsE, MEELKFNE, TaTME [ R1 PIBRR MR 30%[4 2153 0% [6]. Beppu ZIHFREY, KFAR
EERBE(1~38 B 5 i E R F /T AREER(>39 )T (12.9% vs 6.8%) [36]. XLEHF IR,
TE LA AR T, B AR ARFH LI HATICCE S 2, A2 T I “ B LaTME” &5 “ 5L TaTME”
SEib bR F] LaTME. IXfRE 1 el LA B [ PR 50 453 6 TaTME AR 4518, 1 COLOR 5%
JREE A% B RCT WA B T A 4B R 4518

EAES/ESCP/ESGAR 16 WA H T EALE K. TaTME NER R EHOGEE TME FARE >30 )T
&, RFTHTEML 40~50 GG, BAEFEFRHEREZE D 12 I LRRFRRE[35]. X NI IR L Rt
T TR, ORI T IR AESE AL T 2% .

5.2. BEEERG

R AR R A2 R0 T AR BE AN 25 R AL R 3, AR Bk 510, AN RV 7 o AL J ) 22 et
X FARST R AT 3 52MT. COLOR IS P H = AN 0 LaTME R (1 ek 28, 405l 5
(OR 2.91). BMI>30kg/m? (OR 2.73)FRIEEATZ% <5 cm (OR 2.90), 24 &3 [FI B &FHANK EKI, LaTME
G ISR I 30%: [AII) B = AN R, KU ik 60% [13]. Miyake 25 7R B, B 42 TaTME
AR S 7 E I RORE ST G 6 R (HR 2.13) [30]. Tejedor 25 A5t JEJE e 1) PSM Wt % W], TaTME {#
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