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AHHOTauumA
BeepeHue. Ilenbio uccrenoBaHms ABNAETCA CPaBHEHME (1)y]-[KIH/[0HaIIbeIX pe3ynbTaToB U Ka4eCTBa KM3HI 60NbHBIX, IIe-
PpeHeCHIMX pasInYHble METOAVIKMA PEKOHCTPYKIMM IPAMOJ KMIIKM IIOC/Ie HU3KOM NepeHell pe3eKIyu 1o IOBO/ly paKa.

Martepuanbl 1 MeTofbl. B mpociekTHBHOE paHAOMM3MPOBAHHOE KOHTPOIIPYeMOe UCCTIeJoBaHMe BKII0YeHO 90 maryeH-
TOB, IIePEHECIINX TOTATbHYI0O Me30PEKTYMIKTOMMUIO ¢ GOopMUPOBaHNeM J-o6pasHoro pesepsyapa (J-OP), anHacTomo3a
«00K-B-koHen» (BBK) mnu anacromo3sa «koHen-B-koueny (KBK).

Pesynbratbl n ob6cy»peHne. Ilpoananusuposano 22 manuenta ¢ J-OP, 30 — ¢ BBK u 38 — ¢ KBK. Ilo TexHumyeckum
npmanHaM 26,6 % J-OP KoHBepTUpOBaHbI B Apyr1e aHacTOMO3bl. [lopor HeopeKTanbHOI YYBCTBUTETbHOCTH, MEPBbIIt
U HOCTOSHHBIN IO3bIB K fleeKalyi, a TaK)Ke MaKCUMaTbHO IIepeHOCUMBIiT 06beM 6bimu Boie ipu J-OP B 3-6-12 mec.
Mocrie onepanym.

Bripaxennsie nposasnenns CHIIP B cpoku 6 Mec. Iocre onepanyuy JOCTOBEPHO Jalie mpucyTcrsopany B rpynmne KBK
B cpaBHeHmH ¢ J-OP u BBK (21, 0 1 3,3 % cooTBeTCTBeHHO, p < 0,05). YacToTa cTyna npu J-OP 6bima ZOCTOBEPHO HIDKE
B cpaBHeHuu ¢ BBK u KBK B 3-6-12 mec. ITokasarenu 6annoB Wexner score COOTBETCTBOBaIM 3, 5, 6 B CPOKU 6 Mec.
(p<0,05)u0,1, 18 12 mec. npu J-OP, BBK n KBK cooTBetcTBeHHO (p > 0,05). IBaKyaTOpHasA fuCHyHKIMA IPUCYTCTBO-
Baja B Cpokm 6 mec. y 59,1 % c J-OP, 33,3 % ¢ BBK n 21,1 % ¢ KBK.

Kavectso xusHu (FIQL) npu J-OP u BBK gocroBepHo nyuyiie B cpapHeHuy ¢ aHactomo3oM KBK B mikanax «o6pas xus-
Hu» (3,21, 3,22 1 3,03 COOTBETCTBEHHO, P < 0,05) n «xommHr» (3,29, 3,21 1 2,95 COOTBETCTBEHHO, P < 0,05) 10 12 MecsiueB
Moc7ie onepanym.

3aknioyeHne. PopMupoBaHue J-06pasHOro pesepByapa IOC/TIe HU3KOI IepefiHeil pe3eKIi IPUBOANUT K YTy4LICHIIO
aHAbHONM KOHTMHEHIMM B CPOKM 3-6 MecslleB MOC/e olepaliy, yMeHbIIEHNIO NMPOsABIEHNII CUHAPOMAa HU3KOI IIe-
penHeit pesexiuu u mossiuieHnto Kadectsa xusHu (FIQL). Texuudyeckass mpocToTa MCIOTHEHUsI aHACTOMO3a «OOK-
B-KOHeIl» M OTCYTCTBME IPOGIeMbl 5BaKyaTOPHOI AUCHYHKIMHU IO3BOJAIOT TaKKe PEKOMEH/IOBATh €ro K IpMMeHe-
HUIO, YYUTHIBAA OYEBU/IHbIE PENMYLIECTBA IIepefl aHACTOMO30M «KOHEIl-B-KOHeI».

KnitoueBble c10Ba: pak mpAMOIl KMIIKM, TONCTOKMIIEYHBI pe3epByap, XMpPyprudecKnii aHaCTOMO3, TOTA/bHAsA Me30peK-
TYM3KTOMMUSA, XMPYPTUIECKNE CTEIIEPDI, HIDKHAA 6pr>KeeqHa;I aprepusd, HEOANbIOBAHTHAA TEPANINA, XNPypruieckas
cToMa

[Ona uyutnposaHua: Pacynos A.O., baituopos A.B., Mep3nakoBa A.M., OsunnnukoBa A.V., CempaanxuHa A.B. Pekon-

CTPYKUMS IIPSMOII KUIIKY IIOC/Ie TOTATBHOI Me30PEKTYMIKTOMMUIL: (PYHKIINOHAIBHbIE PE3Y/IBTATHI M KAUeCTBO XKMU3HL.
KpeatupHas xupyprus u onkonorus. 2021;11(3):195-202. https://doi.org/10.24060/2076-3093-2021-11-3-195-202

KpeatnsHasa xupyprusa n oHkonorus, Tom 11, N2 3, 2021

Pacynos Apcnan

OcMmaHOBMY —

0.M.H., npogeccop, omoen
MaJI0UHBA3UBHOU MA3080U
Xupypauu, Kagpedpa 3H-
docKonuyeckol xupypeuu
¢hakysiemema 0onosiHUMeb-
HO20 NPOGheccUoHabHO20
06paszosaHus,
orcid.org/0000-0002-5565-615X

Baitdyopos Acman

Bopucosma —

K.M.H., omOesieHue KOsonpokK-
monoauu,
orcid.org/0000-0003-0641-0572

MepsnakoBa AHHa
MuxaitioBHa —

K.M.H., omOesneHue peabusu-
mayuu,
orcid.org/0000-0003-0679-9178

OBYMHHMKOBA AHHA
VIBaHOBHA —

omaesieHue NPOKMOosI02uU
Hay4Ho-KoHCcynemamueHozo
omoeneHus

CeMbsHUXMHA ATIeKCaH/Ipa
Brapummnposna —
labopamopus UMMyHoOI02UU
2eMono33a,
orcid.org/0000-0001-8783-8874

195



Opmrm HaJibHble nccnenoBaHnA

Arslan O. Rasulov —

Dr. Sci. (Med.), Prof,, Depart-
ment of Minimally Invasive
Pelvic Surgery, Department

of Endoscopic Surgery for Ad-
vanced Professional Education,
orcid.org/0000-0002-5565-615X

Aslan B. Baychorov —

Cand. Sci. (Med.), Department
of Coloproctology,
orcid.org/0000-0003-0641-0572

Anna M. Merzlyakova —
Cand. Sci. (Med.), Rehabilitation
Department,
orcid.org/0000-0003-0679-9178

Anna L. Ovchinnikova —
Department of Proctology,
Scientific Advisory Office

Aleksandra V.

Semyanikhina —

Laboratory of Haematopoiesis
Immunology,
orcid.org/0000-0001-8783-8874

Rectal Reconstruction
after Total Mesorectumectomy:
Functional Outcomes and Quality of Life

Arslan O. Rasulov'?, Aslan B. Baychorov*’, Anna M. Merzlyakova?®, Anna I. Ovchinnikova®, Aleksandra V. Semyanikhina®

'N.A. Lopatkin Scientifc Research Institute of Urology and Interventional Radiology —

Branch of the National Medical Research Radiological Centre for Radiology, Moscow, Russian Federation
2 AL Yevdokimov Moscow State University of Medicine and Dentistry, Moscow, Russian Federation
*N.N. Blokhin National Medical Research Centre of Oncology, Moscow, Russian Federation

*A.S. Loginov Moscow Clinical Scientific Centre, Moscow, Russian Federation

* Correspondence to: Aslan B. Baychorov, e-mail: a.baychorov@mknc.ru

Abstract

Background. The study aims to compare the functional outcomes and quality of life in patients having variant rectal re-
construction procedures after low anterior resection for cancer.

Materials and methods. A prospective randomised controlled trial enrolled 90 patients who underwent total mesorectu-
mectomy with formation of J-pouch (J-P), side-to-end (STE) or end-to-end (ETE) anastomoses.

Results and discussion. We analysed 22 J-P, 30 STE and 38 ETE patients. For technical reasons, 26.6 % J-Ps were remod-
elled to other anastomoses. The neorectal sensory threshold, first and permanent defecation urges and maximal toler-
ated volume were higher in J-P at months 3-6-12 postoperatively.

Severe low anterior resection syndrome events at post-surgery month 6 were significantly more frequent in the ETE vs.
J-P and STE cohorts (21, 0 and 3.3 %, respectively, p < 0.05). Stool frequency was significantly lower in J-P vs. STE and
ETE at months 3-6-12. Wexner score was 3, 5, 6 at month 6 (p < 0.05) and 0, 1, 1 at month 12 for J-P, STE and ETE, re-
spectively (p > 0.05). Evacuatory dysfunction was present at month 6 in 59.1 J-P, 33.3 STE and 21.1 % ETE.

Quality of life (FIQL) in J-P and STE was significantly higher vs. ETE anastomoses in the Lifestyle (3.21, 3.22 and 3.03,
respectively, p < 0.05) and Coping (3.29, 3.21 and 2.95, respectively, p < 0.05) scales to month 12 postoperatively.
Conclusion. The J-pouch formation after low anterior resection ameliorates anal continence at months 3-6 post-surgery,
reduces low anterior resection syndrome and improves quality of life (FIQL). The ease of implementation and irrel-
evance of evacuatory dysfunction in side-to-end anastomosis make it a superior choice over end-to-end surgery.

Keywords: rectal cancer, colorectal pouch, surgical anastomosis, total mesorectumectomy, surgical staplers, inferior mes-

enteric artery, neoadjuvant therapy, surgical stoma
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BeepeHne

JocTioKeHNA MOCTENHNX eCATUICTUI B XUPYPrUIeCKOM
JIeYeHUM paKa MPAMOJ KUIIKYM IIPUBEIM K YBETMYEHUIO
gyycna CHUHKTEPOCOXPAHAIOMINX OIEPATUBHBIX BMella-
TeNbCTB 6e3 yiep6a OHKONOTMYECKOMY PpafuKaau3My.
OpHaKo IO3UTUBHO BOCIPMHMMAEMbIN ManueHTaMu GpakT
BOCCTAHOBJIEHVISI HENIPEPHIBHOCTM KUIIEYHOTO TPAKTA He-
cer B cebe MOTEHIMANbHYIO YIPO3y CHIDKEHUA KauecTBa
JKV3HM BCTIECTBME BO3HUKAIOWIMX HpOOTIeM C yIpasiie-
HIeM JedeKalyell, aHa/IbHBIM Jiep)KaHUeM CTy/Ia 1 Ia30B.
ITaTonorndecknii CMMIITOMOKOMIUIEKC, HAa3bIBAIOIIMIICS
CHHJIpOMOM HU3KoJ nepepHeit pesexuym (CHIIP), ycmox-
HSAET JKU3Hb MALMEHTOB, «IPVBA3bIBAasA» K TyaleTy U BU-
IoM3MeH:AA HOBefieHYecKue peaxkumu [1, 2]. PesynbraTn
IOpPUMEHEHUS XUPYPIMYECKUX TEXHOJIOIMII, HaIllpaBjIeH-
HpIX Ha Koppeknuio mpossrernit CHIIP, mocraroyno
HIPOTUBOPEYMBBI M He BCErfja KOPPEeNMpPYyIOT C KayeCTBOM
KUsHM [3, 4]. AHanmm3y QyHKIMOHA/IbHBIX Pe3y/IbTaTOB
Y KaueCTBa >KU3HM IAIVIEHTOB, HEPEHEeCIINX TOTATbHYIO
Me3opekTymakToMuio (TMO) ¢ pasnM4HBIMM MeTOHaMMU
PEKOHCTPYKLIUM IIPAMONI KMILIKY, U HOCBALIEHA 3T CTaThA.

MaTepmanbl n vetoabl

C oxra6psa 2015 no HoA6pb 2017 I. B OTAE/IEHUU IIPOKTO-
noru HMMUL, onkonorun um. H.H. bnoxuna nposeneno
HPOCIEKTVBHOE KOHTPOIMPYeMOe MCC/Iefl0BaHMe MO OLleH-
ke 3 PeKTMBHOCTYU Pa3INIHBIX CIOCOO0B PEKOHCTPYKIIMU
IPAMOJM KUIIKM IIOC/IE€ TOTaJbHOM Me30PEKTYM3KTOMUM
mo mosopy paka mrT1-4aN0-2MO. Xupyprudeckoe BMe-
IIATeNTbCTBO BBINOIHANIOCH JIATAPOTOMHBIM, JIAIIaPOCKOIIN-
YeCKMM MM TPaHCaHA/IbHBIM JOCTYNOM. PaHpgoMmsaumsa
IpOBOAM/IACh HAaKaHyHe oIlepaumy («CIembIM» MeTo-
IOM B KOHBEpPTax) IO CIoco0y (opMMpOBaHUA aHACTO-
Mo3a: J-o6pasHbiii pesepByap (J-OP), aHacTomo03 60k-
B-koHen, (BBK), amacromo3 xonen-B-koHern (KBK). Bce
BUJBl KOJIOPEKTa/JIbHBIX aHACTOMO30B (HOPMIUPOBAIUCDH
IpY IMOMOIIM CTEIUIEPHBIX AIIIapaTOB LUMPKY/IAPHOTO IIBa.
AHacTOMO3 0OK-B-KOHeIl OCYLIeCTB/LICA Ha PacCTOs-
HUM 3-5 CM OT KY/IbTM HM3BOZMMON KuLIKK. A dop-
MUpOBaHUA J-00pasHOro pe3epByapa C JJIMHON KOJIeHa
He 6oree 5 CM UCIONb30BAJICSA JIMHEHO-PEXYIIWil CTe-
wiep. OcyliecTB/ANACh BBICOKAs WIM HM3KasA IepeBA3Ka
HIDKHeOpbDKeeyHoit apTepun. IIpu HeoOXOmMMOCTI IpO-
M3BOAMIACh MOOMIM3aLMA 1eBoro usruba. Becem manmeH-
TaM C Le/IbI0 CO3[aHMs YC/IOBUIL JJIA ONTMMAJIbHOTO 3a-
JKVUBJIEHMA aHAcTOMO3a (OPMUPOBaA/Nach IPEBEHTUBHAA
Wieo- WM TpaHcBep3ocToMa. CpOKM 3aKpbITHA IIPEBEH-
TUBHOM KUIIEYHOM CTOMBI 3aBUCEIN OT HEOOXOMMMOCTH
[IpOBeReHsI afbIOBAHTHOI XVMIOTEPAIINIL.

IMoxasaHUAMY I IPOBEeHNs HEOa'bIOBAHTHOTO IIPOTH-
BOOITYXOJIEBOTO JIeueHMsA (Heoa/[/blOBaHTHAsA XMMMUOTepa-
st (HAXT) B pexxume CAPOX nu60 npooHr1poBaHHOM
xumnonydesoit teparmu COJJ 48-52 Ip Ha Qone Kamenu-
tabuna (IIXJIT)) apmamuce T3b-4N+, skcTpamypaibHas
mmmoBacky/nspHas unsasua (EMVI+), BoBneueHre Me30-
pexrtanpHoit dpacuyu (MRF+) o maHHBIM pefoneparion-
Horo MPT. Hapspy c 0643aTeNbHbIMY KTMHUYECKMMM U VH-
CTPyMEHTa/IbHBIMU MeTOfaMM 00C/IeloBaHMA Hepes U II0c/ie
IIPOBEICHNA HEOAJbIOBAaHTHOM XMMMONY4IeBOil Tepalnu,
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nepesi 3aKpbITMeM CTOMbI U 4epe3 3-6-12 MecAleB IO-
C7ie BOCCTAaHOBMTENTbHOI OINepaluyl MAIMeHThl IPOXOAUIN
¢dyHKIOHAIbHBIE 06CenoBaHNA B 06beMe chUHKTepoMe-
Tpuy ¥ npoduioMerpun. [l OLEHKM aHAJIbHON VIHKOH-
TMHeHUUM, creneHy BbipaxkeHHoctn CHIIP (orcyrcTBue
CHIIP 0-20 621108, crabosbipakerssiit CHITP 21-29 6as-
71108, BbipakeHHblT CHITP 30-42 6ana) u KkadyecTBa )XM3HU
MCIonb3oBamuch mikama Wexner score, LARS score n FIQL.
TTarmeHTHI ¢ MCXOMHOV aHAJbHOM MHKOHTMHEHIuein 2-3-
it CTeTleHM He BK/TI0YAJINCh B CCTIEiOBaHNE.
CraTtucTudyeckue pacyeThl MPOM3BOAMINCH C IIOMOIIBIO
mporpammer SPSS (IBM SPSS Statistics for Macintosh,
version 22.0, IBM Corp, Armonk, NY). IIpu cBs3aHHbBIX
BbIOOpKax ycmonb3oBancs kpurtepuit Wilcoxon, mopcuer
HENIApaAMETPUYECKUX KPUTEPUEB IIPU HECBA3AHHBIX BbI-
6opkax ocymecTB/sUICA 1m0 Kputepuio Mann—Whitney,
U-test.

Pe3ynbtatbl

Ilo pasmuyHBIM HpPUYMHAM YeTBEpPO IAIVIEHTOB VICKIIO-
YeHbl M3 UCCIefOBaHuA: onepanysa lapTmana (2), reHepa-
TM30BaHHBI ITIPOIECC, BLIABIEHHBIN MHTPAOIEPAIIOHHO
(1), OHMK B panHeMm mocneoneparuoHHoM nepuoge (1);
B UTOTe aHa/u3y noaseprinch 90 mauueHToB. B xoze npo-
BeJIeHNA XMPYPrUIeCKOro BMelarTeabcTsa y 7 us 30 manu-
enToB rpynmsl J-OP mpousBefieHa KOHBepCHSA B aHACTO-
MO3 «KOHEI|-B-KOHeIl» 1 § 1 — B «bHOK-B-KOHEI», JIHIIb
y 22 (24,4 %) chopmupoBansl J-o6pasHble pe3epByaphl.
IprunHaMy KOHBepCUY OBUIM Y3KMII Ta3, OKUPEHHe, He-
mocraTouHad AnuHa kumku. B rpynme KBK anacTomo3br
«60K-B-KOHer» copmupoBanst y 30 (33,3 %) 6GONbHBIX.
ITanmeHTHI, KOTOPBIM IPON3BOAUINCH KOHBEPCUM aHACTO-
MO30B, TI€PeXOfiM/IN B COOTBETCTBYIOLIVE IPYIIIbI JMCCTIe-
nosanusA. CoorBeTcTBeHHO, B rpynne KBK Bbimonneno 38
(42,2 %) HUSKUX TEpefHMUX pe3eKLuil ¢ GopMupoBaHIeM
AHACTOMO3a «KOHeI[-B-KOHEI».

3a MCK/IIOYeHNeM II0/1a TPYIIIBI OBUIM CPABHIMSBI IO BCEM
noxasarenam (tabm. 1).

Bsicokast IepeBsi3Ka HYDKHeN! OpbDKeedIHOl apTepun B Me-
CTe OTXOXK[EHUsI OT a0PThI ¥ MOOMIN3AIMS JIEBOTO U3IN-
6a dalle BBIIONHAMNCH B TpyIIe, IAe MPeArnoaaraaoch

Mapamemp J-OP,n=22 BBK,n=30 KBK,n =38 P
Bospacm (meduaHa) 57 60 58 0,362
MyxquHel 6(27,3%) 18 (60,0 %) 20(52,6 %) <0,05
UMT (meduana) 24,9 26,5 27,2 0,101
Paccmosaxue om aHyca, 7,0 7,0 7,5 0,391
w
T1 1(4,5 %) 1(3,3%) 0
T2 4(18,2 %) 4(13,3%) 2(52%) 0,326
T3 13 (59,1 %) 17 (56,7 %) 20(52,6 %)

T4 4(18,2 %) 8(26,7 %) 16 (42,1 %)
N+ 8(36,4 %) 8(26,7 %) 13 (34,2 %) 0,742
HAXT 6(19,3%) 13 (43,3 %) 13(34,3%)
MXJIT 11(50,0 %) 14 (46,7 %) 18 (47,3 %) 1,0
Ta6nuya 1. XapaktepucTvka nauyeHToB B rpynnax
Table 1. Cohort patient profile
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Mapamemp J-OP.n=22 BBK,n=30 KBK,n=38 p
ManouneasusHasa TM3 17(77,3%) 26(86,6 %) 26 (68,5 %) 0,210
Bpems onepayuu, muH 185 230 210 0,144
Kpoeonomeps, mn 75 50 125 0,201
Uneocmoma 11(50,0%) 22(73,4%) 21(53,8%) 0,422
TpaHceep3ocmoma 11(50,0%) 8(26,6 %) 16 (46,1 %)

Boeicokas nepeesska a. mesentericainf 20(91,0%) 20(66,6%) 22(57,9%) 0,074
Mob6unu3sayus cenezeHo4yHo20 usz2uba 20(91,0 %) 7(23,3%) 9(23,7 %) <0,001
IMocneonepayuoHHblii Koliko-0eHb 8 8 8 0,401
Ta6nuya 2. XapakTepucT1K1 OnepaTUBHbIX BMELIATENbCTB
Table 2. Surgical intervention description
J-OP bBK KBK p
IMopoz HeopekmansHoU
YyyecmeumesibHOCMU 43,4 33 31,4 <0,0001
3 mec. 40,1 32,5 30,0 <0,0001
6 mec. 41,2 31,3 29,7 <0,0001
12 mec.
Mepebili noseie k dehexayuu
3 mec. 72,1 62 61,1 <0,0001
6 mec. 69,9 58 58,2 <0,0001
12 mec. 71,3 61,8 61 <0,0001
Mocmo. (i N03bI8 K Oechekayuu
3 mec. 130,3 104,1 98,7 <0,0001
6 mec. 140,4 110,1 102,7 <0,0001
12 mec. 148,1 117,4 115 <0,0001
MakcumaneHo nepeHocUMbIli 06bem
3 mec. 160 138 121 <0,0001
6 mec. 200 170 155 <0,0001
12 mec. 224 204 190 <0,0001
Ta6nuya 3. MaHoMeTpuyecKme XxapakTepuCTKN aHaCTOMO30B
Table 3. Anastomosis manometry
Likana Wexner J-OP*(n=22) bBK**(n=30) KBK***(n=38) p
IMeped onepayueti 0(0-4) 1(0-4) 1(0-4) >0,05
Yepes 3 mecaua 5(4-8) 6(4-10) 10(5-12) *0,07 1%**
*0,044**
**o,o 15***
Yepes 6 mecayes 3(3-6) 5(3-6) 6(3-9) *0,01%%*
*0,02*%*
**0,042***
Yepes 12 mecayes 0(0-2) 1(0-3) 1(0-4) >0,05
MpumeyaHwue: Pa3HbiM KOMYECTBOM 3BE3[04eK OTMEYEeHbI FPynrbl CPaBHEHUA CTaTUCTUYECKON AOCTOBEP-
HOCTIN C L|eJ1blo HarnagHoOCTU MEXrpynnoBoro CpaBHeHUA: *— nauneHTbl J-OP, ** nauneHTbl C aHaCTOMO-
3amu BBK, *** — c anactomo3amu KBK.
Note: Different numbers of asterisks mark the comparison groups of statistical significance for the clarity of
intergroup comparison: * — J-OP patients, ** — patients with STE anastomoses, *** — patients with ETE
anastomoses.
Tabnuya 4. Noka3sartenu 6annos no wkane Wexner
Table 4. Wexner scores
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cospanue J-o6pasHoro pesepsyapa. [Io ocTa/bHBIM XapaK-
TEePUCTUKAM TPYIIIbI ObUIM CpaBHUMBI (Ta61I. 2).

JJoCTOBepHBIX PasAMuuii B 4acTOTe IOCTeONepaliOHHBIX
OC/IOKHEHWII MEXJy TpyNIaMy He BBIAB/IEHO, XOTA TeH-
HeHIMsI K OONbIIeMy 9UCTy IPOCTIeXMBAIAch B TPYIIe
aHAaCTOMO30B «KOHell-B-KoHel» (13,6, 16,7 u 34,2 % coort-
BETCTBEHHO, p = 0,705). [Ipu 3TOM YacTOTa HECOCTOATEND-
HOCTM aHAaCTOMO3a 6blTa oTMedeHa y 1 (4,5 %) maumeHTta
B rpye J-06pasHbIX pe3epByapos, y 1 (3,3 %) — B rpymme
BbBKuy 3 (7,9 %) — B xouTponbHoit rpynne KBK.
VicxopHble IOKasaTenu aHOPEKTa/lIbHOI IpOGUIOMEeTpUN
U CHUHKTEpOMETPUM HEIOCPEACTBEHHO Iepef IIaHMPO-
BaHNEM XVMPYPIMIECKOTO JIeYeHMs y MaIMieHTOB BCeX Tpex
UCCNIeyeMbIX TPYIIl He MMENM [IOCTOBEPHBIX pPasmuMdmit,
PaBHO Kak u Konu4yecTBo 6autoB o Wexner (0 — B J-OP
u no 1 6amny 8 BBK u KBK coorserctBenHo, p > 0,05).
HesaBucuMo OT BMAA PEKOHCTPYKIMM IIOKA3aTeNnM Mak-
CMMAJIbHOTO J]ABJIEHNA TIOKOA ¥ HANPsKeHNUA B aHATTbHOM
KaHajie HAUMHAIOT HApacTaTh C 6 MeCAIeB MOC/Ie 3aKPBITHA
CTOMBI, He ¥Mes JOCTOBEPHbIX PasININii MeXIy TPYIIIaMu
K 12 mecsanam (91,3, 92,3, 93,1 u 178, 179,5, 180,4 MM pT.
ct. B rpynnax J-OP, BBK u KBK cootBeTcTBeHHO, p > 0,05).
Ha Bcex aTamax moc/eonepanyioHHOT0 MOHMTOPMHTA TIOKa-
3aTe/l HEOPEKTAIbHON 4yBCTBUTE/IbHOCTH, IIE€PBbIN U I10-
CTOAHHDIN MO3bIB K fledpexanuy ObIIM JOCTOBEPHO BBILIE
npu J-OP (ta6. 3). HanBeIcIumii mokasarenb MaKCUMAaTbHO
HepeHOCHMOro o0beMa TaKKe 3aperCTPUPOBaH B IPYIIIe
J-OP (x 12 mecsuam — 224, 204 u 190 mn B rpymmax J-OP,
BBK u KBK coorBercTBeHHO, p < 0,0001), uTO roBOpMUT
0 CIIOCOOHOCTY HAKAIUIMBAHNS U YAEPKUBAHNS KUIIETHO-
TO COfIep>KIMOTO.

B coorsercTBUM CcO mikanoi Wexner jnydiuue IIOKasaTen
aHAJIbHOTO JePXKaHMA B CPOKM 3, 6 MeCALEB OTMEYEHbI Y I1a-
1meHToB ¢ J-OP, 3atem y 6onbubix ¢ BBK, ognaxo k 12 me-
csAllaM IOKa3aTe/lyn BCeX TPeX IPYII CPAaBHANUCH (TabmL. 4).
Hanmenee BripaxkeHHble mposBneHnsa CHIIP ormeueHsr
B OCHOBHOI1 IpyTIIe nanyeHTos ¢ J-OP B cpaBHeHNM C KOH-
TponbHoI rpynmoit ¢ KBK n ocHosroit rpynmoit ¢ BBK.
K 12 mecanam npenMymiecTBo J-pesepByapHOi KOHCTPYK-
LMM COXPaHACTCH, TOIAa KaK (yHKIVIOHA/IbHbIE Pe3y/IbTa-
Tl BBK 11 KBK cTanoBsTCs cxoxxmmu (puc. 1).
Bripaskennbie nposasnennsa CHIIP orMmedeHs! y ocTOBEp-
HO 6OJIBIIIEr0 KONMIECTBA ALMEHTOB, KOTOPBIM ObIT Cop-
MuposaH aHacTomo3 KBK, B cpaBHeHMn c anacromosamu
J-OP u BBK (T1a6mn. 5).

Ha nporsxenun Bcero nepuosa u 1o npoumectsuu 12 me-
csAlLleB IIOCTIe 3aKPBITHS IPEBEHTUBHONM KUILEYHON CTOMBI
YacToTa CTyna y maumeHtoB ¢ J-OP 6b1a mocToBepHO
pexxe B cpaBHeHunu ¢ anactomosom BBK n KBK (1,3, 1,6
u 1,8 pasa B CcyTKu cooTBeTcTBeHHO). PopMupoBaHue
aHactomo3a BBK mpopeMoHcTpupoBano mpeuMyuiecTBo
B 9TOM IoKasaTene B cpaBHeHUM ¢ KBK numb B cpokn
3 mecana (Tabm. 6).

Hapsapy c yny4uieHneM pe3epByapHoOit GyHKINY B IPyIIIIe
J-OP (8 menbuieint crenenu B BBK) 6bu1a BeisiBNIEHa IpO-
61eMa C ONOPOXHEHMEM «HEOPEKTyM», Hajauume ¢par-
MEeHTMPOBAHHOTO MHOTOMOMEHTHOTO CTYy/a, YTO MHOTZA
Tpe6oBalo MpUMeHeHuA MUKpOKIu3M. [Ipu Mexrpynmo-
BOM IIOIIAPHOM CPaBHEHMM Ha CPOKax 3 1 6 MecAnes Io-
C/le 3aKpBITUA CTOMBI JOCTOBEPHO Yallle MMKPOKIM3MbI
HIPUMEHANNCh B OCHOBHOI rpymne ¢ J-OP (y 40,9 u 59,1 %
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COOTBeTCTBeHHO), B cpaBHeHuu ¢ KBK (18,4 u 21 % co-
orBercTBeHHO) 1 BBK (23,3 1 33,3 % COOTBETCTBEHHO)
(J-OP npotus KBK p = 0,002 u p = 0,007; KBK nporus
BBK p = 0,823 u p = 0,021; BBK mporus J-OP p = 0,005
up =0,013).

y]Iy‘-IHIeHI/Ie beHKLU/IOHa}IbeIX pe3y}IhTaTOB y IIAIMEHTOB
c pesepByapoM 1 aHacTomo3oMm BBK mpmBeno k moBbI-
mennio Kadectsa kusHu (FIQL) atux 607bpHBIX B CpaBHe-
Hun ¢ anactomosoMm KBK B mikamax «o6pas sxmsum» (3,21,
3,22 u 3,03 cOOTBETCTBEHHO, p < 0,05) U «kommHr» (3,29,
3,21 u 2,95 cOOTBETCTBEHHO, p < 0,05), cOXpaHAIIEMYyCa
K 12 MecAlaM mocie omepauuu. B mKamax «gernpeccus»
U «Pa304apOBaHME» CYLUIECTBEHHDBIX Da3IU4Mil MEXIY
rpynnaMM HEe OTMEYEHO.

O6cyxpaeHve

Hambonee pacnpocTpaHeHHbBIMM CrOCO6aMy  pelreHus
po6/IeMbl CMHAPOMa HU3KOI IlepeiHell pe3eKIny IpsAMOit
KMIIKY I1I0C/Ie yTpaTI)I aMHyHbI ABIAKTCA pa3/INIHbIE METO-
bl XMPYPFM‘{GCKOI}’I KOppe€Kuny, HallpaB/IEHHbIE Ha yBeTH/I-
YeHUEe 06'beMa HeOpeKTyM I y}Iy‘{HIeHI/I?I «HAKOIINTE/Ib-
HO» yHKuMY [5-24].

HeCMOTpﬂ Ha y}IquueHI/[e (byHKLU/IOHaHI)HI)IX pesyanaTOB
IpY MCIOb30BaHUM J-06pa3Horo pesepByapa nocie TMO,
¢dbopMupoBaHye U HU3BEleHUE B IOJIOCTb Ta3a pe3epBy-
apHOJ KOHCTPYKIIMYU He BCErfja OCYLIECTBYMO, IIOCKOIbKY
(daxTop M36BITOYHOrO BUCLEPATBHOTO OXUPEHMUsI, HENO-
CTaTOYHBIE IIONepeYHbIe Pa3Mephl Tasa (Jalle y My>X4MH)
" OTpaHMYEHHAA [/ITHA HM3BOI[MMOﬁ[ KNIIKN HpeHHTCTBy-
10T 3TOMY (8 13 30 — 26,6 %). Hamy aHHbIe KOPPENIMPYIOT
¢ pesynbratamu G.J.C. Harris u coaBr., B paboTe KOTOPBIX
y 24 u3 107 (26,2 %) manueHToB 6blla OCYILIECTBIEHA KOH-
Bepciust J-06pasHOTO pe3epByapo-peKTOAHACTOMO3a B aHa-
CTOMO3 «KOHell-B-KOHeI» [25].

HecMoTpsa Ha yTBepx/eHMe HEKOTOPBIX MCCIIefoBaTesneit
O CHVDKEHMU YaCTOTBI HECOCTOATENbHOCTU KOJMOPEKTab-
HOT'O aHaCTOMO3a Ip1 GOpPMIPOBaHNY J-06pasHOro pesep-
Byapa B CBA3U C JIYy9IIIM KPOBOTOKOM B aHTI/I6pr)Ke€‘{HOM
Kpae, UCIIONb3yeMOM /11 GOpMMpOBaHNA aHACTOMO3a [5,
6], B HallleM MCC/IEOBaHNY He ITOKa3aHO 9TOTO MPEVMYIIie-
crBa. Ha aHayormyHblie pesyanaTbI yKa3bIBaIOT n ,upyr]/[e
aBTODHI [7, 26].

dopmuposane J-06pasHOro peseppyapa IpUBENO K yIyd-
IIEeHNIO TIOKa3aTesiell aHaAbHOVM KOHTUHEHIINM B COOTBET-
cTBUM €O mKanoir Wexner B cCpoku 3-6 MecC. B CpPaBHEHUM
¢ bBK u KBK. Ilo Bceit BuaMMoCTy, yBenndeHne obbeMa
HM3BOI[MMO§[ KNIIKM OIIOCPENOBAHHO ynquaeT (byHK-
L0 aHA/JBbHOTO JiepXKaHNA, IIOCKO/IbKY IIPUM aHaCTOMO3e
BBK mokasaTeny mkansl Wexner Take CBUETENbCTBYIOT
0 IIpeuMyIIecTBe B CpaBHeHMH ¢ aHacToMo3oM KBK.

V. Markovi¢ u coaBt. npoananmusuposanyu 80 HalueHTOB
nocie TMO 1o HoBOAy paka MpAMO¥ KMIIKK, 3 KOTOPBIX
40 cdopmupoBan J-o6pasHbiil pesepByap n 40 — aHa-
CcTOMO3 «BOK-B-KOHel». Y 73,7 % OoTMeueHa HOpMasbHas
koHTMHeHIMA (0-1 6amn mo mxane Wexner), y 13,8 % —
2-4 6amma, y 8,7 % — 5-8 6amoB u 'y 3,7 % — moxas GyHK-
st (9-20 6a/1oB). Y HAIMEHTOB C pe3epByapoM OTMedeHa
TEH/IEHIMA K YIy4IIeHNI0 QYHKIMN AepKaHMA IO IIKaje
Wexner [27].

KpeatnsHasa xupyprusa n oHkonorus, Tom 11, N2 3, 2021
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PucyHok 1. PacnpepeneHue 6anioB B COOTBETCTBUM C ONPOcHMKom LARS
Figure 1. Score distribution with LARS questionnaire

J-OP* (n=22) BbBK** (n = 30) KBK *** (n = 38) 14

Yepes 3 mecaua 9,1% 30% 55,2 % *<0,007***
*0’07**
**01038***
Uepes 6 mecayes 0 33% 21% *0,021%**
*0,39**

*%(0, 03 %**

MprimeyaHve: PasHbIM KONMYECTBOM 3BE3[J04EK OTMEUEHbI FPYNMbl CPAaBHEHWA CTAaTUCTUYECKOI AOCTOBEP-
HOCTM C LieSblo HarIAZHOCTN MEXIPynnoBoro cpaBHeHusA: * — nauyueHTbl J-OP, ** — navueHTbl ¢ aHaCTOMO-
3amu BBK, *** — c aHacTomozamu KBK.

Note: Different numbers of asterisks mark the comparison groups of statistical significance for the clarity of
intergroup comparison: * — J-OP patients, ** — patients with STE anastomoses, *** — patients with ETE
anastomoses.

Ta6nuya 5. BoipaxkeHHble npossneHna CHIP B 3aBUCKMOCTM OT BUAA PEKOHCTPYKLMM MPAMON KULIKA
Table 5. Low Anterior Resection Syndrome events by rectal reconstruction type

J-obpasHelili pesepsyap*  bok 8 koHey**  KoHeu 6 KoHey*** P
(n=22) (n=30) (n=38)
Yepes 2,4 4,2 5,2 *<0,0007***
3 mecaya **<0,0007***
*<0,0001**

Yepes 2,1 3,2 3,5 <0,0001

6 mecsayes **0,135%%%
<0,0001

Yepes 1,3 1,6 1,8 *<0,003***

12 mecayes **0,16%**
*0,05**

MprimeyaHwe: PasHbIM KONMYECTBOM 3BE3[J04EK OTMEUEHbI FPYMMbl CPABHEHWA CTAaTUCTNYECKOI AOCTOBEP-
HOCTM C LieSblo HarAgHOCTN MEXIPynnoBoro cpaBHeHusA: * — nauyueHTbl J-OP, ** — navuueHTbl ¢ aHacTOMO-
3amm BBK, *** — c aHactomo3amu KBK.

Note: Different numbers of asterisks mark the comparison groups of statistical significance for the clarity of
intergroup comparison: * — J-OP patients, ** — patients with STE anastomoses, *** — patients with ETE
anastomoses.

Ta6nuya 6. CpepHAA YacToTa CTyna B 3, 6 1 12 MecALEB Noc/e 3aKpbiTUA NPEBEHTVBHON KNLLEYHOW
CTOMbI
Table 6. Average stool frequency at months 3, 6 and 12 after preventive bowel stoma closure
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K rogy mocne omepanuy rnokasarenyu BCeX TPy eMOH-
CTPUPYIOT paBHble 3HaYEHWUA, YTO TOBOPUT O (PyHKIM-
OHA/IbHOJ aflalTaliuyl HU3BEIEHHOM KUIIKM B IONOCTH
Ta3a HE3aBMCUMO OT TUIA KOTOPEKTaTbHOTO aHaCTOMO-
3a. Ha aHanormuHble GakThl YKa3bIBalOT U IPyTye aBTO-
pol [11, 12, 28].

IIpenMyniecTBOM J-06pasHOTO pesepByapa IO JaHHBIM
aBTOPOB, NPENIOKUBIINX 3Ty METOJIUKY, SIB/IAETCSA YMEHb-
IIeHNe YacTOTHI CTY/a, YTO KOPpenupyeT C yBeIWYeHN-
eM MaKCHMAaJIbHO INePEHOCHMOIO M IOPOTOBOTO OOBbeMa
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTM B CPAaBHEHMMU C AaHACTOMO30M «KOHeI]-
B-KOHell» [8]. JlaHHaA 3aBUCHMMOCTb CBMAETEIbCTBYET
0 mpemmyuiectBe (POpPMMPOBAHUSA pe3epBYapHOIl KOH-
CTPYKLUMY, KOMIEHCUPYIOIIEN yTPadeHHYI0  aMITyITy
TpAMOJ KMIIKKM. B HameM mccriefoBaHuyu yMeHblIeHME
YacTOTBI CTyIa Y GOMBHBIX C J-0OpasHbIM pesepByapoM
B cpaBHeHUM ¢ aHactomosamu BBK n KBK na6mopanocs
Ha IPOTKEHUM 12 Mec. 1Moc/ie 3aKphITUA KUIIEYHOI CTO-
Mbl. [Ipy 9TOM OPOT HEOPEKTaMbHOI YyBCTBUTENBHOCTH,
TIePBBIil M IOCTOAHHDII NTO3bIB K fledpeKanny, a TAKKe MaK-
CMMaJIbHO NePEeHOCUMBIN 06beM OBUIN TOCTOBEPHO BBILIE,
4yeM B TIpynmax cpaBHeHMA. PopMupOBaHME aHACTOMO3a
BBK Tak»xe IpuBesno K JOCTOBEPHOMY YMEHbILEHMIO YaCTO-
THI CTy/Ia B CpaBHeHMN ¢ aHactomo3zoM KBK, uTo koppenn-
pyeT ¢ maHHbIMU yuTepatypsl [10, 24], ogHako K 12 Mecs-
1]JaM 3TY [TOKA3aTeNlu CPAaBHAMUC.

IIpu ncnonp3oBanuy pesepByapHOil KOHCTPYKIMM 10 50 %
6ONLHBIX CTPAZIAIOT JIUTENbHON 3BaKyaTOPHOIN AUCHYHK-
IMell KUIIeYHNKa, Tpebyrolell KOHCEPBaTHBHBIX Mepo-
IpyUATHIT (MUKPOKIN3MBI, CTabUTeIbHbIe IMpernapaTsl, A1-
eTa ¢ OONBIINM COTEpP)KaHNMeM PacTUTENbHOM KIeTYaTKM)
[13, 14, 29]. OpHako pu fMMHE pe3epByapa 5 CM pe3yibTa-
ThI 9BaKyaTOPHOI QYHKIMY 3HAUMTEIBHO JTy4llle, HeXKeu
pu fiyinHe pesepsyapa 10 cm [16]. B Hamem nccnegoBanum
TOCTOBEPHO Yallle MUKPOKIN3MBI NIPYMEHAMNCh B OCHOB-
Holi rpymie ¢ J-OP B cpaBHEHUY € OCTaTbHBIMU TPYTIIIAMMA.
IInaHMpoBaHMe NAHHOIO BUJA pe3epByapa HO/DKHO 006-
CYXKAATbCsL C MAIMeHTaMl, OCOOEHHO IIOXKIIOTO BO3pac-
Ta, HOCKO/IbKY IPEALIeCTBYIOLINE 3aI0OPbl CIIOCOOCTBYIOT
$hOpMMPOBaHIIO INIOTHBIX KAJIOBBIX MAacC ¥ HECBOEBPEMEH-
HOMY OIIOPOXXHEHMUIO, YTO TpebyeT AMEeTIIECKOTO KOHTPO-
7 ¥ TIPYMEHeHMsA OYMCTUTENbHBIX MMUKPOKIN3M. Bmecte
¢ TeM B rpymne ¢ aHactomo3amy BBK sBakyaropHas myic-
GYHKIMA BCTpedaeTcs 3HAYUTENbHO PeXke, YTO TaKXKe Io-
3BOJIIET PEKOMEHMIOBATh 3Ty MeToauKy [10, 17-19], npu-
HUMas BO BHUMaHNe QYHKIMOHAMbHYIO 3PQeKTUBHOCTh
U XUPYPIUYeCKylo 6e30IacHOCTh MeTona. pyrue mccre-
moBaHus [20-23], cpaBHMBaroIye J-06pasHbIil pesepByap
u anactomo3 BBK, cBueTenbCTBYIOT O HEKOTOPOM IIpen-
MYIIeCTBe pe3epByapHOJ KOHCTPYKIMM, HO COITAIIAIOTCA,
4TO «OOK-B-KOHEI» TaKKe MOXKeT OBITh MEeTOJOM BBIOOpa
B BOIIPOCE YIy4lLIeHNs GYHKIMOHAIbHBIX Pe3y/IbTaTOB.
IIpenmymiecTBa B KauyeCcTBe KM3HY Y MALMEHTOB C PEKOH-
CTPYKLyeli IPAMOJ KUIIKY COXPAaHAIOTCA Ha IPOTAKEHUNI
12 MecsIEeB, YTO COINMACYeTCA C JaHHBIMU IPYTUX aBTOPOB.
Tak, J.G. Park u coaBr. npoananusuposanu 50 manyeH-
TOB C HIDKHEAMITY/LIPHBIM PaKOM IPAMON KMIIKM, TIepe-
Hecumx ¢opMupoBaHye J-o6pa3Horo pesepsyapa mnbo
«IIpSAMOTO» KOJIOPEKTa/lbHOTO aHacToMo3a. Ilo ucredenun

12 MecsilleB IIOCIe 3aKPBITHS CTOMBI y GOMBHBIX C pesep-
ByapHOII KOHCTPYKLMEJ OTMEeYanoCch JOCTOBEPHO JIydllee
KavecTBO >km3HM 1o mKamam FIST u FIQL [30]. [To gpanubM
PaHJOMI3MPOBAHHOTO IIBEIIIAPCKOrO MCCAeoBaHmA |3,
4], J-pesepByap nmeet npeumyinectsa neper BBK u KBK
B Ka4yecTBe XXM3HM BIJIOTH [10 12 MecAlleB MOC/e ONepanym,
OffHaKO (YHKIMOHATbHbIE PE3y/IbTaThl MEXAY IPYIIaMu
He OT/INYAI0TCA.

3aknoyeHune

TaxkuMm obpasom, opmupoBaHue J-o6pasHOro pesepBya-
pa Ioc/le HU3KOIL IepefiHeil pe3eKIuy MPpUBOANUT K YIyd-
LIEHMI0 aHAJIbHOM KOHTUMHEHLUU B CPOKM 3-6 MecAleB
HOC/Ie OIepalyy, YMEHbIIEHNIO MPOSABICHNII CHHAPOMA
HU3KOJ IepefiHeli pe3eKUMM ¥ IOBBILIEHNI0 KaueCTBa JKI3-
Hu (FIQL). B To >xe Bpems mokasaHus K popMupOBAHIIO
pesepBYapHOil PeKOHCTPYKIUM TIPAMOJ KUIIKM JIOTDKHBI
PermaMeHTHPOBATbCA C YI€TOM PUCKOB BO3MOXKHBIX TeX-
HUYECKMX CIO0XKHOCTEN ¥ 9BAKyaTOPHOI AUCHYHKIIUM.
VYka3aHHBle HEOCTATKM He XapaKTEepHBI [ aHACTOMO-
3a «OOK-B-KOHEI», UTO MO3BO/SIET PEKOMEHIOBATH €ro
K IPVMEHEHVIO, YYUTBIBasA OYeBU/JHbIE IIPEUMYILECTBA
mepes, aHAaCTOMO30M «KOHel[-B-KOHel». HepgocraTkamu
HAIllero VMCC/IEOBAaHMsA ABIACTCS HeOOMbIIOe KOMMYECTBO
KIMHUYECKOTO MaTepuaa, YTo He MO3BO/sieT chOpMUpo-
BaTbh OKOHYATe/IbHbIe BBIBOJIBI.

NHbopmauma o KOHGMKTE MHTEpPECOoB.
KoHmMKT MHTEpecoB OTCYyTCTBYET.

NHdopmauma o cnioHcopcTBee.
Taunas pabota He GMHAHCHPOBAIACH.

Cnuncok nuteparypbl

1 Bryant C.L., Lunniss P.J., Knowles C.H., Thaha M.A., Chan C.L.
Anterior resection syndrome. Lancet Oncol. 2012;13(9):e403-8. DOI:
10.1016/51470-2045(12)70236-X

2 Emmertsen K.J., Laurberg S. Low anterior resection syndrome score:
development and validation of a symptom-based scoring system for
bowel dysfunction after low anterior resection for rectal cancer. Ann
Surg. 2012;255(5):922-8. DOI: 10.1097/SLA.0b013e31824f1c21

3 Ribi K., Marti W.R,, Bernhard J., Grieder E, Graf M., Gloor B,, et al.
Quality of life after total mesorectal excision and rectal replacement:
comparing Side-to-End, Colon J-Pouch and straight colorectal recon-
struction in a randomized, phase III trial (SAKK 40/04). Ann Surg
Oncol. 2019;26(11):3568-76. DOI: 10.1245/510434-019-07525-2

4 Marti WR,, Curti G., Wehrli H., Grieder F, Graf M., Gloor B., et
al. Clinical outcome after rectal replacement with Side-to-End,
Colon-J-Pouch, or straight colorectal anastomosis following total
mesorectal excision: a swiss prospective, randomized, multicenter
trial (SAKK 40/04). Ann Surg. 2019;269(5):827-35. DOI: 10.1097/
SLA.0000000000003057

5  Pucciarelli S., Del Bianco P,, Pace U., Bianco E, Restivo A., Maretto L., et
al. Multicentre randomized clinical trial of colonic J pouch or straight
stapled colorectal reconstruction after low anterior resection for rectal
cancer. Br J Surg. 2019;106(9):1147-55. DOI: 10.1002/bjs.11222

6 Rubin F, Douard R., Wind P. The functional outcomes of coloanal
and low colorectal anastomoses with reservoirs after low rectal cancer
resections. Am Surg. 2014;80(12):1222-9. PMID: 25513921

7 Rutkowski A., Olesinski T., Zajac L., Bednarczyk M., Szpakowski M.
The risk of anastomotic leakage after anterior resection: retrospec-
tive analysis of 501 rectal cancer patients operated without protective
stoma. Minerva Chir. 2017;72(6):491-498. DOI: 10.23736/S0026-
4733.17.07411-9

8  Lazorthes F, Gamagami R., Chiotasso P, Istvan G., Muhammad S. Pro-
spective, randomized study comparing clinical results between small
and large colonic J-pouch following coloanal anastomosis. Dis Colon
Rectum. 1997;40(12):1409-13. DOI: 10.1007/BF02070703

Creative Surgery and Oncology, Volume 11, No. 3, 2021



Opl/l r’MHaNnbHbIE NccnenoBaHnA

9  Parray EQ, Farougqi U,, Wani M.L., Chowdri N.A., Shaheen F. Colonic
J pouch neo-rectum versus straight anastomosis for low rectal cancers.
Indian J Cancer. 2014;51(4):560-4. DOI: 10.4103/0019-509X.175341

10 Hou S., Wang Q,, Zhao S., Liu E, Guo P, Ye Y. Safety and efficacy of
side-to-end anastomosis versus colonic J-pouch anastomosis in sphinc-
ter-preserving resections: an updated meta-analysis of randomized
controlled trials. World J Surg Oncol. 2021;19(1):130. DOI: 10.1186/
512957-021-02243-0

11 Dulskas A., Kavaliauskas P,, Pilipavicius L., Jodinskas M., Mikalonis
M., Samalavicius N.E., et al. Long-term bowel dysfunction following
low anterior resection. Sci Rep. 2020;10:11882. DOI: 10.1038/s41598-
020-68900-8

12 Sturiale A., Martellucci J., Zurli L., Vaccaro C., Brusciano L., Limongelli
P, et al. Long-term functional follow-up after anterior rectal resection
for cancer. Int J Colorectal Dis. 2017;32(1):83-8. DOL: 10.1007/s00384-
016-2659-6

13 Sakr A, Sauri F, Alessa M., Zakarnah E., Alawfi H., Torky R, et al.
Assessment and management of low anterior resection syndrome after
sphincter preserving surgery for rectal cancer. Chin Med J (Engl).
2020;133(15):1824-33. DOI: 10.1097/CM9.0000000000000852

14 Keane C., Wells C., O’Grady G., Bissett I.P. Defining low anterior resec-
tion syndrome: a systematic review of the literature. Colorectal Dis.
2017;19:713-22. DOI: 10.1111/codi.13767

15  Gavaruzzi T., Pace U., Giandomenico E, Pucciarelli S., Bianco E,
Selvaggi E, et al. Colonic J-pouch or straight colorectal reconstruc-
tion after low anterior resection for rectal cancer: impact on quality
of life and bowel function: a multicenter prospective randomized
study. Dis Colon Rectum. 2020;63(11):1511-23. DOI: 10.1097/
DCR.0000000000001745

16 Hida]J., Yasutomi M., Fujimoto K., Okuno K., Ieda S., Machidera N., et
al. Functional outcome after low anterior resection with low anastomo-
sis for rectal cancer using the colonic J-pouch. Prospective randomized
study for determination of optimum pouch size. Dis Colon Rectum.
1996;39(9):986-91. DOI: 10.1007/BF02054686

17 Huber ET., Herter B., Siewert J.R. Colonic pouch vs. side-to-end anas-
tomosis in low anterior resection. Dis Colon Rectum. 1999;42(7):896—
902. DOI: 10.1007/BF02237098

18 Lee G.C,, Cavallaro PM., Savitt L.R., Hodin R.A., Kunitake H., Ric-
ciardi R., et al. Bowel function after J-pouch may be more complex
than previously appreciated: a comprehensive analysis to highlight
existing knowledge gaps. Dis Colon Rectum. 2020;63(2):207-16. DOI:
10.1097/DCR.0000000000001543

19 Wang Z. Colonic J-pouch versus side-to-end anastomosis for rectal
cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized con-
trolled trials. BMC Surg. 2021;21(1):331. DOI: 10.1186/512893-021-
01313-0

20 Doeksen A, Bakx R., Vincent A., van Tets W.E,, Sprangers M.A.,
Gerhards MLE, et al. J-pouch vs side-to-end coloanal anastomosis after
preoperative radiotherapy and total mesorectal excision for rectal can-
cer: a multicentre randomized trial. Colorectal Dis. 2012;14(6):705-13.
DOI: 10.1111/j.1463-1318.2011.02725.x

21 Siddiqui M.R,, Sajid M.S., Woods W.G., Cheek E., Baig M.K. A meta-
analysis comparing side to end with colonic J-pouch formation after
anterior resection for rectal cancer. Tech Coloproctol. 2010;14(2):113-
23.DOI: 10.1007/s10151-010-0576-1

22 Okkabaz N., Haksal M., Atici A.E., Altuntas Y.E., Gundogan E., Gezen
EC, et al. J-pouch vs. side-to-end anastomosis after hand-assisted
laparoscopic low anterior resection for rectal cancer: A prospective
randomized trial on short and long term outcomes including life
quality and functional results. Int ] Surg. 2017;47:4-12. DOI: 10.1016/j.
ijsu.2017.09.012

23 Parc Y, Ruppert R., Fuerst A., Golcher H., Zutshi M., Hull T, et al.
Better function with a colonic J-pouch or a Side-to-end anastomosis? A
randomized controlled trial to compare the complications, functional
outcome, and quality of life in patients with low rectal cancer after a
J-Pouch or a Side-to-end anastomosis. Ann Surg. 2019;269(5):815-26.
DOI: 10.1097/SLA.0000000000003249

24 Poibakos E.I, Iuxynos JI.10., Bynryes A.C., ®omenko O.10.
Pesy/braThl CpPaBHUTENBHOTO aHA/MM3a POPMUPOBAHMA GOKO-
KOHIIEBOTO ¥ IIPSIMOTO aHACTOMO3a TIPY HU3KOI IIepejiHelt Pe3eKIuu
npaMoit kuiky. Komonpoxronorus. 2015;4:4-10.

25 Harris G.J., Lavery LJ., Fazio V.W. Reasons for failure to construct the
colonic J-pouch. What can be done to improve the size of the neorectal
reservoir should it occur? Dis Colon Rectum. 2002;45(10):1304-8.
DOI: 10.1007/510350-004-6414-7

26  YunJ.A., Cho Y.B,, Park Y.A., Huh J.W,, Yun S.H., Kim H.C,, et al.
Clinical manifestations and risk factors of anastomotic leakage after

KpeatnsHasa xupyprusa n oHkonorus, Tom 11, N2 3, 2021

27

28

29

30

low anterior resection for rectal cancer. ANZ J Surg. 2017;87(11):908-
14. DOI: 10.1111/ans.13143

Markovi¢ V., Dimitrijevi¢ L, Barisi¢ G., Krivokapi¢ Z. Comparison of
functional outcome of colonic J-pouch and latero-terminal anasto-
mosis in low anterior resection for rectal cancer. Srp Arh Celok Lek.
2015;143(3-4):158-61. DOI: 10.2298/sarh1504158m

Keane C., Fearnhead N.S., Bordeianou L.G., Christensen P., Basany
E.E., Laurberg S, et al. International consensus definition of low ante-
rior resection syndrome. Dis Colon Rectum. 2020;63(3):274-84. DOI:
10.1097/DCR.0000000000001583

Croese A.D., Lonie ].M., Trollope A.F, Vangaveti V.N., Ho YH. A
meta-analysis of the prevalence of low anterior resection syndrome
and systematic review of risk factors. Int J Surg. 2018;56:234-41. DOI:
10.1016/.ijsu.2018.06.031

Park ].G., Lee M.R,, Lim S.B., Hong C.W,, Yoon S.N., Kang S.B., et al.
Colonic J-pouch anal anastomosis after ultralow anterior resection with
upper sphincter excision for low-lying rectal cancer. World J Gastroen-
terol. 2005;11(17):2570-3. DOI: 10.3748/wjg.v11.i17.2570

References

1

10

11

12

13

14

Bryant C.L., Lunniss PJ., Knowles C.H., Thaha M.A., Chan C.L.
Anterior resection syndrome. Lancet Oncol. 2012;13(9):e403-8. DOI:
10.1016/S1470-2045(12)70236-X

Emmertsen K.J., Laurberg S. Low anterior resection syndrome score:
development and validation of a symptom-based scoring system for
bowel dysfunction after low anterior resection for rectal cancer. Ann
Surg. 2012;255(5):922-8. DOI: 10.1097/SLA.0b013e31824f1c21

Ribi K., Marti W.R., Bernhard J., Grieder E, Graf M., Gloor B, et al.
Quality of life after total mesorectal excision and rectal replacement:
comparing Side-to-End, Colon J-Pouch and straight colorectal recon-
struction in a randomized, phase III trial (SAKK 40/04). Ann Surg
Oncol. 2019;26(11):3568-76. DOI: 10.1245/510434-019-07525-2

Marti WR,, Curti G., Wehrli H., Grieder F, Graf M., Gloor B,, et

al. Clinical outcome after rectal replacement with Side-to-End,
Colon-J-Pouch, or straight colorectal anastomosis following total
mesorectal excision: a swiss prospective, randomized, multicenter

trial (SAKK 40/04). Ann Surg. 2019;269(5):827-35. DOI: 10.1097/
SLA.0000000000003057

Pucciarelli S., Del Bianco P, Pace U,, Bianco F, Restivo A., Maretto I, et
al. Multicentre randomized clinical trial of colonic J pouch or straight
stapled colorectal reconstruction after low anterior resection for rectal
cancer. Br J Surg. 2019;106(9):1147-55. DOI: 10.1002/bjs.11222

Rubin E, Douard R., Wind P. The functional outcomes of coloanal

and low colorectal anastomoses with reservoirs after low rectal cancer
resections. Am Surg. 2014;80(12):1222-9. PMID: 25513921

Rutkowski A., Olesinski T., Zajac L., Bednarczyk M., Szpakowski M. The
risk of anastomotic leakage after anterior resection: retrospective analysis
of 501 rectal cancer patients operated without protective stoma. Minerva
Chir. 2017;72(6):491-498. DOI: 10.23736/S0026-4733.17.07411-9
Lazorthes F.,, Gamagami R., Chiotasso P, Istvan G., Muhammad S. Pro-
spective, randomized study comparing clinical results between small
and large colonic J-pouch following coloanal anastomosis. Dis Colon
Rectum. 1997;40(12):1409-13. DOI: 10.1007/BF02070703

Parray EQ., Farouqi U., Wani M.L., Chowdri N.A., Shaheen E Colonic
J pouch neo-rectum versus straight anastomosis for low rectal cancers.
Indian J Cancer. 2014;51(4):560-4. DOI: 10.4103/0019-509X.175341
Hou S., Wang Q,, Zhao S., Liu E, Guo P, Ye Y. Safety and efficacy of
side-to-end anastomosis versus colonic J-pouch anastomosis in sphinc-
ter-preserving resections: an updated meta-analysis of randomized
controlled trials. World J Surg Oncol. 2021;19(1):130. DOI: 10.1186/
$12957-021-02243-0

Dulskas A., Kavaliauskas P., Pilipavicius L., Jodinskas M., Mikalonis
M., Samalavicius N.E,, et al. Long-term bowel dysfunction following
low anterior resection. Sci Rep. 2020;10:11882. DOI: 10.1038/541598-
020-68900-8

Sturiale A., Martellucci J., Zurli L., Vaccaro C., Brusciano L., Limongelli
P, et al. Long-term functional follow-up after anterior rectal resection
for cancer. Int ] Colorectal Dis. 2017;32(1):83-8. DOI: 10.1007/s00384-
016-2659-6

Sakr A., Sauri E, Alessa M., Zakarnah E., Alawfi H., Torky R., et al.
Assessment and management of low anterior resection syndrome after
sphincter preserving surgery for rectal cancer. Chin Med J (Engl).
2020;133(15):1824-33. DOI: 10.1097/CM9.0000000000000852

Keane C., Wells C., O'Grady G., Bissett LP. Defining low anterior resec-
tion syndrome: a systematic review of the literature. Colorectal Dis.
2017;19:713-22. DOI: 10.1111/codi.13767

201


https://elibrary.ru/contents.asp?id=34139795
https://elibrary.ru/contents.asp?id=34139795&selid=24498826

Opmrm HaJibHble nccnenoBaHnA

202

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Gavaruzzi T., Pace U., Giandomenico E,, Pucciarelli S., Bianco F.,
Selvaggi F, et al. Colonic J-pouch or straight colorectal reconstruc-
tion after low anterior resection for rectal cancer: impact on quality
of life and bowel function: a multicenter prospective randomized
study. Dis Colon Rectum. 2020;63(11):1511-23. DOI: 10.1097/
DCR.0000000000001745

Hida J., Yasutomi M., Fujimoto K., Okuno K., Ieda S., Machidera N., et
al. Functional outcome after low anterior resection with low anastomo-
sis for rectal cancer using the colonic J-pouch. Prospective randomized
study for determination of optimum pouch size. Dis Colon Rectum.
1996;39(9):986-91. DOI: 10.1007/BF02054686

Huber ET.,, Herter B., Siewert J.R. Colonic pouch vs. side-to-end anas-
tomosis in low anterior resection. Dis Colon Rectum. 1999;42(7):896—
902. DOI: 10.1007/BF02237098

Lee G.C., Cavallaro PM., Savitt L.R., Hodin R.A., Kunitake H., Ric-
ciardi R., et al. Bowel function after J-pouch may be more complex
than previously appreciated: a comprehensive analysis to highlight
existing knowledge gaps. Dis Colon Rectum. 2020;63(2):207-16. DOI:
10.1097/DCR.0000000000001543

Wang Z. Colonic J-pouch versus side-to-end anastomosis for rectal
cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized con-
trolled trials. BMC Surg. 2021;21(1):331. DOI: 10.1186/512893-021-
01313-0

Doeksen A., Bakx R., Vincent A., van Tets W.E, Sprangers M.A.,
Gerhards MLE, et al. J-pouch vs side-to-end coloanal anastomosis after
preoperative radiotherapy and total mesorectal excision for rectal can-
cer: a multicentre randomized trial. Colorectal Dis. 2012;14(6):705-13.
DOI: 10.1111/§.1463-1318.2011.02725.x

Siddiqui M.R., Sajid M.S., Woods W.G., Cheek E., Baig M.K. A meta-
analysis comparing side to end with colonic J-pouch formation after
anterior resection for rectal cancer. Tech Coloproctol. 2010;14(2):113-
23. DOI: 10.1007/s10151-010-0576-1

Okkabaz N., Haksal M., Atici A.E., Altuntas Y.E., Gundogan E., Gezen
EC,, etal. J-pouch vs. side-to-end anastomosis after hand-assisted
laparoscopic low anterior resection for rectal cancer: A prospective
randomized trial on short and long term outcomes including life

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

quality and functional results. Int J Surg. 2017;47:4-12. DOI: 10.1016/j.
ijsu.2017.09.012

Parc Y., Ruppert R., Fuerst A., Golcher H., Zutshi M., Hull T., et al.
Better function with a colonic J-pouch or a Side-to-end anastomosis?
A randomized controlled trial to compare the complications, function-
al outcome, and quality of life in patients with low rectal cancer after a
J-Pouch or a Side-to-end anastomosis. Ann Surg. 2019;269(5):815-26.
DOI: 10.1097/SLA.0000000000003249

Rybakov E.G., Pikunov D.Yu., Budtuev A.S., Fomenko O.Yu. The
results of comparative randomised study side-to-end vs. straight
colorectal anastomosis after low anterior resection. Koloproktologia.
2015;4:4-10 (In Russ.).

Harris G.J., Lavery 1.]., Fazio V.W. Reasons for failure to construct the
colonic J-pouch. What can be done to improve the size of the neorectal
reservoir should it occur? Dis Colon Rectum. 2002;45(10):1304-8.
DOI: 10.1007/s10350-004-6414-7

Yun J.A., Cho Y.B,, Park Y.A., Huh J.W,, Yun S.H., Kim H.C,, et al.
Clinical manifestations and risk factors of anastomotic leakage after
low anterior resection for rectal cancer. ANZ J Surg. 2017;87(11):908-
14. DOI: 10.1111/ans.13143

Markovi¢ V., Dimitrijevi¢ I, Barisi¢ G., Krivokapi¢ Z. Comparison of
functional outcome of colonic J-pouch and latero-terminal anasto-
mosis in low anterior resection for rectal cancer. Srp Arh Celok Lek.
2015;143(3-4):158-61. DOI: 10.2298/sarh1504158m

Keane C., Fearnhead N.S., Bordeianou L.G., Christensen P., Basany
E.E., Laurberg S., et al. International consensus definition of low ante-
rior resection syndrome. Dis Colon Rectum. 2020;63(3):274-84. DOI:
10.1097/DCR.0000000000001583

Croese A.D., Lonie .M., Trollope A.F, Vangaveti V.N.,, Ho Y.H. A
meta-analysis of the prevalence of low anterior resection syndrome
and systematic review of risk factors. Int J Surg. 2018;56:234-41. DOI:
10.1016/j.ijsu.2018.06.031

Park J.G., Lee M.R., Lim S.B., Hong C.W., Yoon S.N., Kang S.B,, et al.
Colonic J-pouch anal anastomosis after ultralow anterior resection with
upper sphincter excision for low-lying rectal cancer. World ] Gastroen-
terol. 2005;11(17):2570-3. DOI: 10.3748/wjg.v11.i117.2570

Creative Surgery and Oncology, Volume 11, No. 3, 2021


https://elibrary.ru/contents.asp?id=34139795&selid=24498826

