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AHHOTALMA

AktyanbHocTb. [lo nocnefHero BpEMeHW OTKPbITas PeUMNIaHTaLMa Npu NaTtonorumM ypeTepo-Be3uKanbHOro CerMeHTa Cum-
Tanacb 30510TbIM cTaHaapToM. C Havana 2000-x rogoB Hauyanu nosBNATLCA MybnnKaumm, B KOTOPbIX BblaM npeAcTaBeHb
pe3ysbTaTbl NPUMEHEHWUS 1aNapOCKOMMYECKON U BE3NKOCKOMMYECKOW TEXHUKU PEUMIIaHTaLMM MOYETOYHMKA Y JeTen.

Lienb — npoBecTv peTPOCNEeKTUBHbIN aHanM3 pe3ynbTaToB U OCOXKHEHWA MUHUMATIbHO MHBA3MBHBIX BMELLATENbCTB Y AeTell
€ 06CTPYKTUBHBIM MeraypeTepoM Mpu UCMosb30BaHUU PasNIMYHBIX TEXHUK PEMMIIAHTALMKU MOYETOUHMKA.

Matepuanbl U MeToabl. B uccnenoBaHue Obiin BKOYEHbI AaHHbIE 369 nauueHToB (385 MOYETOYHMKOB), ONEPUPOBaHHLIX
B 12 KnuHUKax. MepuaHa Bo3pacTa cocTasuna 6 Mec. (4; 7,8), y 39 (10,7 %) nauneHToB MMenach CONyTCTBYIOLLASA NaToNOrUs
MOYETOYHMKA M MOYEBOro My3blpsi. bbina npumeHeHa Besukockonuyeckas onepaums KoaHa, aKcTpaBe3uKabHas nonepeyHas
peuMnaHTaums, pacuneHsiowan onepaums Jinu—peryapa v psoas-hitch-peuMnnantaums (Ha 189, 148, 27 u 21 MoyeTouHm-
KaX COOTBETCTBEHHO), PEMOAENMPOBaHWE AMAMETpa MOYETOYHMKA BbINONHAMM B 23,6 %. [INA OLLEHKU CTaTUCTUYECKON 3HauM-
MOCTW M3y4aeMblX NepeMeHHbIX ucnonb3oBanu U-tect MaHHa—-YutHu, Tect Kpackena—Yonneca, TouHbIi Kputepuin Ouilepa
1 BUHAPHYKO NOTUCTMYECKYI0 PErPECCUOHHYI0 MOJENb.

Pesynbtatbl. MeamnaHa pnntenbHocTi onepaums coctasuna 140 muH (110; 170). BHe 3aBMCMMOCTM OT BUAA pEMMIIAHTaLMUK
06cTpyKUMs Obina yctpaHeHa B 375 u3 385 mMouetouHuKoB (97,4 %), B 35 (9,1 %) MoYeTOUHMKax pa3BUACS My3blpHO-MoYe-
TOYHUKOBBIA pedntokc. WHTpaonepaumoHHble (3) M nocneonepaumoHHble ocnoxHenus (22) umenuch B 0,8 u 6 % cryyasx
Cco0TBeTCTBEHHO. [loBTOpHbIE onepaumnu BbinonHanM y 31 naumenta (8 %). CTaTucTMUeCKM 3HAUMMBIMU NPEMKTOPaMM UCX04a
peuMNaHTaLMUn ObinKM OpUeHTaLMA TYHHENSA, FPYLHON BO3pacT AeTel U AMaMeTp MOYETOYHMKA.

3akuioueHne. MUHYManbHo MHBa3VBHasA peMMIIaHTaLmMs MOYETOHHUKA NpY 0BCTPYKTUBHOM MeraypeTepe y feTei sensetcs beso-
nacHow C 3 heKTUBHOCTBI0, CPaBHUMOM C OTKPbITHIMW ONEPaLMAMY, M CONPOBOK,AOLLIAACSA HEDOBLLIMM KONIMYECTBOM OCNIOKHEHHUH.

KnioueBble cnoBa: I'IepBl/HHblﬁ 06CTPYKTMBHbIIZ meraypetep; MMHUMallbHO MHBA3MBHaA penMNNaHTauus; N1anapoCKonus;
MHEBMOBE3UKOCKOMNWA; OETH.
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Minimally invasive reimplantation of the ureter for
obstructive megaureter in children: a multicenter study

Nail R. Akramov', Yurii V. Baranov?, Sergei G. Bondarenko?®, Vitali I. Dubrov*, Ilya M. Kagantsov*,
Sergey A. Karpachev®, Mikhail I. Kogan’, Galina I. Kuzovleva®?, Aleksandr V. Pirogov'®,
Yuriy E. Rudin'!, Dmitry E. Sablin'?, Vladimir V. Sizonov’, Oleg S. Shmyrov'?

! Russian Medical Academy of Continuous Professional Education, Kazan, Russia;
2 Regional Children’s Clinical Hospital, Ekaterinburg, Russia;

% Regional Clinical Hospital No.7, Volgograd, Russia;

“ Minsk City Children’s Hospital No. 2, Minsk, Republic of Belarus;

5 Almazov National Medical Research Center, Saint Petersburg, Russia;

¢ National Medical Research Center for Children’s Health, Moscow, Russia;

7 Rostov State Medical University, Rostov-on-Don, Russia;

8 First Sechenov Moscow State Medical University, Moscow, Russia;

? G.N. Speransky Children’s Hospital No. 9, Moscow, Russia

1ON.N. Silishcheva Regional Children’s Clinical Hospital, Astrakhan, Russia;
"National Medical Research Radiological Center, Moscow, Russia;

12p G. Vyzhletsov Arkhangelsk Regional Children’s Clinical Hospital, Arkhangelsk, Russia;
3Morozov Children’s Municipal Clinical Hospital, Moscow, Russia

ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: Open reimplantation has been considered the gold standard treatment for pathologies of the ureterovesical
segment. In 2000, studies that presented results of the use of laparoscopic and vesicoscopic techniques for ureteral reimplan-
tation in children began to emerge.

AIM: This study aimed to retrospectively analyze the results and complications of minimally invasive interventions in children
with obstructive megaureter using various ureteral reimplantation techniques.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: Data from 369 patients (385 ureters) operated on in 12 clinics were included. The median age
of the patients was 6 months (4; 7.8), and 39 (10.7%) patients had concomitant pathology of the ureter and bladder. Cohen’s
vesicoscopic operation, extravesical transverse reimplantation, Lich-Gregoir dissection, and psoas-hitch reimplantation were
conducted on 189, 148, 27, and 21 ureters, respectively, and ureteral diameter remodeling was performed in 23.6% of patients.
The Mann-Whitney U-test, Kruskal-Wallis test, Fisher's exact test, and binary logistic regression model were used to assess
the statistical significance of the studied variables.

RESULTS: The median operation time was 140 minutes (110; 170). Obstruction was eliminated in 375 of 385 ureters (97.4%),
regardless of the type of reimplantation, and vesicoureteral reflux developed in 35 (9.1%) ureters. Intraoperative (3) and post-
operative complications (22) were present in 0.8% and 6% of cases, respectively. Reoperations were performed in 31 patients
(8%). The statistically significant predictors of reimplantation outcome were tunnel orientation, infant age, and ureteral diam-
eter.

CONCLUSIONS: Minimally invasive ureteral reimplantation for obstructive megaureter is safe for children, with efficacy com-
parable to open surgery, and with few complications.

Keywords: primary obstructive megaureter; minimally invasive reimplantation; laparoscopy; pneumovesicoscopy; children.

To cite this article

Akramov NR, Baranov YuV, Bondarenko SG, Dubrov VI, Kagantsov IM, Karpachev SA, Kogan MI, Kuzovleva GI, Pirogov AV, Rudin YuE, Sablin DE, Sizanov VV,
Shmyrov 0S. Minimally invasive reimplantation of the ureter for obstructive megaureter in children: a multicenter study. Russian Journal of Pediatric Surgery,
Anesthesia and Intensive Care. 2024;14(3):321-332. DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806

Received: 06.05.2024 Accepted: 06.08.2024 Published online: 19.09.2024
V-2
ECOeVECTOR The article can be used under the CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 license

© Eco-Vector, 2024


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806
https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806

Russian Journal of Pediatric Surgery,
ORIGINAL STUDY ARTICLES Vol. 14 (3) 2024 Anesthesia and Intensive Care

DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806

JLEFHZE M B RE FB/MR AR R E B .
2 LTS

Nail R. Akramov', Yurii V. Baranov?, Sergei G. Bondarenko?®, Vitali I. Dubrov*, llya M. Kagantsov®,
Sergey A. Karpachev®, Mikhail I. Kogan’, Galina I. Kuzovleva®?, Aleksandr V. Pirogov'®,
Yuriy E. Rudin'', Dmitry E. Sablin'?, Vladimir V. Sizonov’, Oleg S. Shmyrov'3

! Russian Medical Academy of Continuous Professional Education, Kazan, Russia;
2 Regional Children's Clinical Hospital, Ekaterinburg, Russia;

% Regional Clinical Hospital No.7, Volgograd, Russia;

% Minsk City Children’s Hospital No. 2, Minsk, Republic of Belarus;

5 Almazov National Medical Research Center, Saint Petersburg, Russia;

¢ National Medical Research Center for Children’s Health, Moscow, Russia;

7 Rostov State Medical University, Rostov-on-Don, Russia;

8 First Sechenov Moscow State Medical University, Moscow, Russia;

7 G.N. Speransky Children's Hospital No. 9, Moscow, Russia

1ON.N. Silishcheva Regional Children’s Clinical Hospital, Astrakhan, Russia;
"National Medical Research Radiological Center, Moscow, Russia;

2P G. Vyzhletsov Arkhangelsk Regional Children’s Clinical Hospital, Arkhangelsk, Russia;
13Morozov Children’s Municipal Clinical Hospital, Moscow, Russia

%L

B, BT, THBGRE RS AR A A PR I8 5 Dk B A2 0 S b . 20004 W46,
HIL T2 e TR s B AR BR BT ) L2 PR P AR R S AR FT RS R

B o X FAS R 4 R PR B R 1)) L 36 BH JE 7 B R I B MR TR 25 SR AN I RORE A T [ it
P37

MR R, WEFLAIN 1736944 83 (385N IRE) BB, X B FH1E 12N B H52 T FAR L
SFRN6H (45 7.8) , Hr3o4 S (10.7%) AHEH IR E BN AL. SR T CohenBFtaTA. 1K
A ME R AR Lih-Gregoiresr BS FARFIEA AR M FAE (O HEF5$189. 148, 2THI2INHIRED ,
TE23. 6% I OL T TR E EARE & VPP AR B St M, T TMann-Whitney
UREES. Kruskal -Walliska®. Fisher ¥ aa i — o8 % [,

FEEL 1407051 (1105 170) o TCIE AR AL, 385 AR E A 3754 (97.4%) I fRFRFH 2, 357
(9. 1% HRE I T B4R E Rt AR FFACRE GHID FIARSEFEAE (22451 537115 0. 8%F16%.
3144 (8% HHT TEE TR, Giih 2 I WA i A e 25 SR il R 25 45 88 1 7 m) ) LEE A AEis A

HIRE I ERR,
g0, L E [ ZEM B IRE R MRNERIR S AR — R 22 TR, HA B STSTFAR R,
FHHIFRIER D,

R UM IEVE B IR BrIMRATERHE; MRlsst: RS JLE.

FI R4S
Akramov NR, Baranov YuV, Bondarenko SG, Dubrov VI, Kagantsov IM, Karpachev SA, Kogan MI, Kuzovleva Gl, Pirogov AV, Rudin YuE, Sablin DE, Sizanov VV,

Shmyrov 0S. J L2 FH ZE 1 B FR 5 i e /M AN PR JR A A . 22 ROV IF 9T, Russian Journal of Pediatric Surgery, Anesthesia and Intensive Care.
2024;14(3):321-332. DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806

ek : 06.05.2024 FH: 06.08.2024 FELRR R 19.09.2024
V-2
ECOeVECTOR The article can be used under the CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 license

© Eco-Vector, 2024

323


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/deed.ru
https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806
https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806

324

ORIGINAL STUDY ARTICLES

AKTYAJIbHOCTb

OTKpbITas peMMniaHTauus MOYETOYHMKA MMEET MoYTH
90 % nonoXuTenbHLIX Pe3ynbTaTtoB M ABNIAETCS 30J10TbIM
CTaHAApPTOM XUPYPrUYECKOro JieYeHUs 0BCTPYKTMBHOIO Me-
raypetepa (OM) paxe y pmeten rpyaHoro Bospacta [1, 2],
HECMOTpSA Ha CBOI0 MHBA3MBHOCTb M A/IMTENBHOCTb BOCCTAHO-
BUTENbHOMO Nepuoaa. OfHaKo B NocneAHue rofbl MUHUMAab-
HO WHBa3uBHas peumnnanTaums (MUP) ¢ ucnonb3oBaHuem
N1anapoCcKOMNMYecKoro UM BEe3MKOCKOMUYECKOro A0CTYNOB
CTana WMPOKO pacnpocTpaHeHa B ieyeum geten ¢ OM. B oc-
HOBHOM 3TW AOCTYMbI UCMONB3YHTCA Y AeTeN CTaplue roga,
Beb CYMTAETCS, YTO PEUMIMIAHTALMA PacLUMPEHHOrO MoYye-
TOYHWUKA Y AEeTell rPyLHOro BO3pacTa C MajieHbKUM 06beMoM
MOYEBOr0 My3blps ABMIAETCA TEXHUYECKU COXKHOMW 3afaqei.
B cBA3M c 3TUM npepnoxeH MeTon pedioKcupytoLen pe-
WMNNaHTaUMK Kak npeABapuTesibHOWM npoLeaypel ¢ nocne-
AytoLer aHTUPedIIIOKCHON peuMNiaHTaumeil B CTapLueM
Bo3pacre [3, 4].

Lenb uccnedosarus — npoBeCTV PeTPOCMEKTUBHBIN aHa-
/U3 pe3ynbTaToB M OCMOMHEHUA MUHUMATbHO WHBA3WBHbIX
BMeLUaTenbCTB y AeTeit ¢ OM npu ucnonb3oBaHUM pasnuyHbIX
TEXHWUK PEUMNNIAHTALMU MOYETOYHMKA W BbISIBUTL (aKTopl,
BAMSALOLLME HA UX 3D PEKTUBHOCTL

MATEPUAJIbI U METObI

MpoBefieHO MHOrOLEHTPOBOE PETPOCTEKTUBHOE KOHTPO-
JMpYyeMoe HepaH40MU3MPOBAHHOE UCCIIe0BaHME C UCMOSTb-
30BaHMEM AaHHbIX NaumeHToB 12 LeHTpoB Poccuitckoit Qe-
Aepauwm u Pecnybnmnky benapych, KoTopbiM 6b110 NpoBeaeHO
xupypruyeckoe nederne OM ¢ ucnonb3oBaHUEM MUHMMATBHO
MHBa3nBHbIX MeToaoB (2007-2022 rr.). U3 369 peteii B uc-
Cefi0BaHNe BKIIKOYEHO 366, B CBA3M C TEM YTO Y 3 NaLMEHTOB
BbIMOJTHEHA KOHBEPCUSA M OHW BbIK MCKITKOYEHbI U3 aHaNN3a,
ay 122 (33,3 %) neteit gmarHo3 bbin ycTaHOBMEH BHYTPHU-
yTpobHo. KnuHnueckas xapaKTepucTMKa NauueHToB MpuBe-
AeHa B 1abn. 1.

Tabnuua 1. XapakTepucTuKa naumeHToB
Table 1. Patient demographics

Vol. 14 (3) 2024

Russian Journal of Pediatric Surgery,
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ConyTcTBylOLLaA NaToNOMMA MOYEBbIX MyTel uMenack y 39
(1,1 %) peteit. B 9 ciyyasx aKTonMM yABOEHHOMO MOYETOY-
HMKa UCMO/b30BaM pasfesibHy peMMnniaHTaumio, a 'y 8 na-
LMEHTOB C 0OCTPYKUMEN YpeTepoBe3WKaNbHOTO CerMeHTa
(YBC) ogHOro u3 yoBOEHHBIX MOYETOYHMKOB UNk 0b6ouX Mo-
YETOYHWKOB BBIMOJHAMIM PEUMMAHTALMI0 eAMHBIM BIIOKOM.
Mpu HanMuMM BMBEPTUKYNIA MOYEBOrO My3bIps pEUMIaHTa-
LM NpeALLecTBoBasa pe3ekumna ausepturyna. U3 366 6onb-
HbIX (385 MOYETOYHMKOB) 25 MMENM BTOPUUHYIO 0OCTPYKLMIO
YBC, npu 3toM B 10 ciyyasx 0Ha BO3HWK/A NOCNE OTKPbLITOM
peumnnanTauum no Jinu-Tperyapy (Lich-Gregoir), B 4 — no-
cne oTKpbiToid onepaumu no KoaHy (Cohen), B 10 — nocne
BBeJeHWs 06beMobpasyloLLero npenapara npu My3bIpHO-Mo-
yeTo4HMKoBOM pedniokce (MIMP), B 1 cnyyae — nocne no-
MbITKY YCTaHOBKM MOYETOYHMKOBOrO CTEHTA NpU 0BCTPYKLMM
N0XaHOYHO-MOYETOHHUKOBOIO cerMeHTa. B kauecTse nepsoro
3Tana Xvpypruyeckon Koppekummn y 22 aeten UCNosb30BaHO
CTEHTUPOBaHWe MOYETOYHMKA, ¥ 12 naumeHToB B Npegonepa-
LIMOHHOM NepUOAE BbIMOHSANM NYHKLUMOHHYI0 He(pOCTOMMUIO.
B rpyaHom Bo3spacte onepupoBaHo 99 6onbHbIx (105 Moye-
TOYHMKOB) C MeAMaHOM Bo3pacTa 6 Mec. (4; 7,8). NokasaHus-
MW K PeMMMNaHTaLMM MoYeTOHMKa Obliu: ruapoHedpos Ill-
IV cTeneHu, He3aBMCUMO OT MaMeTpa MoYeTO4HMKA (puc. 1),
oTcyTcTBME 3QEKTa OT AMHAMMYECKOT0 HabmofeHus co
CHUXKEHWEM MOYEYHOH YHKLMW UK CUMNTOMaTMYecKas 00-
CTPYKUMA (60M1b MM UHDEKLMA MOYEBLIX MYTEN).

PemMmnnaHTaumio MOYETOUHMKOB MpU BPOXAEHHOM Kila-
naHe 3afiHel ypeTpbl NPUMEHSNN Y 6 AeTel B CBA3M C OTCYT-
CTBMEM MOJIOKUTENBHON JMHAMWUKK MOCTE TPaHCYpeTpanbHol
3/IEKTPOpe3eKLMM B CPOKU Habnopenus ot 1 roga ao 2 ner.
XapaKTepucTMKa METOAO0B PEeUMMIAHTaLMU MOYETOUHMKA
npuBefeHa B Tabn. 2.

B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT reoMeTpuUUecKOM XapaKTepUCTMKM
NOACAM3NCTOrO TYHHENS ObIW BbIAENEHbI ABE FPYNMbl: Bep-
TUKa/bHasA OpUEHTaUMA TyHHeNs (peuMmnaHTaums no Jinu—
lperyapy u psoas-hitch-peumnnanTaums) v nonepeyHas
(pevmnnanTaumsa no KosHy u 3KcTpaBe3uKanbHas noneped-
Has peumnnanTauums). B 91 (23,6 %) cnyyae npomssoaunoch

MNokasartens 3HaueHue
Bcero naumenTos, n 366
Bcero MoueTouHMKOB 385
Yucno naumeHToB ¢ ABYCTOPOHHUM OBCTPYKTUBHBIM MeraypeTepoM 19 (5,2 %)
MaumeHTbI MycKoro nona 282 (77 %)
MaumeHTbl XeHcKoro nona 84 (23 %)
Bo3pacr, Mec. 19,7 (10; 48)
MaumeHTbI rpyaHOro BospacTa 105 (28,4 %)
[lnameTp MouyeToYHUKa, MM 17 (14; 20)
Yucno naumeHToB € YABOEHMEM MOYETOUHUKOB 17 (4,4 %)
Yncno naumeHToB C AMBEPTUKYNIOM MOYEBOr0 Ny3blps 16 (4,4 %)
Yncno NaumeHToB C BPOXAEHHBIM KilanaHOM 3aHei ypeTpbl 6 (1,6 %)

DOl https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806



OPUTMHAJTbHBIE NCCNEAOBAHUA

Tom 14, N© 3, 2024

Poccuiickui BECTHUK [ETCKOW XMUpYPruu,
aHecTe3nosorn U peaHuMaToorum

Puc. 1. YporpamMMbl nauueHToB ¢ 06CTpyKTMBHLIM MeraypeTepoM. [uapoHedpos IV cTenenu, auametp MoyeTouHuka 10 MM cneBa u 22 MM

cnpasa

Fig. 1. Urogram images of patients with obstructive megaureter. Grade IV hydronephrosis; ureter diameter: 10 mm on the left and 22 mm

on the right

YMEHbLLEHUE AWMAMETpPa MOYETOYHMKA C MCMONb30BaHWEM
pesekuun (40 MoyeTouHuKoB, 40,9 %) M MeToaoM nnMKa-
UMM MoYeTouHMKa no Crapp (Starr; 51 MoueTouHuK, 59,1 %).
Y 13 (14,3 %) neteit peMoaenupoBaHue MOYETOYHMKA NpoOn3-
BOAMNOCh 3KCTpaKopnopanbHo. B 72,7 % cnydvaeB penMnnaH-
TUPOBaHHbIA MOYETOUHUK BblN CTEHTUPOBAH.

[ng oueHKM CTaTMCTMYECKOW 3HAYMMOCTM M3YdYaeMbiX
MepeMeHHbIX B CITy4asX HemnpepbiBHbIX NEPEMEHHBIX, UMe-
IOLLMX pacnpefeneHne OT/IMYHOE 0T HOpPMaslbHOro, UCTOfb-
3oBanu U-tect MaHHa—YuTHM, a TaKKe HenapaMeTpU4ecKui
0[lHOaKTOPHBIA AUCNEpPCUOHHBIN TecT Kpackena—Yonnuca.
BWHapHYt0 NOrMCTUYECKYHD perpeccuoHHy0 Mofenb C onpe-
heneHneM oTHoweHus waHcoB (OLU) u poseputensHoro
uHTepeana (M) npumeHsann ons usyyeHus GakTopos, KOTO-
pble MO BAMATb HA pe3ynbTaTbl peuMmniaHTaumi. TouHbIi

Kputepuin Ouiepa (ABYCTOPOHHAS 3HAYMMOCTb) MCMOJb30Ba-
71 NS OLEHKY PasfMunin BUHapHBIX KaYeCTBEHHBIX NEPEMEH-
HbIX. [lns NnpoBeeHNUs CPaBHUTENBHOIO aHan3a 3hdeKTMB-
HOCTW peuMnnaHTauMin pe3ynbTaTbl onepauuin KoavmpoBanu
KaK 1 — nonoxuTenbHbIiA pe3ynbTaT (YMeHbLUEHWe CTeneHu
rmapoHedposa u auameTpa MoyeTouHuka) u 0 — oTpuua-
TeNbHBIN pe3ynbTaT (nocneonepaunoHHbin [TMP nnmn pecte-
HO3 MOYETOYHMKA).

PE3YJIbTATbI

Mpu aHanuse cBsA3W Bo3pacTa MaUMEHTOB C METOAAMM
MWUHUMaNbHO MHBA3WBHbIX PeUMMNIaHTaLMiA YCTaHOBJIEHO,
YTO BHYTPUNY3blpHasi PeMMMIaHTaUMA Yy AeTeil rpymHOro
BO3pacTa UCMosb30Banach pee B CPABHEHUW C ApYrUMM

Taﬁnuu,a 2, XapaKTepMCTMKa MWHUMaJIbHO MHBA3NBHbIX peMMI'IJ'IaHTaLIMﬁ

Table 2. Characteristic of the minimally invasive reimplantation

MeTog peuMnnaHTaumum

Mokasatens BHYTPUNY3bIPHAA | SKCTpaBe3uKanbHast Nws—r Psoas-hitch
no Koany nonepeyHas rio 7ud=t peryapy soas-hitc

Yucno MoYeToYHUKOB 189 148 27 21
Bo3pacr, Mec. 30 (14; 60) 13,4 (6; 36) 12 (6; 60) 12 (3; 42)
[ons nauvenToB B Bo3pacTe <12 mec., % 16,4 41,6 36 42,9
[lnameTp MouyeToYHUKa, MM 14 (11,8; 16,5) 17 (14; 20) 16 (12; 20) 18 (13; 20)
Yncno MoYETOUHMKOB, NOABEPILLMXCS PEMOLENN- 20 46 16 9
pOBaHuIo

Bpems onepauum, MuH

135 (110; 170)

140 (111; 180) 150 (140;175) 139 (109,3;182)

COI'IYTCTBYPOIJ.I,GFI naronorua

Yucno naumeHTOB € KanaHoM 3afHen ypeTpbl 6
Yucno naumeHToB C yABOEHNEM MOYETOUHMKOB 5
Yucno naumeHToB C AMBEPTUKYIOM MOYEBOrO My3bIps 14

10 - 2
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metogamu (O 0,3, AN 0,2-0,5, p < 0,001). He otmeyeHo
CTaTMYeCKW 3HAYMMbIX PasfMuWiA B LJIMTENLHOCTM OnepaLmii
y netei rpynHoro Bospacta [130 (100; 160)] u y nauneHToB
ctapwe 12 mec. [140 (110; 180), p = 0,7]. MogenupoBa-
HWe OuameTpa MOYETOYHMKA BbINONHANOCH B 23,6 %, pexe
npy Be3uKOoCKoNuUyeckux pemmnnantaumsax (10,5 % npotus
36,6 %, OLU 0,2, oM 0,1-0,4, p < 0,001). Mpu 3TOM anameTp
peMofiesIMpoBaHHbIX MoYeTouHMKoB [18 MM (15; 20)] 3Ha-
YMMO npeBbilan avameTp MouveTouHukoB [15 MM (11; 19),
p =0,001], koTopble 6bM peMMnaHTMpOBaHbI 6e3 pemo-
penvpoBanus. 06yxuBaHWe yalle UCMOMb30Banoch y rpya-
Hbix aeten (33,7 % npotus 20 %, OLL 2,0, AN 1,2-3,7, p =
0,009), xoTa AMaMeTpbl MOYETOYHMKA Y IPYAHBIX AeTen U Ae-
Tell CTaplie roga CTaTMCTUYECKM He pasnmyanuch [16 MM
(12; 20) n 17 MM (13,3; 20,0) cootBeTcTBEHHO, p = 0,8]. 310
NPUBOAMIIO K 3HA4YUMOMY YBENIMYEHWIO ANUTENBHOCTM Onepa-
LMW B CPaBHEHUU C MPOLOMMUTENBHOCTBIO PEUMMIaHTaLMM
6e3 Mopenmpoanmsa [150 mu (125; 179) n 135 (108,8; 170)
CO0TBETCTBEHHO, p = 0,017).

06wwasn apheKTMBHOCTb MUHUMANbHO MHBA3UBHbBIX PeUM-
nnavTaumin coctasuna 87,8 %. CpaBHuTenbHas addeKTus-
HOCTb PeUMMNaHTaLUWi B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT WCMOJb3YEMbIX
METO/0B NpeACTaBneHa B Tabn. 3.

Kak MoxHo BuaeTb u3 Tabn. 3, peumnnantaums no Kosny
M 3KCTpaBe3WKanbHas nonepeyHas peuMniaHTauus uMenu
BONbLLYI0 4acTOTy MONOMKWTENBHBIX pe3ynbTatoB. B 06-
Lieil rpynne nauueHToB, 6e3 yyeTa BUAA peMMNAaHTaLMK,
Mnpu NpoBefieHnK nocieonepalmoHHoro obcnefoBakms bbino
BoisBNeHo 36 (9,4 %) ciyyaes [MMP u 10 (2,6 %) cnyqaes pe-
cteHo3a YBC. 3oHa cTeH03a JiloKanu3oBanacb B MecTe yLim-
BaHuA fedeKra AeTpysopa npu onepaumm no KosHy u B Me-
CTe BXOXAEHWA MOYETOUHMKA B TYHHESb NpU UCTONb30BaHUM
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peuMnnaHTaumum MeTooM Jinu—lperyapa v 3KCTpaBe3uKanb-
HOIA NonepeyHoN perMnaaHTaumum (puc. 2).

Iina onpepenennsa $hakTopoBs, BAUAKLMX Ha 3P deKTUB-
HOCTb peuMnnaHTaumm, bbina ucnonb3oBaHa bruHapHas fo-
TUCTUYECKas perpeccuoHHas MofenNb, KoTopas MoKasana,
YTO CTaTUCTMYECKW 3HAYMMBIMU MPEMKTOpPaMW UCXOAa pe-
MMNNaHTauui ObM OpUeHTaLMA TYHHENS, TPYLHOM Bo3pacT
1 OMaMeTp MOYETOYHMKa (Tabn. 4).

TaKk, nonepeyHas opueHTauus TyHHens aaeana 89,8 %
MOMOXMTENbHBIX Pe3yNbTaToB nNpoTvB 74,5 % npu BepTUKanb-
HOI opueHTaLmu. BHe 3aBucMMocTy 0T MeTofa onepaLym ag-
(eKTUBHOCTb peMMnNaHTauumn y feTeii CTapLuero Bospacta
(91,8 %) npeBanupoBana Hag 3QHEKTUBHOCTLIO peUMNaH-
Tauumn y fetei rpyaHoro Bo3pacta (80,8 %) (tabn. 5).

Mpu cpaBHMTENBHOM aHanu3e 3ddeKTUBHOCT Npu no-
MepeyYHON OpUEHTaLMW TYHHENs y AeTelt rpyaHOro Bo3pacTa
NooXMTENbHbIE pe3ynbTaThl (86 %) cTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUMMO
He OTAMYanuCh OT pe3ysibTaToB Yy AeTeli cTapluero Bo3pacTa
(92 %, TouHbIN KpuTepuit Guwepa, p = 0,1). Mpu BbipaxeHHoM
Junataumm MoyeTo4HuKa (auametp bonbwe 10 MM) addek-
TMBHOCTb peMMnnaHTaumii bbina Huxe (89,8 %) no cpaBHeHMio
¢ 3¢ hEKTMBHOCTLIO NPU AMaMETPe MOYETOYHMKA He bonee
10 MM (93,9 %). OpHaKo 3Ta cBA3b MMenack TONBKO Y AeTeld
rPYAHOro BO3pacTa, Y KOTOpbIX 3QQEeKTUBHOCTb NMpU Bblpa-
YKEHHOW aunaTaumm bbina 3Haummo MeHblue (69,6 % npotus
95,7 %, p = 0,02). Y peTeit rpyaHoro Bospacta AMaMeTp Mo-
YETOYHMKA He BAIMSN Ha UCXO4 PEMMIIAHTALMK NPY YCOBUM
BbINOJHEHMs peMofenvpoBakus (p = 0,37, TOYHbIA KpuTe-
pui Ouwepa), 3Ta e 3aKOHOMEPHOCTb BhISIB/IEHA U Y [ETeN
cTapiue roga (p = 0,22, TouHbI KpuTepuii Puiuepa).

WHTpaonepaumoHHble OCNOXHEHUS BO3HUKAM Y 3 Bonb-
Hbix (0,8 %) — y 2 naumeHTOB, ONEpUPOBaHHbLIX METOLOM

Tabnuua 3. IQeKTMBHOCTL MUHMMANBHO MHBA3MBHbIX PEUMIIAHTaLMIA B 3aBUCKMOCTM OT METo/ia onepaLmm
Table 3. Effectiveness of minimally invasive reimplantation depending on the method of the surgery

HOCHEOHEPaUMOHHbIE 0CJI0)KHeHus, n
B Yucno IddeKTUBHOCTD,
YA pEVMRIaHTaumMm MOYETOYHUKOB, n | MYy3bIPHO-MOYETOUHU- %
' " pecTeHo3
KOBbIN pedpiokc

BHyTpunysbipHas peumnnanTauums no Kosny 189 8(2,1%) 52,7 %) 93,1
JKcTpaBe3mnKabHas nonepeyHas peuMnaaHTaLms 148 19 (12,8 %) 2 (1,4 %) 85,8
Pacunensiowas onepauus no Jiuu—lperyapy 27 3(11,1 %) 3(11,1 %) 77,8
Psoas-hitch-peumnnanTaums 21 5(23,8 %) 0 76,2

Tabnuua 4. JlorucTMYEeCKMiA perpeccuoHHbIi aHanu3 GaKTopos, BMAIOLLMX Ha Pe3y/bTaT MUHMMASIbHO MHBA3WBHO peuMNNaHTaLmm
Table 4. Logistic regression of factors associated with minimally invasive reimplantation

HesaBucuMble nepeMeHHble | OTHOLEHME LWaHCoB [oseputenbHbIM UHTEpBaN p
MeToA peuMnnaHTaummn 1,3 0,8-1,9 0,5
OpueHTaums TyHHens 3,9 1,4-11,3 0,012
PeMopaenupoBaHue MoYeTOUHMKA 0,9 0,4-2,0 0,79
IpyaHoi BospacT 0,4 0,2-0,8 0,018
[lnameTp MoueTouHMKa 3,6 1,2-11,0 0,025
ConytcTBytowwas naronorus 1,4 0,39-4,7 0,8

DOl https://doi.org/10.17816/psaic1806



OPUTMHAJTbHBIE NCCNEAOBAHUA

Tom 14, N© 3, 2024

Poccuiickui BECTHUK [ETCKOW XMUpYPruu,
aHecTe3nosorn U peaHuMaToorum

Puc. 2. 3oHa cTeHo3a (ykasaHa cTpenkamu) nocne pemmnnantauuy no Koawy (a) n nocne onepauum Jini—Tperyapa (b)
Fig. 2. Obstruction site (arrows) after Cohen reimplantation (a) and Lich—Gregoir reimplantation (b)

psoas-hitch, n y onHoro pebeHka nocne onepaumm KosHa, ot-
MeYasnoch PacXOXAEHNEe CIM3MCTON 0060104YKM MOYEBOTO Ny-
3blpst Npu OPMUPOBaHWM NOLCAM3UCTOrO TyHHENs. Bo Beex
C/lyyasx NPoBeAEHO YLUMBaHWe AedeKTa Y3M0BbIMMU LIBaMK.
C nocneonepauyoHHbIMU OCIIOXKHEHWUAMU Mbl CTOSIKHYIMCb
y 22 naumeHToB (6 %). M3 Hux 12 — nocne peuMnniaHTaLmm
no Koany (6,4 %), 6 (4,1 %) — nocne aKcTpaBe3nKabHO
nonepeyHoi peumnnanTaumm, 3 (14,3 %) — nocne psoas-
hitch-peumnnantaumm, n 1 (3,7 %) ocnoxHeHue — no-
Cne pacuyneHsiowei peumnnanTaummn no Jiny—lperyapy. He
YCTaHOB/EHO CTATUCTMYECKOW 3HAYMMOCTM B 4YacToTe Mo-
CeonepaLMoHHbIX OCIOXHEHUA B 3aBMCUMOCTU OT MeTofAa
onepaunm (p = 0,39, tect Kpackena—Yonnuca). B 9 (2,3 %)
MOYETOYHMKAX (6 U3 HUX CTEHTUPOBaHbI UHTPAONEePaLMOHHO,
3 peMMNNaHTUpOBaHbI C UCMONb30BaHUEM Be3ApeHaHoro
MeTopa) bbina AuarHocTMpoBaHa TpaH3UTopHas 0bCTpyKuuS,
yTo NoTpeboBano B 5 cyyasx NOBTOPHOM YCTAHOBKY CTEHTA,

B 1 cnyyae BbINOJIHEHA NYHKLUMOHHas HedpocToMa My 3 na-
LIMEHTOB 0BCTpyKUMA KynupoBanack cnoHTtaHHo. Y 7 (1,8 %)
MaLMeEHTOB MOCIE0NEPaLMOHHbIA NEPUOL OCNOMKHMICA pas-
BUTMEM (ebpunbHOM MHQEKUMW, U3 HUX B [BYX CNyyasx
aHTMbaKTepuanbHas Tepanus He MMena ycnexa, B CBA3
C YeM OfIHOMY MaLMEeHTY BbIMOSHEHA NMYHKUMOHHas Hedpo-
CTOMMS, ApYroMy — CTEHTMPOBaHWE MOYETOYHMKA C LiENbIo
obecrieyeHns NOCTOAHHOM epyUBaLv MOYM W KYNMpPOBaHUS
BOCManMTENbLHOrO Npouecca. Y 2 naumeHToB AWMarHoCTUpOBaH
OVHaMUYECKUA UNeyc, B 2 Criyyasx NpOM30LLIAa MHKpYCTaLms
LIOBHOrO MaTepuana W no ofjHOMY Cily4alo MaKporeMaTypum
C MOY€eBbIM 3aTEKOM B PETLMEBO NPOCTPAHCTBO U OpMUPO-
BaHWe Ny3blpHO-MOYETOYHUKOBOrO CBULLA. [TOBTOpPHbIE One-
paumm nposefieHbl B 8 % cnyyaes (n = 31), xapakTep onepa-
TMBHBIX BMELLIATE/bCTB NpUBEAEH B Tabn. 6.

B 24 cnyvasax passutua nocneonepaunoHHoro [MP
KOpPEeKLUMI0 MpoBOAUNM BBEJEHUEM 06beMoobpasytollero

Taﬁnuua 5. Pe3yanaTb| MWHNUMaJIbHO MHBA3NBHbIX pEVIMI'lJ'IaHTaLl,VIﬁ B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT BO3pacTa U MeToa onepauun

Table 5. Results of minimally invasive reimplantation depending on the age and surgery method

Bua peuMnnaHTaLmMu Bospacr, Mec. n I'Iyablpr!o—MoquOHHMKo— Pectenos,
BbliA pedioKc, n n
BHyTpunysbipHas peumnnanTaums no Kosny <12 29 4 (13,8 %) 1(3,5%)
>12 160 4(2,5%) 53,1%)
JKcTpaBe3uKabHas nonepeyHas peuMnaaHTaLms <12 58 9 (15,5 %) 1(1,7 %)
>12 90 9 (10 %) 0
PacuneHsiowwas onepauus no Jiuu—lperyapy <12 9 1(11,1 %) 2 (22,2 %)
>12 18 3 (16,7 %) 15,6 %)
Psoas-hitch-peumnnanTaums <12 9 3(33,3%) 0
>12 12 2 (16,7 %) 0
Bcero <12 105 17 (16,2 %) 3(29%)
>12 280 18 (6,4 %) 7(2,5%)
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Tabnuua 6. XapaKTepucTuKa NOBTOPHbIX ONepaLuii
Table 6. Characteristics of the repeat surgery
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Onepauum

n MonoxuTenbHbIiA pesynbrart, n

Onepaumu npu Ny3sbIpHO-MOYETOYHUKOBOM pediitoKce

NHbeKuns obbemoobpasylolero Matepuana
Psoas-hitch-peumnnanTaums
JKCTpaBe3nKanbHas nonepeyHas peuMniaHTaums
YanuHenue TyHHens no Jluu-Tperyapy

OTKpbITas peuMniaHTauums

Bcero

OnepauMM NMpu pecTeHo3e ypeTepoBe3nKaibHOro CerMeHTa

Onepaums no Kosny
HedpakTomms

YpeTteponusuc
Psoas-hitch-peumnnanTaums
OTKpbITas peuMnnaHTaums
TpaHcypeTepoypeTepocToMus
Bcero

17 16
4

1 1
1 1
1 1
24 22
2 2
2 2
2 2
1 1
2 2
1 1
10 8

npenaparta, Kotopas B 94 % cnocobcToBana ero yctpaHe-
Huio, a B 6 % oTMeueHo yMeHbLLeHue cTenenu [TMP. Y 6 na-
LIMEHTOB (6 MOYETOYHWUKOB) BbIMOHEHbI MUHUMAJIBHO WHBA-
3uBHble U B 1 cniyyae OTKpbITas NOBTOPHbIE PeUMMNIaHTaLWy.
Y octanbHbix 11 naumneHToB He TpeboBanocb NOBTOPHbIX BMe-
warenbCcTB B cBA3n ¢ [IMP | cTeneHn unu ero cnoHTaHHOM
perpeccueit (2 naumeHTa) npu OTCYTCTBUM MHQEKLIMM MoYe-
BblX nyTeir. B 10 cnyyasax nocneonepauuoHHON 0BCTPYKUMM
YBC y nByx mauMeHTOB NpOWU3BOAUAM HedpypeTepaKTOMMIO
B CBA3U C MpOrpeccupylowuM HedpoCKNEpo3oM U CHUXe-
HeM QyHKuMM noukn Huxke 10 %. OcTanbHbIM LeTaAM npo-
BeAEHbl MOBTOPHbIE PEKOHCTPYKTUBHBIE OMEpaLym, U3 HUX
6 — C UCMonb30BaHMEM MUHMMATIbHO MHBA3UBHOO AOCTYynA.
B 2 cnyyasx obcTpykumm YBC B 30He BXOMAEHUA MOYETOY-
HWKa B TYHHENb MOC/E IKCTPaBE3WKabHOW PeuMIaHTaLmu
NpOU3BOAMIM YaCTUUHYK0 AeTpy3opopadmio (ypeTeponusuc)
1 OZHOMY MaLMeHTy — TpaHCypeTepoypeTepPOCTOMMIO B CBS-
31 CO 3HAUUTENbHBIM LePUUUTOM ASIMHBI MOYETOYHMKA.

ObCYXXOEHWUE

B 2006 r. M.S. Ansari u coasr. [5] onybnuKoBanu nepebIn
OMbIT SIanapocKonuyeckomn Koppekuun OM y pebeHKa ¢ MHTpa-
KopnopanbHbIM MOZEMPOBaHNEM MOYETOUHMKA MO LUMPUHE
W nocnegytowen peuMnnaHTaumei MetogoM Jinu-lperyapa.
Besukockonuueckas peumnnanTaums npu OM bbina Bnepsble
npumeHeHa A. Kutikov u coasr. [6] B 2006 r. U3 2 onepupo-
BaHHbIX MALMEHTOB Y OJHOr0 3aperucTpupoBaH CTEHO3 He-
0ycTbAl. ABTOPbI 3aKJTOUMIM, YTO BE3MKOCKOMUYECKas peuM-
MNaHTaLMA TEXHWYECKU CNOKHA Y AeTel MnajLLIero Bo3pacTa
€ ManbiM 06beMoM MoyeBoro nysbips. B 2012 r. G.P. Abraham
u coaeT. [/] npeAcTaBunM OMNbIT NaNApPOCKONWUYECKOM

peuMniaHTaumm 13 MOYETOUHUKOB C UCMONb30BaHUEM WH-
TpaKopnopansHoro 06y1BaHUS U pEMMMNIaHTaLMN METOLL0M
Jinu—Tperyapa. CpeHuii Bo3pact feTei bbin 8 net u anaMeTp
MoueToYHUKa 14—-22 MM. Tlpu KOHTPOSIBHOM McCNef0BaHNUu
y 0AHoro naumeHta yctaHossieH [IMP | ctenenn. B 2013 r.
S.G. Bondarenko [8] onybnukoBan nepeblii OMbIT 3KCTpaBe-
3MKaNbHOW NONEPEYHON peUMNIaHTaLMM C MHTPaKopropanb-
HbIM 00YyMBaHWEM MOYETOYHUKA. bbina npefcTaBneHa cepus
13 10 naumenToB ¢ OM, u3 Hux 4 Bbinu rpyaHOro Bo3pacta
C AMaMeTpoM MoueTouHuKa 25-30 MM. Y ogHoro naupeHTa
oTMeyanocb passute NMP npu KOHTPONBHBIX UCCef0Ba-
Husx. B nocnepaytowme roael ctanu nosBAsTECA MybaMKaumm,
B KOTOPbIX AN MWUHMMANbHO MHBA3VBHOM peMMIIaHTaLum
UCMOJIb30BanM Pob0T-acCUCTUPOBAHHYI0 TexHUKy. B 2014 r.
W. Fu u coasrt. [9] onybnmkoBanu pesynbTaTbl UCMOMb30Ba-
HUA PoBOTUYECKON TEXHWKM Y 4 maumeHToB ¢ OM. AsTopbl
UCMonb30Banu TexHUKy Jlnu—peryapa u HUNNENbHy Tex-
HWUKY Pukappo 6e3 obpa3oBaHus MOACAM3UCTOrO TYHHENA.
HesaBucumo 0T Ucnonb3oBaHWs MeTOAa He bbiio 3aperu-
cTpupoBaHo pa3sutusa [MP nocne onepauwid. Y.H. Rappaport
u coasr. [10], ucnonb3ays poboTMUeCKYH IKCTPaABE3NKANBbHYIO
nornepeyHyl peumnnaHTaumio y 48 peteir nonyuunm 97 %
MONOXKMTENbHBIX MCX0A0B. OCHOBLIBasACh Ha TEOPETUYECKOM
Mozenu aHTupedntokcHoro MexaHusma C.A. Villanueva u co-
aBT. [11] nokasanu 6onbluylo posib KOHGUrypauum ycTba
B aHTUPEQIIOKCHOM 3aLLMTe MO CPABHEHMIO C MOAC/U3UCTLIM
TyHHeneM, R. Babu [12] B 2023 r. npeanoxumn nanapocKo-
MUYECKYI0 IKCTPaBE3UKa/IbHY0 MHBArMHaLMI0 MOYETOYHWKA
npm 06cTpyKumm YBC ¢ popMupoBaHHUEM «COCOYKa» No Pu-
Kapzo, nponiabupytoLero B NpocBeT MOYeBOro ny3bips. bino
onepupoBaHo 11 naumeHTOB, Y KOTOPbIX Ha KOHTPOJbHbIX
uMcTorpamMmax He 6bin 3apeructpupoBad MP. R. Gander
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u coagr. [13], a Takke Y. He u coarrT. [14], B oTimumm oT Knac-
CMYECKOW TEXHWKM, MHBArMHWPOBAaNM LUCTaNbHbIA OTAEN
MoueToyHuKa no |. Shanfield [15] B BepxHiol UMK HUXKHIOK
yacTb BepTUKanbHO chopMupoBaHHOro TyHHensa no Jlny—Tpe-
ryapy. Bo Bcex cnyyasx obcTpykums 6bina NMKBMAMPOBaHaA
6e3 Hanmuus [IMP nocne onepauwid. ABTOpbI 0TMEYAIOT Npo-
CTOTY M HaJEXHOCTb NPeAJIOKEHHON TEXHUKU. 10 AaHHBIM
paga astopos [/, 16, 17], nanapockonuyecKkas pacyieHs-
lolas 3KCTpaBe3MKanbHas pPeuMnnaHTaLus MOYeTOYHMKA
MeToaoM Jlnu—Tperyapa y metein ¢ OM B Bo3pacTe craplue
roga aaet 86—-92 % nonoxurenbHolx pesynbraros. A.B. [u-
poros 1 B.B. CuzoHos [18] y geteit ¢ OM ucnonb3oBanu Be-
3MKOCKOMUYECKYI0 peuMnnaHTaumio MeTooM KoaHa 6es 06-
YMBaHUS MOYETOYHMKA, KOTOpas UMenia MOJIOXMUTENbHbINA
pe3ynbTat B 95,8 % cnyyae. AHanu3 pe3ynbTaToB B ApYruxX
NyBAMKaLMAX NOKasas, YTo BE3UKOCKOMMYECKas peuMnnaH-
Tauma c TexHuKon KosHa ¢ MoaenupoBaHMeEM MOYETOYHMKA
npu OM paet 95-100 % nonoxutensHbIx ucxopos [19-22].
B 6onblumHcTBe NpuBeAEHHBIX NY6AMKaLMA onepupoBaHHble
Aetv bbinu ctapwe 12 mec. LienecoobpasHocTb npoBefeHus
MWHUMAaNbHO MHBA3MBHOW PEMMINAHTALMK Y AETEN IPYAHOro
Bo3pacta ¢ OM He n3ydeHa, BMecTe C TeM uMetoTcs pabo-
Tbl, KOTOpble MOKAa3blBalIT, YTO OTKPbITbIE PeUMMIaHTaLMK
C yCnexoM MpUMEHSIOTCA W Y TpyaHbIX aeTeid. Tak, E. Jude
1 coasr. [1] npuBenu faHHbIe 06 yCMELHON peMMniaHTaLmumn
meTtoaoM Cohen y rpyaHbix getert ¢ OM B 97 % cnyvaes.
Y opHoro naumeHTa uMencs pecteHos u 15 % umenun no-
C/leonepaLmoHHoe OCNOXHEHUE B BUAE MHBEKLMM MOYEBbIX
nyTeir. K coxanenuio, B AaHHOM NybnvKauum He npuBeLeHbl
LaHHble KOHTPOJbHBIX MUKLMOHHBIX LucTorpaMM. B npeg-
CTaB/IEHHOW HaMW BbIDOpKE OMepUpoBaHHbIX B 12 LieHTpax
Aeteii ¢ OM ¢ ucnonb3oBaHMEM pasfiiHbIX METOJ0B peuM-
MNaHTaLMM pecTeHo3 Obin 3aperucTpupoBaH B 2,6 % cnyya-
€B, 4TO B TEOPWM BEPOSTHOCTW OTHOCUTCS K MasioBEPOATHOMY
WAM K NPaKTUYECKU HEBO3MOXHOMY CODBITMIO B €AMHUYHOM
ucnbiTanuu. NocneonepaumoHHble 0CIOXHEHUS Pa3BUBATIUCh
B 6 %, 13 HUX y 2,3 % naumeHTOB UMenach TpaH3UTopHas 06-
CTPYKLMA MOYETOUHWKA, KOTOpas MOXET pa3BUBaTLCA U No-
C/le OTKPbLITOM peuMnianTaumu. Tak, no gaHHbIM R. Babajide
u coasrt. [23], B 30,8 % cnyyaeB TpaH3uUTOpHas 0bCTpyKLMS
0TMeyeHa nocne oTKpbIToi M B 27,6 % mocne poboT-accu-
CTMPOBAHHOM PEUMMNIAHTaLMK, M BPEMA BOCCTAHOBJIEHWA
BEPXHUX MOYEBLIX NyTeW 3aHUMano B cpeaHeM 7 u 3,7 Mec.
COOTBETCTBEHHO. [lpn M3ydeHUn QaKTopoB, KOTOpble MOr-
7N BAMATb Ha pe3ynbTaTbl PeMMMNaHTauui YCTaHOBMEHO,
YTO TONILKO OPUEHTALMSA TYHHENSs, BO3PAcT NaLMeHTOB U Aua-
MeTP MOYETOYHMKA CTAaTUCTUMHECKU 3HAYMMO BAMANM Ha pe-
3ynbTaT peuMnnaHTaumi. MHTepecHo, 4to ecnm B 06LLEN BbI-
bopKe pe3ynbTaThl onepaumin Bblnn Xyxe y feTeil rpyaHoOro
BO3pacTa, T0 B Cly4asX peMMniaHTauuiA C UCrosib30BaHMEM
MOMEPEYHON OPUEHTALMW TYHHENA MONOKUTENbHbIE pe-
3ynbTaThl B 0benx BO3pacTHbIX rpynnax Gbiiv conocTaBuMbl
W CTaTUCTMYECKM 3HAYMMO He oTiMYanmck. Kak u3sectHo, Mo-
AeNMpoBaHue AuaMeTpa MOYETOYHUKA MpK OMepaLmsx no no-
Bogy OM sBnsetcs cTaHAapTHOM Npouenypoi, Npu3BaHHOM
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0becrneynTb COOTHOLUEHME LIMHBI TYHHENS K AWUaMeTpy Mo-
yeToYHMKa Kak 5:1 (npasuno Paquin). B npeacTaBneHHoM
HaMu 1ccnefoBaHuM He 06HapYXeHO BAMSHUA 0BYXKMBaHUS
MOYETOYHMKA Ha UCXO[, PEMMINIAHTaLMIA BO BCEX BO3PACTHbIX
rpynnax. PeTpocneKTMBHbIN XapaKTep HaLLero uccieoBaHus
ABNAETCA HEJLOCTAaTKOM W CBUAETESLCTBYET 0 HE0OX0AMMOCTH
NPOLOSIKEHNA paboTbl M NMPOBEJEHNUS PaHAOMU3UPOBAHHOIO
UcCneoBaHus, KOTOpoe Haubonee TOYHO YCTAHOBMUT Hau-
YMe MPUYMHHO-CNEACTBEHHbIX CBA3EN MEXAY (aKTopamu,
BAMSIOLLMMY Ha pe3ynbTaTbl MUHUMANbHO MHBA3WBHOW pe-
MMNaHTaLuK.

3AKJIOYEHUE

MuHWUManbHO MHBa3WBHaA peuMnnaHTaums — besonac-
HbIi M 3 EKTUBHBIA METOS, XMPYPrUYECKOro IeYeHNs LeTel
C 06CTpYKTMBHBIM MeraypeTepoM. MeToA TeXHUYECKH BbiNoN-
HWM B TOM YKCNe Y AeTel paHHero Bo3pacTa Aaxe npy Hanmumu
CONYTCTBYIOLLIEN NATONOMMU MOYEBOTO NMY3bIPS ¥ MOYETOYHUKA.

AOMO/THUTE/IbHASA UHOOPMALIUA

Bknap aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbl BHECNM CYLLECTBEHHBIN BKMaL
B pa3paboTKy KOHLeNLMK, NpoBeAeH1e UCCnefoBaHus U NoAroToB-
Ky CTaTby, NPO4M 1 0f06puv GrHanbHY0 Bepcuio nepep nybnmka-
umen. JIYHBIN BKNaa Kaxaoro aeTopa: H.P. AkpaMoB — pa3paboTka
KOHLENUMM 1 AW3aiiHa WCCNefoBaHWs, NpoBeAEHNE OMepaTuBHBIX
BMeLLIaTeNbCTB, pefaKkTupoBaHue ctatby; t0.B. bapaHos — npo-
Be[leHWe OnepaTWBHLIX BMELLATENbCTB, PeAaKTUpOBaHUE CTaTby;
C.I'. boHpapeHKko — pa3paboTKa KOHLEeNUMM 1 Ou3aiHa uccneno-
BaHWs, NPOBE/IEHME OMepPaTUBHBIX BMELLATENLCTB, OLEHKa pe3ysb-
TaToB, COOpP M aHanW3 NUTepaTypHbIX UCTOUHMKOB, CTATUCTUYECKAS
06paboTKa AaHHbIX, MOLrOTOBKA U HaNMCaHWe TeKCTa CTaTby, pefaK-
TUpoBaHue cTaTbk; B.M. [lybpos — paspabotka Au3aiiHa uccneno-
BaHMs, NPOBE/IEHNE ONEepaTVBHbLIX BMELLIATENLCTB, PelakTUPOBaHKe
cTatbit; V.M. KaraHuoB — pa3paboTka KoHLenumm 1 au3anHa mc-
Cnef0BaHus, MpoBeJieH e OMepaTVBHbIX BMELLATeNbCTB, pefaK-
ThpoBaHue cratbu; C.A. KapnayeB — nposefieHve onepaTviBHbIX
BMeLLITeNbCTB, pefakTupoBaHue ctatbut; M. KoraH — HayuHbIn
KOHCYNbTaHT WCCNeAO0BaHUsA, pefaKTMpOoBaHWe TeKCTa CTaTbu;
[ M. Ky3oBneBa — ob30p nteparypbl, cbop 1 aHanm3 nuTepaTypHbIX
MCTOYHMKOB, MPOBEAEHME ONEPATUBHLIX BMELLATENLCTB, HanMcaH1e
TEKCTa CTaTbW M MOArOTOBKA CTaTbk K mybnmkauww; A.B. Muporos,
[.E. Cabnmn, 0.C. LUMbipoB — npoBeaeHue onepaTuBHbLIX BMe-
LIATeNbCTB, peaakTmpoBaHme cTathy; H0.3. PyamH — paspaboTka
KOHLeNUMK, NpoBeAEHME 0MepaTUBHbIX BMELLITENbCTB, pefaKTMpo-
BaHue cTaTbk; B.B. Cn3oHOB — npoBefieHue onepaTuBHbLIX BMeLLa-
TenbCTB, MOArOTOBKA U HanMCaHWe TeKCTa CTaTbi, peAaKkT1poBaHue
cTarby.

WUcTounuk cmHaHcupoBaHus. ABTopbl 3asBnsioT 06 oTCyT-
CTBUM BHELLIHEro GVMHaHCMPOBaHWA NP NPOBELEHNI UCCTIE10BaHNA
1 MOArOTOBKe MybimMKaLmm.

KoHdnuKT mHTepecoB. ABTOpLI [JEKNApUPYIOT OTCYTCTBUE fAB-
HbIX W MOTEHLMaNbHbIX KOHAMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3aHHbIX C Mpo-
BE[lEHHbIM MCCNeJ0BaHMEM W NYBIMKaLWMEN HACTOSALLEN CTaTbX.

JTUYeCKUI1 KoMUTET. He NprMeHMMO.
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