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AHaTtoMunueckre U pyHKLMOHANbHbIE PEe3ynbTATbI
XMPYPrU4ecKoro Jie4eHMs peKkToLesne B COYETaHUM
C MHBArMHAUMEHN NPSIMOM KMLLKM

Bupiokos O.M.', Myapos A.A."2, Kocrapes M.B."2, Tutoe A.1O.],
JNykesHos A.C.', Aukacoe C.M."2
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L{EJIb: oyeHKa aHamomMuyecKux u GyHKYUOHANbHbIX pe3yIbmamos Xupypeuyeckoeo 1e4eHus pekmouese 8 coyema-
Huu ¢ BHympeHHel uHsazuHayued.
MTAUMEHTBI M METO/AbI: 8 pempocnekmusHbIli aHanu3 BKIYeHsl 96 nayueHmoK ¢ pekmouesne 8 coOYemaHuu
¢ BHympeHHel uHsazuHayuel npamol Kuwku. MeduaHa so3pacma cocmasuna 52 (21;79) eoda. ¥ 59/96 (61%)
nayueHmoK ¢ pekmouesie 8 CO4emaHuu ¢ 8bICOKOU BHympeHHel uHsazuHayueld npamMol KULWKU BbINONHANACL 1aNd-
pocKonuyeckas pekmokoabnocakponekcus, y 37/96 (39%) weHWuH ¢ pekmouyene u HU3Kol BHympeHHel uHBa2u-
Hayuel — onepayus JloHeo.
PE3YJIbTATbI: 66110 npocnexero 71/96 (74%) nayueHmok, spems HabmodeHus cocmasuio om 6 do 72 mecayes,
¢ meduaHoli 8 16. [Tocne nanapockonuyeckoli peKmMoKobNOCaKPONeKCUU OCT0XHeHuUl He 6bllo, nocie onepayuu
JloHeo 8 paHHem nepuode y 2 (5%) nayueHmok ommeyanocs yyauwjeHHoe 0o 8—10 pas 8 cymku onopoxHeHue nps-
MOU KUWKU, Yepe3 2 Mecaya 4acmoma OnopoXHeHUs yMeHbwunacs 0o 2-3 pas 8 0eHs. Hopmanusayus ocmamoy-
H020 06bema npamoli Kuwku nocie onepayuu JloH2o ommeyeHa y 16/37 nayueHmox, 8 mo 8pems KaK BbiNoJHeHue
J1anapocKonuy4ecKoli peKmoKoIbNoCaKponeKcuU He OKA3a/10 BAUAHUA HA 3mom nokazamesns (p = 0,01). MeduaHa
pasmepa pekmoyesie Nocse xupypau4ecko2o edeHus 8 obeux epynnax ymeHswuaack ¢ 5,0 cm 0o 2,7 cm (p < 0,0001).
lIpuzHaku BbIcoKoU uHBa2uHayuu coxpausanuce y 20/59 (34%) nayueHmoK nocsie peKmoKO/SbNOCAKPONeKcuu,
Hu3Kol uHBaeuHayuu — y 15/37 (40%) xeHwuH nocne onepayuu JloHzo. [lo 0aHHbIM WKansl-onpocHuka HMUL
Kononpokmonoauu MuH3zopasa Poccuu ymeHsweHue npoasneruli COL ommeyero y 20/31 (65%) nayueHmok nocne
onepayuu JloHeo uy 14/40 (35%) nayueHmok nocie pekmokoabnocakponekcuu (p = 0,018). YnyqweHue kayecmsa
KuzHu (onpocHux PFDI) nocne onepayuu 3apeeucmpupos8aHo 8 obeux 2pynnax 6e3 cmamucmuyeckux pasnuyull
mexdy Humu (p = 0,2). BeipaxkeHHocmb 3¢cpekma cocmasuna 22 (95% [N: 6-48) 6anna (p < 0,0001).
3AKJIOYEHNE: xupypeudeckoe nedeHue KOMNJEKCHO20 peKkmouese, He3asucumo om Memoda onepamusHoO20
sMewamesbCmsa, He B8ce20a obecneyusdem NOJHYIO AHAMOMUYECKYID KOppeKyuto Oepekmos npamoll KUWKU.
Jlanapockonuyeckas peKmoKo/Jbnocakponexkcus ycmynaem onepayuu JloH20 8 docmuxeHuu ny4qwe2o ¢yHKyuo-
HanbHO20 pe3ysnbmama.
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VA4 AIM: to estimate anatomical and functional outcomes of surgical treatment for rectocele combined with rectal
intussusception.
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PATIENTS AND METHODS: the retrospective study included 96 patients with rectocele with internal rectal intussus-
ception. The median age was 52 (21; 79) years. Laparoscopic rectocolposacropexy was performed in 59/96 (61%)
patients with rectocele combined with high internal rectal intussusception, and Longo’s procedure was performed in
37/96 (39%) women with rectocele and low internal rectal intussusception.

RESULTS: late outcomes were estimated in 71/96 (74%) patients. The median follow up was 16 (6; 72) months.
No complications occurred after laparoscopic rectocolposacropexy. Two (5%) patients had bowel movements up to
8-10 times a day after Longo procedure right after the surgery. After 2 months, bowel movements decreased to
2-3 times a day. Normal residual volume of the rectum after the Longo procedure was detected in 16/37 patients,
while laparoscopic rectocolposacropexy did not affect it (p = 0.01). The median rectocele size after surgery in both
groups decreased from 5.0 cm to 2.7 cm (p < 0.0001). High rectal intussusception persisted in 20/59 (34%) patients
after rectocolposacropexy, low intussusception — in 15/37 (40%) after Longo procedure. According to the original
scale-questionnaire, a decrease in the manifestations of SOD was noted in 20/31 (65%) patients after Longo proce-
dure and in 14/40 (35%) patients after rectocolposacropexy (p = 0.018). Improvement in the quality of life (PFDI
questionnaire) after the surgery was registered in both groups without significant differences (p = 0.2). The severity
of the effect was 22 (6-48) points (p < 0.0001).

CONCLUSION: surgery for complex rectocele, regardless of the operation, does not always provide complete anatomi-
cal correction of the defects of the rectum. Laparoscopic rectocolposacropexy is inferior to the Longo procedure in
functional outcomes.
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BBEOAEHME

PekTouene sBnseTcs Hanbonee pacnpoCTpaHeHHbIM
NposiBleHMeM CHUHAPOMA ONyLWEHWs Ta30BOr0 AHA
(COTA). Mo paHHbIM NUTEpaATypbl, 4acTOTa ero BhisB/e-
HUA Ha NPOdMNAKTUYECKUX OCMOTPaX MEHIWH Cpea-
Hero v noxunoro Bospacta Konebnercs ot 15 go 80%
[1-3]. B GonblWKHCTBE Cy4yaeB Npu peHTreHonormye-
CKOM 006C/iefoBaHNM Y HUX 0OHApYKMBAETCA KOMMIEKC
aHaToMuyeckux fedeKToB, Korga HapafLy C pekTouene
UMeITCA NMPU3HAKW BHYTPEHHEN MHBArvHaLWu NpaMoil
Kuwku [4,5]. Mo cBoeit noKanu3auum MHBArMHaLMA Nog-
pa3fenseTcs Ha BbLICOKYI PEKTO-pekTanbHylo (MHBa-
TUHAT OMYCKAETCA He HWXKe MPOKCUMANbHOW rpaHuLpl
peKToLene) M HU3KYI PeKTOo-peKTanbHyl (MHBaruHat
Ha YpOBHE pEeKTOLeNe) WNM peKTo-aHanbHyl (cMelye-
HMe CTEHOK KMIIKW LOXOAMT [0 @aHaNbHOro KaHana wuim
BHeppseTca B Hero) [6]. KnuHuuecku 3Tn coctosHus
NPOABNAIOTCA HapylEHWEM 3BaKyaLMu KWLWEYHOro Co-
LEPKMUMOro C pasBUTUEM CUHAPOMA OOGCTPYKTUBHOM
pedekauun (COL). 3aTpyaHeHMe ONOPOKHEHUA BO3HU-
KaeT BCNefCcTBUE U3MEHEHUA BEKTOpPa HanpaBleHHOCTH
KanoBbIX MacC B CTOPOHY MaTo/OrMYeCcKoro «kapmaHa»
Ha nepefHeil CTEHKe NpAMOIi KU KK (pekToLene), a Tak-
e B pesynbTate 00pasyloWMUXCA CKNAZOK CAU3UCTON
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000/104KM MW MHBATMHATA NPU BHYTPEHHEM BbINAfEHUM
[7-10,11].

[lnsa xnpypruyeckoit KoppeKkLuuu pekToLene npu ero co-
YeTaHWU C BLICOKOI BHYTPEHHEN MHBArnHaL el npsamoil
KAWKN NPUMEHAETCA NanapoCKONU4yecKkas PeKTOKOJb-
nocakponekcus [12]. B Tex cnyyasx, Korga pekrouene
COYeTaeTca C HU3KOW MHBArMHauuen npsAMON KULLKK,
BbIMOJIHAIOT TpaHCaHaNbHYK MpPOKTONNACTUKY (onepa-
umto JloHro) [9].

LESTE MCCIEOOBAHMA

OueHnTb aHaTOMUYECKME U DYHKLMOHANbHbIE pe3y/bTa-
Thl XMPYPruyeckon KOPPEKLMU peKToLese B COYETAHNUM
C BHYTPEHHEN NHBArnHauuen NpsmMon K1LWKK.

MALIEEHTBI MU METO b

B petpocnekTuBHbI aHanu3 BKAOYEHbl 96 NauMeHTOK
C peKToLiene B COYeTaHWM C MHBArMHaLUen NpAMoNn Kuiw-
KW, onepupoBaHHbIX B nepuof c aHBapa 2015 r. no fe-
kabpb 2019 r. MeanaHa Bo3pacTa 60/bHbIX COCTaBUNA
52 (21;79) ropa. anobbl Ha HeMoJHOe OMOPOXHEHMe
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npepbasnanu 91 (95%) u3 96 nauneHTok, ay 74 (77%)
KEHIWWH TpeboBanoCh py4YHoe BCMOMOXEHME s ono-
POXHEHUA NPAMONA KWWKKU. TpU PEHTreHONornyecKom
o6cnenoBaHun y 59/96 (61%) naLMeHTOK Hapsay C pek-
Tolene MMeNUCb NPU3HAKM BbICOKOW BHYTPEHHENR WH-
BarMHauuu npsmoi Kuwku, y 37/96 (39%) — seneHus
HU3KOI MHBArMHauum npamoi kuwkm (Puc. 1,2).

Y 59 NaUMEHTOK C peKToueNne B COYETAHUM C BbICOKOM
BHYTPEHHEN WHBarMHauuneil NPsAMON KULIKKU BbINOJIHA-
nacb N1anapocKonuyeckas PeKTOKOAbMNOCAKPONeKCus.
OnepaTuBHOe BMeLWaTeNbCTBO 3aKloyanocb B MoOu-
AN3aLMM NPAMON KUWKKM MO nepefHeit 1 npasoit 6oKo-
BOW MONYOKPYXKHOCTAM [0 NaTepanbHOi CBA3KKU. 3aTeMm
NPOM3BOAMNK pacLienfeHne peKToBaruHaabHON nepe-
ropogku pJo aHanbHoro couHkTepa. CuHTeTMUECKUI
WMNNAHTAT NMOAWMWBANKM K MOBUIM30BAHHONM nepeaHeil
CTEHKe NpAMOI KUWKM M HECKONbKUMU LWBAMKU K 3af-
Hemy cBofy Bnaranuiia. CBo6ofHbIA KOHEL, CETKM C no-
MOLLbIO 3HAOCKOMMYecKoro repHuoctennepa «ProTack»
NpUKpennsnn K HapKocTHuue kpectua. Onepauuio 3a-
BepLany yWw1BaHMeM Ta30BoN GPIOWNHBI.

Koppekuunto pektouene v HU3KON BHYTPEHHEN MHBAru-
HaUWMU NpAMON KWWKKM y 37 NauMeHTOK NpPOU3BOAWIM
C NOMOLLbIO TPAHCAHANBLHON NPOKTOMNACTUKM MO METOAY
Jlonro A. C nomoLyblo OKOHYAaTOro aHOCKONa, BBEAEH-
HOrO B MPAIMYIO KULIKY, HA €e NepefHion NoNyoKpyX-
HOCTb HaKnafblBanu ABa-TpuU CAU3UCTO-MbILWEYHBIX MO-
NyKUceTHbIX wea (Bukpua 00 Ha urne 5/8). Konuvectso
WWBOB OMpefensnoch pasMepoM nponabupymoLero cer-
MEHTa KMIWeYHO! cTeHku. [lepBbiii WOB HaknaabiBanu
Ha 2—3 CcM BbllWe 3y64aToil NUHKUM, NOCNEAYIOWME WBbl —
Ha 1,5-2,0 cm npokcumanbHee npegbigylero. B npamyio
KUILKY BBOAWM pabouyto YacTb LMPKYASPHOTO cTenne-
pa PPH-01 ¢ makcuManbHo BbILBUHYTOM ronoBKoi. LLBbI,
NOATATMBAlOLME CTEHKY NPAMOW KWLWKKW, 3aBA3bIBAIM
Ha CTepXHe annapaTa ¥ roNoBKY CMblKaauW C OCHOBHOM
yacTbio. [1py HaXaTUKM Ha pyYKy annapaTta NpoMCXoauna
pe3eKLums y4acTKa CTEHKM NPAMOIA KMLWKK, BOBNIEYEHHOW
B annapart, ¢ GopMMpOBaHUEM [BYXPALHOTO CKpenouy-
HoOro wea. TakuM Xe 06pa3oM NPOU3BOAUIN PE3EKLUI0
KWWEeYHOW CTEHKW NO 3afAHeN NonyOKPYXHOCTKU C Hano-
XeHuem 1-2 nonyKMCeTHbIX WBOB.

Cy6beKTUBHYIO OLEHKY MPU3HAKOB CUHAPOMA 0OCTpYK-
TuBHON pedekauun (COL) nocne xupypruyeckoro ne-
YeHWUsA NPOBOJMAN C MOMOLLbIO WKANbI-ONPOCHMKA, pa3-
pabotaHHoro B ®T6Y «HMWULL kononpokTonorumu nmeHu
A.H. Pbixxux» MuH3gpasa Poccum [13]. KauecTBo XuU3HM
nauMeHTOK OLEeHUBaNM C Ucnonb3oBaHuem aHkeTol PFDI
(Pelvic Floor Distress Inventory) [14].

Cmamucmuyeckuii aHanus

Bce HenpepbiBHble BeNWYMHBI, @ TaKXe KayecTBEH-
Hble MOPAAKOBbLIE ObWM NMpPEACTaBNEHbl B BULE Meau-
aHbl, HUXHEro M BepxHero keapTunei B suge Me (Q1;
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Q3). HeszaBucumble rpynnbl cpaBHuBanu U-kputepuem
MaHHa-YWTHU, 3aBUCUMbIe — T-KpUTepreM YUNKOKCOHa.
CpaBHEHWe HOMUHANbHbIX KA4eCTBEHHbIX BENUYUH NMpO-
BOAMNM [IBYCTOPOHHWUM TOYHbIM KpuTepuem Ouwepa.
HyneBylo runoTesy OTKJIOHANM NMpU OWMOKe NepBoro
poaa meHee 5%.

AHanu3 npoBoAUaM C NomMoLbio Nnporpammsl Statisticav.
13.3 (Tibco, USA) n RStudio (Rv.4.4.1 (RCoreTeam,
Vienna, Austria)) ¢ npumeHeHunem  6ubNMOTEKM

gtsummary.

PucyHok 1. [lechekoepamma. Bbicokas BHympeHHAA UHBA2UHA-
yus npamol kuwku (a), pekmouyene (6)

Figure 1. Defecogram. High internal invagination of the rectum
(a), rectocele (b)

L 3

PucyHok 2. [legpekoepamma. Hu3kas BHympeHHAA UHBA2UHG-
yus npamoli kuwku (a), pekmoyene (6)

Figure 2. Defecogram. Low internal invagination of the rectum
(a), rectocele (b)
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PE3YJIbTATHI

B rpynne nauueHTOK, KOTOpbLIM BbINOAHANACHL Jlanapo-
CKOMMYecKas PeKTOKONbMNOoCaKponeKcus, nocneonepa-
LMOHHBIX OCNIOXXHEHMI OTMEYEHO He GblNo.

Mocne onepauuu JIoHro 0cNoXHeHNs ObiIn 3aperncTpu-
poBaHbl y 2 (5%) xeHWwuH. OHW 3aKnlyanuch B yya-
LEeHHOM OMOPOXHEHWUM NpAMON KUWKK (go 8-10 pa3
B CYTKM), BO3HUKLIEM BCJEACTBUE YMEHbIIEHUA 0bbeMa
amnysibl NPAMON KULWKK MoCie ee TPaHCAHaNbHOW pe-
3ekumnn. Kakux-nnbo cneunanbHbXx MeponpuaTuii ans
NIeYeHUs YKa3aHHbIX OCNIOXHEHUI He noTpe6oBanoCh.
Yepe3 2 mecaua nocne onepaluu npousowna afanta-
uMA DYHKLMM KULWKK, W 4acToTa ONOPOXHEHUA CHU3N-
nacb o 2—3 pasa B CyTKu.

OTpaneHHble pe3ynbTaThl XMPYPruyeckoro NeYeHns pek-
TOLeNe B COYETAHUM C UHBArMHaLMeN Bbinu Npocnexe-
Hbl y 71 (74%) u3 96 nauueHToK. Bpems HabnwoaeHus
COCTaBWNO OT 6 10 72 MecsLeB, C MefnaHon B 16.

Mo paHHBIM KOHTpPONMbHOW pAedekorpaduu, craTucTu-
YeCKM 3HAUMMOE YMeHblUeHWe OCTaTOYHOro obObema
NPAMOW KWWKK NO CPaBHEHUIO C AOONEPALMOHHbLIM ne-
pUOAOM 6bII0 OTMEYEHO KaK Yy NaLMEHTOK, NepeHecLunx
onepauuto JloHro (p = 0,0001), Tak u y Tex, KOMy Bbinon-
HANACb NanapocKonuyecKas peKToKoNbnocaKponeKkcus
(p=0,02) (Puc. 3).

0nHaKo M3MeHeHMs mnoKasaTeneit 0CTaTouHOro 06b-
€Ma 0 HOPMaNbHbIX 3HAYEHWUI CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYUMO
yalie MPoOMCXOAUNM nocne onepaunu JloHro, yem nocne
pekTokonbnocakponekcuu (Puc. 4).

Kak BMaHO M3 rpaduka, BbiNONHEHME peKTOKoAbMoca-
KpONEeKCUW HWKaK He NOBAMANO HA NOKa3aTenu ocra-
TOYHOr0 06beMa NPAMON KUWKKU Y AaHHOW KaTeropuu
naumeHToK (p = 1,0). B T0 e Bpems nocne BbINONHEHUS
onepaunu JIOHro OTMeYeHO CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HauYMMmoe
CHUXEHMEe YnCia NALMUEHTOK C YBEIUYEHHbIM OCTaTOu-
HbIM 06BEMOM W, COOTBETCTBEHHO, BOMblUee WX YUCIO
C HOpMasbHbIM OCTATOYHbIM 06bemMoM (p < 0,01).

Takue pasnuuus MOXHO 0OBACHUTL TEM, YTO (UKCaLMS
TpaHcnnaHTata B peKTOBarnHanbHOW neperopoake, Bbl-
NOJHAEMAs Npu PEKTOKOJIbNOCaKPONeKCUn, He OKa3bl-
BaeT CYLLEeCTBEHHOrO BAMAHMA HA pa3mep amnynbl Nps-
MOM KMIWKW. B TO e Bpema TpaHCaHaNnbHas ee pe3eKLus
(onepauus JIOHro) CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HaYMMO oGecneym-
BaeT yMeHblUeHNe pa3Mepa amnysibl U, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
0CTaTOYHOro 06beMa NPAMON KULIKK.

Mo [aHHbIM PeHTreHoNorMyeckoro obcnefoBaHus, Me-
AMaHa pasmepa pekToLene nocie Xupypruyeckoro ne-
yeHUs B 06enx rpynnax ymeHbWwunacs ¢ 5,0 cm fo 2,7 cM
(p <0,0001).

KonTponbHas pedekorpacdus nokasana, 4To ABAEHUS
BbICOKOM WHBAarMHaLWM COXpaHAAUCL nocne onepauuu
y 20/59 (34%) naumeHTOK, nepeHeclnx peKToOKOoNbMo-
cakponekcuto, u y 15/37 (40%) KeHLWMH, nepeHeclunx

AHatomuueckme 1 GyHKLMOHASbHBIE PE3YNbTATEI XUPYPrUYeckoro
NeYeHMs peKToLene B COMETAHMM C UHBATMHALMEN NPSIMOM KMLLKK

onepauuio JIoHro, UMeAnUCh NPU3HAKU HU3KOI UHBATU-
Hauuu npsamoii knwkwu (Puc. 5,6).

Mo pesynbTataM CyObEKTUBHOI OLEHKM CMHApOMA 06-
CTPYKTUBHOI pJedeKkaunu ¢ MCnonb30BaHUEM LIKaNbl
OrbY «HMUL, kononpokTtonornn umenn A.H. Pbixkux»
Mun3gpaBa Poccuu 6buIM MOMyYEHbl CTAaTUCTUYECKU
3HauMMble Pa3fMynA MEXLY NOKA3aTeNAMU BblPaXeHHO-
CTW CMHAPOMa 0BCTPYKTUBHOM fedekaunm 4o onepaymum
¥ nocne onepaTuBHoro nevenus: 11 (3;17) 6annos npo-
TMB 7 (0;15) 6annos, cooTBeTCTBEHHO (p = 0,00003).
Mpu wHAMBMAyanbHOM aHanu3e BbipaxeHHocTn COJ
nocne onepauuu pesynbTaTbl OLEHWBANW CrefyoLmnm
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PucyHok 3. Juazpamma pasmaxa no nokazamesno ocmamoy-
H020 00bemMa KOHMpAacmHozo sewjecmsa, no 0aHHbiM Oeghe-
Koepaguu, 0o u nocae onepamusHoO20 feYeHUs Y NayueHmoK
C KOMNJIeKCHbIM pekmoyesie

Figure 3. Range diagram of residual volume of contrast agent
according to defecography data before and after surgery in pa-
tients with complex rectocele
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u onepayuu JToHzo, no daHHbIM deekoepaguu

Figure 4. Indicators of normalization of residual volume after
laparoscopic rectocolposacropexy and Longo operation accord-
ing to defecography data
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PucyHok 5. [Jegpexoepamma 0o onepamusHo2o neveHus (A) — BbICOKAsS BHYMPEHHAS UHBAUHAYUSA NpAMOU KUWKU (cmpesika).
Jegperoepamma yepe3 12 mecsayes nocie onepamusHo20 neveHus (b) — B8bICOKAA BHYMPeHHAS UHBAUHAUUS NPAMOU KUWIKU

(cmpenka)

Figure 5. Defecogram before surgery (A) — high internal invagination of the rectum (arrow). Defecogram 12 months after sur-

gery (b) — high internal invagination of the rectum (arrow)

o6pa3oM: 1) OTKNOHEHME OT MCXOAHOTo MoKasaTens
Ha 1-2 6anna — cocTosiHue 6e3 U3MeHeHUN; 2) CHUXe-
Hue nokasaTens Ha 3 u Gonee 6annoB — ynyyleHue;
3) yBenuueHue nokasatens Ha 3 u 6onee 6annoB —
yXyALWeHUe COCTOAHMA.

XapakTep M3MeHeHWUN 3BaKyaTOPHOM tyHKLUKM NPAMON
KULLKM Nocne XMpYpruyeckoi KoppeKkLm KOMNAEKCHOro
pekToliene npefcTasneH B Tabnuue 1.

YnyyweHune 3BaKyaTOpHOI DYHKLUM NPAMON KULWKK NO-
Clle peKToKosbnocakponekcun otmetunu 14/40 (35%)

f

nauueHToB, nocne onepauun Jlonro — 20/31 (65%)
nayueHTok. Takum o6pasom, no Cy6bLEKTUBHOM OLEHKE,
ymeHblieHne npossnennit COL, cTaTMCTMYecKM 3Hauu-
MO Yalie oTMeYanu nauueHTKH, NepeHeclne onepawymio
Jloxro (p=0,018).

Yncno 6obHEIX C NOKa3aHMAMM, CBULETENbCTBYIOLMMN
00 OTCYTCTBUM CyWECTBEHHbIX U3MEHEHUI B yHKLMO-
HaIbHOM COCTOSIHUM KM KM, ObII cOnocTaBUMbl — 18/40
(45%) n 11/31 (35%) (p = 0,47). OpHako 8/40 (20%)
NauMeHTOK, NepeHeclnX PEeKTOKONbNOCAKPONeKCuio,

PucyHok 6. lTayuesmka b. [lecpekoepamma 0o onepamusHoeo neveHus (A) — HU3KAA BHYMPEHHAA UHBA2UHAYUA NPAMOU KULIKU
(cmpenka), pekmoyene — (cmpenka — nyHkmup). [egekozpamma yepe3 18 mecsyes nocsie onepamusHo2o neyeHus (b) — Hus-
Kas BHYMPeHHASA UHBA2UHAUUSA npAMOU KUWKU (cmpesika)

Figure 6. Patient B. Defecogram before surgery (A) — low internal invagination of the rectum (arrow), rectocele — (arrow —
dotted line). Defecogram 18 months after surgery (b) — low internal invagination of the rectum (arrow)
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Tabnuua 1. M3meHeHus 38akyamopHol yHKUUU NPAMOU KULUKU 8 NOCIeoNepayuoHHoM nepuode y nayueHmos ¢ pekmouese 8 co-

4YemaHuu ¢ BHympeHHelj uHBa2uHayuel 8 3agucumocmu om Xapakmepa onepamusHo2o sMmewamesibcmsa

Table 1. Changes in the evacuation function of the rectum in the postoperative period in patients with rectocele in combination

with internal invagination depending on the nature of the surgical intervention

PekTouene + BHYTPeHHAS UHBarMHauua npamon kuwku, N = 71
XapakTepuctuka PekTo(Konbno)cakponekcus Onepauus JloHro p
N =40 N =31
YnyyweHne 14 (35%) 20 (65%) 0,018
Be3 nameHeHuit 18 (45%) 11 (35%) 0,47
Yxynwenne 8 (20%) 0 0,008

Ta6bnuua 2. lokazamenu usmeHeHus Kayecmsa »usHu (no wrane PFDI) y nayueHmos ¢ KOMNaeKCHbIM pekmouyese 8 3asUcuMo-

cmu om Buoa onepamusHo20 sie4yeHus

Table 2. Indicators of changes in quality of life (according to the PFDI scale) in patients with complex rectocele depending on

the type of surgical treatment

PekTouene + BHYTPEHHAA UHBarMHauua npamon kuwkm, N =71
Xapakrepuctuka PekTo(Konbno)cakponekcus Onepauywus JloHro p
N =40 N=31
YnyyweHue 28 (70%) 25 (81%) 0,2
be3 usmeHeHwi 1(2%) 2 (6%) 0,1
YxyaweHue 11 (28%) 4 (13%) 0,5

OTMETUAN YXYLLEHWE ONOPOXKHEHNS NPAMON KULWKM No-
Crle onepauuu, TOrfa Kak y Tex, KTo nepeHec onepauuio
JloHro, yxyaweHuns 3BakyaTopHoO PYHKLMM NPAMOI KN LU-
KW HU B OJHOM CJlyyae oTMeYeHo He Gbino (p = 0,008).
Cnepyet OTMeTUTb, YTO Yy 8 MALMEHTOK, 3aABUBLINX 06
YXYALWEHUN OMOPOXKHEHWUA MOCNE PEKTOKONbMNOCAKPO-
neKcuu, u3meHeHne GYHKLWUM NPAMOIA KULWKN BO3HUK-
110 Ha hOHe MeAfieHHO-TpPaH3UTHOro 3anopa. HecmoTps
Ha NpUMeHeHWe 6anNacTHbIX CNabUTENbHbIX CPEACTB, UX
npoponkano 6ecnoKouUTb OTCYTCTBUE UNU 3aTPyLHEHME
OMOPOXHEHUA NPAMON KUWKK, HEOOXOAUMOCTb NpUMe-
HEHWS PYYHOTO NOCOOUA UNU OYUCTUTENBHBIX KU3M, YTO
rosopuno o npeobnafaHuu GyHKLMOHANLHOTO KOMMO-
HeHTa B HapylLEHWN 3BaKyaLUK KanoBblX Macc.

Mo AaHHbIM aHKETMPOBAHUA OTMEYEHO YJyulleHue Ka-
yectBa *u3Hu (PFDI) — 3admKcMpoBaHO CHuKeHMue
rnokasaTeneil nocne OnepaTUBHOTO feyeHUsi B 0benx
rpynnax no CpaBHEHWIO C AOONEPaLMOHHbIM Nepuo-
gom — ¢ 92 (79;99) no 65 (35;92) 6annos, cooTeeT-
CTBEHHO. BbipaxkeHHOCTb 3bdeKTa OT NeyeHns cocTaBu-
na 22 (6;48) 6anna (p =0,0001).

Mpu cpaBHeHWM nMokaszaTenei KayecTBa XU3HU y Naum-
€HTOB MOCNe BBIMONHEHNUS PEKTOKOJbMNOCAKPONEKCHUY
1 onepauuu JIoHro, ynyyleHne 66110 oTMeYeHo y 28/40
(70%) 1 25/31 (81%) eHLMH, COOTBETCTBEHHO, @ YXyJ-
weHne — y 11/40 (28%) u 4/31 (13%), cOOTBETCTBEH-
Ho. OfHaKO CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMBIX PA3NINYUil MEXAY
3TUMM rpynnamu 6oMbHbIX NoJy4YeHo He 6bio (Tabn. 2).

SAKITKOYEHUE

Xupypruyeckoe neyeHune pektoLene B COYETAHUN C BHY-
TPEHHEeN WHBAarMHauuen NpAMON KWULIKM, He3aBUCUMO

AHatomuueckme 1 GyHKLMOHASbHBIE PE3YNbTATEI XUPYPrUYeckoro
NeYeHMs peKToLene B COMETAHMM C UHBATMHALMEN NPSIMOM KMLLKK

OT MeToAa OnepaTMBHOrO BMeLATeNbCTBA, HE BCEraa
obecneynBaeT NoNHyl0 Koppekuuo fedeKToB npsaMoil
KULIKK, @ Wb NO3BONSAET AOCTUFHYTb YMEHbLEHUSA Bbl-
PaXKEHHOCTU UMEIOLWMUXCA aHATOMUYECKUX HApyLEHUH.
Jlanapockonuyeckas peKTOKONbMOCAKPONeKcus, Kak
Haubonee NpPU3HAHHbIA METOA NeYeHUs KOMMIEKCHBIX
nposisneHnit COTH, He obecneynBaeT HopManuU3aLuio
0CTaTOYHOro 06beMa Nocse ONOPOKHEHNUA NPAMOi KULL-
KW 1 ycTynaet onepaLuu JIOHro B LOCTUKEHUM NydLlero
(hyHKLMOHanbHOro pesynbTtaTta [12,15,16].

[aHHbI NOAXOL K IEYEHMIO MALMEHTOB C KOMMIEKCHbIM
pekTouene cnepyeT NPUMEHATb B Cly4asXx BbICOKOW pek-
TO-pEeKTaNlbHON WHBArMHAaLMKW, CONYTCTBYIOWEN PeKTo-
Lene, KOraa aHaToMuyeckas nokanusauus gedexra He
NO3BONSAET BbINOJHUTL KOPPEKLMIO OPYrUM CNoCcOGOM.
Y naLMeHTOB C peKToLene B COYETaHUM C HU3KOW NHBa-
TMHaLMen, Nyylero aHaTOMUYeCcKoro U dyHKLUOHaNb-
HOro 3ddeKTa MOXHO [LOCTUTHYTb C MOMOLLbIO OnepaLum
Jlowro.
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