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5-HT; : 5-hydroxytryptamine

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
MI : 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 oligosaccharides, disaccharides, monosaccharides and polyols

GRADE : Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development, and Evaluation

HRAM : high resolution anorectal manometry

IAD : incontinence-associated dermatitis

IAPWG : International Anorectal Physiology Working Group

IBS : irritable bowel syndrome

ICI @ International Consultation on Incontinence

ICIQ : International Consultation on Incontinence Questionnaire

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

MID : minimally important difference

MRI : magnetic resonance imaging



MUP : motor unit potential

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 : quality of life

RCT : randomized controlled trial

SNM : sacral neuromodulation

TAI : transanal irrigation

TNS : tibial nerve stimulation

TTNS : transcutaneous tibial nerve stimulation
VR : ventral rectopexy
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OESHFTLEBEDDRBICR U TIPS HANRNSER] ZHRAKREEEERT 5.
OBERBEENRKBEZEDETAIPMIRREERT D.

fE

ERIEL BEA TN L 2 L DERATH 505, HARTIE 2017 SEDOMEREEZHRAA K I 4 ~ 1
TERATF =P A Y MIRRELAL ) ICEHRSNZ. TRETHR—IN72DDIE7% < 2017 4L
R 2 DEFRDIEF IR HIR OIS % K S B FM 2R OER L Shiz. 20
e, WHTRIETA FTA HFEHFINLD, ERICHLTRELRLEI R W20, KA F
TA VBV TIIRAELZ #T 5 EIRS 0 T OE &R 2 B L 72

Bk &5 23k (International Consultation on Incontinence : ICI) (&, 2017 412 SR D
[ Incontinence 6th Edition] % %F) L, “Faecal incontinence is the involuntary loss of faeces”,
“Flatus Incontinence is the involuntary loss of rectal gas or flatus” & E# 9 5 & & H 12, “Anal
Incontinence is the involuntary loss of faeces and/or flatus and or mucus” &£ EF L T4 Y ICI
MEIEEE [ 2 EOJN (involuntary loss of faeces) | & L TWADIZXH LT, KAAL KT
A YT ISR E 23 AT ORI LU TILM 2 5@ RN 28K & LTWa oIk, k%
DREMZIERT D % feth VM JEE (MEMA ORI LA EEsE (A20RBEISKT 5
o) OMHZ QFIEWTER L2 LTH 5.

KB E B4V FHE4% (American Society of Colon and Rectal Surgeons : ASCRS) 7% 2015 4
WZHET L7244 K94 > Tid, “the uncontrolled passage of feces or gas over at least 1 month’s
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BERAIPIESE(E, BREDFRETDHIVURBEEICERTHICY), BTIHL%

ﬁ%?é.
HEORE 1 & (EEE 100%), TEFYALAIL B
ZF
BALPTER S C, IR, - WK, IR, W, NLMESIREE, BRI

NLF % D - é‘Fifﬁ’ITi B HR A 15 AR B B O A MR AR 4 &2 RHil T A Z L, 1@%’”‘
DOIFEFHl B L CHNIEE AN TH 5.

fE

EIRIEZHIC BT B WAL M2 Of e % RCT 12 THGS L 7aWFJRI3AFE L 2 \vas, LM

JFEMA R WL 8 G DA & D IS & o TGS L 72FR I3 BAFAES 5 7 BRI A 94
Y CREMROBRE LT NERILFERE, BhIEEER, 2y - PUER - BRI
FERIFOREZ G 572012, ERILMHEZSE T ~E] & MRGEE] ShTesd, $17,
REFEBERAEAR A B T4 29 T MERFEEE ORISR 2 ZH%] & Sh, EEE
RO T [HEIREB] & LTHEEREA TS

ERE 2 T B IS & b 2 JER 2 il L 72356008, mEE 7% EOENREZ 2
W - b9 2 720 K NHBIREDS L ETH 5. EHNICARE 2 EOMIE A L7256
1 JEMEIEAR (A ) BRVETERE R ZEOBIT I X B I M PEREREE T 2 T REEDS V7200 1, il
ZHER L7209 2T, RHEHHMERPEEEESR SIS X 2 @I 2k 2Rtz ). £, EhE
BT LT RWRNED D 2720, ZORHliO 7012 H%BIF?%?E’I‘%&@TJ‘M?%&??@‘A
LB THER 2 B0 7206, arEEMEPE BT X 2 FRAE 2 PR Sl kR TR D I
WTH2WRENED D 5720, PHEEE ﬁ*@ﬁfﬁﬁ%ffﬁnﬁ“é 10,

NLF 2 N MRER O UGG RE 2 5HE T 2 DICHATH ), BERE AT 2 HMT21E, W -
HMILFIHERI 35 & OB B 5 O UL % 2070 O IEREIZEFI S 2 2 & 28T & 5 ) Zhid, L
MFE2IC & B MM SR EE B X OB R U O FFAll 2 JL TN FERRAE 1 X 2 JoRERIEE S & O
RBEREIHE & R L 722812 BT, W O @ WA B BRI O SC & o T ST
WA ZEIZHED T FRZ Orkin 5 713, LPHRZIC & 2 JLMAE BRI & BE RN o T 81
Al & LT, iR a7 LR 37 % 0~5 @ 6 RS TEHili3 % DRESS (Digital Rectal
Examination Scoring System) (5% 1) Z % L7z, % L CHHMEREEE 303 fliIcB VT, £A 2
7 ENLMANEMASR R E WK L 72 & 25, FLHIEA a7 TORKEILE T, L2 a
7 0:2lmmHg, 1:39mmHg, 2:48mmHg, 3:@ 72mmHg, 4:9%mmHg, 5: 128mmHg
& RAF R AHBIB PR 2R L7 (HIBAAREL 0.82). 72, &R A 2 7 C o KRl R P-4 fiE
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7 1 Digital Rectal Examination Scoring System (DRESS)
RERRI7

0 BIPID h—X R (BRE) HE-7=<EL, MAESE>AIM

1 BHTELR=XZ

2 PPEVR—XR

3 EBBIXZ

4 PPFVWA—XR

5 ®BHTEVA—XR
FERUBEIE R D7

0 F o< LEW

1T BEOIRE

2 Ha ) INET 2D, EBLNHIFL

3 ERBUNE

4 BUNE

5 BH TRVUET, ZELTVIRENRENSSW
[Orkin BA, et al. Dis Colon Rectum 2010; 53: 1656-1660. °' & V)E3ER3IMA)

b, PHEREA 27 0 46mmHg, 1:67mmHg, 2:108mmHg, 3:156mmHg, 4 :239mmHg,
5: 368 mmHg & RAF 2 AMBIRI bR Z 7R L7z (HIBI4AR % 0.81).

WL DN - IR FRIEDFHMNZ B $~ A ILMIEES 1L, B 2 ILFIEH 55 K48 - Wi oS Wik
BEE NS, SR KR - ITROBINIIAMTH S 7 Dobben & ¥ AMEJIETF 312 HIC
BT, NLPHEZIC X 2SR F RIBOZW 2 ILME B S BRI X 22 L L7z &
25, NEMPAEBEHRMAIC X % 1500~270° O R EERIETIE—FE 100% 26 LT, 90°~150° K
HTIE61%, 90° K /KIHTIE 36% & —BERPMEA 572, £72, Jeppson b ¢ AMEEEEH 74
BHNZBWT, NLMEBE RS X 2 LSBT R OIS W TILMIEZ I X LM
KR OIEZ R Lo 25, ILMIEZ DKL 82% L ETh o 7D L TR EE
13 32% LIRETH o7, Lichio T, LIRS TILMEER MM RS 5 & 30l L 725613, £
DZWILBAEHT & 5 L FRFICHRYESETH W RetED & . Lhuas LTILMEZ ©
WD e LR L 7235603, BRI, BEOMEZ R L TV 2R’ D 5.

BEBILPRZ I BT, BEICHHMEEEL S &2B1, JoEEls 5 R L FIHE £ i5 A3tk
RE & PR C 9 ISR 3 2 i MRS A 1o AR S B B 5 2 BR 0 S, BRBBVEAEDRIN B E O W REMED D 5.
Z D12 DRSS, PHERISIEMREORIN & L CTRDLN L5513, PHEEERAERLER
V— PR DO JEAT 2 WA 2 2 BT S X 2 B B 17 S ) [ O R MRS B 13
Hegemm <, ILMWNERA ROV — Y HREMA I X 220 & IR L 72354, ZOBMICHET %
JRIEEIL 75~93% T, FFREEIZ59~87% LS Tw 20

EGILIER & FAICEERS, MIEZ 21T, BiFZ ClREhETREoOMITEE & i, BEE
WX B FERERO TEOA IS, Hls L EORIEZ 2179 2 & TN S RKE B & ik
T&5ZLbHb M

DbkoZE L, RO MERNAMDS L ORI Z R EBILMEZIA T, Wong 5 ¥
3652 A DIHALZRIHE M EE, BAZEEE, BEFPALREZMRICLZRATDH, MESEEFIIHT S
ERILMTEZ Oftr=13, HALZWEME 100%, BASEE 83%, EFHETI%TH o7z Tz,
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A. EREOBRRIYIEHE A

0O xZEEREROE

ORZEERBRIF, RBICMUEET T - 8RZTI1EHIC, EBER - KEDRSSHE
BFER - BRRRHRBCHTTRE - YRTVRFEHDT D EZ2RET 3.
HROEE 55 (EBE 90.9%), TEFVALAIL D

%5

JEEEBHL B %% (incontinence-associated dermatitis : TAD) 1%, R 7 & OPRIPI A3 E 12
By 222X oTELLBRMETH L. IAD I, T2 D700 ARCBIEIRD NI 2 5 72
FCHL, ZWERMER IR 3720, @R - 77 - GESLETHD.

IAD D7 AR FTld, ZHEN - B ONESITE L JRATEN - B ERERE T T
27 WFZ2FMT 5. F72, IAD BREETFMMA 7y — Vv EHWTAI7/LL Tl A &b A
HTH5.

i W

IAD (&, R 7% EOPEE D I 5 2 LISk o THELAREATH S, TOHR
U, AT RRMEIC L > THRR D, WOKTIE 7.6~45.7%",  HARD BT IR HE i
BRAFTE TIZ5.9~17%%9 LG SN TWA. TAD &, i 2272 \WEARIRFEED KI5 72
TR, ZRBYIEERTIERI T2, #YRTPH - 57 - IEEPLETH D,

RENC K DELD I 2 &, oK X ) MBI EZE L <ALz o kR
DR U CRMRIKRAEL 5. 72, HHOHRERICL D, AREIHEE L TR A B N
)7 &MY S L TRIEDSA LD, FRICHIRER KOS A ENRE VT F72, REkC
L TBELORNy FefflLTwaHE, iR B CRMIBE 2BRREE 20, &
BONY) THREEIKT 5%, ZOHE, BEICHERERMRAT L2 LT, £EXE 5
A, B, KO, FHE, FERIELS.

DIAD DT7EAA N TP
BEE - Y AZEF-Z2LTO 2B I TEMli+ 5.
1) £252RA - FEDKMSE

o (KSR ARIRGE

o T

o MBS > b T — VAN B 2 B PR
o SEHNHIE O

o PLASASED

e 250 A KO
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« K4 REFY
2) BER - BHaIEHEE
 WEARAE B
- SRIBEOBEA
e BLoR /Xy N EDfEH
« BN & 2 B
IR L, AR 2o BRI RS X IR
R A F Y T GRIE RIS )

Q@IAD EEEFHIH R —IL (IAD-set) (®1)

[I. REORE] & (0. ET2HEDS 4 7] O 2HEA#FELTAITLTELD
T, HROBRBHALETIAD DTt ARX Y b TH) v — Ve LTHESNZ. [1. KFOIR
RE] 1, B 8HEFTOIM T LI EREDREL IV VFIEDENIIDOWTAaTILT 5.

(0. T2 D5 4 7] &, AETEMERENZNOWRICEVEEEZMAL, T& 1
ERLTHAFNET S HATHEBESINTEEMELHEINTEY, ERNICHEITE 2 X
F—=NVThb LIrLBIRHENIS L, $RHOREBOHWICKE) ZEhH L7120, RAT—
WERRETERT 572013 ==V FRLEE T 5. 207208 R T TR ¢%
KLTORWD, 5%, KR TOARMEICHET 23 MAMEEIN 5.

BRI L2 A7 — b X 7 b TREEBEB g 2008, BRIZIE U727 7 - 2479 72012,
LU - BOW ONEsSTE L JRATER - B E RIS TR - ) A7 W2l A
ERRETH NI LTI, AFA FIA MERERRIIBIT HHEROM I PERZIIB VT,
RWHERE L § B A H o 72,
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HEEZEDEE U HIHE U5k &5
NV IFTFEDZEL U &b
FHEEZEDEE
HY I TEDEEN
B 0@ THEER / ByEER
© B} (4 Fai=til
AIFIELD B
[l 5 9d 2BEU)D Y 7 = = 5 =
& &R L aHfE wE IKER(E
R &=L s ERZDFE
KE—ENIICEEBREDIEEN R D DDHEE | &5t (1+1)
IBBGF, EEOFVIES ZREIRT S. "
&
FJI( J
o J
1 IAD-set

[BAFRNE - FRANI— - KEERFR (7). |1AD-set (CED IAD DFHEBER — IADNANSSTT 1R, B

i, /R, p.13, 2019.? kW67 18 Condl]
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B EXBOEEEE
(ERZI7 - QOL BRIE - ERIAE)

OBEEZRECHITBHERBEK - QOLFHBICE, 7U—TS52 ROy I@ERERDT
DERZRET 3.
HEOBE 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVALAL:C
BEZERICHTHRRABER - QOLFHET, BREREZERT 2156, o hv—
OZZZﬂwﬁﬁﬁ’&hiﬁ'é.
HROEE 1 55 (EBEE100%), TEFVALAIL D
OERFRIRT(E, BREERE FISI Z, BRZEFEN QOL (FBZEEM FIQL ZAWLTE
BICEHE I B & Z2REKT 3.
HEOBJE 1 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVRALAL:C
OIRAIRTS UIRRBAEIREF T, BHBRESZAEIA(E LARS 27T, BARFEREN QOL 38
AEEMR FIQL TEHB I 2 C & Z1RET 3. 4H, BHEESZSE QOL 2ikzsH T %15
B, B7AEEhR EORTC QLQ-C30 °B455hR EORTC QLQ-CR38 DIEAHERT 3.
HREOBE 1 55 (EEE 100%), TEFVRALAL:C
CEBRMRICHVTEEMDEZTHET 21563, 1 BRDEREFHOHISERIELL
U TERRIC 50% U LR UG Z 8RNI EERT D EZRRT 5.
HROEE 1 55 (BEEI0%), TIEFVRALAL:C

U=

FERFLOBIREHI O 7212, T OEIEER QOL IS RITT B ZEHIT 2 2 2 7 R HME 2 il
M2 E3HHTHL. ERESEROEREEFFMREEL LTHHIATWEDIE, 7Y —7
YR =y 7EKEEZA 27T (Cleveland Clinic Florida Fecal Incontinence A 2 7 @ CCFIS)

[=Wexner 232 7], ¥+~ —27ZAA37 (StMark's A 27 ), Fecal Incontinence Severity
Index (FISI) T& 5%.

CCFIS &, 5THH OB TILMEESEIRE QOL % HREHIET & 57:%, HEZH TOMHAIC
WL TwA. StMark's 227 %, 7 HHOHM T CCFIS (2 2 TR 5l T X 5720
BEDEEEEH L HEZRCOMMEL TWA. FISLIE, 4 HHOZRH T LA IR
DHZEFHEL, FHiEiT 2ERICEAFTI VB EN T RANEHTH L. LA L QOL ZaHiliT &
Bz, EREEORREHMC FISI 2 v 235413, Fecal Incontinence Quality of Life Scale
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B. BAROSEETE XA D7 - QOL BREE - [EXFIEE)

(FIQL) 7 & OAFREAERN) QOL FEAMNEE Z I H T RETH 5.

TEL 155 8 A0 2 D PEAE 5 5 T & 2 AR AL AT 5 B BR TR AE B RE (low anterior resection syndrome :
LARS) OFERFEHMINE L LTk, LARS A2 758 L T\ 5. LARS 2B\ THEIESER Y
QOL % iHii§ 5 35& 1 FIQL 2558 L TV 5 %%, HHlilEE % 3¢ QOL &k % ifilid 5¥41%, H

FERL EORTC QLQ-C30 (European Organization for Research and Treatment of Cancer QLQ-
C30) % H &G EORTC QLQ-CR38 (EORTC Colorectal Cancer-Specific Quality of Life Ques-
tionnaire 38) DO % [T 5.

BRIRTTZE I B\ CTHEBER I 2 5l 9 2 35601, 1 8 M O JE - I 2sia3 T & ek L
TIRHRIZ 50% DL Fil A L7235 6 2 RN & €53 2 D — RN TH 5.

fig A

ERBEDBERFHME O 72012, FOEIEER QOL I KITTHE LMl 5 A a2 7 R G M2 i
ATA2ZL3EHATHL. BENWLRFHRELZ V5 2 & T, Rk L EMOMEREEEREE % H
L7720, BRI LAUEEEZIT A2 EANTE L. KRERBEBIRIAETA K54 00
T, HEARFEOHEREE R QOL ICRIFTTHELIHGT 2 A a7 REMEL, LI F AR
WA s, RIS CTHEATA2RELHEREL TS,

FEOEE D WIERERPI R & L Cid, CCFIS® StMark's A7 % FISIY, Kirwan 8% 7 &
SRS 5. Tz, RO OTHEMN, RESE, SREHFIEIR, EEEL &ogiIK
FERERE SR 2 A A IICEHMNI§ 2 720 O R EE L LT, IMPACT (Initial Measurement of Patient-
Reported Pelvic Floor Complaints Tool) 25FH%E & 1, H2%E% &3 7 HHERE ERE R O FHE 1213,
ZDO—#TdH % IMPACT-B (Bowel function) 2S5 o T D% T, HESERDE
FERERHBIRE & L TR S TWw b ik, CCFIS (% 1), StMark's 227 (3 2), FISI (5 3)
TH5b"

CCFIS 1, K Wexner A 27 LIRS NTE 7275, BUETIIAL TR AR CBISE Lo 4 &

# 1 Cleveland Clinic Florida Fecal Incontinence Score (CCFIS)
(V)= R71)Zy 2@KRZERI7 = Wexner score)

AC1@lE BIC1OMkE

£o<BL BlC1OFE ~ ~ 3£El
BIC 1 BxR@m 18IC1BFRE

B ELR 0 1 2 3 4
Tk E 0 1 2 3 4
% 0 1 2 3 4
Ry R (FTEIBRE) DR

A (BEBTTBMENAL 0 1 2 3 4
15 0)

BREEAORE (B2

ame 0 1 2 3 4

T SIEBICRLT, ZOHEEICEKIT2ER/PESH LT, 85FRI7&T 5.
B5tRAI7 . 2 OR:BRELGL ~ 20 R REEFXE)
[Jorge JM, Wexner SD. Dis Colon Rectum 1993; 36: 77-97. 2 & V)3 |REIRIER]
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#= 2 St.Mark’s score (2> h¥—2RR207 = Vaizey score)

BE 4 BRETO 45BREICT @8 18EEIC 1 OlE

s FoE<BL  4BACIE -~ ~ 18118
- 188IC1@FxRE 18IC10xE
BABREE 0 1 2 3 4
TIRELR 0 1 2 3 4
HRKE 0 1 2 3 4
BAEADE
%ﬁ;ﬁggw) 0 ! e ? 4
LW (=4
Ny R (T7$>’??37‘@£) (OF 0 >
i (BERTTBRNENGNEDHO)
ERERRRL TS 0 2
EE# 15 S EBEBTEA 0 4

FER7EBICEALT, ZOEEPHEICKETIERNEE LT, 651RI7E£T 5.
&5t R37 . R OR:BREHRL ~ 24 R REEFXD)
[Vaizey CJ, et al. Gut 1999; 44: 77-80. ¥ & V)3 |ABARIER]

7 3 Fecal Incontinence Severity Index (FISI)

%ﬁégzgg FordHL ACI~3@ ME1E  Ec2eME 1BciE
BREXR 0 8 10 13 16 18
Tk 0 8 10 13 17 19
KRk 0 3 5 7 10 12
PR 0 4 6 8 1 12
FRABBCELT, ZOMEICHNTHEANESSHLT, BHRITETS.

BH2I7: 808 BEREEL ~ 618 BEEELR)

[Rockwood TH, et al. Dis Colon Rectum 1999; 42: 1525-1532. ¥ & V)3 |REERIER]

FBLTZ V=75 Ky ) oy 7@gE2 a7 LIHIND DP—fKIKNTHS 2 CCFIS X, ] (7
A, WORME, BEEME) 2 &N SWOFETRET 20 3HA L, [FHEOHELZRN 200
28y BER] & TERERC X 2 HEEEA~ORE ] oBEZEO 2 HHOAF 5 HE TR S, &
FEA T 7130 (FEREE R L) ~20 B OREREMEREL) THEH. FARENREGIN VL0, KR
WBHLMEEEZ 27 EIHEN DR ETH A5, StMark's A 27 R FISI 50T, HALEEZE
HEZED) A TEEEZ a7 LIFHRT 20086 THh L. CCFIS DERTIE, 5HB W
WA T WEITC, MERESERO A% O3 HEEFNORE L ) QOL OFEF b [l I F-ll
TEBHE, BRI HERMICOHHASINTVEETHS. L7d o THREROBLE» S B,
HHEZHIC BT 2GR - QOL ##HMiiicid, CCFIS OfEH R SN 5. —J CCFIS D4
i, BHRSTOFEBMETHHFATOR L4 HE W) L)1, i 2ERICER TS
ENTWRWEE, [EEEERE QOL ZFIHZEMIIL TWA 720, A 27 ARIMELEEIR %
VFLHIRBL 2 WHTH L, Thbb, HRHLTAROER] LI X )12, HEICE-
THEEFFERAEHR LT, MRS T H2ARESHEHE I NV 8738y FE2EAL
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Belr, HEEEANOREEZ kT 5720, CCFIS (3 8 MOREN T 25605 5.
F 72, EBRIEREICN 5 2 WERYEE D BFIC L > TUIRERMATH S, ZOfHE
YK A FMTE VDb CCFIS D CHh 5.

CCFIS & QOL # IlL#E L 7-1f%81c X B &, CCFISAS9 )i EFIZIMUTOEELEI Y b
QOL SHEICHEIN TV ZOWFEICHE XL, CCFIS % 9 MU FICT 5 Z LA HHB#
DAL WZ A, Tz, EREEEER RN EICB W CTERNICERDO D 5 R/NEE (mini-
mally important difference : MID)? % & L 72#f5812 & % &, CCFIS @ MID & 2~3 pi& &
T30 728 Z IXHRIFZEICB VT, B A IHHET CCFIS 712 mir 5 105 MICwEL, €
NOHEFMICHEERETHH L LTDH, 1.5 HOYFEIEIMID O 2~3 HIGEL TWARWVWOT,
BERIICEROH HAWB LTI VW &Ik D, T2, HEBHIZBWTY, CCFIS % 3 41
D E%#ET LI LD, LVHZTOHELED VR .

StMark’'s A 2 7 1& Vaizey A 27 & dIFEH, CCFIS @ 5 HH A T, [MERY)AED A ]
ETIFAEMHOARE] o 2 HAOAF 7HE TR S, AFFAa 7130 (LR L) ~24 15
ORFEFEMEREE) TH 5 °. StMark's A2 7 DEAE, CCFIS OFFHliIE H 2N 2 THEREYEE
HMETEXBETHAH. L72hoT, HESHIIBIT EEEER - QOL HliT, ks
BT 241, StMark's A3 7 OfHAAER SN S, —J StMark's A 27 0L, CCFIS
EFERIS, BRI ZAEIRICEAIIAISN TV ARV L, LIRS QOL # [FIHIFHN L T
Wh7z0H, A7 HEPMEREERE LT LR LAWVETH S, StMark's X 2 7 O MID
IE3~5HEEINTVS O Lo THEBHICBWTIY, StMark's A2 7% 5 m Dl s
LIEN, LOVHIZTOHEEL NS,

FISL %, fi (A A, K, WORME, FEAE) 2 &< HWOMETEET 200 4 HH THK
SN, BEFRAITIE0 (FEREEZ L) ~61 M GREREMELRE) THS Y FISI OKFhE, CCFIS %
StMark's 227 L B0, FEROAZFEM L TV 5 LT 2HERICERATF SR TV S
HTHA L L, HEROAZFML TS| Lw) BFFESC, HERLPGHETCE W] &
WO BATIC S 2%, L7zh > T, MREEOEREHIG T FISI 2 Vv 2 561, HREFER Y 7
QOL % ##ili§ 2 REEZ BT NETH L. L% SMEELBOHWIL, EROKEE
HMUTHED QOLZYHETH I LIZHIENHTHA.

B I 2805 B4 QOL i N EE & L CTliX, FIQL Y X Modified Manchester Health Question-
naire” % EWH L. T, EREEORL O, R, BRI EICBT 5 QOL &
BARICEME T 570D REE LT, ICIQ (International Consultation on Incontinence Ques-
tionnaire) 2SFFE SN, HRE L & -PHEEEEICE T 5 QOL DEHiiic X, ZO—HTH %
ICIQ-B (Bowels) 28V 55 B 25 07 TRFEMERY QOL FHMRNE & LT, FIQL
VEBEMICRKDHNHI TS 7

FIQL 1%, 29 HOEMA 4 HH OBER /SN TEY, S FmcRBEsh, LS
EWIE)ATQOL BRI TH 5 V. HEFEOBEMEE mikiL, AWEA T AV 1018, 1~4 x0),
L - HEATE) (O, 1~4 50, &5 ok% - ACE#& (7M1, 1~44 55), RO (34, 1~4
M) Tdb. FIQLIZKETHIE SN TUR, ZHOFEICHMRINTEREN - ZUMA%5E &
NTHBY, FBEEE - ZUMWATE S - HARGER D 2 FEAAET 5 W5 £/, HAFERTIE,
FABRFZOR L LT, AT (1~415) THEHITHETH S, FIQL I, FHREIERN %
QOL % &Filig 2 HITIIMD THH TH 245, HEZHRCTHAT A IITEMEA SN L8 ET
JMECH D, L7zA> T, QOL ZIEFEICFHNI S 2 B0 H % BRRATZE Tld, AEESEIRIE FISI
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7 4 Low Anterior Resection Syndrome score (LARS score) (5—RXX37)

CDT7 27— KN EhRizDEHEEEZHE T 5 & Z2BINELTVWET.
ZFNTNOERBICHULT, FIyvIZRY IR 1 DEFICFT v 72 LT IEILN.

ERDBICK>TEILT RBE, BA%Z 1 DICUEBRZENELULHDEULNEFEBAD, ZOLOIBRIEETH
EZROHHERRICREBTEFEDZIZAZ 1 DEINHBATLIIES.

HHEIEE(CHER S DI DBRAEICRENN D TVEIRETEH, ZOIEFEEE T ICEBROEHEMEEC
HTRFFERIBREEATIIESL.

1. AR (Bias) Zz5FLHFIIETEHVLE@FHWEITNH?
2730

1BRIC 1 @FE

1BREICAHEL<ES 1@
KEFEEDBNRNTLUEDCEFHWEITH?

2730

1 8BRIC 1 BFE

18RI B<ESH 1@
EDLSVDEBETEHEDZHIC N LICITEETH?

B (2485/) (C7@kWBW
B 24K™8) IC4~70
8 (
8 (

N B~ O

w w o

24 B5R) 121 ~3@

24 B5R) (21 @KiE

HEB% 1 BRALAICBEIHBDZHIC AT LICITKZEFHWETH ?
2730

18RI 1 QK&

1 BEICAR<ES 1@ 11
HHED=HIZ M LICERIPIAF BV EWTFRWKRDBEICERSNECEEFHUETH?

2730 0
18RI 1 QFR& 11
1882 R<ESH 1@ 16
LR SEBNERICHT 2OBICHETIERMZEE LT, 65tRI7ET 3. B5txa7: =K
BRAR

0~205:LARSZL

21 ~ 29 &5 : 8E LARS

30 ~ 42 52 : E|4E LARS

[k 18 TSR - LM TSRS N/cBAEER LARS scorel

1
1
1
1

LoN B

0 I O A O
© o

%, ARG QOL 1 HAFER FIQL % H W T BNCEEMi 3 2 Z & 253 S 4. FIQL O
MID Z# LzssCiE 2Mmd 0, 1M 1L1~122017 9 1M 0.7~11 5% s L Tw
L. FMUEAMSEAMEHLCTH, BEIRRRLHHICL > TMID B84 5 2 L ICHET L8N D
%9

LARS TiZ, REDHZ 5T clustering & FHIN 2 BRI OBEZ & HHE & %5 2 & A3
%\ 728, LARS OFEIREHEIN E & LCld, CCFISX FISI & D 3, LARS 454 DIER% ZRE L
ZZLARS A7 W A5 LCBY, BN - ZUANEH SN7- HARGEM D AT 5 R 4)°
LA L LARS A2 71&, #A - R REECHE R0, IR RN 7 & O fE 55 BIE L
723ER % B L T A 725, LARS TR & L CHIEIC 2 2 R0 R #E i K2 5l L T in s
CICRETHANLEDSDH D, F72, LARSIZE 5 QOL ~NOHELFFMLTE S, LARS 227
13 QOL DFEEMEZ ML TWiaWnweE 352G H5 Y
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L7755 7T, LARS IZB W TEZLEAER QOL #5354, HARFER FIQL " o ffi
2T 525, PHEREZ & QOL &% 3l 3 2418, HAGE EORTC QLQ-C30 %
X HAGEM EORTC QLQ-CR38% Ol #Z BT 5. 72, EEMEZOMAENIE T %5 QOL
BE Y LC mFIQL? dFAET L. LaL, AUV FNVTHAS FIQLIZEINS 29 i Z 1A
LE) O - HOiik e AT 2EMI0HA Z B LTBY, REEZOQOL & L
TEERMERICLZE ) DERCENOE B CTE v, LadS> T, BB OIS
B QOL % #Hiid 2 HMZE & LT, mFIQL % B T4 2 I3 TE 2w,

BRARAFZE 12 B\ CIRB I % B- il 3~ 2 35513, 1 AR O FI9 25 m %o 50% LL s %
BRBIEERT DOV THL L L, DALy —Fy MEFICX D&, HEEH
J& 50% DL F3RA & B HR ) & 2T AN B AEREEBF L 58% LB 53, F#IC 65 il Lo i
HIX 26% L AT R o7z, 5% B2 G & & 2 5 BEDSL 2o T2—T,
LA R0 W AR AR B X 50% DA FI A 2 IR & LT AN A I - 72 2.

BUIZEHE L7227 — b 2 7 b [ERBIZRIC B W CRBER IR G-l 3 25461, 1 AR O
IGRE AL B DS TEERT & B L THRHRIC 50% VL IR L7236 2 ) L €T 5 2 L &
RET LI LTI, AAA P4 VERERRICBT 2HROMI PR IIBNT, By
LT LERAVD -7
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BREZREZEICHITIREDENE, BREORA - REZZHIT D LICHD.
HIRDRECTRA - WEZ [EHE(CRZI T D C E (R R, R - REE - AP
RICHA TEHORERBRICE DV CHENRBEHZE T 2HEHE ). TORE
(Cl&, BERIIFIAEGE, Bk - IFIRERE BEWRCERERE IFIHE
Migs, BERKRE BSHIMR, HESHERARENHD. WINOREDEE
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TABERNMNETHSD. CNSOREDRDCIIMEMERESZENRE L TITHN
280DEHDN, ABETRERREDRRA - REZZH T HchDIREE UTEHT
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A ERZNGEE

LB L PR BERRAE O 9 B ARBIIGKR S T B hidtid, ERILFIA AR, RIS
WA, WBRREERE, ER o XTI AT v AR, PRI S HH TH S, S L
LT, CO5HHHDH) B 1HHZ1T- 725413 800 5, 2 HHUL E247T 57235413 1,200 KT,
HIZTRZTHEETRETHS. SOSHHDOH B, B v — Y PR 7 & oJk ittt
&, RO —HITH 2RI E 2 BW§ 5 2O ORETH 5720, RHTIE,
HEFI AR, I P S peAs, i B MRAE O 3 BT A T, KB (s iy (b
A & ML B XA B LT 5.

1 ERIIPIRERE

OERIPFINERE(E, RIPIENERKEZSHNICTHEIT 5L T, BRRDRBHEEE
BPIWEEAHDRE(CBRARIZEN G D12, EFICIHU THRITT 52 EZ2RET 3.
HREOBEE 1 55 (EERE 100%), TEFVRALAL:C

2R

EWEE B SHREILME R, #ibE, MERDUEE (GEIE S BmiE) <h 5. #ikER,
PIRLFERI R AE % S 2 & SN B2, W5 B & L CHALIHERI 55%, AMILMIE
1 30%, MLMZ v ar15%Ld2HEdds. BRI, SMLMHRER T 2 Kd %
EENDAH, BERIPEE (IR & OFEHME & k2 5 OBNEo 2 ¥ H H, ST
MRG0 5 b AE 2 DO 2 0 X BEREHE E S INAE T d 5 .

I FE AR I AL PTG R A AR BRI 2 R L, IR S5 E U9 <, Bl RIDURA HE (Al
ML PG R T 2 R L, SRS U < 2 b, ERILMNERAER, 1T
MSERI AR 2 B IR 2 2 & T, RIS O JEHERE & B iaHE )7 $t O P A 7%
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ARRAEOWE LB IKHER L, ENNT VAT 2—%—ik <A 70— o 3
Bdb., HT—TVEMFHOR =L XVIZOARENERELGT L0 T =T Vx HOZRET
i, ITMEERICOLEZMET S0 h T —T V2G| R LERH L. T0—T, &
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TNV EEIELZZRECTIEMESRONERZMET S5 2 EATE, EFREEE RN N TR A
(high resolution anorectal manometry : HRAM) & I3 *.

FARMWEEHE & LT, NEZETAIIMEORS (BREMILMER), ZifrEolLM &N
JE (IEMEIRE), FCPDUGERE QRS NE (BERIDGET),  BEBRE ONLME NIE ORBE R
MdDH Y Tl BERBNICRE LNV — Y % 50mL BEOZELA TR X872 L XfLMNE
ETAHE, BHICHES EF LD EICEHIEEL ) BETL, 20k, fEFELELEFT
M3 5. 2O EABSAERI MRS, KT - FEBGASE L R & iEh .

B — B S I PG R A B RE & S % & S5 78, §RIEEICH ST 515 & LT
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— BN AL PSR R 2 L 2 & SN B, BEEIDGHIE (S REED S OFME & ik
JEA 5 ONED 2 FikEAH O, FMLPEEFR i HERE 2 )9 2 o 3B IDGEE S IniE < d % >°.
ANBERIARRT L, BB & 2 BERENE B3k 2 AL PRGR 5 O BORH G &2 SOue3 % 8 i
P N A SO L, R RE O (A o THMIL SR AS BRI 3 2 BIR TH 5. g
R IR SRR SN D &, AREIEE AT L7z ) BRI M R SO AN R % 2 1l
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FEESSHITEIR G- L .
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IEEARAEIE L PE T 44%, 1T 27% 12788 B, WU EARAEIE 201k T 69%, 1T 36% 1272
D oMz BRI NITPRER AT 2 Bk L, IR U3 Y, bR
R A AL PRGN T 2 R L, WA REAVE LR kb L sha »0 1|
WL B R AT AT S ST OB IS AT T B A By LR S 9 12k 5 &, HMRTF— 4
2 X DA OBET T, FEIREERE 90 Bl 9 b 45 FIASTRAFIHRE, 45 BIASHEHA R O 56t
otz UL, FEMNEMA, BEERER B, LSBT RO RICEI»
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DHBR 5.2 52 LHIRENT.

FEEELH BT B EGNL I ERIE O A FAEICE L CIEBEMmd % A5 1519, JLPRER %
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PED72012, FEFNIS U TARMAEL T35 2 L 25 HERL T 5.
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2 ERAIIPIZRERE

ELB NPT O &G % B F-I 3 2 WA & LT, 2Nv— v &2 W CIEBEEZIN 2 7212
X% RREE & BFS A E OV — ORGSR L PTERER LN R 7 B AR 3 2 IR EE & B
fifi 9 % HL PR BS FE AR U AR A A3

CEBNIL—RERARL, ERIREHCERANRETZ2SBNCTHBIS_ET, &
KEDRPHEE EBPINEEATORE(CERABBENH B2, FEFICH L THET
BCELERRT .

HROEE 1 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVALAIL :C

2 E

ELR AT & o TULETESAE 2 A2 U T 2 @I R 4 EO BB TIE, Eh v —
VBRI L o THRBARBBEZM T2 LT, "M A 74— FNy VFEO—RTH L
BB IEFALAROBIS 2 RET 5 2 ENTE S, —7, BERMEETICX o THREERIC
O BRI RS L CORIM RSS2 E LT B BT, RNV — VERERAEIC L 5
THEBAEKT 220 2 2 & T, PR EIRC EE &R RIS 2 s 52 &
MWTE 5. 2RLEENNV— VEEREORK R, EREEOALZLTEEERRL Y 774
TYAZHEEEINDL 2D, ZOMREHERT HLEDPDH 5.

HEFPREBEFE SR BURSE MR AT 1L, AFEHI T S NA 2 L 'd 57%, HEZRICB W T
HEINbLZEIFFEAER .

e W
OEB/NIL— > EEIRE

ENICRE L 723 — ¥ 2 2251 TR A IR S €T, REEISID 5 B § 2 & E %
Pl A AT, FICLLT o 3HEFHoOMEZ e T 5

o MIRHEBIE : WikT 20— Y OZLEZIE LD THRT Z2RPVOEETH ), BHEE

FEHA R L HIFEINS.

EEFEBAR M VITE LV EE LI EOEEEEL SR OEE.

« KMER  FREDM R 5N RRKOEE.

BRI LM B Re e 7 — % > 7 7 )V — 7 (International Anorectal Physiology Working
Group : IAPWG) I2&k %0 > F U387 Tl&, AMEOWETH Th 2 MIREEME, HEsE
Blgw, mRWAEOIHHO) S, 1HHL ETHEREMLT THIUTER AT (rectal
hypersensitivity), 2 3 HPAETHEREMEDL ETHIUIERAFILT (rectal hyposensitivity) &%
Wig %2 &2 B LTV a. MRIEFITARE L AT LD A ¥ 7 F 1) 2 A (134§, 2,981

A

43

=

SIS S R
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3 BRET7

OBREEEREBROFHEGRICE, Bk (7ILHVMY) DADORGR TR EZZENI(CE
HEU<EE2L, RERICKIKBZRET D EEHETS.
HREOEE @ & (EBRE100%), TEFVALANIL A

® 5

FEREENEHG L WAy 78 LT, PHEEMEIREIC X 25MmPEE, <y FReBEo0
M, BT 45 (incontinence-associated dermatitis : IAD) OFFi & 7 7THEETH 5.
NSO TIMEREEDIRERER 2 EWMAENKRE VW0, BEMHALOREZ 572 A X
VMNLTH T THLIENEETHA.

fig

SEIRASREE 22 2 ClE, HEATRICB W TR &N - fANCHEECR SR wE S
T T3 0ENHDL. BAR—LIIBWTHEEZET L EEICST 527 TELTIE, Sty
FRBLODMHA (88.9%), FHEIMHEE (38.6%) DIHIZZ W EHE SN TS Y, PEERE RS
WX BEIHEEED e AR L TE, V-A-2 28R E 7.

WY 8y FReBELO R EOWKBEMOMAIL, FERIEHICIATRTHD. b5 HEE
RAENRE LRI IRATICL L L, ROUZMEASRTOA0E, HENIKH)T
EL00 T4 =94 F—L BNy RTHo7228, KEEERLHEEIMA TRESELAET S
NFREHER D8y FReBLoZ2 M LTwiz, DR384 2 R o Rl B L
TIE, BEREAC L o TERH 57288, [TBVAHEIZE OB D SFMiAME D - 72 2 HiEEEH
O EEOEREEOL A BRI B POk & LTk, BETEKBELD, TRty
FeENRD LNz, LaL, HAREHTA T A NVOENGREBMAENRRKE WD, 0¥
A T7OBED RO ERNIIIFETE TRV

EAS IG5 2 & TIAD 254E 3 5720, BEICAHE L7E 2 R 22k
52k, IAD % FHiTAEMTH L Y. L L, MERENCK S IAD 2 FBis 2 WG RICD
WCIZUEF Y ZADOFEWIZEIZ W EHE SN TW5 % TAD O DRI R THiPHE, SRRk
% KGR & ORI % B2 18 A & 5kt C, R ORI OHfi & B H 2 & TH B 5O

FEENDORIBDS A T A 7 7P, PRISH L ARRH & R RER A Gy 2y b A
7 (UF, 3HIGH Y=y FIAT) 2RSS THAH Y IAD BEFLE LKL 72 RCTY (2
Ink, KEABTORERIZ2II% TH 72D LT, 3HEGAHY Y bTA TR
FUrT7TRBIBEARIA Lo/ TDEI BTy FIATIL[BLYAE]ELTHAE
THRA A=A —PSWMREENT VS, TIH ORI ~OLFRE & 7 57280
WREZLBR D HET 2 X O HET 2 2. IAD OFHREHRICEH LT, KEAMRICEIEZAF 7T LD
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b, 3HEHT =Y bIA TEHCTEELINZAF V7 72479 139 SRR TH 5 etk
P, AY T UL L—T/RENTVS?

L2L, 7=y b7 7T TREHICNELZEZREL SN 2WEER, BEHEHA R
P (pH 5.5~7.0) O Rz & PEEH] 2 Vv TRAE THEV I T HEAER S 15 0 Tt 3B,
ARV IRE AN LIS, W@ TTELITE) 2 & TR~ ORI % &/ RIC
THEIIIEETSL O ZLTHERE, X)) URF ) =70, IATVFANVGREDTE
VXY MR=ZOHRAZHS Y 2o, REOMEEE GRED) 248, BEe
B ORI ZFZR ML TN THBEZ IEF IO 720 TH D, X518, EIEDIAD IZH L
TIE, BRMER M ORER 2 V5 2 & CRIBEEM/N L CARAKGREIIBIML, KM pH 12558
PRI RRAIRCT IS L o> TRENT WS W F72, EleHE O IAD 128 LT, TAD FHifi v —
VO, pH4.0~6.8 DEMIEERIOMA, K20, SEOEENR &5 RN T -
FTHETHDLIENRVATITA 7L E2—IlLoTRENTVS 2

IAD & L CHLME DR EIC O S AN D 5541213, BHENAS V77 Th 5 EHOWER -
Wi L ORISR, A N —~<HhOWIRE EIREHR] (CMCR) i Lizdh &, KM BBH % %
T57 WENELTVWAESICTIE, ZH— VHERALRALEL IAD 28T 5720125
BREZE~NOI VT — g VERET LY
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4 EMRE

BEEHSIEBRREICHUT, RUDLRT 1D D LDERSEHETS.

HREOBEE & (ERE100%), TEFVALANIL B
REZHSERRECH LT, ONRSI NERIBEORSZHET Y, BREDBHERIC
ARBUT, EFICEICHREZESELT INENHS.

HREOBEE @ & (EBRE100%), TEFVALANIL A
TR OBEEBAEIREF (CH (T DUMEMRRRICH LT, T NOVERIEDRSZ
RRT 3.

HREOEE 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVALANIL B
PHERHEVBW (CREULBRRICHUT, LRV REBEZRAVCERDZELZHET
3.

HREOBEE @ & (EBBRE100%), TEFVALAL:C
PHERZEYBMI(CRBE LIZ@RAICH U T, REPZDRSZIRRT S.

HROBEE 1 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVALAL :C

2 E

BIRFRITHARIZBWT, 2hhE - A RIHRED S TN BRI EEMISFE L 2. LaL,
ERIEDZ TR EDPERE DD DD o TnHDT, T HITEM S5 HHAIZ
HTE 5. —RICHEED R, PHEREAZ CIZ RSP RSHERZ (%D, XoT
BRAT R ARBRATIZAE D AEREN IR L Tld, SO BTAL R K O SR E E By o3l 2 Hig & LT,
IEER 245 28R o b, —J7, FPFHEE I ) R EERCA IR 2RI L T
&, ERoZELE HiyE L CREREBISHVOND. THIOA B #EEIC X 2 TH
RED BERERISN L TId, TR & 2@ty .

fig 3

WHOEEN A KT 4 TR, FEREOMENARE L TEWMHMEZ & OiRESEHR (stool
bulking agents) < IEJI3E % VW 72O FITALASHER ST B V2 EIEN I 2 AR 1D
5 v & MEREGAER (RCT) THRE SN TWAEA L LT, uxs 3 FHEBE Y1V Y4 (F
Foxa EoRWHHME), diphenoxylate (RIKA YA A F), a74 > VM, =BR[HH
g, AZIFNT7—bF, AFNVENO—RARERH D20 20 BTG RBEENCE - TRIEED
MRENTVWLDERIBERT I FEBEOATH S 50 Zof, TEF Y ALNVIEEL 2V
B, EFERCAR E SNLERDBCL OPFIET B, ERENCHE LT 2 PR (B, K
K, Aoeafefizn &) % k729 2T, MY R3EH 2 BRI 5.
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QRUAILRT 1 IILAILS D L

H ATl e B3 (irritable bowel syndrome : IBS) ®iE#HEHE L L THWHNTWSHRY
HNVAET 4 VI A (calcium polycarbophil @ CP) &, &4 FHIURY) = —D AN 7 23
T, BNOBUSFHTTANVY T2 2 BB L TRY AVKT7 4V ERY, PR RED
G T TR E R 35 R UL LK ZWILL T - 7Z VAL L CRERZ FH L, IHLE D
SIS NFIZIFIT 100% FEH IR S D, BTS2, KEEIRFERALS 212
LOT, THREIEERAIOEE S5O BS I VSN, B LT Wi & Rk
RIEFEA & L CORMRPIIFFTE 2 % CPIENOEE 2 HMERICBWT, MR LT
BLZ U ENTWLREATHL 1

—JiATIE, CPIREIC—BMERERE LTHRESNTEY, EERZEZHR L L7z RCT
rbhCwzwv, /o IBS BFHEE NG L L7126 » HElO RCT Tl&, CP6g/HEGHIZT I
LRI, BROMFEZ A RICWE S22 HATIE Shibata & ¥ 2% 21 BIO K44 -
BB EENL MW &l i D B 2 W BT RCT 247\, CP & G-HE TR O soiling WA L7z, %
b WITLBr—AY ) =X Tid, e EEOMREEEE 72 $112 CP (1.5~3g/5r 3) &5 L
CCFIS O YLfiliAs 11 A5 5 WA IS L, R, M6, IR EORIER 2 14% 12
b7z,

@0ONRN3 = RGBS

0T 3 FHEBEER 2 IR TH Y, My, Ko+ EF 4 F2ARICHER L CifshE
B2 5 L &I, BEIIBT LK - BFEAOTWEMHIL, WIZRETLILIEo
THHEE B % W S8, EZRIGALT 5. EEASRVEREEEZ AR TH 575, #REICH
k3 % LFEMERZE U5 O T AR Z T 2 LB P’ H 5. BHEE LT, HHMEMEA 2 H
WC1m25 1 H2EOMI, kST A MVEERA T — VD54 73006547 412h5
IS L 0 1A TENVIZEREND Img THEMEEREZ B3 256121%, Mz H
WT05mg/HA HREICH RS 5. MZHE LIE 2mg/H2S EIRTH 275, REIA+5%Y
FIMEEMETT 5 (CQ1 &)Y,

HRE R TR & P S AN T 2 0T 3 R ORI O RCT THRIENTEB D,
7T AR LTRSS R B L, S 0@ m w2 EATR S
T2 2% RWERNIREOMETE, EOPETHY, HIENIHT 50T I FHEERIE 2~4mg/
HEH AU A0 %E I L7 RCT Tld, WifEL b 60%RIEDOHRIZTH > 7225, MEFER
DFEHED, FA4 VT 2D 10%IH LT, BT I FERIET29% L AEICE P72 —
F, a7 3 MR MR- M o kAR 720, FUL p-F A A FARERSE
THHTY 7 /FvI—=bRaFA ) VEEEL D QPR EOBITERIZ RV axrT 3 Fif
I ZIBN DO EEAT A F T4 0T, WAER FRIZ L) RN T 28— @RI L LTS
NTW5 120 S5O RCT T, EMIRSIEHOBEICBN T RS I NS
WMTHY, HAERIZZNIFIEEA L2V EAREINTWS T 72, oRT 3 FEBED
PRI & > THEMEIEE R AL MBS EAG IS LA L L ofsasd ), ZofEikr &
LT, HEMEERM BRI 3 2 B8R, fifERr oo 7F v ay Uik, 7z
575 v VERIEAEZ BN TWAS T
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@>Et MNOVIGEIR

T IBS BBHIC BT B UAMEERENIK L CIE, ka b= Y 5-HT S8 KD T €
T b VIERIEAH G SN D AFNTE AN O B E AT I AFAES 5 5-HT, S22k % i
FT2ILICED, A PLVARZEZKIGHREOTTEZIH L CTFRZEET 5. & HIROMHE
MFEDOHFEAAKRNAFAET B 5-HT; ZAEREEW T2 2 212X 0, BB X W E#E % &
Y5, HREEEHEERNR L Lz RCT I TbiCwiv., HARAO THIR IBS i 539 Bl 7
Et o RGE Gug/H) & 77 B REICIRY 731572 RCT Ti&, 12 B 0BG T, 7%
tbu Y BRGREOIE) D, A EIHHMER SR U CTEEDSEIAL L, 5800 &S e )
AR B S5 ICLMEO THIA IBS B 576 Pla 4 & L7=% ik RCT Tik, 7Ek by
BHHE 25pug/H) 77 RREL D 3% OBEBETHEEDSFEIALL, QOL DUHED K& 1o
7z BUWERNZ, 7€ b0 U 5REO 11% CTHEMES b7z . LARS OBEEA L FR L
L7=RCT Tld, 7Et b 58 Gug/H) TIXIHHE 4 BHEICERE LARS O#E 75 88% 2
5 58% A L727s, BRAFIIRHERE (B RS2z &) Tl CEMbid oz, 7
T b a ARG 10% (HE R LM 2 & ORIMER AR Sz ®)

@AZ, wREEE

FHEIC B CHBEEAMET 3 2 S PHMEATENCHER) L 2 A2 5700, ERIEMEIERIED
WA R IEZ R LR 25, 2D X)) GYHEREERERMNIBIE U 72282652 LTid, HE
EREIRE (V-A-2 ZH) [TMA T, ARELG % 72 el 2 O 22 LS G %) = 5 G 8
HoH V0 BARMICIE, BEEE THIOEBRAICHE 1 EO 7Y ) 2G5l & o b e 725
MIPEER 2 3 HEHHEA e WIGAICROASE L LT € a Y VAR iR 3 2 Hik e &%
% . Chassagne 5 * | F#nE fiFx (AT OMELEEEH 206 Bl 2412, 77 va—2
(30g/H) HAlE L T 7 vy u—27 ) 1) Ak (H) LIS 1 oM E bl % 0 L 725
1257 T RCT 24TV, WEER CHLZE DI IR SN o7z, L, L3 EEET
B % 2B T & 2R T, KEREROWRRDOEI WAL, MEZEOFHEZHMTE 2
ELTwWa.

ANYR O BEAR FE A R0 S B (o LT, BN O SRR 2 & 2 OB OMEFRRFRE O )T IR
VIFL 7)) a—VORBMERS N TS % RADMEREIN T 50 RS 2Zh, R
VLT LY 7)) a— VIdEEE OPEREECIREEOUGE AR TH 5 Z EAME SN TS »)

GOXREDSZ

KA IR R I W SN B HE T, BRI B - ILFTER R,
5% b Rz M R R R ICBIL L T a N =0 A FZBFERANORIMIEM 2 5 L Shd ®,
A4 G—=2) =y 7 TIAbNWIAERYERH 45 P12 3% & L7z RCT T3, KEHEHORIHYS
(15g/H) 12 & o> THEBEEBMEOK T AVRME S 7z 7 HAR TR EREAME /NG 15 6% 5 4
L L7eBigses b, KA (0.3g/kg/H) OG- %ICEBEEBMEASA IR L,
A7 SERICYFHEL2® /2, KEREIINILMEN T ONGE T 2 FH 5 2 AR S
T\ % 230 PR R R B AR R 2 S PR R 2 R 3 B R & A9 B A S AR 157 B (°F
¥ 745%) \SRETY (T5g/H) 285 LB TIX, CCFIS O FfEAs 104 205 84 124
BlCEL, BWERRREL 22572 % 70U LSRR R mEE 6§ 2 MEEEH %
xR & L7z KE Y (15g/H) o & EEciE, 21 #1911 61 (52%) THEEEEATH L, FIQL
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DARIYGE L2 72, MRBRIZBWT, REPEG OG- RICILMTE IR A 20% 2 154
L7223 DLEX Y, EREECILME MR T LR MREEE S LT, RiEhEH
A ZTRENED D 5.

©FDNZEE (HHERESCIEISERICH T 2RREBL BEVHD)

SRR OO T I MY T R 20mg/H) AFEVEREEEEE 18 FIC 4 ARG
L, CCFIS OHILEAT16 205 SICARICYEE L 72 L OMELRDH 5 2. ZoOEfkFL LT, 7
I MY TF) SRR ) AR, BAAA Y VR, tu b= UEHIC X B EEREENE
DN & N DU R O T P 5 DG BE OGBS IT H i .

Kusunoki & ® &, WIGILMY&#it: O BEICERRRL TAPAICHC SN NV T a g b
U axPh535 28T, PHENE, FTAEOBN, LM RESEL, ITMELES AT
5 LEMLMILT. Maeda 53 1, PIALED YT X8 hHMEALHT HYIBR R O RN A
AThEERE L., SoITHRE, HRPREEIHVSGNE 7O ERY) VIEBIES S ) 7
F ¥ Y BALKEIRE, B q, R BT 5 7 0 =Y U pERENCHRI TH - 72
EHEENTWS )
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EREOEMEEICSWVT, RUADILKRIT«IVAILYDLEORSIR
IBRISIE ED K S ICEVNGITFE D ?

AT—=FXV b
ORBEHSBRREICH LT, FTRUALRT LA D LZBVT, TURNL
BHERRT—ILDI 1T 3~4 Z2BRICENZEFLT 5 2HETS.
HREOEE & (BBE100%), TEFVALANI B
ORBEHSBREICHENT, RUAILRT 1AL DL 3g/BTHREZ T2 ICERE
ETEY, BRENMTHICHELLBVGEER, ONRSI NGEIEZEEN’RSLT, TV
ANVEERRT—IL DI 1S 3~4 Z2BRICEEEREIT D EaHETD.
HROBEE & (ERE100%), TEFVRALAIL A

fige Bt

TRAER TR %2 PF 9 IERIT LT, kISR (stool bulking agents) % 1LH#I%E & v 7-F
HEOEIALDSIIGRE LTRSS T3 V2 HEO THEFILAMNE, FFEREIERH O 2w
WIRESER A ST 5 ORI TH S 0 WHOFTAL FI4 2, FA ) 78R F 0t
Va— R EOEMBHER T 5 ET H L%k EORKHID RS E L THEENTWE D)
EINTIISTEDR ) ANKT 4 VAN v A0 RESER & LTl TH 5 °©

AT Y A P IVEBIRAr — VT 4 7 5~T7 O LB F I LT, TFRY ALK
T AN 5 15~3g/5r 2~3 T 2~4 WG 5. TNTH A 7 3~4127% 5 FIMEREE
A Bpfrid, BT I FHERME OMUR G A VT 05mg/4 1 (1) &L, LEIN
U Tl U CHRERIEAY 1 [|1/2 H~2 [nl/H, #2554 7 3~4 1205 X5 % T5. 1HE
7 2mg (L7 6 A TRV BHE T 2mg/ih 2 (0, ) &5 5. RBSBH LI 2mg/H A
RT3 %25, NICE (National Institute for Health and Care Excellence) D% A4 K5 4 ~ TiZ,
FARAKAEEICRI R DD D RELEHTH B 720, HUESHEEIET % £ Tl 16mg/H £ THE
THLIENNRETHALEHIELTWSE Y 72720, 2016 4 6 HIKEIEMEIENF2, a5
I MEREOER EIERABOFENE  195mg/H) 12X 2 EE L ANEREFEIERH & LT
BELTVWLOT, EESLETHL®
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B SPINRFNELS

OERZE(CHUT, BYBRIESICLZBREHIROREZIRET 3.
HEOBE 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVALAL:C

U=

FREIEH B (pelvic floor muscle training : PEMT) (&, ALMZ85 RS ILMIER 5 7% & &
JER 2GS B P L—= v 72X, BRIEGH O & R b 2 & TIREERMATE 2 UE
FAHHHETH 5.

ED LX) REEBFIRRD D DI Do T i, RENEZ T5ICHFTX,
HETO PEMT Z#kfied 2 HkDH 2 BEDEIL & % 5.

WYNZARE S N7 PEMT OFEREECH S 2 AR5 41~66% & i ST 5.

PEMT {& 1950 4EARIZ K E o fit AFHEE Kegel 12 & - THME S N7z 5L T, Kegel R L &I
s Y IR T, EHRENE ) Ty 2 A3 RET, BRI TICERENZ
10 BoUGH LCTH 5 20 ikt X 5 1388 T 2. Zollfiz 10~20 )R LT, #hzlty
FEL, BH3~5ty MT9 KO8T 2 2 Rk 2 02 87 B3 Tk, Wi RS
B2 5 FEH$ 5. PEMT IR SCGEIC X 237200 OIRE S — i TH 575, HHREH»E
HZOBHICF 2 BN T, DHGHEBI OB %2 DU S €2 v X 9 IR LoD, EEiEZ e
ZCILMOPHIRELZEREL, TOHREBECTA—FNY 7 55L ML=V ZHEDNH
59 ULAMMHAISEOBE T, HErRETIBICEHICHPANRT L, TOMBBEE. -
ALTHEREZFRTLIEDDHLOT, Wiz 7 v 7 A S THIREN 2 D03 2 il
FRICHETH 5. HPA PEMT 2538 L 7280139 25, PEMT IZB$ 2 3l IHHED A DR
IO LMEREIABICLE L L TH2MEY DS, WHECHEEN e -72L T 53
HLH DO

PFMT ORI R % GHii L 72T > & 2L (RCT) DIZE A LD, NAF T4 =Ny
(biofeedback : BF) #ZEDRIBHAE L U-CEMII L7258 TH 5 267, fHIEEIH$ 5 PFMT OFR)
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L 41~66% TH Y, BEHEEE L TRV ET LG Y EAEEN RV ETLHIE Y 235
5. PREERTE L X BRI O PFMT OR)F- 2 MEGE L 72 RCT T, PEMT 23725 L%
T o 12 BECNL P2 DI 23513 2 2 o 7275, PEMT % 20 728 TR NL PR o Wi )T &
FEADIDAZATHIN L 72 °. PEMT (& BF #i: & Wi U CH AR T REVED D % 2%, ot
IR CUGE L 2o 72 B2 PEMT O A Z JiifT L C, 41% DRERI TS YGE L
WERH DT LIzhio T, EBRREEEHEE 6 Y TIXTHERE B] & LTRSS TV 525, Bk
MHA FF4 TR, BOZEF ALV E EBIZTECHERE ] ShTWwa 0
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2 INA X T4 — KNy &

OFERECHUT, NMFT1—RNY ITREDREZIRET 3.
HROEE 1 55 (EBRE 100%), TEFVALANI B

D=

INAFT 4= K37 (biofeedback : BF) ##ikid, T #Hkas % i L T SR ik 2 2R
(ZHRE S 2 5 KB A9 (pelvic floor physiotherapy) D —HiTd 5.

ZOHBNE, AMLPHRGR ) % & O 728 SR O WU /Bl - Fift & B IEEIERLTH D,
B MRS DR AR, 5 SR 15 A B A, O IR AR D 3 DS 5.

EDO &) BEREEBE I BF BIESARIPIE Do T vz, THHEC X 212 ik
T AMUERMEEDIEE T, {HENEPHICHMTE 2 BEDPPREONRE R D,

AR % BF HEOARYEIE 70~80% & i S, Moif#EE WKL/ RCT DX ¥
TFUYRATIE, Ay AHIE1207~21) TH5.

BF #8513, @ TR M 2 A RN OB 2, ToAieds 2 O TEAIL ) 2 J5E1E
FIERTHZ LT, TOBRZHMBNICHBETE LX) ICTHHRETHSH. RIS
LB HEH IR S BF #Rkid, G L TR RKE AL L IEN 5. BEBRED HMIE, SHILM
FERI; % s 7o MR O WU I B0k - Rt & B EEEIERLTH S 1 E0 v A TOMERIEC
AR DD o TRz, FRENEDTICBHTE, BT O B DU I 2 ke
52T OV EAE R o 72 BE D BE BIEOMIS & %% % 2 IS 5 A ROl X
EE o TRV, BWEHA R W720, Mo RAEREREA IR 256 21T L T L Wis#ik
LEhp

Bk

il % DIFREIZADET, TR ESEME I3l AGDE TR 0
1) BREAINGESIR

NEFINEERE R B AT 2 VT, PSR O WUHA IRTE 2 S8 H B A%Rlak L 7 A3 S AR I
MR 2 AL d 2T H 5. MRS HBIIH 2 &3 S LSRR Y, B o2k
v, ISR TIT DR, TIPSR OPHIREZ 774 2 7V A LB Y 7 F v
TRAWZCT A= NN 7 LAad s, HRIUHE, FHDGE, 7 4 v 7 Do 3 MO IG5 %
7895 % BRIKH LT EIR S S I EPHEELRKRA, ¥ P TH DY, BHEICL - TIEHR
KRBEFZHZANRTLE ). £ 2 THERLABEBICEKIGER 2 LT, Zhoofoihis)
WEZEFIC74 -y 732, XVARNTHL . ZOIRTOMREE FIZ 1~2 1,
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FE5 MRS S . BB IIZHB T IMEONGHEIMZF10M 1y & LT, EH3~5+ty
M7 L IHRET 2. GHRZ G L Tl HRD SRRPBINIGD 5. SR BE R P IX
e (HEED B3 10 ) 23R EDIREEE 72 5.
2) BREHHDESTIR

1B AL & LR % &5 60 72 M R O i M 2 =0 2 AN TH 5. I NITME DS
MY 5 S B PHC 2 2 0, P2 Rk L TARENE LR kb, ZoRER
BNV — 2 THBLL, Bk 2 a2 X o THEEREEZ IS L) 23R 5. B
PNIV—= 2 RS ET, MELZELS EFRBICEREHZIGHS L. NV—r2B 58T
5 1LUPICRRIHM T2 5 2 LB REORZE ShD ™

3) ERRRIERLIIR

—RANZ AT 3 5 s MRS Z ) 29 <, BREREEHIC R % L a
PEREREEASEE S O 97 8 Il OV — ¥ BEERA TR (R FEBIfE>100mL) L Tw»
BEBHETIE, NV—r OIRE 2 IIIEEBIED 5 10% T 25 LTwo T, XN hnESRE
THHETE 2 X)IAT 2% ZHUITED P LIATL YA I V72 ROICKO»E L 2 &
T& 5. —F, BEREEBEEOESR (RKHAE<IS0mL) TIE, 2SNbv— > OJREZ R4 (25
RLTVE, WHERZEMSEL X)) AHT L. CRICXo TR, LI ETHEZFEET
E5EH129 5. BALAHUIPGRIR L 0 b EEEHEROUFRITHATH o 72 L OBEDVDH 5 °.

BRI :

FHIERNT R 2 B MR 2 1 2 Bl L 7R ZR 3 2 s S, T v 7 A LILEGRER (RCT)
D 30 MBS S 402 K51, ENLERELTGHMILZY AT T4 v 7L Ea—R R
FT7F YA I ST 10

fEIERITR) 9 5 BF FEO AL 70~80% & X p 01W92) RCT Tid, FMEMII &
B A1%) L0 b BFHEE (FRIFE76%) OIZ)PEBICAENTH oL T5HERH L Y. —
75, BF #REASSEWp R B RIS AR & FEORMR L o7 T 5 HEDH Y 2, BF #k
OFHIIZEE > T, ZOKKE LT, BEBEORATHE, B, HEH—-shTuik
W EREBFEOIERETOENRLTCVEEEZLNL Y RCT6MDAF T F ) AL
bE, MboihEE L T BEBEOAMEOF v AHid 1.2 (0.7~2.1) THH ', 2012 4ED
375V Ea—Tb, HIEIT 2 BF FEEORFITEEN L 1TV 2 BV ERROT W5
FD72, 2022 FEOWMMAA KT 4 ¥ P ITBWTHFRESSRLE, KuoerrArvk
DI TSR | L5l SN CTw5b. —J7 BF #tikl, BFRERZLEE T L LTz,
TR RIS 5 2 LA TE, BIEHD 2wz, 2021 EOKETHLERS
HARTAV? T, PHEEIEFY AL L DI [FROIEREE | THE SR, ERRESRARE6
B ch [HERE Al L LTRSS TV,

GBS X BRI ORI & L Cid, ORI PSR RS I X BRI B
BEFI$ERI T TR Hi 2 C ORI AR R, I OB I AR5 B /)58, ARNT Al 7 VI BR B A L2 o
FTOMEDVATYT4 v 7L Ea—TiHlishTBY, FWHTERVD, HILREOREN
BohdLHBEIN TV 08

BF HELORIRADS, HEPBEIC L AILMEBLAEREORH THERICE T % L oWlER, T
TOHCTCBEHHEZZT T, MWETOBF L L FFEOREPEONDL LT LHENDH Y, 5HD
WFsEifETdH 5 1025
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3 ZALPIBY AR E

ORAIPIMIABZEEE, EBICHDBFEEF[CREDILETOSERBREICKT L TH
TIB = HETD.
HROBEE @ & (EBBFE90.9%), TEFVALANIL B

LI =

FEAL MY (transanal irrigation @ TAD) (&, MATYERER L & SIFIEN, RN 20
TR & /e 2 2208103 2 6L CTH 5. EIREOMMLME LT D BEIHEIS TH
D, R L EEROWIERZ A 5 2 LWL WEHMBEERRL O FHEO/NRICHW NS,
WAL CILARML T VI Bt OPHERE 2 D T ST 5. ENToORBGEH o 51E, 34 H
VD EDOREMEREIC L o TH T 0 R UWEPRH SN R WHRREE 2 EN & 3 2P E 24§
5B (EHEFRHOEBZE LR TH5H.

i W

TATIE, 1~2 HIZ1 [, 2NV— A5 =7V E%FWT 300~1,000mL iK% BRI
BEBHIEAL, B2 S FAREEOME 23 2 S HETh 5 1 TALIE, THEKDOEA
HARIZ 15 02, 1A L2iRAKRZ ZEICHIRT 2 DI 45 GRE» D5 720, DT & RfH
WCHA D o BEEOMMLH IR T IR TE 2w, UL, LEMICH FE1
WZHMERAHZ R U TSR RR T E U, RIEREREEDYGE SN CTEFO - M R
5

WA PRI 5 TAI OF ARSI LT, 28D RCT?Y IZMAT8MAOL L2 —L&
ZROBLEMEIAET H I b, TATICHT S IE T ¥ A LAV IR . e A
K B 1 5 55 R 87 Bl & i G TAT & b o PR A7 A9 ;% JLlg L 72 RCT T &, CCFIS,
St.Mark's A 27, NBD A 27 (Neurogenic Bowel Dysfunction score) D33 71 H TAT HED
INEEIYHE LY WU RCT DF—% &7 BN EORETIE, TAIDIE) 23Mio
BAFIORE: X 0 S BRI AME N T W72 9 348 Bl K FEHFRE L P D PEERLE B E 1 TAT % i
1T L7-BI8F22 Tld, P98I 21 » HC, 14561 (42%) A Z kbt L, < OHREBRIE
&, AR YRR B B RERE S (63%) & HLMIBEREA 4 (51%) T <, s AL Ak B kA B 55
(29%) &UFFEVERRME (34%) T2 o727 F72, O 11 KO3 T 2 BloBEZEL (E
LB, SHER 161 23384 LTBY, BEIMEWEIZWZERFILETHS.

FEINTIE 2016 I TAI OBEFZREE L TRV AT A =V T7 F A F =2 a vy v AT A (2
075 ATy 8y, B PEEFEARE SN, 2017 R, ZD Y AT A% FIG TR R
ERERNRL U720 & sk L FZessfit SNz Y 2o/, TAT ZBia L7z 32 61 (48
Wi UL 55.5 %, BE1961) @9 B 2561 (78%) Y10 M D TAI #52& L, 23 61 (72%) »°
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W TS TALOMGE AEL, PHMECHT2WMEE S ARICEELL. LirL, 36
(9.4%) TREBEALDFAEL, 1 BNIPAFMIIHI L7225, 2BIEA b—< e E L. ZOH
NI ZERS S % 3207 C 2018 4EIC TAL W, [FESRILFIR B C bl RS ip | & L CRBIE s
2. L2 LKRBSRILZRI L3I, Wb EREIPEBERO THIEYRS - 72720, EE
T OAEZ AT 5 BEIIRBET ORI & 2 5 72, 2020 4E0 513 [FESRALF I B Cobls i
MRS 25 ETE S L) 2o 7228, 2023 4F 4 ARETIZBWTH TAI OPRBOEH O 41,
[3 % UL EORRAERIEFREIC & o TH TR iED T S N WHRERE 2 5K & 3 2 PR
G35 BE (BEHFMBROREER) ]I TH 5.

—J, WAV CTIRARAL T YIBR R IE B (low anterior resection syndrome : LARS) {Zxf LT3
TAL AT SN T 5. 26 1D LARS EE Z 3R L72BIZNR T, 21 61 (81%) A % ik
FLTBY, 20951580 (71%) THEIEEIEEITHER L2 £72, LARS B#H 14 Blowim
EBIZEWgE I, BIgHI I 29 » HC, $HERBhIEAYER (8—1 [l/H) 4 (3—0
ml/H) AR L, CCFIS 2817 205 5 ICARICEEE L, QOL b ARICYE LAY W4E,
LARS % &G FM%OBE N T 5 TAl OZE&EN Eo7-o, KnrM#ERoa—v 55—
FUREFE SN, BT 2020 SFICRFRREIN. I—=2h T =T VIV — U 0HE L
TRV, ORI T =T VAR T A2LENDH L. LI L, 2N — RIS
PO BERG T E, A7 — 7 VIEDILME gt b 3T 0 IcB 2 A REICKI S hTw
L7200 T =T VEmIZ X BEEEEDO ) A7 D% EEE LARSICNTAI— b7 —
TN xR HW7: TAI OR)R EZEICB LT, BEMER A L IR L 72 £ Hii% RCT 25 7hh T\ 5.
ZOMRE, 32 HADO LARS A 37 (TAI 21.3 vs. f2H#E{f3# 32.2) b major LARS % (33% vs.
67%) bR (8.6vs.6.7) b, TAIEE (15 F]) DI AMEEERFERE (15 F1) X ) A FICRIFT
Hotz? Fi, A=A T—T VAV TAIHICBW UGBS Y oEELRAEFHLIE
BELEP o7 HARIZBWTD, LARS % & 72 NPT T4 % o Mk G PEHEE 5 B oot
LT, I—=rh7—7NVEHV TAI SR N RBRIGR S b 2 & 2 ifFd 5.

TALIIH BRI X 2 MR TEPFE R EOBRIICB VT, A b=Vl 2 HN & T 5 EEE
73y F (V-ADRI [pl21] M) O, 3 7%b 5070 HE & AVERAEFR OB FUIAE §
ZEBERIGHETH L . Lo TTALR, TERORAFIRE IR F 7213 K 70 FiE O HE
REEEEZICBOTIE, SEHAERORIBBOERE LTHEHNTH 5.

TAL DFERIZH 725 TiE, HARBGILMFEY 2 & HAFHREEYROR—AR—-I12% 4
RS T D [RALM A BER R OIS S ORHEE P 3 24861 & [HRER I X 2 8EHA
PEPEREREE (03 2 RRAT P A9 PERS 35635 (transanal irrigation : TAI) OIS H & OREEHICH T
B # BT 5 LA HEIET 5.

BEEICRHER L7z A7 — b A 2 b [RALM R DE, 205 TR ERRICRE D 721
DEERAEIER R U CThEfT5 5 2 & 22T 5 110 LTid, ATA K54 EREBEAICE
FAHEIROTR S PLERBIIBWWT, FHWIERE TR ERSH 5 7.
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pation and fecal incontinence. Dis Colon Rectum 2009; 52: 286-292.

Koch SM, Rietveld MP, Govaert B, et al. Retrograde colonic irrigation for faecal incontinence after low

anterior resection. Int ] Colorectal Dis 2009; 24: 1019-1022.

Rosen H, Robert-Yap ], Tentschert G, et al. Transanal irrigation improves quality of life in patients with

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

Martellucci J, Sturiale A, Bergamini C, et al. Role of transanal irrigation in the treatment of anterior resec-

tion syndrome. Tech Coloproctol 2018; 22: 519-527.

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

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

AARRGILFRZ S, BRI RSER L O IS & O B B 5 2 178t A9 4 L 2023429 H 30 1

https://www.coloproctology.gr.jp/uploads/files/seminar/keikoumontekijikosencho_shishin4_20240401.pdf
(2024 4 8 J1 23 HR%)

H ARG BRE B 2 2. B HIRE (2 X 2 SRR TEHRERE 3 1 3 2 RN M W e B3 9%6: (transanal irrigation

TAD OIS & CHEEHRICH T 2468 # 3. 2021 42 10 1

https://www jascol.jp/member_news/2021/files/20211126.pdf [2024 4 8 J] 23 H ]
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4 Z Db DIRTEEE
6) EEEmEREEL

ORBWBERZEEE, ZTOBMECETIIET Y ALNLMEL, RERTEERERC
HUTERERVWZEBL. BATEREARDLESD, WRKARBATORITRECRSN
3.

%2 OE

J A5 Pl (tibial nerve stimulation @ TNS) (&, J&RBIETNEROE )T % 473 % I piift
%, RAMREH RS E & W CESHIS T 5 2 LIS X o TR Z UE T HIRHHET, SHEM
il A9 % )71k (percutaneous TNS : PTNS) & &iii S v N % 5§ IZWifh 3% F7i (transcuta-
neous TNS : TINS) %% %. Al fERIHRE & Il L TR, Ko X P THEFL DA
B, TOHPECHT 52T Y ALNVIMES, HATIIEHOEREGE RS hTs5
9, RIS ST wnizo, BRIRIIZEORN THIAT S NS REEHRLETH 5.

fift

JE A MR AL B R IR T A 720, AlE AR I & IRk, AlE w2 B AR s
BT UL o THEMZYE/THEEZZONT WS Y AFEED, NI sl e 2 R T
RENDEIT A PT, HEFHRZLDLWI LIS TH HD5, HEEG R F IS LTI
MAEE > T, ZORKOOEDE LT, R#BARTMEER HENARHTHR—ShTw
BWEBHITENG.

TINSICBT AV ATF<T 4 v 7 LEa— Y I2XiuL, PTNS IZBI$ A09E%%6 #, TTNS (2B
T B85 Hm, W ECBIT AW5EAT L M S, €D B 10 MITEFIIZET, KD D 2
Mz v 7 2MEIEGRER (RCT) TH -7z, PTNS OBIF (1 R O JEE M $A% 50 % PA_E A
L7EBloE 4G, LUTRBE 1& 63~82%, TTINS DRIhEIE 0~45% Th -7z, Fiame LTI,
PTNS & TTNS & 22t % & 5 FEE 9 5 A%, TINS & sham HliE & Feik L 72 144 B0 RCT
T, TOHEMEDFH ENL o720 TT T L RFRIBE$ 2 PTNS i sham HHL & g L
72RCT BEIEL 7z, TORRICEA L TEmIIHERVwE LTWwA., LIL, Z0OH%IC
PTNS & sham il % g L 7z 227 B RCT 23 S, WAEH CHRIRICA R AT ROT
PINS DA MDD SN LD o7 EDIYATFITFA v 7L Ea—L X577+ T AT,
5#D RCT Z#fr L T PTNS % #if7 L 72 249 f91 & sham Hilli# 239 #1 % HeBE L, PTNS #ECfEZ
BOMBHPAERBITHI LTt LarL, EREAa7, ILMEEE, BERNHT S X 0wk
A RICOWTIE, MM CTAEEEZROLN o722 &H 5, PTNS HACIEREEZ 4512
WETELVWE LTS Y

gﬁg
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EINTIE, WO G #ikE % I3 % bilateral transcutaneous posterior TNS (BTPTNS) i
] & BIGFZEL™ T, 22 B 17 B (77.2% ) THEREERIEDS 50% UL EikA L7z ) i lises
DHMFELRITLT L DAL TIE B 720, BTPINS 12X 5 TE ) % OROHEBRFEREH A
BUE LS, ERAIR O IO A5 W REEDRIE S T % ©)

3wk

D
2)

3)

4)
5)

6)

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

Leroi AM, Siproudhis L, Etienney I, et al. Transcutaneous electrical tibial nerve stimulation in the treat-
ment of fecal incontinence: a randomized trial (CONSORT 1la). Am J Gastroenterol 2012; 107: 1888-1896.
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: 1640-1648.

Sarveazad A, Babahajian A, Amini N, et al. Posterior tibial nerve stimulation in fecal incontinence: a sys-
tematic review and meta-analysis. Basic Clin Neurosci 2019; 10: 419-431.

Dedemadi G, Takano S. Efficacy of bilateral transcutaneous posterior tibial nerve stimulation for fecal
incontinence. Perm J 2018; 22: 17-231.

Thomas G P, Dudding T C, Nicholls R ], 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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O rrEEShiEEs

OIIPIBBIRIHEEE, RRTREERZBCHUTHERERWVWARVLY, AIPIHSESZA
WENTL AT — RNy IBEEHBT 2 EERBUEENHS. 2720, BATIEIER
ERDIESH, WRRARMATORTEEICRENS.

%2 OE

NLF9%% B A 52 (anal electrical stimulation : AES) (&, JLPI&EPICHIGEMZHA L, AL
MEZBESIMT 5 LICX o THEEZUGET HIHBILETH L. LD L) BB ITRIEN
HRPE Do TELT, TOFHEICHTLIIET VALV R, HATIZEH ORI
BRI ESTR SN TB LT, REIGRD SN Twiwnizo, BIRIFZEOFN THifT S
NLREGEHLETH 5.

72720, IRNRZSER A RN 2 7RI R 2 7oA 7 4 — BNy 7%
PERT 5 &, APHEHMR NS 7 4 — Ny ZHEHME ) SRR a7 SHBIUWEL
72 O RCT HAET 5720, SHOMIERETDH 5.

ABS MMEIEEZLUET A8 & LCid, ALMHGERI O ks H2 6508 2 f s U MR % 52
BICPGE SE 5 2 L& o T, ISR OIS 5 L £ 2 5 Twb 2 —fIcE
BT AR N A A+ 7 4 — B3y 7 (BF) #tikiZe & OB 2 D0HEEE) T, M oM i
(type T ##fE) 22 HUEEY L, SEEHEMTAH KT 2 & REITHHED RV (type TARAHE) A5B)H <
N5 2 Ko THEZBIGESE51213, A 50%U EOREREALEE 25, —F, &
W ELRIE T, EEAREOMBREDIKR &  BXIRPIORVHEH HELM IG5 DT,
BRI S B 2 AR LT A 2 EAVTE B 29 L7zAdto T, B2 G &
AN X 2B I 2 A AbEL & T, EBHEEGZNT VAL RILTESDT,
fHIERIZ00 5 AES X, BF #657 E OB IREHARE LA GbETITbI A Z L% n 1Y,

TIURAMBC X BSR40 BlA G & L7z v 7 MMEIERRER (RCT) 1I238\WC, AES & LIRS
#it % F\v:72 BF (EMG-BF) O#HEEE, BANEET % V72 BF BUMBEIC AT, (Bl - Q6
PHEIL o7z Y. Mahony b ° 13, ERFHIOMIEE 60 Bl% 3512, & 10 12 8D AES
& EMG-BF % Bt L 728 & EMG-BF Bl ) RCT %50 L, Wi CHELEEA a7 & LM
R 2SS L7228, IEMEIEE A RICWHZE L o722 8h 5, AES O RREERIFITZL
WERE L. 72, 8HM AES (% 35Hz) & sham #l# (d 1Hz) % Ilk# L7z RCT T
X, R D EREMERAGE L. HIGHEZFE LR 1THz TORIEMIEO N2 L h D,
RRDOFEBNAINLMIFERI T OWHG I Z L3 L D B <, ALMEA~O W BRI R &AL O U 72
ENBE- LTV L UHEEDSRIE 7z O AES HICOERMEL, W20 r—X3 1) =X T
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MESNTWE077, FIBEMRPLHMEE T NENELR Y, BIRERHEE, 7OV RIE,
R EHEE LI Twiwv, 1o T2007HEDa 25 LY 2 —TI, AES I3fEZEEC
U CHMEDRIRE NS S, TOMPICE L TRETE 2#mze 3T — 2 »ZA8 45T
HoHLELTWAEY

AES TliE, iz s L3 20~100Hz DWW EEEA 2S5 G 2 EH %W, L
UARE B, B g B2 L RERPHBEOR EZRHE ML TRAZIELS X912k 5 29
ZZT, REEIo % iENE (1,000~10,000Hz) 25 2 LT, HIEZE R S 72085 )E
WL bIEEICRELRBIREML, LML A BIEH 2 X0 RIS 2 kR
AHNTW5 7 IRIEZHPEIE (amplitude-modulated medium-frequency : AM-MF) %
72 AES & EMG-BF OH#IAGHEIZE B “FY TV - #—4v b (37)” # & EMG-BE Bl % H
# 72 RCT T, CCFIS OUFH g (Hhefi) 1, EMG-BF HMEEL Y b 3STHDIZH A3 KA~
FREPS72Z LN, ITHEOBEM I REN Y, 512, KEHEZ 72 AES & 3T #
BOMIEE 0 BRH % K L7z RCT Tlid, CCFIS O (i) 1% 3T HDIEH) 237 K
4 bPREDS72 (p<O.00D)™. ZhOORREZEF 2, 013D ATYT4 v 7L E2—T
&, AM-MF % Jfl\272 AES & EMG-BF OfilAS bEIL, BEEEOE ML L L TRl
THahHERmOTFoNTnS Y

AES IR SN A0 51%, HEMICIIM 20 &85 2 LB TE 2V EZORHIGHRILL,
RfREEEN I & 2R LAY L WAL PSR OFEREIE 7 & Cdh % °. AES T3 type 1T HED S
BTG SN2 75, M E AW/ KBRS X 20803, type T #ufE CHERK S 12 WILPIRGRI R,
b T R H D, SHOMIERETH 5.

3wk

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

2) AN, =Lk, TR 2030 EHREDAOERISET 2 7 Y AW BLERE. Tpn
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 ] Colorectal Dis 2013; 28: 1567-1577.

4) Fynes MM, Marshall K, Cassidy M, et al. A prospective, randomized study comparing the effect of aug-
mented 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 biofeed-
back 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 incon-
tinence. Dis Colon Rectum 2006; 49: 190-196.

7)) FHEEE, SRHEE, HHE—Eh. EREHEGIIN T A LM LE R RS oM RIZOWT. H
Wigh 25k 2005; 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) EHREW, WD, $REDF 13 MREITH S A NP ARSI OMET.  H AR 6 &5
2011; 64: 449-454.

10) Schwandner T, Konig IR, Heimerl T, et al. Triple target treatment (3T) is more 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 electros-
timulation for anal incontinence: a randomized controlled trial. Dtsch Arztebl Int 2011; 108: 653-660.
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0O EAZEIFIRREEE

ORABRIPFIAREREF, ENRG<MEEMATIZIB/ECEOT, BRECHIZDE
RReEETHD. ILIEVBRTRIREDE CBMRFEESNTULRL.

%A

AN RS BAL, SHOKEZILM A S EBICHEA - MELT, IME2ESI L
C X o TRAZZP ClultikTh 5. R IET 7216082 BFH T, WHEIC X540
JEICH 2 5N WS EDE 0, BEREEMET L mins 2R S 0 875 L W &
ZZON5. HRBEESIEE2EH TS, POBEICHBAIE T & IR ZRRMICH &
MTE D720, EDORAFWMFRED IR 2 BIE T & 2w EFITIE, AEHED A 2 ] Rtk )3
HoH. LarL, MABILMHRELZRIBAEO L ZAENTERGE STV,

fige B

AN IR, S CTHBOBREREZM T, FHINTEA Y ENTIER
VAT A—=2T7FNTT57 (UF, 7THNTT 70 RGeS Tn7z08 %, BN o BEFR R ]
DZEFIZE Y 20234 6 HIZBE Il & o 72720, HARINLM S B IIBED & 2 AN
TIRBGEE N TR,

MR O AR BT ARG OY AT T4 v 7 L2 —12X 5 &, 1991~2019
FINCPTH O FREER RO W TRET S 7z 11 s XD WERIE,  Coloplast Tulip'design (7 5V 7
 7°®) 736 #fi, Procon/ProTect device 2% 2 #fi, Renew®Insert 283 i CH-o72* WIhDEEH
SHAROAEREEDOTNE VS ARG ZRBD LD 00, BEFPEEOMMAICHZ 5 2
ETENE, FREBLIOVAEGOREEZYET S Y THNT T 7RI 2 G HE IR v
OO, FHEIHE) APUR, MEETEEK, &, HEr S OMINs S X o T, Mk IS
TEBRWEEBIDT125% 55 T0% 2D HNE 270 7 IV T 5 ZF°OA M % S/ L 72 wi ) & 5%
ERCid, 30 BIOMEIEEEEDH B, 761 (23%) HAPED 72012 1 HER LA 2 b L 7:
B, 2360 (77%) & 3 EMMHEH L, 20955 21 B (70%) 138 55k HHEZHL L C.
WA 2 ME L2 21 BICld, R0y bo— V29 (0 RE~10: &) T, T
FNT 7701 M7z ) ORI IE 8 RIT, 1 Hd72 ) oA IE 2 fTh -
729,

Renew Inserts (LL'F, Renew®, Renew Medical ft:, [E) X, ¥V a3 V#ETHELHL, P
ICHEATEDL L HITTHA ¥ SN IRH L Wi ARNLPI RS R CH 5. CCFIS 2812 1
VL E BRI 91 Bl & WG L L i mise <k, 73 61 (80%) 2% 12 sBRIZ 7z - THE
BMHTE, 20955668 (77%) THEHEIFE L2 " BEHENTHOLE5ME, THVTF
7 (S:8mL, L:13mL) & 1 Renew”® (Regular : 0.5mL, Large : 0.8mL) D% 231 % %12
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AEL BARIGEASIUR, ERBRROBIIEAILDS 2 L b 5.

AL CERZRE & L TloE ST 2 i AR M A 26453 B & L T Navia Insert (Wellspect
o EE) bH Y, BRFIZEIITbITWARWA, THV 77 7°ORBm & LTHHRAARITEA
ENDHZERWfFT 5.

3wk

D
2)
3)
4)

5)
6)

7)

Mortensen N, Humphreys MS. The anal continence plug: a disposable device for patients with anorectal
incontinence. Lancet 1991; 338: 295-297.

Deutekom M, Dobben AC. Plugs for containing faecal incontinence. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2015; 7:
CD005086.

Doherty W. Managing faecal incontinence or leakage: the Peristeen Anal Plug. Br ] Nurs 2004; 13: 1293-
1297.

How P, Trivedi PM, Bearn PE, et al. Insert devices for faecal incontinence. Tech Coloproctol 2021; 25: 255-
265.

Norton C, Kamm MA. Anal plug for faecal incontinence. Colorectal Dis 2001; 3: 323-327.

Chew MH, Quah HM, Ooi BS, et al. A prospective study assessing anal plug for containment of faecal
soilage and incontinence. Colorectal Dis 2008; 10: 677-680.

Lukacz ES, Segall MM, Wexner SD. Evaluation of an anal insert device for the conservative management
of fecal incontinence. Dis Colon Rectum 2015; 58: 892-898.

87

&

SRS RSO I



@) EAZERREEE

ORBAZRAREREE, NRRGBEYICES L THREEATENGE, BRRACHLT
BERLGTRENHS. LLEUBATEIRERBDLSD, BRMERATOERRZECRS
ns.

D=

AR AR, FHORAZEBNIZHA - HiEL, BAT V-2 2BLIE52
SN & o THEMAE I Ll 2 BEAMEIZPAZE S 5 & & TRERSEZ B SRV O AR iR 3¢
HTH2s. HHOFEAL LT Edipse System 25% %2%, ENTIRHTRSNTEST, HFKED
REINIED ShTwiawnizo, BRMEOHRNTOMAZ EIZR5N 5.

REHNL 20~30% D EBEAEYNIHAE TS 20, APRER CHEYICKAETE2EZTO ]
FEROGHIRIDHIZ T0%FEETH 5. T EFGIIRBENG - i, JREES - IREEUE,
J&& - B OARETH 5705, D% CFHAEMHICED 5N, EELAEFRIMREEINT
Wz,

fiie

AR BRI O RSB NRA T, SHORAZBNICIHA - RHiEL, &
NTHV—r %26 EE5 2 LIX o TILMEE Lo % BEAMEICHEST 5 2 &L TlJE %
Fi <. B OHE L LT Eclipse System (.7 V) 7 A ¥ A7 A : Pelvalon #1, KE) 25% % 25,
HATIIRAKETH 5. Eclipse System DIFAFIEZA »H— b EIFEh, PVarva—54 7
SNTAT VYV ABOR—=ZFHOBEGEII NV — U HPEE SN TS, BERTTRE 2T TER
YTTNNV=r LT, EREE A SEEAMEICHET S, HMEL e ZIIBEEE Y
BRYTRBEL TNV =Y 2BH S5, FEHM 220 728F O HATE 20 KIC
BRI S a3 shs

APEOF AL TIE, U7 V—TD5hiME L ltiix 28— ML 3SWmAaHE 3T
Wh RV AT AR L7 Richter 5 V12 X B2 IMOMFETIX, 2 HRT 4 BDL oMKk
BEATHIRALENOFLALI AT LERE LA, #YIWKEETE L -72326)
(29%) Z&EDTAFIDPiHE L7270, KEELEOFALZFMTE7-01L 61 61 (56%) DHT
Hodz. M1 2 BBRITHERESHEE 2 50% DL LA L2k Dh ik, 61 fld 48 B (78%) T
3 2 HETORIBNE 38 B (62%) THotz. Ky AT K& L7110 BUIB 2 EafiES
RUE, BRI OREE - APUK 25 1 (23%) RIRIEE - REYLEK 13 6 (12%) T, €05 {Idk
EHRICEED b, EELRAERGII LA, o72. Varma 5 ? 1E, Richter 5 P ORFERICBIT 5
56 FICBI L C, MHREELANOFAEREIR %2 ZRIFHT LT\ b, (G & IR L TARBREIC L 5 C,
PHEREI YK 209 BB OEIGDI73% 05 39% 12, FRAEZ AL D BEOFEH55% 55 36%

88



B. EFIMRENREE

WCAHBEIWCBA L, SOZERSHow Y 3V ATFIYT A4 v 7 L2 —D%NT, AL
fE Y)Y OV E R A DR e LTI ICH A E Bbh b EZ8 L CT\wb. £72, Richter
5 Y&, 2 B TR T A A EE 25 50% UL EIRA L 22RO A w51, FORIFD
Febitk 2 12 » HBEHET 20222175 T b, 2 8T 4 ML EoMEZREs % 45 5% A &t 137
BIDARY AT L2l G L7225, BUNEETE L7228 B (20%) % &b T 52 BIASHivE
L7272, 2BMFMA L2012 85 61 (62%) DA TH 7. D HH 2 ORI TO®I
B 73 B (86% : 73/85) ZHFELE L-mThiE, 34 H#73%, 6 » H# 71%, 12 » At 70%
THolz. HEHE L TI2 » AL, BRESEE Y 7.1 [/E A 5 0.9 [/EZ,
St.Marks 225 2 2 7 HTF 165 HA 5 98 MICHEICWEL, 12 » A T TARBEEZ kG L
7254 B (74% = 54/73) D5 H 4311 (80% : 43/54) HMERESEIROFW 2 dEx HEL, 5141
(94% : 51/54) IAFHEITHE L TWiz, R AT 22355 L7z 137 BB 5 A EHRIL 62 B
(45%) \ZRRDH BN, F A HFHGUIBABAEE - Wil 40 B (29%), WRIEE - KEVLEEZ &0
TERIREEREIR 20 B (15%), M - I OARPUE 18 #1 (13%) T, ZDZ L ILIHFMIIIED S
h, EEGAERREILR, o7

APEDOH LR~ TN — T DORPSDOHRETH L0, TEF VAL LTIZHEER
Thb. HRTREHOEENHRENTE ST, HIHKARLEBRNEKD ShTwianizo,
BRI ZE OB THEAT SN B R EEETH 5. Lo LIKEBE»OMHE R GRETH 5720,
Nk, ARICEASNSL Z L2 W52

3k

1) Richter HE, Matthews CA, Muir T. A vaginal bowel-control system for the treatment of fecal incontinence.
Obstet Gynecol 2015; 125: 540-547.

2) Varma MG, Matthews CA, Muir T, et al. Impact of a Novel Vaginal Bowel Control System on Bowel Func-
tion. Dis Colon Rectum 2016; 59: 127-131.

3) Richter HE, Dunivan G, Brown HW. A 12-month clinical durability of effectiveness and safety evaluation
of a vaginal bowel control system for the nonsurgical treatment of fecal incontinence. Female Pelvic Med
Reconstr Surg 2019; 25: 113-119.

4) How P, Trivedi PM, Bearn PE, et al. Insert devices for faecal incontinence. Tech Coloproctol 2021; 25: 255-
265.
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C S#lia

ERERNIT T M ARGHE & LT, B3R E L T ORLMRER 5 A 2 Al #8 i
PEICMA T, BEBIRELTOR P& E0hH 5. 72, NATHBER DL, A0
TRy, NEAE G e 7 & DORFER R AVFHEH D TV T A AR B I T 525, BRohi:
T T LT SN T RVONEETH L. TOMoONFHERE LTk, BESTIRAART
JEAT T & v b OO TIRAT DI T 2 AR IR AMN & 5B OFESEIRE S B IM
R AERER D 5. —T, KTA B4 CHITHEL T2 NTILFRERT, B min
MR, BEER A Y v 27, NTEARIC X 2 ETHENDIBR SR &5 Ly b ifT
N leofzizsd, RYETHUTIZHIRL 72,

HAT 2014 F S PRBIPGR & L7 Al g R ik 2 Eof L WIBE 2 Bn €, RIS
TONFHEHDO ZE TV A LRV L TRV, ZoEAREKE LT, ARHEEOME L, I
¥ 7 2MEIEGRER (RCT) R RHBERRAERDHNEETH L Z b o b, T2k, %
B AF AR 70 & DA — SN T W o 7 5 R I B FE L O FFM T DR HE L S T
BolzBhEL—NTHo7. Lo LBAETIE, £ OMEIBIRIIOESHE LT [fiddt
A 50% LA 1A | & 720, AR QOL FHiliRE & L C FIQL &M 3 5% 7% LEF
fili i EAEEHRAL S NODH Y, HFHEBOZE T Y AL ANV B ELTETWS.

EREK T B FHEREDO T VT ) AR E & HITELL T 528, RIUEDOHRETH S
720, REEZMRD2SIHIGRINTRETHE. HRICBWT, N5 OHEHERD HEY)IZ %
P MATSNB 7201213, FHEBFEOME T3 ICBMT A2 L8NS D, RETIE, FiHE
DER LS AR L 7.

3, EIEE, BLRTEPEAE, EGESIE & o SR I R R S S R R 3 B U2k
WCBL T, BURBAGRET A2 2 LICX o THEEDNYET 52 Lh% L, KHTEINLD
PRI LTtk L 2w,
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C. Sitiak

1 RENIRERE
€) RIPIIELIERISIE/RZRkiT (anal sphincter repair/sphincteroplasty)

OIS E DRIPHERIFHRIRIC K BIEREFECH U CRIPHEKIBME &M/ o Z FEfT 9
BCEERRET S, BREPNBRRE THANRBANICIIMETEILT 3.
HROBEE 1 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVALAIL B

%2 F

9 3N - 4 EESBRRUGITN T B I PIERI A AN 121E direct i & overlapping 5:03% 525, )
RIZIZIZFSETEMIEARITH D, AOHELS LCITAlRY:, AlsER, EREELR 2055 5.
WG RAEG T 5 2 L% L, COREIILMERHHIEERM 2 FEIT) L0 b,
W, NA T 4 — BNy 2R, AIE MR & & OMMOGRE T 5.

i W

REMHERI 51548 /24N (anal sphincter repair/sphincteroplasty) & (&, Z#sME 7 & CTHIZE
L7 ILPE R Ml 2 #E 53 AN CTh 5. AMEI R ITIBIE S 1 5 56 2 I PSR A5 12010,
BER 2550 L T 5B S N 2 58 2 ILPESR BB & 355 5. THIZE, TG54
RO Wi % EHEAES T 5 direct repair & IRMFEZ &0 TERGDE THEAL T % overlapping
sphincteroplasty 7% %A% ", W% % i L7z RCT TIERIRIZIZIEZFAETH S LM SN Tn5S 2

AMROELBISIE, TRIMBIZ L B0 3 - 4 ERBERG TH 5. B R 28 E@IME 2
MLTHATENS 2L bH DA, ZTOMRETE T Y ATZ L. IS5 2 B X
AR 60~85% L iF SN > HAOWE THMHE 3 » D CCFIS & KBERIUHHEZ, il
WCHARTHERICEELTWD I LM SNTn53 % APEL L CQIANRS 0 < Alak
FHOBEREE %), EREEEZETLZEdH 5 0 NLMENHIEEM O P42 Pl 2R T- L
LT, Bt ok, ALMRERFIEEAM O REERE, Sk, EhRERE R EHE S h T
WY LD TFEAT HEETIE, THRHRRSLT LOMRFEBDICh 5 R WIRIEDN D
BT EERMANCHFCHBLCTA Y74 —aF - ar by M B TBLLEDND 5.

GBI B AL MHERI I AT 1%, 1ok U7z & 5 W IE BIFCH 5 2%, BRI
SRR DY 10~14% T THRIGTT 5 Z EHHE SN TWE Y2 2ol LT, #EkicEs
NEFRE R MRk D 2, Iikm (2 X B ATFISER S ZE, MRk i R B iR i O BRRBIR T 72 &t
HIFHLNTW D, RRANEE L 72REFN TS 2 FFEE QL PSR F B A3 50% THE CTdh - 72
ETLWED B LD, FEBID % L ENUSNOMED 220, — IO
FIMTE A IHERE T & v, F 72, 0IRME D S BUHERRS L 72JE BT S I IC X 25388 e &
THEMFERI A ORRAE ST 7z, 908, WL L & OREIRAERFREL N

91

&

*x

SR

®

SR

b7



A4 74— BNy iR EOEMNRANIREZTV, ZRTH HoIildE Lavlail,
Al AR R e & OO NFHEHR IR S D 1)

3k

1)
2)

3)
4)

5)
6)

7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)

14)

Parks AG, McPartlin JF. Late repair of injuries of the anal sphincter. Proc R Soc Med 1971; 64: 1187-1189.
Tjandra JJ, Han WR, Goh ], et al. Direct repair vs. overlapping sphincter repair: a randomized, controlled
trial. Dis Colon Rectum 2003; 46: 937-942; discussion 942-943.

Madoff RD, Parker SC, Varma MG, et al. Faecal incontinence in adults. Lancet 2004; 364: 621-632.

Glasgow SC, Lowry AC. Long-term outcomes of anal sphincter repair for fecal incontinence: a systematic
review. Dis Colon Rectum 2012; 55: 482-490.

WA AT R, AMEVENL PR 4203 2 3R WA, H A KBTI 258 2015; 68: 961-969.

Cook TA, Mortensen NJ. Management of faecal incontinence following obstetric injury. Br J Surg 1998; 85:
293-299.

Baig MK, Wexner SD. Factors predictive of outcome after surgery for faecal incontinence. Br J Surg 2000;
87:1316-1330.

Zutshi M, Tracey TH, Bast ], et al. Ten-year outcome after anal sphincter repair for fecal incontinence. Dis
Colon Rectum 2009; 52: 1089-1094.

Glasgow SC, Lowry AC. Long-term outcomes of anal sphincter repair for fecal incontinence: a systematic
review. Dis Colon Rectum 2012; 55: 482-490.

Bravo Gutierrez A, Madoff RD, Lowry AC, et al. Long-term results of anterior sphincteroplasty. Dis Colon
Rectum 2004; 47: 727-731.

Halverson AL, Hull TL. Long-term outcome of overlapping anal sphincter repair. Dis Colon Rectum 2002;
45: 345-348.

Vaizey CJ, Norton C, Thornton M]J, et al. Long-term results of repeat anterior anal sphincter repair. Dis
Colon Rectum 2004; 47: 858-863.

Giordano P, Renzi A, Efron J, et al. Previous sphincter repair does not affect the outcome of repeat repair.
Dis Colon Rectum 2002; 45: 635-640.

Brouwer R, Duthie G. Sacral nerve neuromodulation is effective treatment for fecal incontinence in the
presence of a sphincter defect, pudendal neuropathy, or previous sphincter repair. Dis Colon Rectum
2010; 53: 273-278.

92



C. Sitiak

fgféldﬁ%i—"?"—f VRIEEUCBES, BFIEERANOREGETIFEND
\ H

ORENGE(CAIPHENANBISI(C L BERE, BRE - KEE, SRAISERETEN %D
N3156(3, NeRUELBPIER\DBN ZIRET 2.
HROEE 1 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVALAL:C
OBRARNICAIPHENHIEE, ERE - KEECPRIERISOMELZROBRVVSEDEKRER
(3, LER 1 FRIGERPOBLERNRICTRZETHINL, LER 1 FMRBLT
HERENFRT 5 E(CBPIER\DBN ZRET 3.
HROEE 1 55 (ERE 100%), TEFVALAL:C

W

INER ORI LT, HMEEHRANOZZ - D5 4 I 2 71200 THRIPN TV S 3CHK
O EROFRIEEELEMETL7) =y 700 0OHE 12 R 3~4 BERBEIUE (LM
FERIREE) BT 2 EE OB A F T4 2 P IZBVWT, ZOMEFRY RiFshTns (1I-
B-1 ®% 1 5 BERE 5 [p52] 22H).

SRR M54 54855 (obstetric anal sphincter injuries @ OASIS) (&, #&E5BEEIEEDE
TRV AZHEFTHY, LEISUTHE - B Lo e, R L5 QOL KT AAJEICH
TeoThHid T &2 5 2 FHIZ OASIS 12X 3 A RLMEH S EM O EE» 5, SR04
HERA M2 & KB ORI 2 58D 2 E 1, BESA TGNz D 0, FH oSS
2E L] KRNI R I RE 2 M i~ ORI 2 RET 5.

F72, KEAIOFEELHERPE, S KEOMKL 2RO LI LEOHIETHRL LD, OASISIZ
X B, WG - REEE, SBEARREEEA S DN A WAL, IO 2 W #iPH TR
HMEHBIR T e 2 TGRS T 5 2 L 2 HRE T H. Wan 5 Y IZX % perineal clinic (PO
BRIKRERM 2 ) =y 7) TOERBREICL S L, WBEH 3254609 5 1,892 61 (58.1%)
ASOASIS T, 765 Bl (235%) HRBERIGIHETH 572, T7z, SMLMHFERHOIE S 50% DL b %
THEDB KA TV 3b UL ED OASIS Tid, MEREEFRERDE <, MLMNEMEL, TLMER
BT ORL MR RIEA R L, BB S e <, ILMER T FRe S D LE A
FozE M5 L Twah. E 512 Johannessen H ¥ &, WALFIHERIM (3c) F72ILM Lz ¢
(4 F£) ® OASIS 1, HMILMHEFI £ T OASIS (3b BLF) IZHARTHEIEEL FIET H ) A7 A
EWE LTWA, Sultan & %Y 1, ZOMERZEIIE) A7 DEWES 3~4 JE OASIS DB IZE L
T, ek 6~8 EE, Fignm, NLPIR M= B3R A & ORRHF I & v o 2281 &Gy - #ER
HREDBBEICHETALENRDLE LTS, T2, Jibrel 5 2 12X 5 EZEZEMIGEE 5O
WMk B e, MBERE LISBIOZZY 43I I3RS 64 HH (26~160 H) T, %2tk




1AELLANC 103 1 (9.1%) \CFMidshifT ShC\w 7z ZOFREEIG D 53 B (51.5%) ML,
M D WERIE, OASIS 2 xF 3 % ML MH6 K9 5 By 39 B (37.9%), 2x B2 fae S 34 Bl
(33.0%), EMEEHEMSIEM 20 B (19.4%) T, 5#2 5 FAli F TIEFH 153 H (79~282 H) T
Hotz. UEEY, REEESWE2 » AU, BIERAE SR L 7 G O0EDS W2 DR T
DAEBAEETH A, FTHEMKEZ, ZDHED OASIS (25§ B FHERD LB 2 £ 8

LT, OASIS I X ZHE%5E wimhks - RS, SEAIGHAEIRIESSE DN 6121, HHO
70 P T RN ARG R T RE 2 MR ISR 5 Z E R RET S

HESR DT AL % GNP ORGEICEI LT, Johannessen & 28l 1,571 #1723 412,
THRAN, R 6 » H, 14, 6ETHMMEICRELLLE 2, HEHEOWNTISIEF RS
65%, WG| - $H15 iR OASIS APk 7 & D SEH R 51k 20%, 5 EYIBH 15% Tdh - 7=, e
BONMREARERIE, RERES, EEEES M, T EUROIEICE WS o0, Lol
FETH MEEBEOILMREAERIE 20%MHBTH o7z, /2, EOMERETHLERKIES
TN EEHDYE U CHIERDE T3 575, 6 EBROILMESEAERE, IEFRES M 12%
LA EUIB 8% 12xt L CHEEREME WA 23% LI b Wb o 7. KERERARMERICL D4 F
T4 2%, OASIS Ik L CTHLMIERI MM & 2\ 72 BE 121, 141212 60~80% DBH T
FILP AR L CIEIR T H 5, Efm2 2 X WCHERLTWA. BLE XD, ERMNIC OASIS,
B - R A TR A R IE 7 300 7 WL A O 228 1T, PR B AR E o [ 7 LI bk
) BRGEDSMFFCE 720, HEER 1AERIZER LRI TP EomlZ
PETHIST BDPLE L,

—5, WER 1 FEIHEE LT ORI 25813, BRI Sz d o 72 OASIS
BEETH-720, FHRIZ»2D L THEBELEL T L7 H 5. TLMJREE L BE i
X % OASIS D& Wi & OBARZ -l L 720220 2 % 7+ 1) ¥ 2 (103 #&, 16,110 1) 12k % &,
R tR D LEC BV TRF IR T 26% A OASIS & 2 X, NLMESEARERIE 19% T
Holz. T, EKRMIZ OASIS 235t b N T\ 3,688 BIICB W T, BEFEMKAE T 13%28
OASIS Lzl s, NIMEEAEIERIE 4% Th-72. S 51T, OASIS 123t L TG 15158
iz 52172 7,549 Bl 5 B, 55% TLIE IS B CHLPIERI M K IBABAE L, NP REA E
13 38% TdH o7z, MM T OASIS % 780D 7 WIERI & L LT, OASIS & i & /il
BT BNLFEEEARERIE 3.74 5 L A 720, BREMIZ OASIS % 380 7% & T b kR
HFTOASIS DEMEZWTAEEWZARAFZTF ) Y RAIRLTWAS., 72, Wan 5 Y 75,
SIMRIREZBRRI9IC OASIS & B SN e o 7212 b b S FILM A2 4§ 5 134 Bk LT
NP4 RS A 2 61T L7228 25, 4061 (30%) T OASIS # 38 7. Z o 134 B, 25
(19%) 1334 F 7 4 — K23y 73, 6 6 (4.5%) (SNLFIFERFEAM, 161 (0.7%) 1Al
R 2 2 Cn/e, DR XD, WMER TESE LT A R 2581, BK
MW S Nl o 72 OASIS 2SR TH 2 W HEME D & 5 720, NLME I PR AT 6E 20 B "
WiFZ~DORAZIRET 5. HEMfZICBWTE, HERBEOFRRPEEIS LT+ 74— F
Ny 7R, BLMSERI MR, AlE AR SRk 7 & OB MG & 179 5 2 LT, fER
BoOWHEVHFTE 5.
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cQ3

PIRGIIFHEHNBERORIE 2B I 2 HIROEESEZE UT, EEDHR
EFTVBEDESSHEREINDH ?

ODREBAPHENAHIBIEORIEZB T 5158, ROBEECELT, EEPHRICIHUO
TEPIEETOBIENET DL HET D.
HREOBE @ (EBRE100%), TEFVALAL:C
ODREAIPHENEIRBOBIE ZH I 2R ENROEERM (CEEBERD B VSEP, &
5(C(FEIPIBBERRECIIPINERE THSN BEEZRDBRVEE(F, REIIROD
RAZRRT S.

HROEE 1 55 (EBEE100%), TEFVALANI B
ONREAIPHENEIRBORIE ZH I 3R ENROLERM (CBEDRAREERZEE T 515
B3, TURELRYAIPIEBIRRECIPFINEREZTL), BOSHGEEZRHIHE
(&, BRBERDIERZOBT Z12HICFEFEVRDRT ZRET 5.
HROEE 1 55 (EBEE100%), TEFVALAI B
ONGESEIPIHEHEMBISDEIE 2B T 2 EmENROLEERNCEENERZERZET 315
B, BEHRICE > TERBERN ZNL HBRI ZTREMEVD, REHBROD
BRI ZRRT 2.
HROEE 1 55 (EBEE 100%), TEFVALAI B

PEEI AR S ATA B T4 2 V3, LMK 555 (obstetric anal sphincter injuries
OASIS) D2 AT A X, ROWEFFEICE L CHMSE R E & 0 AR & L
BTLTWD. ZIUL, KROMETOREESBI X % FFEE D OASIS (2 9 3 JESE R O 34 %
T2 LB, RALERGTYREZRMT27-0TbH 5. ZOBIE, FREERSLILMAE -
BWMA - ILMNERAFT RO A% 53, ERNGEACHEREORE D T ERICAN D LED
»5b.

OASIS MEfE %2 73 2 ZHEICB VT, KOFEEES T D OASIS FIFHIE 4.4~9.0% L5 s h
Tw5 *" Edozien b * %%, WEMEREIRMESHR T — & X — R & IV TR 639,402 ] O %38
WEALTHRAELZEZ S, WIRRE SR IC OASIS IEE: 2 A D H B 24.2% A3 2 M H X
W EYIBTHE L T 72Dkt LT, OASIS BEAED 2\t T 2 M H 236 BV CTHiE L 720
3 15% 72 Tho7z. £LT, 2HHEICEESGRCTILELZLMIZBIT 5 OASIS F 4RI,
OASIS lEfEZ A 21T 7.2% &, BEHEZ A LR WD 1.3% 2T 55 ff L ARICE
TH o7z Jango H A%, FIEIFEEESWET OASIS EHEAZ A L, 21 H b RS THIEL 2
1,490 Pl ZFRAE L7 25, 2 HTH OASIS 2SF5 L7203 106 B (7.1%) THh-o72. iz, 2
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[ H D535 5 4 LL g L7z pi CEJEE 2 LTz, OASIS #5861 T o 182 #i
(13.2%) 123t LT, OASIS FiZshlTI 25 61 (23.6%) L ARICHETH o7, LHLELD,

OASIS B2 A5 5 L EC B A RNIIE H B L 2B 2 Hat LV AT~ T 4 v 7L a—
(14 #&, 977 B1)7 Ti&, KB LMV REOMICE B L BEIIR SN ad o7z Lichi>
T OASIS BEfE % B 2 Ma Ao CHE L7234, TLPIREEA I - B3 2 Rt
5%, NLMREEARESR A BN 2 23 mosH HhTn e v,

Scheer  ? 1%, OASIS BEfE % 43 % il 59 FINSRF LT, NPT & I e A CHL P3G i K
A% 30° LL o BRI E RS INAE 20 mmHg A Qe Bl 2 7% FUIB & L, 2 DA% #2lk sk
B0 a— VERH L CHIR X R L7z, ZO8E, 47 BI2SEEES e, 12 F125%% £49)
BIICHR D 0 =S, WEYIREEO S 5 3FIREM 2 HEL, RESWMHED D B 5 HlH
TEURHZRLL, 4F2BETEUWRE o720, IR 41 %1, 75 FELIET 18 B
Elrode, MERI3HEBICEHEL2E 25, BESHEED S H 361 (7.3%) T OASIS A% L
7275, Akl UTHAREYER S QOL ITMMNED HELEILIERED Lo 7. SEERE R AR
HHAFI54 P B Scheer 5O 71 ba—)VEFMH L, OASIS BEfEZ A $ 5 i CIEIEEGEIR
AFEE L TV A AE, LME B S R AL M NEMR A 21TV, Scheer 5O 71 b I — (2
REINTZREZRBODLEITEN FUREZHETTRE LHREL T D, —T, OASIS BifE%
AU TOMHERESERDZ {, LM E MR I NEMA T Scheer D71 b I — VIR
ENTREZBO VAR, RESWHAHERIN .

ZO70 b I =)V RGEEL 725 S BEEBAFAET 5 1 Karmarkar 5 ¥ 13, OASIS [EfF %24
T %40 50 BlIx LT, RERERARFEE T A K I 4 VI3 WT 26 BISHRIES W, 24 B
TR R ZRE L. 2L T, 2HHOME 8~12 HMBICEHMi L2 25, FHEEBYIC
TR 2 AT o TIEBI TR IR I R R 2 72 X W e o 72, F 72, Jordan 5 ¥ &, OASIS
WA &2 49 % 00 122 B0 U CEERERR ARV AR A R T4 YIRSV THIEEZIREL,
DGR & 38tk 3 » AR IESEIRE StMark's 2 2 7 TRl L, T35 MMt & T
PRS2 §ifT L7z, 2 O%EH, RIS 99 B¢ EYERIIHES 3, BE M cHIL
FIRGH 5 4EA5 ORI RO 2 7 o 7248, BEAENUHE 3P89 92 mmHg %5 50 mmHg 124 ZEI2 K
TL7. Jordan 5 Y Z 7NV T XABIIRLTEY, FDO%H)T, OASIS M Z 4 L TSk
SERDFERE L T W Ao, ILME BT C I MNERETH S 22 BE 2 23 554812,
3D OERBEZHIF TV D, 1B E U CTHEIESEIRDSRE O Y4 135 Y B % %5
505, ERBERSEELRLAIL, E2RIEL LT, RTOHEZHFLLTCWLLEE, £
N EELEESEIR D EAL S BRIV E O RGARD b &, G EHER L TWD, —7,
B3R E LT, TRULEOHEEZHLL TWRWEAE, TSN 2 32 L Tw
A, F72, EBESEEAESEGH b, Jordan S5OTNVITY XL EFRHALTWS. 7272 L% 2%
P OEAE, WEREREEZ A L TR - MET A LR 5, Zhzhbiss7:9
12, T DUEURET AL RERI T TN % 520 TR 2 T L 729 2 C, AERESER R A
FITIE CUCTHEREEZ QO TRE - BIRT 2 HELH D 9 5.

—75 T Abramowitz 5 ¥ 13, OASIS %5 3 B DB % 4§ 5 HMEZLEREIR D 7 Wi 222 51
%, FEMEW 112 B0 & A EUIBE 110 BNCEE/EZ SR YD 4300 72 RCT 217> C\wb. HME6 » Hi%
OFHECIE, BE PR L O MG TR O E 2 3 LY C 2.2% I LD L 0> 720
W LT, RS Tl 224% ICRROAEIIEL o725 00, WL b StMark's A 2 7 Higk
X 1 CTHEEE RN o7 L7zt T, OASIS DL Z 4 LT HHIEESERA e W a1,
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i BB &2 —HCHERE T B RE TR BV EHwRD T T 5.

%3, OASIS BUALEZ A9 & I 2 B3 % M B9 % BRRAFZE T, LA A
RILMTNEMAE DS AT S TWB 2 A%, Lo L, HARIZBWTHMAEZ jfif7 T & 5 ik
D TRONT VD720, R & 7% 5 LIS MRAL 2 fifT9 4 2 L I3BIF R TR TS
5. L7t THMADHAT TS 2 0iaid, MRFHEROA e A2 & TR St
R OHL S ZERL, ROMWEHEIZHE LTl L HYSET o5 MkE 352 e dE
HThb.
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(® {BEFgEL (sacral neuromodulation : SNM)

CUBERRBEEES, REORENMEDFCEETTERVERE(CHLTITOIZ L zH#
8B93.
HREOBEE & (ERFE 90.9%), TETVALANIL:A

%5

Al R (sacral neuromodulation © SNM) &, gz BEHIMT 52 L12LD,
FEIEERAT AL 70 & OPERE S, JRIGEERPHIR N HE 7 &0 T ERIR BR PR RERE 2, 1213 s & v
T BRI PR BB E 2 AT A MHETH H. SNM OF4fE 2 BERE I TB Y, 1RHDF
TR — FE2RE L, &2 8MORBEBIECRRZEL, 21 HOFM TIIARE
BN D AR & AlA A, RGBT Y — F2dkE9 4. 2 OBl A RIS
ZEFTE DL, WRFEGTIEFEIROEALZ C TTDIRRBICHE T 2 & 23T E 21 #PEA%, SNM
DIFRETH L. HREK T2 SNM OB B L ORI R T, RERESER) TR
SR B 2 A\ AT 5 2 E DS RE R T RTOREFNGEICA D 5. FEFELE L THIAARTD
PIGRBEYSH 5. SNM I PEHZEROMAERCIHEDH ), SNM % fiif7 9 5 ERiC X5 2
DZENFEHEOTF LN TV S,

e W

HATI 2014 47 4 AISAEZEE I LT, 2017 4 9 FIZHEA MBI By L e 1O L T ORBR IR
SNIAEHERR T, WHEC) — FRIE &R RLEA A O 2 1O Pl TH L NSRS
DIFHoNTWA. FENTIERERHT L WIEHER TH 57°%, KRETIE 1982 F£ITREEIN T 5
AREDE LD THE S, WIN TR 1995 FIFEREEII T D AR 2 BATbNIZER DB
LETH B, MR KEZ & T TIEREEN§ 2 HH L LTRETINTED, &
RSB EA R Tid, Al TR 34.5 T3 61 (2021 4F 4 AR 12 SNM AT ST 5.

SNM OAEJAE I 25 H0%, IR Y OAL TR " d BIFCh 5. KRE D
PRARER Y Tk, 133 BN FRERAIH % JidT L C 120 B (90%) CTHIBEEE S RA TN, 209 b
1 AERRIZEFAM T & 72 106 BITOREIBI (FEAEEE 7 50 % DA A L7296,  LUT TalAk) 1% 88 il
(83%) T, 43 %) (41%) TII 5455 A3+ 5 41, Fecal Incontinence Quality of Life Scale
(FIQL) b A EICYHE L TV 5. Z ORAERTORAALIC 5 FLL LA L7z 76 HloMES @ T
(&, IR 89% & RMIMETD BT, eatEHld 36% THEFF ST 5. #ETO 235 flok
WGB3 P78 T, Atk 9 4R K OVEREIAT & 92l L 7242 12 4R 1238\ T RAF R TR
BAEMFELTBY, ThEholii<21 6] (125%) & 126 (10.4%) TREEZERAH 5T
%0 EHIZ, F Ty To 325 FIOMETIE, 7.1 FEOBIRHIRIZ S\ T 52.7% DREFIA
AEEHEFFLTBY, RIFREHEEAYR SN TW525, QOL OYHFFFADO TV AW 2014
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EICHE SN2 HA O L ik L FZe Y Tix, 22 NSRBI % 17V, HA RN % 21 61
(95%) IZHifT L Cwb. 2055 6 » HiEOBIIEIL 18 1 (86%) T, seaiild 461 (19%)
THOLNTWAS.

WM T ORI B % 432 oG T, Bk L ) Lo BRI T, 5%
MG L BT O R EE DM O RN LR L CH BATHAREN B WIERE o T0D Y 75 ¥
A CTOLRREILFBFZE T, 70 A 253 B & 70 bl E 99 Bl 2 BRI I 1) 2 iR R ILIH
ST, BB LT ARMErSH D L ENTWS Y

EREEDJFE BT ORI L Cid, NEMHER 05 % 80 720 VRS I EE CREEI =R 75 %
& B2 B I SN Tw A28, IEMEERBHIEEGRH - T, 5% 7R 2 iEs] & [ 4§
DFERDVPEOND LT HWEDLH D Y T/, HEREZ GO EBRMNEOPHERE TH 5 1%
PRIV BRI REREAE IS 35 SNM ORI RICBT AP AT ~YT 4 v 7 LEa—" TiL, 434012
BRI % AT LT 34 B (79%) CTHIBEEEDHLA T N, 3261 (74%) TIERPUHEL T2
5T, AT HYIBRBIE BRI RS A 5 T ) Y ATIECCFIS BXUWLARS A a7 &b
HELRUEFELZREDOTEY Y, MoOERIEDFR L FEOMENBRELN TS, 1T, B
Wi, 7 — UEitg o, EEMERE SR Y R B RAEMERE P 12 X AR 5 SNM
ODAEHELMESNTVE, Thbh, HEEOKFKIZE > TSNM OBEILERET 5D LIk
AHETH V), AR IR, BRI % BT % 2 AN R 3 X T OIERNIC
WG 5.

SNM D IEMEZRVERBEF IIATH 255, Mgz BXRMT 2 2 LI2k - T, Bk
A L7ZREMEE# 0 - LM oG R, B B hies 2 A L 72 KIBILM o & E B & 0 A AR
OG- ORI 5T, FhiE A L72HHREMREANOER 2 ELRFHEZEZ N TWS P

HERIEBHEOR 0% D IREEEZ G L, RERBEBZEOK 5% IMERELHTL L ENE Y
SNM 2T 5 DI AHR RIEHRETH A 720, WL (double incontinence) 3BEAFd 5 EH T
1Z, WHERASFRRC ST A AW TE DL, VAT T4 v 2 L a— (6 3CHK, 113 61) 12
Lo WMAREEATLHEHEICISNM & Mifr LY a, HEREGERIT Y 87% (44~
100%), FREELEZRIE 67% (20~100%), WiLZEYGHHRIL 62% (20~100%) TH - 7.

HEFGIEH L TE, HHARTOEREIR 25% b % L, RV THEIAAIBDEGDH 10%
Tho7257 REOEHKRRE Y T, FIEEEOIBIED 6%, 38HA57%, HHE2s 11% O%ER]
THDHONTWVED, ZOMOEEFRDSL L, RENERE, 7075250, FEBigic
L) MIBTTRETH - 72.

SNM IZIIH R OB L OIS 5. MRI ML, N F TLMZH7: L7 MRI
DADRATIHET, ETNLUND MRIIFZEEZTH > 7245, 2022 4F 11 H £ Y MRI i #2508
EN, BWEDEMTTIS TATIBLU30TFATDLH MRIMAEDWREE o/, 512,
2023 4 2 A & 0 TEXOREEE 2SR5E S, BB T & USRI IR ) lEEE o
HETRAGESRNIH 5 AEBRICEN T B LED D - 7245, BRI 15 E B ORI A g &
Zeofz. —H CRIEERESRC~ A 7 Qe HHIC L 2B (U7 7V 3 —) 1%, EEALA
AIRALAFE S L CRRIRE H B IR OGRS % 7: 05 | E & B TH 5.

BEICEE L7227 — M A 2 b B id, i sl £ 72 3T c& 2w
BEISTLTIT) 2L 275 I LTIE, AFA P4 AEREARICBIT AR
PRI BWT, WIS E T2 A D - 7.
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AIFHEFIBARAZRIC K HERZRICK UT, AIPHEFIBARZRHT & LB wiER]
MEEDEBSEFRITINED?

ORFERTESSDBREZLITINENASH TRV, BEREDFESERNIE
EEOEREMETHCAI>TA—ALR - D2 NUT, EFICE(TETEEERT
BTLERRT .

HEOBEE 1 55 (EERE 100%), TEFVALAL:C

BRI 3 C L PG4 75 BT 2402 037 2 L PR R9 5 T A & Al sl iR ik 0 5~ 7 2 ARIIGR
B (RCT) Oz wzo, &5 50HBRE BT 20 @m0 srsd s, Ler-T, %
B ORER R 2 ORI EHT (R 1) 2BFICTHIHMHLAS 2T, BEORK
RE - IR A RIS UTHIR L T, SERIS E ICBEE BN - AEICVERETH A,

NP AT ZE D 72> 91 1 & SF-3 105° DR PG Wi 2L % 479 % 54 Bt LAl plessdl
W2 1T - 72098 Y Tl itk 12 » BICBIF 0252 27 (CCFIS, StMark's A2 7) &
WTENOBLABELRUEZROTEY, AMEERSEOKETH 72 T2, 1200 F TOHILM
FERMM 2 AT 5 21 61 & BiZio 2w 32 B3 2SS o i X 2B 2 TYH,
12 » B OB TlE CCFIS B L ' FIQL & b IS0 A#MEZE R0 R TH - 72, LM
F 5 W ZLRE BN B A MR R ED Y A F <54 v 2 L 2 — 9 TiE, CCFIS 1& 16,5 7
5 38T LTSS, RHRORim&RERZ R 9MWIIBRAMEHETHY), TEFVALAR
VAR &) MDD 5. &I, FLMHERI B 2L 285 R o 228125 U C Pl & Jtid T L 7=
BT, BEWRE R 2 TP 13 61 & Al il i D 13 Flo [ i
JRAE & HER L 72BR9E T, S R RO I A CCFIS 25A AZ g L7z,

—7J7, MLPERR T 253 2 B PSR T B o RIIGRR 1L, i 5 4E T 10~46% DA %)
RIBE - TW5D 5 FEMTEN—E TR Wz, NLFEERIGIEAM & AlE sl ok o T
AR WAL 2 Z LW TH D, LA Lad s, ALK 160 510> &1k
(FIE 9 4E 3 2 H) 12B VT, 50% UL FEIEERIEASHA L 7S] (e fhdeil ik cazh &
HIE S NDIER]) OFIEH60% &) Wt 2sd 0, USRI R O RN & ik L
ThBktae WERTH o727

2 DDOEREDOLEBIZHT HRCK 6 Mifki2 B 05Tk 8, 2000~2013 45 12 HL IG5 W54
VIXE LTl AR Rk 284 1, NLPIRERIFH IR 177 BIASHEAT STz, WiinsiEo%
BEMET 572012, #H (2000~2003 4F) & B (2007~2010 4F) OB THAR O M7 %
L7282 A, s sl & JeAT LTl L7z, W3 299% A & Bl 89% ~A 12
BimLCwiz, £/, BAEQEKTIE, 2000 412 1& 95.3% OREGI AL MHG# 5 B 35647 S
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7= 1 BIPHEKIBERFZ AT & L B ERIBEDE DR

P 2P
IPIEOEAT - APHENBPRRBEMESNICIER - RENCHENBILTS
TE3
UBBENREE AR CEMEN B TES - FEBLUSH D MRUREATR (2022 £
- MW EBETHS 11 BREOY— MBAMEBIIE, R
- REEN R THS ET28 MR RENTRE
CBENAD A7, BBEBHTES - 2BOAREENLETHD
- BRICRMHAS

s FIHEBDBEINETHD (RERD
FEFTEXEH 5 F&8, 2023 F 2 A(C
BASNLTREREK 15 F8)

CREEE (DT TII—RE) HRGT
5Nzl

c ERENBHCTHD

NTW7225, 2013 4E121E 82.6% (2 B\ T MR E AT SN TB D, H10FETRER
NG FAL LY T IARE Tz, —HT, TOMFERHRICEHEZES L, 90°~180° DALMIER
TR 2 A1 O AV DO AEREICE, B R AN E S TREANIIIMES G 2181581 5
¥ TN ENEHERTH DM O BEEZBZ 2 WME DDV 0 Emoahrnd &
CAHTHDH. AEEHEEE INLERGE O b O BRMICELS 85 2 LR L, B
WCRIRDS T IUTY) — FEKET ST & T OIREBIZR D 5 2 W #HESEFHROOEDTH
5. F7z, TNFE TEHFUAD MRI AT TH > 7248, 2022 4F 11 HHH MRIAFISEY — F
AHERWREE 22 0, BHEEANDON—FVH Aoz, —FHT, RBBE (V77N —) 2%
FoNBwE R 3B EREETE LTHITOND. LM & Al wisd ikt s: 2
NZNOEFBAECIEZ B L THRIRIEEZ R ETRETH 5.
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O = h—iEzil

OR N—TEHRMF, OBEENENE BT TIRIMBRRICHUTITO 2R
K95.
HREOEE 1 55 (EBBE100%), TEFVRALAI B

®F

S, A =R BOMARM - Bl 7 ARG & 5 R X ORI X
D, A N—<BAED QOL A LL TV S Edb, A b — LM 13 2 AV EHA
BOBIIZZ D > 5. —BCRIRE, FEERSINT 2 RETFREFX 5NTVLEH
AL R 5 2D KP4 4 A~V OLIMMIEL ZHTE UL, Fed > 7L TRAN
FRAEOIRPLET D 5.

EREH T HHEHRE LTORA P—<ERMICBE LT, AV A KI5 4 VDT s h
NEREBEO T IV T) ALIZBWTA b=l MR I &0y, B - KEZON
Lo TA M=V ERMZEIRT 2= FUMEL o/t E 26N 5. Li2h > THEIS
UCRHERE, FRET 29 BHER OB L LT, A b — BRIl 2 HmE BE
WIS 2L ERDH L. FOBIZIE, A N—=~WRAICLERT 4 4 2=V OLHWEEIE QOL
BEFICKESHETLZZEND Y A —vOZHFRRICOVTHEZ T L ICHERT L2LEND
5.

ERERNKTT 5 A =@M TIE, MEKRLZ-F T SIRERBOILMMAAZMEL, D%
AWTHILK SREEB A b=~ 2 E%T 200N TH L. L LZOWE, B L%
5% @ diversion colitis D72 OIF RN EIGYIWNT %2 B 256055 DT, ZOWEEEIZE L
TA MBS HP L TBLLLENRDH L. A =< ilikoki, #YRHMIcEsod
LIEDLVA M= EEHTLHIEN, A P—HESIHEOREZETRT S L EDHITA M-
< 7 OEEICES- L, A M —<HEED QOL M. EiZo%d b7, FHiTH oM IE/E
EOEBTHS "

A N—<HEHMHESR L, FEIE - PRI 7R R RS X 2 EARE L E ORI ASEA 72
ZETY FAMAAL POQOL XM ELTWA, fHEEmH 71 6 & e, KB#eiE, ek
R EDFERTA =< ERME T2 A b —~<HAEH 39 Hlo M T SF-36 % HvT QOL # It
BL7-L 25, HARERTIEA M—<REEDIT) AMERFEREE LD D QOL KA RICHIFT
HolzbTMEND D Fiz, BELERITTHEHRLE LTA b=~ 2272 A
F—<BAEZ6IBITOT v r— b iE? 12X DL, EEMESIRELD LA b —<iE%E0l
AN, BIFR QOL TholztnHiisdH 5.
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MRG0 3 2 N PTRAE TR 2 (A e 2k 2 S LR R S5 2 A L 9 % B3 L E Ui 1 p 5
KAA b =<2 272 A b —<HAEOR T QOL % Ik L 77 3G T 57, &
BH7% QOL I L Tl E CTAREAZROIMEITLW Y. A N—<REED 7+ u—T v 7T
BTV ATIT4 v 7 LEa—TId, WS EDITERAENZ QOL 23T 5 & OHdH
H5H O FRFEEISER T I L TA =<l 2 2 o EERETL, A b—
TIERICL 5T QOL 25U Lz oiisE A 5 W2 DT e, R LTA N—"
iR A2 LT QOL 25 ET AW HEMIZ T H 578, HREEDFF & 7 5% Z L 12 QOL
BT 2R T T VAR L L 2 LA SHICE S LEDL H L.

FELEEDNII BN L o TH I LR WaIE, MRS mE MR~ WA+ 5 &
bEETH D HMME BT 5 HE MR IFE T D RERERA T 8E L e W&
i, A =R D 0 EOORIRLTH LA, FOHAIE, A b —<ERICHET A ERIuE
YIREFEMTE 5 F — LRI SN TR EF LY

ERECHF L TA b—~2 T 5L, MR LZMERKAL D IR EIND 2, OFE
R A N—=<7 7 OLEEITNZTA M= HEEGIENTEET 256055, FNICHLT
&, HERZA == - HBlb) e 75— g v L HRKBILMES S0 5147 S - [T 0E
AN =~ BEEGIHEO TR L6 - 7 T OFHIE]Y SEHTH L. A M —~BEAPHEIX QOL
KT D%D 5720, HAREIM - A b3 — - FEEEFAY S, 5HEIN TS ABCD-Stoma®
rrnEOTEAAY M=V A L CTHEYNICEHME - AT A LT, FEELEFEIT S
VDB D, ERENF L TA b=~ EEM 2 EIRT 259 2 TlE, A b—~RAEHED QOL i I
WCBODLENEETHD.

3wk
D BB, WTHBERRE, ANBRL  [BEREOEHR—Z T4 N7 1 Y offdiz &0 ] EAEORE—T
k. A4 2017; 79: 238-241.
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4) THEHE. QOL ol L& Hig L-lBE ML A b —~4 7. HAMGA A b 3 — B H45K 2021; 25:
506-514.
5 AT, (BT, UhSEEA.  [[A b — <R RRJULE | Bug b~ oBkik] 2 b —< AR
BT HXML Y2 — L Z0EL. HA -~ - PHlkEEE 2021; 37: 43-54.
6) Colquhoun P, Kaiser R Jr, Efron J, et al. Is the quality of life better in patients with colostomy than patients
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2005; 48: 1062-1069.
8) Pachler J, Wille-Jorgensen P. Quality of life after rectal resection for cancer, with or without permanent
colostomy. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2012; 12: Cd004323.
9) Lawday S, Flamey N, Fowler GE, et al. Quality of life in restorative versus non-restorative resections for
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years after diagnosis: a population based study. Eur ] Cancer 2006; 42: 1848-1857.
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12) Cooper EA, Bonne Lee B, Muhlmann M. Outcomes following stoma formation in patients with spinal cord
injury. Colorectal Dis 2019; 21: 1415-1420.
13)  BRERME.  [HEEERERERS T O WhHsms 7 A F] MM SR il — )35 D 3% TIH. Modern Physi-
cian 2017; 37: 68-73.
14) Ivatury SJ, Durand MA, Elwyn G. Shared decision-making for rectal cancer treatment: a path forward. Dis
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B r 7 OF51E, EEME, 2018
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2 BRI E
©) IBfTiE%ESE (antegrade continence enema : ACE)

OIEFHFEIAR, ABRCTEIRES OMBERLS 3, RITPIOEBIESLEL
THBVHBR CERAICTR, BREICH U TEREEETS 3.

®OF

NEAT Y (antegrade continence enema : ACE) (&, BT RIS T, & 253l
B D ICHREED L XERELERL, T2 0ETHICHEE1T) 2Ll s TR
ZERHIRRBICOR D, EREA UG T 2ERIETH L. REYREOEFIIE, BB AR 6 cm
Clulf A& BERT L, TR (& BT S A L 729 2T, MRS L 72 B M Il s & Al v C
IO &3 53 (ileal neoappendicostomy) b i STV 5 2

FENL P DRMG R 1 & MIBRIS, DER ST & BRI AS 2700 2 7200, BHIRIE <0 185 2 7 f 2 A 2 &
FEDPHEREE DSHEIL TdH 5. FENLMTTER AR & L T, WhOEALE RS D%, %
WS B S R TH 528, RRE L 13V R FMSLET, HhlEr o HHEHTT
bIEDOIT TRV, A M—EFETIERWVD, RTAAA-TVOMERD 5.

e W

ACE (& 1990 412 3¢ 0 Malone 512 & » THi S4L % EI/NEO MR PER B RRERE
L THATE N2 20k, MADHEREREROBHRIISH SN TW5 .

PREERRRE, +L&A0G R QOL FHllilC B9 2 R TI, @M, AtV b Rl &
EDIHERBEDARICYIGEL T2 O MAEMRE LY ATV T4 v 7 L Ea—Tid" 225
~48 » H OB T 78~100% DIEBIHS ACE % fkfE L T\ 5. 7z, 75 BIOHIM X AT
(&8 i 48 » H BRI T 64 B (85%) %% ACE % #kit L, iHi# T Wexner 2 27 2%
14375 34 EAREICYEEL TV A, ACE 2k L7EBI CodubBHNE, BEF O I L
KIEOEBIETH 5 7z.

Ileal neoappendicostomy (2B 2 A 6 i & /NE 2D ATF<T 4 v 7 LE2—TI%, &
FEE LA OFERT T RTOMEICBVTEFEL, QOL X5 DDOWIETHHEE BD7°.

WA PIHEE LT, AlERDS456% L b £ < 0 IESILa Lo bR 5 © Blls
PRRETIIAM B IRAE DBEEDSE < 09, 7T — 2 X B IR R X T 2 AT o 7o hEf b 5 ST
V% ' Ileal neoappendicostomy T, < OFk%E - IR W LATRILW G OREGA LD &
HIZHEL TS L, ShHoAIHERRIEEISERT 250 TH Y, EFE, @itz
BOMHINTWLEEFX Y Tk, TRSOBRIHERD2ZRVBAT 2 LEbNIs.

WL, BEHS LREEHTIT) 2 &A% <, FRMEHIEIR S0 L T — ORGSR {
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¥y boOXRY v ETHEILICKRE T 4. SEBRORITER E LTI, 77 —7 VIFAROE
W, Wa, BEERREE NI TV R ERREENTWS
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9)

10)
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1217-1218.

Koyle MA, Kaji DM, Duque M, et al. The Malone antegrade continence enema for neurogenic and struc-
tural fecal incontinence and constipation. J Urol 1995; 154: 759-761.

Krogh K, Laurberg S. Malone antegrade continence enema for faecal incontinence and constipation in
adults. Br J Surg 1998; 85: 974-977.

Worsoe ], Christensen P, Krogh K, et al. Long-term results of antegrade colonic enema in adult patients:
assessment of functional results. Dis Colon Rectum 2008; 51: 1523-1528.

Patel AS, Saratzis A, Arasaradnam R, et al. Use of antegrade continence enema for the treatment of fecal
incontinence and functional constipation in adults: a systematic review. Dis Colon Rectum 2015; 58: 999-
1013.

Chereau N, Lefevre JH, Shields C, et al. Antegrade colonic enema for faecal incontinence in adults: long-
term results of 75 patients. Colorectal Dis 2011; 13: e238-242.

Abidgaard HA, Borgager M, Ellebaek MB, et al. Ileal neoappendicostomy for antegrade continence enema
(ACE) in the treatment of fecal incontinence and chronic constipation: a systematic review. Tech Coloproc-
tol 2021; 25: 915-921.

Gerharz EW, Vik V, Webb G, et al. The value of the MACE (Malone antegrade colonic enema) procedure
in adult patients. ] Am Coll Surg 1997; 185: 544-547.

Lefevre JH, Parc Y, Giraudo G, et al. Outcome of antegrade continence enema procedures for faecal incon-
tinence in adults. Br J Surg 2006; 93: 1265-1269.

108



C. Sitiak

(O E=ErsiEili (graciloplasty)

OBZEEBENE, FMFRO#SEN L, RfBFIENRENEET BH, R
SNIZEPIERICBVTHTON B RENEER THD.

%2 F

A MM (graciloplasty) Tl&, KEREF 2 8 L LM B &M, SOdM oA
WZHEEA R OME A REE T H T LI X o T, LM 2 @ EE 2 CRISH U CREEEHI &2 o 1 A
LIS, MWMONFHEHRS IR 2 EEOMREET, A b =<2 E&T 2 UIHNIFE Y
BIERENE Z EH% .

i Wi

1952 4R, /NBOMEREEIH L TRMRA WS SN72OD R T2 ZORITEAOMESEE
EHIISH Sz 9 TR HAICH 2179 adynamic graciloplasty (AG)? & BRI
& Z 49 % dynamic graciloplasty (DG)® %% 5. fEKi%, AFETRELMHREHE 5121,
ST 2 & 72 LRd W TR MHE GG THER S Cw 2z, AMLPEERF & F U< R
WEHIAR T RE 20 T B GERG) (IS LS € 57012 DG 23 E Sz, L L, Alg ik
RIFHFEE DB X ) EAREEEZ DG ICHHTE 2 2o T o1, AFEIIHRIZB W
Thifr 3z o7z, bokd AGTH, MRISKILMANELRHZ 6 » A kI3,
DG L HSORRPE LNz L O#ED H S °.

AIEORRIZB L ClE, XA 123 B2 LT DG % HifT L 72 % fisx L FAFZETid ®, 18 »
1412 81 Bl (66%) TDG 2HEfE L CTHB Y, DGIZHT LI AT~YT 4 v 27 LEa—9 Tld, 42
~8% IR Z O T D, Tz, EEEICHT 5 BB DRI DG % fifr L7z 31
Bk, A HEERRE % BRI C & 72 26 BlIC BT, BB YLt 37 » HT, 2261 (71%) T
BEEEHI ARz Tz HARIZBU 2805V Tld, EEOMESESR 158112 (AG 126, DG
3B Mifr s, A b—<iEEINZ 3B R 12 FOFFHMTIZ 8B (67%) T, itk Kir-
wan 738 grade 2 (F A KEEDH) L EOFEEHIAMRIz 7z, AG 17 BICBIT 2 BIgHFJE T3,
13 6l (76.5%) Ttk CCFIS % 2 LUF Ozl R 57z % & 512, AG 31 Hlolif: 1 412k
VT HEHETIE, 25 B (81%) TRERAHERF S T w7z ?

EPHEICBI L TIE, 123 Blo% fidx 3t FpIZE ¥ Tk, &PHELY 91 81 (74%) 12 189 mIFEE L,
B PHEICRT 2 FAi05 49 B (40%) 1HifT SN Twb. DGICT AV AT<YT 4 v 7L a—"9
T, APHESER 1 BIH7-0 - 112 B34 L, FHNRIEIE 2% L M ShTwnb, S5,
AGIZBWTHHEBGEILIC K 5 A b— <kl BB EEIRE ShTnwb 2

U b ZTE SARFAMIE, BRI T 2 FMOL»THORCTFESEMTES EIE L, K
MBI LEE T L5720, RONTHMERICBOWTITON L XENFEHRTH 5.
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O EREEEER (ventral rectopexy : VR)

CEAEREENS, BRERVERY ERBIREOREMRRIEICH L THEDEY,
Xy 1REESHEICER T BHENSS.

®OF

JELAE S5 [ 2T (ventral rectopexy © VR) (&, B Pl #ES L7z A v T adikE v &
IWCERZERELTHES 2 212X, HEREEMCEER, BhRzgEss2eT &
FAERMPR B EIC L 2R E WET 2WEHRETH 5. EHERPLELR TIE, RRRORLE
AR T oI EE L Wi TR SO BB R T, S SITHHMEREEIRA 72 & TR RIER]
ZHEIERNT B LENDH .

VR IZ & o THREEDS U ET 5 BEOHEIL 625% LG S, AREmWETEd L. L
L, Ay ¥ aBEAIHEDRAERED 1L7% L SN, Vot ARAET B EHRHEHRILE R L
GPHETH 720, FMENC 52 - MEILETH 5.

W

VR, B X D EBARoERE 2, AFho L orh Sk () #E T L,
EHE (RAZBE) PRz MK E CHEE L 72d L, A v ¥ 2 o % Bl T m & i 285
TAHILIE > THEHEEZFEET 2MTHS. 2004 4£12 D'Hoore & V 12 & » THEBEBIZT 2
Filre LT S, EREHO BRI SN L MR TH 5. EERCELN,
WS R & b B REEDSEIG T, KIS L TIrbh s ZEh %,

B ERE, LAEOMZET, BB OREYRE TH L TREIEAVRIR S N, T ORIt
WBITLEHEZEZLNTVS Y EERMERSEORR & 2 2 85 W CIZ 2 vas, BRI
WS 0T Y RILMEHIEEOIT ¥ 2 ERHIFONT 5. EEEIMEREDORR L 4%
B b WIHETIE 2w, PHERHICEAICHEN ST IR TR - 720825, PHMER ISR %
WroEz LN TS

W RBROBRAFHFEL T S+ 012808 L 2 WL SRS I HME s g 2 AT L <, WEE
Hfg [Oxford 0HH” 12X 2 MPE CEERANLIE Lk T) & VI CE#EEANLMEN) ] 252
W72YIS, VR ZHATY 5 LRI YGRS 2 WD S 5. 72721, VR ANHIN & 7% Bk
SYERIE, YOS TR IR A T, FRICHMER ORI RIEDS ETH 5. VR
S CTHEAT SN A 2 D% L, Ay v aZHw B 72D JEREST TR A v > = 0 [ Al
(laparoscopic ventral mesh rectopexy : LVMR) & IfiZi 5.

HATIE, HREEZAHT 25 EEEER 34 #1103 % LVMR OIS ShTB D ©
it 1AEEIC 31 B (91%) THREEEMREEDS 50% P B A L7z, [F—Hiaki2 3817 2 Bkl 46 1o
HRMIAECIE, M2 3 » HOFISI A 713 34 A5 12 RIS L, itk 512815 10
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BIOFISI AT 7 L RIFREETH 727

YelE T, MR AT 5w A 72 61 (IEE 26 61, IVEE 46 B) 124 L C LVMR % JitifT
L7zeZh, MB1IEDFISI AT TIEI 250 I5~NARICHEELLY WA 0HEE LT, BE
FRBEE 761 (9.7%) DM, TP LD A v ¥ 2 MEICHEB U T2 L7 1L BID s S h
TWw5b?

F - RETO 348 PIO R T 235 Y Tk, g7+ u—7 v 7HIE YLl 7 45T
478 B (56%) ASEEET & — MCEE L7z, 209 bESEGEIRE AT 5 104 61 (22%) I2B W
T, LVMR B OERESEIRUEE % Likert RETRMiL72E 25, WE 706 (67%), 2 bk
L2010 (19%), HE 146 (14%) &#) 2/3 OFEBITHHE»E LN, —FHT, 646 8%) 128
WO I 72 B AR AT ST b, 72, MEREEICEI L T 11%, 2k L 71%,
BWEI8% EV IR TH Y, HRIHP MR EOWRMELZE LT, HEIIS Y7+ —A4
Fearvtey 2B E S5 LEmIT TN,

TRy bR (187 Bil) L HERDNEIESE N Tl (214 B1) OiRFEHRE % K L7-WF7E Tt °,
SRR EOW R A Bz 162 B3O THRES 8, i 3 40 CCFIS 3 A E R I
ORy MR TFEMICBWTHEICRFREE TH - 72, MBAIEE LT, Hilhaiibin
AEERICHBL (TR b 31.8%, MEFESE11.8%) LTHBY, HEREE (R v b 19.1%, MG
14.7%), BHA~ND Xy 22 @it (BRy 1) Z2EPHiEshTns.

F7:, REERERZ AT 28 TIHIE R (SNM) OB R TH S & Ol
BdHb Y ZOWFETIL, SNM OBILASDH 5 HEHREEEZ 106 BlICHHERS MAZ fifT L2 & 2
%, 3661 (34%) [CEEEEERZ RO, BEERERORAR L IRAREOR T SNM O
BEEm L 2 s, BRI IIRIIEATET69% &, FFEATED 86% & D LA E I -
72, F 7z, BRI EOR B AR O B 2 DA A ZE L 2 A, 1 AR O FIST H e fill 13 A T
T 3825 MU EYUEPEE TR G720 LT, FEARTIZI?N NS 23 L AEICHE
L, EREIIROEATHETI6%E, FHEAHED 2% LV AEIKr o7, o ehs, @mE
B ER AT AU A EE TIX, SNM X0 b VR 2847 L7213 ) AL vl fgthasd
F72, SNM EERIHIZIE VR ORATEZMET L7223 )AL wedbE2ohb.

B ERNHT 5 VR OFREICET AV A7~ T4 v 7 LE2— (10028, 1,147 60) 12X B ")
FomBle gLl 17 » AT, RN YGE L BEOEE1625% T, FERFEEDN 7.3%
Thotz. HUHERERIL13.6%T, KEES, AIPREOMICEL , A v ¥ 2 BEAIHED
BAERIZ11% TH - 7.

Ay Y aDERERET~NDOFEL - Bl DAy v A BMABHEICE LT, FoimE
MCHIE A v ¥ 2 A SN TWA. LVMR 2B 2 IERIUE (synthetic) & WX (biolog-
ical) XA v VALV ATFY T4 v 27 LY a— (A%, 3956 #1) 2 12X bE, kT
DHEZAHIL 262% T, A v ¥ 2 BEADHEX 1.7~124 » A2 67 B (1.7%) THRAEL Tz
Xy Y A BHEDR AR, FERIE A v ¥ 2T 1.9% (66/3,517 61) &, WIMEX Y ¥ 20
0.2% (1/439 B1) X 0 bEEIZE -7z, A v ¥ 2 BEEHHEIL TR T Clavien-Dingo 54 11-b
T, ALRT YRR R A b — <35 % EONEHERZ E L T2, SBEBIERh - 7.

Dbz e, LVIZEBERIRRN L BbN 2 HEIEAMRTRESD D, EMRICLD
b Y AED P TIRKBRO AT IFE S CEIEER PN RS RE IR T e, 10 -
NVEOEEEBER YA 2 EEE VR OHIESTH L] EIR-ELTWE. L L, Wik
G, MERRREREE R RIS D A v VI X A EELRGIHENRSFHIETDH 5.
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Z07z0, EBRIEESEES 6 ICIZ W [VR I, HEHEIGED L-BZ BTS2 S%ET S
TREMEDSH B ] & Lad o d, HEROMEIEC L. 512, HRESHICHT 5 RFTORIN
HAFTA 20 PRERFEBEBARFEN A K4 29 2B, R 2 EHE
ELTVRIFRET L ENTVARW, Lo TERTA FF4 /2B WTDH, VRIIMEEI
T B EEHEREFR Tla % HFER B AVERERICE D, ShobEiHE s L7z,

3 WK

1) D'Hoore A, Cadoni R, Penninckx F. Long-term outcome of laparoscopic ventral rectopexy for total rectal
prolapse. Br J Surg 2004; 91: 1500-1505.

2) Wijffels NA, Collinson R, Cunningham C, et al. What is the natural history of internal rectal prolapse? Col-
orectal Dis 2010; 12: 822-830.

3) Gosselink MP, Adusumilli S, Gorissen KJ, et al. Laparoscopic ventral rectopexy for fecal incontinence asso-
ciated with high-grade internal rectal prolapse. Dis Colon Rectum 2013; 56: 1409-1414.

4) Harmston C, Jones OM, Cunningham C, et al. The relationship between internal rectal prolapse and inter-
nal anal sphincter function. Colorectal Dis 2011; 13: 791-795.

5) Collinson R, et al. Rectal intussusception and unexplained faecal incontinence: findings of a proctographic
study. Colorectal Dis 2009; 11: 77-83.

6) Tsunoda A, Takahashi T, Hayashi K, et al. Laparoscopic ventral rectopexy in patients with fecal inconti-
nence associated with rectoanal intussusception: prospective evaluation of clinical, physiological and mor-
phological changes. Tech Coloproctol 2018; 22: 425-431.

7) Tsunoda A, Takahashi T, Matsuda S, et al. Midterm functional outcome after laparoscopic ventral rec-
topexy for external rectal prolapse. Asian ] Endosc Surg 2020; 13: 25-32.

8) Singh S, Ratnatunga K, Bolckmans R, et al. Patients’ perception of long-term outcome after laparoscopic
ventral mesh rectopexy; single tertiary center experience. Ann Surg 2022; 276: e459-e465.

9) Laitakari KE, Makela-Kaikkonen JK, Kossi J, et al. Mid-term functional and quality of life outcomes of
robotic and laparoscopic ventral mesh rectopexy: multicenter comparative matched-pair analyses. Tech
Coloproctol 2022; 26: 253-260.

10) Prapasrivorakul S, Gosselink MP, Gorissen K], et al. Sacral neuromodulation for faecal incontinence: is the
outcome compromised in patients with high-grade internal rectal prolapse? Int J Colorectal Dis 2015; 30:
229-234.

11) Emile SH, Elfeki HA, Youssef M, et al. Abdominal rectopexy for the treatment of internal rectal prolapse: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Colorectal Dis 2017; 19: 013-O24.

12) Balla A, Quaresima S, Smolarek S, et al. Synthetic versus biological mesh-related erosion after laparoscopic
ventral mesh rectopexy: a systematic review. Ann Coloproctol 2017; 33: 46-51.

13) Mercer-Jones MA, D'Hoore A, Dixon AR, et al. Consensus on ventral rectopexy: report of a panel of
experts. Colorectal Dis 2014; 16: 82-88.

14) Bliss D, Mimura T, Berghmans B, et al. Assessment and conservative management of faecal incontinence
and quality of life in adults. Incontinence, 6th Ed, eds by Abrams P, et al, ICUD-EAU, Arnhem, p.1993-
2085, 2017.

15) Assmann SL, Keszthelyi D, Kleijnen J, et al. Guideline for the diagnosis and treatment of Faecal Inconti-
nence-A UEG/ESCP/ESNM/ESPCG collaboration. United European Gastroenterol J 2022; 10: 251-286.
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3 Z Db DHFEE
€ £WEIIFEAT (biomaterial injection)

OLEFYERIPTEAIME, AIPTERLEEETICER T 2REMEREAICH T HIRREZIEE
EEUTHERLBIREMENHS. BKTRIRASNIEANENHZH, BEATIIRESR
THd.

D=

AR BT A (biomaterial injection) (&, AR % AL MR oR6R 5 B TEA
LOke <4, BLM%S 2 8E BT 5 2 B2 X D et 5 4 280 Ch 5. WL
FIFBERRAC T 7 SRR IR AR N ISR § 2 e PRI A H 2T ReME2 S 5. EU BT
Sphinkeeper™73, K[E T Solesta®25EAH DEMKBEEWH E L TR SNTBY, el
KEEOYWERRPME SN TV D%, HRATIEIRKRATH .

i B

HEATHWHICIE, EREGERDH Y, ETLVVF—TEALR T, »OMBRITL %A
WHODEREN L. 1993412, MRS LTRY 7 I 7 vt urs L r 2R T
TEAT S LI X 5T 64% DFEBI CIELSEASTH R L7z L s ¥ STk, Hli4 oA MEEY
HefA Lz shizs Lal, WINRSEREA D%, IR B e Eof
PHEDSHIE STV

EU I8 T3 Gatekeeper™ & Sphinkeeper™ (THD, Correggio, 1 ¥V 7) %%, XKE Tl
Solesta® (Salix, Raleigh, *KE) 238U 2N T 5. Gatekeeper™id, polyacrylonitrile & 29
WHTTEFEEW T, BEERTA FTICWIMLMERSHIEAL, IMEZMHHT 2. 14
BIDOFELREE LT Gatekeeper™ & A L7t ¥ Cld, “PI9BIZIIN 33.5 » T, MEAEERE
ARFIG 7.1 [l 5 0.4 /128 L, CCFIS 23139 12.7 205 5.1 IZ8# L 7z.  Sphinkeeper™
1 Gatekeeper™DL R T ¥, 42 BIOBIGIIZETIL, MiHif%D CCFIS 2% 12.0 55 7.6 ~FEIZ
gEL, 5BIIBWTEETER?E SN

2011 4F VKR E TR E N7z Solesta®lE, FFA LT /v —U =X - ZEfbe 7 VBT b
VY 27 OWRYET, B S 5 mm HHIOTFTEHEE T T 4 51 ImL §2EALT
JLM4 % PI$H3 5. Sham BEZ IR E L7: “HEBRER Y TD 6 » HE DM TIE, Solesta®#
136 B 71 B (52%) THEZEEAS#H L 72D 2% LT, Sham #ETId 70 i+ 22 61 (31%) T,
ZORIFETH o7z, TORBT Solesta®% %1572 136 i % 3 /EREMBIZE L7z 7 Tt
FEOREHHAPE DY 50% LA R A L7 Re Bl oFla (BUF, i) 23tk 6 » A T52%, 14T 57%,
3ETH2% L, RUFAZREINGE CH o7z, AOHES LT, NP & AR % 4 2.3%.,
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EBHIMA 1.5%ME SN TVED, WINIBMAASIHETH ) EELAIHNEIIRE L 205
72, Eo R LRI E LTId, Solesta®% 51T 72 16 BIICBWTC, B 2T HT DY 21.5
/B A 5 1AEHICIE 10 [AE & FISRA Lzhs, 10 4E%E CRIBBIZTX 72 11 #1Ti 265
W/ ETCITR STz F72, KIS, 14ERIE56% TH - 72012% LT 10 F£#£121E 27%
Thotz. TOLH)ICEMIBGRIIARTH HA, Solesta® ZBHITEADTWRER 720, fH I
BULBICHEEREATAZ LML EZEZONS. 17 PIOBEIFIEIC L % &, Solesta® D)l
HAZXoT14 61 (83.3%) THHEBIIE 20, &Y D 3PN LT3 » ARIEBIHSG Lz 2
2, ABITIHBRI L o7z Witk 14T 76l (41%) (et oh, %0 10 flofEdesk
FIEUEFIS 6.4 [/EA 5 2.8 [/ S L7z

AREEPNL, ISR AL T 2 I M EE EAS ISR K § 2 B o Jg PR e 2o L
THEMEEDNS., WIIFEIZ 0% FEE LR L THEL 2L, BRINHEIIARTH 525, Solesta®ld
MR LGB RER 720, FRRICHESG T2 bMaEE Bbh s, EELEIHEIHRE
ENTEST, JRTHATUREZEEIORBRELZBHFLETH L7720, 5%, HANOZEAD
WfEshas.

3 WK
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 inconti-
nence 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 Colo-
prpctol 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: 434-488.

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 ] Med Sci 2017; 354: 476-479.
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(O FIFENEEEREE

ORIPIENENBERAR, BRECHT ZRRBERNEREE UTHERLIURENHS. &
KECHT2AMEDNBRS SN TLBRRTEVWELERINTH ST, BEATHRE
RTHB.

E- ]

RLFIHGR 5 PRSI, WORBRREAYEC T L 72 LG 5 1 Sl 2 B89 5 2 &2k ), €
OREREZ M S5 2 & THERIERZEE T HHRETH S KT,  hadRe L
IRBFZEDATON TV B, HEZHE L UIRZRRINTEL Y, HATHORKRTH 5.

fir W

JLFEER R EBWE TV E LTEILT v P vzl I Ticirbi !,
C DFERIEED T TIL, PR AR DMK L 22T PSR 1209 2 sl A A O B 2R % 7
Rpbe MR E LT v ¥ 2 bRlBa Thbiiz. mofdllciud? ZhETice baxf
G & L7 BRaHIEr — A LR — b LM ® sS40y FAY T4 A28 40, BRI —
ATGA VRN LR, T v 7 2MEIEGAER (RCT) 283/ 72 i STy, Zhs THOHm
HTHEDLETNBDOE bR e LR EOSEZ HWE LMl RnRs b
oI, ZORBMEIZ RCT (158 ) 231 4@ ¥ Mk ST b,

B S 7zfife & LTid, HCOHEROM M (autologous myoblasts) 4% 6 #i TH v
b, FRY D2/ TIEZENZNIAMIMBAK NI (allogenic human adipose-derived stromal/stem
cells)” & HCLHI2E (autologous adipose tissue derived multipotent cells)® O Jig ALtk o >k [ 52
SREMID SNz 2O OMIBIEMNILPEERHIC b BAMZ T o727 —A LR - &7,
FARTHML SR AT ISR AT b7z,

HRMHLRKER K W3Rl 2 AR L 72 2 Ml O Cld, iBiERFE 3 > b a — VEFOR T CCFIS
DYUFHEIHEAZRD o727 —J;, EREEEHE 24 Bl2 G0, KERPUSH; A S HRIM L
72 H CH 3 2 B2 R \ S AMIL PSR A ~TEARSAE 3 2 2028 2 58 AR & L THGE L 72 MIAS
ABTIE, 6 7 J1# D CCFIS MREIZTEARHEREE 77 L A OWMIH CHELZ K TR0 51
7S, MR TTHEEI o7 LA L 12 » AT, AR AR 2 S35 2R
SN, T ERMETIIRWME L. TOE, 12 » HROZHRIE, EABHREOIE ) 5
TIeREL Y SHRIIE IR E o7z (58% vs. 8%, p=0.03)%. F7z, M2 LM L7zH
CLf 3N 2 55 28 12 L AMIL PG 5 ~TE AR 2 B0 2R & S0 e eI RS R i 1R 05 12 & % fE %%
R 10 BICEHN L 728K — 2 5 4 U7 TIE, 1 AR OMERESHEL i 013 8 [hl/
A5 0 B/AEIC, CCFIS 715345 1612, FIQLA%28 5 4.0 &, HAEFHERD QOL 4
BICYEE L 2 LT, WU 10BI0EBHEE 5 FERICEHG L 2R T, HREHEL T 0
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[A/38, CCFIS 25 0.7, FIQL 2% 4.0 & s BN S h T2 72, [ UILMER
AR A, AMILPIRER A WL D A 7 © F AL IG5 B BEAR T 1SS I 9 2 B VAT 2 A
H 3960 (BYES B K L THRIIT L& 25, 1EBOMEREFEE AT & 0 3 11 [/Em
L., CCFIS 33 17 A L, MSe28H)E A% 50% DL R g U 72 i #13 79.5% TdH - 72 9, *é >
WL, [ UL PSR A R 12 B9 A RCT O A%ty 7z, BHET 2B OB 2% 2
ELIREERE (75 B1), AKILERE (83 61), T AREE (79 61) OMIT 6 » HHEOMHEINE %kt%« L
ol T A, ERULEERE (ESRASEE A % - 4.8 [al/), (KHEEERE (4.3 58), 75 LRE (3.2
/) O 3 BEFTTHELESBEDIRD L7, FREREOADT T 2 ARHE & e U O 250
EPFBIZHA LT (p=0.02). F7z, ALK > THEIEPAFREICYWET LW 2H7
fEHT L7z &2, [MERERERE 10 FDUF ) & (RSN Y I XD S]] o 2 lF25FE S
7z.

BLELRE CLIB AT % ficol Ze MU B e 2 F L3 % 720 O i - PR LB+ 7 il
B EOMELD T ENTIRW WL 00, MO ABHIZEE S BE L GHEDOHE D
G BEHATENT WA Z EN S, IR T 2EHE LTOEELR B 2]
KT 5 EMESNG.,

Pk, &2 ENLMEEEREICOVTIZIA Y TF ) Y ADWXLIIFEEL RV DOD,
SMMET L7230 ICid 4O RCT ™Y, 24D L E2— 12 PELEL, TEF U A LXVE
CiFwnwekEZOLNS.

3k

1) Trébol ], Orgaz AC, Arranz MG, et al. Stem cell therapy for faecal incontinence: Current state and future
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of a phase 2 randomized placebo-controlled study (MIAS). Ann Surg 2018; 267: 443-450.
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A 2 - BBRE (51

2 F
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neurogenic bowel dysfunction (NBD) 124
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passive fecal incontinence 13

pelvic floor muscle training (PFMT) 74
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