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anual_2020/ver3_0/pdf/all_manual_2020ver3_0.pdf
2. GRADE. http://www.gradeworkinggroup.org/.
Minds Guidelines library https://minds.jcghc.or.jp/english/s/minds_tokyo_grade_center.

Andrews, J., et al., GRADE guidelines: 14. Going from evidence to recommendations: the
significance and presentation of recommendations. ] Clin Epidemiol, 2013. 66(7): p. 719-25.

5. Andrews, J.C., et al., GRADE guidelines: 15. Going from evidence to recommendation-
determinants of a recommendation’s direction and strength. ] Clin Epidemiol, 2013. 66(7): p. 726-
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REFELR

5-HT3 : 5-hydroxytryptamine

ACE : antegrade continence enema

ACE : antegrade continence enema

ACG : American College of Gastroenterology

AES : anal electrical stimulation

AG : adynamic graciloplasty

AM-MF : amplitude-modulated medium—frequency

ASCRS : American Society of Colon and Rectal Surgeons

BF : biofeedback

BMI : body mass index

BPSD : behavioral and psychological symptoms of dementia

BTPTNS : bilateral transcutaneous posterior tibial nerve stimulation

CCFIS: Cleveland Clinic Florida Fecal Incontinence Score

CMC : carboxymethyl cellulose

CP: : calcium polycarbophil

CQ : clinical question

DG : dynamic graciloplasty

DRESS : Digital Rectal Examination Scoring System

EORTC QLQ-C30 : European Organization for Research and Treatment of Cancer Core Quality of
Life Questionnaire

EORTC QLQ—CR38 : European Organization for Research and Treatment of Colorectal Cancer—Specific
Quality of Life Questionnaire 38

FIQL: fecal incontinence quality of life scale

FISI: Fecal Incontinence Severity Index

FODMAP : fermentable oligosaccharide, disaccharide, monosaccharide, and polyols

GRADE : Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development, and Evaluation

HRAM : high resolution anorectal manometry

TAD : incontinence—associated dermatitis

IAPWG : International Anorectal Physiology Working Group

IBS : irritable bowel syndrome

ICIQ : International Consultation on Incontinence Questionnaire

ICI : International Consultation on Incontinence

IMPACT : Initial Measurement of Patient—Reported Pelvic Floor Complaints Tool

ITT : intention to treat

JFIQL: Japanese version of fecal incontinence quality of life scale

LARS : low anterior resection syndrome

LVMR : laparoscopic ventral mesh rectopexy

MUP : motor unit potential

11
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NBD :

Neurogenic Bowel Dysfunction

NICE : National Institute for Health and Care Excellence

NSAIDs : non—steroidal anti—inflammatory drugs

OASIS : obstetric anal sphincter injuries

PFMT : pelvic floor muscle training

PNTML : pudendal nerve terminal motor latency

PTNS : percutaneous tibial nerve stimulation

QOL :
RCT :
SNM :

TAI

quality of life
randomized controlled trial

sacral neuromodulation

: transanal irrigation

NS :

tibial nerve stimulation

TTNS : transcutaneous tibial nerve stimulation

VR : ventral rectopexy

12
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I. EREOER - FF - Wk FHE - BEVAI7ET
A EH

AT —hKrA b

s MEEGFRE 72T A ORISR U TLM b ENRDIER] 2R ERTD.

- TR EZIXA O REICK UCTIL b T ANRNDIER ) & WA REEL EFRTH.
CAEREE L AR S H W TR L EFRT D,

H CH

C

SR

fERZEE L ITERNIAND Z & DIFERA TH D05, A TIL 2017 FOMEREEZEITA 74 12T Eie
DEIICERINT. ZNETH SN B DIER L 2017 FLIE Z OE R EFRIFRH A TR OIS
R EICHHA SN A PR EREDFER E SN, 0%, WA TIIZETA RTA4 VRN EHF IR,
ERICEA L TREREL T RN, RTA T4 2B W TLRELZ BT 2 E® 3 0 CTHIFEIOE
L.

E B o3 (International Consultation on Incontinence : ICI) X, 2017 42k ET D
[Tncontinence 6% Edition] #3&F|L, “Faecal incontinence is the involuntary loss of faeces”,
“Flatus Incontinence is the involuntary loss of rectal gas or flatus” L EFTHEE BIT,
“Anal Incontinence is the involuntary loss of faeces and/or flatus and or mucus” & EFEL T

W5V ICT MERELE TREE 2 E ORIV (involuntary loss of faeces)] & LTWAHDIZK LT,
ARTA KT ATk MEEMREIZTADOFEICK L TILMA» L EARN DR & LTHDH 0,
EREEDORRNRFER T DIMHMEMEREE (BERARE o) & UhaMsERs: (BooERIZKS
HEOIwI) OWE %2 SFICBWTERLIENLTHD.

KEFREGEIGIN R F4E (American Society of Colon and Rectal Surgeons: ASCRS) 7% 2015 A21Z%&
FIL=HA RF A4 2 TlE, “the uncontrolled passage of feces or gas over at least 1 month’s
duration, in an individual of at least 4 years of age, who had previously achieved control”

MEERS 4 A BT, BHlOEPRWEEZIIT AORASID2 LS 1w AU RS LEEL,
2007 AE D OER TR, ERELE T AREEO X 2 B3 4F i & AEMH 2 ERITEH O TV D D%
MchHsn?.

KEWEA LR 2 (American College of Gastroenterology: ACG) 1%, 2021 EFFOHA KT A4
T, “FI is the involuntary loss of solid or liquid feces. The more general term, anal
incontinence, also includes involuntary loss of flatus” & [JLFOOEEFHROFEO LIV 2 fF
KEELERL, PARWhEEO TR LTS Y.

ROME IVA3¥ETIE, T4 U ETHRY IRTHHOZNR2WMEDTKI] LERSNLTND.

SCHR

1) Bliss D, Mimura T, Berghmans B, et al: Assessment and Conservative Management of Faecal
Incontinence and Quality of Life in Adults, Incontinence, 6th Ed, ed by Abrams P, et al,
ICUD-EAU, Arnhem, p1993-2085, 2017
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2) Paquette IM, Varma MG, Kaiser, Steele SR, et al. The American Society of Colon and
Rectal Surgeons’ Clinical Practice Guideline for the Treatment of Fecal Incontinence

Dis Colon Rectum 2015; 58(7): 623-636.

3) Wald A, Bharucha AE, Limketkai B, et al. ACG Clinical Guidelines: Management of Benign
Anorectal Disorders. Am J Gastroenterol 2021; 116: 1987-2008.
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« RINZIIT D 65 Ll EOfEREEDAHFERITBIES. 7%, &1 6.6% THD.
< RIRIC iéﬁx%ﬁ%a@tﬂﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ 1% 34. 4% TH D.

fR

BREEOFRERIT, 2016 FDOLATYT 4 v 7 LEa—IlLbHE 0.9~19.5% L HiFIZ L > TREL<
R V. ZORRE, EREOER, WAEGE AESBOHGERR EORMENREICE o Tk
LI THDH? 204FEFETOLREFRICLTIZVATYT 4 v 7 LE2—Th, EEBEEERDPL
EIX 7.7%ToH D, AT 2.0~20.7%EmHIA<, B 8.9% (2.3~16.1%), Ztk 8.9% (2.0~
20.7%) & BT <, 15~34 MDA IERN 5. 7% L HFEF T ELVMEMZ R LD Y. F72, 65
LA L DN R AT E 2R LT EDY AT ~T 4 v 7 LE 2 —Tld, 42.8% & &\ dtss
JERTH -7 Y.

AFRIZ 1T DEREED L LB TRIT D 72003, 65 Rkl ED B4 1,405 4 & x50 Uiz ihi m s
2k D E, A1 BERMORBIEE TEHO I ELEOIERIIBNE 8. 7%, &It 6.6%Tho7- 9. ok
WEOT o — NRAETIE, 463 4 CEY4FHm 35. 6 1%, 2otk T1%) 128 5 4 A REEZ ETIT M AEED
HIEZRIL 34. 4% TH Y, TAREOZN 30.4% & Koz b, HREET 4.0% Tho7z. E7-ITM
I BME 15, 5%, Lotk 42, 7% & tEic o729

R E DLW KEICB T 2 EFRAEICLD E, Vo A U UMNTEFEDRR AN 6,959 44 x4 & L
72 1990 FEROEFFEMAE T, TAKREEZBLMEREOFIERIL 2.2% TH Y, &tk - FIRImE - 250K
BARRO NEREEDOEIEE 1 Z o727, 50 LA LB (B T718 4, &tE762 4) Zxtgl L
T-BET v — PR TTIE, (ERESAIERN BN 17.0%, %otk 24.6% Tho7- Y. —J, H#p#w
B A S ATSERE T VA — NRETIE, 29 Ll EORENT T VERM (ot 2,229 4, B 2, 079
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bolz . 2015 HEIATONTZENRA VLT NA AEHWET 7 — A (18 Ll EE2X58) T
71, 812 A DAHRNEIZEIZINT 14. 4% ITMEREEORER D BV, 55 33.3% 05 1 WEUNIZHELEENR & 5
HIEZH T o712 10,

KELS OWEIMZ T D FHAE & LTIE, 2015 FICA T X TCHEBINTZ Y =7 A FE AW
T — RaAE (18 Ll EAEXR) T, 1,259 £ OFHEFEICENTHERE BITHEAEOFIERIX
7.9% Tho7l= V. £/, BIBICBIT S &M 1,253 #2684 L L-ailidiE ik, BREBEDFIERN
2.8%, HAREEDOHFERN 8.6% Th o7z 2.
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WU RO SEME NG ZE AR, BREETE TRIIE, MUBRIEIS A, WRIUR RMEEGERE 2R & OBEITIE,
EMERIRELT 5D 2 & CEBNICRFF LIS K R ERECER L ZLRH D 1 2. T, WIRMIZS
TWILRR D72  microscopic colitis (Z XD FRHEIC THEREENG IS ZINDHZ EbEINLTND Y.
F TR R BANC LD FRINEREZBSIRKN E 0D Z EDBHMOBILTWNDA, FriChiAEwE, uEEs
FE, HAEMIRIGIR R, b, JmEIGIRE e SIXEEO FTRA S 2T rRERH D, ZNE
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steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs) & FHISCHEAZ X7 ENHDH. F-HEOEHNL (a—t
—, Tha—), FEERE) BMT LXK U THE & B SR L RO HD Y.
@ JCMANEET

PALPRFE R OB RE 5 12 K AL #R L EAMERS, 7SI FERI 5 OB RE 5512 X0 BE R ILE
JEDME T 95 2 & 2T OMRER R LIRS 9 FIR & U UILMERH O E-CREIC L 2 b0
&, ZEAROBEE R IS X 2MREO DI bhd P ILFERSREORIK & L Cothiiaia
FUESLEGAL MO FICEE S OB R bW Y. MREEORIA & U CFiiRER, FhERE, SR
IE, BEIRIG, BRI, RIS MR ORI EE 2 EABT 5D V. IIMERILEICE L T
WHLFFERIRR 720 Cid7e <, AMLPERFCILFE O 7 v v a Uik BS32 2. L8 B T om
BIREINORD 7 v v a CHRITEHIEED 10~20%% 595 & S, 7 v ¥ a SRR OB I3E AR
DOFRRE722 100 £z, LFANE & IEXRER LW VB BRIEMAECH D IEEIEHIC L > TERE NS
EBALF A I E AR B G- LT g 1 12,
@ EMBIL O RFEE

S KAEMHIZHTRE L OO BENENGICB T 2 & EIGEER R S, 2 OMBRITEMIE R E L
TRMZEI DD EEEZE LD, BB TEHGENMIEIND Z L T XEIINDHE
FEBRL PS4 EI SO K 0 BN O — 3 BRI = L, R CEGAN A & i Lk (3
T, IR, TR) Z#FNT L0, ZhEh 7Y oINS Y. COBEBEREMET TS L
EGICERH D Z &2k LW, ERFEEZERSA U Rt RS L L ColmtirE RS
BRLZEnd5. 1,351 BlOBEZBIEE LA TIE, EREREZ -T2 EREEEE D 5 D 2T% N HE
B O T 2RO Lt L, EBEREA T AEREOEERFRICARD L LTS W, ¥
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ZIAEMEREAIE 72 & O FAXARR R E O, FEIRFIC7e IS LD R EEN X T b, £, #
HUE, N—F Y e EBRAE RS 7.

ZO—J7, HEEEREOWBAL HEREDFA & 72 5. WEIMENGAEGRE CIXER LIRBR 70, B
(CRE) U7 3581 X o THHMESR 2B ENC A U CEBSEENCHE T 2 720 1o a2 4 U5
15)

@  fEHEHREREE

BN SEE D ELPEH TERVWEIEHEEIC X > THEBNICE > 7@, JE% LIES LTn
SIRNDEANH D V. A EMEIE 72 & OHPEERF O Wi EE R E IR ORI & 72 5. BRSO
HREREOFRBAET S, R oM@ ARV TEREDORRKE 22 5.
®  HEIBHTREEE - WIE - VT TA T U AD R

ERAEERLA L T TAT VADRTIZE D U F—"—BaE A%, EBRURLR EDOFHOIE), H
15 DIIEVER BRI R IC L o Ch AR SN D 9. BB, EBERR & 0% RIEO BT
RO EREFED DK T DELZEORIN L 2D, £, EBILFIOEMERZE b (# IEE 0 JFIR & 72
2.
©®  AEEREREE

WEMENGREBERE T, RS OBBER T2 TE L2 TRICHEEME S RO FIRIZ /2 5 2 LA
b5 Y. Fiz, EGYIBRINE OPERE TH IR AT HUIBRGEGERECH, EIBUIBRIZHES T S REEE
LHHIREYREINTND Z ENEL, HEIFHE L TR RESIRBHORENMET LTSI,
BEAENE, FIRFFEEEIGE, ABAIPEE, CharE @R En4ET s 9.

@ RBEn - EEERERE

ELAGHTFY « FEIGHERE 72 & OPHEEEN EFIC L 0 b 53, RAMSRESCH REIIEEDEE D=0
CASRDOPEITEI N TE R E, BREZALDZ ENDHD. TR EMEE LR L TN, R
I RE R T I (8 S AR & B RE R T M R AR I K s 1 19,

RENFERE PR EME AR &L, RRAER & CRRAEREEME T LTV A 7201 THHMEIX A L TT 5
DJ LW D SR - FAERBEER KA LT MM VUSNOHITCHE L2, A LoSGiTE Buv it
2o 7c ) LTAUDHERETH .

EENERE PR R AR L, SIS K2 TIREIWEr-OE I S A VIR (B ras=7) kEoT
DICHEOBEEREENEE I, BEEZELCTHD MM L~OBENIRIN 0V BE 5 7DI4A T
LEREETH .
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WHMEEED Y 27 FF L& LTHESLTWS.
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B REE D FER A PIIIREA C L, JEE - FEIRBER & EIBALF R OB RSN T, T OEIEE - 4%
DE~ORBLETMT 5 & & bIEREDOFRNAHET 5. £/, LG U TRBNGESIHRE R L
ERAWT, HREOKIKE 220 5 DIEBEE KGR & OMENERBZENT 5. Z ORI
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1. JREE, B8, 7TEXAV b

AF— kA b

- fERENEIR 2 5 O TR ORI & BE OREN - EEWRREOBILE - TR AA U ME, EREOHEE
JE - IR OB ~OEBEOFE L FRHEE AR TH L0, W15 2 L 2T 5.

MO S : BR(AEE 100K), TEF VXL~ ;)

BE

IR IR I T UA MR A, IR RS & B S ORI DR ARSI L, SRR
A PIAEMIR A r— v IO TR 9% . BRFRITEEDIFRHIC L > TRIET D Z ENZNTD,
Bz 7ppte - RSP U A7 K- 2 QEICE W TR 21T 5 . BURIETIX, FEREOHEER 2 &
DERFEBIRICR A Z B WIZEHO AL 5T, HiE OPEEESCHEREE 0% B AEEICONT
bR 5. £, (FRERIEICHEEG T DBEHERSC R, JHEREICE L THRERT 5.

AN RE PR O IR REME E VR IR CEARENEL D 2 b H DD T, MREODRE « 77 TIER
- EEKREOBILE - TR AA L IPEETH L. HREREARN - EROT R A FLARED
EHIZIL, PMERRENEAHTHS.
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O EEFER L, YW ME{E2%E (urge fecal incontinence) & U HMEfE %L (passive fecal
incontinence) B L OWEDIGFET AIRESMIFELES (nixed fecal incontinence) [Z4MEINA V. 4]
BHEEREE L L, MEEAK L5, MM UVETHETETIMELROIIER] TH Y, MRS,
LiE, MEEZMEDLT, KOV I LIEEZImOTRER] Tho. HREIIH —DJRKIZ X - TR
T2 L3R, BEROFERPHEICEE L TWD ZEnZn?. Jhebb, EEORYE, ITPNE
F, EBILMOBRRESE, @PEHES, ERITERE - WE - a0 774 7 R, ke REE,
PO - GEENERERREE 2 £y, BURELITEME L CEZ S 2 &L TEAENRIET S (T1-C. JWiE - KA
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HLFIFE R PR MBI AR D E 2 R IK CTh 55561, WALFIFERIMHEE MK T 92 & AP & (k£
T U Clm e AR 23, SMILPRE R AR RE DMK T 92 & NPT Bl e 2 2ME T L T alia P g2k
WAELRLT WY —F, IIMERHNE->72< EFETH, EREENSMET L CEBICEENH > THE
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s EEEOPHE T LRI REIRE > TWE 2 GRAIDARIRRD2)
CPEERHCREICVE TN ? WETDRE LTS EDL VO L RF D2
CEE T ZAEXFNITE D502 HRIRME & FREORBIATE D002

- PEFERN RO DI R A K T D02
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fili - FekT 20N EELY (B 1) 2. LML, FHMEEHCRAUATHT D LIFRLRNT & 2 HFEL
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S HIZHEEIE CTOMIIERBEIIZ DL ER E LT, M UVREEZESDIAERRKEIT TR],
RENHIBR-CRBARAE 7], HHAETREIE 2 & o2 ik 1V bR 5. OHMFREBICHT 55 AZKIC
X5 THIDERERIEICEG L TWAZ bbb D, MEARZZEMICHEERST 5. ERICHTLH T
Fl O] 72l DMELAEDJRINZ Ao > TV D Z & b2\, R, IBEEER X ORI
TER L THEREOFRRIZARDZ N D P, Bifih s LToa— =T ba—y, IBEEEHOE
OPERICE L COEMEREEDRR L 725 Z e BHESRLTHD W F7, EITEREDY 27
KT ThHdrZ b, KEOEMICHIERT D Y.

EROZEL, BEREIERDOFRRIC L - TRIET 5 Z ENB N0, Hix 2iE - JJRS U 27
K2 SRR E W TR AT O WERN D 5. (HREERZ 3 O I BURRE ORI, £ OEIERE -
VG DEA~DEBOFAN L EREORREEICHHATH Y, I A KT A 2 9 SKERE G E IR
FEHNARTA W Y, HEMFOERLE LT, WRRICESWTERZEDFRNZ#HE T X&) & 5L
HedE) LTV 5.
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b. BEERE - BFFRE

BRI DD LBERE, ZDV RAZEF L2 5 DR - fHAEREEL LT, UTOREBRHK

WndbiFonsd (M1-C. JWHE - JRK ) /).
- B EE) O ZAIT R B A MAF TR - SRR

TR, RS, MEZ%, EEVERGIEREE, BEIRIN, MRZERSHINTE R L

- ERGIL MR RE I 2 ST R - SRR

EEPEGIERRE, B (PRGBS X D aEehiEiE ), bR - 815, 1B, AT
Marigds L O Ofirtk, BERIA, FRAVEZR E

- NEPIHEAORERE 1 S0 & ME T - BRI

RENE I (BRI X 2 IEPYRER AL RGO fiekad RIS & 2 BRfppifebE ), LPIO T - SME,
FREMPREIRE - R15, 7R L

C EGAER LOMRMEICRE 2 MATRE - FHRN

B « 75722 EOBRENFIROME, @BIEGEGRE, BHBRaRE, KIEMGRE, E# (&
W eVER), ENGATFE R &

EERPEH T DREN MR T T DA - HRRI

RAEZE 72 S0 X D REVHIRR, INimlc K 225 iR, RAERE

- ZOM, EEREDFRICARY 5 DHRE - FIRRE

WIREE (FAZR L) oM - BIWER, Fetk, AR, BB, EREE, EESRBEORE, EE
gk &

1) 53 b e

YMRIETCIE, DR EITINZ Toth s (RRIES M EOIBHD, 8- £ 72135 155 i DA 1)
OyiRmEL, SRR OA M L 2 O, VRE, EHROPERLEHGRT 5.

B X A NLFIFERI A RS (obstetric anal sphincter injuries: OASIS) X, ZctEIZEIT AfH
KEOFNE L CTEETHDH. 0ASIS FAERIL, NTPYE S CREM L 7 #F7E CIEAIPER C 27~35%
EWVIIENDH DAV, 0ASIS MILE L7205 & Vo THPF LU BIIFEE (FAKEET) RIS
50U TRV Sultan B 243 79 Bl D RIRE b A AR 53 B A 1 ~C AL P78 R b i e & VO R L 72
RifTA & AFZE Tl, BRIRSIHIZIC 28 B (35%) T OASIS MFEAE LTV, D 9 bILM AL £
EEUNARKRZTIE L TW DK 1/3 D 10 ] (13%) ThH-oT-.

F72 0ASIS WREAEL T THREDIREIC 1 2% CILFILENRIE Lz OWMELH Y, HE
BONLMIRZEDFIK & LT, ALFFERFIRE 1 Tidre < iR O R mE e E LB 8T 54
FRHDH .

TR UL IR RN RIET D U A7 N1 & LI, ALFEREREEZED 3 - 4 ERREYE,
B - 5150, REBLONE - B HIT BT D 9,

2) FHIE - M RIATRIE

FEAEE, ATFEN, ERRATICN X T ABER 7 0 AR B S~ 00 B AR A% B
#t 5.

ICFFA (BU0T, FEIE, M7 &) I & BN, ITPIERR ~0 MBI 72 SRR 1 T 7
<, RO R RIS B TP RIS B IS LT 5 0. DI o HEE RS T
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TlE, BB CE IR 5 BRI RRIK T2 2 T, ILP9FER MRS T oMMk, iR i
HOBCNMELZEORINIC A D, FEREMN, REAELZT Ch{EEEOFRRKICHLARD EENT
W59, EIAINARECERS « FTFE A EOFIR I, BERIAREIFRAT 28 H Y, SHICE
KEEDIIE Y A7 < 7e 2 100 [T 8 IEN O PHTLAAN CIx, TRZER T4 00 T 103 (i 2%
DY A7 RFIZHITF BTG 10,

3) FHE - TR ER L OERIMEG

FHE - TR CFHERE, —oFHE, FHEEPERIER ), Bk - FRHTFNE, S LOME
WAOMEOBAEI, FRIKICOM T 2RI L ONEE RIS BT 5 2 LA T, T
BANT 5 HHMREEIC X > THBLT 2 FRCERASEREOFKIC /25 10121,

il

4) HERIA

PERIFIE, BH ORMEMRIEEZ MV, BE EEREE O CE ORI L ONLMFER )
OIEBHRENFEFE SN D70, HREDOY RV KT LRFEShTnwg 97170, 8,657 AakffL L
ARG T, ERAYERITMEE = > b e — LB L T 19,

5) Mt - MRAR

N—=F VU, SRUEBUIE, IR, TREER & OMRE « fifi T, 2Fec At
PRI RE S R S D & & B, BB LUK RIS, TORMAPREFEE 2 Z 5
O EBABRRLZOE, MEEMET TS E L BT, LRI OUGHE I BAR T L TR DR
K722 1019,

—J7, WREZEZR EIZ X o THARMRRICFREE D & 525618, ERILFEEORE 21 T <, R
PEREIR TP 8 - (RENHIIR 72 & OTEEEREIR T AMEREEDIRREIC 7 > TN D T & HZWn 1020,

6) JRIEE

PRIGEE LB REEDFIEIRA & LTI, BEG-CHROEE 2R SHEORENFET 5. ottt
DR« FBREEOMEIL 6~8% TH DM, 35 bl EOYIFEM CTH -/ ih-CW 51 01 TlE, EOFRAR
L 7p % 1922 SRR D B D LMD JRRERBE TIE, TOR /3 ITEREOAIZRD, Bk
WU CAPRRAE WD, R« HREEOREICITIN D > & OB (v X 2.3) B bh, %k
BIIEIIL LB R BER B b TWnWb EEZXBND 2,

7)) ERLC TR EMER ORE & X TR ER

1BV D RSO AEWERE 202, (RS FHIZe & DMk O R 2 o TR AL, WL B E
REEDY A7 KT L7020 22, RRICBBIEEGRTEREORIEICE T 54 » XA 2.4 L&<,
PAONR Y RAZEFLEEZBNLTND 17,
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2. EBILMEODE LA

TR & & b I — Ay O, NLMZITA T, BREEFIEIC)H DD BER O I
ZEWZEBILMSOEE (LMERd, EhERdzat), M2 (EBIILMEDS, Hﬁ?au/%:air)
Z1T9.

AF—FAV K
B, EIESORIEAR & RIREEICA A Th B2, HTT S I L AR 5.
HERDOMS : R (AEE 100%), TEF AL ;)

BE

WL - T, ZEFRFICIIT DAL OTROJE PR E OIRAE, BROA R EONBLL & biZ, T
FIFERI AR IR - 2RISR DL » RE20B S 28590 Z &1, HREOIRE nﬁ'ﬂﬁkﬁliﬁm
AHTHS.

fiE

EREEZIRIT T D2 O A AME 2 EHAZ RN L 7P 8 I3477E L7, 82 & & o - EIBILM

EDORERT, IJUIUM' R4 VCIIEMEOFR L LT MRCHELE ShTkY, KRERBERSM

FRTARTA P TH MEREBE OFECARAIRAREHR] LTS

LEFRHIZIE, NLMIRBRE O PRE-CE, R, Mg oa %, TLFEFr-C=2RE - SIBIC
JLPY - 2EMoRE ((E, KES, BIR) SCEREORBWRE (BMK, 5K, FEEE Yﬁﬁk) D
AL RELBEET L Y. F, ILMOPSUREE & BRSO, R EoRRTE éﬁIF"ﬂfﬁ

DHEZBIET 5. ZMETIE, BAREIMOROBEEZ MR T 5 & & big, sk
WCIEREIB N EPRIGIBE & 0 SILFMEOHIREGED U 27 @ L ORERH D720 *9, & K@JE?J
EDRHIROT IS bR L THZ 21T 5.

L FHERD ARG B (0, DGR LA 9 JEFT o BB R E B9 T — 2y, FEFIHRERI A KRR X 2 Kal 23
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R 5.

HERDOMS : R (AEE 100%), TEF AL ;)
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EGALFR O MR T A3 5k 2 FBF CREZIZ X > THLMJE B B O MR 233l d 5 2 £ <, LM
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HIEEIR I BT DAk O A At % EEANC RN L 72 fF 28 I13AF7E L7e 0 DS, Al & & & 7= E AL
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FERATA RTA 2 TH MEREBEOFMIA P RARER) LINTWD.

FHEFEECHE IS 72 SEBILIHS O RIR T 2855 BE T, ME2Ic X - THLMJE I E O &
WAV S, FRCEBEFEERE 2T 5EE TR, ERARNMETL WS Z ER8Z 00T, I
JEBRRZ & DR RRITEE CTH 5. MR OBRZ, A O MICIEE 2o IRy & it 5
ERHENE S TH D, FREMRD D R MR~ ORI D, 2 X o> TR T & itk
FEOEALIZ, S3: ALFEFHOAMUER, S4-5: LFEFTHL V. LR ->7T, LFJEPHEE DM
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2) ERILMER (BiE2 - PE22aD)

AT —hKrA b
C EBILPHEZ L, (B RESORIERS £ ORRHEE IS Th 5720, HifTd 5 2 L 2R 5.
HERDI S - R (AEE 100%), TEF AL B

BE

- EIGILPRR2 S C, BRGNS - B, ERGIE(EIERE, B, ALPVERORE, MEEIGHEE, ALPE
DIETE « IERSPRVE, B AR 1 i I Eh e T DA R 70 & 2 RFil 9% Z & 1, 1%5%?‘”30){% BANIES)
FORKHEEICAHTHS.

i)

(LPSET 2/ EGALPRFER2 DA FPEZ RCT IZ TRETt L 72 BB 3AAE L2 WS, LN ERAS
HIF’?@%MEZ*%E&@JEI:@ Ko TR LTEBFRITHEEAFEAE T 5 7. BINTA R4 > 9 CTITFME
DERE LT, NEBILMRE, EGEEER, LR - IEE - 23RO ILFEERIm 0K %Wﬂﬁ@”
L7l EBILMEZ 2 iitTd~&] & HRCHERE) ShTwa. £, KERGERSVE
A RTA2 OTH MEREEEEOTEICAR IR RER] & Sh, ERKESHF 6 VT WE*;‘%EZ
Bl &LTHERENTWS.

EAGHEZ2 IS CHEBNICIES & b 2 2 il U 7235581, EER & ORErEEBZ 2N - 8
T 27 DICKIBNEEMRENLETH L. ERNICAEEREOMER A A L2583, B
7F£ A D U BRI E R AR DBE I J:é/ﬁﬁfi@ﬁ%mffbéT EMEDS EON T2 W, LA fEER L7z BT,

BRSO HEE BRI X 2 @I R E G2 E1T D). £, I_H%lﬁ’zﬁ’ﬁﬂfm‘ LTV % AfREMED
&)%ﬁ:?ﬁb %@aﬂﬂﬁ@f: (CEGILMI R RER A O 1T 2 a3 5. KB WTERBEZE O HE

B MEEPEH PR I & Z)53%1%755‘%#@?&?%Hj‘fiﬁﬁi%"i@ﬁl’C“&)éﬂﬁbﬁ?ﬁ&)ék&), PR AR
E@ﬁ’iﬁﬁ%*ﬁﬁﬁ‘é R

NLFFER2 N PIHERI 3 OUUHERE 2 7T 9~ 2 DICA M TH Y, BERE2 T 2 EH T AE, A - SMIL
FERIf 36 K LB BB AR OUHEREZ 227 0 IEFEICFHE 2 2 L3 T& 2 100 T, ILMHERZIC LD
JLF A8 B BE J JX ONRE T IR oD R Al 2 I P PN R AR X % Ao R Lk R 36 L OV R BB T 1 & bR
L7eBFFRIC BT, il O m WA BIBIMR S O S K o THE SN TV D Z LTS P KRS
Orkin & %, NLFI$ER2IC K DAL BRBREE & BEE G O FBIRGHIELE & LT, ZFRER 27 & IUHE
A 27 % 0~5 @ 6 B CEEfi4 % DRESS (Digital Rectal Examination Scoring System) (F 1) %
BR%S L7z, 2 L CHHEREERE 303 BBV T, £Aa 7 LALMNERERREZ IR LI Z A, K%
FRE 2 a7 TOHRKEIETEEEMEY, ZEREA 27 0 21lmmlHg, 1 : 39mmHg, 2 : 48mmHg, 3 : 72mmHg,
4 : 94mmHg, 5 :128mmHg & BAFRARBIBIRZ < L7e (FHBIMREC0.82) . /=& ULHERs X =2 7 TR Kbl
BIEEESE S, INHERE A 27 0 ; 46mmHg, 1 : 67mmHg, 2 : 108mmHg, 3 : 156mmHg, 4 : 239mmHg, 5 :
368mmHg & RAF/RFHBIBfR Z27n L7z (FHEAFR%K 0. 81) .

NLF9E DTS « FEFE D RIS B9 2 ALMFER21, ®EEE AR fLPFEAAS KR - Wik O 2 Wrks 121K
WA, BEZRKE - WAHOBZBNIIAEMTHS 7 . Dobben b YV AMEIAELBE 312 flicF T, ALM
B2l K DAMLPER i RIB O 2 LM E B E R EIC L 22 Lk Lo L 24, JLPEE &
BRATIZ L D 150~270° DRI TIE—E3K 100%I2%F LT, 90~150° KETIX 61%, 90° AiifixiE
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ﬁwmmf18%&ﬁ+f%ot (6 U TR T 320 L IKRThH -T2, L= ->C, ILM¥EZ I
FIFERIEIT LN B 5 LRI L 7235808, T ORBMITHEMEE CE 5 L R ICHANFE TH 5 ik
PED E. 2% L TR T 2o & 37l L 72358108, BEMME S, BREOBR % ik
LTWO AR 5.

EGALPIFEZ2 I BT, BEFICHHEBIEZ S 72BRI, BOE BRGSO AML PG 5 23 st A IR A8 4 ff
TFI W%ﬁé %Vm%ﬁ@@ EERDIE, BEEMEEHEHEEOFEERD D, TOd DRk
ER, PHERIRMMEEREEDRR L L CTiRRbN55E1E, PHEEERASCER L — PR A O
TERFT5 2. EBILMIEZIC X 2 B RJER R EB IS O BRI X i e <, LA ERAE
= PRI K DT L i L2 A, T ORKNICE T 2 EIL 75~93% T, FREEEIL 59~
m%&ﬁ%éﬂfwé””%

EGALPIES & [FIERICIERS, MIEZ 41T O . BREZ CIREBETROMSELE & biz, BEICXS
FEBENED TERO A, EAG L EORIEZ AT O Z & /MBS ISR A R TE L 2 b H
A M)

PbDZ &L, [HREOFEFNR X OB ZICEAGILEZITHAH T, Wong & P28 652 4
Ok M E, ¥R, EFPAEEZIRIC Ltﬁﬁf% AR BT X 2 EBAL P $EZ O
ﬁ%m,%m%ﬁgmg1m%,%%ES%@[Z#E@%T%ok £/, EBILFEZ O &
BRFIFELLLUTHITL, BECHONIHENMELS, BBICLEGFEZF-Tne. BEEZF-C
L%HW%&%mﬁTé i, ﬂmﬁm%mﬁ$%%mwt%V~*/7wW%W‘ BT 2 Y7 E

BRTOM—=27 ODRMRELOBERRDH LR, D &b, EBIMEZ2EEEDRICBNT
EHAT 2120, ZORREAMAENRD ZENEETHD.

# 1 Digital Rectal Examination Scoring System (DRESS)
BEE R a7

LD b —X 2 (BRIREE) NE-72< 72, & & -70LM
6D TR b —X A

PR F—X A

EFRF—X A

LRLE N h—X A

D Ty h—X &

= w N = O

E

BEEEAa T

F o <IHE L2

B E DU

RV INAET A2, IER XY B

B 7R

B\ MUAE

R D THRWINAE T, 22 L TWARBEAHNL S
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L ARSI, RIS U T IR EAT O eI, R - RS OMTE L RITER -
B IR BB A TR - U 27 BT 450 5 2 & 2 RET 5.

HEROMS : 3 (AEE90.9%), TEFL AL~ ;)

HE

SAER# 7 2% (incontinence—associated dermatitis : IAD) 1%, RO EDOPEHEM AR G2
i 42 Z EIC Ko THELDEBRTHS. 1AD IF, MHANTZVWIRALCEEROFRIC R 5725 TR <,
CTRBME S S D, WURTE - 7T BEPLETHD.

IAD DT EA A NCIE, &R - LEOMFME L RFTERE - B RREICS T TY A7 K+
ZAHlid 5. £7z, TAD EREERHEA 7 — A2 W TAaT{E L TGHid 2 2 & b A TH S.

R

TAD 1%, JROMH7e E OB LB I T 5 2 LIk CTHELDHERTHS. TOARFKIL, #
B BPMER I L > THRR DD, FKTIX 7.6~45. 7%, AI ORISR E R AFTE Tl
5.9~17%>Y LA ST D, TAD 1X, MR WRACTEER O FIKIC 2 27217 The <, Y,
FEA B 372, W TH - 77 IRESALETHS.

RARZ K O EN IR 5 &, Eh oKL AEMIEAEAE L <AL o BB 2 MK
L CHERBNA T D, EPOMEEERICEY, ARG L CHIED S EE Y 7 % @ild 5
TLETRIENEL D, FRTRECHEDOGZ AL ENREN D FRENK L TR0y R
FEHLTWDEA, ERSIBERER CREILRRBEREL 20, KEONY THETKTINTS. £
OFER, RIGICHESCEREMREATHZ LT, REXE, BbA, BH, /IKEOEK, FHiE, iR
WELD.
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1. fERAR =7 - QOL BRHE - (HEEHE

AT —h A b

C HE BRI DERESER - Q0L FHEICIE, 2V —TF Iy K2 U=y s @R a7 OMAARE
T5.

HEROMS : FEEE10%), TEFLAL-UL (]

- BRI T DM AREMEIR - QOL FHEl T, (EEUAKEZERT 581, B h~—7 X237 0
HHZIRETS.
HEROBRS : 55 (AEE 10%), TEFV AL ;)

- FRIRMFZECIE, (HARZMERIL FIST %, (HREMRERA QOL |E H AFERR FIQL Z2 W CREBNZEHm 3 5
T L ERETD.
[ #RO®E . 5 AEBEE10%), TEF AL~ (

ARATET T UIRBAEERE CIL, PHEREERERIE LARS 2 27 C, #2484 LAY QOL 1% A AZERK FIQL ©
TS 2 L ARET D, Jeds, BHEREEZ G T QOL &AM T 2 8A1E,  H AGER EORTC QLQ-
€30 <> H AGERR EORTC QLQ-CR38 Dl & B[ 5.

[ #BR0O®E . 5 ABEE10%), TEF AL~ (

- BARFIEIC B CIABR S 4 3T 2 541, 1 BRI O A TR SN AT & bl L CIAms s
12 50% Lk I LT=Bh & 2 iR Eh b iE 385 5 2 L 2 RET 5.
| #RO®RS : B EEEI%), TEFURALL (]
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CCFIS 1%, 5 HHOER CTHLMAAER & Q0L Z[FRFEHMIi CX 5728, A2 COEMIZE L T
%. St.Mark’'s 227, 7TIHHEOEMT CCFIS IZMAx THEBETIAK LM TE 5720, HEYEE
HEL-BEBECOMMAICEL TS, FISTIX, 4HE OB CILMIESEROAZ M L, FEM3
DIERICEA T RSN T D BB TH D, L L QUL ZaHli CE ez o, BRI KRG T
FISI ZHWAE:41%, Fecal Incontinence Quality of Life Scale (FIQL) 72 & o> fside&iid BLiyy QOL
PR E Z [FIRFC TR & Th 5.

ELGRE T 7% O PEERETE T & DARNLAT T YIREAEGRE (low anterior resection syndrome : LARS) @
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Jilt EORTC QLQ-CR38 DA & [ET 5.
EERAFZEIC BV TR TR 2 3+ 2 85411, 1 B (8 L RIS TEIERT & Hrlk U C IR
(2 50%LL B L72Ga 2RI & ERT HOR— R THS.

fR

FEREEOERFT O 7212, T OEREES QL IZKITTHEBLIMET 5 A a7 CEMELZFEHT 52
CIXHERATHD. BENRFHMEREEZHAWD Z & T, BAZEMOERAREELEZ K LIZ0, JhE
ICEDBBEEAFT 2 2 N TE 5. KERBEBARIFSTA RTA4 2 VT, BREOEREES
QOL [ ZRIT T B LRI 2 A 2 7 REMEL, KW BT VALV RN G, REUIIS U THERT 2
NI EHETEL TN D.

RO EREBE AR E & LCIE, CCFIS?, St.Mark’s A=7 ¥, FISIY, Kirwan 2388 27 ESHHF
BT 2. F£iz, BREOL I OFER, REEE, BRIEERNER, YRR & 0B Eiee R EER
AT A 720D REL LT, IMPACT (Initial Measurement of Patient—Reported Pelvic
Floor Complaints Tool) 723BA%E S#1, fEREEZ &I PHEREEROMICIE, ZO—HTHD
IMPACT-B (Bowel function) ZSHWHILA Y. T bOHT, [FRESEROEMEEFMNEE L THA
ENTWDHDIE, CCFIS (3£ 1), St.Mark's 2= 7 (#2), FISI (£3) THD .

CCFIS 1%, T3k Wexner A7 LIFFRENTE A, HAETIIAL TIE2AR < BIR Lizisk4 258 LT
V=T Z U R ) =y JEREER 2T LIRS ORI TH S P, CCFIS 1L, {af (FA, HKIRME,
EIAE) &2 < BVWOBETRET 50003 HE L, [FEDHNERST2DD/Ny MEH) & TM#E
KERNC LD BHAEE~ORE] OBED 2 HEOAF 5 HETHEEIN, 327X 0 ((BREEZ
L) ~20 mi (REIGEMEREE) ThDH. WAREREGEEN TSI, ARITNCAREER 27 LT
HRETHDHN, St.Mark's A 7R FISIT 5O T, TAREZFHMOHEBICE O ECHEREER =T
R D ONMERITH S, CCFIS ORFTE, 5 HH L9 D2 WER T, [BRESERO 27 5
T HFEEE~OFEL ) QL OER G FRFICFHMECE 8L, BRUICHEEMICHHESATHDS
RTHhHD. Lo THREROBLENO S, HEZIFIZHT D EIESER - QOL FHMIZiX, CCFIS Dffi
eSS D, —J5 CCFIS OFEANE, BHIROLTONREBMECHLHATHLRLU 48 &) LI, 7
9 DIERICEAAT T S TRV &, ERESER & QOL Z [FIRFIZFH L T\ b7z, Aa 7 BiR
PERESERZ LT LB L2 RTHh D, T72bb, HRET IRZEORER) EMEEND X DI,
TBRIZ K o TEERESER D EIE L T, R 2 RLED M S ARV IR Y BFIT Ny REff
LT, ARG ~DEELZ TR T 572, CCFIS |3k 8 MOWRENE T 28 0ndH 5. £1-,
FEEIIIME AR CE S22V EE AR S BEICL > TIRERNATH DN, T O EUHEEKZ S
TXRWDY CCFIS AT TH D.

CCFIS & QOL % Lbis L7=AffgEic kB &, CCFIS 28 9 JSHOHEEIL 9 ML FOHBEE LY b QUL NEEIC
EEXN TV Y. ZOMIEICHEZIE, CCFIS 2 9 MU TFIZT A2 Z ENHEBREOAEE VWL D, Fiz,
(IR SE R RN EICB W CHERICER O H 5 5/NEZEZE (ninimally important difference :
MID) %3l L7=WF%2ic k5 &, CCFISOMIDIZ2~3 A& ENTWVSH 0. 7= & 2 IFTEIRIIZEIC BV T,
& DIRIEIE T CCFIS 23 12 i D 10.5 JUZE L, TNRHFHENICERRETHH ELTH, 1.5 M
DUEILMID @ 2~3 FUTFEL TWRWVWOT, BRMNICEROHDUEL TNV RN kD,
AHEZRIZBNTS, CCFISZ 3 mllElET L2 LN, LVHATORELBNRD.

St.Mark’s 2= 7% Vaizey 227 & HMEH, CCFIS @ 5 HEMA T, MEEUHAKOAE] L
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MEFFIEHOAR) O2HB OAFH THE THE S, AitAa 7130 (EREERL) ~24 8 (kE
JEAER) TH D Y. St.Mark's A7 OEFTE, CCFIS OFHEE B Zx CEETAKLIHMECE 5
RThD. LIeioT, HEDRICKIT DHEKAEIER - Q0L Ffi©, EEUHEAL BEHT 25611,
St.Mark’s 2 7 OEANHERES LS. —FF St.Mark’ s 2= 7 OFEFTIE, CCFIS LI[ERRIZ, FAMhd 2%
WICEAMFTF R EITW A E, ERESER & QOL # RIRFZFHE L T\ D7, X =7 BIRAMEREE
JERZ LT U LARWETH D, St.Mark’s 237D MID 1% 3~5 s ENTWS 9 LER-T
HHEZIRICBWNTIEL, St.Mark’s Aa7 %25 JLLESET L2 LD, LVHXTORBELEWVRD.

FISTIZ, fa7 (FR, ¥R, WORME, EEME) 28N 5WVWoBECRET 500 45HE TR S,
BRIA TR0 (EREEZ L) ~61 8 (REFEFEKEL) THDH Y. FISI ORFTIE, CCFIS X St. Mark’ s
Za7 LRy, JEROHRZFE L TH DR LT 2ERICELMF TR IR THWDLIRTH L. L
L, BEROBRZFHMHLTWD ] WS BAHEHIC, HERLUFHMETE 20 EWHEFTICH 2 S.
L72i3 o C, (BREEDEEARFAMN T FIST 2 W 5561%, BRI QOL Z3Fili 4~ 5 R 4 R IC
HEHTRETHDH. W OEREDEO BN, EROELEZBH U TEEOWLEEETHZ LICH
HMHLTHD.

{H oA BLAG QOL Bl R EE & LTI, FIQLWR° Modified Manchester Health Questionnaire !27¢ &
Wb, Fio, BREORLROTER, RALE, BN EICB7T % QL G0 FHEiT 5729
ORAEEEL LT, ICIQ (International Consultation on Incontinence Questionnaire) 2BEZE XL, f#
KA ZE DI PHEEEFICET 5 Q0L OFHIZIX, £O—HTH5 ICIQ-B (Bowels) BHWHILD .
T D OO ICAREE B QOL SRR E & LCIE, FIQL AEEMICR BV ST D .

FIQL X, 29 HOEM 4 THE OBERIZ/PHINTE Y, SEITEH R TR S, SEREWIED
N QOL BRI THD W, FHEEOGMELE L, EIFEAZ AL (10, 1~4 5), xtil - HE{TE)
O M, 1~4,8), 5o - HOWRdk (T, 1~4.4 5, Ad G, 1~44) TH5DH. FIQL I
KETRFE SN TEUR, ZEOSFEICHIR S TEEME - 4R SN TR Y, (EHEME - 240
WNFEF &7 BARGEIR S 2 FREEFET D W19, AR TIE, &4 BHFEORRLT, AaT (1
~4.1 J5) THLAHMBATRE TH D, FIQL 1%, (ERERFRAYZ: QOL ZFHT 2 B CIdmd THHTH S
2, BEZHRECHEMNT 2ITEREAEN LT ETHMETH D, Lizdi> T, QL ZEMICFHET 2 %
LD & 5 BERMIFE TlE, EREERILFIST &, (HAEEKrRAY QOL (X A AFER FIQL Z FHV CHE BN FHh
THZENHEREND. FIQL OMID G L2 2md v, 1MiE 1 1~1.2489, $ 9 1##ET0.7
~L1IRYWEREL TS, FUEMEAZEHALTY, MiROHIEICL > TMID AR5 2 LICH
BT H20ERHD Y.

LARS TlX, fBREED 7257 clustering & FHEI S M ORI E /2 E HRIE L 705 2 L% W2
¥, LARS OJERFFAR A & L CiE, CCFIS X° FIST XV &, LARS #H OJERZZE L7 LARS A= 7 17
WL TR, [FEME - YMENEA SN AARGER BFET S (R 4 P, Ll LARS =7,
A« RABIAEFE BN, B FAERME 22 & O fF A5 BEE L7 ER 2 54 LTV 528, LARS
T L L CRIBEIC 2 2 BRI A2 Ml L TV AW Z ISR ET AL ENH D, £7- LARS 12k
% QOL ~DOEAELFE L TE 5T, LARS A7 (X QUL OIRERELZ KL T\ nE T 85 L5 5
19)

L7e2857C, LARS (2B CEAERFEAY QOL ZRFMlid 2541, HAFERR FIQL' ™ O 2 #ESE4
D, PHEREE 2 G QOL kA& FHIT 5554 1%, A ARERK EORTC QLQ-C30 (European Organization
for Research and Treatment of Cancer QLQ-C30) 202 HAZEMK EORTC QLQ-CR38 (EORTC Colorectal
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Cancer-Specific Quality of Life Questionnaire 38) *VOIEMAEZET 5. /=, EMFEHTTE DML
AIZBI9 5 QOL M L LT FIQL? b5 ET 5. LovL, AV VL Ths FIQL 128 Eh 5 29 fHD
BRI GRS DR - B OBk & RN T 2B 10 A AR L TEBY, HREEFO QL & LT
BERELEEICL D89 SRS ANLEFHMETE 2\, LR - T, EIBREREG O IR A QoL
ZRMiiT 2 EME L LT, nFIQL ZHMTHEHT 5 Z L IFHEIETE 220,

FERBFZEIC B W\ TR TR 2 5l 2 5 A1%, 1 B O {HREE IR D 50% LL_FiEib & 15 # R
CERTILIONENTHD V. L, DA F—Fy bEICED L, HEEMEE 50%LL
VBRI & T AL DB RAE B 1L 58% Lk BT, FRIZ 65 bl EOE#E 1% 26% Lz F AfL
TWeholo. T5%LL B 2RI & B 2 D BE RS o To—T, HFEHESE BRI BT X
50% LA EJRib 2RI Eh & LT AN D EINIC S o 72 2.

BEAICFEHE L7 AT — b X v b TERERMFRIC BV CTIBER R 23T 2 5A1%, 1 BN O FE K
EEAIFNTRIERT & FLlg U CIRERRIC 50%LL Elb L& 21N E R T DI L &#RETDH] 1T
xHLU T, AUA R4 AMNEREBEERICEIT AHEROMR I P EHREICBUT, BOHESE L 32 5 A0
HoT-.
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1 33 Fecal Incontinence Severity Index (FISI)
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1 # 4 Low Anterior Resection Syndrome score (LARS (7 —R) R=a7)

ZOT = MEIHRT-OPHEREAZ T 5 2 & A HNE LTHWET.
%ﬂ%j%@ BRI LT, T2y 7Ry 7 AL FICT 2y 72 LT EE0.
JERD BIC L > TEMT 256, BAEIDICLIEDLZENEH LWL D LILETAD,
ZDEIBREAETHEEOIHERIICK L TIELEAZIIZTEATI LS.
i‘#@ﬁ&ﬁ‘é TR a5 2 0 X0 RBGYEICRGE ) o TV E T, £DOZ LITERE
HPICEEROPEREICY TTELIEAZRATI LS.
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I1I. EREOREE

ERESZIRICHT HDMAED BRI, EREDRK - HEZZKT2ZLI2H 5. BloKRE TR
K - JRREZ EREIC 2T 2 2 LIXREEZR 720, JEdK - JRIE - B RPT RIS 2 THEBO RS RICED
WA 2 BT 2580850 V. ZOREICIE, EBITMNERE, B - PR RE, 2
ARSI R A, TP R, BEEMRA, B MR, PHMEEERERERH L. WTho
BRAE G BEIT L > THERPDOH22 5 TRARZRAIZ L 2 5720, £ OMIGSHE & ATRICIZ 5078
FEALETHDL. RO OREOHIITEMIERE 2R E L TITONLD b Db H5HM, KfaTlk
EREEDRA - HHEZ W T 272D & L CRidiT 5.

A AHZEHRE

EGHTFISRERR A O 5 DAL STV 2 REE, EBITMNERE, EGAT P R,
EERRERE, BB 7747 v ARE, BEHENRED STHATH L. ZEWRENE LTX, 205
HHD S H 1HBEZT> 725812800 &, 2HBL EA1To7285613 1,200 £5C, HIZ 1 EIZZTEER
BTHD. ZOSHHEDI L, EIE/VL— PR &P DX, EWo—mH%THh 5 HEE
PEEPEHEE 2 ZWT 2720 ORETH 572, AT, EBLPANERE, EMILF B S R
&, EREERAEO SHBAIIMZ T, EEMRER R A & AL B A I L TR 5.

1. EBILFAANERE

AT —hFA b

CEBATFTNIERR AL, LPTER AR 2 BB I T B 2 & T, AR FIRHEE & HFTIIAR
FEt OB TR AN D10, EFINCIE U TRfTT 5 2 & 212 %ET 5.

MEROMm S 55 (AEE100%), TEFV AL~ : (

BE

ERREER SAEREILIE R, #ibE, MEIGHE (EHESEIE) Tho. #ikEE, WL
PSR PERE 2 IR T2 & S DAy, FHET DRy & L THILPERIA 55%, SMLFHEKIA, 30%, L
M7 yiary 15%LTHELH L. MENMEDL, SMLIFHRKHRRELRKIT S L S5, EE
WG A SR SUE D> D DO ZEHIME & F kL b OEIED 2 TR H Y, SMLPIFEA A EEZ K3 5 O
R EHEINE T o 5.

e L AR I AL PR AR REIR T 2 Bk L, IR PR RN A T4 <, FEEE AR I 2SI
PG REIR T 2 Bk L, DAt AR A A L9 <%, ERIMNERAET, NLFRRRmHEE
ZRBRIIHMET S 2 & T, MAREOFKRHEE & FEMRIGRGEOREICAMLRSGERH5. Ll,
e L SO B T S = D AR YA B A 2RI R & <, HIERESPRE T IEIC L > THRR L7209,
HEMDORIZITEENLETH 5.

PR
AIRAEOWPEIEE I IIARERE, NN T VAT a—Y =k, ~A4 7 a,0— LD 3FENRD L.
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AT =T NVEMG B OR— L OHBERERE AT 207 —7 VERWTZBRETIE, LTS
WO LEEZET DDA T =T NV EG| TR LERH L. £D—TF, AT —7T VE#MITHIC—
EDORIR CTHEBOIEMEREHT DT —T NV EHWZRETIE, 17 —7 VEFRLE L7RIETILM
BERONEZHETH I ENTE, SMBEEBILMANEMA (high resolution anorectal
manometry : HRAM) & FRIEI S 2.

FERMERB ELTE, NWEARRTLIILMEDOE S (MEILMER), ZirkOlLMENE (L
P ), NEFIGHERF ORLFYE N (REEIEE) , HkRs LIS NE (RREEINAEE) 235 W
O Fio, EBWNICEE L V—r% 50ml fRE DK TR S W REOALFINEAZIET 5 &, b
FIEICNED ER L2RICERIEE L Y HIRT L, 0%, #HEEL ETRETS. 20 LFBEN
EGLPBLE R, KT - [EEBLS S BB PHI R AT & FRTN S .

B IR I — IS AL PSR SRR & 9~ 5 L Sy, BB IEEICF 53 250 & LCNATRHE
KM 55%, AMITFIRERIAS 30%, ALMZ v a 15% &3 2HELH 5 V. FEEINETE T — AT
FIFEFORAREE 2 I3~ 2 & S5, REEIGHEIEIIEREIED D O FERNE & F LT 2> D O INED 2 FE
DY, SMLPFERFEERE 2 KT 2 OXRERIGEEEIMETH 2 >0, AR L, &l X
% MEREN E Bk 2 ML PIFERI RS OO SR PO 2 S k9~ 2 ¥ EAGALRT B SO, I AGHE O (R
(2> THOMLPHERI T DS NIRRT 28R TH 5. (BRSNS IEE SN D &, REE
WHEEAME T L7z 0 EIGAT P B SO 2395 . EIGATFIHI S 1T, EEE O I > T
PRI DS B LR 3 2 B C, Bl - I CTA U BN TH D, ZOKKOHERIL, L
VA AT N TIEO AR A RS T D, RS IZERER 5 L 722V,

HARZEBE AL MINERE Z T LIZFRD A 277 U v A (1348, 2,981 61) Wik dE, HiLE
AT 44%, FPET 27%ITF8D B AL, WUEEARMEIZZMET 69%, FHPET 36% 12780 b7z, #
IEJEARAE XN AL PR A REAR T A2 3R L, IRHIMEEREE N A U030 1Y, Bl IS FE AR 1 4T Y
FERIMFSREIR T2 BR L, UM EREENE LT wd & a&nd 29, EGALMIEEER A IR )T
FHABICRIETHEBLRF LIZaim E e Wik 2 &, HMFEF— AL 2REMOBRF TIE, FL
ERBE 90 D D B 45 BIDMRAFHPEIE, 45 BIDANEHRIRD Kt L7 o7-. UL, ILMNERAE, B
AR E R TR A, ALPIEBERREOERICESHTHRRT 2 &, REMRIETE 45 floH b
506 (11%) DAEHAREICAETE L 720, ARHRIETE 46 Hl0 5 6 461 (9%) MPRAFHIERIEIZET & 72
ST BB ERERENEZ T2 RHENREI N EIIWVZ, BEMSRITRAMIHKT 5720, K
IBNLFINER A DGR TR EIC S D DR B2 5.2 5 Z LAV RENT-.

AR BT 2 EIBILFNEREOA AMICE L CXBESWm D 228 19, [LMERH%EE
BB T 5 2 & T, HREDFKHEE & FMBIRE TS OWREITHAMRGERH D120, JEH]
WIS U CHEAT S 2 Z E MRS D 7190 UL, #ikECREEIE T O LM 13 E A E0M 228K
X< ) PWEEESCHEFECE > TH RS20 2, MEEOMPICITERNLETHD. 07
D, BINTA KT WIIHEMFOERE LT, KEBBEBARERTA RT 4 D3RRI
TETF U ALYLE LT, [BREEDFKHAEE & AR TS ORED T2, FEFIS T TAKRE
AT 52 L AFHEREL TV D,
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2. EBILFARERE

EBILFER DR 2 F BRI T oA & LT, N—r 2 AW CTEBRECINA 72 ECRT 5
ST A SIS 2 B N b — SRR A SO PRI IN 2 7o B ORI S e 9 2 R A REAf S 2 AL PRG
AR RAIIR R A D 5 5 .

BB AL —VRERE

AT —hAV b

C RS — CRBERA, FEABECC A IR T 2 SRR 5 2 & T, B AR
HETE & AT S OWE IS IR B3 B B 720, FEFNCIE L THETT 5 2 & 28K T 5.

HERDBRE : 55 (BEE 100%), TEFvALUL: (

HE

B ANRARENIC K o CURAMEEREEZ 4 U Q0 2R BUIEE R /e & OBE T, B L— &
HREICE > TEBMEIERBAZZE 52 8T, "M A7 4 — KNy ZEEO—RTH HERHETIE
FALARRO IS 2 RETH 2 LN TE D, —F, ERMRIKTIC X o THEMIERITLE D i sk
&L TCORHMEREZE T TWDHBF T, BRIV —VERREIC L > TEBMEIK T 228
HZ LT, HEEE EH%%L%WEE%MHﬁ®LE%&E¢é ENTED., I LEB A V—
ﬂﬁfﬁwﬁ%i EBBE ORI S THEBERESLA L TITA TV ACHLEBIND D, TOMR

EHEETONERD D.
Hﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁi,H%E%Tﬂﬁ%éﬂécéﬁ%é%,B%W% IBWTIEHASh
LT LIRFE AL,

RN

EGNICHEE L7z — 2 B 28R CTRa ISR S C, BEIBREICIND 5 x4 2 & 4 74l 5
HIRAT, FIZLLTO 3FEEOHYEEZWET D 0.
- IR R - RS D N L= OB L E NS TR T ORVORETH Y, HIFERERAAR L
HIFEN .
CAHERBARE . M LIITERWEREDIEEDFEEELZE L DRV ORE.

- BRI & - a2 DN DR RKOFE

E B E NS RERR A Y — % 7 7 /L—7 (International Anorectal Physiology Working Group :
IAPWG) (Zk D mry RU4pHE 9 Clk, AREOHEEH Th 5 MR HEME, FERBEANE, RKME
BOIHAD O, 1HHAL ECEEEL T CHIVUTENSGTIEE (rectal hypersensitivity), 2
H oL ECTHAEEL ETHIITENGMTAT (rectal hyposensitivity) & U??‘%) EEEELTND.
BB AR AE 2 56T LIoZED A 2 7 U v 2 (13 f#, 2,981 fil) ©lc ks &, BRI
LT 10%, BYETA%ICRD LR, L%ﬂﬂﬁ?iﬁéf?%,ﬁﬁfw%um@Eﬂt

E AR, EEYNERE, YLAMEERES, BEEEORIK & 220 7, FRIRLEHEEIGAE G TR
DTN B SRR R OBRBIERIGR CTHLROLLGERH Y, ZLORREICEIT HE
Bt & S92 OICABEIZAH TH S 219, Chan B "L D &, HREEBEED 44%ICHEBGMR
WA GRS, EATIRE A AT IR, ERMRIETHE L0 bPHERESAEEICELL, B

58



0 J o b w N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40

FHAEPARICHIRE ST\ e, 2 TRRMRBIEGEFERECH L<EBO LY, ZOMEREIERE &4
BT 2Land?. 60, AREFERITEMEREOL RO TEBERSL L T TA4 T VAL R 5
P, EGUIBRIT S OFEBAEZ T 2 OICbARETHFHATHL V. SAFT7 40— Ry 7RIk
DI E I K D EREERSGE & BB RRE OSESHE L W oWERH DA, TO
—75, JERAUE L THEREBEPSARICETEMLAWEELH 5720, RERBEOMRIZEET S
BHbHn Y.

EGARAR T, EEAE U We D IZE MG IER & 0 5 @R W0t REE & L C ol
PEFEREEDFR L 72 10 FHfEFEBRETCEIET ICRO B Z ERZW. Burgell b P2k bl
BVEEREE 160 Bl 26 6] (16%) (ZEMGAAR T 4580, BT IERHE & ik U CEGARAR N
XEEREIR OFRERN A B @ o 7o, EGEEAR TS S R OMES - MR X 2 EGHEEER
R EMEE S & U CoOlRIHMEEREEOIFIK & 2 s 86, BHEEEIIBCER S V— 2 &2 v
ELG I IE LA X o THEASER D LET 2560355 9.

UEbEDZEL, FREIZL > TEMMRERT 2507 5 2 & THEREOHE - RIKNZMAT L2 L
WTE D ZNMERGTEHOREICKENL 720, BEEMEE ERIE5 2 & CHERERNSET
DEEND DL P R LARERRIY, BEREEOA RO THEIBEES LT T4 T VAT b
SNLHTD, TOMRIIITZICERTLHILERSH L. £, HHT LAV —DRRSa T T4
TR, N— OIERRE R G DT REF LRSI X o TREREN R D720, Mk Z & Ic &
EEMENTTDZHERSD 2. SISO THTIED D28, ERHNEGEEICAREZIET L CEBZEL
DEAELTZRERDH D720 2, ERIEEE ST 2 AR OISR E S & OHEITIC T2 R EER
VETHD.

b. FLFIRSIRERFIMRFERE
R

BRI OB AR LIV T =T V2 LB PNICHA L, NPT~ BRI GREE 2 1R % 12
B S, BB SRR & i 2T R ORI & L PTR IR R XU TR & L TR 5. RIS
BT & o THIEEITSER R 50, EEE LRI D @ EOLAICIMmTE T LBl 2 ». A&,
MHEHTIIER END Z ENH DD, HEZRICBWTUHEHN SIS Z LT L A L.
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3. Rt ERERE

BE

AR IR E O A AT 5720 ORETH L. FREEEZTIE, ar bo— ALl T
AR ERFEIER LTV Z &0 D 5. fﬁﬁﬁ’i%ﬁ‘i*ﬁﬁ%‘@?& A ESND BIZ, BEEAR R
FHaAHE T DA & L TUIMEEMEIMEN 20, BRESZIRIZE T 54 APV,

fE#
S AR B RF (pudendal nerve terminal motor latency : PNTML) DA TIL, FERORIRIIR
P LT BRI Em 2 BT LT, AE R EI O CEGEE 2 ST L CRRERAhRR 4 fB U
L, Z ORI X 2 SMLF$ERIAH OUGHE 2 ILFTE N O RFEEEBIC IS L EEM a4 2 (K1)
1)

D FEER AR~ D B> O AL FIFEFRI FH NG £ CORFM A REHMREERM TH Y, iz
E/EJIIJ/‘? HET D E’CEE@ﬁKEB*EF‘I‘X EEOAELNT 5. T72b5, I ORIHMERSERH
ER L T2 L EifrtfEE (pudendal neuropathy) &2 U?ézhé D, ABEROEmE LTCIX
St.Mark’s EEAMRAS H W Eﬂé ZENEL, BERMOT y NATZEITMRIZ LD 2R 50,
2. 2msec® V> 2. dmsec”? LA b CREHIMHREEE L W5 2 L 3. K*ﬁﬁ EEREEZIRICHIH S T
ETEBENRH L0 29, ZOREERITRAEE O TH| ZEEé?(LE)J: , AREHEE AN B b O RERE
DEFEOH AWML, LD AR DR HE OB ﬂﬁﬁ“(“% ARVAR SRENN = uiig b s
AT AR L U CIHEHEENME. L > TEETIE, @5’%1‘%’55’) B DA A HELE O )

SRV E S 5, KERBBEBAEEE A KT A v 10T, ﬂf&b‘IET/X LoUL7ein G, FETE
R & U CAREAIEIT LARWNWZ L2 HERE L T .

X1 St.Mark’ s Tl
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4. TP ERRE

=E

SHILFIHFER 5 CHL B IE G OB R REB 2 IE T 5 2 & T, T OIUHEE )itk & 2 7l 2
HETHD. MAEIT, EPERHICRIAT 28 ERmR, FLFEECRAT9 2 RimEmR, FLFE A
AT DALPYEMmO 3TEEA & 5. KM & LB K D ITP AL, (EREEDIFRZ NI
WHNTIEWD DD, BUETIHEREEICH S D447 41— k/\\y7%&7£&:i5b‘THIF"ﬂ%%"Jﬁ%®HK
%Tﬁ’ﬁ?%?:ﬁ%"74’—1\“/\‘~y7?6t&>0)‘7‘“fgﬁﬁ%””<‘:Lfiﬁﬂﬂéﬂ%’a:&ﬁi%b\ SHEMmIL, HIA

K DBz D T2 DI EITHIE R TIThb A T 5.

&)

HMILPRFEER i P B0 B NG5 OB ANEE 2 HE T2 2 & T, £ OUUHEEE 7105t IR 78 2 FEATh 9~ 5 1
HETHD. WEIZHNDEMITIE, LRGSR S 8HEMm, IS ISR 9 2 K mEm, T
FIENICHAT D ILMEmO 3 R H 2 V2. $FEM T, BFIIMEL TRELSZ T 508, KL
FIfh OESMITEENE TH D motor unit potential (MUP : &2 —EDEIE & MR ZFF - I-EXAIESE) %
J'I-S'f_L/DJIJ ZEHIiT % Z & THLPFERIS OWIZREHNL - fFHAZHT 5 2 &N TE S Y. L LBIETIHE, £

WrZEENL - FPHOZEHIIIT VS B E RIS TR Y, SFEMOBIAIZ X 2R 2D 729
(2, BrEEAmR A IV 7 T P 7 AR A LR R Tl dd £ Uﬁbﬂfillﬁﬂﬁﬂ‘]“@%é V. F R & AT
BT, BEITREE THEM TOREL T D 2 N TE 50, —ANTIZILMFER G 2 DIL
i - oA IR AR 2 R 2 720 T, NLPIFERI M O BARAVTEEN B 2 A BN ITEHME T & v, Lo Lilns,

LR OEmE AT D E G ENLEM BRI S, BHEMARIAT 5 2 & 72 HLPFERIf O UG - 5l
TARREZ TN BN 5 Z & b ARETH 203, FIMREE TH D .

HLFAf BB AL RO KB WHC A V H IS oD &7, ﬁ?’f’ﬂi@%@fiiﬂﬁ”éﬂ/(ﬂ‘
74— Ry ZEEIZB W TIPS OIHEE 2 BT 1 — RNy 7T 570D OIaH Akds &
TIERSND Z EnE W 29 Fio, PHED 720D OREFRHIAN TR R %f%o’\%ﬂﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂb
FO i TEL A 5 2 W0 LA S/ C U O BRI iR BB T O W v sz Y, RO —KTH S
B JE AT T B B PR 1 K DB E PR PR T 2 A F 7 ¢ — Ry ZIRIEIC B IEH ST
% 810,
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B. MERFHIRE

1. BEERE
AT —hRA b

- JLPYE B E MR A, ILMSRTEREGOZEICER Th 2720, EREOFERZE~OMH %
BRI 5.
HERBORS : HEELE10%) TEF VAL~ B
- PRI E R A LR R R AT, R EB ORGSO RNES 2R TE 503, LM
FERIT RS O RS WRE R (I HL P B S R AL IS5 5 7o, L P B A 2SR AS AT RE 720K 10
TOMEMERET 5.
HERORS : 55 (BEE 100%) TEF VA L~UL : g

=2y

JLFE B EEMRAL, SHOY e —7 203 L35 MR EN O ERRE R IETH Y, NHMLM
FERR ORI, Wi, R, ZHE2 & OBB-CILPfERNG OEAOREICHE R TH 5. SihREILFER
fiitEf5 (obstetric anal sphincter injuries : 0ASIS) |ZH\W\NTC, #BE A T2l L7 NLFERT#H
BORENRETHDLIFE, EREARERENEL LD EORENRD D, £z, BRESWRHCERRNIC
0ASIS & WIS N2> T2l b Db BT HLM R 2 A9 5 ML E B R A 2 i 7L<, 30%
T OASIS MMWrEn L OMENRH D, ZOT-ONLMEBEERAIL, 0ASIS OZMITHKR &AM LAk
EENTEY, HREOHRE - JRRZWIENT2 2 L 2_ET 5.

RIEBERREIL, ERARCHEAENG e —7 20O TRETRET, ISR ERHRETIIZ
Wir 23 IR 72 BL B B G A O 5S° 1levator hiatus & FEIZIL A NLPIZEAH TR AL S AU 25 B2 IERR 15 O HE HY
IR TS, LvL 0ASIS ORZWiEEE X, NLMEEEFRRELY £ 5.

REEETEREL, WHAEOEWa Xy 7 287 0 —7 % AW TRERRET, L7202
IREEPEIC B AR NIEAR 2 #iHH T & 5. EFREEORG7ZT CTe <, BRRIE R O MNHE AL R 5 R 0O B
JE AR S WP RE CTd 5. 3D/4D MR FRER B O 7 v — 7 2, LS 027 53
HUE B DG 2 T &, 0ASIS OBWIKE HILME B ERREICH LRV EOWMENH D.

P bX v, 0ASIS & b= ALFHERGEE OB KNI IIIT IR B S RE 2 Rk bR 5. Lo, £
DA SR TE R WERRIZB WL, ZBERENS L2 00, RIEBERRECRSEE S
BRETZMT 52 L2 IRETD.

)
a. MLPIEETHMRE

JLMEBEEERATIE, V7 ARELRY) =7 HoOGEH T v —7 2 LMENICFHAL, HNILME
R & SMLPYREA A OTERE 2 B E WA T - FHIE9 5. MARFOMILIE, EAEZECRNIZDIC
BEEAML F 713 ALTIT 9 25, i OICBLRE L CHERME THEAT 92 2 & 3%\, BERmig & LT,
AL PRFER 51345 — 72 Rl O R AR = = — il & U T S, 2 OSMANZ AN FIHERI 5 23 T 2> B 1)
Toa—OfEEE LTI SN Y, IIMEOESICL o T SN OMEN RS (K 1), B
BIEEZ, @A L~V TiE, PIRLPIRRI O SMANZ RO PR O PRERSMIL PS5 & U5 ORE E G
PEmra—ge LTSN s. P~V T, Ke 2 — 0N OsMlichma—L LT
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R S D EEHEER & 5 O T T & ML A S 5. KA L~L T, R TFAML
PRI O Bk O = o — & LTI S, WILABOHIZZ o L i s sy, i
HILME OB I L p = a—BoOEWNE, HEOF VT —2a w21} 5 ETHEHETHS.

AR Lo THLMIERR 0815, WiR (EEOBBRZ2WEIn £ EOREE) | R, Eikl s
2L, LSRR ORAZRES 2 Z & T, ILMENTS OTRBRIFHME 21T 5 . AMLPFERIT OB EIX
BT 2 — IR o — OSB3 B S, NIRRT O BEIMRT 2 — ik IC & = 2 — DS 03
TIN5 L TRETES. MEICHRTIVIREM COBWICHERZIT R, BEREO &SN
BETHD Y. ARECTHLIFENHIEGZ AT 2 L 2B SNIBEIL, ThifaLianeslisnt
BE L LT, BEFEREOFERN20EThHoTo Lt OWRENRH D V.

BECARIARIT, OASIS OBMHIR LA MRMELEL STV V9. EEERABFESICRI AR
FTA L NE, REZUEDOF 3E RENITPFENIFIC RS D) &, 3a (OMLFFERI ORI 50% Al
FTOHEE), 3b GMLFFERFOEZ 50%LL 12 & SOSWNATFIFERIAHIIEEE LR W RS, 3¢ (N - 4t
ATPIFERIAR T T OFRES) ([T EET D 8 EIEEHERE L s, Wan & P13 0ASIS 1, 892 il D#EERIZ IS
W, 3a &L T 3b LA R 0ASIS TIE, AREERIERN &, LMREMELS, I EERRA
TORLPIFERI KB FEE L, AR ST <, IR B S O LEVER E 0o 7o & s
LTCW5. X 5IT Johannessen & ¥%, 3b LAF L H#EL T 3¢ & 554 FED OASIS 1%, (HREE%ERIET S
URZNEWNE LTS (3 : 0ASIS).

R ARG
51 SR D L < I AIRE £ TR
Fok | 2RE GRBRET - RSB £ <R
W3k HLPIHERIAR £ © e 3815

3a SURT PRI X 50% it o R 15

i SURTFTRERIE % 509% 20 - o 15

T PRI £ R 3R

AR | MR - B <R SR

=2 ME GF 1~4 BE) OF ToHMERLFIFEREEIEE 3, 4 BTN T 5.
Sultan S35 3 EERRIZUEA S 5123 (3a, 3b, 3¢) IIHELTW5.
(Sultan AH, Kettle C. Diagnosis of Perineal Trauma. Perineal and Anal Sphincter Trauma,

ed by Sultan AH, Springer—Verlag, London, pl13-19, 2007 X v 5|/f)

Wan & 7723, SHEREICERRIIC 0ASIS LW S ool b b b T ILMAEEZ A5 5 134 Bl
XU TABREZITLIZE 25, 40 B (30%) T OASIS Z#@RD7=. 7=, HLFIJEE L BEFHRMmAIC L
% 0ASIS DWW & OBRZ FM L72fF 72D 2 Z 7 U & (103 W, 16,110 #) Vi kb &, @EHHR
I XK > TRIESE D LMED 5 B 26%53 0ASTS LW, ALMREEERERIL 19% Tho7-. Fiz,
BRIRAIIZ 0ASTS 23 %AV TUNRUY 3,688 BN TH, EEWMA T 13%23 0ASIS L2Wraiy, AL
REEGIERIT 14% Tho7=. S HIZ, 0ASIS Tk L CALPFERIFEENT 25217 7= 7,549 lD 9 B, 55%
Tl F WA L OISR RIS IR L, TLPIRESAERIT 38% Ch o7z, B EFIHEMA T 0ASIS
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ZARDIRVER] & I LT, 0ASIS & W SN T-REBNC I T DHLMREAIESRIL 3. T4 fF L A REICE W
72, EERAYIZ 0ASIS & 2Wr S TWRVWERNI LT, BEERAZ VT 0ASIS O F 22k %
BEMEZARAZT TV AT R LTS, AR, 0ASIS IZxH S NLFFERIAMEE - TR 4
DEEREOFMIC L AR TH S 0. I 51T, BRIESIREZICHEREENIAE L2 TH 40 mLREIC
0ASIS D= OITFRIENIIET LAV H DD, AREZZOZWICLAEHATH D 112,

AL, PILFFEER A OBRELZE OB b A M Th 5. RINLITHR 2 4015 AL PG 5 G BR T
%, FHEMIRITE ORISR 2 K55 BIBRIN 12, PALPIFERIMHREC X 2 IR R R 2R 03 4
CHGEaNH L0, TOBWICAREIAFHACTHD Y. £, WILPFERGIZINEZCE > CTERD
FTIENHOENTEY, @EAIZIBT 2NILMFERI OIED 95%(EHEXHIE, 55 Al T 2. 4~2.7
mlZ%F LC, 55 ikl ETiE2.8~3. 4mmE EINTWD . ZONITMFERNM N EMT 2HEEL L
THALPIERI I AERE DS S ST D 19 Z ORFBITIR MR EE N 3R T, ek I MK fE
(40 ecm HoO LAF), PIRLPI$ERM 0FEM L (& 2mblF) THY, ZOZMICAREIAHTH 5.

K1 EEIIMEBSRE
A IIMESRLANI, B LSS LA, C: IIMEEREL AL
IS: MATPIFEIAR, ES: SMITPIFELIER, PM: VB E G

b. RREEETHRRE

AR E WA TIE, IMEBEERE L RS =T REZ T VT AT e —T 2 EHT 50,
FERARICIHH SN WA e —T7 BNFHAIEETH S, AL THEANIC e —7 2 AL, Hfz 3D
WS 5 2 & COEBEMEOM 21T ). BB CORmS T4 2Ky &N, BN HIEEIZ, level
[ CIIBEMED LB Z, level 11 CIIBEMESERS, JRiE, EBILMMA%L, level M CTiX/RiE, HEEM
%, level IVCIXEEERT 72 & OXEMCHIRAALFE A Hi - FHET 22T 59 (M2) .
RIEEE AL, VEERASS levator hiatus OREHITEN TWD. BB M2 #8R L 7= 01 EkR
D 13~36% CHYEEGHOBER R OND L ORENRH L 10, FoE B ORI PS8BS %
ETIIZEAR#ETH S, -, RIEBEIMRA CT2W L7 pubovisceral muscle (BEEAGHG & HE
BB 2SR OEES levator hiatus OHLIE & (FREEEREIERE ICRIEMEN D 5 & OWED &
%9, Lieho CRIBES IR, TEERAS levator hiatus OZWHIITHH TH 53, 0ASIS O
W i b e ALMFER A B AR ORI -CIL PSR B EOZBNIC B W OILME B H R AE LY b
BHESNTND Y.
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M2 REBER&G
SHRA: levator hiatus
P.B0E, U:JRE, R Bl PR IVBEEEH

c. BRREETHERE

BB EERAE TIE, EEEEERE COERAINLIAEOEm Iy Xy 7 2T v — 7 & f
AL, BAfIZ CRENDILME CORRIMEERT D 2 & T, BRANEES (B, JRE, e TR
B, OB OB EG L E OB RIER & ER SR TR - ST 2 Y (IK03). Fkm o721
T <, HRRER ONGHETAC/R TR OB MRS NL (BEehl, =0, B, R b8l S
ZENTEDL. EEE, MRS, ERER EBRROZEREE T, PHEEERE LY bERL WL
DWENRH D 19,

3D HEEE & 7o TR B 0 % 72 AD REEE FIREAR A O T v — T AT AUE,  EhOLE R R 2 ST
5 Z T, NEMFEERIF D72 b HVE EN T OBRE 2T 5 2 LR TE 5. 0ASIS ORZWHIT K b HE
PRI PIFERI S B AR O HCHT PR BIE OZ B WX, IMMEBEFRRE LY 525 L ows
Wen V—J7, 3D/4D T —T7 VRSB EERE ChIUE, ILMEBERREICS LRV ET
LDHEL DD . LizndoT, 0ASIS OFZENIALFIE BEMA & RSB ERRED &6 6 2 T3
DL, BEFROBME - i ERERBFHORICEL S, IMEBEEREIERO Y —7%
WBELT DN, EHFENA ) =T —va VRO T S HRANRKINAS Th D, i)y, Rkl
A BRI AR OB SR EH 7 0 — 7 Cl{THRETH 528, 0ASIS (B L CALME
TR & A OZRSE 21551212 3D/4D A 7 a0 — 7 B ET, 24 ) =T —3 g Vo
L S EH RN IR EETH D .
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2. BEES MRI fARES

AT —hAV b

« ALFTHEE MRT R, LSRRG O WSO O A 5 - FEEEORHIC A e 720, HIEE
DIFRZE~OEH 2128 T 5.
HEROMS : 3 (AEE 100%) TEF L AL~ - (g

=2y

{8 AR I 5 B0 MR ARSI, ALF9ES MRL & MRI BEMEEEMRA N D 5. JLAE MRL A
i, MEMPICHEHOLE 24 V2 B8 L TIT O ML MR s & (ARIC 3 A L2 BLE L CIT 91K
FMRI RN B 5705, A TIINLIVE 2 A VDB ARAGRO T2 O MRI A& D T v ie T 5. NI
ORI MU, EMFER OB RIEN OMIEZ R T 5 2 & C, ZOWMARLEMHO A ELZ T 5
ZLENRTED.

MRT BEEEEARAL, W% O X PHEEEMRA & R LT, Lo N URn 72 < 7 E OBt e Ll
DB NS DIRRE LA C& 2 M EATCTH D28, MEML CHREVEZ P 5729, X0 AR
IRRBETCHD. T O REEREIEH ER DD+ R EE P EONT, (EREEDJFAIC
720 9 B R A E GG O 2R X X ARPEEE AR L D AR,

R

A MRT (magnetic resonance imaging) FRAEIE, BERESILNLZFIH L7 g Nlges « BREA -
NEFIFERI R S OBHG2MNE T 5. (EREEZIFRICH VD MRT MA&IZIE, FF RS TR 9 2 LT ES MRI
A (anal MRI) & B7RAEZ FEMIT 2 MRT PEEEEMA (MRI defecography) &2 V. F7-, [#
KA H GO T- B RS RERE E & FEME 95 720 O MRT A2 B3 2 FRECHEIG OMFRIZEE L C, [EEEH
A ARBREINTND 29,

FLFT3E0 MRT MR AR L2, ATFIPNICEER OALFE = A L& B L C1T 5 ILF9%& MRT (endoanal MRI) Rt
ERFIZaA NV EELE L CTIT 2 KE MRT (external phased-array MRI) MREEN® 5728, AFH CTIZAL
B aAANDBREEDTZDRE MRI A DA AT RIRE T 5. —MANTIZNLFE MR B D 7 A3ty B
EDWRBEN @ E SNDLHR, WMETERRZVEORESLH D Y. TP MRI MidE Tik, ALPFEOHL
BRIEMOMEZRGET 2L T, ZOMRCEMROARATMIT 22N TES Y. T2 sFHBRICE
WU, SISO S 5, AMTMFRER A ARG 5T, RIS MFERIA (X515 5 T
Mahsd, —avicix, ML ERRAEDSMLPRERIM £ 0 & NILFRERI T O B o 26 02 Wric
AR THZOIx LT, NLFE MRI BAIIPIL PRI L 0 & SML PR, O WA oZE i O 2 A
MEansd . Lo, IMFERNHEEODZENICE L ClFIZEZIT R, IFRFTRIZ X - T2 Lz
FIFERI A WT 263 2 IR & B PR P aRI34s &, P E B S B A Tl 90% & 85%, JLF9% MRI fi
TIL81% & 89% & T 2WENHD 7.

MRT PEHEE AL, EEPICEA LT EE 2P L2 DB AR 3 2 A T, BREEZIRIC
BWCE, EREOFRRICARY 55 E SN2 EBEESCHEBPE 2205 B cithbis 9. @Eo
X FRPEEIE A L bl LT, Lo M7 IR e < 7 E ORI 7R E oo B Nl O SR RE & FEAT T X
DRBEFTHD. FHire LTE, WML CTEREMEZ PR 2720, FEALTIT 5 X SRPHEE A &
L, KV IEAEEMR A TH D, AL THEITCE 2 MRI JHEEEMRE D FET 50, Frik/e MRI
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MR AE VB LT 5720/ LTV, Fiz, ZOIFAEFNAREPEHEH LD 72 DI T4 7R B E N
Bond, EEESCEBREOZHREE X X BIEEEEZRAE LY LW E XX TF U A2 X > TH
EEINTWVWE72D 19 HREOFEKZHICITE L W ianEEXL L.
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3. HMEEERE

AT —hAV b

- PHEEE AL, (EREOFNICRY 5 2 EREMSEREOZENCANTH L7120, EFIIIE T
THiATT 2 Z &2 RET 5.

HEROMS : 3 (AEE 100%) TEF Y AL~ - g

BE

PEEE A T, ILMENGA, = TE, ILPFERIAINNEEE, #SCUEOPRHEES, BOUE PR
O EREHCENOERER ENFHITE S, EloERE, ERER, SAIREE, DEOAESRE
LW TE 208, PHEREEEIRORWVEFR A THRO DL ENH D720, TOMRITITIEFTENLET
5.

ALFIERG A OB ORIE T RIT, (FREDIRKIZRY 5 2 B RIEMH O IZEE LT
HEEZDLNTVD, L UEEEETHEAZENRE WD, ZH6RET THEREEOA BECRE 25F
M2 Z ST RARETH D, EREM~OEEEEARFCIEAL OFENRFIC, EMPICHEE 2 frFF
THRN LT S Z & T, ILPHERIMIGRERE Z RS 5 Z &N TE 5.

RARROBAFHFRIET S T3 86E LW ERERF IHHEE MR 2 T LT, mEOENER
REME B OIS EI, BEAEMGEEN 2 179 5 S ERENSGET SRR H 5. Lichi-
T, TD &) BEFETIHEEEREORITAHEE S LD,

RN

PEEE A (defecography / evacuation proctography) 1%, HHEDERDENS & BEEEGHHE DO
RELBRE ARG D720 OB TH D, REFIEIMEHIC L > TR DN, IE, KEFEBEBRIE
FEN, o5 [EHEEYS L EFETa e o AR/ RA T IE L EROMRE R L TND Y. i
RBAEFEE LTE, EBNICEEA L2 RS-0 OWE OIREGY (ELE) 23 AL, BE%
JERLIZ LT, Zefpiy, NLFREK0 A DG R3S X ONEIE RS (AR TSP IE 1 20> © % Lk OB ) C X iR 217
9. B 30~120 PHICANY T LARHT A bu T 7 4 o ENRESETMEERIFHIER LD, ##
EEARNCANY D LAEZFEALTSKERE CEE LTI 2 &b H 5. KA TIE, ILMERA, =62
T, ALPRFEROARIGERE, HEUEOPEHEEY), BEMEYE RO BRSSO OB RE e & AVEEAN T &
%Y. EEE, EBER, SRR, NRROFECRE LK TE L0, PHERFER O
EHHETHLRDODLZLENH D720, ZTOMRICITEENLETHD >V,

AP E G O S L-CIB P O e FIRY, FREOFRIZZRY 5 HHE EE %2 & D 1= BRI, O
MESHEIzB G- LTV d EEZ b T D V. IIMERMAI, EREEZA LRnE LD bERERETD)
PHBEIHA ThH 72 L OWENRDH D (REHIFTEE) 105° vs. 1167 ) V. 7272 LILMEBACRE T
ML, BEEETHEAENRE VD, 2O T TEREOFECRE MG 5 Z L ITRATFET
b D, FIEG~OBLUEEAREOTE AL OIS, BRI LUE 2 R 2880 25HE3 5 =
& T, FERMIGREEEZ T 2 2 LN TE 5 Y. &518, EBUIBRMTRICER Lz — A b —
ZHBT 2R, A a7 T 7 40 A2 K D8 EMEZ Vo AR 2 56T L CHELUE O LR EFRE J) 2 3F
fid 22T, —FFA N—~ZMHE L7GEOFEEGIREL TRT2 2L bAlETHD 7.
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AREAEX, EIEBO—RUTHLEHHEEOZRICHN OGN DD, (TREMEIC K 2 ERERC

%3 2 MEARNE RS E EM DG FATEDS G S CTLOR Y, EASEZRICHHERINDL L) ICkho7?. B
FEREAMEREEDJFUA & 72 D WX TIX 7220 AS,  EABAT PSR O #F % 1O N §F Ik E (KT 1
R ENRFF LTS, Collinson & 2L, AMREIC K 2 EMGEMOEEL /3L LT 0xford 4354
(I~VEE) ##ET 5 & &1, ERITMBERERECILIE BT RE DR 2 BH ¢ & /e
W A0 BUZARRAE A Hi1T Lz & 2 ABEMGERZ 63%IZ58 07 L #Hd LT\ 5. Hawkins ¥ &%, fHRLE
B 14T PICARE A T L C, BEBERAREETIIEEERELHEECThHo ML T 5.
F 72 Tsunoda H 'V'%, ERGEMEORTEETO FREENERIATEEL & ARICHE L Wiz &8s LT
5. ZLC, EBERIOSS DEREBEEROMAEICET 2 AT~T 4 v 7 LEa— (10 415,
L1476 12X 5 &Y, ERENRYE LICBEOEIEIL62.5% T, JERFREN1.3% ThoT. T2
bbb, RREORIFIELE TS o0 8E LRWEREBE ICHHEEEMA 2 51T L <, mEEBE
& [Oxford /YEIC X DM (CLHEFAILME bk ©) LIVE (GCEHSILMEN)] 2RD75E
(Z, REMIELRG BT 2 AT 2 L RN UHET DR B 5. LI > T, 2D L5 REHE T
PHEEREORITOHER SN D.

ELR OMEREE DR & 72 2887 © B Tlde v nd, PHERECSERICHE ST EIBENICE - 72
3, PHERICIRHT 2N EZ BN TWAD P, Formijne & 0%, B L /NMEEEZ AT HEEIC
REMIERGEEN & 1T Lic L 2 A, EREZHT 5EFOEED 63%01 5 18%IZARITHA Lz &
HLTWD. —J5Wong b 9%, B A AT 2 EE 84 BICHEMERGEEM 2T Lz 2 A, BEE
R & PR R AR IA RICUE L2, ERBoUEISE O ol bBEL TS, Fi
Tsunoda H 1%, B A9 2 BE 30 BICRRALFIEREMT 2 51T L7z & 2 A, MRicEREEA A L
TV 5B 36 (60%) TEAZENSE LAy, AN EZ A L Cedo Tz 25 i 4 4
(16%) TIIEEENHICRIE LI EME L TWD. L7 - THESEZEICBW T, EEREO
DO D OPHEEERAIL, ERERI YD b EREMRVNEE DS,
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IV. BEREEOREFHRE

ERERIT AT D ORAFROFIEITIT, RFRE, PHEREEE, FWRE, BRIEMIIME, 1474
— Ry 7k, RALPIMTEIGRER EN B 5. T O L2 BN, EEoERAL, SMIMEOT 25
O = BRI OUUHE DR, BB O IEHAL, BRI O ESIR R TH 5.

2O LRFERECHER IEEE, ik, bOBREOMEERBR CTHEITETH D DT, U
HIRAFRORRE & U CHHER S 2 1 & LW ER R C b REMAICHEIT L, 40T H EREERA
IS LI WERE MR ISR T D Z ERNEE L. M, BRI, A A7 4 — R
> 7R, RIS, BME 2 MR E S WD BEHE - 8N LE T2, #HM
HIPRAFRDRE & U CHEERRE MR T1Thh b Z E R EE L.

ARHT 2014 AT PRBRIGHE S 072 AL B A ERRBOREE L O B MR RIS i OB SCEC Y, O TR
WIS & LT, RAFRRIEN IR UL CE 20 EE ) LIRS TWD. FE72, 2018 FITRERINEE
ST RRATFI RO BEIGRE L 0O 72 8 O EERRAT I B CBEIB e 8 & skl o BE LML, TomMMABE &
LT, 137 AL EORFHNEFIEIC Lo Th HahdE 250Nk, FhifES )RR &7 2 PEERE
BEATLERE (HBFNBROBELR) ) EHRLIN TS, 20X, BIEOHENREK L 72
S TNDERENCK LTI, ETIRMRFEEE T T RE TH D, AMBIZBNT, FHEORFIH
ENBEUNRIR - it SN D 70120, FIRFIEORMEZ FICEMT 2 0ERH Y, KETIE, %
TEFRIE O & fifan % 5oai L7z,
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A PIHRTFERIE
1. BRI

AF—h AV b
O I &S AT, AWHHER BT 5 2 & AR 5.
HEROMS : MAEE 100%), TEF L AL~ B
@ I &S AL, EER AL S E D BT A 3 — MEREPEX D 2 L 2 RET .
HERRDOM S : 55 (AEESL8%), TEFV AL~ (

BE

AR T PEE R R O BEIMLEMEN AT 2 Z & TR Z V< sz, PHEISEET 2 2m0nE
i DFERCRILZ T2 A A P LT, filx ORFICHE LIRFRIEZGE - I8 T5 2 LI28- T,
FEMEIRCHRE A O L2 X 5 .

PR

HRERCKT 2 RFFEOAMMEICHET 227 v AT RV, A ax oWy 7Y
Ar M, EEREWET S 2L THEAREEZED SE L LT 27 o AR (RCT) SFEET D
LY w3 R EOIMFEE ORI A TEMBHEZ BT 5 2 & C, AL UHEI /2L DORCT
bdD Y. K6 T ADEE MR RIWIFEEBEE L 72§ S B0 TIE, RUHEO IR R b7

(13.5g/H) FELHB LT, &bV (25g/H) BETIE, KERED Y 2778 31%IK<, HRED Y X
7 3 18%AK o7 Y.

FODMAP (fermentable oligosaccharide, disaccharide, monosaccharide, and polyols) #%< &
BRI TRCEEMAORA L 72572, K FODMAP & IZHE % fF 5 @REICH D E Shbd Y. K
FODMAP £ & 7 A/ 2 OHRER 69~ 2 50 R 2o Fule L 72 RCT TIE, £EH 38.9% & 50% D BE TRk
EEOBEN 50%LL A L, WIRERICHGEHAA BRI o7z P —F, (RODMETF LTz @il o
EHUBE XTI, YHEARETT 2 B TRE LK EIREOFE A FHE L7 RCT T, HHERRIIE
ELE DO, EEAETHD LRho729,

N7 A RMIERORY), TR &M, B2 < @AaRaMmR 81, BotReikibsE
HDIEMRZFFOTD, BREEZ D X ET 5. TAa— LVOBREEZ L Z L bAEESND 7.
ERIEBEICH LT, NP LY bAke S <ERSYE, /Y, B8, B, 3—274 0k, TR
Wi, 77 =A 8K, TAa— VB OREREHIRS /2 E 25, EREER (FIST TRl & E%K
FRRFRLE QOL (FIQL CRHM) MAHEEBEICHUE LI L OWERH D Y. FKITEMMHEOSH TP 722003,
HAXICEEIZEENTOWDEHILET v 7 (LYAZ Y NAX—F) B, IBENTKENE - REMHE
BWHE L RRRO AR Z R B2 6TV D Y

BUUCRB LI AT — b A b TEEZ A D (ARSI, Rz b o RaPT v a—
WAYEZA D Z L2 RET D] T LTE, ATA P74 MEREERITBIT 2 HELEO R S RIER T
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1) Colavita K, Andy UU. Role of diet in fecal incontinence: a systematic review of the
literature. Int Urogynecol J 2016; 27: 1805-1810.

2) Bliss DZ, Savik K, Jung HJ, et al. Dietary fiber supplementation for fecal incontinence :
a randomized clinical trial. Res Nur Health 2014; 37: 367-378.

3) Lauti M, Scott D, Thompson—-Fawcett MW. Fiber supplementation in addition to loperamide for
feacal incontinence in adults : a randomized trial. Colorectal Dis 2008; 10: 553-562

4) Staller K, Song M, Grodstein F, et al. Increased long—term dietary fiber intake is
associated with a decreased risk of fecal incontinence in older women. Gastroenterology 2018;
1551 661-667.

5) Menees SB, Jackson K, Baker JR, et al. A randomized pilot study to compare the
effectiveness of a low FODMAP diet vs psyllium in patients with fecal incontinence and
loose stools. Clin Transl Gastroenterol 2022; 13: e00454.

6) Harari D, Norton C, Lockwood L, et al. Treatment of constipation and faecal incontinence
in stroke patients randomized controlled trial. Stroke 2004; 35: 2549-2555.

7) Rao SSC. Current and emerging treatment options for fecal incontinence. Clinical review.
J Clin Gastroenterol 2014; 48: 752-764.

8) Nakano K, Takahashi T, Tsunoda A, et al. Effects of dietary guidance without dietary fiber
supplements on the symptoms, quality of life, and dietary intake on patients with fecal

incontinence. J Anus Rectum Colon 2020; 4: 128-136.
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2 HHEEREEE

AT —hAU b
@ (HREEDIBRE LT, WYREEIC X 2 PHEREOEG 2 HEET 5.
HERDOMS : R (AEE 100%), TEF AL~ (

=E

EGCEDHTHE LT 2 S RN E LT W ®, HEZE U OREEFTITHSOIHHE L 72
HREV. RS ETHEEZE CRVWHRETIE, EEE2K 2R TOEMICHHMEZ KRS
PEEEERIIC L~ T, ERZEHIICZEET 2 2 ENEETHD.

R

PEEEMEHEE L, ERRRICBW TEHERERO DO ThD. HBEORENIER2GEL, #FE
R 72 BFBETITHLNIC M LIAT K2 @8O 5. BERKRENMETF L TWHEAIE, #EN
72 < THPEME A FHEANC R A D PRI K-> CEBNZZEEICT 52 L T, HREZAFRICYGE
THZENTED V). GinECFMEEREICBON T, BERIERS > CHHEEZIE CFICHEENE
ABIZBT R Liel B &, B EERIC K o TRITEDIRHIEERENE L 2560305, 20X 57k
BETCIE, LH2E (8]« 48D 30 451%), HENR<TH M VITiT- CHHEEME (EEMEEE) %
T LOHHMEB IR A2 G610 5. FEMFPEOPEICBET 2 BERE LT RN 20X, [HREE
R S5 2.

—J, TR DNIIAFTT S 12 BIOMKRESEE x5 & L2 RCT TI, RFIFY &b
BIZMZT M VB ESOEHERERREIC L > T, AF - AOEERE, HKES), EERKIAE
[ZHIIN L7228, (BREEDBERE 130 Ll -72 Y. £ 72 Ouslander & 1, JRAEZEDIREETH DHER
fieiEE (prompted voiding) Z/MHiak DERISEFICHM Lz L 2 A, EREEHEORDIIAET
2ot OO, EFEEOHMENFEEICHMLU. EE501E, BEEFOBEICH > THER - 4k
EAETZ LT, b LBE) L KGERDE X THEMCEMEEREZ THHTE5 L L, HEREIGRICH
b U= @GR 72 TERIE O LENEZ R L TV 5.

SCHR

1) Norton C, Whitehead WH, Bliss DZ, et al. Management of fecal incontinence in adults
Neurol Urodyn 2010; 29: 199-206.

2) Bliss DZ, Norton C. Conservative management of fecal incontinence. Am J Nurs 2010; 110:
30-38.

3) Schnelle JF, Leung FW, Rao SSC, et al. A controlled trial of an intervention to improve
urinary and fecal incontinence and constipation. J Am Geriatr Soc 2010; 58: 1504-1511.

4) Ouslander JG, Simmons S, Schnelle J, et al. Effects of prompted voiding on fecal

continence among nursing home residents. J Am Geriatr Soc 1996; 44: 424-428.
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3. EREST

AF—FAV K
© (EAABIH R O Y LI, AR (7 VM) DSk BUE GRS & IR S L <
VR L, BREANC KD RS 2R D 2 L AR 5.

HERDOMS : R (AEE 100%), TEF VAL~ : A

=y

HRENTER L2WGE0r 7 & LT, YHMEEEREIC L D5HmAEEHE, ~y R Tr O,
SRR & J% (incontinence—associated dermatitis : IAD) D PR A THREETHD. ZHALLDA,
TIHEREEDOREBROFM R EEAENKE WD, BEELOREEZ DT EAAL LTI T T2
ZEDNHEETHS.

R

FETRD R R ER AR TR, AR AEBICRB W THEEEN TR - SAERNICHEIC RO R2NWE DI T
THUEND S, BAR—LTBWTEREZ G35 &ilnE | :ﬂ?é’r?’k LT, Ny B
OfEH (88.9%), FHEIFIHEME (38.6%) DIHIZZWE@MEIN TS V. PHERIEREIC X 2 3 ER
PO TEEARMICRE L TiE, TIV-A-2. JHEEIERE] 23RSz,

@ﬂﬁﬂ/b%k@o&&®%m@%®ﬁ%i ERAEHIZIIARAIRTH D, o 2D Hg R %%t
Gl LTERECET2MEICL D &, RBEZMEHINTW DL, FENZAHNTE 5307 4
— T AT =L EHH NNy R CThoTehy, KEESHERENTMA TREE S AT 2 NIREEH D/
RRBTe DA A LT, WO HSOE R AR 2 2 R OB L <, ®SCEAICL-T
FENH TN, BUOERIEE OB G FHIAME )~ 72 2. PRREE ) D B O REE DA 5 R
DWW KR & LTI, BHETIEiEstyD, ZMETII Ny REMERRD LILZ. L, GRS
HEIEAZ A NVDE N2 EEANENRRKE WD, EOX A TOREPRLARNIHETE TN,

EN R EICHAT 2 2 & T IAD BRAET 5720, REITFE LI EZE0NIRETH 2 L
%, TAD Z PR AFAICHLS V. LinL, HRECZLS IAD 2 T3 2WIEmIC oW T T A
DEVIFFEIT A0 L STV D P TAD Of bRV R TRHEIE, KREKC K K55I KOy
T RIE D B ST, B ORISR OB fib 28T 5 Z L Th D Y.

BEJE ORI D IRNA X 2 7 IR, Bel il & ReH & R ERER =BT = b A7 (LA
T, 3HI&ERE Ty hUAT) BERTHHETHD V. IADFEREHELTZRCTVICED &, KEa
MR COIERIT 21 1% THLT-DIZH LT, BAIGAYV =y FUA TN AF 7 TiE8. 1%L
HEIZD otz 20X T2y hIATIE, TBLUSE] LLTHARTHEEA A =D =B
FTINTWD. TOH VIEDOABRITEE~OCERRR & 72578, AlRERR VBT 2 X5 EET S
D TAD DFPHRBHICE LT, KEAMICEID AR 2T LD, 3HEEY =y hUA TEHNT
LS NTZ AR 7 T 24T FRRTH B A[REMD, 277 L Ea—TRENTNS Y

LrL, U=y NUA T TIEEEICMHE LIZEEZRE L ENRWGAETE, BEIEERASCTIEME
(pH5. 5~7.0) Oz fEHEA % O THORE CHEWIR T HIERHERR S5 10 DT, ARV
USRS ANV EIIERET, N CTE LD 2 & TRIG~ ORI Z B/ NRICT D K 5 I
BT 20, ZLTHREHRIEE, vEV AV =T, IXTAFANBREDOTEY =2 h_X— 2D
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WAIZ RGNS 10 20X, EEOMBREAEE (FRIEE) 24\, RO OKSERAEFESL N
LAY THERE R IEF RO =D TH S, S 51T, HEIED IAD (I3 LTI, BAKVER &R 2
% 2 & THLBEIEME/ N U CHAEAKR S BT L, BOW pH T892 RS RCT IZ L » TRE T
%W FE 7o, mlE O TAD (23 LT, TAD §HlY — L O, pHA. 0~6.8 DR REHEEAIOM A, K
s, @7z AES BB ER, SRR T - r 7 HETHLZEN VAT~ T 4 v/ L Ea—
IZE o TRENTND 12,

IAD & U CALFIE D BB IC NS AN D DIHEITIE, EUER A2 77 T 5 BB OTER - viis &%
Cnz, A b—~HOBIREERER (CMCR) ZHU Lo, KIGWIRAZ%EAT 25 7. B5ES
AT TVDEHAITIE, 78— {27 8L TAD 25T 5 DI GRHE R S~ a v
T—varEmRET 5 Y.

SCHR

1) Saga S, Seim A, Morkved S, et al. Bowel problem management among nursing home residents:
a mixed methods study. BMC Nurs 2014; 13(1): 35

2) Bliss DZ, Lewis J, Hasselman K, et al. Use and evaluation of disposable absorbent products
for managing fecal incontinence by community—living people. J Wound Ostomy Continence Nurs
2011; 38(3): 289-297

3) Fader M, Cottenden AM, Getliffe K. Absorbent products for moderate—heavy urinary and/or
faecal incontinence in women and men. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2008(4): Cd007408.

4) Lichterfeld A, Hauss A, Surber C, et al. Evidence—based skin care: a systematic literature
review and the development of a basic skin care algorithm. J Wound Ostomy Continence Nurs
20155 42(5): 501-524.

5) Mugita Y, Koudounas S, Nakagami G, et al. Assessing absorbent products’ effectiveness for
the prevention and management of incontinence—associated dermatitis caused by urinary, faecal
or double adult incontinence: A systematic review. J Tissue Viability 2021; 30(4): 599-607.
6) Voegeli D. Prevention and management of incontinence—associated dermatitis. Br J Nurs
2017; 26(20): 1128-1132

7) Gray M, Beeckman D, Bliss DZ, et al. Incontinence—associated dermatitis: a comprehensive
review and update. J Wound Ostomy Continence Nurs 2012; 39(1): 61-74.

8) Beeckman D, Verhaeghe S, Defloor T, et al. A 3-in-1 perineal care washcloth impregnated
with dimethicone 3% versus water and pH neutral soap to prevent and treat incontinence—
associated dermatitis: a randomized, controlled clinical trial. J Wound Ostomy Continence
Nurs 2011; 38(6): 627-634.

9) Beeckman D, Van Damme N, Schoonhoven L, et al. Interventions for preventing and treating
incontinence—associated dermatitis in adults. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2016; 11(11):
€d011627.

10) Doughty D, Junkin J, Kurz P, et al. Incontinence—associated dermatitis: consensus
statements, evidence—based guidelines for prevention and treatment, and current challenges.
J Wound Ostomy Continence Nurs 2012; 39(3): 303-315; quiz 316-317

11) Kon Y, Ichikawa—Shigeta Y, Iuchi T, et al. Effects of a skin barrier cream on management
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of incontinence—associated dermatitis in older women: a cluster randomized controlled trial.
J Wound Ostomy Continence Nurs 2017; 44(5): 481-486.

12) Banharak S, Panpanit L, Subindee S, et al. Prevention and care for incontinence—associated
dermatitis among older adults: a systematic review. J Multidiscip Healthc 2021; 14: 2983-
3004.

13) AARANG - A A I — - REEFEE. [AD-set ([ZHS IAD O TR EFB—IAD XA RTF 7T
1 A, MEARAE, HO, p34-36, 2019.
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4. 3EYpsRis:

AT —hRAY b
@ HWfEAL D EREKCH LT, RYUDART 4 VAN T DOBEEHRT 5.
HEROMS : MAEE 100%), TEF L AL~ B
@ EZ LS HRENIH LT, BT I NEREOREZHIETT 2, EREORIERIZIERELT,
FEGI Z L ICHEZEEBET D2 0ERD 5.

%ﬁ@%éﬁmAﬁ$wm@ TEFUALNL A
@ TR OWBBUIEIEGREIC BT 2 UNAMEMERENG LT, T bo VRRIEOR G ZRET 5.
HEROMS  BEAEBEEX 100%), TEFL AL B
@ DEENEETR R B U 7o BRIk LT, ARSR0ueNs & W e B D22 b 2 HERE 95
HERDMS : 3 (AEE100%), TEF AL :(
@ HR{H K EER (AL Z B U 7 (R ARk LT, REEHFGOERG ZRET 5.

RO S : 55 (BEE 100%), TEFL AL~ (

BE

B U CAFIZIBN T, 2IHE - DIRICEREN S EN D ERMAERLIIFME LRV, L, ik
DL AT TR R EOPHERFEREHDO > TVLHDT, ZALIZHETINDEANIMENTE 2.
—IRENTAEIED R <, PRERESZ VG ERFEESLREIEITZ < 0D, & o THELRERMEIZAE D
AR LTI, (D B RIGOIRENER) oMl 2 AR & LT, 1IEIEH z2 A3 2 A2 1
WHhhD. —J7, EPEHBEEICHE O ERERTIE AR LT, ERO2E{E By S L TR
LGB AN ON D, FAIOAE G w8 &2 FHRICHE D (BRENZ G LT, THIORES
MEEE T 5.

RN

WD FEZEIT A RT A4 T, BREEOWINAE E L CRDHE e & OIFEMESEM (stool bulking
agents) CIEFIFEZ F W EMEOEALBHER SN TV D L2 BRI T 2 A 90MEN 7 o & ALt
BB (RCT) THETSNTWAERE LT, XTI NERIE, VA4V A (a7 oWk
#E), diphenoxylate (RIRAEAA K), a7 AV Ui, Z8REH O DK, A7 I7Lv77— 1k, A
Frerm =2 ERe5 9 205 b+aRBEHT Lo THRBER SN TN L DEr T I M
BRIEOHRTH D 710, ZOM, TETFT VAL YLIEL 20D, BRI E SR IEFBNL DD
FAET D, FRECEG LTV PR (ME, AER(E, RefdiEsd) 2 RMmo7- BT, wmEb)
PRIEAN 2 IR T 5.

a. WRUBIVRT NI T A

ARG EFERE (IBS) OIRFEEKE L THWLNUTWDLIRY IAVRT 4 VTN T A
(calcium polycarbophil : CP) 1%, B FWMINARY ~—DH /L7 AT, BRNOBEMSE T CHL
VUL FUEBBELTCRY IART L7200, IR RGOHRYESIE T T EED 35 {FLUL LD
K3 BRI LR - 7 b U TR EFE L, WHEE D DRI ST 100% 358 Iz PEt S
L. BEIIZR O, AKEREZERALT 2ERARH 20T, TR LD X550 IBSIZH AV D
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A, R LT HRMRHE & RIS RIS & L Co R/ fFCcE 2 Y. CP IXENOEZEZ
BFMIERRIZIB N T, ERENCKT L TR B Z G SN TV LIEAITHD 1.

— TN TIE, CP B b —HEHRME LTSN TR Y, HREEE 234 L Lz RCT 134T
HILTWZRU, WS IBS BFEZ G E Lz 6 » A D RCT TIk, CP 6g/H&EGHILT 7 B AL
N, HRIOEEEZAEICHESE Y. AATIE Shibata & W28 21 FlO K4 - BIGEILFIY AT
% DB A XU RCT 21TV, CP B EHETKMD soiling M L7z, L6 Ik 57 —A U —
A TlE, a7 @A RS 72 Bl CP (1.5~3g/57 3) ZH#& 5 L, CCFIS OHRAEA 11 205 51
AEICYGEL, (B, mEE, KL EORIWERDN 14%I1C8 O ik,

b. u~F I FEERE

BT 3 NEBEITR 2RI TH Y, M, KBOA A A FHEITER L CifEhiES) 4 41
fil9 5L biz, BEICKT DK - BREOSWEMEIL, WIREZRET D Z 212 X > THERIE
D S, EHEEEAT . EESEVERIEEZICAEA T 22, WRICHNIRT 2 & R
ZELDOTRHELZMMEST Z2LE DS, BHEE LT, JHEREDY 2 HIZ 1 E)G 1 H 2 FIOH
2, EERT U R MABEHIRAr— VDX A7 3 DX AT 4T d L ICHET D 2519 1 a7k
MZEREND Ing THEMIERE 2T 25A6120F, MRz HVT 0.5mg/ BN BIREICIHET 5. #
BRESHE LiX 2mg/ A2 LR Cd 503, 2IRB AR08 HEEZRFT 5 (CQ1 M) 9.

RSO TR 1 5 (ERESIC 2 m T I RIEMIE O RITEE O RCT TRET S TRY, 77k R
& i U CUNEES R B A IS U, ERERIOEMERENZ LRI TND 27, F
TERNTRREE DR, LR FETHY, HRENIKT 20T I NERE 2~4ng/H &1 U U L0 %
ZEbEG U7 RCT TlX, MBEE S 60%HIEDAENE TH o720, BRMERDOIAEMEN, 14U 7LD
10%I2%F LT, X7 3 R T 29% & AEICED -7 V. —JF, T 3 RERRH X iR—MBY
FIOEEPENMEN 2, AU A EFA FZRBFEBE TCHLHY 7=/ FTF—Mearf v
et X 0 b P ORIERIZ D00 Y. o XTI RIEREITENOFET A FT 4 T, #ES L
PES BRI D5 UK LT S Qg 219 XBITHRIED RCT Ti, EMERASESR O
BEIZBWTHRAT I FEBEIZAENTHY, ERERIZENZEELLLRWI ERRERTND
W F e, mART I REBEONIRIC & o TILF# L ECIL PRI EN GBI EF Lz & o
WHY, TOERAKETE L, ILMERG BRI 2 EEER, R RrboT7eFLral v
gt ngl, TeRE 7T T 4 CERIHAE 2 BTN D Y,

c. 7k b iERE

TR 1BS BF R T 2 URAMEEAEE I LCiE, 'r b= 5-HI3 ZREEFHOTE® ha v
WA DD . ARFNTE MR O M PR ET AT 2 5-HT3 AR A W5 Z &1c kv,
A R LRI LD KRIGEHERE O TTHEA I L C TR AZKET 5. S HITROMEMR O MR RITAFAAET
% 5-HT3 Z R E W5 2 Lok v, B X OWNRMT R E &ET 5. EREBREERIGE L
RCT AT TV, BARAD FHIE IBS B4 539 iz 7 hu v &E5fE Gue/H) &7 T78R
BEICIR Y 430072 RCT T, 12 BAMOIEHEMM T, 7 ha BEHEOIZ I N, AEICHHEREDE
DU TEMEREAL L, (EEUh@A B Em a2 s Lz D, S5 ktho TR IBS B3 576 i &%)
Grb LI=Z sk RCT TlE, 7 ba &G0 (2.5ug/B) BT T7EREELD £ < OBE THEMEN
BAL L, QOL OWFEEL KE o7, BIERIE, 7F% e &E58 0 N THEMIED bk 9.
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LARS DB MHEE Z K5 E L7 RCT T, 7 b &58 Gug/H) TIXIBE 4 B4 IZEIE LARS
DENED 88%D 5 58% I LT7=h, TRAFHIRIERE (BMRIEA AR/ &) TIXiRERT#% TEIZ 20
Sz, TR b URERED 10%ICHECILM R 72 & ORIERNRD Sz 20,

d. &3, EBHRE

EEEIZB W CHEBEENME T2 & PHETENGEE) L < 7 5708, EGHEEER LD i
EREEAE TSI <D, TO KD AP RERE R B L 7@ 28 LT, PEEEIEREIC
MMz T, AEEPBEG & W T EMI 2R EIG O BAL NG e 6 n o5 V19 BRI, REEHT
FOEMIRAIE 1 B0 27 ) & U o EElE G b = 5HEPEESC 20, 3 B EPHER 2 W IGE ISR
WL LT a UV AEH TS HiERENRDH S ? . Chassagne b 2 L& IE % I AFTH O
fREE B 206 Bl A X4, T/ Ymr—A (30g/H) HHMEEL 77 Ym—R 27 Uk U H4IK (H)
S 1 B ORIREEG & DR U 72 BEIZ 43 1) T RCT 247V, ML O DOMEE IC TR0 S e h
Sl UL USR5l CEMG & 22 BAL CE RER CIE, KESCEROWRBEMO BN L, g
DHBEERETE/L LTND.

INR OB GHEFEERSCE ISR LCIE, BEBENOEIRRE S ZOZOMFFRIEOm FIZHRY =5
L7 U a— L ORAPBHERS L TWD 2. RADEREICT D RITAHER, R =FLo s
U a—WidEinE OPHERSECEEROUFICANTH D 2 EnME S Tng .

e. KEHY

R G LI NESR PN I S W D 2 3K T, F AR O [IUTIXE NG - FLFE O REE F
PR AR RICHBL L T o = a A RZERE~ORMIERA S S L and . 243 =2
= 7 TATONIAERMERE 45 B2 x5 & L= RCT T, KEFHoORO#HE (15g/H) (k> THE
IBEE B SABEIAK T L 20 A CIXEEERME D/ 15 f 2 %5 & U BlsmniTbi, K
2 (0.3g/ke/ H) OHEEZRICEBEEBREAAFREIKTL, EHAa7 bFRICLELL . %
To KA I NP OUAE I &2 B 5 Z L AR S TS 202980 (e IR #E07% {7 &5
PEHIPEE 2R3 SRR 2 A 3 2 R EEEHE 167 6 () 14 5%) (CKRETY; (7.5¢/H) Z#&5G L7128
SLFFECIE, CCFIS OIFEHIMEDY 10.4 205 8. 4 ICHEICEEL, RWERITRAE Leh o720 70 Ll b
D IEIR-CHEE IR 2 T DR BT A5G & Lo REEHE; (16g/H) i BT, 21 #id
11 5 (52%) TIEAEEMNERL, FIQL bAEICSELR . FEmRBRICBWT, KEFHOE 5%
(ZHTFEF IR EDS 20%FREE B L7z 2030, DLEX Y, BEBERE-CILF & LEAME T Uz Sl o F R H
FIZxI LT, KREFEGRE MR RERS 5.

f. ZTOMOIH HEREESCEIERICAS T 2RERER 20 D)

SRR OFEOT I MY T R (20mg/ H) ZRRREMEEREREE 18 Bl 4 MK E L,
CCFIS OFFRAEM 16 205 3IABEICKE LI LOWENRH D 2. ZOEAKFLE LT, 7I N 7T
U U ORI = U AER, SLAAB Y AR, e b= AERIC X 2 EIGTEEEO B & B
RED AL PRI AIERE DUEN ST Db,

Kusunoki & *1%, EIBALFIYIETH OBFIZEFL TANAICHW GRS SV T ezt N 7 A%
BHEFT LT, PHERS, TEOE, ILPEERNSEEL, IMFFLEERS ERT2 2 L2050
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CHR(E A BARARICR LTI, TRV INANRT 4 VBT T BERNT, 7 U A RUEMRA
YA D B AT 3t BB A AT 5 = & 2T

MR DRE S : TR (AR 100%), TEF L AL~ ;B

CHREZ LS RSBV T, RYAART 4 VBT L 3g/HTHEMEZ FYICEBLTE T,
(AR U2 EA I, rT 3 RERIEA B LT, 7 U R hEME 2 47—
WD AT 3~ e BRI AT 5 = & A HEET 5.

HEIRDR S : MAEE 100%), TEFV AL : |

R

AR TR £ D (ERERI 6 LT, IEIRMESEA] (stool bulking agents) XCLLJFIFEZ T (D
BIALDHINRR E L CHERR S Tng 220 BEEO FRIEFILSMNE, FTIXEWER O 72 RS
RO ERT 208~ THD >V WIDOTA KT, AV T ARLATF e —R 7R L
DEYBHES T 7 BT I L 73 E QYRR IZRMEIEA & LTS T2 Y, ERNTIRLFEDR
UBNART 4 VT T AHPIEREER & L CEARETH D 9.

PN T U R RIAEPR X r— L TH A 7 5~T OFEREBEEE I L TIE, ETRIYBART 4T
VT 1L 5~3g/5y 2~3 T 2~4 FRNRKET 5. TN THA T 3~4 17 bTITHEREE D e < A1,
1T X R ORI 2 FIVN T 0. Bmg/ 4 1 () 2 iBNRG- L, SEIZAS U Tl U CHEEREK
N LE/2 H~2[E/H, EENZ AT 3~41Z705 XTS5, 1 BED 2mg IZE L6 7 /L8
FZz2 AT 2mg/45r 2 (1, #) &3 5. CRERZIF BIX 2mg/ A28 EBRT&H % 7%, NICE (National
Institute for Health and Care Excellence) DT A K7 A Tlix, FERFNMEICIEN D O o703
K THDI=D, EHENSBIEICET S E Tl 1bng/HETHETHZENARRTHD EHEREL WD 7.
72721, 2016 4F 6 HICKEAMERLFS, a7 I NEREOEH EIERRAGOTEHNRE
195 mg/H) ICL2EERAREARZENEHE LTEELTCNWDLOT, EENLETHDL Y.
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B. EFRRTFHIREE
B B IR
ATFT—F A b

© (RAETH LT, MYRIRHIC X 2 BRI IR b 2 1R 5.
HERO®S - [ABEE 100%), TEF VAL~ (

=2y

BRI AL, NTR R C/ML RS 72 & OB BRIEM 2 G2 L —=v 71k, B
i DU ﬁ%mwé & CIRREECMH R ZWET HIRRIETHD.

ED XD IMEREEBF VRN D DT b o ThisWnize, FRENEZ HoIcBlfiicE, HET
®%%V%ﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁfé BHROH L BEDEIGE 72D,

HONCHEE S T B IR OAE IR KT 2 AT 41~66% L WG STV D

5

R

BRI (pelvic floor muscle training : PFMT) (% 1950 4RI T A U 7 O EERF AFHE Kegel
IZE > TIRBENTZFHIET, Kegel (AR E LIRS V. AN BT, BEHEHEZY 707 A
SERET, BRIk PFICHRIER 2 10 BUGHE L T2 5 20 ke X O ICHRET 5. ZolLdEz 10
~20 [E# VIR LT, ThE 1y bE L, H 3~5 %y MTH X OFET S 2. Rl 00 A3 A
R TIE, WRERTERLEIE ) B EMT S, PRMT (T HEECCEIC L AT O ER — R TH
D03, 1BREVDBEOMEMICFE2ENT, IHGER ORI 2 IE S R0 E 2 IR LoD, H
WBHEZ o2 TILM OIEREEZ R L, ZOHMEBE 74— Ry 7 35L& bL—=0 78R
WEED Y. YHEMEREOBE TIE, BERETIRCEHITNINANRT L, TOREEEN L5
L CEREEZFRT L ENHDLIOT, BHED T v 7 A S TEBRIENT % IUHET 2 I Frc EE
Th 5. BEE L) PINT 258 L7280 578, PRNT ICET 2 ED L ORE L W bE LN A EIC
KEFELZET2WME"RH DT, MM CTHREERRhoT TR ELHD Y.

PEMT DR 25 L7e T o & MMEHEGAER (RCT) DIZEAED, A FT7 4 — Ry (BF) KL
OXTBEEE U TRl L72#FECTd 5 257, HAERIC 55 PRNT OFZIRIL 41~66% CTH v, BFFEELE
U TIRW E T2 8&E D ERBEENRWETHHREYNH 5. BPERIE LI X 2 R R o PFMT O
ZhR A MRFE L 72 RCT TlE, PEMT 2321 7o BE & 21 22 o T BECHLFI R AR OB FE |12 251372 H > 7243, PRMT
e 52 T RECUIIRL PSRRI, OUHE /1 & FR AT E TS L7z . PRMT 13 BF ik & el U TRZEMN
W ETREMES & B 28, MO RAFAOHRE T LR - 72 BRI PRIMT O A& ifT L C, 41% DJERF]TfE
RENYFE LI EOBRER DD V. LieBo T, [EEEREASEE 6 IR 2Tk MELEE B) & L CHitx
NTWDN, BRINATA RT7A4 0 TliE, BN ET U AL~L e 2 (i T5<HESE] SnTns 0,
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2. 1A F 74— KN\ 7 &

AF—FAV K
@ ERIETK LT, S AT 4 — KAy 7 iREDERERET 5.
HERDOMS : 33 (AEE 100%), TEF AL~ ;B

HE

NAF T 40— Ry ZPEIL, Tz U CRRIED I 2 0 R iE 4 5 58 KB
% (pelvic floor physiotherapy) O—FETdh 5.

Z DO BEME, AMLFFERIN, & & o 7o BB JE A O IGHE 7158 - Fifee & BB RE EFLTH Y, BRI
IS R, AR JEE A B R E BN AR, LR E R AL AIRD 3 HENH 5.

ED LD REREEHIZAATT 4 — By 7 REDBHHDT D> TOmncw, TEHERIc X
DI A R T AP ORETE AN IER C, FRENAEN+ICHEE CE D BEDPRRIEORG L0 D,

ERERCKIT 2 NA T 4 — RNy ZFEDANRIT 70~80% & WE S 41, MoOTERIE & g L7z
RCT DA X TF Y ATIE, v XL 1.2 (0.7~2.1) TH5.

R

NA AT 4 — KN 7 (biofeedback : BF) JE&iEIE, @H CIEREiS REER A RN O AR S %2, T
LIS E RO L D DHMRESICERTH LT, TOBSEMEMICHBECTCE S X275k
WIETH D, R 2B RIEMJIFEE BF BIEIX, BE L CHRRIEMPRIE (pelvic floor
physiotherapy) &FEEHL, BRAREO—FTH 5. BF #EEO HINL, MG %2 & O 1= B K
DOILHE SR - Fip L BB IEFETH D V. EDOX A TOMERETHMNITDN > TORWNIZD,
FFENEN I TE, BE TOFRIEGIGHM ARG T 57200+ R EREF o 2 BEN
BF JRIEDMIG & 70D P BRI T 2 HMEOTEITE E > TO2RV, BIEARZRW=, o
PRAFHPEIE DS BN 70 5 5 1T T LT b KWIRIEIE & &b 30,

FE Al 2 OFREICADE T, LUNOFIENEME I AGbE TiThbh s 79,

1) AR JE A7 LN 1 e

NN R R 2 VT, L PIRERIA OIUHRIR B & B B S 23388 L7 28 20 RN BB JEE )
(LT DA CH D, ERAMSE-CIRRIRN 2 SIdiisk Z L 1c B e, EE o EIER Y. RN
IR TIT o, LSRR OIREREZ T 4 27 LA OBy 7TV G TREICT 4 — R
> 7 LI D, B RIE, RGN, 7 A w7 IEO 3 FEONGE LT 2 °. BRIER 20 %
WG SE D Z ENHEBERRA L FTHLHR, BEICL > UIEHSLPRBGIChEANLTLEY. 22
TIEHSCKRREICRmAES ZAM LT, ZNOOHBOFRENREZBEICT 4 — Ry 7 +58, &
DR TH D Y. ZOASKRTORREE A 1~2 (0], &5 RIFLEST S . BHICITHTE T 3 FEO I
Az 10E 1y LT, A3~y MTO XOICHEET LS. IWRLHIEL TR AEZNS
BIRDBLNIGRD 5. e KBEEIGHE ECIERrpe R (RO H 2203 10 #) M2 RHEDEIE & 72 5.
2) BRI AT b A e A e

BT & ML R % & & 7o B AR IE AR D T ME 2 S D 23 CTh 5. EBWNIZENITE T 5
CERGATFIMSIR N A Z v, FLPVE 23 8thA% L CERENAE TSI <R D. ZoREBEER A SLV—
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THELL, EMM7Z2E BRI IGHEIC X o TEKEZT 2 L5138 5. Bl IL— RS
T, HEEZET D LIERE ﬁ%f@%ﬂ%éﬁé P EIES FE TS 1 LIRS R %
ITADZENBEEDOHRHLE NS

3) EER E LI

— AN E G MK N 95 SR HMEE RN 2 0 097 <, EBERRENREIC e 5 & Uha kR
EREZ 00T WY B L — VR CRESME T (WG EfE > 100mL) L TW A EE T
%, 2= OYERE A IR REN D 10% T 26 L Tno T, KVDRWERTHR TES X
INZHIFET 2 Y. ZHUC LY A LI B A IV 72 RBDICRMN D E D Z N TE D, —J7, EBK
AR O BE (BAMARE<150nL) TiE, 7b—r OIEEZ R IS L TVE, MEEZHENS
LTI T D, ZHICE s TR LT ETHEARIETE 2 X 2107 5. BIEIIHITIGHEI
I BERSEROUBICAH ThHoTm L OWER DD Y.

AN - R D BB RE A BN L 72 R ECRE S, T o AR EEGAER (RCT)
30 MWMIEEFET D 0. I, ZROLEREL GHELIEY AT YT 4 v 7 L Ea—RAXT
FU AT RS SN TN D 10,

E AR X5 BF IEDO AL 70~80% & Sh 2 10101920 RCT i, BHRIEMI (Aahk
41%) X0 b BF#RE (A2 76%) OHFPARICA Thole LT ENH D V. —J7, BFIKIE
INSRIRIE B R IER AR & RO R Lol b T2 b H 0 %, BF EOFHEITE L > T
W ZOJRKE LT, BEFEORATHE, B, HFESHE— I TN 2 & OREE OFFERE
TOENREBLTWNDHEEZOND Y. RCT 6 i DAXTF UL RICLDE, MMOIGHEREL gL T
BF IEDHINED A > Xid 1.2 (0.7~2.1) THO 'V, 2012 D/ 7 L Ea—Th, HREEC
*9 % BF BIEOZRIIMEEN L 1LV 2V ERGR ST TWD P 2072, 2022 FORM AT A KZ
A NI W TERIEFSEEEL, BT EF A LULE &G THREEOHERRE ] LiMisnT

%. —J7 BRJEIEIL, BFHESSZ VB L 35 LTV R, BRIEFGIFZDRMICHEYE TS 2 LN T,
BITER & 722072, 2021 O KETHLEIRFER A RTA P TlE, FEE T AL EHIT [
WHESERE | CHELRE S, ERRAEESEA 6 RV TH THEEE A) & LTHEESh T D

HRREPFEEIC L DRI ORAR L LTI, oL PR R ié@%ﬁ_ﬁﬁéﬂﬁﬁ
%%%&ﬁ%%f®%%¢,E%%@@%%_ﬁTé@%,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ?é@%%y
ATT 4w 7V Ea—TiHliShTEY, EWHTIERWDR, bHREOIENELND EREIN
T3 101719,

BF IEDREDY, HEMKIC X D ILMEERARSREIE O THEIC ié&@% H, EETOH

CLBERIETZIT T, JWBETO BF RIEL [AHFOMRPGEOND LT DWMENRDH Y, SHBOUIERETH
é 16,24»26)'
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3. AT RIBERE PR

AT —hAV b

@ REALPIRIVEIIRIEIT, TS5 FH & RIS G 9 721 Om AR RN L ThfT 9725 2 &
LRSS
HEROMS : R (AEE90.9%), TEFL XL~ ;B

=

FRAL P BER AL, WATHEEIRTE & DR, BRALPIRY 70 Pels C eI IE RS & ARSI & 220
IbT 2IRRETH D, BREOHEMCMELZEOBRENHEISTH Y, L FEREOmEREZAETDHZ L
NN EBREC B MIEO/NUCHOC LN D . MESN CTIRALETT UIBR: O PEE R b it T
SN TW5b. ENTORBKREHAOXNEIE, 34 EORIFHEFRIEIC L > Th+oRdEN G o
WERERE S A JRA & o PEREE 2 AT 5 BE (ERFNGOBEZR) Thb.

R

BITPROPERGEYE (transanal irrigation : TAL) 1%, 1~2 BiZ 1\, ~)—2hT—F )7 E % H
VT 300~1, 000mL DA Z AL BEIFIZIEA L, BB FATREIE O Z2 e 3 2 JHEE B 1k
ThHd V. TALIE, BEKOEABKRIZ 15 5FRE, HEALIRKEZRICHE T 2 DI 45 FEE )
L7129, FOFMERMICRE S 720 OEEOEREAERE CRiITEMk TE 2. L,
DERIZ S H R b E 2 A 2K U PR 2 ke CE L, @B RN Y E S TAEIED
YA S RS R

FEAMEEEREE Ok 5 TAT OF AMEICE L ClE, 2D RCT*PICIZ T8RO L B o — & £5 D8]
EWFRAEIET H 2 &b, TALICHT AT ET o A LU . SRRV R g Re s =
87 151l & %I G21Z TAT & it D IRAFHIRRYE A2 bl L 7= RCT TI&, CCFIS, St.Mark’s 2 =17, NBD A =7 D
TG TAI FEO ST NAEICSEKFE LY. [ U RCT OF — & & W= B R OMGTCIX, TAI O 0
L ORAERPREE L0 & B IR B AMEAL T O, 348 BB FRIFAEIZfF 5 HEMHREE B 1 TAT 25617
L7-BIEIFECIE, FIIBLEIR 21 % H T, 14561 (42%) MMEMZMGEL, = OIREEhEIL, #f
TRIRME R EERTE T (63%) EATPIERER 2 (51%) TE<, HEBILPMIEEEERE (29%) &R
PEERME (34%) T2 ->727. 7z, O 11 HEIOFR T2 BIOBE 2L (B 1 H, SRR 1
fil) MIEAEALTEY, BHEMENEFTWAFEERLETHD.

EINTIEL 2016 FFIZ TAT AR L L TRY R T 4 —eT7 A U F—va v AT A (a2
TA Ry, HR) NEFAR SN, 2017 FEITIE, OV AT A E AV CERAMEPHERE RS &
WL LRl & 2L RFZENRITS iz V. 2 ORE, TAT ZB%A L7z 32 5 (4Efin 9l 55. 5
%, BPEL9B]) Do B 256 (78%) A 10D TAI 52k L, 23 61 (72%) MHIZEET# S TAL O
ez 2L, HHEICRETAMEE b AREICRE L. LirL, 361 (9.4%) TRIBZEABREAL, 1
BHIORAFRNTIRIE L7228, 2 BINE AN LACPERR 22 Lz, 2 O EWNBHERE R4 517 T 2018 4212 TAL
%, (TEERITMRE Qe 883 e & UCRRINE S Lz, L L RIBZRFLA R 2 L7z 3 i,
WIS EAFE N EGNLO FIREN b o 7272, BEIGFIT OB 243 5 B 2R B H o x5t &
7pofo. 2020 A HIX (TEERALMAIE QYR AMENING ] NREETE 5L 51Tk o70h, 2023 44
A EERIZEBWT S TAT OFRRREH Ox51E, 13 7 A L EORIFHITEFIEIZ L » TH H0 7R dcERm G5
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NIRWHREPEE 2 K &3 o HHEREELZ AT 28F (ELFINEOBEE LR ThoD.

—5, WA CIIEAL AT T UIBRESEEERE (low anterior resection syndrome : LARS) 2% L T% TAI
AT S AU TUWN D, 26 Bl LARS F3E 2 W5 L7-BIZRIFSE Ci, 2161 (81%) MM &Mk L T8
0, TOHH 156 (11%) TEEEENRERITHA LY. £/, LARS B3 14 FlORIm & B8 T
X, BIEMIR T RE 29 » AT, PEEEEPRENRR 8—1E/H) HLEM —0E/H) HbAEIC
Wb L, CCFIS 23 17 705 5 ICHEICHEL, QUL bARICUE LY. JEF, LARS 2B ES Tl
DIBFITKRT D TAL Ok Lo, FSimnM#ER o a— 007 —7 A0 s, ENTHE
2020 FEIZEFAGR I NIz, T =2 BT =T UTIT = MR L Tz, TEFROEKFIC
NTF—FNERETLNERS S, L, 2S—EEICE ) IBEHRE LR TE, BT —T /L5
SRS Eigz b TN A D RREICRG SN TV D720 T —T VI L D IERED Y 27
HA RN 10 FE LARS (2T D a— 2 T —T VB AW TAL O R L2 eVEICB LT, EURERR
&R U7 S itia% RCT AT TV D, ZOREE, 3 5 A% O LARS A7 (TAT 21.3 vs. FEHETRIR
32.2) & major LARS F (33% vs. 67%) HitEE (8.6 vs. 6.7) &, TAL#E (15 61) OFPEEAER
BRE (156 LV bABICBEFTH-1Y. £/, a—r 7 —T V&= TAL BECBWCIBE %
L2 EOBEERAEFERIIRE LR -T2, AFRITBWT Y, LARS & & 72 BT R o #Ea
PHEREEREF IS LT, a—r BT —T 20z TAL N RENCRRINE SN D Z & 28T 5.

TAT ITHBREEIC X 2 $HAMEEERE OIRRICB W T, ATAIMERZEAE THHREET I v R
(V-A. O 1 %#5M) OFE:, T72bbRRFRRE L ARHER ORI IE T 5 BERIGRIETH D
W U7 o T TALIE, SERDOIRAFAORRIE PSR & 72 1R e FE O PEEREE RE IC BV, SR
IBROHIEEDIRE S LTHEHTH 5.

TAI DFERIZH Tz - TX, BARKRIGILIRY S & HARAFREEEFROR— L N—VIZB L~ gl S
TW5 TRALFIRPERRIE OISk O E B BT 2 f58H) 12 & TIFbE I X 2 BHAMEHEERRE
(2K B REALFIBERG L (transanal irrigation : TAL) Oufiis JOMEHEBICEE T 5488 ¥ %
BT D2 LB HERT S,

BHICR#E L7 A7 — b A b TRACABIGERRRIEIE, W h 2 FM & RERIC A 2 720 O
FEIMERER T U CTHifT 920 2 L 2HAET 5 ) 1T LTIE, A A FT7A4 AMEREBESICEB T HHELE
DR SREHLFEIZIBNT, FHOHERLE T B AN o7

SCHR

D) BRASERE, AEAE, a 530 BEHETEPEERTE 203 2 RN PIRTeRE R — Riie & 2 a2k
[FIBEZE.  AAKIGAT PR &GS 20185 710 70-85.

2) Christensen P, Bazzocchi G, Coggrave M, et al. A randomized, controlled trial of transanal
irrigation versus conservative bowel management in spinal cord-injured patients.
Gastroenterology 2006; 131: 738-747

3) Christensen P, Krogh K. Transanal irrigation for disordered defecation : a systematic review.
Scand J Gastroenterol 2010; 45: 517-527.

4) Coggrave M, Norton C, Cody JD. Management of faecal incontinence and constipation in adults

with central neurological diseases. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2014; 1: CD002115.
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5) Meurette G, Faucheron JL, Cotte E, et al. Low anterior resection syndrome after rectal

resection management: multicentre randomized clinical trial of transanal irrigation with a

dedicated device (cone catheter) versus conservative bowel management. Br J Surg 2023;

znad078. Doi: 10.1093/bjs/znad078. Online ahead of print. [FRZEHIEIASCE] [Ny RY—F]

6) Christensen P, Andreasen J, Ehlers L. Cost—effectiveness of transanal irrigation versus

conservative bowel management for spinal cord injury patients. Spinal Cord 2009; 47: 138-143

7) Christensen P, Krogh K, Buntzen S, et al. Long—term outcome and safety of transanal

irrigation for constipation and fecal incontinence. Dis Colon Rectum 2009; 52: 286-292.

8) Koch SM, Rietveld MP, Govaert B, et al. Retrograde colonic irrigation for faecal

incontinence after low anterior resection. Int J Colorectal Dis 2009; 24: 1019-1022

9) Rosen H, Robert—-Yap J, Tentschert G, et al. Transanal irrigation improves quality of life

in patients with low anterior resection syndrome. Colorectal Dis 2011; 13: e335-e338.

10) Martellucei J, Sturiale A, Bergamini C, et al. Role of transanal irrigation in the

treatment of anterior resection syndrome. Tech Coloproctol 2018; 22: 519-527

11) Emmanuel AV, Krogh K, Bazzocchi G, et al. Consensus review of best practice of transanal

irrigation in adults. Spinal Cord 2013; 51: 732-738.

12) AARRGILP 2. BEALPIROUERRIE OIS b OCfR S & BB 2 FR8t 25 4 ilt. 2023 42 9 1 30
H;https://www. coloproctology. gr. jp/uploads/files/seminar/keikoumonteki jikosencho_shishin4. pdf
(2023/12/18) .

13) AAFHEEREY S, FWEEIC X 28R IEIRERE 09 2 BRI A PERRTE (transanal

irrigation : TALl) O @ EH L OHEEHICHE T 28 2 3 K. 2021 4 10 A ;

https://www. jascol. jp/member_news/2021/files/20211126. pdf (2023/12/18) .
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4. FOMOBRIFERRE

a. EEHRERIBORE

AT — AV
 EE RS IR, COEEICET A BT A L oYUUITKR L, BRSO ISR L CH
AEixnz . BN TIERARDT- O, RN TOEIT32 SICR N 5.

=y

&G oA (tibial nerve stimulation : TNS) I, EBEINERO%E T %2 E1TT DI E AR
%, ARSI E 2 W CESHNNT 2 2 LI X o> THEESEZ UGET HIRRIE T, #HEMmZ A
T 551 (percutaneous TNS : PINS) & & Ny RZ&2 KIEICAGTT 5 J51E (transcutaneous TNS :
TINS) & 5. (IEARAIERE & i L CIRIRE, (K2 X N THEEFELLDRVDR, ZOFMMEIC
BT 227 v A L-VUIEL, R TIEHFHOERKGPBGEI N TE LT, RERIGE S ST
RN, ERRMFFEDOFN THIAT SN D X ERIEIETH 5.

R

FEB #2720, g s RO & RIRRIS, IlErhit s 2 XM T 5 2 &
ICE o THERBEZUET DL EZ LN TS V. ARFED, g iR A R TR R SR =
ARNT, AFFR DN EITHALNTH DN, HRERUGEDRICE U OIFHMENE £ > T
W ZORRO—2E LT, FERFBEERLHIENTHA TR SN TRV ERH T HiLD.

INSIZET LV AT~T 4 v 7 LE =KL, PINS (2B 22828 6 f, TTINS (ZBEJ B HF%E
235 fi, WOFEICBET DR 1 fREIE &4, 2D 5 6 10 FRISEFIFFZE T, %D O 2wt 7 v % A1k
HelEER (RCT) T o7z, PINS OpH=R (1 B HOERELRIEL AN 50% LA B L7fEf oFIE, LIT
[FEE) 1% 63~82%, TINS DKIhEIT 0~45% T~ 7=. Fismé LTI, PINS & TINS H{HLE%EH 5
FEEECLEET 528, TINS | sham HIJJ% & Lol U7z 144 $1l0> RCT T, ZOARAMESTEHA SN2 0> 7=0 T
77 B ARRITEBE T 2, PINS IT sham filL & bl U7 RCT TEAE L7228, ZOZhFICE L Citim
IEHEZRWE LTS, UL, ZDHKICPINS & sham Fl¥L % beils U7z 227 B> RCT 2384 &4,
BEE CRIRICE B4 ROT, PINS OFAMELIEA SN 579, BAEDYVAT~T 4 v/ L E
2= AZTF U AT, 5D RCT 2454 LCPINS ZJiifT L7z 249 {5 & sham fil% 239 4l & ik
L, PINS BECHAEORENAREICHD LTV, UL, ERSEXa7, [LMEILE, MEIUHE
JE}B L OEKRMARIZOWTIE, WM THEELZRO P72 &b, PINS Bl ClE ki %2+
T FETERNELTND Y,

ENTIE, MWHOEE#EEZ RS9 5 bilateral transcutaneous posterior TNS (BTPTNS) O Fij[A)
SHZFIE TR, 22 BIH 17T B (T7.2%) CEREEEHAS 50%A B L7z @ Bk paliseas o shik
RIS EASFRTIEZRN 2, BTPINS (2 X » Tk %< oROLHRFE R ARG SN, 1B
PN OM 227203 B ATREME MR STV g 9.

3R

1) Horrocks EJ, Thin N, Thaha MA, et al. Systematic review of tibial nerve stimulation to
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treat faecal in continence. Br J Surg 2014; 101: 457-468

2) Leroi AM, Siproudhis L, Etienney I, et al. Transcutaneous electrical tibial nerve
stimulation in the treatment of fecal incontinence : a randomized trial (CONSORT 1a). Am J
Gastroenterol 2012; 107: 1888-1896.

3) Knowles CH, Horrocks EJ, Bremner SA, et al. Percutaneous tibial nerve stimulation versus
sham electrical stimulation for the treatment of faecal incontinence in adults (CONFIDeNT) :
a double-blind, multicentre, pragmatic, parallel-group, randomised controlled trial. Lancet
2015; 386 (10004) : 1640-1648.

4) Sarveazad A, Babahajian A, Amini N, et al. Posterior tibial nerve stimulation in fecal
incontinence: a systematic review and meta—analysis. Basic Clin Neurosci 2019; 10: 419-431.
5) Dedemadi G, Takano S. Efficacy of bilateral transcutaneous posterior tibial

nerve stimulation for fecal incontinence. Perm J 2018; 22: 17-231.

6) Thomas G P, Dudding T C, Nicholls R J, et al. Bilateral transcutaneous posterior tibial
nerve stimulation for the treatment of fecal incontinence. Dis Colon Rectum 2013; 56: 1075-

1079.
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b. LFEESRIEIRE

AT — AV
- NLPE BRHNSEE, B TITEEEZE IR U TEH STV 220D, LM ER 2 AW 31
FT7 4= Ry I7RIELFHT 2 E AN S, 72720, ENTIERARDTZO, K
WFEEN COREA T2 IR 54 5.

=E

LS BB RRIORIET, ILMERNICHER A fRA L, ILME 2 BRI 5 2 &1k » TEREE
HUETDIBRETH S, EO LD RBFEIIRFENADN TN TE LT, TOAMEICET S
TET ALV BN, AT ORI ERCHEEEES TR S TR 56T, RIS Sh
TWRWIZD, BRRBFFEOFN THIAT SN D N ETRFIETH 5.

7IZ L, RMEASER A O T AFREIC LM R 2 AW Te A 7 = RNy 7Bz F
Ll APHEHMONA AT 4 — RNy 7 FRERM I bEREER 27 A RIS LTz & O RCT 23
FET D720, SHBROMIERETH 5.

R

NLF9%E B (anal electrical stimulation : AES) 2MEREEZUET DM & L TiE, ALY
FERI I DOARREA 2550 2 R U CHLPI4EA M) & S B IS S & 5 2 &I Kk - T, RLPIFEFIR O UHE
NIRRT HEZZHNTND MY —RICEBRIEG IO A 47 0 — KNy 7 (BF) ik E Ol
BRI EB) TI, FRMEOMER (type T #fE) 2 OIEBIL, EEVAMAHEKT D L REBITH
HEDO KOS (type TTHHE) 2NBIE SN Y. Lo CEBZIRE SE511E, KAH IO 50%L Lo
EEBIRE S M L 2D, —F, TREESNG T, EE R OEREN K & < BRI O ER
DESERICIRTE S D DT, BRI ET 2@ 2 RNk T 5 2 &N TED 29 Liho
T, REBIAY AR UHE IR & RIS X 2B R iE 2 A Gbt b 2 & T, B Hfiz T R
F<ETE DD, BRI D AES 1E, BF MRk & OBREBERE S MASDE TfThb s
ZERZN LY,

IIMAMENT K DABIAER 40 B2 xtB L LIz T & MuHiGRER (RCT) 2B\ T, AES &HLMfEH %
72 BF (BMG-BF) OOFFREE, BINERZ V72 BF BIRBEIC T, 1A - WERIDNAEIZE D>
7= V. Mahony b %, MEMFEHIOMIEE 60 Fl 2 %I4c, # 1[5 12 HR D AES & EMG-BF Z0FH L 7-#
& EMG-BF HUMUEED RCT A Fhi L, Wiff CHEREER 27 & PRGOS U L7223, ALF9 & kI
AEIEZBELRD T2 6, AES O BRENRITZ L EHE Lz, £, 8 MM AES (A%
35Hz) & sham #il#% (7 1Hz) % He#g L7 RCT TIE, MiffEe HELEERNGE L-. HIUHEEZHER L
2 Hz THERPE LN Z &0 D, WROFEBUIINLFIFEAI OUGHEIZLT L b 0B e <, JLFTEH
~OYELFEORRE OkE e ERREE LTV D ATEEEA URIZE X7z O AES B ToOARMEE, W<
ONDr—AL Y —ATHE SN TWDH 7, FRKEBRCHIEEEE X Th i, BImRECE
Wk, 2V ANE, BRI E B EREL I TV, Ko T 2007 FED Y T L E o —TiE, AES
IERES T L CHZMMEN RR S NS, TORRICE L TEETE Sfma Iy — 283 R+
NTHDHELTND Y,

AES TiE, MlUiEZ i Z L7970 20~100Hz OERWERER DS AW SIS 2 L% 0. L LIKER
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FE, EiiE B3 & REORIEOREZRBERE L CORAZIEED L HITRD 29, 22T, K
JEIHL DD 72 R (1,000~10, 000Hz) Z AW Z & T, HMZR DT 28 LEER LY x50
ICRERBRAVE L, FLPSRMOE IR Z X 0 2RI 2 FIERRA LN TN D Y. IRIEE
FHHEW  (amplitude—modulated medium—frequency : AM-MF) % fV 7= AES & EMG-BF OfHAE Iz &
L “hUTFn e Z—=20 > b (31)” BEL EMG-BF BUMEEA Lbie L7 RCT T, CCFIS kb (H i)
I%, EMG-BF HMEEL U & 3THED TN 3R A D RED ST D, 3TRIEOEMN IR I 710,

S BT, A Z T2 AES & 3T BYEDERERZ 9 5 2R 4t L7z RCT T, CCFIS odeEE (1
JE) 1E 3T BED N 7 RA P R&E D o7 (p<0.001) V. ZHAHDFEREZESE X, 2013 DT AT
~T 4 w7 LEa2—7TlE, AWMF ZHV /= AES & EMG-BF OflAAhiiL, (#5280 B PR AF RO E
ELTHRIETH D EffimmftiT bhTing 2.

ABS [ZHATF S D20 RE, HEMICHIM 2 IUHE S5 2 & A TE RWEBE ORI, b iET)
(2 & B b3 HE L WAL FIERIAS OFSRERIE 72 ECTh 5 ¥ AES TI type 11 FRHMEDEESEAVICIRTE S
DA, HEE A O RERIC X 20080E, type T e TRERR S5 WL PFERIA 2 b T & 5 ke
PERHY, SH%ONIEHRETHS.

SCHR

1) Hosker G, Cody JD, Norton CC. Electrical stimulation for faecal incontinence in adults.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2007; 3: CD001310.

2) RffER, — b=k, TR 230 EHEEDSOKREBISHT 5T 8T o ATE SN T EXRITT
J&15. Jpn J Rehabil Med 2017; 54: 590-595.

3) Vonthein R, Heimerl T, Schwandner T, et al. Electrical stimulation and biofeedback for
the treatment of fecal incontinence: a systematic review. Int J Colorectal Dis 2013; 28:
1567-15717.

4) Fynes MM, Marshall K, Cassidy M, et al. A prospective, randomized study comparing the
effect of augmented biofeedback with sensory biofeedback alone on fecal incontinence after
obstetric trauma. Dis Colon Rectum 1999; 42: 753-758.

5) Mahony RT, Malone PA, Nalty J, et al. Randomized clinical trial of intra-anal
electromyographic biofeedback physiotherapy with intra—anal electromyographic biofeedback
augmented with electrical stimulation of the anal sphincter in the early treatment of
postpartum fecal incontinence. Am J Obstet Gynecol 2004; 191: 885-890

6) Norton C, Gibbs A, Kamm MA. Randomized, controlled trial of anal electrical stimulation
for fecal incontinence. Dis Colon Rectum 2006; 49: 190-196.

) FHEVEEE, RAELZ, JGHE1E. ERESERN 3 D AL FE PR R SR ORI O
T. HEgFAEFE 20055 66: 21-25.

8) Terra MP, Dobben AC, Berghmans B, et al. Electrical stimulation and pelvic floor muscle
training with biofeedback in patients with fecal incontinence : a cohort study of 281
patients. Dis Colon Rectum 2006; 49: 1149-1159

9) ZHEREEM, DV, $REIF—I1E0 RN D NI E B RRIMIRE OREL. BAKRIGIL
JAEE 20115 64: 449-454

10) Schwandner T, Konig IR, Heimerl T, et al. Triple target treatment (3T) is more
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effective than biofeedback alone for anal incontinence: the 3T-AI study. Dis Colon Rectum
2010; 53: 1007-1016.

11) Schwandner T, Hemmelmann C, Heimerl T, et al. Triple—target treatment versus low-
frequency electrostimulation for anal incontinence—a randomized controlled trial. Dtsch

Arztebl Int 2011; 108: 653-660.
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c. FARILFAREEER

AT — AV B
< JE AT I JeRdt Bx ) BRI <l T& DT & o C, BRIk 5 H 7R iBR
ETHD. ELENTIRBED & 2 AIRTE STV,

=E

AL AEELE R, FHOEB AN EBICHA - BEL T, JIMELZESZLITE-
THEREEZY CIHRIETH 5. EFRENER 720887285 TlE, BEIC XD N REICHZ 5
RN ERZND, BEREEMET LicEmnE-CrMEEOREN L VEIS L B0 5. EH
ROSIEFR2EBFHTY, PR SHkeet ] TE R Z DRI S Z LB TE D720, 1Z0ORSF
HIPRIEDNEERN 76 T X IR WBEITIE, ANIGRIENA AR ettnd 5. Lo, AL REL
PHIFBUHED L Z AEWNTIIRIFE S TR

R

FABUTM A REEE BE, & CHEEOBESCHEM RS, BHIN &Y. ENTIERY A
T4 =T FANT TS (LU, THNTT7e) PBHRTEZILTW T ¥, BRIN O R ER B D28 5|2
£V 2023 46 HicBUEH L & Ap o272, AR RARERE BIZBIED & Z AEWNTIFRIE ST
A%

AR O ABLE ICB T AR FTOVAT~T 4 v 7 LEa—IC kDL, 1991~2019 AL
FAR O REAL BIZOW TG S 7z 11 RSCOWERIE, Coloplast ‘Tulip’ design (77 /v7"F Je)
M 6 #F, Procon/ProTect device 28 2 #%, Renew® Insert B 3R Th o720, W oEE G HHERD
RPERLIEB DTN E VS T2 REAZROL b DOD, BEMNEEOHERICHA S Z ERn T, (8
REBLOEROEE2EET D Y. TV T 7T GIHETRD RN 00, BEICHE D Rik
B, EEULERE, B, FENOOHMLR SI k> T, MR T X Z2VERFIR 12. 5% 5 70%
IZRDBIND 200 TS T Ted A A il L7z mim X BB TIE, 30 flofEREERED O L, T
Bl (23%) MARPEEOTZOIC 1EMLIWNIZE R 2 F 1L Lzas, 23 61 (17%) 1% 3 @ikt A L, =
DHH 21 B (T0%) 1XERHMGHERZFL LY. kel 2 /L2 Lz 21 Bl Clg, BREZEo= b
T VREEEM 9 AL (0 : BE~10 2 |e#) T, T T Fel fldh 72 ) off R O 8 B T,
1 B &7z o EE I IfE 2 ETh o7 9.

Renew Inserts (LLF, Renew®, Renew Medical #f, Z=[E) 1%, U 8ITELNH, REIZES
TED X ICT WA ST s L EABITF R B Ch 5. CCFIS 23 12 LA R ff sk
B 91 Bl R LT SR B FECIE, 73 11 (80%) 7% 12 Iz » THEREI T&, 2D
25 56 Bl (17%) TEREESER L V. BEBENTEDARMIE, 7777 (S:8ml, L: 13mL)
XY Renew® (Regular : 0.5mL, Large : 0.8mL) DJF2NE2D0MI/NE L, AIUITEA I aE, FoRER
IR OBRIRE DN ILN D b D,

W CEEEAE & U Tl SILTWV DAL k38 B 2 LU C Navia Insert (Wellspect 1, &
E) &0, BRIFEIITORA TRV, TFALT T ZenffEkih e LTABAMICEASNS Z L
R 5.
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d. AT KA R

ATFT— AV B
o FRORURE R ARAE B X, RPE e < EUNCEERE U TRk E T X, EARERIC L CH BT
NS D, 7272 LEWNTIERAROTZO, BRIEHN TOFERR EICRons.

=2y

AR R AR LE L, SEHOEREAZENICHA - BEL, BN T L= 2o EEs 2 LICk
S CHLME B Lo B G A BESMEICPIES 5 2 &T@%ﬁ%%<ﬁ$%@@%ﬁ%$%%ﬁfhé i
FHOEE L LT Eclipse System 3& 2572, ENTIEIHRINTE LT, EHEAGRGIRMRIGED ST
WIRWIZD, BRRBFEON TOM M2 EICRbN 5.

ARIEHNT 20~30% DEBEDEUNLEE TE 2V, KR@&<@@K%%T%6%%T@1$%@
BRI T0%FEE TH D, FlhefAEFRITIERIRIES - PROGEE « JRIEUNREIE, JE - B
DRPIETH DD, ZD% ATHEHRNFERD i, E%iﬁﬁ%%%i?ﬁiéhf%ﬁb\

R
PN AR AR BT e OB R AL B, HHOEEZENICHA - BHiE L, BATA
N— B EED LI ;ofﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ®ﬁ%%%%ﬁ_%%ﬁé_kfﬁ%ﬁ%%<.%%@
BEH L LT Eclipse System (=27 U 72 A5 L : Pelvalon £, KE) 23H 250, AR TIIRERT
H75. Eclipse System OIFAIILA P — FEMEEN, YV arva—T 473N AT L AR
N—ZEOE RN S — B EEF SN TN D, W ATRERJENFRER 7 TL— 26 8T,
L%%mﬁ#%%%¢;%%ﬁé.%@Lkwﬁi%%ﬁ%#ﬁx7%@¢bfﬂw—/%@Méﬁ
L. FERMEREZT RO HERATE N Y, BIOEECHBAIN S 2 5AII8E L S5,
X%&@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%bfﬁ,ﬁbﬁw—fﬂEWW%gmaﬂT—Fﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁiéﬂfwé1*
V. RUVAT KAEBFE LT Richter b VIZ K D2 RAIOWFETIE, 2 BT 4 Bl EOFEREEZHT 5k
NZAME N0 BINARS AT il Lo & 24, MUNIHEETE o7z 3281 (29%) Z 3T 49 il
fidse UT=7-%, APEEOAHMEZ BT 7201k 61 ] (56%) OHTIhot=. A 1 7 H%ICE R
BEFEMN 50% LA B Uz sk shfili, 61 il 48 %l (718%) T, 3 7 A%k TORKIHHIIL 38 fil (62%) T
otz RUAT L&HRE LR 110 BB 2 ERAEFFGIL, BB ORSE « AP 25 # (23%)
%W%ﬁ-ﬁﬁ@Lﬁ13m(M%)f ZO%ATREHHICRD b, EERAEERIT o7,
Varma & ? 1%, Richter & VOWFFEIZIIT 5 56 BICEIL T, (HREELIANOYEERER 2 WM L TV
.ﬁ%mk%@bTK%%Liof,%@ﬁp@L@%&5%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ7ww%>%%K,%ﬁ@
Tk BEOEIEN 55%0 5 36%ICHBEICHD Lz, ZOZ B How & Y IV AT~T 4 v 7 LE
2 — DR T, APEITEETRESCUNAMEE A OREREL L TRICEREEb s L EE LTV 5.
F 72 Richter & 1%, 2 W OFH IR CERESALEE S 50% LA ERD Uiz B F] O 7% xR, Z D%
RO 12 5 A BRI 28582 17> T\ 5. 2 BT 4 [BILLE O IEEE A9 5 p A Lotk 137
#$/17A%ﬁﬁbtk A, WUNZEEETERD o7 28 fl (20%) A& T 52 FIRMiE L7
WHEFM L72oix 85 #i (62%) DHTH-7z. €D I L 21 rﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁf®&%ﬁ73w

@w&7W%)%iﬁ&Ltm%¢i 3HHA% 13%, 6 1H% 1%, 12 W A% 10% TH-7=.
JRAT & el LT 12 1 A &ITIE, @%@ﬁf@$ﬂ7l[ML#%O9EA_HStmﬁs@%ﬁX:T
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DEE]16.5 MG 9.8 RUCHEIZSGE L, 12 7 H% F TAREEZ ke L7z 54 511 (74% : 54/73) D5
H 43 i (80% : 43/54) DMERESER OFEY B L BRE L, 51 1 (94% : 51/54) SAPFEITHE L
TWe., RV AT L& Lz 137 Bl 5 AFFRIL 62 il (46%) IO bI, ERAEFERIT
AL 5 - i 40 51 (29%), JRIREE - IREUHEE e & O FEREIELR 20 F (156%), I - B
APRIE 18 5] (13%) T, DL ATREHMICHEO b, HERAEERIIRN T

KEOH IR —E I NV —T DRI ORETH L7, =T AL LTIRENTH
L. A TIHFEAOEENTRINTE ST, FEFEE G RBRIGE S S TWiRnizw, ERRIFZED
PENTHIAT SN D REBFIETH D, L LIRREDLSEERIGRIETH D720, fBk, ABITEA
ENDHZ LEWFHT5.
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C. A BHE®R

IR 3T DRI RRIR & LT, B3R E L TO LMK B>l B A8 e 12
M T, HERELTOR M—~vEXM R EN DD, Fio, NEITVEGRGE, AR EMmBRT, &
B EENT 70 & DFFRR2ARRIE S 713 X LTSN TWD 0, RONTHEE T LAAT S 4
TVWRVWOREETHD. TOMOARERE E LTiE, BRETIEIARTHITTE R0 OO T
AT O T D AR EILFTEAMN & 4 %mﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁéhéﬂmﬁﬁmﬁéﬁﬁﬂﬁé —J, K
A RZ A4 HRCHR#E L Tz N TILMTERR, BRPIILPFER, BEEmA Y 2701, ATY
HUAZZ L D EOHE~DRER 72 E A Tl T SR < o lelod, RUGTITITHIBRL7Z.

AFRT 2014 FITPRBRIHEL S AL 7oA S AR RITEORTE 2 & DR LUWEIRIEZ RN T, RERICKTT 54t
BHERO T BT VA LW IE L TRV, 2O ERJFKR E LT, AARHREOME I, 7 & MMk
HER (RCT) SCRBEERARBR DN CH D Z LN b D, FiEkiE, HEREECHEEE e E 0%
FOIE— S TWIRD o T WO R AR EE BE ORI T E DRI SN TV R o el 8B —KITH
o7z, LA LBIETIE, Z< OWFEMRERSIOER & LT MEREEEHED 50%LL Bl & Huniz
V., ERERRRELE) QOL FEAR R & LT FIQL M4 % 72 EFHli T EME (LS ho2d 0, SAEHENR
DTET VAL~ ELTETND

AR ﬂfé%ﬂ%$®7wzijiﬁﬁk IZZEELTWAR, BEORETHLI -, K
BB DIEICEIRT RETH D, ABITBNT, 25 DOABHERENEYNIRIN - fifTSh b
72D, FIRERIEOREE I BT 2 0ERH Y, RIETIE, KIEEIEOEE & iFa 450 L
7.

2B, EEM, BHPENERE, EIGEEEE 7 E O RO BRSO E] SE ) B L IR B IR B L
TiE, BURBAZRIRT D 2 LIk o THARENUHET L 2 L%, RETIEIN L ORIFRIEICEL

[ESE ABRANAN
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1. EEPARHEE
a. ILPEFERITETE /TR (anal sphincter repair/sphincteroplasty)

AT —hAV b

© SyifME R & ORLPERIRRIIZAC S 2 BEAARI 6 U CHEMRERORR IS0 TR 2 619 = & %42
KT 5. U R T H 5 SRR REIIET 5.

HERDOMS : 33 (AEE 100%), TEF VAL~ ;B

EE

%3 - 4 JEREZUEIT T D ALMFERIA AL direct & overlapping ENH 5708, ZhEIX
FIERZE CEINIIZIAED TH . AOHEE L QIXAIKRY:, AlBER, BHREEZRERS 5. REMIC
IR R NWET T D Z L nE L, ZOHAIIIIMFERNMERIN 2 FET D L0 b, YL, ~A
F 74— R 7L, BRI L7 & O OIRRIEEZ LT 5.

R

NLFHFERI I ERE I/ TERT & 1%, oisME 7 & CHra L 72 LSk 2 i & 3 oI Th 5. 4+
BEBIER SN D56 2 ILPERMERENT, FEREGE L Ch DIEE S D56 2 ILMEER Ak
fir & ¥R 5. FHEENTIE, TLPFER AL O W 2 EHGES T 5 direct repair & RHRAAMZ DT
HENRAHYTHAET 5 overlapping sphincteroplasty 238 508 VY, W& % kil LU7= RCT TILZhHI31E
ER%ETHD LHREINTND 2.

AATRO ERBIIE, SWIMEIC L D5 3 - 4 ERBRAE TH L. FHBINE L mIMEIT kT L T
TENDZELHDHD, TOPRITTET AICZ L. SHAMET 2 G XA 20 60~
85% LA SN Y, AIOWE THIHE 3 8 H D CCFIS & e KEEIAMEEX, TRTCENTHEICHK
FELTWDZERMEINTND Y. GOHEE U COIAIRGOMEN & < A O FIK & 72 v, EEE
AT Db 5D O LSRN O T4 42 TIT 2K 1L LT, ko, [LM
FEHOTTE A OBEIERE, @ls, ERREREER ENFEINTND Y. ThbDORT2FTH5ERET
X, FINERSLT UL RSB VIR B RWATREMEN B D 2 & Z AN+ L T1 v 7 4 —
AR-arter 2B TEBLERDD.

S MRAMET KT B T PR AT, ik L7z & 9 IEREIZ R TH 50, RHIAICIZIEE
BHEMN 10~14% £ THIFT D Z ERMESNTND 4512 ZoHB L LT, HEEHC X 2 TP RER B
AR OZENE, INlnIC K D ALPIFERIFZNE, RO MR OBRER TR ENET o TS, 2
DTS LT IEBN 3 2 B E ORLFFERIFE RIS 50% CHZY Ch o7zt T oMEbH LM Y, i
B D 72 K LIS DG DN 228D, — AT E ONL PR TR IR T 2. £ 72
Gy MR AME > B BRI L 7 BB C B INER IS K 2 587 & CHLPIRRI A TR O R 3G H iz <
e, ETNE, LR & OPIIRAFEIIRIER NS 37 ¢ — RNy ZRE E O FPARRFRER L
ATV, T CTHHoICEE L WGais, Mg fiigiis /e & oo ARHERAHELE S s .
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CQ2. HPERICEREDRAE LT HE, B~ DOBE2RBAE TN -0H 2

AT—hAU b
RIS IR AT PR AR L 2 (A, ERGHE - B, RBAIBHGIEED b D581,
SAEHERE ATRE 22 B MR~ DB 2 1R R T 5.
ERR AN HLFIERIRRIRE, EGEE - BB RAIGHAMNEIE 2 30 e W& OERENT,  HER
1 AT RERHOT LSRRI TR CRIG L, HPERR 1 4R23EH L C b RS Rl 32 45
B HMRERE A~ DR EARET S,

HERDIR S : 5§ (AEE 100%), TEF VAL :(

R

HPERR DERERICBI L C, HMER~DZZ - BT DZ A I ZIZ DN TENI TV D ST 72
\OEROBBREREEEZHMETL7 ) =y 2 b OWE VIRE 3, 4 EREHEE (ILMEOMHERE)
BT D REOBETA KT A 2 VUTBWT, ZORMENRY EiFohTng (TT1-B-1 : /rifisiE
HEPEORSR) .

Sy MR P4 #8455 (obstetric anal sphincter injuries: OASIS)IE, IR/ (HIALD EE
RUAZRFTHY, HEITGUTRZE - IR Lan e, BRI K 5 QLK T2 AJEIZ Tz - Thi
2 &% 2. R OASIS (k3 D ALMFEFR AMEEIN D EL D &, SRR & 72 B Ol b K
DIEFHZRO DHAE, BESAHD2REEND Y, BHOFEERNEE L7 Al LAy F 5
(ZHMVEHAE AT 72 B PR ~ DR 2 1R T 5.

F7o, DBEAIOEERBERCE? D RKEOEFHAZRO DI EOFEIE TR &b, 0ASIS IZ XL H#HK
2R EIBE - R, SERAICHEIEEN RO L5EITIE, BHE O WHiPH CRENAVEHAE fT6E
PREEPIRERR SRR T D 2 L 2 HRET D, Wan B VIC KL D perineal clinic (FEF O EARKFEERM S Y
=v7) TOEBREICLDE, PIREE 32640055 1,892 41 (58.1%) 7% 0ASIS T, 765 Hi
(23.5%) NEBEAIGIHETH 7. £, FMIMFENIF OE X 50%LL L E THER KA TS 3b L
> 0ASTS Ti, (HREFIERNE <, ILFANEME L, LRSS RE T OISR KB FE
fe L, EILPTER S LT <, PR EES OLBEERE N L HmE LTS, S5
Johannessen & Y%, WALFIFERIAG (3c) FIINTM LR ET (4 B) @ 0ASIS X, MTLPERIF, £ T
? 0ASIS (3b LAF) \ZHARTREEZFIET DU A7 NEWnE LTWA, Sultan b V1%, Z Offidksk
FEIE Y A7 DEE 3, 4 FE 0ASTS OBEICBI L TIE, itk 6~8 WL, HImsh, AL Hm-<CA5
D ORI & o TR - BB 72 EOBIRICEE T OMERH DL E LTS, E Jibrel b
N LD ERBEFEMMR DL OMEICLD L, PIREE L 1BHIOZBZY A I 7 I3ER Y 64 B
H (26~160 H) T, %2tk 1 LRI 103 61 (9. 1%) ICFHAMAT STz, £ OFAES D 53
Bl (51.5%) DMEREET, N ONERIE, 0ASIS (ZKF7 2 HLFHERIFIZ AN 39 61 (37.9%), RFEZUE
FRED 3411 (33.0%), EMEEEER 20 1] (19.4%) T, S FHE TIXEY 153 B (79~
282 H) Thot. BLEXY, BESWE 2 » AN, AMSIERHRTE RS L7z G OHEN S\
B CORUEEBNEE CTH LN, TN EFRFZ, ZD%O 0ASIS (23T DA FHER OB 2 B fE L
T, OASISIZ K HMHAEL, EIGE - FEE, SRAIGHTEEEIEN O 25612, IO W HFH T
FHNCANEHRE FTRE 72 PR SRR 2 2 & 2 RET 5.
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HEER D H A RIE G e IT PR EE DO RIEIZEI L C, Johannessen D N FIEENTE 1, 571 il &2 %512, #F
WRARHA, PEFS 6 » H, 14F, 6AETHIMSICHAE L/Z L 25, HIEFEOWNRITE RS 65%, W%
51« B35S0 OASTS B f 72 & D BF #RIE /316 20%, # EUIBE 156% CTh - 7. HER DI REEAIE
L, BERES M, ERERES W, A EOROIEICE WS OO0, EOHELET S HPEE % ONLM
REFIERIL 20% A1 CThH -T2, £, EOMEHTETHER | F TIIALMAE S E L CHER
PR N2, 6 FEOILPREARERIT, EFRIES 12% & EUIBH 8% 2% L TR IR 13
23% E e bEn ot REERARFERICE DA K74 2P0, 0ASIS IZxt L CALFERAMERE T %
ZATTBFITIE, 1FEAIZ 60~80% DMBHE TIINLMAZECEA L THEIEIR TH D, L1515 K ) ITHESR
LTWa. LLEXY, BERRAIIC 0ASIS, EGME - BB SRRAIGHEEILE 4 R O W6 O K2R
I, R IEE ORIE 2 ST ) BARGEDRHIGT T&E 5720, HFER |FERITERCHbE RAK
(ZTHEYBR LR E ORI TRICT 2 DREE L.

—J7, HPER 1 E2R0E LT HERENRT 259613, BIRAIZZET S3L7270> > 72 0ASTS 235K
Tho72b, RRIZPPDLITIREENEL TG00 5. LRSS LB ERMRAIC XD 0ASIS O
Sl & OBURZ M L7222 A 2 75 U > & (103 @, 16,110 ) Yk b &, RIS D&M
BWTHEE A T 26%728 0ASIS L2Wrs i, NLPREEAIERIT 19% Tho7. £7z, HKRAIZ
OASIS 2R EEHOAL TR 3, 688 FICIWN T, A EHAMA T 13%72% 0ASIS L2, NLFREEATE
X 14% ThoTo. S HIZ, 0ASIS (Zxt U THLPIFERIAERT 25172 7,549 ffild 5 5, 55% Tldi
B L CHLMRERI A KR DVERATE L, JLPIREEAERIL 38% ThH o 7. BE A T 0ASTS Z 5%
PRVMER] & HElE U C,  OASIS & W SN ERNC IS T DAL REEAIERIL 3. TA fE E A RIZE V=0,
BEPREIT 0ASIS Z 3R 72 < TH B EHMA T 0ASIS D HEA B+ A HEM A KA X T F U 2 AR
LTCWa. F£7=Wan & VA, WEEFICERRAIIZ 0ASIS &R SN2 7212 b b BT L2k 2 4
I5 134 Billcx L CHLfIE B S MAEZ T L= 25, 4041 (30%) TOASIS Zi8®7-. o 134
B, 25 i (19%) 1334 A7 4 — RNw Z9RiE, 641 (4.5%) (IACPERIFREAM, 161 (0. 7%)
AR IE 2 1 Tz, BLEXR YD, HER 1 E20RE L T RN 256818, i
FRIIZEEWT 7 hr o 72 0ASIS MR Th 5 FlREtE S & 578, ALFTE HE IR A D /72 5 P ik
SO ERET 5. FEMERICBOTE, EREOFRESCEEIGC TRA AT 4 — RNy 7
%, NLFFERORE T, AL iRgiis /e E OEMMIRIRZ T3 5 2 & T, HREEOUEN IR
T&ED.
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CQ3. SyRBRILFIENGHREDEE L HET AEFEOHEFEL LT, BRESGEEFEDRO L L b H#H
BINBZN?

AT —hKrA b

C YT FUERO RIS OB 2 A T 25, ROMEFIEICE LT, R 0NEIC R U C R fE &
+oy e kAT B = L A HERT .

HERDOMS : 3, (BEE100%) TEF L AL~ - (

© S WRIENT PO 5 R OO BEAE 4 A5 3 5 AR A8 YR 00 HUPE R G BSIEAR 28 72 W Ao, S I P9
ATF R AL T PR T B 2R B 2300 R VA, BB RORH E1ET 5.
HEROMS : 53, (BEE100%) TEF L AL~ ;B

© S WL P REAO AR 5 O 2 47§ B IR 3 TR O HHFERTT I FE D (AR ARAE IR 2 3 B B3 A0, TR
B0 TP B S PRI N IER A 217\, 11 D2 B 2R 238 1E, [EREIEROHE LM
B 5 7 IS TIER EIB OME A RET 5.

HelEom S : 55, (AEEI10%)TEF AL~ ;B

« YW NP FEAO AR (S ORETE 2 AT B KR R O HHPERTIC B 1 DI RESEIR & A 5818, By
WIT > TSRS 2 L BT 2 ATREMEIAR L 2, RIS M0 Mt 2 4R R T 5.
HelRom S : 55, (AEEI10%) TEF AL~ ;B

R

PEPER ARV FRATA T A2 L, iR AL PSR AH1E1S (obstetric anal sphincter injuries:
OASIS) DEEfEZ AT LZ&cMElX, IROHPEFIEIZE L CTHYESCHME &+ Ik T & LR L T
WD, ZRUE, IROHEETORBES T X D HE D 0ASTS IZ4E 5 HAEYER OMEARET 5 & & b,
REZW EOIRAERET 5720 Thd 5. ZOERE, EREERCILIE B E R MRA - ILFINER
BT ROBRR LT, ERIFECHRORLEL BB AN LER D D.

OASTS BEfE 2 A3 2 LeEIic BT, IROBRIE I TO 0ASTS FRHEIL 4. 4~9. 0% L E SN TWD 2
Y. Edozien B VA%, HEREFEMREZIET — ¥ X— R & H\CHIER 639, 402 BlORGEIZE L Ciid L
7ol T A, WIRIRERE 2 MIFIZ 0ASTS BEAEZ A7 92 2chd 9 6 24, 2%75 2 [A1 B3R EUIBA THIPE L Tz
DIZHKF LT, 0ASIS BEAED 72T 2 [al B EUIBA CHIE L7 DX 1. 5% 721 Tho7=. LT, 2
5] 5 (SRR 53 0 CHE U 7= ZeEl2 35 1F % OASTS F8AEZRIE, OASIS BEfE A AT 24w T 7.2% &, BEE%
B LRWEIRD 1. 3% T 5. 5 5 L ARICHFETH 72, Jango b 9203, WIEREIE 4% C 0ASTS BE
ExA L, 2FEHGREESHRCHEL 1,490 flzfi& L7 25, 2 [EHTH 0ASIS AAFHE L7zDix
1064 (7.1%) Th-o7-. F£7z, 2EIHOSMENG 5 FLL LRk L2 RER TEAEEZ A LTV D,
OASTS #EFLFEBI T 182 4] (13.2%) 1% LT, OASIS FEREMITIL 25 6] (23.6%) LA EICEHERTH-
7o, L L7e b, O0ASIS BEEZA T 2 LMEICH T D IRIEIHPETIEIC L DB EZRF LTI AT ~T 4
v 7 LEa— (14 f§, 977 #) P Cik, WEIHEFEELP I REE O MICH B2 BEIR Shzno T,
L7235 COASIS BETE A ¥ DAL AR /0 e CHIE L7556, NLFREEDRIE - B9 5 TRl L H
BN, FLFRESAE SR NG BISHIINT 2 N 3fEmm & o T,

Scheer & 21%, O0ASIS BEfEA A3 D44 59 FlICkT LC, ALPYE S B A LRI, KEEH 30°
LU o BEEE EHEI0E 20mmHg A OFEFI 275 FUIBE & L, TSN ERIESEE 3571 ha—
JVEER U CHIA S ITHRET LT, 2O, 47 BRI SR, 12 B3 EOIBRICIR D /31 Hivi= 23,
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W EGIBHRED 5 B 3 BINKRIE A2 AL L, RIESEEED 5 b 6 I3 EUIBRARLEL, 4 Bl NREA
T & Ze o ToToh, RAEHNTRIE DM 41 5], "5 EYIBR 18 il & 7x o7, [HEER 13 HBIZFHEi L7z &
A, RESMEEO S B 31 (7.3%) T OASIS 23FF L72AS, &f& U THEARESERS QOL &AL
JEbAERZERBD o To. RmEERARFESTA FZ A4 VY Scheer D7 1 b a— /LA HH
L, OASIS BEfEZ A3 2 fhd CELEER A F i L TV D581, ILPE B S RRAECIL PN ERAE %
1TV, Scheer HD 71 f aA— VIR SNIZRT 2RO DA 13 TEM LU Z a4 ~& LHR L T
W5, —J7, 0ASIS BEfEZA L CHERMERN 2, ILMEBEEMRAESCILMANERAE T Scheer
D7 v b 3= RSN REEZBORVGEIE, BE AR S.

ZO7a b a— )V ERGE LT FE b EEAFAET S 1Y . Karmarkar © ¥1%, OASIS BEf¥: % A3 2 4Lhw
50 izt LC, EFEmM AR FER T A KT A NI NT 26 BHSRRIE ik, 24 Bl TE EYIBH 212
FElLiz. LT, 2FHOHES~I2BEMBICIHME Lz 25, LR 0 ITRIES A2 1T > T EF] T
IR AR SR 2 T2 BT R o 72, F£72 Jordan 5 9%, 0ASIS BEfE A A 20 122 Hilicx L
THREFER AR FRZTA BT A NS THEFEZRE L, IROGMATE ik 3 » A #ICERER
SEAR 2 St. Mark’ s 2 27 CaMii L, NP B EEMRA L ILMNERE L 1T L7Z. £ORRE, RIES ik
99 i CEICAMER TG T, B EEMRA T OISR SHRE OEEITER O R o 7203, BEEINAMEE
VLY 92mmHg 7> B 50mmHg (A EIAE F L7z, Jordan 5 2I7 /03 AA LR LTEY, TOHT,
0ASIS BEfEZ A U CRERESERA R L CW DT, ALME B E M & AL PN EMRA T 627 B
WERTHLAIZ, 3B OBREEZZRSTTWD. 5 1 SIS U THEIESER DR E 85138 1)
BRZHELE 228, BAESERNDEERGAIL, H2@BRELE LT, RIFOHEEZFLEL TV DIHEAT,
ZIEL EEREER DA T D ATREMEI RN E D RIAZD b &, RS RAHESE L T D, —J7, &3
B E LT, T EOHEEZHLEL TORWEAIE, ILFERGERMN ZHE L TnWd ., E2E
BRREESEE 6 K Vb, Jordan HOT IV X AEZHHA L TS, 7272 L 2 BIEOL A, EE
PRARRARZ A LT F FIHR - HET 22 L1203, TRZENET 572018, K1 OMEIRAN AL #E
FKIFHIERANT 22 52 CEREE 2 i L 7e 1, (ERENER-OR AR RIS U CHIPE 154 S0d TRET -
BT HELHD 2 5.

—J5C Abramowitz & 2F, OASIS % 3 FEDREE A A T 2 MEIEEIR O 7o\ iThs 222 il %, #RIE
i 112 51 & 7 FHIBR 110 BN EEVEZ ICHR 0 43 1) 72 RCT 247> T\ 5. HFE6 » H Ol T, 85K
A _E DL FIFERI RS OB 275 FHIBHRE T 2. 2% LD R Do =D LT, #IES WRE Tl
22. 4% RO EFENZ L -T2 b DD, WREL b St.Mark’ s A 37 PRI 1 SR CTHEEZEIT R -7, L
7235 T, 0ASIS OREAEZ A L CHIEREER A e WA, BB &2 —HICHERE T 2 & TixZawn
RO TN D,

723, OASIS BEM:Z AT DEMmic i) 2 HpE FiEIC B4 2 BEAMZE T, ALFE S -CHI N
JEMERRATINTWD Z ENEW. L, AW THIMRA £ 1T C & D sk (3T TR 5 1
TS0, M LD EMMICHMRELMITT 52 LIFBRFATARARETH S, LB > Tl
MHAT CTERWGEEIE, (EREMER A ESCEEE TN A CERPIFMCEROBRLELBE L, RO
HPE T EICE U Cita LS E CTHO R E T 5 2 LR BEETH D.

SCHER
1) Royal College of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists: The management of third- and fourth-

degree perineal tears. Green—top guideline no. 29. 2015.
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2) Scheer I, Thakar R, Sultan AH. Mode of delivery after previous obstetric anal sphincter
injuries (0ASIS)——a reappraisal? Int Urogynecol J Pelvic Floor Dysfunct 2009; 20: 1095-
1101.
3) Harkin R, Fitzpatrick M, O’ Connell PR, et al. Anal sphincter disruption at vaginal delivery:
is recurrence predictable? Eur J Obstet Gynecol Reprod Biol 2003; 109: 149-152.
4) Faltin D, Petignat P, Reuse C, et al. A prospective cohort study of vaginal delivery after
a previous anal sphincter tear. Neurourol Urodynamics 2005; 23: 5-6.
5) Edozien LC, Gurol-Urganci I, Cromwell DA, et al. Impact of third— and fourth—degree
perineal tears at first birth on subsequent pregnancy outcomes: a cohort study. BJOG 2014;
121: 1695-1703.
6) Jango H, Langhoff-Roos J, Rosthoj S, et al. Recurrent obstetric anal sphincter injury and
the risk of long—term anal incontinence. Am J Obstet Gynecol 2017; 216: 610, e611-610, 618/
7) Webb SS, Yates D, Manresa M, et al. Impact of subsequent birth and delivery mode for women
with previous OASIS: systematic review and meta—analysis. Int Urogynecol J 2017; 28: 507-
514.
8) Karmarkar R, Bhide A, Digesu A, et al. Mode of delivery after obstetric anal sphincter
injury. Eur J Obstet Gynecol Reprod Biol 2015; 194: 7-10
9) Jordan PA, Naidu M, Thakar R, et al. Effect of subsequent vaginal delivery on bowel
symptoms and anorectal function in women who sustained a previous obstetric anal sphincter
injury. Int Urogynecol J 2018; 29: 1579-1588.
10) Cassis C, Giarenis I, Mukhopadhyay S, et al. Mode of delivery following an OASIS and
caesarean section rates. Eur J Obstet Gynecol Reprod Biol 2018; 230: 28-31

11) Salvatore S, Delancey J, Igawa Y, et al. Pathophysiology of urinary incontinence, faecal
incontinence and pelvic organ prolapse. Incontinence, 6th Ed, ed by Abrams P, et al, ICUD-
ICS, Arnhem, p361-495, 2017.

12) Abramowitz L, Mandelbrot L, Bourgeois Moine A, et al. Caesarean section in the second
delivery to prevent anal incontinence after asymptomatic obstetric anal sphincter injury:

the EPIC multicentre randomised trial. BJOG 2021; 128: 685-693.
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b. {lI'E#RHE#EE (sacral neuromodulation : SNM)

AF—FAV K
AR T, (RAE RS DS B & 7 IIRIAT C X 70\ BT LCTHT S 2 & 243 5.
[#ERORS : MEATEN.9%), TEFL AL~ A

=2y

Al AR O 2 (SNW) 1, B iR 2 BRI T2 Z L IC &k b, R & g RS, R
KRR N7 & O FERIEHERERE &, 1B PR B &V o o B R IR B 3 & B T D IRRIE T
b5, SN OFMIT 2 BRI TEHRY, LEIHOFN TR Y — FZ28E L, £ 28 H OBl
B CRhRAMIE L, 2 [B] B OFAM CIIAaZhE G O A gk & & A A, 2hfCiTfigy — K
EHRET D, ZORBHNK CHNES 2 REITE DAL, BEAEG TIER OB < STTORIBIZE
FTZENTE L HMED, S\ OFRR TH L. RIS 2 SN OFHR L ORMEEILRI T, &
(FHRIE DN ) CRRBR TN 2 22 2T Hif T35 2 E W ARER TR COESIZHEIS N H 5. AEFGLE L
THEAZEROIEIRLRELL 3 B 5. S ZIZPFEER OACTRIER BV, SN 2 AT 2 ERNC 1 33#EE
BDOZHRDBH DTN TND.

R

AFLTIL 2014 45 4 ITHIERICK LT, 2017 42 9 JFIZEHEMETEEIREDE 6T L THORBRINEL S 724t
BHAWE T, HIKY — FEE & S ERGA 20 2 BO PR E N ZIUSRBSE S ST DTV b.
[E N TR H LOARHER TH 57203, KETIE 1982 EICRIERTHTT 5 N0 THRE Sh
D BRMNCIE 1995 ARITERERIZ kI DA A 2 DMTONIZBLR O H HIEFIETH D, WINKE 2 &
T CITEREC T 2IREMEAGR L LTRSS TEY, BREEEREESER T, 2t ol 34.5
J (2021 4F 4 HEES) 12 SNM 2SfETT STV 5.

SNM DfERARIZ R 220581, IR > Y ORe b T RIS Wb RIFTH D, KE DK ®
TIE, 133 BNCERBRFII 2 M T L C 120 f (90%) THIBZEESHAENTZ. 2055 1 FHEICFHE T
72 106 BITORIIBI] (BEREEREE DS 50%LL B L7-fEf], LUFIEER) 1% 88 f5] (83%) T, 43 fi
(41%) TIL7EZEHINTE B, Fecal Incontinence Quality of Life Scale (FIQL) A =ICLEL
TW5. 2 ORFRRER COMIALZIZ 5L ERGE L7z 76 FlOMET Y T, HEh=E 89% & RHIRE b
BT, EREHID 36% CHERF ST\ 5. ETO 235 FIORMAEIZBET 2 TIE, 1% 9 4F
B R OEREMAZ M L7292 12 FICB W CRARIBEREZ MR LTl Y, e oMIH T 21 4
(12.5%) & 12 i (10. 4%) TREZEHNE LN TND Y. IHIZ, T 4 TO 325 FlIORGTTIE, ¥
7.1 FOBEMIRICINT 52, ThDIEFIN A A HERF L TR0, BAREMBEN R I T,
QOL DBCEEIFRD TV VL 2014 FITHE SN AR O L ask EFTFSE Y ¢, 22 BNCERBUfiig
ATV, WAL Z 21 61 (95%) ICHifTLCWab. D556 5 ALORENE 1841 (86%) T, 58
AL 441 (19%) THRLIATNS.

R C ORI 31T 5 432 BIORFTTIX, FHHEL 0 LMEDOIBRBED BAF T, DihIME & FF
FEME DT REE DM O RN i U CHEICRIAZE RN EWER L o TS Y. 75 U A TO S gk
[FIRFZE I, 70 mATE 253 & 70 mELL L 99 #ilod 2 BERNC 1T DIGEA BT T, Ml iox LT
LAMERDH D EENTND 19,
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fEREED R T ORI L TiE, NLMFERHBRG 270 R WRRR MRS TR IR 75% & BAT
IREAEN S SN TWD A Y, IR ER S > T, BEEZRORVIER & RS ORI ED
nNoETrWEbHD Y. Fio, HREEEOIZEBENG OPERE Cd D IRNALRT T UIBREIE G
2t 5 SNM ORVRICET VAT T 4 v 7 LE2—% TlE, 43 NSRBI &2 fifT LT 34 {5
(19%) CTHREEBESRIA L, 32 #] (14%) TIERAEEL TWD. I BT, EALATTYIBREAE
BEICKIT B AXTF U AT CCFIS 8L ONLARS A 2 7 HICHBARKELR RO TEY 1V, flioffskss
DJFR & FEONERF LI TN D, ENIS, EEBIFE ), Crohn WL 0, 1EEMEKIGRINE 17
RBRIEGRE 'V I LD EREIXIT D S OFREbHEShTnd. T7hbb, EAKOFKIC X
> TS DA RET D Z EIIARFRTH Y, RAFRIENED T, RBHME 22T 5 2 &
INATREZR TN COIEFNE IS & 5.

S\M DIEFEZRAEABEFII R TH 503, Bt E EXHINT 2 Z LIk - C, RBEmRREZIT L7z
ALFSFEHORS - BT PR OUURESe, Btk 2 M L 72 KIBAT P 0K B L VA i~ B 5 0 7
59, FBEAE I Lo PR ~OER e ELZR T E B2 BT D Y.

fHREEBE O 40% DN IRKEEZ A L, JRRZEBEOR 26% 03MEREEEZGT 5 & X5 9. SNM X
FFORRIZFNIIREETHH7280, WiREE (double incontinence) 2MFHAFT 2 HEHE TIL, WIERN
FIRFIZC BT D LRI/ CTE D, VAT~ T v 7 L a— (630K, 1136 (2XD &9, kit
R T L BFIT SN 2T L7356, ERESGERIT L) 87% (44~100%), FRGEEUEZRIL 67% (20
~100%), MiREELFERIT 62% (20~100%) THo7-.

AEFGIZE L TL, AR OERMBK 26% &b <, WO THIARI OGS 10% TH -
7230, KREORKERER Y T, FIEEOBEDR 6%, N 7%, WA 11%OMEHI Tt T
LN, TOMOFEFEFZOL L, RIFWIE, 7077 A0H%, RBELZIZL Y R ATRETH -
7.

SN ZIFPFHZE R OREL LOVEER H H. MRI REILX, ZIVECHRMAZ07- LZ8EE MRT O &3 i
ITATRETT, TNUSD MRI IZEETH o278, 2022 4E 11 H X Y MRI 6fGHLEL 8 IRGE S, HE DS
FTTLETATBLV3.0 T ATOLE MRI MENFATREE eoTe. EHIZ, 2023 42 A X FEEAD
FIPREE & S IRE S, TEENCEELC & UT B OIS L D RIS E O 2 TR ASE R ITH) b A1 12 i
TOMENS -T2, FENTK 156 FRORMEE NI L o7, —FH THRERIBERS~ A 7 1
BAREARIC X DIRBIRIE (U7 70X —) 1%, EEALEAL S FEEL U CRBAR GO fiIeE E R o
fERMED B D T2 Dh| SRt E i Th 5.

HEAIZFGEH L7227 — b A v b B AR RNEOR AL, RAFAOPRIEDN BN F 72 13 61T TE W B
WXL TITO) 2 2HERET 2 1T LTiE, AUA RIA MEREZESICBIT HHEROM S E =
WZBWT, HWHEIEL T8RN 7.

SCHR

1) Tanagho EA, Schmidt RA. Bladder pacemaker : scientific basis and clinical future. Urology
19825 20: 614-619.

2) Matzel KE, Stadelmaier U, Hohenfellner M, et al. Electrical stimulation of sacral spinal
nerves for treatment of faecal incontinence. Lancet 1995; 346: 1124-1127

3) Wexner SD, Coller JA, Devroede G, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation for fecal incontinence :
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results of a 120-patient prospective multicenter study. Ann Surg 2010; 251: 441-449.

4) RS, SRRE, HRMZIED. ERENTI 20 E rh R R IE — Fifn & e LR AL
HAKBGALIT P 2336 20145 67: 371-379.

5) Hull T, Giese C, Wexner SD, et al. Long—term durability of sacral nerve stimulation therapy
for chronic fecal incontinence. Dis Colon Rectum 2013; 56: 234-245

6) Leo CA, Thomas GP, Bradshaw E, et al. Long—term outcome of sacral nerve stimulation for
faecal incontinence. Colorectal Dis 2020; 22: 2191-2198.

7) Janssen PT, Kuiper SZ, Stassen LP, et al. Fecal incontinence treated by sacral
neuromodulation: Long—term follow—up of 325 patients. Surgery 2017; 161: 1040-1048.

8) BRATERHS : ALB-FhRRIMER L — B - AEFMT. PRt Y B U T — g i b R, BGTHR 2
iR, #pEE I EDy (W), I, RO, p377-383, 2022.

9) Kirss J, Pinta T, Varpe P, et al. Outcomes of treatment of faecal incontinence with sacral
neuromodulation - a Finnish multicentre study. Colorectal Dis 2019; 21: 59-65.

10) Mege D, Meurette G, Brochard C, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation for faecal incontinence:
influence of age on outcomes and complications. A multicentre study. Colorectal Dis 2019; 21:
1058-1066.

11) Duelund-Jakobsen J, van Wunnik B, Buntzen S, et al. Functional results and patient
satisfaction with sacral nerve stimulation for idiopathic faecal incontinence. Colorectal Dis
2012; 14: 753-759.

12) Chan MK, Tjandra JJ. Sacral nerve stimulation for fecal incontinence : external anal
sphincter defect vs. intact anal sphincter. Dis Colon Rectum 2008; 51: 1015-1024, discussion
1024-1045.

13) Ramage L, Qiu S, Kontovounisios C, et al. A systematic review of sacral nerve stimulation
for low anterior resection syndrome. Colorectal Dis 2015; 17: 762-771.

14) Huang Y, Koh CE. Sacral nerve stimulation for bowel dysfunction following low anterior
resection: a systemic review and meta—analysis. Colorectal Dis 2019; 21: 1240-1248.

15) Robert—Yap J, Zufferey G, Rosen H, et al. Sacral nerve modulation in the treatment of
fecal incontinence following repair of rectal prolapse. Dis Colon Rectum 2010; 53: 428-431.
16) Vitton V, Gigout J, Grimaud JC, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation can improve continence
in patients with Crohn’s disease with internal and external anal sphincter disruption. Dis
Colon Rectum 2008; 51: 924-927.

17) Meurette G, Wong M, Paye F, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation for the treatment of faecal
incontinence after ileal pouch anal anastomosis. Colorectal Dis 2011; 13: el82-e183

18) Gstaltner K, Rosen H, Hufgard J, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation as an option for the
treatment of faecal incontinence in patients suffering from cauda equina syndrome. Spinal
Cord 2008; 46: 644-647.

19) Chodez M, Trilling B, Thuillier C, et al. Results of sacral nerve neuromodulation for

double incontinence in adults. Tech Coloproctol 2014; 18: 1147-51.
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c. A M—<ERIN

AF—FAV K
C A b= BRI, ORI E T AT O X ARVERAN SR LTHT S T 8 R RET D,
HERDOMS : 53 (AEE 100%), TEF VAL~ ;B

=2y
AR, A h—~vIEHOMESRCRE - Rt 7 RE RN K 2B HRE R EOREEMIC LY, X
F—=~RAEDQL DM ELTWD Z b, A b —vERIFITEREET T 24 EHER ORFUKIZ 722
V9%, —MRANCARITRIE, SEEREICH T OREFEREEZEZONTNDD, ALRERDEND
BT 4 A A—VOLBNMEEZZETENE, &bV TV TIRRNZREREORRIE T 5.

R

fEREECKT DIEHRE LTCOR b—<ERINICBE LTI, BUA RI7A4 CWIRBTIIT S, SMEHE
WOT N Y ZAMIBNWTA M—vIERIMBIRENTZZ LDV, BE - EREOMIFIZES>TA B
—VIERIN A RINT D — RAPERLS ool b B2 bd. Lian o TREIN U TERE X, HK
BT DA ORI E LT, A b —vERMCET 2ERE BFICRET IMLEN S L. £
DEIZIE, A P—=REICLDRT 4 4 A=V OLHRRBEIZ QL IE FICKRESEETLIZ 15 ?,
A = DZFRBUCOWTHERE Z LR T 2 MNERDH 5.

EIERIC 9 D A b~ CIE, ALMZ25% L2 F SIEBOILMMZ AL, DMz Av i
XS RFEBA h—~ZEHTL2OR O THD. L LZORE, BIF LIZZEEEE O diversion
colitis D7 DFRMICEGEIMIIT 2 ES 28508 50T Y, ZTOAEEMHIZE L TA M —< &
FEA L TR MERSHSH. A h—<IEROET, BWURMMICEIOH LD LA b —~ & ik
THZEN, AM—vEHEAIHEORAEZERST 5L L HICA N—~F7 7 OEMEIZEFE L, A h—
~RAF O QOL [ LR D72, FIFEOMNIIIFIEOETEE TH D V.

A M= B AN L, R - PR TR EE M K DB IR S ORBEREMAEATEZ L T Y,
FARAAL RO QOL (XA L L TWD,  (FREEESE 71 6 & G, KIBESGE, (HRE7p ENFIKTA
bR A Z T T2 A h—~ G 39 BIOM T SF-36 T QOL Z ik L= & 2 A, tEighE
TIEA F—~RAEEOTPMERERZ LV L QL AFEICRBEFTHo72 T 2HWENHD Y. £/2, &
JEE RN IR T DI E LT A h—~v &R 22 T2 A b—~{_RAH 69 HlTOT 7 — hRED 12
£2L, MEMRERELY A F—~EREDOTN, BIZRQL TholclDWELHD.

ELAGRE 6 D AL PRAT FIN R IR A 2 B O YHERE 2 A L 5 2858 & BRI 5 KA
b=~ &M 22 T 72 A b=~ {RAH ORI T QOL & bl U= AF 2R I3 ET 528, A7 QOL (2R
L CHl#HE CARBAZRDIZHEITR2N 29 A M—~REEO 7+ 0 —T v S IIEHTHVAT~YT 4 v
7L Ea—TF, FEREE & HICRARZ QL NtkET D L OWMERDH S 0. HFREFEEICERT S
ERERIZK L TR b=~ &R 22 T - FRHEERE T, A P—~ERICE>TQLASFELZL D
WENRHL LY, P EOZEL, FRECK L TA h—v&Ei%d 5 2 & TQLA&FET 5 e+
FCHDH, BREEDFIK L 72 B8 Z L 12 QUL IZBT DG BT LV ANER D 2 L & SFHIC
BILELHD.

EREEDHHZIKIC L > TH 088 L2WGE I, ERESREMER AT 2 & b EE
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Thod . HEHMMERIZRT 2 EMMRFERE T L HEREER A+ IC s L WAL, A h—~
RN —DOORNETH LD, TOHAT, A h—~vERICHETIBEEREXELEETEHT—
AESRRHNHENL S TND Z EMEE LY,

HRERCR L CA h—~&ERT DL, [FREEC K DMEOMAN SIS DD, HERA
N—=~"7 OMEMHIZIMNZ TA F—~EESIHENBETH2LEERH L. FNICHLTIE, BAX L
— PRI NE U T g VS L BARKIBILPREER O FIT S [HEE X~ —~ BEA Of
JEO TR EIRIE - 77 OF5I &) ORNFHTHSH. A b—~BE#AIHEIX QLK Tz 27235728, H
AAME « AA R — « REVEHZEDNDLIREIN TN D ABCD-Stoma® 7 772 EDT A A R Y —L Y
FIA LU CEUNCEHE - AT 22T 9, HEELZ THTA20ERSDH. HREEICK L TA F—~i&
T ZRINT 5 EClE, AP —~RAZEO QLM LIZBZHHI LNEETHD.

SCHR

i) EEPF5FS, AUEBERRS, /NHIRFD.  [EREEOIRE-ZIET A R T A L Offiiz 5T kAL
DIRE — FiE. #AE2017; 791 238-241.

2) Bartha I, Hajdu J, Bokor L, et al. Quality of life of post—colostomy patients. Orv
Hetil 1995; 136: 1995-1998.

3) Catena F, Wilkinson K, Phillips R K.Untreatable faecal incontinence: colostomy or

colostomy and proctectomy? Colorectal Dis 2002; 4: 48-50

4) PEIEHSE. QOLOIA L& HEE LICEE R E A b—~ 7 7. RAIGA R b I —REEEHAS
20215 25: 506-514.

k=1
s/

5) AERERT, EVE T, ERAEZEE. [ TR h—<EERR LY U ~oHkik] 2 F—
VHEEHOBERICET O L Ea— L 2 D&ELE. H A h—~ « HEltS552021; 37: 43-54.
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2. ReBR/RABHAR

a. JEfTH:¥EHBYE (antegrade continence enema: ACE)

ATFT— AV B
< JEATHEBERG AL, BRGSO 227 EORBEA D &H 525, RALFIRIBERGIRTE & bl L T 7220
VENGIR CRRFRICAT 2, BRIRIZK L CTHHRBRE THD.

HE

NEATMEGERE (BUF, ACE) 1, BRI FHT-CRENESI TN, & 2 I3 Bsiny VichEwE D L < IXEEL
W L, € I0bIETHEICEEZ1T 9 2 & IC k> TRIBZZEE2RIRBICHR D, AL UET 510K
ETHD. BEOIREZOIEFNIE, FBIGKREE 6em THRIGZBERT L, DHIENmIE LTRGBS Lz B
T, MEIZIEEL LI AL RIEIG 2 IV CHREEORH & § 5770 (ileal neoappendicostomy) & it S
nTng 2.

TN PR VEBIRIE & [RIBRIS, VBT & B2 05 7o h, BHRMESCE B e 2 70 EHEE DO HF
EFEE NS CTh 5. RALFIRVER L & i U C, iR OFEALEEN DI, HICET LK
MHEWENENTH L0, KREE TV FIRAMLET, EBENGHHEN TS DT TiEewn
R, ABR—=FIEETIERVD, KT A A —VORBENRHS.

RN

ACE 1% 1990 4FIZ5e[E D Malone HIZ K- THE S Y, TS/ OFFRIKNE K IHEERE 2k L Tt
Tahic V. 20%, RAOERESEROIERIGHSILTNS 2.

PEERERE, FhET5<0 QOL FEAM I BE 3 2 RIIRKE T i, 1BMEER, MRIEMERIGHRERE & 3RIC@E K
BLAZICHELTCNDY. AEZRISRE LIV ATT 4 v 7 L E2—TIE7, 22.5~48 3 A O#EI%
IR T 78~100% DIERIAS ACE Ziikfst L T D. £72 75 FIOKMEHFZETIZ Y, il 48 » H OB
HAMI C 64 1 (85%) 7% ACE Z#lkfse L, #7Rl# T Wexner A 778 14.3 /05 3.4 EABEICUWEL TV D.
ACE Z W1k L7 EFICOFIEREE X, PR DR AEEDEIETh - 7.

[E RGBT i HEE |\ Z B9 D N 6 fi &/ NE 2RO AT ~T 4 v 7 L E 2 —TlE, ([#REELHR ORI
ETOMIRICBWCHEL, QOL X5 DOMIE THEERDI Y.

MEREMEIHES LT, AIRED 6% kb 2< 0, BERALZEORE VRO D 9. A IHE
TIIRBIRAEOHE R &L &Y, 7 U= XD ILRIFCHER PR 2T o TmEF bl E S Tng 1.
EGHT I T, T OREE - ERECEIG TRV SO AELEmRICERAEL TS Y. L,
INHOAPHEIZRIBEICER T 26O TH Y, F, EIGHAZRALHEHERTHWLIHEEMX Y T
L, ZHHOAEPHEIZN VDT 5 EEbis.

Wk, RS LIERA TITO 2 &ML L, FEEARFITHIREICR LT —BRESCHEMR X »
NORZ U7 ECHELICREZT S, WIBRORIER E LT, 77 —7 UAROER, IRK, &
BRI RG N T TN ERHE SN TND 9,
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b. AXEMHBMHN (graciloplasty)

ATFT— AV B
-ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁﬁi T PHOHSENE L, HINEEITERRZLELE T4, RO
PRI Z BN T THOIL D REIABHER CTH 5.

=E

APRIETIL, KRERMEA 2 WfE U CHLME B & AT, PO o0 A2 B 2 S s A D i 2 s 9= 2%
ST R T, NI 28R 7 CRABH L TREZERI &2 R D V. ABEDHEINT, MOSEHRER )M ER) 22 H
JEDEREET, A P—~ZERT DUMIFENRNGEITRIRSND Z EBZ0.

R

1952 412, /PNROERE TR LTRSS SNTZOR R T ?, ZORITHRNDOERERIEIC
I SN Y. BINCIT MM AT 9 adynamic graciloplasty (LAF, AG)Y & EAAINLEEE % fF
N3 % dynamic graciloplasty (LA, DG) ¥ MNd 5. #EkIL, AFIECTERELEREZEDITIL, IUHE
P97 & & T2 LoD AL AR AE GRA%) TRERR S U2 5 &, SMITPIERI & R U < &R RIAE AT
HEZR T AURRARME GBEAR) IS L & E D 72012 D6 BLE L Sz, UL, (gt o HEic L

D ERBEEEEZ DG IR TE el eo Thbid, ABEIFECKICE W THIITS e Z2o7z. o
EHAG T, MIRICRILMMICESIILE 6 » AR T UL, DG ERIZEORENGE LN & OB
LD .

APREODRICE LTI, HAEE 123 Bilickf LC DG ZiifT L7= Zhtisk LRAFZECIix ®, 18 » AkiC
81 5] (66%) T DG HEREL TRV, DG IZPHTH VAT ~T 4 v 7 LE2—Y TlE, 42~85%IZh %%
RO TWD. FETo BRI 2 =AM UM 2 DG 2 5T L7z 31 filrh, itz I HEERRE 4 3F
filiC 72 26 BHIZIWNT, BEHIRI G 37 » A T, 22 61(71%) THEEHIBRIZN TV D AIRITEH
T AW D T, EEOMELEEE 156 (AG 1261, DG 340 MifTSh, A b—<iEmSn 34l
ZFR< 12 o JMTi8W%N@T 412 Kirwan 43%H grade2 (HAREEDZ) LI EOEEEH] 23R
=itz AG 17 BINCREE 2 BIEFZETIE, 13 B (76. 5%) THF. CCFIS 28 2 LL T OfHAEHI 35 it ¥,
I 512, AG 31 IO 1 I Téﬂﬁfi 25 1511 (81%) TR HERF STz 9.

AOHEICE LT ,uBﬁ@%M&iﬂﬁ””fi APHED 91 B (T4%) 12 189 [MIFAL, &OF
JEIZ XD TS 49 B (40%) IZfifTSnTCWb. DG BT AV AT~T 4 v 7 LEa—9 T, &
ﬁﬁ#%%l@&t@$ﬁ1&2@%$b,%ﬁ%@%2%kﬁ%énfwé.é%mzmmﬁwf%

EAFHLIZ L DA b=~ EREICEGEE NS STV D

b Z e SARFMIL, BRENCKT 2 FMof CORICTFE/EMETHS ENE <, BEiTEEFIC
FEGIE A E LT 5720, RONTEFEMMRICEWTIThN D XENRHERTH D.

SCHR

) HMFE, Maim, SEARREREIE.  [EAGILMOMREMER]  EIGITFIMEEM R BT B 1R —
ﬁi%m%ﬁ%$m_.ﬁxkbﬂﬁﬁxmzm7609%9m
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c. JBRIEREEH (ventral rectopexy)

ATFT— AV B
- JEANE G E ET I, EGEAESCERGIL, BRI YR O P AR SR L CTHERITERN, A v
2 A IHEICERE T AOMERND S.

=2y

RERIERGEENT (VR) CIE, B FEREMICHES LA > v a BNEER WK S ICEGZ B LT
BETDHZ LX), EREESCEBN, BEREEEET LT, ERESEYEHEEIC X 2R
EWETHIRFIECTH D, BEBEMSCEBE T, RRBRORIFRERE THoctE L Wik HPEE
KEEOBENRIG T, I DICHYHEIERRAE L & CREUEF 2 HEICBIRT 2 LERH 5.

VR Z &Ko THEIENUET 2 BFOFIEIL 62.5% & S, ARRIBRETIESS. LaL, A
vV 2 BEADHEDRAERN 1.7% & SN, WoTo ARRAET D EARHEENLEREERAIHNETH D
7e®, FAANCH 27283 - IERLETHD.

R

RERIE RS EEMT (VR) 1%, BEFEM X 0 ERSA M OERZ, ArgiRea o L~ b EG-E ()
EmETCUBAL, EBE W) TREBBREZ CHEE LS L, A v o O E E T umiER &
W ICREET D2 LI K> CEBZETT AN TH 5. 2004 412 D’ Hoore & VIiZ X » CTEAGHLIZ xS
T5FME LTHE SN, EREHOEBRERMEA SN ARARETH L. EREBSCERR, E
AEIE AN RN & o 2 8 AR DNE IR T, ZEICR L TIThbn s 2 ERE 0.

EGERT, TFEOMET, EREBBOFBRFZL Ch 5 AlREMNRIE S, ZORBILItET 2
ELBEZOLNTWD Y. EFERNMERIED K & 72 D8P XM TIX22 A, BRI O
F VRPLAFR L EDIR T Ve ERFITHNTWD . BRI EREEORA & 72 587 S Bk Tldianag,
PEERFZ 2RI HEH ST EIFBNICE - 72823, BHEZICKH T 2R E 2 5 Tnd .

KRR DORAFHEIE T H o010 8E L W ERABE ICHHESEE A Z 1T L <, = EERER
[Oxford 0¥ I K BIMEE (e ITf% Ligk ©) LIVE CGLESAILMEN)] 2B 75alc,
VR ZHitT 2 RN FHET D AREMEN H D, 12721, VR DNHIG & 722 B IAE IR, UhAMEE %k
T e IR RZE T, FRCHHER OIRIMMEEREENR ETH 5. VR IFBEES ClifT SN 5 2 &0
%<, AvvarHND-OICEESE TEM A v v 2 BEEEN (laparoscopic ventral mesh
rectopexy : LWR) & REEILA.

AT, FREEEZET 5 EEEGER 34 flICkd 5 LWR OEHIEGES®E SN Tk 9, ik 1
FHIZ 31 B (91%) TEEREMEED 50%Lh B Uiz, [Al—HiEax 23T D E G 46 451 o & IRk
TiX, % 3 # HOFISI 2a 7L 34 6 12 ~FEICHEL, itk b F1CHBiF 5 10 #o FIST A=
X7 & RIGREAECH 7.

WE T, HRAEEETHmEENGER 72 4] (I 26 6], IVE 46 f5) 23t LT LWR ZEfTL7z& 2
A, fitk 1 0 FIST 227X 31 b 16 ~FgEIckE LR Y. IFRAOHEE LT, PERESE 7 4
(9.7%) OfIZ, BEHICIY Ay v a PEICED L TRMTEZE L 1L s SnTng .

F - HEE T O 848 FIOREMIRARICEET 85 ¥ i, it 7+ v —7 v THIRE R RE 7 HET, 478
(56%) NFEFE T o — MIEE L. 209 BEREERZHE T2 104 51(22%) IZ8VT, LWMR %D
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35
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40

H AR RSB E % Likert REECREME L7= L 2 A, ok 70 61 (67%), Z{b7z L 20 #11(19%), HHE 14
B (14%) &5 2/3 OIEFICENEDNTZ. —FH T, 6 B (8%) ITH W THFEICH 7= 2 B AR R S s
INTWD. F/o, MHERRICEIL TUGEE 11%, 2kl T1%, HE 8% LW IHFERTH Y, B
OMHERERREEORREMEEZBE L C, HEICA 74— LK a2ty VEBLINERD D LR
TW5.

2Ry bR TR (187 ) & ek D REIES:E TR (214 ) OIRF AR & tolg L7-F5eCik 2, xt4:
PRI E O RO 2 DAV 152 BT O THRET S 4, iR 3 R CCFIS RO RE e IE = AN » b 3%
TFMCBNWTHRICBAREE Ch o7, EGIHEE LT, B2 Bims = HBl (r ARy
k31.8%, MEMMESE 11.8%) LTV, BEREE (2R v b 19.1%, EVES 14.7%), BRSO X v =
(AR y M) R ENRRESNTND.

F7o, WEEBEREL AT 2 BE TIHIEHFRRTEEE (SN OFER AR TH DL EOMERH 5
0 ZDOWFFETIE, SNM OGNS D RAERE 106 BllCHEEBREZRIT LZE 25, 36 6] (34%)
ICREEGERMA R, REEREEORARE L IFRAFEOM TSN ORGEA IR Lz & 25, 3Bk
TR ZITRARET 69% &, FERERED 86% & 0 L ARITIK) o7, 7 i BRI sk 2h 5 | A ekfl
WEEE A DAL 24, 1 F% O FIST HIEIZRARE T 38 206 34 LBENA R TIER) o7
DIZH LT, FERAFETITIT NG 23 L AEICUEL, IRERDELRARETLI6%E, FRARD52%
LV ABIE T, Z0Zenb, BEERERMEZ AT DIRMMEEALEEE TIL, S L0 s R %
FATLIE IR R OATREERN H Y, £72, SWMEZNFIZIZVR OMAT A2 MREt LI R L nwe bE2 6.

EGEFEICKT 2 VR OGICET 5V AT ~T 4 v 7 L a— (1082, 1,147 H) 1Ickb &,
PR EM Pl 17 » AT, HREENE LI BE OFEIAIE 62.5% T, ERFREN 7.3% TH-o
7o BOFERAERIT13.6% T, JREGEYE, BBELEOIAICZ <, A vy 2BEESIHEDORARITL 1%
ThHoT-.

Ay a OESCHEGERE OB R ED A v v BEAIHEICE LT, = O EN Tl
UPEA > a2 BFEH STV D, LWMR (28T HIEWIME: (synthetic) &M (biological) A w3
2HBHB LIV AT T 4 v 7 bEa— (8 #F%E, 3,956 #i) Pickb L, BIKTOAIERERIT
26.2% T, A vy aBEAOHER 1.7~124 » H#IZ 67 6 (1.7%) TRAEL TV, Ay BEA
DHEDIAERIE, FERIEA 3 2T 1.9% (66/3,517 f)) &, WIHEA » 2 2D 0.2% (1/439 #i)
LV LEEICE ST, A v Y2 BEASIEIZAS T Clavien-Dingo 55D MI-b T, {EALRIFEIERfTC
A h— iR R EOAEHERAZE L TV, TN T,

UboZEL, LV IZEREREIRRK & o o RN H Y, HFARICL a0t
YRS Y, TRKRRORIFAIRIE CHEIASEH R HEEER A+ cdE TS, I - VEORE
EGERMZ AT 5EFIL VR OMMIEETHD | LIRS LTS, LiL, OB, Wik
PEESCHEAEREMENENR LB Ay Va2l X2 EERGIHENBMEFHTHD. TOw, EHERSES
6 RTIT W, TVR I, EEIGEN LB BTl L SETHREENH D] & LN
b, HEEOBSIT C LRV, S5, HREZIRICETIEFTORMITA KT A4 2 19 OK[EHEME
NRFRTA BT A 92BN TIE, ERERICHT DiRMIE L LCTVRITERET b sh T, L
MO TRHTA RTA AZEBNTH, VR IIFERE T 2 EAERTEE Tld/e < FRER 2V EHERIZE D,
SHOMERREE L.
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3. ZOMoONEEE

a. AEEWEILEEAN (biomaterial injection)

ATFT— AV B
< AR AT AT, BP9 AR NIRRT 2 IR PEE R AR I k9 2 MR BE iRk & L C
HRZRAREMEN S D, BCKTITR A SNTZEADE DR H DD, KB TIIRARTHS.

=2y

ARG WE % BT PRSI ToRER M I A L CIEg S, LB 2@ T2 2 Llc k0@
KEEZWET HIHRIETH D, NILPEROMHERELS T 72 AL ER I EAS T ISR IR T 2 iR PR R AR
HH 72 RENEDN S 5. BU BB CliX Sphinkeeper™ 23, K[E Tl Solesta® M EAHOAKEAWE & L TR
AIINTEY, WEMEEREEOBED R WE S TWDR, R TIIRERTHD.

R

TEATHZWEICIE, EEESHERDH Y, ETLAF—HETEALLTL, OB ITLANED
DB ZIAH. 1993 AT, BRI L TRV T v I 70 Fu=TF L U 2RI NICEATH Z &
IZE 5T 64%DIERI THEREENSIHAR LTz Ll ¥V STk, Fix OAREGWE 2 H Loims s
mENY. L, WIERBRERER D2, ILMR-CIEEE R E O IHENHRE SN TS,

EU & TiZ Gatekeeper™ & Sphinkeeper™ (THD, Correggio, Italy) 7%, KE T Solesta® (Salix,
Raleigh, KE) 233 A[ I T35, Gatekeeper™ IX, polyacrylonitrile & WoHWE CTTx-EEY
T, EERTA R FICHNACMEQGHBICEAL, ILMEZHAHET L. 14 flo@EREEEIC
Gatekeeper™ Z{EA L=t ¥ CiX, FHBIZMIM 33.5 » H T, HREEREA R 7.1 BI/EDD 0.4
[a]/# 2 L, CCFIS 23y 12.7 735 5.1 122k L7=. Sphinkeeper™ (X Gatekeeper™ Mg BT ¥,
42 BIOBEFFETIE, TRTR O CCFIS 28 12.0 205 7.6 ~AEICWFE L, 5 BBV Coe 21 5
i 9.

2011 4EICKETHEBRENTZ Solesta’lE, THFRA T ) ~—bE—X - ZEeTLa BT ) 7L
TV ORERHE T, ERFRS 5 mm MO RLFEREIE T C 4 HAIZ Iml 27 A L CLPE 2 PRS-
%. Sham BfZ xR E Lo “EHEHREBR Y T 6 » AL OFAMTIX, Solesta™ff 136 HiH 71 1 (52%)
CEREEASGE LI DIZkt LC, Sham #£TiX 70 fil 22 # (31%) T, ZOEITAETH-T. ZD
ARBR T Solesta®& 521} 72 136 fil % 3 AERRIBEIEL LIS © Ik, ERESARE D 50% 2L B U 7= e
DEIG (LUTF, BEE) MMtk 6 » A T52%, 1HT5H71%, 3HFT2%E, BUREMBE TCH-T-
AOHEE LT, JLPIER & IEARIREEI 234 2 2. 3%, EEHMA L% HME S TWDH2, Wb
WARBIHETH Y BEELRAIHETRAE L2 o7z, SR EMEEE LTI, Solesta®%51F7- 16
BNZIBNT, (HIEBEEE MO ) 21,5 B/ 5 1 4FEZICIE 10 8]/ & ZFINSRE L, 10 48
BECRIBBIZTEZ 11 FITIZ 26.5 [/ & TITR->TWE Y. F2hR Y, 1%L 56% Th -
TeDIZxF LT 10 FZITIEL 27% Tholz. ZO LRI ITRMIBEIIABR TH D3, Solesta®|TiBINEAN
ATRE/R 7=, (BREENEIE LIZBCHETEAT A Z E b AREE B b D. 17 BIOBEMRICL D &,
Solesta*DH)EIF 5T K- T 14 il (83.3%) TIHEEREIE 2V, FEV D 3 HIIX LT 3 » HEZIZEI
BH LIz ZA, BFITHERMRE E o7, i 1 T 7 6] (41%) I8 22135 6, 80 10 Flo
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LD, HERIT 50%FRELRL TEm< L, RIBRIIARTH DA, Solesta®iTih v ik LK
ERAEER T2, HRMCHEG T bAREE Bbns. EELAIHEIRESNTELT, 4
K THEAT AR 2R E N SRR IERIBRIETH D72, 5, RHE~OBARMEEND.
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1) Shafik A. Polytetrafluoroethylene injection for the treatment of partial fecal incontinence

Int Surg 1993; 78: 159-161.

2) Maeda Y, Laurberg S, Norton C, et al. Perianal injectable bulking agents as treatment for

faecal incontinence in adults. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 2010; 5: CD007959.

3) Ratto C, Parello A, Donisi L, et al. Novel bulking agent for faecal incontinence. Br J

Surg 2011; 98: 1644-1652.

4) Ratto C, Donisi L, Litta F, et al. Implantation of Sphinkeeper: a new artificial anal
sphincter. Tech Coloprpctol 2016; 20: 59-66.

5) Litta F, Parello A, DeSimone V, et al. Efficacy of Sphinkeeper impalnt in treating faecal
incontinence. Br J Surg 2020; 107: 484-488.

6) Graf W, Mellgren A, Matzel KE, et al. Efficacy of dextranomer in stabilised hyaluronic
acid for treatment of faecal incontinence: a randomised, sham—controlled trial. Lancet 2011;

377 997-1003

7) Mellgren A, Matzel KE, Pollack J, et al. Long—term efficacy of NASHA Dx injection therapy
for treatment of fecal incontinence. Neurogastroenterol Motil 2014; 26: 1087-1094.

8) Ezra E, Danielsson JM, Graf W. A short- and long—term follow—up study of intersphincteric
NASHA Dx implants for fecal incontinence. Tech Coloproctol. 2022; 26: 813-820.

9) Al-Bayati I, Saadi M, Elhanafi S, et al. Effectiveness of bulking agent (Solesta) therapy
in fecal incontinence in patients refractory to conventional therapy. Am J Med Sci 2017; 354:

476-479.
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b. ALFIFERIAE AR

ATFT— AV B
- ILPRFEROAH AR AE IR T, RIS T IR EEIRIE L L CH AR REMERH 5. Rz %)
THOHEDEPHRE SN TWVDRKTHERIEARINTE LT, A THLREKETHS.

BE

L PIFERI A AR AR, IR RE 2MXT L 72D PSR IC e 2 B4 o Z LI kb, T oisE
ZEfE ST 5 2 L THEAEERZYGET DIREIETH H. BCKTIE, b &G E LIZBRRIFZE T
NTWDHR, HEZIKE L TEIRIEERBINTELT, AL THLRARTHS.

&)

LR EE YT L& LCEICT v FZ2HWZEBMaBEERS L E Tiditbh YV, 2o
s AT HAS W TS TUE, IHERERE DMK T U 72 LSR5 2 el Oz R 2~ 5 & F &
RGEE LT2T U7 MERBRMTONT-. RFORIIZ LT ?, ZhETlce hERtg L Lk
IR — A LR — R 1R Y, Aoy NAZT o B 28RYY, BRI —R T 4 W0 1R,
7 o AMEGERBR (RCT) 28 3R "VME S THEY, b THOWE TEDLET 90 floe kaxt
ZL LR FEowEZ B E LB ERR M Tz, S 612, TOfa R IC RCT (158
fil) 23188 WESHhTH5.

MR S 7o fifa & LCiE, B 2 HROM 2N (Autologous myoblasts) 238 6 #f@ CHWN B AL, 7%
DO 2| TITFENENRTEMSF B (allogenic human adipose—derived stromal/stem cells) P& B
3k (autologous adipose tissue derived multipotent cells) P DRENGHEALH S R EpAIA 2 FH VY
Hivlz. O OMBIENILFENIC b B AT o 7oy —A LA — b b ED Y, T TIPSR
IZRBAEDM T T,

FR KBRS H R 2 R e & B L 72 2 RO B TI, TRIRREL 22 b e — LEEOD ] T CCFIS D
FEICHEBZERDIRD o120 —J7, HREEE 24 Bl x5, KRERMHEER 2> SERE L 72 B O 2
el 7 B2 1% \ZAMIL P RE R ~TEARBAE T 2 20 R 2 5 2 FHaABR & U CRRRE L 72 MIAS RBRTIE, 6 » 1%
O CCFIS A ITIEARMNERE & 7 7 B AR REO W CHERIK T2 O b7y, WM CHEZREIZR)
ofz. LU 12 4 A% T, EABHEBEO N2 8E VRS, 77 B RETITRBIHEAL
7o, ZORRK, 12 » ABROFDIRIZ, EABHMEBEO TR 77 ¥R LY bARICEWRRE o7
(58% vs. 8%, p=0.03)Y. F7=, MFHH LEEL 7= A CAH 2RI 2 558 % I AMIT PSR ~TE A
T 5 WK & S IR P FER A R 5 L DR A 2o AR 10 B CRfAM L 72 BRI — 2 T A R8T,
1 SR OB REE MRET O] 8 [81/H 75 0 [5]/11Z, CCFIS A3 15.3 725 1.6 12, FIQL 23 2.8 25
4.0 &, ERESERS QL bAEICSEELRZY. LT, FL 10 BlOEFE 5 FRICEHE L 72T
b, (ERESMEEE AL 0 [B]/38, CCFIS 2% 0.7, FIQL 2% 4.0 & EMRITRMICHER S hCniz V. &
7z, [ UHLPER AR E 4, SMILMFERI A WA O 7072 & FAHL PR g se (X I IX 5 2 Ble
PEEERES B 39 B (B 5 ) \Zx L CHiAT L7z & 2 A, 1 A% ORI MITAT L 0 S 11 [8]/
W L, CCFIS 284 17 Wb U, (B RESBEE DS 50%LA b Lo iEh 1L 79.5% ThH -7 9. &5
(28T, [ UAT PSRRI B AR IZ B9~ 2 RCTY 3 STz, BT 2R R B & 28 2 C R EERE
(75 f1), IKPREERE 83 45)), T BARE (T9f4]) DOMIT6 » HEOEREEFHEA K L1224, &
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CCMERBEENRD L2, EREROARN T T 2 RRE L il U CHELASEENA EICED LT
72 (p=0.02). F7z, RFEICL o THERENFBICKET IR T2 7T Liz & 25, [EREER
BRE 10 4ELL T ) & MEEENT I L0 L E0WE] O 2/FAFRES .

BB B CUIT BRI W D Fici 7 MR BRSO A 2 S 3~ 5 7o 0 D 57 1« PO Sy 7o it Ze &
DL S TEW NS OO, HBOEABRIZHE S BEERAGIHEORE b 70 < B2l
ITSNTWVDZEND, FERANCITMERZEICKT 2R E L TOERERSH 2T 5 2 &L BAHIRFS
nos.

Lk, £&92% ERIMFERBEAREICOWTEA X T T U P ADRLIIFE LRV L OO, 4
FEt L7230 PIciE 4 R0 RCT7Y, 2 iDL E a2 —L2 005 EL, TETF v A L UL HEL 1320 & &
ZHiD.
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1) Trébol J, Orgaz AC, Arranz MG, et al. Stem cell therapy for faecal incontinence: Current
state and future perspectives. World J Stem Cells 2018; 10: 82-105

2) Balaphas A, Meyer J, Meier RPH, et al. Cell therapy for anal sphincter incontinence: Where
do we stand? Cells 2021; 10: 2086

3) Romaniszyn M, Rozwadowska N, Nowak M, et al. Successful implantation of autologous muscle-
derived stem cells in treatment of faecal incontinence due to external sphincter rupture. Int
J Colorectal Dis 2013; 28: 1035-1036.

4) Romaniszyn M, Rozwadowska N, Malcher A, et al. Implantation of autologous muscle—derived
stem cells in treatment of fecal incontinence: results of an experimental pilot study. Tech
Coloproctol 20155 19: 685-696.

5) Frudinger A, Koélle D, Schwaiger W, et al. Muscle—derived cell injection to treat anal
incontinence due to obstetric trauma: pilot study with 1 year follow—up. Gut 2010; 59: 55-
61.

6) Frudinger A, Marksteiner R, Pfeifer J, et al. Skeletal muscle-derived cell implantation
for the treatment of sphincter-related faecal incontinence. Stem Cell Res Ther 2018; 9: 233.
7) Sarveazad A, Newstead GL, Mirzaei R, et al. A new method for treating fecal incontinence
by implanting stem cells derived from human adipose tissue: preliminary findings of a
randomized double-blind clinical trial. Stem Cell Res Ther 2017; 8: 40.

8) Boyer 0, Bridoux V, Giverne C, et al. Autologous myoblasts for the treatment of fecal
incontinence: results of a phase 2 randomized placebo—controlled study (MIAS). Ann Surg 2018;
267: 443-450.

9) De la Portilla F, Guerrero JL, Maestre MV, et al. Treatment of faecal incontinence with
autologous expanded mesenchymal stem cells: results of a pilot study. Colorectal Dis 2021;
231 698-709.

10) Frudinger A, Gauruder—Burmester A, Graf W, et al. Skeletal muscle—derived cell
implantation for the treatment of fecal incontinence: a randomized, placebo—controlled

study. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2023; 21: 476-486, e8.
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11) Frudinger A, Pfeifer J, Paede J, et al. Autologous skeletal-muscle—derived cell
injection for anal incontinence due to obstetric trauma: a b—year follow—up of an initial
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- RGBT & B ERANT, AR T B RS B B0, MifTT o 2k
ERETS.

[#ERORS : FHEAEBE10%), TEFL L) : (]

fR

AL B AR R LB R 2 BRI T 5 Z L 1C K o THHE - MR SRR S 2 ST 2 1Rk
Thon (IV-C-1-b 2ZM). FHRJEMRE 11 BT, RSN ATH o728 Hildh 5 Fil i E »
MZAEN, BRI CHEIENSE L EHBES TV V. £, ZeFHBEICT 2 ARRRIETIE
3FIELMNTHoIN P, RELTHBES - AT CTHERENRYLE L LT oRERHL . 2
OWETIE, 36 BiIH 29 FUIRICEERE A 2 A F4L T 28 FICHEAZ LONQOL AkFEL T0D Y.

S BHIZ, AR 10 FIZFBWT, JERANIEE] 1 2P0 F LMEE ZHIE T E o 7ois, 1aRH%RIC
1215 53 £ THIETX 2EFIMNHBLL, AEREELED TND 9.

VLB, KAA R4 W CR it 8 & L7- 2014 42 E TOFRLTH DAY, 2015 LI Fr Btk
(2 R DMEREE 2 G O T R R T 63 2 AFVE DRI IR 2 38l L 72 pF e i 13 ed T 722, 2,
TER DA THEBERRES BF TR D2 AREDOFNENRZ LWTedIZ, WIECmE RS Thienizd &
RSN D, ZNTH 2020 FF121%, PHEREE 214 5 MRERIVEREDE 41 5] T OMRERME R NIGHERERE
(neurogenic bowel disorder : NBD) (Zk}3 2 APIEDNENEE X, NBD R a VXA EICSGEL,
26 BIORWIAAE S BIFTH Y, RE2FHFEEICIS T 2 RIBEOHENRIE S 78,
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1) Gstaltner K, Rosen H, Hufgard J, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation as an option for the
treatment of faecal incontinence in patients suffering from cauda equina syndrome. Spinal
Cord 2008; 46: 644-647

2) Schurch B, Reilly I, Reitz A, et al. Electrophysiological recordings during the peripheral
nerve evaluation (PNE) test in complete spinal cord injury patients. World J Urol 2003; 20:
319-322.

3) Lombardi G, Del Popolo G, Cecconi F, et al. Clinical outcome of sacral neuromodulation
in incomplete spinal cord-injured patients suffering from neurogenic bowel dysfunctions.
Spinal Cord 2010; 48: 154-159.

4) Rosen HR, Urbarz C, Holzer B, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation as a treatment for fecal
incontinence. Gastroenterology 2001; 121: 536-541.

5) Holzer B, Rosen HR, Novi G, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation for neurogenic faecal
incontinence. Br J Surg 2007; 94: 749-753

6) Jarrett ME, Matzel KE, Christiansen J, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation for faecal
incontinence in patients with previous partial spinal injury including disc prolapse. Br J

Surg 2005; 92: 734-739.
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7) Worsoe J, Rasmussen M, Chistensen P, et al. Neurostimulation for neurogenic bowel

dysfunction. Gastroenterol Res Pract 2013, doi: 10.1155/2013/563294.
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cos. ILPHERIMBIZAIC & B EARICH LT, KEPMERER]AN & A RERINRED L b b & 5fT
FE e

AT —hAV b
U AT 85 B OWIREE ST T R E 1B B TR, BIRIREO BRI & & 0 1 R
B +MoA v 70— AR - 3ver b LT, SIS LIRSS RIRT 5 2 L 2R ET 5.
[#ERORS : HEAEBE100%), TEFL XL~ (

fR

BURE i CHL FHER A W R k3~ D ML FRFEFO I T RN &AL BRI IE D F o & LB HRGAER  (RCT)
DHETR N2, EELOIRFEERATT H2NTERORMDBH L. Leh > T, FIREIEDRES
BB A2 O R/ (K1) #BEITHAHW L 1T, BEORE - WA IS LT
FHRR LC, JERFIZ L IBFRIEEZ BRI - AEICWZ5RETH D,

NEFHFERI AR 720y 91 i & S8 105° ORLMFERIFWIEAL A A2 54 Bl L CTILE- s oA
EATo 1098 Y CiE, itk 12 » AICBT AEKREEA a7 (CCFIS, St.Mark’'s A=27) TV Fh ot
LABRUGELZRDTEY, AIMEIRIEORECH 72, Fio, 1200 F TOLMFENMmMEE F 7
% 21 BlEWEO I 32 BlCxHT 2B R E ORI X RBR 2 TH, 12 » A OBIEWIM TIX
CCFIS B XLUFIQL & HIZRIFDOANMEZFRD DGR Th o7, NLFFERI M Wr2DE 3 205wk
FERED Y AT ~T 4 v 7 LE 2—Y TlE, CCFIS 1%16.5 725 3.8 [ZIE F L TW5H A, ik ORI
XA R OITBANEIRETHY, TEFUALLRMENE WS ERS 5. I 512, LM
FIFH T LN R K DR AR eh U CRIN A M T L 72 PRIC 3T, B 5 & il 2 CL P 4G K9 5 T it
13 1 & Al B RIS 13 B CIRIE R & bhlig L7258 ¥ Ci, BRI AR D . CCFIS
DHEICUE L.

—77, NEFPERIFRIIAI T3 D NIRRT R O RIS, 12 5 £ T 10~46% DA ZNRIZHE
FoTWD 9 FHEFEN —E TRV, LRSI RN & AL a1 0O FAT Rk 2 B
T 5 Z LIEREECH D, L LRy b, MLMFERFIANN 160 BlORMIERE (FRAE 9 4F 3 »
A) 12BN T, 50%LL BAEREREIHE D A U7 Ef] (g il o 15 CF 2h &l S L 2 5E 60D o
FIED 60%EWVIRENDH Y, ZIUIMIEPRRAFITEE ORI & ik L TH a0 RTH -
7=7.

2 DOIBFILEDZSEICEE T 5K 6 fisk (23T DR TIX Y, 2000~2013 AT FIFER A2 5t L
TR 284 451, ALPFSFORREEAT 177 BIASHEAT S Cuiz, WIRRIEOLEERFTT 572
DIZ, P (2000~2003 4) L BEH] (2007~2010 4F) O CHINKNORMATRA I L2 Z A, lIE
PRI VL 2 JEAT U CHIAT L2 EBNE, #03 29% 72> DB 89% ~HEIHIM L Tz, E7-HAED
FEBTIE, 2000 4FIZ1E 95, 3% DOAEBNZALFFERIFHIZ AT 23 JeAT S AL TUN2AS, 2013 4R121382. 6%123
W T E R RIBRIE R AT SN TR Y, K 10 FEFTRERNTHA LT T FREE Wz, —5T,
Z OWFFERERICEREZ UGS L, 90~180° DILMFEKIFHMIA % 1F 5 /3 sSME OB FBHEITIE, BWEK
NG E ST RE R0 R PRI 21 T % o v TV R SVBHRIR T & 5 NLPE 5 T i o BB %
B2 5WELHD Y, HEwmoOonbd L ZATHS. WIEMRRIEEEIIIL N O b O % JERER
WCELSH D Z L, BBHECOHRN2TIEY — FEHkET 25 2 & CIToRIEICRE Y 5 5 Af
WHENRFTOOE D TH L. £z, THE THEHELUINIO MRI BENERTH 7203, 2022 48 11 Anb
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2) Chan MK, Tjandra JJ. Sacral nerve stimulation for fecal incontinence : external anal
sphincter defect vs. intact anal sphincter. Dis Colon Rectum 2008; 51: 1015-1024, discussion
24-25.

3) Ratto C, Litta F, Parello A, et al. Sacral nerve stimulation in faecal incontinence
associated with an anal sphincter lesion : a systematic review. Colorectal Dis 2012; 14: e297-
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4) Rodrigues FG, Chadi SA, Cracco AJ, et al. Faecal incontinence in patients with a sphincter
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8) Ong K, Bordeianou L, Brunner M, et al. Changing paradigm of sacral neuromodulation and
external anal sphincter repair for faecal incontinence in specialist centres. Colorectal
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PR« FRERE B CILEGICENE E V03 <, I L@ RIRIEICIRE 32 2 & a2 < 2.
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HAEIR & QOL ZikET 5.

R
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