HAE AR
wcjd@wijgnet.com

(49

TR
J3aishideng®

HHRAE A\ 2V 20114512691853; 19(35): 3632-3635
ISSN 1009-3079 (print) ISSN 2219-2859 (online)

etk E#Rinfr & EERIE ARG EE 196

PRivs, IER, BiER, REd

[ L s
R S
K AE 3 ) RE A,
KR K S
% . KREMmER
¥ o B B kR
BE MRYhE
FHAERE, 4o
A7 3 3 i) S A Ak
W I ik BB X b
KREZKRBR G
A K.

[ JoRcRE R 3
) £, AR, P B
L PN Y
T ERRE s

FRisfs, KB, BHE, SABPERIBA AL N
W 510120

P, TNPESXRFE_BREFR JRAES MW
510405

TEZE RS AR TZ2BRSHRT, KBESSERHT
IBERIES KRR T, HRNERRFH. KBE. SEREN
A ZWIRIETTAN,; BIEDMBIRFHESRRBTTW; NEXEE
BFRFHSREEIBTTN.

BISEE: FRSES, T8EEID, 510120, [ HAIND, [ HRD
BB ERREBAl fARY. chenshiwei@21cn.com

E51E: 020-81887233-33729

RS EEE: 2011-09-18 {B[OBHA: 2011-10-18

BSEH: 2011-11-04 BB ER: 2011-12-18

Therapeutic effects of
fiberform on defecation in
patients after enterostomy for
colorectal cancer: an analysis
of 19 cases

Shi-Wei Chen, Si-Fen Zhang, Zhan-Bin Luo, Jia-Di Liang

Shi-Wei Chen, Si-Fen Zhang, Zhan-Bin Luo, Department
of Colorectal Medicine, Guangdong Provincial Hospital of
Traditional Chinese Medicine, Guangzhou 510120, Guang-
dong Province, China

Jia-Di Liang, the Second Institute of Clinical Medicine,
Guangzhou University of Traditional Chinese Medicine,
Guangzhou 510405, Guangdong Province, China
Correspondence to: Shi-Wei Chen, Attending Physician,
Department of Colorectal Medicine, Guangdong Provin-
cial Hospital of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Guangzhou
510120, Guangdong Province, China. chenshiwei@?21cn.com
Received: 2011-09-18 Revised: 2011-10-18

Accepted: 2011-11-04  Published online: 2011-12-18

Abstract

AIM: To investigate the therapeutic effects of
fiberform on defecation in patients after enteros-
tomy for colorectal cancer.

METHODS: Nineteen patients who underwent
enterostomy for colorectal cancer from January
2010 to July 2011 at our hospital were given con-
tinuous oral fiberform for 1 wk. Stool character-
istics, peristomal skin appearance, and both doc-
tor and patient satisfaction were quantitatively
compared between before and after medication.

RESULTS: Fiberform could significantly im-
prove stool frequencies and characteristics as well
as peristomal skin irritations (1.09 £ 0.78 vs 2.03 =

0.63, 4.32 + 0.49 vs 6.01 + 0.66, 0.44 + 0.21 vs 1.57
+ 0.57, all P < 0.05) and was not associated with
significant adverse effect during medication.

CONCLUSION: Fiberform could improve def-
ecation status in patients after enterostomy for
colorectal cancer.

Key Words: Fiberform; Colorectal cancer; Colorectal
stoma; Defecation
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