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Current Status of Stoma Researches in

Korea
Suk—Hwan Lee, M.D., Ph.D., Eung—Bum Park, M.D.’

Department of Surgery, Kyung Hee University College of Medicine,
Seoul, 'Department of Surgery, College of Medicine, Ewha Womans
University, Seoul, Korea

Stoma operations are one of the most frequently performed
operation by the colorectal surgeons. And the consequences
of the stoma operation of the patients are well known.
However, most colorectal surgeons who performed stoma
operation were not aware of the problems that are part of
the rehabilitation of the ostomates.

In order to elucidate the current status of the stoma studies
in Korea, literature reviews were performed by using the
Korean medical literature database. Most of the Korean
literatures written by the colorectal surgeons are related
with the postoperative complications of stoma surgeries.
Very few papers are concerned with rehabilitation issues
including postoperative adaptation of ostomates, quality of
life, and stoma nursing care. Recently, more and more
papers concerning the stoma rehabilitation issues were
published and the interests in the patient's adjustment to
a change in body function are growing.

Stoma rehabilitation program should be the part of the
nations' welfare program which would be successful with
the active participation of the colorectal surgeons,
enterostomal therapists and ostomates. We, colorectal
surgeons, and the Korean Society of Coloproctology should
do the major role in stoma—related researches and
cooperate with the enterostomal therapists and ostomates
organizations in order to establish and develop the stoma
rehabilitation program in Korea. J Korean Soc
Coloproctol 2005;21:57—63

Key Words : Stoma, Stoma rehabilitation, Ostomates, Entero—
stomal therapist
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Table 1. Classification of Korean literatures concerning
stoma research according to the aims of the study

Aims of study N % = 2
Stoma-related complications 19 475 1) etz #F 2@ A7 sE
Quahty'o'.f hf.e issue 5 12.5 oulule) A2 ol ek dare ZAGS] Sleb
Stoma irrigation 4 10.0 Bl o v TLe voEg ==
Adaptation issue 3 7.5 o] th3tke]|3H3}s] (www.surgery.orkr), THIFTHAEHES)
Sexual function 2 5.0 3] (www.colon.or.kr) E#|o]#] 9] &3]x] AAM gl ot
Surgical technique including 2 5.0 oJstslex] HAQ 3] FH2] KoreaMed (www.
case report koreamed.org) ¢} 9| ¥td A HANE] o] F o 3el<
Diversion o ' 2 3.0 A 2E7A Fdo]A]2] KMBase (Korean Medical
Stima nuz;ng including stoma 2 5.0 Database; kmbase.medric.or.kr)ol|4] ‘colostomy’, ‘ileo-
site marking A . . A i
. . stomy’, ‘quality of life’, ‘abdominoperineal resection’ =
Education material 1 25 LEe AR A abo] 2] <H3] O g o
ST , BT, 940*!‘, auJ 2, "lg’]UE ]E
Total 40 100 o] FAGAE Ao &2 slo] AAE =73 g =
T W oo T= o T uXt STE o] =Xo] A}
2e FH ARTE FE olfgont Aot T L L o e e bl e
& Alo] .0 2]l ol 51 o . 1) 97 =29 "HEl: A9 BE AF=Es0] T
g 5 ghe] A2 S48k Zlo] o%E X gay A B w= 2z o2yl AAE kREo 5!
=2 Solaln o = g3} = Co] 5 olpl7 Eax b U | -!—‘C-—]’ L?}'}\E}' aAE e 19709
E Brbehe vlg Fe3 AXEE dFE L ek’ 53 H e = o] =x
N _ ] 2003 d7HA] wHEE =EEE 329(80.0%)] =i
AF T AE o] Holl B A= g T8
Rz ARG, SERTEATEE o queg e uluslgte A5e] A4sgen, 8
o
= A - H(20.0%) AF AR 73S d=Folglr}
WAL FAAA Felvtetel] RER AT  C00WT B AW AeATE AEweli
=0z ogel A2 oo sy hE A=Y AE| AFE2 T}y AY AF AT A &
— T LA L8 “
" o ° STY B AR AgE sl
Tablable RevReowiof Kbrten Kiteraturéterameesnargocdinplitatibns catistedofvittorstororeatioation
Publicati ... Complication __Peristomal .Wound StonfdongenitalStoma Sto;
Authathors year Publidision ye}%rtz (%) cIl\GI:rmatitis (%)Mﬁ%%gfalgﬁy(%)stenosimdl%f)ly;ﬁ%l}lpse (%)Trﬁeuf}rzllaclti ﬂ%(%)
Led,cef, et). 8. 1981 14981 231 143 234 0700 48 888 5.6 11.22.4
NoNpkt, ea]. 31." 1984 14984 206 141 4438 SR 103 142 241 12.8/A
Lithjnef, ea). 31> 1985 15985 513 158 102 62873 NJA 00 N/A N/A5.9
Jurdymy, ea] 317 1987 15987 245 155 N/A 6/IA 52 116 58 SN/A
RhBhees, ea). A1."8 1988 14938 151 146 NJ/A 63207 13.6 103 182 11.73.6
ChEhoif, ea]. 3.2 1989 21989 18.1 243 N/A 6/IA 66 181 25 7.45.0
SeGeef, ed). 4. 1990 18890 172 186 14.0 84352 38 1.7 86 1.71.1
Ledeet, ea]. 31."° 1992 1992 5.0 40 00 TR N/A 125 NA 5.8/A
YuYe, ea). 51.' 1996 14996 151 146 0.0 94050 00 00 00 1.40.0
Ledeet, ea]. 41."7 1997 14997 31.0 145 113 73001 57 21 94 10.8/A
Kiljnes, e 3.2 1998 10998 238 105 N/A TR 120 09 120 20.14.0
Jurdpey, ea). 41" 1998 3998 324 37 N/A N 8.1 568 21.6 0.02.7
Led,cef, et). B1.% 2001 7001 20.3 74 589 3N 59 243 235 40.55.9
Sofigngy, ea]. 81.° 2003 19603 16,5 103 47.1 50746 NJA N/A 118 19.45.9
AvAreeragéh)%) - - - 224 - 300 5782 76 18.6 13.0 12.55.2

N/A = not available.
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HE FE Tl W3k =Fo] 2|9l om ¥ o) A o] Z-olle 1990t 1k o] Frkete ¢S 2
S IR AR U5 2zl B AF7E 51 ArK(Table 3). O
(12.5%)°] 9L EHTable 1). () BE £ BE HHES 37 B PSS AT

@ I% HMe Y 2280 Ao 4T YAEe] =4S P AT Qe PEEH d7H gE o
91 Aghe o4 kgl whet ol Holdl, §  YAH Aol % e Fiol glo] =AH A
zobg o w & Agole 484 719, ool & b iRl mak dRR o] lTEo] ATl

Table 3. Review of the Korean literatures according to the causes of stoma take-down

Congenital

Authors Publication year N Malignancy (%) anomaly (%) Trauma (%)

Chung, et, al.”’ 1970 45 0.0 0.0 100.0

Lim, et, al.”* 1985 62 N/A N/A N/A

Moon, et, al.** 1986 50 16.0 24.0 50.0

Jun, et, al.” 1987 45 17.7 222 28.8

Hwang, et, al.”® 1994 38 21.1 53 36.8

Joo, et, al.®® 1994 45 0.0 80.0 17.8

Yu, et, al.' 1996 12 33.3 0.0 16.6

Jun, et, al."! 1998 18 0.0 722 0.0

Cha, et, al.”’ 2000 28 46.4 322

Lee, et, al.” 2001 74 324 243 40.5

Average (%) - - 18.5 28.5 359
olglom O Aels thato 7 3 7 Foll A E, W3k AFR o, S|AFIF Aol E£3E H¢= F
2]l oldrt. AAH o 2= QA FoFe] Ul A 4 olglom b 102 Fag 20 g Zut-S

27t 572% 2 7FA wokeh(Table 2).*?
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Table 5. Review of Korean literatures concerning complications related with stoma take-down

Publication Complication Wound SBO¥*/

Authors year N rate (%) infection (%) adhesion (%) Leakage (%)
Chung, et, al.”’ 1970 45 19.6 6.6 6.6 8.8
Lim, et, al.*! 1985 62 30.6 8.1 N/A 17.7
Moon, et, al.** 1986 50 36.0 14.0 10.0 8.0
Jun, et, al.” 1987 45 46.6 40.0 4.4 22
Hwang, et, al.”® 1994 38 31.6 105 15.8 5.3
Joo, et, al.*® 1994 45 26.6 13.3 4.4 0.0
Yu, et, al.' 1996 12 16.7 8.3 0.0 0.0
Jun, et, al.'! 1998 18 333 222 N/A 11.1
Cha, et, al.”’ 2000 28 252 57.1 7.1 3.6
Lee, et, al.”’ 2001 74 20.3 60.0 N/A 13.3
Average (%) - - 28.7 24.0 6.9 7.0

SBO = Small bowel obstruction; N/A = not available.
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