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Abstract

Colonoscopy is the gold standard for colorectal cancer screening, and high-quality colonoscopy
requires adequate bowel preparation. For the high-risk population, the use of high-volume polye-
thylene glycol drugs for intestinal preparation has large fluid intake, many adverse reactions, and
poor patient tolerance. At present, about 18%~35% of patients have inadequate intestinal prepa-
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ration. Polyethylene glycol based bowel preparation drugs and other drugs can reduce fluid intake
and improve patient tolerance; At the same time, due to the high-risk factors of the intestinal
preparation population, the specificity of diet and other drug use before intestinal preparation
helps to improve the success rate of intestinal preparation. The purpose of this article is to sum-
marize the effect of bowel preparation for some high-risk groups, and to review the bowel prepa-
ration methods and schemes, so as to provide better choices for clinicians and patients under-
going colonoscopy.
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1. 8I8

G HL W e At TS =K LS R, A ERIR R AT R Gt AR A R TR & B R RO
RRGECHRASM A mES 2. 3 A[1]. SHAEKML, 2EmadEA DR RS, 2020 4
HH AR S TR R 45 B RO Fe R T AR A AR MR = R R 2, I H R IRE EIHE Y
[2]. H TR B RIS a7 G 5 FAEAE ST 90% [3], (HZH0i ANiis i S+, Hit
ToRME. B, KRS E RN EE ., —IEESN AR S AR A, S
e 45 B 0 2 A S 7 3 [4], S B BN R S B T A 1 S bR, ATLLS W AR T 4 B
(5] [61WF e KM, T 4iasii s LR VIbR, 45 BT KR R PR 76%~90%, FET-HEK 53%
[71

TEMATE B AR, TEMATIHERES, &R GH RS BRI 8], A
1 iz T8 U 4% e 5 BE M SR S5 A R AN R DR AT AS , A7 45 ik £ 2 i K 5 Bk A i ], 38 n 25
SR A AR, BT BRIR IS P RECEE R A, AT NS [ A 25 5 45 B e A [9] . BB iR
A Fi B AR ) A A R e LR S I R HE S S I 3 . BRI EIRLCE . AoRREEANE. N
HLME R AL IR IE

LR HATH 18%~35%/1) 8 fE T I 8k 25 AT T8 v 2 AN /2 [10]. 48 FE Won I TE e % A 7843
(0 fes 6 DR R B0 AR AR . R ™A% 4% R R AT il 45 (WK A S 2T 481K & . PEG IRAEANE). BMI >
25 kgim*. 4k >70 &, GERAMEFEAR S A AR R R . IAEFRR . A BUE RSB ).
L =GN 25 ek RIS, i T RN 4 L R G ZRE. BT, T m S R R AR S
AL HE A T7 R [11] A SO i dE & A R 0 Il R R ABF(ERE > 70 2. {E84. BMI > 25
kg/m?®. B PRI B AP AR i e 25 7 AT 458, AR IR IS AE K 45l Bkt 2 SR SR A (1 i 3

2. BFANE (I >70%)
2.1. EEZERTHMER

AR, B FURINEENFERT B & 0 T RBER N, fEE2 8RB RENT, BE
N1 50%LL F[12]. Vincenzo Occhipinti Z£AJF 78 38 B2 45 N 7 18 1 £ A R LR (56.4%) izt i TR
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(43.6%) [13]. HATEFENBIERESZ, ARKIETIZER, MEAKI MIERE S RESE B nE & R % .

FERR B #2250 2 A, e ZEHAT HA A % (AR, & 24183055 . Marcello Maida 257 € 1
—UIHTAEYE . 2l WEMERTT, LN 1289 4, IESHREIRE >3 K. #ER )5 5 /NI LTS
o e A ) i v M T HE A% DR [14] . BN, Maida 55 A FE KA 5 AN BLBAS B O i 2 S I R A AT
(Y] 575 444 B BEAT 1 — DRI BUEBN SR 7T, A BN IR PR Se vet o  ( f TE HE 5 [14] . BRI, £
BATIERE ST, ZFENERIRR . BRI ERUE R 8] AT B T8 HE % RS B i 2 T 3. 5K
ENKILR L 1 (PEG) SR N WIE] (2B ATIN 18] < 30 7Bl Al RS M TE HE 2 R UL B AR b, IR WP AT I
6] > 30 7Bl 86 K i & e %% i D ) AT REPE[15] . RN A BE FU R W] 25 B A 25 i S8 0 (IR B 0
YR (B NI N 2 U U v A R B ) RT DA A G B TE S T AR A, e
AR A 2R [16] -

2.2. BEEEDGY

5T W TE e £ AR P A S AE N\ W TE HE & 254075 SR HERE ALPEG, (H i TR BN K, 294 Hk 7,
FHEEARKRNZ, WRMNEZE, EESARS, R ER. s, HEFEMEWH 2545 E )
2. A& T ZE2MErE, FERALIIHE: B—RKERHEHN T Ze 2B 4LPEG. — I
Z o LI AT LTI FE 0 AT 23 B 193 451 583, 78 OSS (I ARBRER 51 ¥R) A1 ALPEG 2+, 43 il 95.9%
F1 94.8% 1) B #H MiEHEA TR 4y, RUELZHFEEE T, OSS F 4-LPEG il 7= A ML i 2R . Nam 25
PR T —WipadL. AEH MR, AN 199 4% F#, 1E 0SS Ml 2LPEG-Asc #1704, 450 EoR
0SS X ZAF N —MAMI/NIE FIEZ, HMRAST 2-LPEG-Asc. WAL E 251 {1 52 - N BF
WIS NI 2 PE R AF B2 42 [18]. AP ARMITEGIN 1174 FIEFBE T, KFIERIRE T £ (MSS)
FEAE O TFRiE PEG 75 %[19] K& MSS HA B/ IIAS B F AR I 21 o &2 B g ik
A AT B W S R kB . BE ORI T PEG Huat LB A E M. — I RS 5 EHBENL Y
N 2LPEG + Asc ZHH1 4LPEG H(FEANA 347 N), 455K 2PEG + Asc 41(92%)F1 4LPE 4H(96%, P = 0.118)
WiEIE S I FAH Y, 2LPEG + Asc 4H.(2.9 L)BAR EAI/K B SR AN 2T 4LPEG 4 (4.2 L, P <0.001),
ESE 2LPEG + Asc [ IE S AR 5 4LPEG #124; 2LPEG + Asc #4132 PEAR T4 R 20 . % T 45 ARk,
2LPEG + AsC A& —Ffg S 2 A i i v Rl Eb TR, PRARAS ROV, 32 i il 45 B
IR [20]. AWFFUGILGIN 257 B, 430 2 41, ZEyb bR (Frig RSV LRI & 43 7 i PEG INPLIp ILER)
AEEBZLYD O F 20 (B 43 755 PEG INHTIRIMLER) . 45 F W7 W 2 738 #E 4 7843 %2(BBPS > 6)4H1LA(98.4% Lt
98.5%, P = 0.968), IMsybLAIZHAR B HIE#ER 2 (BBPS = 9)fm T-AE b L FI4H (73.8%Lt 61.1%, P =
0.029). SLyb A AEAE FH i T8 15 Vi 7R IR AN RS S R A 3, el e AT, UMK (11.9%LE 30.5%, P <
0.001). FRAALEZFEBH P E RISV BRBE 7377 & PEG MNP MR B R W 18 e £ Dhddg m, I
WA RF, Rl R, (EEE RIS AR . Zhu S0 FUIE R RRA (30 mL) REBE 4 =1
TEWE& TR, B PEG HRNE; FERILS 5%MIHEEh/K 45 & ] LAk AS RSB R 2B [21] . KRS 22 T 72
A AN E R TT RS G ZEN, RKRGEE T iE k& sTh#[22].

3. FRbAEE
3.1. BFEEZTIME

BHTIE FCR WAL B H NHEIZAE BT, BRIE e A8 (A 1Y) B0 R 0 10.9% [23]. HRER (5 &
FE A R, SR E RO R E N, RO 18R R A A i A RN T
— I IS 67 T ST 75,818 44 S E IO RS ) AT A HIL, RS i v e AN A 0 XS 3 0T N 7 [24]5
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IRl I 75 35 5 N A 5 P U A SR B [25]. — B meta 20 TR AH o6 S B EEATVE M0 A, 1891 44 (A
) — IO 55 4 B e R IE S AN, T AR SE B A IR 5 AR TR ERURE B A 4E 0T LR = i TE E A T &=
[25].

3.2. BiERETY

fEFL I A BRI %N 15%, S2IGAR L H sh IBEfg iR, HEmREFHIE 50 ¥ Efd b, X2k
1768 i A A 3R 4T 5 L AR 07 A AR AR TR R [26] 0 (A i 8 U 45 AN A2 (IBP) 1435 iy B A6 2 I e (1 o 2
fElR R, XoRESFEURLIE S BE R A (A A . —IUEHE 67 DU i 75,818 4B H 12
ZEOP AT I, (ERRASE IBP (1% RS 3 D03 P 5 o DAL AR A i 38 74 2% (BP) 5 58 A2 i D Ak 225 ot & 1Y) O B4 it [ 24]
HAET, 4LPEG RURKAE, N THmBERESRIZE, IRERBMGERES TR, —WRR27]RH, K
WG PEG M7, WA MER . Frag i shfugshijokl, nrdem s dE & sah . — It 7e[28]40 A\ 90
IR, 2 N FC4L(PEG + FLEBH AN BAL(PEG), 455 BomBEa S ] FL A0 C IR AN 58 2 — B
FR TR TR T A% e I A FH 2R & BB ORI 7V o G, X T AL iR 3 B 45 I e ks 5 i e v 4%
SRFVHEIE G N X I E Y. 53— 7 [29]36 B PEG-Asc /7 %8 BE CSCE Bk 2 & 45 W B ko 25 1) 24
H i g . Meta 2 HT[30]1R/nfERZ 4 ke S Mg PR 38 o, 55 PEG AHLL, NaP(BERREN) 1L
FRT B8 5 88 0 F 45 i v B o ARUEYE BB, 75 B — 20 I v TR 2 0F 0K v (0 R B 3 I B A i
Wt . BARA LBk %2 %5 4LPEG AHEL, TEHIRALH, (HIXLE 7 R B> T B AR
i, W T RETAZ, X A SR R SR — TR IERE B VAR AT [31] LGN N 400 71 ST
A TS ME(E AL R, 2-LPEG-CS (Fr A Wi — v HRERR ) 6 %0+ — fe SEmbng H AT 4-LPEG Bt A
T %, BTE BB AU M T AL TARE T . BB RSN, £ [32]99 N\ 78
SRR R, UESCTEBZ S A B B IS M (A 3 v, & LR SR A PEG-ELS 1A 3 FH X e 1)
TRV AN . BARE LT BB & PEG-ELS Sk i S AHEL T B2 5, (HE R T &
FWANE, R T ARRN.

4. PEFRTRNEE
4.1. BBiEEZEIMER

RIS, WSS BB AT I RERER, 2O RN, BRI S i & BeE,
SR T E B R AT E IR A [33] . #ES AL I U B AR T AR« IR ] BSORE PR o e A2 1Y
SERTZ M. XFPELAR AT BEML I AT BE CL A 4k A T PR AP 20 A2 (1 45 B IE sh ek [, AR SCHT 72 [34]
R 2 TUWE PRI LEA% 1) 22 MR AR AL RS0 ADR (BRI H ) A 5. LI TRy 2 2RO bRoms A AL 75 4t
Wl PRI 2590 T e 22 B0 25 i B IR A JiE R RTRET BT CRC MBI - Fhutk, Bl FRIPE A8 i i 46 e Th 2%
JEORE AT TR A[35]— P AT BEAT 2k A9 T FUUHE It A2 £ 45 P S5 A6 2 il v 26 90 1B A 40 3 4 i ) sl E AN 2%
B, BRI IR L5 i B &R0 20 /NI, R RRVEE DR S B & Rz R . IXCHEERI AT BL
e W TEAER A 2N 20%0520 21 7% BT T S AN 394 S WE PRI B, R4S I Bk B e A B b o R AR
HBEARIAE s RS- T TR, DU E R85 1 45 Ml B v A I RE P AR R AR RE S 38k S AR I AR 14
RIE[36]0 IZAETL IR Y RT BE DR PRI B R O A M B A A . X T T HE % I R 250 K A A
A TE AR WAL 45 o B e A 1A i T % I R P A5 T AR A7 v LR 24547 (AH G) AR 205 gk B 3R 5l 2 52 1,
(BN LAt R 5 2R A IE N VGEAR A F I k. BT, V0IRSRZ R 2 sl v 48 i B A 25 vHE 46 AC B
PRI Z IR [37] . T BEAE T X ORI FU I b 4R tH BRI %, DISHANX — 2 . R RKRH B
T O R A2 ) 22 A LR 2 — 38 B E IR T 45 R
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42. BEEREY

T FL 3813 WA+ W JR A SB35, /o N BT RV B 2 U B o0 BB A X T T 12 Bl e 45 1) B R 9 2 3
W R PEG #IH 40 IRE 2. MZIRMLeTHIFIBA BN EE W &, —IFEN. §EmR
[397%6F 42 i ml b 5 5L 2% ' Th 6 401 35 sl b PR BB 35 134T SPMIC (B 77 UL T AR R A) 1 IR VS W M TE T 4% - 4518
WESE: BIAR SPMC 1D IRV R AE 36 2R 1 B2 /7P B 5 Th B 30 35 ok SR B B P R B A &g igis, K2
BEEWREG T2 mEES. BEl, X THREEEGERS KR, BEESEY T EED,
AT — PR A .
5. BRBEAEE
5.1. BEEZBIMEL

B FT[4013 I A B BB E 45 I e I N il vE 2 AN R mT BeE s K, [EIRS, WFFE[41)3F S
BEE R XS, Ukl E T RS TR, DU IR & IR R S5 iRl A 78 4 rT AL
10 45, FTRTIERE NG & BT LRI 7Y, MBS — B IR AR R, NIERE BRI /Y
g W& T &

5.2. E#EEHY

ERZHITTEK, 4ALPEG Wbt I HER 7 % [42]. ST, S5VE77 AAHEL, SEPGE H 14
RSN, RERAR, WESIMBARE, FEAN ALPEG K5 BN 32 M vl fe ki 2 [43]. Kk, EREAR
BUCE G ALPEG T IiB % . BT IC[44) R I TR E SR B(BM)AEXT B A i B 3, 02
I % (BMI 25~29.9 kg/m?), 3 L 4355 PEG 77 &L T 2LPEG J5 %

6. 4518

ZAENETO D). (EFE. BEIRI . JERE24 koim?) R IBIERE S AT/ e fa AR R 2, — 5T, ZA
REZERIN, SOV BALIN— 870, 5—J7, N AT e s 58, HmE & o248, Hit
X2 AR E ME I TEHE % 7 SR AR A RO

HAT, ERERESaTprE, T DOE A R e R, K E e i e ML E R 52
Bt R A i TEHE 2% BT 0T SR AR iE v A T R

B 23 iEsTJs 5, IR PEG B At B & 25 (Bl Bk . Lhibwlne . b an bl FLARHE
DU LIRSS ) AR BB BRSNS RN, 32 B A T o AT NI PR IS ZE SR B8 2 S Ak
IOBrEE

I, AR THE IR N ST e N i o 25 AH ST e e, (R R 5 P v e i TR A A
Ry AHARBAE SEONME IO R B, REETTHE— 2B IE, SN 58 3w WS N B & el 77 58, IR LEmE 7T
HAERIRRE L. BRI PRI
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