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YnbTpa3ByKoBaAsi AMArHOCTUKA
BHYTPEHHEMN peKTanabHOU MHBArMHALMM

Mepwuha A.E., Tpybaueea tO.J1., buptokos O.M.

@DreY «HMML, kononpoktonormn umenn A.H. Poixux» Munsppaea Poccun (yn. Cansma Apuns, a. 2, r. Mockea,
123423, Poccus)

YEJIb: onpedeneHue Bo3moxHocmell OUHAMUYECKO20 MPAHCPEKMAbHO20 Y/bMmPa3BYKOBO20 UCCI00BAHUSA
(TPY31) u duHamuyecko2o mpaHcnepuHeanbHo20 yabmpassykosoeo uccnedosaus (TIIY3N) 8 duazHocmuke BHy-
mpeHHeli pekmansHoli uHsazuHayuu (BPU).

MAUNEHTBI M METOAbI: 8 npocnexkmusHoe 00HOUeHmMposoe ucciedos8aHue no oyeHke duaeHocmuyeckol uHgop-
MamuBHOCMU YIbMPa3BYyKOBbIX MemoOUK 8 BbissaeHuu BPU, npoxoduswee ¢ sHsaps 2023 2. no okmabps 2024 2.,
sK/o4eH 151 nayueHm ¢ cuHOpomom obcmpykmusHoli deekayuu, 6e3 NpU3HAKOB NONHO20 BbINAOeHUsA NPAMOL
KUWKU U 6e3 XupypeuyecKo20 sie4yeHus CUHOPOMA ONyUeHUs NPOMEeXHOCMU 8 aHaMHe3e. Bcem nayueHmam 8binoJ-
HeHbl duHamuyeckoe TPY3U, duHamuyeckoe TITY3N u penmaeHonoeuyeckas depexozpacgpus (PA). Pesynemamesr Y3N
conocmasetbl ¢ 0aHHbIMU P/].

PE3YJIbTATbI: no daxHsim PL, BPU 6bina seisisnera y 126/151 (83,4%) nayueHmos, no OaHHbIM QUHAMUYECKO20
TPY3N — y 108/151 (71,5%), no daHHbIM duHamuyeckoeo TIY3N — y 110/151 (72,8%), no OaHHbIM KOMNIIeKc-
H020 OuHamuyeckozo Y3N — y 124/151 (82,1%). YyscmsumenbHocmsb, cneyuguyHOCMb, NOS0KUMEbHAS Npo-
2HOCMUYeCKas YeHHOCMb, OMpUYAMeNbHaA NPO2HOCMUYeCKAs UeHHOCMb U 00Was moYHOCMb OUHAMUYECK020
TPY3U 8 duaeHocmuke BPU cocmasunu 82,5% (95% Oosepumenstbili uHmepsan ([N): 74,8-88,7), 84,0% (95%
AN: 63,9-95,5), 96,3% (95% AN: 90,8-99,0), 48,8% (95% AN: 33,3-64,5) u 82,8% (95% N: 75,8-88,4), coom-
semcmseHHo, duHamuyeckozo TIY3N — 81,7% (95% [N: 73,9-88,1), 72,0% (95% [N: 50,6-87,9), 93,6% (95%
AN: 87,3-97,4), 43,9% (95% AN: 28,5-60,3) u 80,1% (95% AN: 72,9-86,2), KomMNaeKCHO20 OUHAMUYECKO20
Y3 — 92,1% (95% AN: 85,9-96,1), 68,0% (95% [N: 46,5-85,1), 93,6% (95% AN: 89,1-96,3), 63,0% (95% AM:
46,95-76,6) u 88,1% (95% [N: 81,8-92,8), cmamucmuyecku 3Ha4uMbix pasnuyuli 8blA8eHO He BbINo.
3AKJIOYEHNE: Y3 — 3mo Ge3onacHsili BbIcOKOYYBCMBUMENbHbIU mMemod OuazHocmuku BPY y nayueHmos
C CuHOpomom ob6cmpykmusHoU Oegekayuu. PasHO3HayHble nokasamenu OuazHocmuyeckol uHgopmamusHocmu
OduHamuyeckoeo TPY3U, dunamuyeckozo TIY3N u komnnekcHozo duHamudeckozo Y3M nossonswom ucnonb3osams
Jt06yto docmynHyto MemoOuKy 0515 8bissneHus BPU. KomnaexkcHoe duHamuyeckoe Y3 npedcmasisemcs Haubosiee
YHUBEPCanbHbIM MemoOoM onpedeneHus aHamoMo-pyHKYUOHANbHO20 COCMOAHUA NPAMOU KULWKU.
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Ultrasound diagnostics of rectal intussusception

Anastasiya E. Pershina, Yuliya L. Trubacheva, Oleg M. Biryukov
Ryzhikh National Medical Research Center of Coloproctology (Salyama Adilya st., 2, Moscow, 123423, Russia)

AIM: analysis of dynamic transrectal ultrasound (TRUS) and dynamic transperineal ultrasound (TPUS) accuracy in
rectal intussusception (RI) diagnosis.
PATIENTS AND METHODS: a prospective cohort single-center diagnostic accuracy study of ultrasound for RI detec-
tion (January 2023 — October 2024) included 151 patients with obstructive defecation syndrome, without signs
of complete rectal prolapse and without history of surgical treatment for pelvic floor descent syndrome. All patients
underwent dynamic TRUS, dynamic TPUS and X-ray defecography. Ultrasound results were compared with X-ray
defecography data.
RESULTS: according to the X-ray defecography, RI was detected in 126/151 (83.4%) patients, according to dynamic
TRUS — in 108/151 (71.5%), according to dynamic TPUS — in 110/151 (72.8%), according to complex dynamic
ultrasound — in 124/151 (82.1%). The sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value, negative predictive value
and accuracy of dynamic TRUS in RI detection were 82.5% (95% confidence interval (CI): 74.8-88.7), 84.0% (95%
(I: 63.9-95.5), 96.3% (95% CI: 90.8-99.0), 48.8% (95% CI: 33.3-64.5) and 82.8% (95% CI: 75.8-88.4), respec-
tively, dynamic TPUS — 81.7% (95% C(I: 73.9-88.1), 72.0% (95% C(I: 50.6-87.9), 93.6% (95% (I: 87.3-97.4),
43.9% (95% (I: 28.5-60.3) and 80.1% (95% CI: 72.9-86.2), complex dynamic US — 92.1% (95% (I: 85.9-96.1),
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68.0% (95% CI: 46.5-85.1), 93.6% (95% (I: 89.1-96.3), 63.0% (95% (I: 46.95-76.6) and 88.1% (95% CI:
81.8-92.8), no statistically significant differences were found.

CONCLUSION: ultrasound is a safe, highly sensitive method for RI detection in patients with obstructive defecation
syndrome. Equivalent diagnostic accuracy of dynamic TRUS, dynamic TPUS and complex dynamic US allows using any
available technique to detect RI. Complex dynamic US seems to be universal method for assessment the anatomical

and functional state of rectum.
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BBEOEHWE

Mof BHYTPEHHeil peKTanbHOW WHBaruHauuen (CuH.
BHYTPEHHEe BbiNaZeHWe NpAMON KWLWKKU) MOHUMAIOT
nponabupoBaHMe CTEHKW NPAMON KULKKU B ee MpOCBeT
6e3 BbIX0Aa HapyKXy Yepe3 3aHENnpoX0AHOE OTBepCTue,
pa3BuBalolLeecs BCAeACcTBME CNAabOCTU CBA30YHO-MbI-
We4yHOro annapaTa opraHoB Tasa [1,2]. lponabupytouas
KMlWeyHas CTeHKa MOXEeT MpenAaTCTBOBaTb 3BaKyaLuu
KaNioBbIX MAcc, YTO MPOSABAAETCA CUHLPOMOM 0BCTPYK-
TUBHOI fedeKaunn: nauueHTbl MCNbITbIBAOT TPYLHO-
CTU npu fedekalnu, 0TMeYalT OLlyLeHNe HEeMnoaHOro
OMOPOXHEHUsA 1 NpuberaioT K pydyHoMy nocobuio [2-5].
Y yactu naynenToB (o 78% cnyyaes) BCNEACTBME XPO-
HMYECKOW UIIEMWUU WU TPAaBMATM3ALMMN KULIEYHOW CTEHKM
BPW ocnoxHaeTcs pa3BuTMeM CONUTAPHOM A3Bbl NPAMOIA
Knwku [6,7].

OCHOBHbIM MeTO[JOM WHCTPYMEHTANbHON AMATHOCTUKU
BPU sensetca PL [1]. WiccnepoBaHue Haubonee npu-
61MXKEHO K ecTeCTBeHHOMY npoueccy Aedekauum u no-
3BONIAET OLEHUTb MOABMXHOCTb CTEHKM NMPAMON KULIKK
BO BPEMs ee ONOPOXHEHWS, BbIABUTb UHBArMHAT U onpe-
LennTb ypoBeHb ero pacnonoxenus [8,9]. K HegocTart-
kam P[l oTHOCATCA MOHM3MpyloLee W3ny4eHue, orpa-
HUYEHMA B BMU3yannW3aLuMW aHATOMUYECKUX CTPYKTYp,
YYacTByOWMX B aKTe fedekalmu, HeBO3MOXHOCTb oLe-
HUTb CTPYKTYPY KULIEYHO CTEHKMU.

YnbTpa3ByKoBOM MeTOA uccnefoBaHus obnapaer ps-
AOM MpeuMylLecTB: OTCYTCTBME MOHU3MPYIOLLEro W3-
JIy4eHUs, XOpowWas MNepeHOCUMOCTb WCCNefoBaHus,
BO3MOXHOCTb MpPOBefeHMs cepuu npod C HaTyxu-
BaHuem [10-13]. Bce ynbTpa3ByKOBble METOAMKMH,
pa3paboTaHHble Ans o6CnefoBaHUs NALUEHTOB C MO-
po3penmem Ha BPW, takke kak u P[, HanpaBneHsl
Ha BbISIBJIEHME UHBArMHAaTa W ONpefeNneHne ero ypoBHs.
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OuHamuyeckoe TNY3WN cuutaetcs Hambonee u3yyeH-
HOM, NPOCTON B UCNOJNHEHUN U WWMPOKO AOCTYMHON Me-
TOAMKOW, C BbICOKMMM NOKA3aTeNAMU AUATHOCTUYECKON
MHOPMATUBHOCTK (UyBCTBUTENBHOCTb flocTUraeT 95%,
cneunduyHoctb — 100%) [14,15]. Ixopedekorpadus
(nHamuyeckoe TPY3W c TpexmepHOW PEKOHCTPYK-
uMeil M300paXKeHUs M KOHTPACTUPOBAHMEM MNPSAMOIL
KMILKKM YNbTPa3BYKOBbLIM refieM) — MeHee WU3y4yeHHas,
Oonee cioXHas U LOPOrocTosllas MeTOAMKA, C BbICO-
KMMU NoKaszaTensaMu AWArHOCTUYeCKoi MHbOpMaTUB-
HOCTM (4yBCTBMTENbHOCTb [0 100%, cneuunduyHocTb
po 91%) [16,17]. OuHamuyeckoe TpaHCBarMHanabHoe
“ccnefoBaHne ¢ UCNOb30BaHWUEM IMHEHHOTO BHYTPU-
MONOCTHOrO faTyMKka 06NajaeT BbICOKOW cneunduy-
HOCTbO (89%), HO HWU3KOI YyBCTBUTENbHOCTbIO (56%)
[18]. 06wWwMM HEAOCTATKOM BbILIEOMNUCAHHBIX METOLUK
ABNAETCA HEBO3MOXHOCTb OLEHKW CTPYKTYpbl CTeH-
KU NpAMOW KMWKK, @ 3HAYUT u amnarHoctuku BPU, oc-
JIOXXHEHHON CONMUTApHOW A3BON, a TaKXe Lpyrux co-
NyTCTBYIOWMX 3aboneBaHuit npsmoit kuwku. TPY3N,
HanpoTMB, MOXeT MPUMEHATbCA Kak A LeTanbHOW
OLLeHKM CTPYKTYPbl KUWWEYHO CTEHKM, TaK U ANA onpe-
AeNeHUs ee MOABUKHOCTM Yy NaLUeHTOB 060MX NosioB
[19,20]. OpHaKo Ha CEropHAWHMWIA AeHb pe3ynbTaThl
(4yBCTBMTENBHOCTL A0 64%, cneuudunyHocTb Jo 98%)
€AMHUYHBIX UCCNEeA0BAHUIA AUArHOCTUYECKON UHOP-
MaTUBHOCTU puHamuyeckoro TPY3W, ¢ Hebonbwum
YMCNOM BKJIKOYEHHbIX NaLMEHTOB, He NO3BONAIOT C yBe-
PEHHOCTbIO pEKOMeHAOBaTb [aHHOE UCCNefoBaHue
B KayecTBe VHUMBEPCANbHOTO MeToAa OnpefeneHns
aHaToOMO-PYHKLMOHANBHOTO COCTOSIHUSA MPAMOW KUL-
ku [12,21,22]. NMo3ToMy Lenblo HaWero nccnefoBaHus
CTano onpegeneHne BO3MOXHOCTEN YbTPa3BYKOBLIX
metoauk (puHamuyeckoro TPY3W u puHamnyeckoro
TMY3W) B gnarxocTtuke BPU.
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NMAUMEHTBI U METOb

C saHBapsa 2023 r. no okTA6pb 2024 r. B NPOCNEKTUBHOE
nccnepoBaHue No OLeHKe AMAarHoCTMYecKon MHGopma-
TUBHOCTW yNbTPa3BYKOBbIX METOAMK B BbiABaeHun BPU
ObINM BKIIOYEHBI NALMEHTLI cTaple 18 NeT ¢ CMHAPOMOM
06CTpyKTUBHOI fiechekauum (c xanobamu Ha 3aTpygHe-
HME OMOPOXKHEHMUA NPAMON KUWKK, N (MAK) OLyLLEeHNe
HEMoJIHOTO OMOPOXHEHHUSA, U (MAN) HEOOXOAUMOCTb pyuy-
HOro NoCobus AN ONOPOXKHeHUs).
Kputepumn HeBKNtoYeHUA:
— Hanuyue NoNHOro BbINafeHUa MPAMON KUIKN;
— COCTOSHME noChe XWUPYPruyeckoro NeyeHus CUHA-
pOMa onyLLeHns MPOMEXHOCTH.
Kputepum ncknioyerus:
— O0TKa3 nayueHTa OT y4acTWUA B UCCNeA0BaHWUU Ha Jio-
60M 13 3Tanos.
Bcem nauueHTam ObiiM NpPOBEAEHbl JUHAMUYECKoe
TPY3W, pnHamuuyeckoe TNY3N u PL. YnbTpassyKoBble
nccnefoBaHms NPOBOANINCH Ha annapare
HiVisionPreirus (Hitachi, Anouusa). Bo Bpems Y34
NaLMeHTbl HAXOAUINUCb B MOMOXEHUU JieXa Ha NEeBOM
6OKy C NpuBefEeHHbIMU K XKMBOTY KoneHamu. ns TPY3U
B MPAMYIO KMIWKY Ha paccToaHue 10 cM OT Kpaa aHy-
ca BBOLWJICA BHYTPUMONOCTHOM peKTanbHbIA Gunna-
HOBbIN [aTyuK (NUHENHbI QopMaT CKaHMPOBAHMA)
c yvacroton 5-10 Mlu, npepBapuTeNbHO NOKPbITHIN

PucyHok 1. Ixoepamma cmeHKU npAMOU KUWKU B0 Bpems
npobsl ¢ HamyxusaHuem, duHamudeckoe TPY3N 8 B-pexume.
Cumnmom uHBazuHayuu o6o3HayeH xeamol cmpenkol. A —
UHMPAAHANbHAA UHBA2UHAUUS, b — uHMpapekmansHas uHsa-
euHayus, 1 — oucmanbHas 2paHuya GHaabHO20 KaHANa, 2 —
NPOKCUMAJIbHAS 2PAHUUA AHAIHO20 KAHANA.

Figure 1. Echogram of the rectal wall during straining, dynamic
TRUS in B-mode. Rectal intussusception is indicated by yellow
arrow. A — intraanal intussusception, b — intrarectal intus-
susception, 1 — distal edge of the anal canal, 2 — proximal
edge of the anal canal.

KOJIONPOKTOJIOTUS, Tom 24, N2 2, 2025

NaTeKCHbIM GanNoOHOM, 3anOHEHHbIM BOAOI. MepBbiM
3TanoM B COCTOSAHWUM MOKOS N0 BCEN OKPYXHOCTU Npo-
BOAMNACH OLeHKa TOMWMHbBI U CTPYKTYPbl CTEHKW Mps-
MOW KWIUKKW, @aHaNbHOrO KaHana, CoCefHWUX OpraHoB
“ TKaHel. Bropeim 3Tanom npu auHamunyeckom TPY3UN
Ha 3, 6, 9 1 12 Yyacax no y.l. OCYLECTBAANAMCL NPOObI
C HaTy)XMBaHWeM, HanpaBfeHHble Ha BbiABIEHUE CMe-
WeHNs OTAENbHBIX CNOEB KMILEYHOI CTEHKW B JUCTanb-
HOM HanpaBfeHWM UAKM CUMNTOMA KMHBATMHALUMY —
MOMHOCNONHOTO NMpPONabuUpPOBaHUA KULWEYHON CTEHKU
B NMPOCBET NPAMON KWUWKK (MHTpapeKTanbHas WHBAru-
HaluA), aHabHOTO KaHana (MHTpaaHanbHas UHBArnHa-
LMA) UK 3a Npefenbl aHanbHOro KaHana (BblinajeHue
npamoit knwku) (Puc. 1).

Mpu gnHammyeckom TIMY3WN KOHBEKCHBIA AaTyMK C 4a-
crtoton 1-5 My ycTaHaBAMBaNCA Ha MPOMEXHOCTb B Ca-
TUTTaNIbHOM NJIOCKOCTH, 3aTeM NpoBoAMNach Npoba ¢ Ha-
TYXWBaHWEM ANA BbIABAEHUA CUMNTOMA KUHBArMHALMU»
no 3agHei u nepegHei nonyokpyxHoctn (Puc. 2).

PucyHok 2. Ixoepamma cmeHKU npAMOU KUWKU B0 Bpems
npobsi ¢ HamyxusaHuem, duHamuyeckoe TIIY3N 8 B-pexume.
Cumnmom uHgazuHayuu o603Ha4eH xeamol cmpenkod. A —
UHMPAAHAbHAS UHBA2UHAYUA, b — uHmpapekmansHas uH-
Ba2UHAYUsA, 1 — NPOKCUMAIbHAA 2PAHUYA GHAbHO2O KAHAA,
2 — ducmanbHas 2paHuya GHAAbHO20 KaHad.

Figure 2. Echogram of the rectal wall during straining, dynamic
TPUS in B-mode. Rectal intussusception is indicated by yellow
arrow. A — intraanal intussusception, b — intrarectal intus-
susception, 1 — proximal edge of the anal canal, 2 — distal
edge of the anal canal.
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Pesynbtat KOMnnekcHoro Y3W cuutanca nonoxurenb-
HbIM, €CNM pe3ynbTaT XoTa Obl OAHON MEeTOAMKW (au-
Hamuyeckoro TPY3W u (unu) guHamuyeckoro TMNY3N)
OKa3blBaJCA MONOXKUTENbHbBIM; pe3yibTaT CYUTaNCa OT-
puULaTeNbHbIM, €CN pe3ynbTaThl 06eux MeToauk Obiiun
oTpuuaTenbHbiMU. VHTpaaHanbHas WHBarMHauus Bbl-
Hocunach B 3akntoyeHne komnnekcHoro Y3, ecnu oHa
BbIABAANACH N0 Pe3yNbTaTaM XoTs Gbl OQHOM METOAUKH;
WHTpPapeKTaNbHasA WHBArMHaLuus BbIHOCUNACH B 3aKIt0-
YeHUe, eCIM OHa BbIABAANACH NO pe3yabTaTaMm XoTs Obl
OJHOW METOAMKW W MpW 3TOM He BbIABAANACH WHTpaa-
HaJlbHaA WHBArMHauusa; pesynbTaT KomnaekcHoro Y3
CYMTanCs OTpULATENbHbIM, €CAIN pe3ynbTaThl 06enx Me-
TOAMK ObINN OTPULATENBHBIMY.

Nepen PL B npsmylo KUWKY BBOAMNAch rycras Gapw-
eBas B3BECb, UMUTUpPYIOLLAA KanoBble Macchl. Bo Bpe-
MAl UCCNEAOBaHWUA NauMeHTbl CULENU Ha cheuuanbHOM
ctyne. [lpoBogunace peHTreHorpadus M peHTreHo-
CKONUsA MpsMON KWUWKKM B GOKOBOIM MPOEKLMM B MOKOE,
MPU COKPALLEHNU MbILIL, HATYKUBAHUW U OMOPOKHEHUN.
PeHTreHONOrMYeCcKMM NPU3HAKOM MHBArMHaLUK CYnTaN-
CSl CUMNTOM «BOPOHKMY», B 33aBUCUMOCTM OT €ro pasmepa
Y BbICOTbI BbILENANM NPOANC CU3UCTON 060N0UKH, UH-
TPapeKTaNbHY0 U MHTPaaHaNbHYl0 UHBArMHALMIO U Bbl-
nafieHve npsamoit Kuwku [8,9].

CmamucmuyecKud aHanu3 0aHHbIX

[laHHble, aHanusupyemble B paboTe, 3aHOCMAUCH
B 6a3y AaHHbix Access (Microsoft Office 2021).
CratucTuyeckunit aHanu3 NpoBOAMACA C WCMNONb30Ba-
Huem RStudio (Rv.4.4.1 (RCoreTeam, Vienna, Austria))
C npumeHeHnem 6ubanoTek base, dplyr, RODBC, gtsum-
mary n GenBinomApps. KonnyectBeHHble nokasartenu
OLleHMBANUCh Ha NpeAMeT COOTBETCTBUSA HOPManbHOMY
pacnpepeneHuto ¢ nomoubslo Kputepus Konmoroposa-
CvupHoBa; B cnyyae layccoBa pacnpepeneHus OHU
ONUCHIBANUCL C MNOMOLWbID CpefHuUx apudmeTnye-
ckux sennymH (M) u ctaHpapTHbix oTknoHeHuit (SD).
KateropuanbHble faHHbIe OMNWUCLIBANUCE C YKa3aHWEM
abCONIOTHBIX 3HAYEHMIT U NPOLEHTHbIX [ONEN; CpaBHe-
HUe NPU3HAKOB AAHHOrO TUNA NPOBOAMAN KpUTEpUEM
x? MupcoHa npu oxuAaemblx 3HayeHusx 6onee 10 ans
YeTbIpexnoNbHbIX Tabnauy u bonee 5 — Ans MHoro-
MONMbHBIX, @ TaKXe [BYCTOPOHHUM TOYHbIM KpUTepw-
em @uwepa B oCTanbHbIX cnyyasx. beum paccumntaHsl
YYBCTBUTENbHOCTb, CMNELUPUYHOCTb, MONOXKUTENbHAS
nporHoctuyeckas ueHHocts (MMLU), oTpuuatenbHas
nporHoctuyeckas ueHHoctb (OML), obwas ToyHOCTb
C yKazaHueMm 95% posepuTenbHbiX UHTepBanos (95%
W), BbluncneHHbix no metopy Knonnepa-MupcoHa.
Pasnuuna no 3TMM nokasatenam Mexpy MeTOAWKa-
MU CYMTANNUCH CTAaTUCTUYECKW 3HAYMMBIMU MPU OTCYT-
cTBUM nepecevennsa 95% W, a Takxke npu p < 0,05.
Mpu nonapHbIX CPaBHEHUAX KOPPEKTUPOBKA YPOBHSA

YnbTpa3ByKoBAsi AUATHOCTUKA BHYTPEHHEN PEKTANbHOM MHBATMHALMM

Tabnuua 1. KauHuko-demozpaguyeckas xapakmepucmuxa na-
yueHmos
Table 1. Clinical and demographic characteristics of patients

Mapamerpbi NauueHTbl
N =151
Bospacr (net), M + SD 53,8+12,9
Mon, n (%)
MYXCKOIA 14 (9,3%)
KEHCKNI 137 (90,7%)
Yanobbl
3anopel, 1 (%) 64 (42,4%)
Xupgkuit ctyn, n (%) 8 (5,3%)
Bblgenenus us auyca, n (%)
HeT 106 (70,2%)
Cnn3b 9 (6,0%)
KpoBb 29 (19,2%)
CNU3b + KPOBb 7 (4,6%)
3aTpyaHeHue onopoxHeHus, n (%) 70 (46,4%)
N36biTouHOE HaTyxuBaHue, N (%) 42 (27,8%)

HenonHoe onopoxHeHue, n (%) 119 (78,8%)

Heo6xoaumocTb pyyHoro noco6us, n (%) 76 (50,3%)

HepepxaHue kuweyHoro cogepxnmoro, n (%)

HeT 126 (83,4%)
rasos 6 (4,0%)
XUAKOro Kana 17 (11,3%)
othopmaeHHoro Kana 2 (1,3%)
OtcyTcTBME No3biBa Ha Aetekaunio, n (%) 18 (11,9%)
Heo6xopumocTb npuema cnabutenbHbix 1 (Uam) 51 (33,8%)
npumeHeHns Knusm, n (%)
bonb B xuBoTe, n (%) 15 (9,9%)

bonb B aHanbHOM KaHane, n (%) 35 (23,2%)

ManbueBoe peKTanbHOe UccneaoBaHue

N36biTOuHas CKNARYaTOCTb KUWEYHOI cTeHku, n (%) | 43 (28,5%)

Pektouene, n (%) 96 (70,1%)*

f13BeHHbI fedeKT CTeHKW npaMoit Kuwku, n (%) 3 (2,0%)

Mpumeyarue: * cpedu weHwuH (N =137)

3HAYMMOCTM npoBoaunacs no metopy beHmxamuHu-
Xox6epra. CornacoBaHHOCTb MeXay ABYMA KaTeropu-
aNnbHbIMW NEPEMEHHbIMU 6biNa OLUEHEHA NpU MOMOLLM
Kannbl Ko3Ha.

PE3YJIbTATHI

B uccneposaHue 6bin BkNtoyeH 151 nauneHnT: 14 (9,3%)
MVKUMH 1 137 (90,7%) KEHLMH C CUHAPOMOM 0OCTPYK-
TBHOW pedekauun. KnuHuko-gemorpaduyeckas xa-
paKTepuCTUKa NauMeHTOB NpeAcTaBneHa B Tabnuue 1.
Mo paHHbim PO, BPW 6bina BbisneHa y 126/151
(83,4%) nauueHToB, M3 HUX y 112/126 (88,9%) Ha-
Ontofanack MHTpapekTanbHas UHBaruHaums, y 14/126
(11,1%) — wHTpaaHanbHas. Kpome 3toro, B 112/151
(74,2%) cnyyasx OblM O6HApPYKEHbl PEHTTEHONOrM-
YyecKkue NPU3HAKW OMyLEHUs npomexHocTn, B 10/151
(6,6%) — curmouene. Cpepyn xeHwwuH y 108/137
(78,8%) BbIABAANOCH PEKTOL,eNE CO CPeHUM pa3MepoMm
43,6 £ 16,0 mMm.
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Tabnuua 2. JuazHocmuyeckas UHMOpMamusHoCcmb ybmpassyKosblx MemoOuK 8 sbisiseHuu BPY 8 cpasHeHuu ¢ P[]
Table 2. Diagnostic accuracy of ultrasound for RI detection in comparison with X-ray defecography

YyecTB. Cneu. nn on TouHocTb
Meropuka | W | AN U0 | 1O (9.3:% n) (95% l;fwl) (95%L;l|M) (95%L;lm) (95% An)

TPY3N 04 | 4 21 | 22 82,5% 84,0% 96,3% 48,8% 82,8%
(748-887) | (639-955) | (90,8-990) | (333-645) | (758-884)

Tny3u 103 | 7 18 | 23 81,7% 72,0% 93,6% 43,9% 80,1%
(739-881) | (506-87,9) | (87,3-974) | (285-603) | (72,9-862)

TPY3U+TNY3M | 116 | 8 17 | 10 92,1% 68,0% 93,6% 63,0% 88,1%
(859-96,1) | (465-851) | (89,1-963) | (47.0-766) | (81,8-928)

p 0,035* 05 06 03 04

Mpumeyarue: NI — ucmuHHo nonoxumensHsle peynsmamsl, M0 — ucmuxHo ompuyamesnsHsie, JIIT — n0xHo nonoxumensHsie, J10 — n0xHO ompuyamesnbHsle,
1L — nonoxumensHas npoeHocmuyeckas yeHHocms, Ol — ompuyamensHas npoeHocmuyeckas yeHHocms, 95% [N — 95% dosepumensHbili uHmepsan, *

pTPY3M7TPY3M LTI = 0’ 035’ pTﬂYiM*TP}’]M w7V = 0' 035

Ta6nuua 3. Pe3y1bmamsl cONOCMagieHus yabmpa3syKosbix Memoduk ¢ P/
Table 3. Results of comparison of ultrasound with X-ray defecography

TPY3U, n TNY3U, n TPY3U + TNY3U, n
Her up UA Bcero Her 14 UA Bcero Her np UA Bcero
PA, n Het 21 3 1 25 18 6 1 25 17 6 2 25
np 21 74 17 112 22 77 13 112 9 80 23 112
NA 1 6 7 14 1 3 10 14 1 2 11 14
Bcero 43 83 25 151 41 86 24 151 27 88 36 151

lpumeyarue: P — uHmpapekmanbHas UHBA2UHAYUSA, A — UHMPAAHANbHAA UHBA2UHAUUA

Tabnuua 4. JuazHocmuyeckas uHGopmMamusHoCmsb YbMpPasByKoB8bIX MemoduK 8 8blfiBaeHUU uHmpapexkmansHol BPU 8 cpasHe-

Huu c P
Table 4. Diagnostic accuracy of ultrasound for intrarectal RI detection in comparison with X-ray defecography
Meroauka | WM | An | W0 | 10 (:gjc ™ (922/: o (95r!’/roI L;lwl) (950°£ Llll,M) (T;;r/wﬁ;lb)
TPY3U 74 9 30 38 66,1% 76,9% 89,2% 44,1% 68,9%
(56,5-74,7) (60,7-88,9) (80,4-94,9) (32,1-56,7) (60,8-76,2)
Tny3un 77 9 30 35 68,8% 76,9% 89,5% 46,2% 70,9%
(59,3-77,2) (60,7-88,9) (81,1-95,1) (33,7-59,0) (62,9-78,0)
TPY3W + TNY3KN 80 7 32 32 71,4% 82,1% 92,0% 50% 74,2%
(62,1-79,6) (66,5-92,5) (85,3-95,8) (41,9-58,1) (66,4-80,9)
14 0,7 0,8 0,8 0,8 0,6

lpumeyarue: NIT— ucmuHHO nonoxumenbHbie pesynsmamsl, U0 — ucmuHHo ompuyamesnsHsie, JIIT — noxHo nonoxumensHsle, J10 — n0xHO ompuyamesibHble,
1L — nonoxumensHas npoeHocmuyeckas yeHHocms, OfL — ompuyamensHas npoeHocmuyeckas yeHHocms, 95% [N — 95% dosepumenbHsil uHmepsan

Mpu guHamuyeckom TPY3N'y 108/151 (71,5%) nauueH-
TOB OblIM BbISIBNIEHbl YNbTPA3BYKOBbIE npu3Haku BPU,
n3 Hux y 83/108 (76,9%) Habnoaanach UHTPapeKTab-
Hasa uHBaruMHaums, y 25/108 (23,1%) — uHTpaaHanb-
Has. Kpome atoro, npu TPY3W y 29/151 (19,2%) ueno-
BeK Oblna BbiiBEHA CONMTApHAs 3Ba MPAMON KWLIKH,
y 10/151 (6,6%) — cBuw, npAamMoi Kuwku. Mo faHHbIM
AuHamuyeckoro TMY3W, 110/151 (72,8%) nauueHToB
umenu BPW: 86/110 (78,2%) — WHTpapeKTasbHylo,
24/110 (21,8%) — WHTpaaHanbHyl0. YpoBeHb cornacus
auHamuyeckoro TMY3W ¢ guHamuyeckn TPY3WN B BbisiB-
neHun BPU 6bin cpegHum (kanna Kosxa = 0,51, 95% [N:
0,35-0,66). Mo AaHHbIM KOMNAEKCHOTO AMHAMUYECKOTO
Y31, BPW 6bina BbisBneHa y 124/151 (82,1%) nauueH-
ToB: y 88/124 (71,0%) — wHTpapekTanbHas, y 36/124
(29,0%) — uHTpaaHanbHas.

PesynbTathl conoctaBneHus guHamuyeckoro TPY3N, au-
Hamuyeckoro TMY3N u KOMNNEKCHOro JUHAMUYECKOro

KOJIONPOKTOJIOTUS, Tom 24, N2 2, 2025

Y3W ¢ PLL npepcrtaBneHsl B Tabnuue 2. Mpu cpaBHeHUM
YyBCTBUTENbHOCTM YNbTPA3BYKOBbIX METOAUK 3HAYeHue
p okasanocb MeHblue 0,05 (p = 0,035), ogHako Habnio-
panocb nepeceverune 95% W, noatomy pasnnuma cum-
Tanu CTaTUCTUYECKM He 3HauyumbiMu. [lpu cpaBHeHUM
MEeTOAMK NO OCTanbHbIM NapameTpaMm AMarHOCTUYECKOM
MH(OPMATUBHOCTM CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAUYUMbIE Pa3NINYuUA
He OblNK BbISBNEHbI.

Take Gbln NPOBEAiEH aHaNU3 BO3MOXKHOCTEN AUHAMN-
yeckoro TPY3W, puHamudeckoro TMY3W v KomnnekcHo-
ro guHammyeckoro Y3 B onpegeneHnn ypoBHa MHBa-
rMHaunu. Pe3ynbTathl CONOCTABAEHUA YIbTPA3BYKOBbIX
MeTOAMK C AaHHbiMM P[ npepctaBneHsl B Tabnauuax
3-5. llpu cpaBHeHUM nokKaslaTenei AMArHOCTUYECKOM
MHGOPMATUBHOCTU YNbTPA3BYKOBLIX METOAWMK B Bbl-
ABNEHUN WHTPApEKTaNbHOW W WHTpaaHanbHoit BPU
CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMBIX PA3NUYU OOHAPYKUTL He
yAanocs.

KOLOPROKTOLOGIA, vol. 24, N2 2, 2025
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Tabnuua 5. JuazHocmuyeckas UHMOPMamusHoCMb ybMPa3ByKoBbIX MeMOOUK 8 BblSiBJIeHUU UHMpaaHansHol BPY 8 cpasHeHuu

cPj
Table 5. Diagnostic accuracy of ultrasound for intraanal RI detection in comparison with X-ray defecography
YyscTB. neuy. nn n TouHocTb
Meropuka | W | AN | U0 | 10 (9.3:%c an) (9§°/oelﬂu) (95%L;lm) (9;/0L;llu) (;s%oﬁu)
TPY3N 7 18 119 7 50,0% 86,9% 28,0% 94,4% 83,4%
(23,1-77,0) (80,0-92,0) (12,1-49,4) (88,9-97,7) (76,5-89,0)
Tny3u 10 14 123 4 71,4% 89,8% 41,7% 96,9% 88,1%
(41,9-91,6) (83,4-94,3) (22,1-63,4) (92,1-99,1) (81,8-92,8)
TPY3U + TNY3U 11 25 112 3 78,6% 81,8% 30,6% 97,4% 81,5%
(49,2-95,3) (74,3-87,8) (16,3-48,1) (92,6-99,5) (74,3-87,3)
4 0,4 0,15 0,6 0,5 0,3

lpumeyarue: UM — ucmuHHo nonoxumensHsie pesynsmamsl, N0 — ucmuHHo ompuyamesnsHsie, JIIT — n0xHO nonoxumensHsie, J10 — n10HO ompuyamesnsHsle,
111 — nonoxumensHas npoeHocmuyeckas yeHHocms, 0L — ompuyamensHas npo2Hocmuyeckas yeHHocms, 95% [N — 95% dosepumensHbili uHmepsan.

OBbCYXOEHWE

JloxHooTpuLUaTeNbHbIE  pe3ynbTathl  Habnaanuch
npu puHammuyeckom TNY3N v npu guHammuyeckom TPY3N
B NpUONU3NUTENbHO OAMHAKOBOM 4ucie ciyyaeB (22
n 23), 4yTO MOXeT ObITb CBA3aHO C OOWMM ANs yNbTpa-
3BYKOBbIX METOMK HedU3NO0NOrNYHbIM MONOXKEHUEM
nauyueHTa (nexa Ha nesom 6OKy) BO BpeMs uccnepo-
BaHWA, B OTIMYME OT NOJOXEeHMA cups Bo Bpemsa Pll.
Oxupaemoro npeobnafaHus Ynucna NOKHOOTpULATENb-
HbIX pe3ynbTaToB Npu guHammyeckom TPY3W n3-3a Hanu-
YA yNbTPaA3BYKOBOrO JaTUMKa B NPOCBETE NPAMON KULL-
KW, npensTcTBytowWero (GopMMpOBaHUIO WMHBArMHauuu,
He oTMeyanocb. [laHHblil (akTop, BeposTHO, MO GbITh
KOMMEHCMPOBAH HEBO3MOXHOCTbIO BW3yanu3upoBaTh
CUMNTOM WHBAruMHauum no GOKOBLIM MONYOKPYXKHOCTAM
npAMoit KUWKKU npu guHamuyeckom TMNY3W wu3-3a pac-
MONOXeHUA YIbTPa3BYKOBOrO AaTynKa B CaruMTTanbHOM
MNOCKOCTY, a TaKXe MeHbluei feTanusauueir nsobpa-
KEHUA M3-33 6ONbLEro paccTOSHUA MeXAYy AaTYUKOM
W UCCnefyemMoit CTeHKoM npsamoit kuiwku. KombuHauus
BbILEONMCAHHbIX (DaKTOPOB, NO BCEW BUAMMOCTH, Npu-
BOLMT K PACXOXAEHUAM 3aKIOYeHUt METOAMK B YacTu
cnyyaes (kanna KosHa=0,51, 95% [11: 0,35-0,66, cpea-
HUIA ypoBeHb cornacus). JIOXHOMONOXKUTENbHbIE pe-
3ynbTathl (4 npu guHamuyeckom TPY3W, 7 npn puHamu-
yeckom TMNY3U) moryt 66T 06yCNOBAEHBI TPYAHOCTHIO
B AuddepeHuMaLmnm Mex sy CUMNTOMOM KMHBArMHaLUn»
M HOPManbHbIMKU CKNAfKaMU NPAMON KUWKK. Tpn fuHa-
Muyeckom TMY3U v npu guHamuyeckom TPY3U Gbinu Bbi-
AsneHbl 13 1 17 cnyvyaes, COOTBETCTBEHHO, «3aBbIWEHNA»
ypoBHsA BPW (BbisiBNeHMe MHTpaaHaNbHON MHBArMHaLKUM
BMECTO WMHTPapeKTaNbHOI1). 3TO MOXeT OTpaxaTtb pas-
Hble noaxonbl Y3 u PLl k onpefieneHuio rpaHuLibl Mexay
aHasbHbIM KaHaNOM W HUXHeaMnynsipHbIM OTAEIOM Nps-
MO KuWwKKW: npu P[] ee opueHTUpOM cumTaeTca gucTanb-
HaA rpaHMLUa aHOpeKTanbHOM 30HbI, npu Y3 — npok-
CMManbHas rpaHuua BHyTpeHHero cduHkTepa. Kpome
aToro, npu gnHamudeckom TMY3W v npu guHammyeckom
TPY3W Habniopanuck 3 6 ciyyaes, COOTBETCTBEHHO,

YnbTpa3ByKoBAsi AUATHOCTUKA BHYTPEHHEN PEKTANbHOM MHBATMHALMM

«3aHMKeHus» ypoBHs BPU (BbifiBNeHne nHTpapeKTanb-
HOW WHBArMHaUMM BMECTO WHTpaaHanbHoit). [laHHble
pacxoXpaeHus MoryT ObiTb 06YCNOBNEHBI OMUCAHHbI-
MU paHee HedWU3UONOrNYHLIM MONOXKEeHWEeM naLueHTa
npu 06enx yNbTpa3ByKOBbLIX METOAMKAX, @ TaKKe Hanu-
yMem flaTuyMKa B npoceeTe Kuwwku npu TPY3N.

Bbicokas 4yBCTBUTENbHOCTb YbTPA3BYKOBLIX METOLUK
(81,7-92,1%) B BbisBNeHun BPU nossonser ucnonb3o-
BaTb laHHOe MUcCnefoBaHNe B KayecTBe MeToAa nepBon
NMHUK puarHocTuku. Beicokas MML Y3W (93,6-96,3%)
NO3BONAET 0TKA3aTbCA OT fanbHelwero npoeefeHus P
B CNlyyae nonoxutensHoro pesynbtata Y3WU. Mpu atom
oTpuuatenbHblil pesynbTat Y3 He ucknovaer Hanu-
yne BPW (ONL, 43,9-63,0%) — HeobxopumMo nposefe-
Hue P[l. BoisBneHue nHtpapektansHoit BPU ¢ nomowbio
YNbTPa3BYyKOBbLIX METOAWK He TpebyeT nepenpoBepku
npu PL, (MNML, 89,2-92,0%), ofHaKO BbisBAeHUe UHTpa-
aHaNbHOW WMHBArMHaLUMW He rapaHTUpyeT ee Hanuyue
npu PI (NMNL, 28,0-41,7%).

MpoBefeHHbIN aHanU3 He BbIABUI CTaTUCTUYECKM 3Ha-
YMMBIX Pa3NUyunii MO MoKasaTenaMm [MarHOCTUYeCKOW
MHHOPMATUBHOCTU MeXAay AuHamuyeckum TPY3U, aun-
Hamudeckum TMY3N u KOMNJeKCHbIM AMHAMUYECKUM
Y31 B BbisBneHun BPU B uenom u npu onpeaeneHnu
YpPOBHA WHBaruHauuu. CnepoBatensHo, Aid AuarHoc-
TMKkn BPW poctatouHo npoBegeHus OgHOW M3 MeTO-
aMK — pauHammyeckoro TMY3W unu guHamuyeckoro
TPY3N.

K npeumywecrsam pguHammuyeckoro TMY3W oTHocAT-
CA: NPOCTOTA BbIMOJIHEHUSA U XOPOLIAsA NEPEHOCUMMOCTb
MCCNefoBaHNsA, a TaKKe ero JOCTYMHOCTb U HU3KasA
CTOMMOCTb, Gnarofaps NPUMEHEHUIO WHUPOKO pacnpo-
CTPaHeHHOro KOHBEKCHOro yAbTPa3BYKOBOro AaTyuka.
HnW3KoyacTOTHbI AaTYMK NO3BOAAET BU3Yanu3npo-
BaTb rNy6OKO PacMONOKEHHbIE OpraHbl Manoro Tasa
M C Hanbonblel TOYHOCTbIO BbIABAATL APYrue nNposs-
NeHUs CUHAPOMA ONYLEHN:A NPOMEXHOCTU (peKToLene,
uucTouene, aHTepolene U T.4.), NpU 3TOM [eTanbHas
BU3yanu3auua CTPYKTYpbl NPAMONA KUWKM M aHaNbHO-
ro kaHana npu TNY3W HeBo3moxHa. [laHHaa meToguKa
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MOXEeT HaiTU MpUMeHEeHMe Ha aMOyNnaTopHOM npueme
Bpayeil (KONOMPOKTONOrOB, YPOJOroB, TMHEKONOroB),
3aHUMalWMUxca npobnemoit CUMHLpOMA  ONylLeHUs
MPOMEXHOCTU.

Iunamuyeckoe TPY3W npeacraensertcs 6onee yHuBep-
CaNbHON METOAMKON, NO3BONAIOUEN NOMUMO [MArHOC-
Tukn BPW, pononHuTenbHO BbISBAATE COMYTCTBYiOWME
3aboneBaHUs NpsMON KUWKKM U aHanbHOro KaHana (co-
JIUTApHYI0 A3BY NPAMOI KULWKK Kak ocnoxHeHue BPU,
BOCNanuTesbHble 33a00/eBaHNUS KULWEYHWUKA, OMyXOu,
reMOppoM, CBULLW U T.4.), HANMYME KOTOPLIX MOXET Mo-
BJMATb HAa TaKTUKY BefeHUs nauueHTa. [insa nposenerus
TPY3U TpebyeTcst MeHee ROCTYMHbI 3HAOPEKTANbHbII
LaTYMK W [OonofHUTENbHOE 00yyeHue CheLuanucTos,
4TO MOXET OblTb Peann30BaHO B CMeLManu3MpPoBaHHbIX
KOJIOMPOKTONOMNYECKUX MEAULMHCKUX  YYperAeHUAX
(noapaspeneHusx). B 3Tux ke ycnoBusx BO3MOXHO
nposefeHue KOMMNeKCHoro auHamuyeckoro Y3WN (co-
yetaHue TPY3W n puHammyeckoro TMY3W), HaubGonee
MOMHO 0XBATbIBAIOLLErO CMIEKTP NATONOTUI NPAMON KULL-
KW 1 aHanbHOro KaHana.

SAKITKOYEHUE

YnbTpa3ByKoBOe McCnefioBaHMe — 3TO 6e30MacHbii
BbICOKOYYBCTBUTENbHbIA MeTOL guarHoctukum BPU y na-
LMEHTOB C CUHAPOMOM OOCTPYKTUBHOM Aedekaumu.
PaBHO3HayHble MOKa3aTenu AWMArHoCTUYeckon uHdop-
MaTUBHOCTM [uHamudyeckoro TPY3W, puHamuuyeckoro
TNY3N n komnneKkcHoro AuHamuyeckoro Y3W nosso-
NS0T UCNONb30BaTh I0OYI0 AOCTYMHYIO METOAUKY ANS
BoisBneHns BPWU. KomnnekcHoe puHamuyeckoe Y3U
npeacTaBnseTcs Haubonee YHUBEPCANbHbIM METOAOM
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