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Ta6nuua 2. Aemorpadunueckue gaHHble U CONYTCTBYIOLME BMellaTenbcTBa
ABYX BblfeieHHbIX rpynn nauueHToB

fpynnbi/gaHHble : r::yg:a I :]p:ylr;na 3HaueHue p
HeHWnHbI 47 (55.3%) 13{92.9%) PF <0.05
MV3KYMHBI 38 (44.7%) 1(7.1%) PF <0.05
CpenHuniA Bo3pacT 67.5+7.6 67.1+4.7 P=0.078
Coeanwii poct {cm) 166.317.1 161+5.3 P=0.01
CoeaHuii Bec {Kr) 80.4+16.8 78.4+12.5 P=0.06
AT (m2) 1.87+0.15 1.84+0.16 P=0.054
ConyTcTBylOWIME BMELLATENBCTBA
PeBacKv/iiApDM3aLWA MUOKabaa 34 (40%) 2 {14.3%) PF <0.05
MK Mnactuka 5(5.9%)
MpoTtesnposaHue 2(2,4%)
LUvHTMpoBaHKe BLA 1(1.2%)
Hpumeuanue: IIIT, MK-ymumpansnoii xeanan, BI{Copaxuouegaronvix apmepuii. PRapumepus Quwepa.
Ta6nuua 3. JoonepaunoHHble gaHHble 3xoKapauorpadum n pacyéTHble gaHHble NauueHToB
MNokasartenun : r:zg;a . r::y{l:a 3Ha4yeHue P
nOT {m?) 1,87+0,15 1,8410,16 P=0,054
KOO XK {(mn) 104,5%27,0 92,0+16,5 P=0,069
®B NHK (%) 55,4+7,5 57,0+6,9 P=0,086
YO K (mn) 53,0+5,5 52,4+6,3 P=0,092
WHaeKc yaapHbiit 06bem XK (YO/MNT) (mn/m?) 28,318,6 28,5+10,0 P=0,097
M1KOBbIN rpagmeHT aasneHna (mm.Hg) 98,2+28,5 108,0431,0 P=0,074
CpeaHuia rpagueHT gasneHna (mm Hg) 44,8+20,5 47,0+16,9 P=0,093

Hpumenanue: I1ITT-naouads nogepxrocmu meaa, KO JDKxoneuno-duacmonuueckuil o6sem resozo sicenydouxa, @B JDK-gpaxyus ¢vibpoca aesozo scerydouxa,
YO JDKyoapnii obsem sesoeo acenydouxa..

Ta6nuua 4. MocneonepaulnoHHaa reMogMHaAMMYeCKUe U pacy&éTHble AaHHble NauueHToB

CraHpa PTHbiE U3MepeHna

MNokasarenn ! r:zg;a I r:!{':a 3HauyeHue P
KOO XK (mn) 108,1+24,4 99,8+20,9 P=0,078
B NXK (%) 54,7+4,7 57,1+3,55 P=0,094
YO XK (mn) 58,7+12,1 56,8+11,2 P=0,090
MAKOBbIN rpagueHT aasneHuna (Mm pr. cT.) 24,318,7 21,4+7,0 P=0,079
CpeaHuia rpagueHT aasneHuna (mm pr. cT.) 12,7+4,7 10,7+3,6 P=0,073
NOT {m?) 1,87+0,15 1,84+0,16 P=0,088
3MO HOHWAalK-21 pasmepa 1.79 cm? 1.79 cm? -
PacueTHble MHAEKCHI
Wngexe 3MO/MNT (cm¥/m2) 0,96 0,98 P=0,086
WHaekc yaapHbiii o6bem S (YO/NNT) (mn/m?) 31,545,8 33,1t6,6 P=0,085

Ipumeuanue: IITT-naowads nosepxrnocmu mena, KO JK-«xoneuno-duacmosuveckuii ofsem aesoeo scenyoouxa, @B /DK-gpaxyus évibpoca aesoeo sicenydouxa,
YO JDKyoapnoiii obsem sesozo scenydouxa, 10-appexmusnas naowads omsepcmus, npomesa.
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OCNOXHEHUA TeXHUYeCKMX, CBSI3aHHLIX C paccevyeHuem
KOPHS aopThbl U C ero NNacTUKon 3annatoi He 6bino. Kpo-
BOTeYeHUs U3 o6nacTu 3annaTel, NnapanpoTesHslie GUCTy-
Jibl, aTPUOBEHTPUKYNSIPHLIE BoKaabl OTCYTCTBOBaNN. Tak-
X€e& HM B OOHOM ciiy4yae He OblN1o OTMEe4YeHO MOSBeHUS
(ycuneHns) MUTpansLHON HeLOCTaTO4HOCTU. ECTECTBEHHO,
4YTO OHa o4YeHb MasloBeposATHA NPU NacTUKe No MeToauke
Nicks R.

B 2 HaGniogeHuax aoptonnactnukm no Rittenhouse E.A.,
rie UMesiucb nepexol, aopToTOMUYECKOro paspesa Ha
nepeaHioln CTBOPKY MUTPANLHOMO KnanaHa v gansHeilee
BLUMBAHME B 3TOT y4acTOK 3amnnartbl, nosiBieHue (ycune-
HME) MUTPaNbLHOM HeJOCTAaTOYHOCTUN, HECOCTOATENILHOCTb
LUOBHBIX JIMHNIA OTCYTCTBOBASN.

JaHHble HenocpeAcTBEHHOro nocneonepauMoHHOro
nepuopa (axokapguorpaduieckme gaHHbIE NPU BLINUCKE,
Tabnuua 4.) nokasanu crenywolme pesynsratel. B nep-
Bon rpynne KOO JIX cocrasun 108,1+24,4 mn (70-157
mn) npotue 99,8+20,9 mn (70-133 mn), pasHuua cratn-
CTuyeckn He pgoctoBepHa (p >0,05). B nepsoi rpynne
®B J1X cocTtaBuna 54,7+4,7 (41-67%) npotus 57,1+£3,55
Mn (53-60%), (p >0,05). YoapHbih 06beM NEBOrO Xeny-
nouyka (YO) B nepBoi rpynne cocTaBUil cpefHeMm
58,7x12,1 mn. (37-92 mn), npotuB 56,8+*11,2 mn
(44-80 mn), (p >0,05).

MuKoBLIN rpagMeHT Ha OuonpoTe3e B MEPBOW rpynne
cocTaBun B cpefiHeM 24,3+8,7 MM pPT. CT. (11-51 MM pT. CT.)
npotue 21,4+7,0 Mm pT. cT. (6,4-35 MM PT. CT.) BO BTOPOA,
(p >0,05). CpegHuit rpafimeHT Ha BuonpoTese B NepBOW
rpynne coctaBui B cpefHem 12,7+4,7 MM pPT. CT. (5-23 MM
pT. cT.) npotmB 10,7+3,6 MM pT. CT. (4-18 MM pT. CT.),
(p >0,05).

Mupeke SMNO/MMT, oTHoweHne AMNO (adpdpekTUBHON NNo-
Wwaanm oteepcTuss npoTtesa 21 pasmepa MO AaHHbLIM
npounssogutend) k MMAT (nnowain NOBEepXHOCTU Tena) B
nepsoi rpynne 6sin 0,96 npotmns 0,98 Bo BTOpOI rpynne,
(p >0,05). MHpekc yaapHoro o6bema JIX (YO/IT) B nep-
BoM rpynne 6bin 31,5+£5,8 mn/m2 (20-42 mn/m2) NpoTuB
33,1+6,6 mn/m2 (25-45 mn/m2), BO BTOpPOM rpynne
(P >0,05).

Takum o6pasom obe rpynnsl Mo nocneonepaLnoHHLIM
OaHHLIM axokapauorpadumn U pacieTHLIM UHAEKCaM UMe-
JIN T€ UM UHbIe OT/INYKUS, KOTOpPLIE, 0OAHAKO, He BbINn cTa-
TUCTUYECKU 3HAYUMBIMUI.

O6cyxneHne

WMcecnenoBaHHble HaMU FPYNMbI OKA3aIMCh CTATUCTUYECKN
CPaBHUMbBIMMA MO UCXOOHBIM MOP@OMETPUYECKUM, BO3-
pacTHbIM 1 3xokapauorpapuyeckum xapakTepucTukam.
CraTuctMyecku JOCTOBEPHbLIMU OKa3anock Nofasnsiollee
npeobnagaHue XeHLWMH BO BTOPon rpynne 92,9% npoTue
55,3% B nepBoit rpynne, p <0,05. A Takxe CoOnyTCTBYIO-
lpe XMpypruyeckue npoueaypsl B NepBOi rpynne npo-
M3BOOWUNMNCE 3HAYUTENLHO 4vawe: B 42 (42,4%) ns 99
HaBnoaeHnn npotue 2 (14,2%) n3 14 Bo BTOPON rpynne.
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LWkana S. Rashimtoola [4], ocHOBaHa Ha OTHOLUEHUM:
ANO/MNT, (nnaoekce iIECA). Ecnn nnpekc IMNO/MMNT 6onee
0,85 cmM2/mM2, TO UMNIAHTUPOBAH ONTUMASIbHLIN pasmep
knanaHa. MNpun nHgekce 3MNO/MMNT 0,65-0,85 cm2/m2,
UMeeT MecTo ymepeHHas, a npu uHaekce IMO/MNT
(IEOA) meHee 0,65 cm2/M2 - MMEET MeCTO BblpaXeH-
HOE COCTOSIHUE HECOOTBETCTBMA NpoTe3/NauueHT.
Mo uHpekcy 3MO/MNMT, otHoweHne 3MNO (adpdekTUBHON
naowanM oTeepcTus Npotesa 21 pasMmepa No [AaHHbIM
npounssoautensa) Kk cpenHei MMNT (nnowaanm NOBEPXHOCTU
Tena) nepsasa rpynna umena BenuumHy 0,96, a BTOpaq
0,98. Yto no knaccudukaumm Rashimtoola S.H. [4] Gonee
0,85 n roBoput 0 NpekpacHoM NpoTe3-NaumeHT CooT-
BETCTBMW. YTO npepnonarano xopowuid ¢yHKUMOHab-
HbIA pes3ynbTart onepauun. Tem He MeHee, HekoTopble
oTnnuma 6einn nonydeHsl. B nepBoi rpynne nocneone-
paunoHHblm KOO JIXK 6bin Heckonbko Gofblue, YemM BO
BTopoit: 108,1+24,4 mn npotmB 99,8+20,9 mn, (p >0,05).
Takke B NepBON rpynne HeECKONbLKO BGONbWAM Oblf
yAapHbI 06keM neBoro xenyaouka: 58,7+12,1 mn npotue
56,8+11,2 mn, (p >0,05). MNMpn NpakTUHeCKn O4NHAKOBOMN
nnowaaun noeepxHoctn tena (1,87+0,15 m2 n 1,84+0,16
M2) 3TO 3aKOHOMEPHO NPUBENO K 6oJlee BLICOKUM Nnepena-
ham faBneHust Ha npoTtese. NUKoBLIN rpaneHT B NepBOMA
rpynne 6bin B cpefHem 24,3+8,7 MM pPT. CT. NpPOTUB
21,4+7,0 MM PT. CT. BO BTOpOIA rpynne, (p >0,05). CpeaHuin
rpagineHT B NepBOW rpynne Obll B cpefHem 12,747
(Mm pT. ct.) npotmB 10,7+3,6 (MM PT. CT.), BO BTOPOR
rpynne (p >0,05).
YAMBUTENLHBIM OKasanock To, 4To dpakuma BeiBpoca
NEBOro Xenyaoyka B NepBoil rpynne Obiia HAXE, YEM BO
BTOpONR: 54,7+4,7% npotmB 57,1+£3,55%. Takxe Gonee
HU3KUM B MEPBOI rpynne okasancd WHAEKC YAapHOro
o6bema JIXK (YO/IMT). B nepBoi rpynne oH 6kin 31,5+5,8
MNn/m2, a BO BTOpoi rpynne 33,1+6,6 mn/m2, (p >0,05). To
€CTb COKPATMMOCTb JIEBOIO XeNyaouka u nHaekc nepdy-
3nun nepudepunyecknx TkaHe 6bin nyylle B rpynne ¢ 3af-
HEN aopPTONIACTUKOM.
Ha cerogHAWHWA AeHb B POCCURCKNX U 3apyBeXHbIX peko-
MeHAaUUsIX HeT 4eTKO 0603HAYEHHbIX KPUTEPUER NPUMe-
HEHUS MeTOAMK aHHynopaclwupaloweid aopTonnacTukm
[10]. NokasaHuMaMK B Hallel NpakTuke ObN clieayoLue:
1) AnameTtp Pprnbpo3HOro Kosbla aopTasnsHOro KnanaHa
nocne UCCe4yeHNs CTBOPOK U TLWATENBHON AekanbunHa-
umm 20 MM U MeHee. Tak Kak B ny4yLlem cry4dae no3sonumn
Obl MMNaHTauuio 19 pasmepa NpoTesa;
2) Mnowaab NoBeEpPXHOCTM Tena. Ecnu oHa npesbiwana
1,7 M2, TO Mbl CHMTaNM HEOBXOAMMBIM UMMNNAHTUPOBaTb
ononpoTtesz 21 n Gonee pasmepa. bes npumeHeHus
(1 rpynna) uam c npuMeHeHnem (2 rpynna) sanHen
aopTONIacTUKN.

BesycnoBHO, Ha NPUHATUE peLleHUs BIUAIO COCTOSIHUE
KOPHA aopTbl. [MpyM HannuuMuM TAXEeNoro KajblLMHO3a
aopTanbHOro kosblUa, rpy6oM hopMUpPOBaHNA KallbLIMHU-
pPOBaHHLIX rpeGHell B KoOMUCCYpe MeXay HEKOPOHaPHOM 1
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