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BBEJIEHNE: 60n1bHble nocne cihuHKmMepoCoXpaHaowe20 feveHus paka npamoll KUWKU U ¢ popMuposaxuem nocmo-
AHHOU KUWeYHOU cMoMbl HeU36eXHO CMAKUBAIMCA C HeeamuUBHLIMU YHKULUOHGNbHBIMU NOCIEOCMBUAMU Jleye-
Hus. llpu conocmasumoli paduKanbHOCMU XUpypeu4yecKoeo BMeamesnsCmsaa BONPOC O BbINOJHEHUU PEKOHCMPYK-
MUuBHO20 3Mana onepayuu 3a4acmyto 0Cmaemcs OmKpPbIMbiM.

LEJTb: cpasHUmMb Kayecmso xu3HuU 60/IbHbIX PAKOM NPAMOU KUWKU NoCe paduKaabHO20 XUpypeuyecKoo nedeHus
¢ hopmuposaHuem nocmosHHOU KOSOCMOMbI USIU BOCCMAHOBAGHUEM aKma degekayuu.

MATEPWAJIBI M METOAbI: numepamypHbili nouck npou3soouscs 8 3NeKmpoHHbix 6asax numepamypsi MEDLINE
coomsemcmseHHo Kpumepusm PRISMA no knoyessim cnosam: «Qol», «Quality of life», «EORTC», «low anterior
resection» «rectaly, «stoma», «ostomys» npu nomowu cy¢gukcos [OR], [AND]. B memaa+anu3s 6b110 8KA04YeHO 9
DpempocnekmuBHbIX UCC1e008aHUL, 8 KOMOPbIX ObIIU U3yYeHbl pe3ybmamsl feveHus 2438 nayueHmos.
PE3YJIbTATbI: docmosepHbix pasnuyuli 8 2106a/1bHOM Kayecmae Xu3HU Mexoy 2pynnamu nayueHmos ¢ ¢opmupo-
BAHUEM NOCMOAHHOU CMoMbl U nociie onepayuli ¢ BoccmaHosneHuem akma degekayuu He sbisisneHo (p = 0,11).
JocmosepHas pasHuya ¢ xyowum nokasamesem y CmoMupoBaHHbIX NAYUEHMO8 omMeyaemcs no wkane ¢usuye-
CKo20 ¢hyHKyuoHUposaHus (p = 0,003), a makxe ponesozo yHKyuoHUpos8anus (p = 0,002). layueHmsi ¢ nocmo-
AHHOLU cmomoli 6osiee nodsepxeHbl HAPYWeHUsM 3MOUUOHAIbHO20 (p = 0,03) U coyuanbHo20 GyHKUUOHUPOBA-
Hus (p = 0,004). llpu oyeHKe cumnmomamuyecKux wWKana nayueHms! co cmomoli 6bicmpee ycmarom (p = 0,01).
Hanpomus, y nayueHmos nocie c(uHKMEpPOCOXpaHAWUX onepayuli ommedyaemcs 6osee BbICOKAs yacmoma
3anopos u duapeu (p < 0,00001).

3AKJIOYEHWE: npu conocmasumom 2106a16HOM ypoBHe Ka4ecmsad KU3HU NAyUueHmos ¢ popmMuposaHuem nocmosH-
Hol cmomb! u nocsie onepayuli ¢ BOCCMAHOBeHUEM akma degekayuu, OaHHbIe 60JbHbIe uMelom pasHbil npogus
HapylweHus NammepHoB KA4yecmsa XU3HU U QYHKUUOHAbHbIX nocnedcmaull xupypeuyeckoeo sMewiamenbcmad.
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BACKGROUND: patients with rectal cancer after low anterior resections and with permanent colostomy inevitably face
negative functional consequences of treatment. The question of anastomosis performing often remains unanswered.
AIM: to compare the quality of life of patients with rectal cancer after low anterior resections and surgical treatment
with a permanent colostomy.
MATERIALS AND METHODS: literature search was performed in MEDLINE database according to PRISMA criteria using

KauecTBo XM3HU NALMEHTOB C MOCTOSHHOM KONOCTOMOM M nocne Quality of life of patients with permanent colostomy
onepaumii ¢ BOCCTAHOBNIEHUEM HEMPEPbIBHOCTHM KULEYHMKA (MeTaaHanus) and low anterior resections (meta-analysis)
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the keywords: “Qol”, “Quality of life”, “EORTC”, “low anterior resection” “rectal”, “stoma”, “ostomy” using suffixes
[OR], [AND]. The meta-analysis included 9 retrospective studies with 2438 patients.

RESULTS: no significant differences were found in global health status between the groups (p = 0.11). A significant
difference with a worse score in ostomy patients is noted on the physical (p = 0.003), role (p = 0.002), emotional
(p =0.03) and social functioning (p = 0.004). In contrast, patients undergoing sphincter-preserving surgery have a
higher incidence of constipation and diarrhea (p < 0.00001).

CONCLUSION: patients with permanent stoma and after low anterior resections have comparable global health sta-
tus. These patients have different profiles of disturbances in QoL patterns and functional consequences of surgery.
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BBELEHUE

AHaTOMMYeCKas NPOTAXKEHHOCTb NPAMON KULWKM COCTaB-
nset 15 cm ot 3ybyatoit AnHum [1]. CornacHo faHHbIM
eXerofHoro BectHuka «CoctosiHMe OHKONOrMYecKow no-
MOLWK HaceneHuto Poccuny, B Halwem cTpaHe Ha yyeTe Co-
cTouT 181801 60NbHOI C LMArHO30M paK NPAMON KULLKU.
Mpuyem 6onee yem 12 Thicayam nauueHToB B 2022 rogy
LaHHbI AnarHo3 6bin ycTaHoBNEH Bnepsble [2].
CoBpeMeHHbI MyNbTUANCLUMIMHAPHBIA NOAXOS K Neve-
HUWIO paKka NPAMON KMLWKN C UCMONb30BAHNEM XUMUO- UAH
XUMUONyYeBO Tepanuu NpUBEN K CHUXKEHUIO CMEPTHO-
CTW OT paka npsamon kuwku [3]. Tak, NATUNETHAA BbIXU-
BAeMOCTb NPU paKe NPAMON KULIKKU B HACTOALLEE BPEMS
coctaBnset 88% ana I craguu, 81% — pna IIA craguu,
50% — pnsa IIB ctaguu, 83% — pns ITIIA ctapuu, 72% —
ansa ITIB ctapuu, 58% — pna ITIC ctaguu n 13% — pns
ctagum IV [4]. N3-3a oTHOCMTENBHO BLICOKMX NOKa3aTe-
Neil BbIXKMBAEMOCTH, 0COBEHHO NPU HaYaNbHbIX CTAfUAX
3aboneBaHus, B HacToslLee BpeMs 3HaYUTeNbHOE KOu-
YeCTBO NALMEHTOB CTANKWUBAETCA C NOBOYHBIMYU Ithdek-
TaMU NeYeHus, KOTOPblE 0Ka3biBAKT CEPbE3HOE BANUAHME
Ha KayeCTBO XXU3HU B LONTOCPOYHOI NepCrnekTuBe.
HecmoTpsa Ha ycnexu KOMMIEKCHOro Noaxo4a, KOTopbIi
npumeHseTca y 45,7% nauueHToB C AMArHO30M pak
NpAMOi KMUWKKW, XMPYPrUs Y AaHHbIX BONbHBIX OCTAETCA
OCHOBHbIM MeTofioM sieyenus [2]. Mpu 3Tom, Bnaroga-
ps MyNbTUANCLUNIMHAPHOMY MOAXOAY, Y GONbLWMHCTBA
OnepupoBaHHbIX BO3MOXHO COXpPaHWTb €CTeCTBEHHbIN
akT pecekaumm [5]. Ho gaxe coxpaHeHue dyHKLUYU MO-
JKET ObITb CONPSAXKEHO C HEraTUBHLIMW MOCNEACTBUSMU,
KOTOpble 3aTpar1MBaloT 3HaYUTENbHYIO YacTb NaLMEeHTOB,
nepeHecL WX onepaLmio No NOBOAY paka NPAMON KULWKK.
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[10 90% 3TUX 6O/bHbIX CTANKMBAETCA C CUMHAPOMOM HU3-
KOl nepefHei pe3eKuuW, KOTOPbIA XxapaKTepuayetcs
YACTbIMU U HEOT/IOXHbBIMKU NO3bIBaMMK K fedeKauuu, 3a-
TPYLHEHHbIM U HEMOJHbLIM OMOPOXHEHUEM KULIEYHUKA
“ npobnemamu, CBA3aHHbLIMM C KOHTponem ctyna [6].
MomMMMO 3TOro, NauueHTbl, ONEPUPOBAHHbBIE NO MOBOLY
paKa npAMON KULWKK, BCTPEYAKTCA U C APYTUMU HENPU-
ATHBIMM CUMNTOMaMu: Gonbio B 06MacTH Tasa, Hapylle-
HUEM KUWeYHON (YHKLMK, NPUBA3AHHOCTLIO K TyaneTy,
ceKcyanbHOW 1 MoyeBoit auchyHKkumeit [7]. Kpome Toro,
KaXnblii 4eTBepTblii 6ONbHON pPaKOM MpPsMON KUIWKK
CTaNKMUBAETCA C HeobXoAMMOCTbio (HOpMUPOBAHMSA Mo-
CTOSIHHOM CTOMbI Ha NepefHeil OPIOLIHOI CTEHKE, YTO He-
raTMBHbIM 06Pa30M OTpaXKaeTCs Ha KauecTBe Xu3Hu [8].
Mpu conoctaBuMMOit paguKanbHOCTW feYeHus U pas-
HOOOPa3HbIX, HO PABHO HEraTUBHbIX (YHKLMUOHANbHBIX
nocneAcTBMAX onepaunii kKak ¢ GopmMMpoBaHMEM CTO-
Mbl, TaK 1 C BOCCTAaHOB/IEHWEM aKTa fiechekalmu, Bonpoc
O PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOM 3Tane 3a4acTylo CTaBUTCH Hermo-
CPeACTBEHHO nepef HeA0CTaTO4HO MH(OPMUPOBAHHBIM
0 Xofe ieyebHOro npouecca NayMeHToM HakaHyHe Xu-
pypruyeckoro BMmelwartenscrea [9].

Ewe 6onblue BONPOCOB OTHOCUTENBHO KAuyecTBa KU3HM
6O0/IbHBIX CO CTOMOI M MOCNe HWU3KUX pe3eKuuit nps-
MO/ KWLWKW BO3HUKIO nocie ny6anKauum metaaHanmsa
Cornish J. u coaBT., 06beMHUBLIETO pe3y/bTaThl feve-
Husa 1443 naumeHtoB u3 11 uccneposanuii. CornacHo
MONYYEHHbIM [aHHbLIM, 3HAYMMBIX Pa3nnUYuUil B rnobansb-
HOM KayeCTBE JXM3HW MeXAy rpynnamu nNauueHToB,
nepeHecwWnx OPIOWHO-NPOMEXHOCTHYIO 3KCTUpNALUIO
M NEpefHIol0 pe3eKLuto NpAMON KWLWKK, BbIABIEHO He
obino (p > 0,05) [10]. Bonee Toro, HekoTopble pabo-
Thl YKa3blBAOT HA TO, YTO B OTAANEHHOW nepcnekTuse
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Tabnuua 1. Xapakmepucmuka BKIOYEHHbIX 8 MEMAAHAU3 UCCAR00BaHUL
Table 1. Characteristics of the studies included in the meta-analysis

WccnepoBanune log CrpaHa ':::::1‘:?:: Onepauuu cPo:e':;ﬁ:'o_ OnpocHuk XNt Mon Bospact Aun3ainH

C. Schmidt [12] 2005 | Fepmatus 249 BM3 — 46 12 mec. EORTCQLQ-C30 | 24 64 PeTtpocnektusHoe
NP — 203 104 65,8

M. Feddern [13] 2013 llaHus 898 BN3 — 424 4,5 (2-8) netr | EORTCQLQ-C30| 236 |m—533| 70 (29-93) | PeTpocnekTusHoe
HMNP — 474 4,4 (2-8) net 175 |x — 365 | 68 (39-94)

M. Kasparek [14] 2010 CLUA 155 HMNP — 72 47 + 20 mec. EORTCQLQ-C30 | 31% 56 + 13 PeTtpocnektusHoe
Brn3 — 83 100 + 24 mec. 32% 62+ 12

K. Mrak [15] 2011 | AscTpus 59 HMNP — 39 | 74 (37-119) mec. | EORTCQLQ-C30 | 27 M — 41 | 64 (37-78) | PeTpocnektnsHoe
BM3 — 20 12 X — 18 | 67 (41-80)

M.Guren [16] 2005 | Hopserus 319 HNP — 229 | 64 (6-12) mec. |EORTCQLQ-C30| 34 |m— 179 | 73 (39-94) | PetpocnektusHoe
BM3 — 90 * — 140

P. Nasvall [17] 2010 | UWseumns 430 HNP — 106 | 91 (48-155) mec. | EORTCQLQ-C30 | H\g |Mm— 261 | 71(35-97) | PeTpocnekTusHoe
B3 -324 K — 192

J. Konanz [18] 2019 | FepmaHus 91 HMP — 41 | 12 (6-22) mec. |EORTCQLQ-C30| 36 M—63 | 68+10,8 | PerpocnektusHoe
BMN3 —50 | 16 (6-37) mec. w—28 | 692+115

P. Du [19] 2016 Kurait 43 HMP — 20 12 mec. EORTCQLQ-C30| H\g | M —24 H\A PeTpocnekTusHoe
BMn3 — 23 *—19

L. Trenti [20] 2018 | WcnaHus 194 HNP — 122 12 mec. EORTCQLQ-C30| 9 Mm— 135 | 63,9+ 10,1 | PetpocnektusHoe
BNy — 72 * — 59

lpumeyarue: bI13 — 6prowHo-NpomMexxHOCMHAs IKcmupnayus npamoll Kuwku; HIP — Hu3kas nepedHas pesekyus npamoli kuwiku; 1P — nepedHss pesekyus

npamou Kuwku

nayueHTbl C HU3KNMU KOJIOPEKTAJIbHbIMW @aHACTOMO3aMN
MMENN Xy[luee KayecTBO Xu3Hu [7].

YyuTbiBasA NPOTUBOPEYUMBLIA XapaKTep OMUCAHHbLIX Npo-
6neM, C Lesblo aKkTyanusauuu nuTepaTypHbIX LaHHBIX,
Hamu 6bin npoBefeH MeTaaHanus, O6'b€)_1VIHVIBLUI/Il7I pe-
3yNbTaThl NeyeHna 2244 nauueHToB U3 9 peTpocnek-
TUBHbIX UCCNEAOBaHUA, KOTOpbIM OblNa BbINOJHEHA
onepauus ¢ GopMMpPOBaHUEM NOCTOAHHOI CTOMbI Ha Ne-
penHeit GPIOWHOI CTeHKe UK CHUHKTEPOCOXpaHsoLiee
NneyeHue.

MATEPUATTBI 1 METObI

JlutepatypHbIii NOMCK NPOMU3BOAMNCA B 3NEKTPOHHBIX
6a3zax nutepatypbl MEDLINE cooTBeTCTBEHHO KpuTEpM-
am PRISMA. Mownck He Gbln orpaHnuyeH aaTtoi nybauka-
LMW 1 NPOBOAMNCA MO 3aMpocy, COAEPKaLLeMY TEPMUHbI:
«Qoly, «Quality of life», «EORTC», «low anterior resec-
tion» «rectal», «stoma», «ostomy» npu nomowm cyd-
tukcos [OR], [AND] [11]. CratucTuueckyio o6paboTky
LaHHbIX MpU CpaBHEHWU METOLMK NPOBOAWIM B MpoO-
rpamme Review Manager 5.3.

Mocne BbINONHeHWs 3anpoca Obii0 HaigeHo 512 ny-
OnMKaLMi, cpeau KOTOpPbIX B pe3yibTaTe CKPUHMHTA
OblM UCKNIOYeHbl: 59 cTaTeit — 0630poB nuTEpaTy-
pbl, 268 MccnefoBaHM, U3yYalOWMX Apyrue natTepHbl
(DYHKUMOHANbHbIX HApYWeHWi, 147 HecpaBHUTENbHbIX
nccnefoBaHWiA, NOCBAWEHHbIX OAHOMY M3 TUMOB Onepa-
LUMii, 16 paborT, rae cpok HabnoaeHUs 3a 60bHbIMU Bbin
MmeHee 6 mecsues, 10 uccnefoBaHWiA, UCMONb3YIOWMX
anbTepHaTUBHbIE ONPOCHUKM, 3 UCCNeA0BaHMA — U3-3a

Kauectso XXM3HM NAUMEHTOB C NOCTOSHHOM KONOCTOMOM M nocne
onepcu.uﬁ C BOCCTAOHOBJIEHWEM HENPEPLIBHOCTU KULIEYHUKA (MeTGGHGﬂM3)

HEBO3MOXHOCTU BOCCTAHOB/IEHWUS NEPBUYHbBIX AaHHBbIX.
Takum 06pa3om, nocne NpoBeAeHNs CKPUHUHTA U aHaNU-
3a NInTepaTypbl B MeTaaHann3 Obiio BKAOYEHO 9 peTpo-
CMEKTUBHBIX UCCNe0BaHNI, B KOTOPbIX ObiIM U3yYeHbl
pe3ynbTaThl ledyeHns 2438 nauneHToB, ONepupoBaHHbIX
no NOBOAY 3/10KaYECTBEHHbIX OMyX0Jei NPAMON KULWKK
Cc (GopMupoBaHMEM MOCTOSHHOW CTOMbl Ha nepepHeit
OplowWHON cTeHKe Unn CUHKTEpPOCOXpaHsloLiee neye-
Hue (Puc. 1).

XapaKTepucTuKa BKIOYEHHbIX B MeTaaHanu3 uccnepo-
BaHWii npeacTaBneHa B Tabnuue 1.

[na meTaaHanusa ucnonb3oBanacb MofeNb CAyYaiHbIX
3(heKToB, a CTaTUCTUYECKYID TeTepOreHHOCTb Cpe-
AW UCCNeAOBaHWI OLEHMBANW C NOMOLLbIO y2-TecTa.
CratucTnyeckn 3Ha4yMMOIA reTeporeHHoCTb  CYuTanu
npu 3HavyeHun p < 0,1 u I? > 50%. HenpepbiBHbIe AaH-
Hble OMUCbIBANNCb HECTaHAAPTU3MPOBAHHBIMU B3Be-
WeHHbIMK cpegHumMu ¢ I 95%, u, B cnyyasx, rae 6610
npuBeAEHO CpefHee U pa3max (min-max) unu owubKy
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MEDLINE
512 myGmukanmii |

‘ Cpog

menee 6 Mec, | | OB30ph AHTEPATYPH
16 craeii | 59 crareil
} Py |

JlpyTie onpocHKR
10 exarell 268 crareii |
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PucyHok 1. Aneopumm noucka aumepamypbi
Figure 1. Literature search algorithm
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cpeaHero BMeCTo CTaHQAPTHOrO OTKJIOHEHUA, NPON3BO-
ANNCA nepecyeT Ha CTaHAAPTHOE OTK/IOHEeHne.

PE3YJIbTATHI

Mpu oueHKe rnob6anbHOrO KayecTBa XM3HW [OCTOBEP-
HbIX pa3anyuin Mexay rpynnamum c QopmupoBaHuem
MOCTOAHHOW CTOMbI M nocne CHUHKTEPOCOXPAHAIOLLMX
onepauuit BbissBNeHO He 6b110 (p = 0,11). Tem He MeHee,
HECMOTpA Ha BbICOKYK reTeporeHHoCTb MccnefoBaHui
(I* = 65%), onpepenseTca 3ameTHas TEHAEHUMA K XYA-
wemy rno6anbHOMY KayecTBY KW3HW MALMEHTOB C MO-
cTosiHHOM cTomoit (Puc. 2).

3Hauumas pasHuua ¢ XyAlWwum nokasatenem (p = 0,003)
0TMeYanacb y nauMeHToB C NOCTOAHHOW CTOMOIA NO WKa-
ne Guanyeckoro GyHKLMOHMPOBAHUA. TeM He MeHee,
BBICOKWIA MOKa3aTeNb reTeporeHHOCTU WCCNef0BaHMil
(I? = 84%) He no3BonseT OAHO3HAYHO TPAKTOBATb NOJY-
YeHHble pe3ynbTatel (Puc. 3).

PaBHbIM 006pa3oM OTMeyaeTcsi CTaTUCTUYECKM 3Ha-
yumas pasmuua (p = 0,002) B nokasaTensx poseBoro

(YHKLMOHMPOBAHUSA CO CMelLeHUEM B XYALYI CTOPOHY
y NaUMEHTOB C NOCTOSIHHOW CTOMOI Ha NepeaHeit bpioL-
HoW cTeHke (Puc. 4).

PasHuua B KOrHUTUBHOW (YHKLMMW Yy NALMEHTOB C dop-
MUPOBAHWEM MOCTOSHHOW CTOMbl U Nocie CHUHKTEPO-
CoXpaHstoLero nedeHus otcytcreosana (p = 0,73), uto
TaKXe NOATBEPKAETCA OTHOCUTENbHO HU3KOW retepo-
reHHOCTbIO, I2 = 25% (Puc. 5).

MauneHTbl C NOCTOAHHOW CTOMOW Ha nepeaHen
OplOWHON CTeHKe WMMeloT 3Hauumo Gonee HU3KMe
nokasaTenuM 3MOLMOHANLHOro (GYHKLMOHUPOBAHMUSA
Mo CPaBHEHMIO C NalLMeHTaMu nocne CHUHKTEPOCOX-
paHsowmnx onepaunit (p = 0,03), ofHaKO BbicOKas
reTeporeHHOCTb UCCNef0BaHUl He NO3BONAET OffHO-
3HAaYHO TPAKTOBATb MONyYeHHble AaHHble (I2 = 55%)
(Puc. 6).

AHanornyHbiM 06pa3om, C BbICOKOI CTeNeHbio JOCTOBEP-
HocTu (p = 0,004) MOXHO CKa3aTb, YTO NaLMEHTbI C NO-
CTOSIHHOW CTOMOWA UMEIOT XyALIWe NoKa3aTenn couymnanb-
HOro (yYHKUMOHMpoBaHua (Puc. 7).

Mpu oueHKe CUMNTOMATUYECKMX LWKan cheayeT yyu-
TblBaTb, 4TO GOAbWWIA MOKaszaTenb, B OTAMYME OT

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
C. Schmidt 2005 76.3 161 46 735 237 203 127% 2.80[-2.88 8.48) =
J. Konanz 2013 5392 285 50 659 285 41 6.3% -6.70[-18.47,5.07] =
K. Mrak 2011 60.4 201 20 757 201 39 7.0% -1530[-26.13,-4.47]
L. Trenti 2018 673 214 72 B98B 248 122 11.5% -2.50[-9.09, 4.09] -4 I
M. Feddern 2019 81 265 424 77 265 474 158% 4.00[0.53,7.47] [
M.Guren 2005 71.2 264 229 745 25 80 12.0% -3.30[-9.49 2.89) e
M. Kasparek 2010 73 17 83 78 16 72 134% -5.00[-10.20,020 1
P.Du 2019 70.75 109 23 7585 89 20 124% -510[11.02,082] = |
P. Na'svall 2016 659 398 324 711 398 106 8.9% -5.20 [-13.93, 3.53] —
Total (95% CI) 1271 1167 100.0% -2.94 [-6.56, 0.67] q

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 18.35; Chi*= 22.98, df=8 (P =0.003), F=65%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.60 (P=0.11)

= T If 1
«25 0 25 50

Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

k
-50

PucyHok 2. Memaa+anu3s u 0pesosudHslili epaguk 2106a1bH020 KAYeCmBa XU3HU NAyUeHmMos ¢ NOCMoAHHOU cmomol u nocie

CGUHKMEPOCOXPaHAWUX onepayull

Figure 2. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the global quality of life of patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing

operations
Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 568 20 46 649 21 203 128%  -8.10[14.56 -1.64] —
J. Konanz 2013 56 24 50 80 24 41 9.8% -24.00[-33.91,-14.09]
K. Mrak 2011 61.3 304 20 B7.7 165 39  6.9% -26.40(-40.69,-12.11]
L. Trenti 2018 81.9 222 72 882 157 122 133% -6.30 [[12.14,-0.46] =]
M. Feddern 2019 85 206 424 87 206 474 156% -2.00[-4.70,0.70] B
M. Kasparek 2010 87 15 83 94 1 72 147% -7.00[11.11,-2.89] =
P.Du 2019 73.7 123 23 799 78 20 131%  -6.20[12.28,-0.12] =]
P. Na'svall 2016 848 25 324 794 25 106 13.6% 5.50 [0.02, 10.98] [——-——
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0%  -7.46[-12.38, -2.55] B3
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 38.33; Chi*= 43.23, df= 7 (P < 0.00001); = 84% o BN 5 25 50

Test for overall effect. Z2= 2.98 (P =0.003)

Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 3. Memaaranu3 u OpesosudHbIl 2paguk uzuyeckozo ¢yHKYUOHUPOBAHUS NALLUEHMO8 ¢ NOCMOAHHOU cmomod u nocse

cuHKmepocoxpaHsowux onepayud

Figure 3. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the physical functioning of patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing

operations
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METAAHATTN3

META-ANALYSIS

(YHKLUMOHANbHBIX LWKaN, MMEeT HEeraTUBHYK OLEHKY
W CMelleHWe B OfHY WK [pPYrylo CTOPOHY oTpaxaet 60-
Niee TAXEeNbI CUMATOMATUYEeCKUiA cTaTyC. Tak, nauneHTsl
CO CTOMOW UMeloT bosnee BbipaXeHHbI npodunb ycTano-
ctv (p =0,01) paxe B 0TAANEHHOM NOCAEONepPaLUOHHOM
nepuoge (Puc. 8).

[locToBepHbIX pa3nuuuit B BbIPaXEHHOCTU 60J1eBOrO
CMHAPOMA Yy NALMEHTOB aHANU3UPYEMbIX TPy BbisABE-
HO He 6bin0 (p = 0,13) (Puc. 9).

MauneHTbl nNocne CHUHKTEPOCOXPAHAIOLWMNX OnepaLui
W nocne ob6CTPYKTUBHbLIX PE3eKUMI MMEWT OfMHAKO-
Bblil NPOQUIb NPOABNEHWUIN TOLWHOTHI U PBOTHI. HK3Kas

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 G636 266 46 723 297 203 T4% -8T0M17.41,001)
J. Konanz 2013 56 N 50 663 AN 41 40% -10.30[-23.10, 2.50] —
K. Mrak 2011 55 367 20 761 278 39 21% -21.10[-39.40,-2.80] —
L. Trenti 2018 801 302 72 857 252 122 B80% -560[13.89 269 — =l
M. Feddern 2019 85 145 424 86 145 474 257% -1.00 [-2.90, 0.90] -
M.Guren 2005 744 326 229 805 267 90 102%  -6.10[-13.05, 0.85) S S |
M. Kasparek 2010 84 26 83 a1 19 72 99% -7.00[14.11,011] ——
P.Du 2019 757 6.2 23 76 48 20 206% -0.30 [-3.59, 2.99] . 5
P.Na"svall 2016 738 277 324 795 277 106 121% -5.70[11.77,0.37) e e |
Total (95% CI) 12711 1167 100.0%  -4.27 [-7.02,-1.52] L 3
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 6.72; Chi*=15.47, df= 8 (P = 0.05); F= 48% 1_50 ‘255 5 2}5 501

Testfor overall effect. Z=3.04 (P=0.002)

Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 4. Memaaxanu3s u OpesosudHsili 2paguk posesoeo yHKUUOHUPOBAHUA NAUUEHMO8 C NOCMosHHOU cmomoll u nocie

CGUHKMEPOCOXPAHAWUX onepayul

Figure 4. Meta-analysis and tree-like graph of the role functioning of patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing

operations
Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Ci IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Bchmidt 2005 833 268 46 834 21 203 95% -010[-8.37,817) —_——
J. Konanz 2013 87 24 50 793 24 41 7.0% 7.70[F2.21,17.61] R,
K. Mrak 2011 76.7 258 20 8886 169 39 47% -11.90[-24.21,0.51] - |
L. Trenti 2018 866 225 T2 842 1 122 141% 2.40[-4.00, 8.80] -T—
M. Feddern 2019 89 B8 424 88 88 474 101% 1.00 [-6.97, 8.97] N
M. Kasparek 2010 87 15 83 91 13 72 227%  -4.00[-8.41,041] —=
P.Du 2018 782 10 23 774 96 20 16.0% 0.80 [-5.07, 6.67] =
P. Na"svall 2016 837 27 324 845 27 106 158% -0.80[6.72,512) e
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0% -0.50 [-3.33, 2.34]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4.15; Chi*=9.39, df=7 (P = 0.23), F= 25%
Testfor overall effect Z=034 (P=0.73)

-50

s ? 1 ]
-25 0 25 50
Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 5. Memaaxanu3z u dpesosudHsili epaghux KoeHUMUBHOU YHKYUUU Y NAYUeHMOo8 ¢ NOCMOsHHOU cmomoll U nocsie ChUHK-

mepocoxXpaHAux onepayul

Figure 5. Meta-analysis and tree graph of cognitive function in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing opera-

tions
Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 724 181 46 705 238 203 96% 1.90 [-4.27, 8.07] B
J. Konanz 2013 718 213 50 734 213 41 47% -1.60[-1040,7.20] i B
K. Mrak 2011 66.9 29 20 78 233 39 1.7% -11.10[-25.76, 3.56] Ji=
L. Trenti 2018 804 198 72 794 234 122 96% 1.00[-5.18,7.18] —p—
M. Feddern 2019 90 28.03 424 88 28.03 474 271% 2.00 [-1.67,5.67] ™
M. Kasparek 2010 84 19 83 88 14 72 13.5% -4.00[9.21,1.21) -
P.Du 2019 76.47 8.4 23 831 103 20 11.4% -6.63[-12.30,-0.96] e—
P.Na svall 2016 814 184 324 875 184 106 225% -6.10[10.14,-2.06] -
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0% -2.11[-4.02,-0.19] &
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 15.57, df= 7 (P = 0.03); F= 55% 50 5 b 2 50

Test for overall effect: Z= 216 (P = 0.03)

PucyHok 6. Memaaranu3z u OpesosudHbIli 2paguk 3MOLUOHASb
U nocse CUHKMePOCOXPaHAWUX onepayull

Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

HO20 tpyHKL{LIOHUpOBGHUH Y nayueHmos ¢ nocmosHHoud cmomol

Figure 6. Meta-analysis and tree graph of emotional functioning in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing

operations

Ka4ecTBo XM3HM NALMEHTOB C NOCTOSIHHOM KONOCTOMOM M nocne
onepauuii C BOCCTAHOBNEHMEM HEMPEPLIBHOCTH KMLeYHMKa (MeTaaHanus)

Quality of life of patients with permanent colostomy
and low anterior resections (meta-analysis)
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METAAHATTN3

META-ANALYSIS

reTeporeHHOCTb UCCNeOBaHNI, BKIIOYEHHbIX B aHaNu3,
NOATBEPXLAET nosyyeHHbIn BoiBog (Puc. 10).

MaumneHTHl CO CTOMOIA YalLe, 4eM nocne ChUMHKTEPOCOXpa-
HAIOWMX ONepaLuii )anytTcs Ha oablwky (p = 0,0008).
[laHHblit akT TpyoHO noppaetcs OObACHEHWIO, HO,
BO3MOXHO MpefnoyTeHne 0OCTPYKTUBHBIM pe3eKLUsM

oTAaeTcs y 6onee comaTMyecku ocnabaeHHbIX nalyueH-
ToB (Puc. 11).

Mpu oLEHKe YacTOTbl GECCOHHMLI MeXay rpynnamu 1o-
CTOBEPHBIX Pa3nnyuuii BelsiBNeHo He 6bino (Puc. 12).
PaBHbIM 06pa3oM, Npu OLeHKe MOTEpM anneTuTa y na-
UMEHTOB nocne OGCTPYKTUBHBIX M PEKOHCTPYKTUBHbIX

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 606 25 46 691 31 203 93%  -8.50[16.89,-011]
J. Konanz 2013 62 288 50 667 28.8 41 5.9% -4.70[16.59,7.19] —
K. Mrak 2011 50 324 20 776 252 39 36% -27.60[-43.85,-11.39]
L. Trenti 2018 805 26.2 72 821 27 122 102% -1.60[-9.32,6.12) T
M. Feddern 2018 87 165 424 87 165 474 199% 0.00 [-2.186, 2.16] "
M.Guren 2005 764 27 229 803 27 90 11.9% -3.90 [-110.48, 2.68] LT
M. Kasparek 2010 % 27 83 g 72 104%  -8.00[15.57,-0.43] 1
P.Du 2019 751 88 23 808 7 20 152%  -5.70[10.43,-0.97] —
P. Na'svall 2016 764 25 324 B0O3 25 106 13.8% -3.90[-9.38,1.58] —T
Total (95% CI) 12711 1167 100.0% -4.92 [-8.29, -1.54] ’

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 13.71; Chi*= 20.65, df= 8 (P = 0.008), F=61%
Test for overall effect. 2= 2.85 (P = 0.004)

-50

-25 0 25 50
Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 7. Memaaxanu3s u 0pesosudHsili 2paghux coyuansHo20 yHKUUOHUPOBAHUSA Y NAYUEHMOB ¢ NOCMOsAHHOU cmomol u no-

cn1e chuHKmMepocoxpaHawux onepayuli

Figure 7. Meta-analysis and tree-like graph of social functioning in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing

operations

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% ClI
C. Schmidt 2005 37.3 254 46 342 254 203 111% 310[5.03,11.23) —
J. Konanz 2013 353 222 50 308 222 41 9.9% 4.40[-4.77,13.57] =]
K. Mrak 2011 372 2111 20 197 244 39 7.2% 17.50[5.49, 29.51]
L. Trenti 2018 252 289 72 219 247 122 113% 3.30[-469,11.29] .
M. Feddern 2018 18 3 424 21 31 474 171% -3.00 [-7.08, 1.08] —
M. Kasparek 2010 22 20 83 14 17 72 144%  B.00[217,13.83) —
P.Du 2018 2485 125 23 178 87 20 135% 7.15[0.78,13.52) —_—
P. Na"svall 2016 306 232 324 243 232 106 155% 6.30[1.21,11.39] -
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0%  5.00 [1.01,8.98] -~
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 19.96; Chi*= 19.80, df= 7 (P = 0.006); P=65% -ZFEI _150 S 110 2}0

Testfor overall effect Z= 2.46 (P=0.01)

Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 8. Memaaranus u dpesosudHslili epaguk npoguns ycmanocmu y nayueHmos ¢ NoCmoAHHol cmomol u nociie cihuHkme-

pocoxpaHsaowux onepayuli

Figure 8. Meta-analysis and tree graph of fatigue profile in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing operations

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Bchmidt 2005 242 282 46 157 229 203 6.0% B.50[-0.24,17.24) 1
J. Konanz 2013 253 12 50 175 12 41 11.3% 7.80[2.84,12.76)
K. Mrak 2011 244 251 20 175 268 39  29% 6.90[-6.95 20.75) —
L. Trenti 2018 121 2186 72 135 209 122 91% -1.40[-7.62,482) -
M. Feddern 2019 11 135 424 12 135 474 179% -1.00[-2.77,0.77] e
M.Guren 2005 125 222 229 161 247 90 97% -3.60[-9.46,2.26) T
M. Kasparek 2010 12 2 83 4 10 72 111% 8.00[2.93,13.07) _
P.Du 2018 91 47 23 97 58 20 150% -0.60[-3.79,2.59) —
P. Na“svall 2016 18.7 107 324 173 107 106 16.8% 1.40[-0.95,3.75] ™
Total (95% CI) 1271 1167 100.0% 1.97 [-0.60, 4.55] P
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 8.79; Chi*= 26.71, df= 8 (P = 0.0008): F=70% -2}1] _150 3 1%0 2?0

Testfor overall effect Z=1.50 (P=0.13)

Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 9. Memaaxanu3 u dpesosudHsili 2paguk BbipaxkeHHocmu 601e8020 CUHOPOMA Y NALUUEHMOB ¢ NOCMOSAHHOLU cmomoll

U nocsie cehuHKMepoCoxpaHsaoWux onepayuli
Figure 9. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the severity of pain
sparing operations

KOJNOMNPOKTONOINS, Tom 23, N2 2, 2024

syndrome in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-

KOLOPROKTOLOGIA, vol. 23, N2 2, 2024



METAAHATTN3

META-ANALYSIS

BMeLaTeNbCTB JOCTOBEPHbIX Pa3nnynii Mexay rpynna-
MU BbifiBNIEHO He 6bino (p = 0,23) (Puc. 13).

Mpu oueHKe yacToTbl 3aNOpPOB OTMeYaeTcs [OCTOBEP-
HO 6osiee BbIpaXeHHOe HapylieHWe KULWeYHON (yHK-
UMMy NaLMEHTOB nocie COUHKTEPOCOXPAHAIOLMX
BMewatensct8 (p < 0,00001). Hwu3kuit nokasatenb

reTeporeHHOCTU NO AaHHOMY MoKa3aTeno ycunusaer
Cuny nonyyeHHbIX fokasatenscrs (Puc. 14).

AHanornyHbiM 06pa3om, Npu OLEHKe YacToThl Auapen
oTMeyaeTcs Gornee BbipaXEHHOE MpOsABAEHWE [aHHO-
ro CMMNTOMa Yy NaLMEHTOB, MEpeHecwWux CHUHKTEPO-
coxpaHsiollee JeyeHue. Paznuuma Mexpy rpynnamu

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 121 21.2 46 7.96 19 203 37%  414[252,10.80) ==
J. Konanz 2013 23 ] 50 4.9 9 41 106% -2.60[6.32,1.12] —r
K. Mrak 2011 6.7 2286 20 38 897 39 1.6% 2.80[-7.46,13.26] —
L. Trenti 2018 452 153 72 275 843 122 1041% 1.77[2.07,5.61] T
M. Feddern 2018 3 9 424 4 9 474 422% -1.00[-218,0.18] L
M. Kasparek 2010 3 8 83 4 186 72 891%  -1.00[-5.08, 3.08) o T
P.Du 2018 584 59 23 495 58 20 120% 0.89 [-2.55, 4.33] ——
P. Na'svall 2016 59 169 324 34 169 106 10.7% 250 [1.21,6.21] o o e
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0% -0.04 [-1.36,1.29] ?
Heterogeneity: Taur=0.72; Chi*=8.72, df=7 (P=0.27), F= 20% =0 10 b 10 20

Test for overall effect: Z= 005 (P = 0.96)

Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 10. MemaaHanu3 u dpesoBuOHbIL 2paguK 4acmomsi MoWHOMbI U PBOMbI Y NAYUEHMO8 ¢ NOCMOAHHOU cmoMoli u nocie

CuHKMepocoxpaHsouux onepayud

Figure 10. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the frequency of nausea and vomiting in patients with permanent stoma and after

sphincter-sparing operations

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 303 N4 46 21.7 296 203 1.9% 8.60[1.35 18.55] .
J. Konanz 2013 267 3N 50 171 3 41 1.2% 9.60[-3.20, 22.40] =
K. Mrak 2011 26.3 306 20 197 303 39 0.7% 6.60[9.84, 23.04]
L. Trenti 2018 6 18 72 628 193 122 66% -0.28[567,5.11) —r—
M. Feddern 2018 11 12 424 9 12 474 77.1% 2.00([0.43, 3.57) .’
M. Kasparek 2010 14 25 83 9 19 72 40% 5.00[1.94,11.94) b
P.Du 2018 105 137 23 107 104 20 37% -0.20[-7.42,7.07 B Ve
P. Na'svall 2016 264 285 324 20 285 106  4.9% 6.40[0.15,12.65)
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0% 2.35[0.97,3.73) '.
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.00; Chi*=6.76, df=7 (P=0.45), F=0% =0 10 b 10 20

Test for overall eflect: Z= 3.34 (P = 0.0008)

Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 11. MemaaHanu3 u 0pesosudHsIl 2paguk 4acmomsl 00bILUKU Y NAUUEHMOoB8 ¢ NOCMOAHHOU cmomoll u nocse cgpuHkme-

pocoxpaHsowux onepayull

Figure 11. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the frequency of dyspnea in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing

operations
Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
C. Bchmidt 2005 21.2 342 46 301 304 203 65% -B.90[19.63,1.83 —t
J. Konanz 2013 2903 312 50 285 312 41 47% 0801208, 13.68] —
K. Mrak 2011 3¢ 333 20 25 273 39  29% 6.70[10.22, 23.62]
L. Trenti 2018 21.3 303 72 202 263 122 9.7% 1.10[-7.31,8.51] R | Sa—
M. Feddern 2019 15 181 424 18 181 474 336% -3.00[-5.37,-0.63] —
M. Kasparek 2010 22 28 83 18 27 72  92% 4.00[4.67,1267] b
P.Du 2018 131 89 23 125 8 20 191% 0.60 [-4.45, 5.65] —
P. Na"svall 2016 25 294 324 203 294 106 142% 470[1.7511.19) o EE
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0% -0.10[-3.07, 2.88]
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 5.41; Chi*=10.48, df= 7 (P = 0.16); F= 33% 30 10 ) P P

Test for overall effect. Z= 0,06 (P = 0.95)

Favours [stoma] Favours [No stoma]

PucyHok 12. Memaaranu3 u OpesosudHsil epaguk yacmomsi 6ECCOHHUYbI y NAUUEHMOB C NOCMOAHHOU cMomol U nocse CuHK-

mepocoxpaHAanwux onepauuﬁ

Figure 12. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the frequency of insomnia in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-

sparing operations

K(]‘IeCTBO XXM3HM NAUMEHTOB C NOCTOSHHOM KONOCTOMOM M nocne
onepcuuﬁ C BOCCTAOHOBJIEHWEM HENPEPLIBHOCTU KULIEYHUKA (MeTGGHGﬂM3)

Quality of life of patients with permanent colostomy
and low anterior resections (meta-analysis)
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METAAHATTN3 META-ANALYSIS

HOCAT CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUYMMBIiA XapakTep (p =0,00001) KWWeYHUKA HecyT oAMHAKOBOe QUHAHCOBOe 6pems
(Puc. 15). B CBA3U C NOCNELCTBUAMU XUPYPrUYECKUX BMELLATeNbCTB
Kak 60abHble C NOCTOAHHOW CTOMOIA, TaK 1 nauueHTel no-  (Puc. 16). [ocToBepHbIX pasnuuuit Mexpy rpynnamu
C/le BMELaTeNbCTB C BOCCTAHOBIEHUEM HEMPEPLIBHOCTU N0 3TOMY NOKa3aTeso 0bHapyxeHo He 6bino (p = 0,26).

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 151 2289 46 119 235 203 79% 3.20[-417,10.57) ol
J. Konanz 2013 B 11 50 89 11 41 171%  -2.90[7.44,1.64] =. =
K. Mrak 2011 10 19 20 94 187 39 44% 0609591079 s |
L. Trenti 2018 8.45 19.3 72 104 215 122 116% -1.95[-7.82 3.92 —
M. Feddern 2019 5 T6 424 5 T6 474 46% 0.00[-9.96, 9.96) —_——
M. Kasparek 2010 8 18 83 4 13 72 153% 4.00[-0.90, 8.90] e
P.Du 2018 142 88 23 132 79 20 149% 1.00[-3.99, 5.89] ———=
P. Na"svall 2016 104 16 324 6 16 106 24.0% 4.40[0.89,7.91] ——
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0% 1.38 [-0.85, 3.61] P
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 217, Chi*=8.91, df= 7 (P = 0.26); F= 21% -ZFD _150 S 110 z'ln
Test for overall effect: Z=1.21 (P =0.23) Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 13. Memaaranu3 u dpesosudHsil epaguk yacmomsl nomepu annemuma y nayueHmos ¢ NocmosiHHol cmomodl u nocie
chuHKmepocoxpaHsaowux onepayull

Figure 13. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the frequency of loss of appetite in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-
sparing operations

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Rand 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
C. Schmidt 2005 0 0 46 168 282 203 Mot estimable
J. Konanz 2013 12 248 50 258 248 41 6.4% -13.80[24.04,-3.56]
K. Mrak 2011 14 256 20 216 36 39 3.3% -7.60[-22.57,7.37]
L. Trenti 2018 81 192 72 20 241 122 13.6% -11.90[18.06,-5.74] —_——
M. Feddern 2019 5 87 424 11 87 474 349% -6.00 [-7.14, -4.86) =
M.Guren 2005 118 21,2 229 273 33 90 107% -15.50[-22.85,-8.15) —
M. Kasparek 2010 g 18 83 16 24 72 120% -8.00[-14.76,-1.24] e
P.Du 2019 121 48 23 13 52 20 20% -0.90[-20.65,18.85]
P. Na'svall 2016 83 232 324 143 232 106 17.0% -6.00[11.09,-091) -_—8r
Total (95% CI) 1271 1167 100.0% -8.52[-11.38, -5.66] <l
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 5.77; Chi#= 11.96, df= 7 (P = 0.10); F= 41% g I—— 3 v %

Testfor overall effect: Z=5.84 (P = 0.00001) Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 14. Memaaxanu3s u 0pesosudHsIli epaghux 4yacmomsl 3anopos y nayueHmos ¢ NOCMosHHoU cmomol u nocie cipuHkme-
DOCOXPAHAWUX onepayud

Figure 14. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the frequency of constipation in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-
sparing operations

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 3 10 46 23 291 203 157% -20.00[-24.94,-15.06] — .-
J. Konanz 2013 16.7 323 50 341 323 41 59% -17.40[-30.74,-4.06) ¥———
K. Mrak 2011 16.7 2986 20 261 316 39 43% -9.40[-25.73, 6.93]
L. Trenti 2018 171 246 72 229 258 122 119% -5.80 -113.10,1.50) —r
M. Feddern 2018 11 165 424 19 165 474 200% -8.00[-10.16,-5.84] —-
M.Guren 2005 17.3 224 229 23 285 90 13.0% -5.70 [-12.26, 0.86] .. T
M. Kasparek 2010 13 2 83 20 27 72 11.4% -7.00[-14.70,0.70] =
P.Du 2019 868 7.8 23 92 65 20 16% -0.52[29.18, 28.14]
P. Na'svall 2016 136 214 324 221 214 106 161%  -850[13.19,-3.81] ——
Total (95% CI) 12711 1167 100.0% -9.78 [-13.58, -5.98] "
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 17.56; Chi*= 23.69, df= 8 (P = 0.003), F= 66% 20 _110 S 1"0 2:0

Testfor overall effect Z= 5.05 (P < 0.00001) Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 15. Memaaranus u dpesosudHsili epaguk yacmomsl duapeu y nayueHmos ¢ NoCmMosHHoU cmomoli u nocie cihuHkme-
DOCOXPAHAWUX onepayul

Figure 15. Meta-analysis and tree graph of the frequency of diarrhea in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing
operations
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OBCYXOEHUE

IBONIOLUMSA TAaKTUKM NIEYEHUA paKa NpPAMON KUWKKU OT
06s3aTebHOr0 GOPMUPOBAHUSA NOXKU3HEHHOW CTOMBI
B XO4€ XMPYpPruyeckux onepauuii K MyabTUAUCLUNAN-
HAapHOMY MOAXOJY C NMpoBeAeHWeM KOMOUHMPOBAH-
HOro NeyYyeHUA C UCMONb30BAHWEM XUMUO- MU Nyye-
BOI Tepanuu obecneynna BO3MOXHOCTb COXPAHEHUS
€CTeCTBEHHOro aKkTa pedekauuu y O6OJbLWMKHCTBA
GONbHBIX.

be3ycnoBHO, OHKONOrMYecKas COCTaBAAWAA U CTPeM-
fleHne K pafuKanbHOCTM NpU BbINOJAHEHUW XUPYPru-
YeCKOro BMellaTeNnbCTBA MO MOBOAY paKa SBAAIOTCSA
OCHOBHbIMU hakTOpamu BbIbOpa 00beMa peseKuuu
W onpefensoT BO3MOXHOCTb COXPaHeHMA 3anupartenb-
Horo annaparta [21].

OpHako, npu COMOCTaBUMON PaAMKaNbHOCTU neyeHus
BbIOOD MeXay 0OCTPYKTUBHOM pe3eKuuein 1 onepauuen
C BOCCTAaHOBJIEHMEM €CTECTBEHHOro akTa fecdekaunn
He HacTonbKo o4yeBupaeH. MetaaHanu3 Peng B. u co-
aBT., 00begMHMBIIMIA pe3ynbTaThl 12 WCCNefoBaHU,
B KOTOpbIX NPUHANM yyacTue 2438 nauueHTOB, nepe-
HEeCWMX MHTEPCHUHKTEPHYIO PE3eKLMi0 unu OproWHO-
MPOMEXHOCTHYIO 3KCTUPMALMIO NPAMOIA KMLWKK, NOKa3an
pasnuuusa NUWb B CPOKax NpebbiBaHUA B CTalMOHape
(pa3Huua cpepHux —2,98 nHeit; 95% OW: -3,54 — -2,4;
p <0,00001) 1 BEpOATHOCTbIO PA3BMTUA NOCIEONepaLy-
OHHbIX ocnoxHeHuit (O = 0,76; 95% [WN: 0,59-0,99;
p =0,04) B Nonb3y MHTEPCHUHKTEPHBIX PE3EKLNIA, HO He
B OHKOJIOrMYECKMX pe3ynbTaTax JedeHus [9].

KoHeuHo, cyllecTBEHHbIM OrpaHM4YeHUeM [aHHOro Me-
TaaHanu3a ABNAETCA 3HayMMas pasHuua Mexpy rpyn-
namu B natomopdonoruyeckoit T-ctagun (p = 0,01)
n N-ctaguu 3abonesaHus (p = 0,06), okasaswuxcs 60-
flee HU3KUMU B TPynne MHTEPCHUHKTEPHBIX pe3eKLui,
4To 6€3yC/I0BHO MOBLIWAET BEPOSTHOCTb BbIMOJHEHUS
PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOTO 3Tana onepauuu npu COOTBET-
CTBYIOLLEN pacnpoCTPaHEHHOCTU OMyX0AH, HO, B NtOOGOM

Cy4ae, Npu OTHOCUTENBHO BbLICOKUX MOKA3aTensx Bbi-
KMBAEMOCTU 3HAUYUTENbHOE KOMMYECTBO NALMEHTOB, KaK
CO CTOMOM, TaK W 6e3 Hee CTaNKWUBAKTCA C NOBOYHBIMM
adeKkTamMu NeyeHus, KOTopble OKasblBalOT Cepbe3Hoe
BAUAHME HA KAYeCTBO XKM3HU B JONTOCPOYHOII nepcnek-
Tuee [22].

Hanbonee oyeBuaHbIM (hakTOPOM, BAMAIOWNM Ha Kaye-
CTBO JMW3HW GONbHBIX PAKOM MPAMOI KWLWKK, ABNSAeTCA
HeobxoauMocTb hopMupoBaHus cTombl. OfHaKo faxe
npu CHUHKTEPOCOXPAHAIOLLEM NIEYEHUN C COXPAHEHUEM
o6pa3a Tena 1 ecTeCTBEHHOr0 akTa fedekaLum nauueH-
Tbl CTaNIKMBAIOTCA C BbIPAXKEHHBIMU (DYHKLMOHANbHbBIMY
HapylWeHUsMU, 06YCNOBAEHHBIMU NPOABNEHUAMU CUHJ-
poma HU3Koli nepepHeit pesekunn [23].

[laHHas KaTeropus NaLMeHTOB MOXKET MMeTb 3aBbllleH-
Hble OXWAAHUA nepep onepauueil, HO, CTONKHYBLIUCH
C NOCNEACTBUAMU XMPYPrUYECKOTO BMELIATENbCTBA,
pa3oyapoBaTbCi B (YHKUMOHANbHBIX NOCNEACTBUAX.
HanpoTtus, nauueHTbl nocne oOCTPYKTUBHBIX pe3eKLuil
0ObIYHO MCMbITLIBAIOT YHbIHWE MPU MbICIU O MOCTOAH-
Hoit cTome. 0HAKO, KOrAa UM CTAaHOBMUTCA MOHATHO, YTO
OHM CNOCOG6HbI yCrewHo 3a60TUTbCA 0 cebe U BECTH aK-
TUBHBbI1 06pa3 }MU3HM, UX YPOBEHb YA0BJETBOPEHHOCTH
neyeHneM 3HayuTeNnbHO noBblwaeTcs. IToT hakT 0bbAC-
HSIeT OTCYTCTBME CYLLECTBEHHbIX Pa3NMuuil B KayecTse
KU3HW Y MALMEHTOB MOCTE Pa3NUYHBIX XUPYPrUYECKUX
BMeLIaTeNbCTB MO NMOBOLY PaKa NPAMON KULWKK [24].
CornacHo nonyyYeHHbIM HaMW [AHHBIM, TPU OLEHKe FNo-
0aNbHOro KayecTBa JKWU3HW [OCTOBEPHbIX Pasnuyuii
MeXAy rpynnamu ¢ OopMUpOBaHUEM MOCTOAHHOI CTO-
Mbl U nocne CHUHKTEPOCOXPaHAOWMX onepauuii Bbl-
ABNEHO He 6bino (p = 0,11). OpHaKo 6bIIM MOJYYEHbI
[OCTOBEPHbIE Pa3nnuus no (QU3UYECKOMY, PONEBOMY,
3MOLMOHANBHOMY U COLManbHOMY (YHKLMOHMpPOBA-
Huto (Bce p < 0,05) ¢ XyaWKUMK NOKazaTensaMu y nauu-
€HTOB, NepeHecLnX 06CTPYKTUBHYIO Pe3eKLMI0 NPAMOIA
KWWKK. HanpoTus, nokasaTenu CUMNTOMATUYECKUX
WKan B BUAE LMApeU U 3anopoB OblIM 3HAYMMO Bbllle

Stoma No stoma Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
C. Schmidt 2005 9 155 46 163 284 203 128% -7.30[-13.24 -1.36]
J. Konanz 2013 21.3 247 50 187 247 41 6.5% 2.60[-7.60,12.80] ]
K. Mrak 2011 351 323 20 207 308 38 28% 1440[-2.74,31.54) +
L. Trenti 2018 13.3 258 72 1289 28 122 95% 0.40[-7.32,8.12) —
M. Feddern 2019 B 11 424 6 11 474 242% 0.00[-1.44,1.44] -
M. Kasparek 2010 20 28 83 11 20 72 9.8% 9.00 [1.41,16.59) =
P.Du 2019 202 741 23 175 53 20 184% 2.70[-1.02,6.42) N P
P. Na'svall 2016 123 21 324 81 21 106 16.0% 4.20[-0.41,8.81) %
Total (95% CI) 1042 1077 100.0% 1.72[-1.30,4.73)

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 9.23; Chi*=18.37, df= 7 (P = 0.01); F= 62%
Test for overall effect Z=1.12 (P=0.26)

L ' | i L
20 -10 0 10 20
Favours [stoma] Favours [no stoma]

PucyHok 16. MemaaHanu3s u OpesosudHsili epaguk ¢uHaHcosbix mpyoHocmeli y nayueHmos ¢ NocmosHHol cmomoli u nocie

CuHKmepocoxpaHsouwux onepayud

Figure 16. Meta-analysis and tree graph of financial difficulties in patients with permanent stoma and after sphincter-sparing

operations
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V NaLMeHTOB, NepeHecllnX CPUHKTepoCoXpaHatLee e-
yeHue (p < 0,01).

MonbITKM CPaBHUTL KAYECTBO KU3HU OONbHbLIX CO CTOMOIA
M NOCNe HU3KKUX pe3eKUMii NPAMON KUWKW paHee yxe
npepnpuHumanuce. Metaananus Cornish J. u coasr. [10],
06beAMHMBLINIA pe3ynbTaThl NedeHus 1443 naumeHToB
u3 11 uccnefoBaHWii, NMOKa3an OTCYTCTBME 3HAYUMBIX
pasnuuunii Mexay rpynnamum nauueHToB, NepeHeclnx
OpIOLHO-NPOMEKHOCTHYIO IKCTUPNALMIO W MEPESHIOI0
pe3eKunio NpsMON KUWKW, B rnobanbHOM KayecTse
Xu3HM (p > 0,05). OgHaKO, HECMOTPSA Ha CTATUCTUYECKM
3HauYMMble pasnnMyna B Gu3nyeckom (yHKLMOHMPOBa-
HUM (pa3HOCTb cpepHux —4,67, 95% AW -9,10 — -0,23;
p = 0,004), cekcyanbHoW dyHKLUKM (Pa3HOCTb CPeAHUX
-2,73, 95% AW -4,93 — -0,64; p = 0,001), amoumo-
HanbHOM (pa3HoCTb cpepHux 3,57, 95% [N 1,41-5,73;
p=0,001) n KOrHUTMBHOM (pa3HOCTb CpeAHux 3,57, 95%
I -1,41-5,73; p=0,001) cTatyce, aBTOpbl OTMETUAN UX
HEBbIPaXXEHHOCTb MO YKa3aHHbIM MPU3HAaKaM U BbiHECaH
3aK/l04YeHne 0 CONOCTaBUMOM KauyeCTBe XU3HU uccnepy-
eMbIX Fpynn nauuMeHToB.

PaBHbIM 06pa3oM, npoBeaeHHbId B 2015 rogy mMeTaaHa-
nu3 [25], BknoumBwUA 13 UccnefoBaHMii ¢ yyacTuem
1805 nauueHTOoB, NOKa3aj, YTO KAa4yecTBO XWU3HU nauu-
€HTOB, MepeHecl X onepaLuto C NOCTOAHHON CTOMOMN,
ObII0 CPAaBHMMO C KQuyeCTBOM XKW3HU nocie nepepHeit
pesekummn npamon Kuwku. MNocne onepauuit ¢ BoccCTa-
HOBNEHMEM aKTa fedeKauuu CTaTUCTUYECKWM 3HAYMMO
VAyYWHUANCL counanbHoe QyHKLWOHWUPOBaHWe (83,4
npoTue 74,6 6annos, p = 0,045) 1 ynoBNETBOPEHHOCTbL
BULOM cobcTBeHHOro Tena (82,5 npotus 67,9 6annos,
p = 0,01), x0Ts yale oTMeyanucb Npobaembl C 3BaKya-
TOPHOII yHKLUMeN kuwedHKKa (22,6 npoTtuB 11 6annos,
p =0,032). HecMoTps Ha cylecTBeHHble METOL00MMNYe-
CKMe HeLOCTaTKM faHHO paboTbl, NpeaaoKeHHas aBTo-
pamMu KOHLenuua NOAHOCTbIO KOPPenupyeT € noayyeH-
HbIMW HaMK1 pe3yibTaTaMu.

Mpu conoctaBuMoM rnobanbHOM KayecTBe XKU3HW nauu-
€HTbl C NOCTOSHHOW CTOMOM U nocne chUHKTEpPOCOXpa-
HAIOWMX Onepauuii CTaNK1BAIOTCA C pasHbiM npodunem
(yYHKUMOHanbHbIX nocneacteuit. COOTBETCTBEHHO, OTBET
Ha BOMPOCHI O LEeNecoobpasHOCTU COXPAHEHUS ecTecT-
BEHHOTO «aKTa fedeKaluu» 1 4To xe clnemyert cuuTaTh
XOpOLWMM KayeCTBOM JKM3HW MOC/e onepauun: Moxer
[aTb TOJIbKO CaM NauMeHT, YTO NOATBEPXAETCA CUCTe-
matuyeckum o63opom nuTepatypsl Lawady S. u coasr.
[26], kKoTopbI focTaTOuHO y6eanUTENbHO MOKasar, YTo
B HacToAllee BpeMA HEBO3MOXHO CAeNaTb O4HO3HAYHbIN
BbIBOZ O Ka4yeCTBe XU3HU, PYHKLMOHANbHbIX U CUMNTO-
MaTUYECKUX MOCNEACTBUAX «PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOWY» UM
«OOCTPYKTUBHOI» OnepaLuu no noBOAY paka MmpsMon
KULWKN.

Pa3symeeTtcs, yunTbiBas BbICOKYIO reTepOreHHOCTb BKIIO-
YeHHbIX B HalWy paboTy uccnefoBaHUil, a TaKke WX

KOJNOMNPOKTONOINS, Tom 23, N2 2, 2024

PETPOCNEKTUBHbIA XapaKTep OfHO3HAUYHble BbIBO/bI
[enatb noka npexaeBpeMeHHo. Bonpoc o chuHKTEpO-
COXpaHAIOLWEM XMPYPrUYECKOM BMELLIATeNbCTBE JOMKEH
pewarbcs C YYeToM WHAMBUAYANbHbIX 0COBEHHOCTEN
Ka)XX[Oro KOHKPETHOro nauueHTa, Tem 6osee 4T0 Npo-
BeJeHHbIil METaaHaNN3 He y4uTbIBAET 0COOEHHOCTU BOC-
NPUATUS AMArHo3a W NOCNefCTBUIA eYEHNS NALUEHTOB
13 Poccum, 4To TaKxKe ABASAETCA CYLWEeCTBEHHbIM OrpaHu-
YeHMeM HaCTOALLEro UCCNef0BaHUS.

SAKITKOYEHUE

Mpn MeTaaHanu3e AaHHbIX IMTEPATYPbl 3HAYMMBIX pas3-
JINYNiA B TN06ANBHOM KayecTBe XU3HW MeXay rpynnamu
nauueHToB ¢ POPMUPOBAHMEM NOCTOAHHOW CTOMbI U NO-
Cfle onepaumii ¢ BOCCTaHOBNEHMEM akTa Aedekauumn He
BbiABNEHO. CTaTMCTUYECKM 3HAYMMAS Pa3HMLA C XYALWUM
nokasaTtefem y CTOMWPOBAHHbIX MALMEHTOB OTMEYAETCs
no wkane hM3n4eckoro u poneroro hyHKLMOHUPOBaA-
Hus. MauueHTsl C NOCTOAHHON CTOMOW Gonee nogsep-
JKeHbl HApYWeHWUAM 3MOLMOHANBHOTO W COLMANBHOrO
(hyHKUMOHUPOBaHUA. [Ipy OUEHKE CMMNTOMATUYECKUX
WKan naLueHTbl co CToMoit GbicTpee ycTatoT. Hanpotus,
y NaLMeHToB nocse CHUHKTEPOCOXPAHAIOLLMX OnepaLnit
oTMeyaeTcs 6osee BbICOKAs YacToTa 3aMopoB 1 Auapeu.
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