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LEJIb: cpasHums 3¢ppexmusHocms Memodos NpOPUAAKMUKU NAPACMOMANbHbIX 2PbIX.
MATEPWAJIBI M METO/bI: cucmemamuyeckuli 0630p u MemaaHaau3 8biN0JIHeHb! 8 COOMBEMCMBUU C NPAKMUKOU
u pexomeHoayusmu PRISMA 3a secb nepuod no 09.08.2023. lMouck HayyHbix pabom npoBoOUCS 8 31eKMPOHHOL
6aze meduyuHckol numepamypsi PubMed (National Library of Medicine, Bethesda, MD, USA). Kntoyessie mepmuHsi
3anpoca: “extraperitoneal”, “transperitoneal”, “intraperitoneal”, “rectal cancer”, “abdominoperineal resection”,
“parastomal hernia”, “colostomy”, “stoma”, “end colostomy”, “prophylactic mesh”, “mesh”. U3 3anpoca 6binu
UCKI0YeHbI UCCIe00BAHUA HA XUBOMHbIX. B pesynsmame omb6opa numepamypsl 8 MemaaHanau3 BKIOYEHO
28 uccnedosanuli — 15 uccnedosaHudl, CpasHUBAIOUWUX HOPMUPOBAHUE KOHUeBOU KOJOCMOMbI C UMNIGHMOM U 6e3
He2o; 5 uccnedosaHul, CpasHUBAOWUX BHYMPUOBDIOLWHbIE U 3a6PIOWUHHbIE KOHUeBbIe KOJ0CMOMbI; 8 Uucciedosa-
Hull, cpasHuBarOWUX opMUPOBAHUE CMOMAIbHO20 KAHANA 4Yepe3 moJuly npsaMol Mbllybl xusoma (MpaHcpek-
manbHbIM docmynom) u samepansHee Heé (NapapekmanbHsIM 0ocmynom).
PE3YJIbTATbI: yacmoma napacmomanbHbix 2pbi 00CMOBEPHO HUXeE Npu opMUpOBAHUU CMOMbI 3KCmpanepumo-
HeanbHbiM cnocobom (p = 0,05) 8 cpasHeHuu ¢ sBHympubprowHsim (Ol = 3,40, N 1,01-11,44) 6e3 docmosepHo20
yBenuYeHus 4acmomsl nocaeonepayuoHHeix ocnoxHerul (Ol = 1,04, AN 0,53-2,02, p = 0,92; Ol = 2,22, N
0,67-7,30, p = 0,19). llpu ¢popmuposaHuu KoHYeBOU KOOCMOMbI YGCMOMA NAPACMOMAbHbIX epbix Obina docmo-
BepHO HWx¥e npu npumeHeHuu umniasma (Ol = 1,87, N 1,16-3,01, p < 0,0001) 6e3 0ocmosepHo20 yBenuyeHus
yacmomsl nocneonepayuoHHbix ocnoxHerud (Ol = 0,93, N 0,47-1,82, p = 0,82). llpu cpasHeHuu epynn no mex-
HUKe (hopMUPOBAHUSA CMOMA/IbLHO20 KAHAIA NAPAPEKMAbHbIM U MPAHCPeKMAnbHbIM 00CMYNOM He 6b110 NoyYeHo
cmamucmuyecku 3Ha4umblx no yacmome napacmomansHol epsixu (Ol = 1,14, N 0,52-2,52, p = 0,74).
3AKJIOYEHNE: 3xkcmpanepumoreansHbili cnocob GopmupoBaHus NOCMOSAHHbIX KULWeEYHbIX CMOM U npumMeHeHue
umMnaaHmMos 00CMOBEPHO CHUXAem PUcK 06pa308aHUS NAPACMOMAIbHBIX 2PbIXK.
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Does the parastomal hernia rate depend on the method
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AIM: to compare the effectiveness of different techniques for parastomal hernia prevention.
MATERIALS AND METHODS: a systematic review and meta-analysis were performed in accordance with the PRISMA
recommendations for the entire period up to 09/08/2023. The search for papers is carried out in PubMed with
keywords “extraperitoneal”, “transperitoneal”, “intraperitoneal”, “rectal cancer”, “abdominoperineal resection”,
“parastomal hernia”, “colostomy”, “stoma”, “end colostomy”, “prophylactic mesh”, “mesh”. As a result of the
literature selection, 28 studies were included in the meta-analysis — 15 studies for end colostomy with and without
an implant; 5 studies comparing intra-abdominal and extraperitoneal end colostomy; 8 studies comparing stoma
channels through the rectus abdominis shield (transrectal stoma) and lateral stoma.
RESULTS: the incidence of parastomal hernias is significantly lower for extraperitoneal stoma (p = 0.05) than intra-
abdominal one (OR = 3.40, (I 1.01-11.44) without significant increase in postoperative morbidity rate (OR = 1.04,

(I10.53-2.02, p=0.92, OR = 2.22, (I 0.67-7.30, p = 0.19). Mesh significantly decreases the incidence of parasto-
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mal hernias (OR = 1.87, (I 1.16-3.01, p < 0.0001) without a consistent increase in postoperative morbidity rate
(OR = 0.93, (I 0.47-1.82, p = 0.82). No significant differences were obtained between lateral and transrectal
colostomies in the incidence of parastomal hernia (OR = 1.14, (1 0.52-2.52, p = 0.74).

CONCLUSION: the extraperitoneal colostomy and meshes reduce the risk of parastomal hernia.
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BBEOEHWE

HecmoTps Ha ycnexu COBPEMEHHON KONOPeKTanbHOW
XUPYPrun, 4actota (GOPMUPOBAHMA KUIIEYHBIX CTOM
He UMeeT TEHLEHUMMN K CHUXeHUo. TOYHO onpefennTb
YMCNO TaKUX NALMEHTOB 3aTPYAHUTENbHO, TEM He Me-
Hee, cyMTaetca, YTo B Poccum nx npoxuBaeT He MeHee
120 Tbicay [1], B TepmaHum — 100 Toicay [2], B CLUA —
He MeHee 700 TbiCAY, NPUYEM EXKErOLHO BbIMONHAETCS
0K010 100 ThICAY XMPYPrUYeCKMX BMeLWaTenbCTB ¢ Gop-
MUPOBAHMEM KULWeYHbIX cTOM [3]. MaLMUeHTbl C NOCTOSH-
HbIMWU KWWeYHbIMK cTOMamu coctaBnaoT 30% ot 3Toro
yucna [4].

KuweuHas cTtoma npepctaBnseT coboil CylecTBEHHYIO
npo6aemy AN NaLMEHTOB, TEM He MEHEE, BO3MOXKHOCTH
AN UX apganTauuu B nociefHue AecATUneTus Kappu-
HaNbHbIM 06Pa30M U3MEHUANUCH B NYYLLIYIO CTOPOHY. Tak,
KOMNNEKC MeponpuATUIA OPraHu3aLMOHHOr0 xapakre-
pa, co3faHue ciyxbbl peabunanuTayum CTOMUPOBAHHBIX
60/IbHbIX, NCUXOJIOTMYECKAsn MOAJEPIKKA W COBEpLIeH-
CTBOBaHWe CpefCTB yxofa 3a CTOMO MO3BOAUAM [0-
CTMYb XOPOLWMX MoKa3aTenei couuanbHoit peabunuta-
LMW 1 TPYJOBOW aKTUBHOCTY [4].

OpHako 3To Kacaetcs no 6osblueit 4acTM HEOCNOX-
HEHHbIX KWWeYHbIX CTOM. OAHO MAM HECKONbKO paH-
HUX OC/IOXHEHWI UMelT MecTo y 63% nauueHToB [5],
a nospHue — y 81,1% [6]. Mo gaHHbIM WBELCKOrO paH-
LOMU3MPOBaHHOro mccnepoBaHua Stoma-Const, cpepm
NaLMEeHTOB, MNEpeHeCclWnX MNAHOBbIE XUPYpPruveckue
BMELATEeNbCTBA, NO34HWE OCNOXHEHUA KOHLEBbIX KO-
nocToM yepes 1 rog nocne onepauun 6bin BbISBNEHS
y 63% [7]. HeobxoaMMo OTMETUTD, YTO ITOT NoKa3aTesb
CYLECTBEHHO He OT/IMYAETCA OT JaHHbIX 3a Npefblayliue
pecatunetus — 70% [8], HeCMOTPs Ha COBEPLIEHCTBO-
BaHWE XWPYPruMyYecKoro MHCTPYMeHTapus, npegonepa-
LMOHHOW pa3mMeTKH, TLWATENbHOrO COOMIOAEHNS TEXHUKH
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onepauuu 1 NpUMEHeHUA CrneLuanbHblX CPeACcTB npo-
buUnakTMKK. IKCTpanonupys 3T AaHHble Ha obliee Yuc-
710 MALMEHTOB C KULIEYHOI CTOMOM, MOXHO C 60/bLOA
YBEPEHHOCTbI0 KOHCTATMPOBATb, YTO BO MHOTMX CTPaHax,
B TOM YWCe U C BbICOKMM YPOBHEM Pa3BUTUA KONOPEK-
TaNbHON XWUPYPruM, XWUBYT LECATKM ThICAY MALUEHTOB
C NapacTOMa/ibHbIMU FPbIXXAaMU U HU3KOW BEPOATHOCTbIO
MeAMKOo-COoLManbHON peabunutayuu.

He meHee 30% nauMeHTOB C MapacTOMabHbIMU FPbiXa-
MU HYX[AKTCA B XUPYPrUYECKOM NeYeHUMW, TOrAa Kak
ycnex Takux onepauuit 3a4acTylo COMHUTENEH, a PUCK
BbllUE, YEM MPW OMepauuax NMKBULALUM KOHLEBBIX KO-
NnocToMm nocne onepauuu FaptmaHa [9]. B cBa3n ¢ 3Tum
0coboe 3HayeHWe NpUOGPEeTaloT BONPOCH NpoduaaKTu-
KM NapacToOMasibHbIX FPbIX.

3T0T BONpOC 6ECNOKOMA CNEeLManucToB efBa n C He nep-
BbIX LIArOB Pa3BUTMA KONOMNPOKTONOrMU KaK OTLENbHOW
XUpypruyeckoi aucuunauusl. Tak, 8 1958 rogy Goligher
J.C. npepnoxun MeToA 3abptolWMHHOrO (3KCTpanepuTo-
HeanbHOro) hopMMPOBAHUA KOHLEBOI KonocTombl [10].
[aHHbIi cnocob npumMeHseTcs o CMX Nop, NO3BOAAS CO-
Kpawarb 4acToTy mapactomasnbHbiX rpebx Ao 1,0-6,5%
[11-13]. B ToXe BpeMs, GopmMupoBaHMe IKCTpanepu-
TOHEANIbHOW KOHLEBOW KONOCTOMbl COMPSIXKEHO C psi-
OOM OrpaHuyeHunit u npobnem. Metop TpebyeT gonon-
HUTENbHON MOOGUAM3ALUN CErMEHTA 0OOA0YHON KUIWKM
BMAOTb [0 NIEBOTO M3ruba ans ero cBOGOAHOrO BhIBEfE-
HUsA Ha NepefHIolo GPIOLWHYI0 CTEHKY, YTO YBENUYMBAET
LANTENbHOCTb M TPaBMATUYHOCTb OMepauuu, npu 3TOM
BO3pacTaeT PUCK HapylieHUs KPoBoobpalleHns B fuc-
TaNbHbIX ero oTAenax. lomumo 3Toro, cylecTeyer onac-
HOCTb YLEMIEHUS U CAABNEHMUSA KULWKK B IKCTPANepUTo-
HeanbHOM CTOMaNibHOM KaHane, YTo yBeauuMBaeT pUcK
UWEMIM, @ TAKIKE HAPYLIEHUS KULIEYHOW MPOXOAUMOCTY.
CywecTBeHHble TEXHUYECKWE CNOXHOCTU BO3HUKAKOT
Npu KOPOTKOW OpbiXKeiKe, BUCLEPANbHOM OXUPEHUH,
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HapyleHWN KULIEYHOW MPOXOAUMOCTH, FHOWHO-BOCNA-
JINTeNbHOM npolecce B GplowHoil nonoctu. Benepctene
COBOKYMHOCTM MEPEYUCNIEHHOr0, IKCTPanepuUTOHeasb-
Hblil MeTOA (POPMMUPOBAHMA MOCTOAHHOI KOHLEBOW CTO-
Mbl HEe CTan MeTofoM BbiGopa.

B 1980 rogy Sugarbaker P. npeanoxun npumeHsTb
WHTPaNepUTOHeaNbHbIA WMNNAHT ANA YKpenneHus ne-
penHeil GPIOWHOIA CTEHKW B MecTe BbIBELEHUS KMIIKU
Ha nepefHiolo GPIOLIHYIO CTEHKY AN NPOGUNAKTUKY na-
pacToManbHoW rpbixu [14]. B ocHoBaHMM 3TOro0 MeToAa
JIeXanu Te e NOAXOAbI, YTO U Y IKCTpanepuUToHeanbHo-
ro cnoco6a Goligher J. Mpu 31om cnoco6 Sugarbaker P.
6onee NpocT B UCMONHEHUN U UMEET P NPEUMyLLECTB:
HeT HeobX0AMMOCTU [AOMONHUTENbHON MObBUAM3aLMH
NPOKCUMANbHOTO CErMEHTa As BblBELEHUS Ha nepeg-
HIOI0 BPIOWHYI0 CTEHKY, HET HEOOXOAMMOCTU hOopMUPO-
BaTb BC/IEMYIO CTOMasbHbII KaHan, yBennyueas TpaBma-
TUYHOCTb OMEpaLMK U PUCK OCNOXKHeHUI, 1 T.40. MeTog
Obl1 BOCMPUHAT C 60NIbIINM IHTY3MA3MOM U CTas WHUPOKO
NpUMeHATbCA € cepeaunHbl 1990-x rofos, Koraa nossu-
JINCb [OCTYMHblE W OTHOCUTENbHO [AelleBble CeTyaTble
UMNAaHTbl. Mo Mepe HaKonneHUs onbiTa CTano OYeBUA-
HO, YTO JaHHbIA NOAXOA COMPSXEH C PAAOM cneundu-
YeCKUX OCNIOXKHEHUIN U MOXET NPUMEHATLCA [aNeKo He
y BCEX NaLMeHTOB.

C Tex mop ObIIM NpeaoxeHbl MHOTOYMUCIEHHbIE MOAN-
thuKaumm meTofa, paspabaTbiBanuCb HOBbIE MOZENN UM-
NAAHTOB U3 HOBbIX MAaTEPUAIOB M CNOCOGHI UX pa3melle-
HUA B NepefHell BPIOWHON CTEHKe, OJHAKO [O CUX MOp
3 deKTUBHOCTb MeTofa He MOATBEPKAEHA, a YacToTa
napacToMasbHbIX rpbix coctasuna 55,6% [15].

B 1982 roay Eldrup J., et al. o6patunu BHUMaHWe Ha To,
4YTO NPaKTUYECKN NOBCEMECTHO KULWEYHYIO CTOMY BbIBO-
LAT Ha NepegHiolo OPIOWHYI0 CTEHKY WAM B CAMOM TOH-
KOM MecTe, N0 CNUreNIMeBON NMHIUY, UK ewWwé bonee na-
TepabHO, Nepecekas BONOKHA GOKOBBIX MbIlL, XKUBOTA,
4TO GbINO PACLEHEHO KaK KOHCTPYKTUBHBIA HEJOCTATOK.
B kauecTBe peweHMs npobnembl aBTOPbl MPEANOXKUAN
NPOBOANTb KULWKY HA NepefHIo OpIOLWHYI0 CTEHKY Ye-
pe3 ToNLLy NPAMON MblLILbI )KMBOTa, TEM CaMblM CO34aBas
B CTOMaNbHOM KaHaje 3M1acTUYHBIA KapKac AN KULWKK
[16]. MeTop 6bICTpo 3aBOEBAN NONYNAPHOCTb M B HACTO-
flee BpeMs ABNAETCA METOLOM BblOOpa B 60NbWNHCTBE
KAMHUK EBponbl, xoTa ero 3ddeKkTMBHOCTL A0 ceroj-
HSIWHero AHS TaK U He HAWA NoATBepxaeHus [17].

ITO TPU OCHOBHbLIX HanpaBfAeHUs HAy4YHOro MOWUCKa Ans
npodMNaKTMKM NapacToManbHbIX rpbbK. [1OCTOAHHO
npegnaraoTc Hosble MOAWGDUKALMM W3BECTHLIX CMo-
c060B W NpeAnpUHUMAIOTCSA MOMbITKU 060CHOBAHUA UX
3 deKTMBHOCTU. MMOMUMO 0OBEKTUBHBIX OPraHU3aLMoH-
HbIX 1 METOLONOTMYECKMX COXHOCTEN, a TaKXKe 3Hauu-
TE/IbHOW BapMaTMBHOCTU B KOHLENTYasbHbIX MOAX0AAX,
pe3ynbTaTbl TAKUX UCCNEA0BAHWUIA HYXAAOTCA B AeTaNb-
HOM W3yYeHUM, YTO U SBUNOCH Lienblo JaHHOW paboTsl.

3asucut nn pa3sutue HUPOCTOMGHbHOﬁ
rpbiXu oT cnocob6a GopMMPOBAHMS CTOMbIZ
(MeTaaHanus 1 cuctematnueckuit 063op nuTeparypei)

MATEPUATTBI 1 METObI

Cuctematuyeckuit 0630p M MeTaaHanu3 BbIMONHe-
Hbl B COOTBETCTBUM C MPAKTUKON U peKOMeHZaLusMu
The preferred reporting items for systematic reviews
and meta-analyses (PRISMA) [18]. Mouck nutepa-
Typbl MPOBOAMUJCA MPU MOMOWM 3INEKTPOHHOW 6a3bl
MefuUMHCKOW nuTepaTypsl Medline 3a Becb nepuog,
OTpaKeHHbIit B 6a3e gaHHbIx no 9 aBrycta 2023 ropa.
KnioueBble TepMuHbl 3anmpoca: “extraperitoneal”,
“transperitoneal”, “intraperitoneal”, “rectal cancer”,

“abdominoperineal resection”, “parastomal hernia”,
", “prophylac-

“colostomy”, “stoma”, “end colostomy”,
tic mesh”, “mesh”. W3 3anpoca GbinK UCKNIOYEHDI UC-
CNefoBaHNA Ha XUBOTHbIX. [ONONHUTENbHO MPOBO-
AWNCA NUTEPATYypPHbIA NoucK no Gubanorpaduyeckum
AaHHbIM OTOBPAHHbIX UCCNE[0BAHMIA C LeNblo BbisBE-
HUA He HalifeHHbIX cTaTeil Npyu NepBOHAYaANbHOM MO-
ucke. B cuctematuyecknit 0630p M MeTaaHanus Gbiu
BKJIOYEHbI MOJIHOTEKCTOBbIE CTaTbU HA aHMAUIACKOM

A3blKE.

Cmamucmuyeckuii aHanus

CraTucTuyeckMin  aHanuM3 npu  NpsAMOM  CpaBHe-
HUM METOAMK MPOBOLMAM MpPW MOMOWM NpOrpammbl
ReviewManager 5.3. CymmapHoe 3HayeHMe AUXOTOMM-
YECKWUX [LaHHbIX ONMUCAHO B BUAE OTHOLWEHMWA WAHCOB
(W) c 95% poseputenbHbiM MHTepsasom (AN). OLU
paccuutbiBanu no metony Peto, ecnu ofHO 13 3HaYeHMi
ABYXNONbHOM Tabnuupl paBHanock 0. CTatucTuyeckyto
reTeporeHHoCTb Cpefy UCCNefoBaHuii OLeHMBanu ¢ no-
MoLblo % TecTa. CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOI reTeporeH-
HOCTbto cymTanu 12> 50% u p < 0,1.

Pe3ynbmamei noucka

Mocne coctaBneHus 3anpoca B PubMed B 6a3e Medline
HaligeHo 276 nybnukaumii (Puc. 1). NMocne ckpuHMUHra
ocTanocb 67 NoNHOTEKCTOBbIX cTaTei. Ha cnepylouem
3Tane GblM UCKIOYEHBI 0630pbl IUTEPATYPbI U KIUHU-
Yeckue ciydau. [ononHutenbHo 6bin NpousBefeH no-
WCK Cpean 0ToOpaHHbIX CTaTel Ais aHanusa B CNUCKax
NNTepaTypebl, YTO NO3BOAUNO BbIABUTL €LLE 5 nccneosa-
HWI. B utore B aHanu3 BKaYeHO 28 cTaten, cpaBHUBA-
OLWMX METOANKN (POPMUPOBAHUSA KOHLEBON KONOCTOMBI.
N3 Hux 15 nccnepoBaHuii, cpaBHUBaLWMX hopMMpoBa-
HUE CTOMbl C UMNNAHTOM W 6e3 Hero; 5 UccnefoBaHuii,
CpaBHMBAKOLWMUX BHYTPUOPIOWHbIE U 33a0pIOLUHHbIE CTO-
Mbl; 8 WCCNeAOBaHMit, cpaBHMBaOWMX (HOPMUPOBAHME
CTOMaNbHOTrO KaHana yepes TOJILY NPAMOIA MblLLLbl XK-
BOTa (TPaHCPeKTaNbHO) U naTepanbHee Heé (napapek-
TanbHo). YuuTbiBas HebBONMbLIOE KOAWUYECTBO MCCNERo-
BaHWii NapapekTajsbHOro W TpaHCpeKTanbHOro cnocoba
(hopMUpOBaAHMA CTOMbI, B aHaNM3 TaK e BKIKYANUCh
UccnefoBaHNs C UNEOCTOMAMM.

Does the parastomal hernia rate depend on the method
of stoma formation2 (meta-analysis and review)
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Ta6bnuua 1. Xapakmepucmuka uccnedo8aHull, CpasHUBAWUX GOPMUPOBAHLE CMOMbI 6e3 UMNAAHMA U C UMNJIGHMOM
Table 1. Characteristics of the included studies: mesh vs no mesh for end colostomies

N Mon m/x
ABTOp rop Nepuog Crpana Tun uccnepo- | Ilikana Besum- | Cum- | Besum- | Cum-
BaHuA KayecTBa
NNaHTa | NNAHTOM | NAaHTa | NJaHToM

Hammond et al. [19] 2008 H/L, AHrnus paHa 7 10 10 H/L, H/o,
Serra-Aracil et al. [20] | 2009 | 2004-2006 Wcnauuns paHa 8 27 27 H/8 H/AD
Janes et al. [21] 2008 | 2001-2003 LBeuus paHp 8 27 27 16/11 15/12
Ventham et al. [22] 2012 | 2003-2010 Aurnus peTpo 8 24 17 13/11 3/14
Lopez-Cano et al. [23] | 2012 | 2007-2010 Wcnanus paHA 9 17 19 7/10 11/8
Tarcoveanu et al. [24] | 2014 | 2010-2011 PymMblHUSA paHg 7 22 20 H/8 H/A
Fleshman et al. [25] 2014 | 2010-2012 CLIA paHa 9 58 55 29/29 30/25
Nikberg et al. [26] 2015 | 1996-2012 LBeuus npocn 7 135 71 84/51 43/28
Lambrecht et al. [27] 2015 | 2007-2011 Hopserus paHg 8 26 32 21/5 22/10
Vierimaa et al. [28] 2015 | 2010-2013 OuHnsHAns paHg 9 35 35 19/16 18/17
Brandsma et al. [29] 2016 | 2010-2012 Hupepnanabl paHg 8 78 72 48/28 43/29
Lopez-Cano etal. [30] | 2016 | 2012-2014 Wcnanus paHg 8 28 24 16/8 21/3
Odensten et al. [31] 2019 | 2007-2015 Wsewus paHg 8 118 114 62/56 | 74/40
Prudhomme et al. [32] | 2021 | 2012-2016 ®paHuus paHg, 8 101 98 57/44 57/41
Ringblom et al. [33] 2023 | 2007-2015 LWseyus paHa 8 118 114 62/56 74/40

Tabnuua 2. Xapakmepucmuka ucciedosaHut, CpaBHUBAIOWUX BHYMPUODIOWHbIE U 3aOPIOWLUHHbIE CMOMbI
Table 2. Characteristics of the included studies: extraperitoneal vs intra-abdominal end colostomies

PucyHok 1. Juazpamma noucka ucmo4yHuKos8 aumepamypsbi
Figure 1. Flow diagram of the systematic literature search and
study selection according to PRISMA statement

KOJIOMNPOKTOJIOTUS, Tom 24, N2 1, 2025

N Mon M/
ABTOp loa Mepuop CrpaHa Tun uccne- | UWkana H 6 6
poBaHua | Kauectsa | BHYTPY- 3abpio- BHyTpU- 3abpto-
GplowHan | WHUHHAA | GplOWHAA | WKHHAA
Whittaker et al. [34] 1975 H/L AHrnus npocn 5 162 89 H/8 H/L,
Dong et al. [35] 2012 | 2002-2010 Kuaii paHg 7 62 66 29/33 30/36
Hamada et al. [36] 2012 | 2005-2010 fAnoHus peTpo 7 15 22 13/2 11/11
Leroy et al. [37] 2012 | 1999-2011 | ®paHuus petpo 8 10 12 6/4 8/4
Heiying et al. [38] 2014 | 2011-2012 Kutaii paHp 7 18 18 7/11 9/9
MonyyeHue 0aHHbIX
WHTepecyoWwmMmMn AaHHbIMK, U3 WUCCNEA0BAHWIA, BKIIO-
YeHHbIX B aHaiu3, ABAAAUCHL: aBTOP, rof ny6aukauum,
”"E“:;‘ez::::“ AW3aliH uccnefoBaHus, Yucio 6oabHbIX B rpynnax (cro-
n=276 Ma C NpUMeHeHMeM UMNNaHTa U 6e3 Hero, BHYTPUOpIOLW-
I, Has 1 3a6pIoWMHHAA CTOMA, CNOCO6 HhOPMUPOBAHMUSA CTO-
- MaNbHOrO KaHana: TPaHCPEKTaNbHO W NapapeKTanbHo),
aneHne
p,ypénux:‘ma Wckniouero COOTHOLUEHME NNL, MYXCKOr0 NoMa K XXeHCKOMY B rpyn-
e o e nax, BO3pacT, HeNoCpeLCTBEHHble pe3y/ibTaThl.
Kpumepuu sKknto4eHus u UCKN0YeHUA
Nomworekcrosse | [vioonen = " KpuTtepuu BKNOYEHNS B aHanm3: onep:leMBHble BMeLa-
Sormiie o cToMb 6e3 TeNnbCcTBa ¢ HOPMUPOBAHUEM KUILEYHOW CTOMBI, BbINON-
i e HeHHble OHMM U3 BbllenepeyncieHHbIX Cnocobos.
Wccnegosanis, WUcenea N e Kputepun ucknioyenus: nybnnposaHune AaHHbIX MEX
HCKMIOYEHHBIE aHyTpHG 16 W 336PHOWHHHBIE putep Ry P A Ry
3 aHanusa Crosts aBTOpamu.
n=3 n=5
Uceneg .cp ume .
Wec HOPMUPOBAHWE CTOMBI Kayecmso uccnedosanuli
BKIIOUEHHbBIE TR TR Bce uccnepoBaHua Gbinv NpoaHanM3MpoBaHbl Mo Cu-
Ei"_"’z‘;“ CTeMe OLEeHKM KayecTBa CPaBHUTENbHbIX MCChefoBa-
Huit Newcastle — Ottawa Score (NOS) (Tabn. 1,2,3).

Onpe,u,eneHme DEl‘;ITVIHFa KayecTBa npoussogunnocCb gnsa
KaXgoro uccnefoBaHus. BblCOKOKayeCTBEHHbIM CyMTa-
eTCcs uccnefoBaHue Npu Hanuyuu ypoBHa 7 u3 9 3pesp.
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Ta6bnuua 3. Xapakmepucmuka uccnedosarul, CpasHUBAaWUX GOPMUPOBAHUE CMOMbI NAPAPEKMAJIbHBIM U MPAHCPEKMA/IbHbIM
docmynamu
Table 3. Characteristics of the included studies: transrectal vs lateral stomas

N Mon m/x
ABTOp Fop Nepuog Crpana Tun uccne- | lllkana napapek- | TpaHCpeK- | mapapek- | TpaHCpek-
AOBaHUA | KayecTBa

TanbHoO TanbHoO TanbHoO TanbHO
Sjodahlet al. [39] 1988 1988 AHrnus peTpo 5 23 107 H/8 H/o,
Williams et al. [40,41] | 1990 | 1972-1987 AHrnus npocn 5 16 12 H/A H/A
Ortiz et al. [42] 1993 H/O NcnaHus npocn 5 29 25 H/8 H/8
Leong et al. [43] 1994 1994 AHrnus peTpo 5 42 103 H/L H/8,
Londono-Schimmer et | 1994 1994 AHrnus peTpo 5 31 72 H/L H/8
al. [44]
Cingi et al. [45] 2006 | 2000-2005 Typuus npocn 6 6 14 H/8 H/A
Pilgrim et al. [46] 2010 | 2004-2006 | AscTpanus npocn 6 10 80 H/L H/8
Hardt et al. [47] 2015 | 2012-2014 | lepmaHus paHA 7 30 30 14/16 19/11
PE3YJIbTAThI cTombl (p < 0,00001) B CpaBHEHUN C BHYTPUOPIOLIHOM

(Puc. 2) (OW =9,06, AN 7,72-10,41).
[nutenbHoOCTb ONepaTMBHOTO BMelaTenbCcTBa Obina f0-  YacToTa napacToManbHbIX Fpbix GblNa LOCTOBEPHO HUXKE
CTOBEPHO MeHblue Npu GOpPMUPOBaHUM 3a6PIOWMHHON  NpU GOPMUPOBAHUM CTOMbI 3AOPIOWKUHHBIM CMOCOBOM

BuyTpuGplowHan 3abpownHHanA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Dong et. Al 2012 30.4 4.2 62 213 35 66 999% 910(7.76,10.44]
Hamada et. al. 2012 308 80 15 361 G4 22 01% -53.00[101.52,-4.48)
Leroy et. al. 2012 350 648 10 320.83 65.84 12 01% 2917 [25.61, 83.95)
Total (95% CI) 87 100 100.0% 9.06 [7.72, 10.41] ]
Heterogeneity, Chi*= 6.81, df= 2 (P= 0.03); F= 71% = %= % s

Test for overall effect: Z=13.23 (P < 0.00001) BHYTPMBPIOWHAA  3a6POWHHHAA

PucyHok 2. [lpesosudHsiii paguk 0numensHOCmu onepamusHo20 8MeLIamesnbCmaa Npu CpasHeHuu 2pynn ¢ BHympubpowHou
u 3abprowuHHol cmomoli
Figure 2. Forest plot of operation time for extraperitoneal vs conventional end colostomy

BuytpuopiowHan  3adprowmHHan Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events  Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Dong et Al 2012 5 62 0 66 13.2% 12.72[0.69, 235.05]
Hamada et. al. 2012 5 15 1 22 18.8% 10.50[1.08,102.17] e
Heiying et. al. 2014 0 10 2 12 11.7% 0.20 [0.01, 4.69]
Leroyet al. 2012 4 18 0 18 126% 11.48[0.57, 230.99)
Whittaker et. al. 1975 28 162 8 89 43.8% 212[0.92,4.87] T
Total (95% Cl) 267 207 100.0% 3.40[1.01, 11.44] |~
Total events 42 "
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.69; Chi*=6.31, df=4 (P=0.18), F=37% Ei 005 011 130 EDiJ

Test for overall effect: Z=1.98 (P = 0.05) BHyTPUGRIOWHAA 3aBploWMHHAA

PucyHok 3. [pesosudHblli epaguk pazsumus napacmomansHol 2pbixu npu CpasHeHuu 2pynn ¢ 8HympubprowHol u 3a6powuH-
Hol cmomoll
Figure 3. Forest plot of parastomal hernia incidence for extraperitoneal vs conventional end colostomy

BrytpuGprowHan 3abprownHHan Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD  Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Dong et Al 2012 179 38 62 167 1.8 66  99.3% 1.20[0.16, 2.24)
Leroy et. al. 2012 16.5 15.65 10 1433 13.38 12 0.7% 217[10.13,14.47)
Total (95% CI) 72 78 100.0% 1.21[0.17, 2.24] @
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.02, df=1 (P = 0.88), F= 0% = 5 t i

Testfor averall effect: Z=2.28 (P=0.02) BHYTPUBpIOWHAA 3aBpIoWHHHAA

PuUcyHoK 4. [JpesosudHsiii epaguk nocneonepayuoHHo20 KoUKo-0HS Npu CpasHeHuU 2pynn ¢ BHymMpUOPIOWHOU U 3a6poWUuHHOL
cmomoli
Figure 4. Forest plot of hospital stay for extraperitoneal vs conventional end colostomy
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(p =0,05) B cpaBHeHuu ¢ BHyTpubplowHbIM (O = 3,40,
I 1,01-11,44) (Puc. 3).

MocneonepaunoHHEIil KOMKO-aeHb (Puc. 4) 6610 focTo-
BepHO MeHblue (p = 0,02) B rpynne ¢ 3abpIoWUHHOIA CTO-
moit (Ol = 1,21, N 0,17-2,24).

YactoTa nocneonepauuoHHbix ocnoxHeHuit (Puc. 5)
B rpynnax ¢ 3a0ploWnHHON U BHYTPUOPIOWHOA CTOMOM
6bina conocrasuma (OW = 1,69, N 0,55-5,17, p = 0,35).
Mo uacToTe hopMMpOBaHMA MapacToManbHOro abc-
uecca (Puc. 6) u pa3sutus nponanca ctomsl (Puc. 7)
CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMBIX Pa3fNYUil BbIABJIEHO He ObINO
(OW =1,04, A1 0,53-2,02, p=0,92; Ol = 2,22, 4 0,67-
7,30, p=0,19).

CpasHeHue 2pynn no Memody popmMUpOBAHUS CMOMbI:
C hpumMeHeHuem UuMNAaHma u 6e3 He2o

LnuTenbHOCTL ONEpaTMBHOrO BMEWATENbCTBA Npu hop-
MWUPOBAHUW CTOMbI C [JOMOJHUTENbHLIM YKPENaeHneM

BHYTPEHHEro 0TBepPCTUSA CTOMANbHOrO KaHana ceTtyaTbiM
MMNIaHTOM 6bia B rpynnax oguHakosa (OLL = 14,59, I
-0,77-29,94, p = 0,06) (Puc. 8).

Yactota napactomanbHoi rpbbxu (Puc. 9) cratuctuye-
CKM 3HauYnMMo Gblna HIKe B TpyMne C NpUMeHeHNeM UM-
nnauTa (OW = 1,87, 1N 1,16-3,01, p < 0,0001).
CymmapHas 4actoTa paHHMX W MO3[HUX Mmocheonepa-
LMOHHBIX OCNOXHEHWI B rpynnax ¢ npuMeHeHUem um-
nnaHTa n 6e3 Hero [OCTOBEPHO He pasnnyanacb Mexay
cobon (OW = 1,20, AN 0,81-1,78, p = 0,35) (Puc. 10).
Mo yacToTe NoCNeONepaLmMoHHbIX PaHEBbIX OCTIOXKHEHMWIA
CTAaTUCTUYECKN 3HAUUMbIX PA3NNUUIL TAKIKE BbIABIEHO He
6bino (OLL = 0,93, N 0,47-1,82, p = 0,82).

Mo YacToTe paHHWUX NapacTOMabHbIX OCJIOXHEHW rpyn-
nbl Takxe 6bian conoctasumsl (OW = 1,04, 1N 0,39-2,77,
p=0,93) (Puc. 11).

Mpu cpaBHeHWW TPYNn C UMMAAHTOM U 6e3 Hero He
ObiI0 MOJYYEHO CTaTUCTUYECKW 3HAUMMbIX Pa3nUyuit

Buyipubpiownan  3aGpiownHHan Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Hamada et al. 2012 7 15 8 22 £9.9% 1,53 [0.40, 5.82] ——
Leroy et al. 2012 3 10 2 12 30:1% 214[0.28,16.37) =
Total (95% Cl) 25 34 100.0% 1.69 [0.55, 5.17] .
Total events 10 10
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 0.07, df=1 (P=0.79); F= 0% f t f t i f
Test for overall effect Z=0.93 (P=0.35) 04 BHEfﬁuﬁplngaﬂ EEGDEDOI.IMHHSER 10

PucyHok 5. [JpesosudHbili epaguk 0bue2o Koau4ecmsa nocieonepayuoHHbX OCIOKHeHUl npu cpasHeHUU 2pynn ¢ BHympu-

6prowHol u 3a6prowuHHOl cmomoli

Figure 5. Forest plot of postoperative morbidity for extraperitoneal vs conventional end colostomy

BuytpuOpiownan  3abprowmHHan Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events  Total Weight M.H, Random,95% ClI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Dong et. Al 2012 3 62 3 BE 16.6% 1.07 [0.21, 5.50] —_—
Harnada et al. 2012 1 15 4 22 8.4% 0.32 [0.03, 3.21]
Whittaker et. al. 1975 23 162 11 89 75.0% 1.17 [0.54, 2.53] r
Total (95% CI) 239 177 100.0% 1.04 [0.53, 2.02]
Total events 27 18
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Ch*=1.10, df= 2 (P = 0.58); F= 0% ohe g t P

Test for overall effect Z=0.10 (P =0.92)

BHyTpubpiwHaa 3abplownHHas

PucyHok 6. [lpesosudHsili epaguk ¢opMuposaHus napacmomanbHo20 abcyecca npu cpasHeHUU 2pynn ¢ BHympubptowHol u 3a-

bprowuHHol cmomoli

Figure 6. Forest plot of parastomal abscess rate for extraperitoneal vs conventional end colostomy

BuytpubpiowHan  3aGplownHHan Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events  Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Dong et Al 2012 3 62 1 66  27.0% 3.31[0.33, 32.65] =
Heiying et. al. 2014 0 18 1 18 13.3% 0.32[0.01,8.27]
Leroy et al. 2012 0 10 0 12 Mot estimable
Whittaker et. al. 1975 10 162 2 89 59.7% 2.96 [0.61,13.36] ——
Total (95% CI) 242 173 100.0% 2.22 [0.67, 7.30] —<roaiii=-
Total events 13 4
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.59, df= 2 (P=0.45), F=0% 'lDEH 051 150 10|]i

Test for overall effect Z=1.31 (P=0.19)

BHyTpubpwwHaa 3abpiowwHHaA

PucyHok 7. [JpesosudHsili epaguk pazsumus npoaanca cmomsi Npu CpagHeHuu epynn ¢ BHympubplowHoU u 3a6plowuHHold cmo-

Mol

Figure 7. Forest plot of stoma prolapse rate for extraperitoneal vs conventional end colostomy
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De3 uunnaura D ET Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Lopez-Cano et. al. 2016 218 485 28 206 389 24 41.7% 12.00 [11.77, 35.77)
Serra-Aracil et, al. 2009 189 437 27 173 A 27 57.7T% 16.00 [4.21, 36.21]
Vierimaa et al. 2015 356 641 35 290 98 35 0.5% 66.00([-148.73, 280.73) L

Total (95% CI) 90 86 100.0% 14.59 [-0.77, 29.94]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.28, df= 2 (P=0.87), F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.86 (P = 0.06)

200 -100 0 100 200
Ge3 uMnnanTa WMNNaHT
PucyHok 8. [JpesosudHsiil epaguk dnumensHOCMU onepamusHO20 BMeWamesnsCMaa Npu CPABHeHUU 2pynn npu opMuposaHuu
CmoMbi 6e3 uMNAGHMA u ¢ UMNAGHMOM
Figure 8. Forest plot of operation time for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy

0es uMnnauia WMNNaHT Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Brandsma et al. 2016 16 66 3 67  6.4% 6.83[1.88, 24.74]
Fleshman et al. 1 2014 7 58 B 585 T70% 1.12[0.35, 3.57] —
Hammond et al. 1l 2008 3 10 1} 10 2.0% 9.80 [0.44,219.25) +
Janes et al. 2008 17 27 2 27 50% 21.25[4.13,108.38) —
Lambrecht et. al. 2015 12 126 2 32 53% 1.58 [0.34, 7.44] e—e—
Lopez-Cano et al. 2012 15 16 9 18 3.3% 15.00[1.62,138.82) s ¥
Lopez-Cano et al. 2016 18 28 B 24 6.8% 5.40[1.62,18.01] —
Nikberg et. al. 2015 49 115 34 66 10.0% 0.70[0.38,1.29] i [
Cdensten et.al. 2019 36 107 33 104 102% 1.09 [0.61,1.94] ==
Prudhomme et. al. 2021 28 101 30 98 10.0% 0.87 [0.47,1.60] Tl
Ringblom et. al. 2023 40 107 40 103 103% 0.94 [0.54, 1.64] S
Serra-Aracil et. al. 2009 12 27 B 27 6.9% 2.80(0.86,9.14] S
Tarcoveanu et. al. 2014 ] 22 0 20 2.2% 16.15([0.85, 308.15] *
Ventham et. al. 2012 14 24 10 17 6.5% 0.98 [0.28, 3.46] 1
Vierimaa et. al. 2015 15 32 18 s 81% 0.83[0.32,219] —_—
Total (95% CI) 866 703 100.0% 1.87 [1.16, 3.01] E
Total events 288 199
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.50; Chi*= 42.73, df= 14 (P < 0.0001); F= 67% IIJ o1 0?1 1?0 100{

Test for overall effect: Z= 2.56 (P = 0.01) Be3 UMNNaHTa MMNNaHT

PucyHok 9. [JpesosudHsili epagux yacmomsl pazsumus napacmomanbHol pbixu npu popmMuposaHuu cmomsi 63 uMnaaHma u ¢
umMnaaHmMom
Figure 9. Forest plot of parastomal hernia incidence for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy

Des umnnawra uMnnadT Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Lopez-Cano et. al. 2016 10 28 ] 24 10.5% 1.67 [0.50, 5.56]
Nikberg et. al. 2015 66 135 30 71 455% 1.31[0.73,2.33]
Odensten et.al. 2019 ki 112 30 110 44.0% 1.02 [0.57,1.84]
Total (95% CI) 275 205 100.0% 1.20 [0.81, 1.78]
Total events 107 l3]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.66, df=2 (P=072), F=0% IIJ.IJ1 0-1 1‘ 1'9 100'

Test for overall effect: Z= 0.93 (P = 0.35) 683 UMNNAHTA WMNEHT

PucyHok 10. []pesosudHsili epaghuk 4acmomsl Bcex NOCILONEPAUUOHHbIX OCTOXHeHUl npu hopmMuposaHuu cmomsl 6e3 umMniaH-
ma u ¢ umnaaHmom
Figure 10. Forest plot of all postoperative complications rate for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy

Ges wmnnanta HUMnNNaHTt 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI

Lambrecht et al. 2015 5 26 3 32 283% 230 [0.49,10.71]
Prudhomme et. al. 2021 32 101 37 98 71.7% 0.76[0.43, 1.37]
Total (95% CI) 127 130 100.0% 1.04 [0.39, 2.77]
Total events 37 40
0.1 1 10 100

Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.26; Chi*=1.72, df=1 (P=0.19), F= 42% oo
Test for overall effect: Z=0.09 (P = 0.93) '

Ge3 MMNNaHTa MMNaHT

PucyHok 11. [lpesosudHsili 2pagpuk 4yacmomsi pa3gumus paHHUx NnapacmomanbHbix OCI0XHeHUl npu opmuposaruu cmomsl 6e3
uMNAaHMa u ¢ UMNAaHMoM
Figure 11. Forest plot of early postoperative complications rate for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy
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no yacToTe nponanca kuweyHoi ctomsl (O = 2,35, 1N
0,91-6,07, p = 0,08), (Puc. 12).

Mo yacToTe BO3HUKHOBEHWA CTPUKTYPbI KULIEYHOI CTO-
Mbl (Puc. 13) cTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAUMMbBIX PA3NIUYUIl TaKKe
He o6HapyxeHo (OW = 0,66, N 0,24-1,82, p = 0,42).

Mo wyactoTe pa3BUTMA napacToManbHoro abcuecca
(Puc. 14), dbopmupoBaHuUA NepUCTOMaNbHbLIX CBULLEN
(Puc. 15), a Takxe Hekposa ctombl (Puc. 16) ctatuc-
TUYECKM [OCTOBEPHBIX PA3NWUUii BbIABAEHO He 6bINO
Npu CpaBHEHWUU FPpynMbl C NPUMEHEHMEM UMMIAHTA U 63

6e3 uMnnania UMNNaHT 0dds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Fleshman et al. ! 2014 2 58 1 55 153% 1.893[0.17, 21.89)]
Lambrecht et. al. 2015 1 26 1] 32 8.6% 3.82[0.15, 97.86]
Prudhomme et. al. 2021 9 32 ] 37 B6.5% 2.02[0.63, 6.48] ——
Vierimaa et. al. 2015 2 32 1] 35 9.6% 5.82[0.27,125.95] 4
Total (95% CI) 148 159 100.0% 2.35[0.91, 6.07] il
Total events 14 7
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 051, df= 3 (P=0.92); F= 0% IIJ o1 0?1 1|ll.'l ‘HJDI

Test for overall effect: Z=1.76 (P = 0.08)

Bea umnnaxta KMmnnawxt

PucyHok 12. [lpesosudHsili epagux yacmomsi pazsumus npoaanca CMombl npu ¢opmMuposaHuU cmomsl 6e3 uMnaaHma u ¢ um-

naaHmom

Figure 12. Forest plot of stoma prolapse rate for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy

Des uMnnauta HWMANaHT Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Fleshman et al. ! 2014 1] 58 3 55 11.6% 0.13[0.01, 2.54)

Lambrecht et. al. 2015 1] 26 2 32 109% 0.23[0.01,5.01)

Prudhomme et. al. 2021 4 32 5 37 521% 0.91[0.22,3.74]

Vierimaa et. al. 2015 2 32 2 35 253% 1.10[0.15, 8.30]

Total (95% Cl) 148 159 100.0% 0.66 [0.24, 1.82)]

Total events B 12

Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 213, df= 3 (P=0.55), F=0%
Test for overall effect. Z=0.81 (P=0.42)

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Bea umnnaxta KMmnnawxt

PucyHok 13. [pesosudHsiii epagpuk yacmomsi pazgumus Cmpukmypsl 8 061acmu cmomsl npu GopmMuposaHuu cmoms! 6e3 um-

njaaHma u ¢ umnjiaHmom

Figure 13. Forest plot of stoma stenosis for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy

Ge3 uMnnanta WMANaHT 0Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Fleshman et al. 1 2014 1 58 2 55 19.9% 0.46 [0.04, 5.29) i
Prudhomme et. al. 2021 5 32 5 37 65.3% 1.19[0.31, 453
Serra-Aracil et. al. 2009 1 27 1 27 147% 1.00 [0.06, 16.89]
Total (95% CI) 117 119 100.0% 0.96 [0.32, 2.84] s =
Total events 7 8
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.44, df= 2 (P=0.80), F=0% oo 01 10 100

Test for aoverall effect: Z=0.08 (P=0.94)

fe3 MMNNaHTa MMNNaHT

PucyHok 14. /JpesosudHsiii epaguk yacmomsl popMupoBaHUs NAPACMOMAnbLHO20 abcyecca npu cpagHeHuu 2pynn 6e3 umnaaHma
U ¢ UMNAaGHMoM

Figure 14. Forest plot of parastomal abscess rate for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy

Ges uMnnaxTa HMnnaHT Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Fleshman et. al. 1! 2014 0 58 1 55 50.2% 0.31[0.01,7.79) k]
Vierimaa et. al. 2015 1 32 0 35 498% 3.38[0.13, 86.01) =)
Total (95% CI) 90 90 100.0% 1.02 [0.10, 10.58] e
Total events 1 1
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.14, Chi*=1.05, df=1 (P =0.31), F=5% o1 01 0 100

Test for overall effect: Z=0.02 (P = 0.99)

Be3 MMNNaHTa MMNNaHT

PucyHok 15. [lpesosudHsili epaguk yacmoms! popMUpPOBAHUS NePUCMOMAIbHbIX CBULEL CMOMbI NPU CPABHEHUU 2pynn € UM-
naaHmom u 6e3 Hezo
Figure 15. Forest plot of parastomal fistula rate for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy
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Hero (Ol = 0,96, 1N 0,32-2,84, p = 0,94; OLL = 1,02, N
0,10-10,58, p=0,99; Ol = 1,42, N 0,57-3,56, p = 0,56).

CpasHerHue 2pynn no memody (hopmuposaHus BHy-
mpubpoWHOU CMoMbl MPAHCPEKMAbHLIM U nNapa-
pekmanbHbimM docmynamu

Mpu cpaBHeHMM rpynn no TexHuke HOPMUPOBAHMUSA CTO-
ManbHOro KaHana napapeKTaibHbIM W TpaHCPeKTanb-
HelM pocTynom (Puc. 17) He 6bi10 Nony4YeHo CTaTUCTU-
YeCKM 3HaYUMBbIX MO YACTOTe MapacTOManbHOW FPbIXMU
(Ol =1,14, N 0,52-2,52, p = 0,74).

OBCYXOEHUE

lMpoBefeHHOe UCCNefOBaHWe 06NafaeT pAAOM OrpaHu-
YeHwii. B nepBylo ouepenpb, 3TO HELOCTATOYHOE YUCIIO
nccnefoBaHuit, ABHO He COOTBETCTBYMOLEe MaclTabam
npobnemsl. CpaBHMUBaEMbIe TPYNMbl MO OCHOBHOMY Mpu-
3HaKy, a MUMeHHO Mo BapuabenbHOCTU XUPYPrUYECKUX
MeTOZ0B, HEOLHOPOLHbI. TeM HE MeHee, NOJIyYeHHble pe-
3yNbTaThl NO3BONAIOT CAENATH PAL 3HAUMMbIX BbIBOAOB.

PaccmaTpuBaTth M aHanM3upoBaTh 3HEKTUBHOCTb NPO-
(UNaKTUYECKMX Mep MO NpefoTBPalLEHUI0 MapacTo-
ManbHbIX TPblXX HEBO3MOXHO B OTPbIBE OT OCHOBHbIX
3BeHbeB WX natoreHesa. OYEBWAHO, YTO €ro KiyeBbIM

3/IEMEHTOM ABNSETCA HeoOXoauMocTb HOpPMUPOBAHMA
CKBO3HOTO fedeKTa nepepHeil OPIOWHON CTeHKMU Ans
npoBefeHNs Yepes Hero KULWKK.

Tak, OfHUM U3 MeTOA0B NMPOUNAKTUKM ABNAETCA IKC-
TpanepuToHeanbHblii CNocob hopMUPOBaHUA KOMOCTO-
Mbl, KOTOPbI [JOCTOBEPHO MO3BONAET CHU3UTL YACTOTY
pa3BUTUA NapacTOManbHbIX FPbIX, YTO HALLNO NOLTBEPX-
[eHVe B JaHHOM MeTaaHanu3e. B Toxe Bpemsa B cpaBHU-
BaeMblX rpynnax MMelT MecTo pasNuyua no TexHuKe
cbopmupoBaHMUA CTOManbHOro KaHana. Knaccuueckuit
meToA Goligher J. npepnoxun co3naeatb ero B npep-
OpIOWMHHOM NPOCTPAHCTBE, NpU 3TOM BCE Xe 0bpa3sys
CKBO3HOMN filedheKT B MbllIEYHO-aNOHEBPOTUYECKOM CNloe
nepefHeil GPIOWHOI CTEHKM W, KaK MPaBuio, B Hanbo-
Nlee TOHKOW ero YacTu — Mo cnureanneBon NUHUKU. Tem
CaMblM [aHHbIi METOA He npegnonaraeT NUKBUAALMIO
OCHOBHOTrO (haKTopa puCKa pa3BUTUS NapacToMab-
HOW rpbiXK. HYacToTa Ux CHUXKAETCH, NO BCEN BUAMMO-
CTW, 3@ CYET yBeNUYEHUA JNUHLI CTOMANLHOrO KaHana
U nyywen GUKCaunm B Hell KULWKK, HecyLlen cToMy, 4To
MPaKTUYECKN UCKNIOYAET MPONAnc CTOMbI U NOXHYI0 Na-
pacToOManbHyIo rpbiXy, B TO BPEMA KaK UCTUHHbIE napa-
CTOManbHble rpbiXK BCE e 06pasyloTCs, XOTb U 3HAUU-
TeNbHO NO3Xe W C MeHblleil YacToToN. Takon BapuaHT
onepauun ocyuwecTeaaica Tonbko B 1 u3 5 uccnepo-
BaHWI, U3 BKJIOYEHHbIX B [aHHbI MeTaaHanu3 [34].

e umnnaxra HMNAaHT 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Lambrecht et al. 2015 1 26 0 32 8.0% 3.82[0.15, 97.86)
Lopez-Cano et. al. 2012 1 17 0 19 7.9% 3.55[0.14, 93.01]
Odensten et.al. 2019 8 112 5 112 B64.0% 1.65[0.52, 5.20] —i—
Prudhomme et. al. 2021 0 32 3 37 9.4% 0.15[0.01,3.05] ¢
Serra-Aracil et. al. 2009 1 27 1 27 10.6% 1.00 [0.06, 16.85]
Total (95% CI) 214 227 100.0% 1.42[0.57, 3.56] e
Total events 1 =]
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 2.97, df= 4 (P = 0.56), F= 0% h.U‘I 0:1 1IIJ 1JJBI

Test for overall effect: Z=0.75 (P = 0.46)

Ge3 MMnnNaHTa MMNNaHT

PucyHok 16. [JpesosudHsili epaguk 4yacmoms! C/y4aes HeKpO3a CmMoMbl Npu CPAaBHeHUU 2pynn 6e3 uMnaaHma u ¢ UMnaaHmom
Figure 16. forest plot for stoma necrosis rate for mesh vs no mesh end colostomy

napapeKranbHo  TpaHCpPeKTansHo 0dds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cingi et. al. 2006 5 B 12 14  6E6% 0.83 [0.06,11.42]
Hardt et. al. 2015 5 27 4 29 13.3% 1.42 [0.34, 5.96] i
Leong et. al, 1994 2 42 14 103 126% 0.32 [0.07, 1.46] —_—
Londono-Schimmer et.al. 1994 7 3 17 72 171% 0.94 [0.35, 2.57] ——
Ortiz et. al 1993 15 29 11 25 165% 1.36 [0.47, 3.99] T T
Pilgrirn et. al. 2010 1 10 29 80 BE% 0.20[0.02,162) ——T1
Sjodahl et. al. 1988 [ 23 3 107 129% 12.24 [2.78,53.63] ——
Williams et. al. 1990 6 16 4 12 12.2% 1.20[0.25,5.77] S o —
Total (95% CI) 184 442 100.0% 1.14 [0.52, 2.52] sl
Total events 47 94
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.68; Chi*= 1584, df= 7 (P = 0.03); F= 56% n’ 02 n=1 1=n 510

Testfor overall effect Z=0.34 (P=0.74)

napapekTanbHo TpaHcpekTansHo

PucyHok 17. [JpesosudHsii epaguk 4acmomsl pazsumus napacmomansHol epsixu npu cpasHeHUU NapapekmanbHo2o U mpaxc-

pekmasibHoeo cnocobos

Figure 17. Forest plot for parastomal hernia incidence for transrectal vs lateral stomas

3GBHCHT v passutme HﬂpﬂCTOMGJ’IbHOﬁ
rpbiXu oT cnocob6a GopMMPOBAHMS CTOMbIZ
(MeTaaHanus 1 cuctematnueckuit 063op nuTeparypei)

Does the parastomal hernia rate depend on the method
of stoma formation? (meta-analysis and review)
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B 2005 rogy Leroy J. npepnoxun MeToamKy, KoTtopas
npu  NanapocKonuyeckoi OpPIOWHO-NPOMEXHOCTHOIA
3KCTUpNauun npegnonaraeT BXO4 B NpenepuToHeanb-
HOe MPOCTPaAHCTBO, Paccekas 3aAHUN NNCTOK anoHeBpo-
32 NPAMOI MblWLbI N0 KOCbIM YIIOM K pa3pesy nepef-
Hero JIMCTKa anoHeBpo3a, 6auxe K natepanbHoON CTEHKE
BJAranuiia npsmoit MblwLbl. Takum obpazom dopmupy-
€TCs TPAHCPEeKTaNbHbI KaHan, KOTOpbli 06pa3yeT yron
6nmskuit k 90° [37]. Hamada M. B cBoeit paboTe BocC-
npousBen 370T MeTof [36]. B ocTanbHbiX 2 BKNOYEHHbIX
MCCNefoBaHUAX aBTOPbl BOCMPOU3BOLUIN Pa3NUYHbIE
moaudukauum 3toro metoga. Tak, Dong cdopmupoBsan
CTOManbHbIii KaHan napapekTanbHO, paccnauBas BHY-
TPEHHIOK KOCYI0 1 monepeyHble Mblwwbl [35]. Heiying J.
OCYWEeCTBAAN TpaHCPeKTaNbHbIA  [OCTYN, MPOHUKaN
B MPOCTPAHCTBO MEXAY BHYTPEHHei KOCOM 1 nonepey-
HOI MblWWLEN, pacceKkan OpIoLWnHY B IEBOM N1aTEPaNbHOM
KaHane, a MOTOM ywwuBan AedekT MbllLbl BMecTe ¢ 6pto-
WWHOW NOC/e NPOBEAEHUSA MO HEMY KULIKK.

Pe3ynbTaThl MeTaaHann3a NOATBEPXKAAT FrMNOTE3Y, YTO
3TOT cnocob (hopMUPOBAHMA 3IKCTPANepUTOHEANbHOI
CTOMbl [JOCTOBEPHO CHMXAET 4acTOTy NapacToMabHbIX
PbIX W APYrMX NapacToMasbHbIX OCNOXHEHUIA. TeM He
MeHee, B paboTax Dong, Hamada u Leroy pautensHocTs
onepauuu 6bina 6osblie B rpynne CPaBHEHUS, TO €CTb
npu GhopMUPOBAHUM TPAAULMOHHOWK BHYTPUOPIOLWHON
KonocToMbl. OOBACHATL 3TO MOXHO TOJbKO B KayecTBe
KOCBEHHOro npu3Haka HEeOAHOPOJHOCTWN CpaBHUBae-
MbIX Tpynmn, TaKk Kak B ilo6oM cnyyae GopmupoBaHue
3KCTPANepUTOHeaNbHOro KaHana, M [ONOJHUTENbHas
MOOMAM3ALMA KUIWKM YBENMYUBAIOT BPEMA OMepaLuy,
0COBEHHO Y MALMEHTOB C BUCLLEPATbHLIM TUMOM OXUpe-
Hua. CnegoBaTtenbHO, B OCHOBHOI rpynne cokpallieHue
BpEMEHW onepaLuy NPOM3OWN0 3a CYET COKpaLieHus
BPEMEHU OCHOBHOTO 3Tana, a UMEHHO GPIOLIHO-NPOMEX-
HOCTHOM 3KCTUPNALWK, 4TO CBUAETENLCTBYET O HErOMO-
FeHHOCTW CpaBHUBAEMbIX Fpynn.

3HauuTenbHO Gonblue paboT, BKIKYEHHBIX B MeTaaHa-
N3, MOCBALWEHO NPUMEHEHWIO UMMIAHTOB ANs Npodu-
NaKTUKW Pa3BUTUSA NapacToMalbHbIX TPbiX. 33 Bpems
M3yYyeHMs W NoucKa pelleHuit AaHHON npobnembl uc-
Nosb30BaNNCh CUHTETUYECKUE, OPraHNYeCKMe, paccachl-
BaloWMecs M He paccacbiBalolWwmecs UMMAAHTHI, TaK Xe
MEHSAI0Ch UX MOJNIOXKEHUE B CNOSAX NepefHel bpIoWHO
CTeHKU. bonblwas YacTb aBTOPOB MCNONb3YyeT pacnoso-
JEHUe CeTKM B MPOCTPAHCTBE MEXY NpAMOW MblwLen
KMBOTA M 3afHUM JINCTKOM BRaranuwa npsmoil Mbiw-
ubl xuBota [20-22, 25-27,31,33]. [ipyrue BapuaHTsl
pacnonoxeHus MMMNIAHTa: B Cl0e Mexay OploWKHOIl
M npsmoil Mblwuein xuBota [19,24,29,32] u BHYTpHU-
OplolWwHoe pacnofoxeHne mumnaaHta [23,28]. YacToTa
pa3BMTUA MapacToMasbHbIX FPbIX NPU 3TOM AOCTOBEp-
HO CHWXaeTcs, 4YTO MOATBEPXKAAETCA pe3yabTaTamy
meTaaHanu3a (p < 0,0001). Cnepyet oTMETUTB, YTO AIf

KOJIOMNPOKTOJIOTUS, Tom 24, N2 1, 2025

WWPOKOTO BHEAPEHUs MeToda Heobxoaum Gonee CTaH-
[apTU3UPOBAHHbIA MOAXOH, YTO TpebyeT fanbHehwwunx
nccnefoBaHuit. HepgoctaTkom MeTofa, NOMMMO pas-
NNYNit B TEXHWUKE OnepaLun U MaTepuanoB UMNNAHTOB,
ABNAeTCA (haKT TECHOr0 KOHTaKTa MMMNAAaHTa CO CTEHKON
KUWKK. Tpu TexHUyeckun 6e3ynpeyHo BbINOAHEHHOI
onepauuu 3T0 He MPUBOAUT K PaHHUM nociieonepawyu-
OHHbIM OC/IOXKHEHMAM B BULE W3bA3BNEHUs, nepcopa-
umii, ceuwiein. NMpobnembl BO3HWKAIOT B 6oee No3fgHue
CPOKM, uepe3 2 roga 1 bonee: 370 HapylweHue GyHKLUM
KWWK, Hecylei cTomy, U Gonesble olwylieHus B o6na-
CTW CTOMbI. B 6ONBLWIMHCTBE e BKNOYEHHBIX PaBOT CPoK
Hab/IOAEHNSA 3a NaLMEeHTaMK He NPEeBbILAET, B CPELHEM,
1 roa. TakxKe, K COXaneHuio, HET AAaHHbLIX O NPUYUHAX
(hopMUPOBAHMS NAPACTOMANIbHBIX TPbIX MPU UCMONb30-
BaHUM WMMNAHTOB, 4TO ObINO Obl KpaiHe MPOAYKTUBHO
ONA fanbHenWwero Hay4Horo noucka.

(®opMupoBaHMe BHYTPUOPIOLWHON CTOMbI MapapeKTab-
HbIM WM TPAHCPEKTA/IbHBIM JOCTYMOM He BAUSET Ha Ya-
CTOTY Pa3BMTMA NapacTOMaNbHOW rpbixu [42,45,47].
B Toxe Bpems npepcTaBnfeT MHTEPeC — HACKONbKO
MOXeT ObiTb 3(heKTUBEH TpaHCPEKTaNbHbIA AoCTyn
npu UCMNONb30OBAHUKM IKCTPANepuUTOHeaNnbHOro cnocoba
(hopMUPOBAHMA CTOMANBLHOIO KaHana.

CnepyeT 06paTUTb BHWUMaHWE, 4TO BCE MCCNefoBaHUsA
o0befuHseT obliee oTHOWeHWE K GOpMUPOBaHHUIO MO-
CTOSIHHOM KOHL,EBOM KOMIOCTOMbI KaK K CJI0XHOMY PEKOH-
CTPYKTUBHOMY 3Tany XMPYypruyeckoro BMeLlaTeNbCTBa,
BO MHOrOM OMpejensiolemM KayecTBo XNU3HU NaLUeHTOB
Ha MHOTME rofibl, @ He TONbKO KOHLEHTpauuel BHUMA-
HUA Ha pe3ynbTaT NledyeHUs OCHOBHOTO 3aboneBaHus.
Heobxopuma Takxe peBu3us noaxonos K thopmupoBa-
HUIO MOCTOSHHOW KONOCTOMbl C TOYKW 3PEHUSA KNUHU-
YecKoi aHaTOMUW nepefHell OPIOWHON CTEHKM, Mpej-
CTaBAisloLLEel COBOM CNOKHYI0 CErMEHTAPHYIO CTPYKTYPY,
4TO 6bIIO APKO NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAHO COBPEMEHHBLIMU
uccnefoBaHuAMKU B 06nacTu repHuonorun. Takoe usme-
HeHWe NapafurMbl HECOMHEHHO NPUBAU3NT HaC K pelue-
HUIO fLlaHHOI Npo6aeMbl.
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