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BBenenne. /[ByXdTamHoe XHPYPrUdecKoe JICYCHHE MEPUIPOTE3HOW MH(BEKINH SBISIETCS “30JI0THIM CTaHAApPTOM™ JUlsl OONBLIMHCTBA OTEUECTBEHHBIX
1 3apyOeKHBIX KIMHHK. JlaHHAs METOQWKa IpeXyCMaTpUBacT yNaleHHe SHIONPOTE3a, XUPYPrHIECKYI0 0OpabOTKy THOHHO-BOCTIAMMTENIBHOTO OYara
1 yCTAQHOBKY LIEMEHTHOIO CIIelicepa ¢ MOCIeAyoIlel ero 3aMeHOi Ha IOCTOSHHBIN dHaonpoTe3 Yepe3 3—-9 mecsues. Lleas. OneHnTs cpeHecpoyHble
PE3yIbTaThl ABYXITAIHOTO XHPYPrUUECKOro JICUeHHs! OONBHBIX C MEPUIIPOTE3HON HH(EKIHeil KOIeHHOro U Ta300eJpeHHOro cycTaBoB. MaTepHaibl U
MeToabl. [IpoBesieH aHaN3 pe3y/IbTaTOB JedeHus 172 GOIbHBIX ¢ MePUIIPOTE3HOI NH(pEKIUeH, IIPOIeINX MPOLeIypy ABYXITAITHOTO XUPYPTHIECKOTO
nedenust B nepuox ¢ 2011 mo 2015 roa. Ilpu atom y 113 GonbHbIX Habmonanach HHOEKIMS OCIE IHIONPOTE3MPOBAHMS Ta300€APEHHOTO CycTaBa H y
59 manueHTOB HarHOEGHWE KOJIEHHOTo cycTaBa. CpenHuil cpok HaOmoneHus cocraBun 4 + 1,58 roma (ot 2 no 6 ner). Pesyabrarsl. 13 113 npouenyp
JIBYXDTAIHOM peBn3HH TazooenpeHnoro cycrasa B 102 (90,2 %) ciaydasx oTMedanoch KynupoBanue HHpekunH, 4 (3,6 %) O0JBHBIM C PELUIMBOM THOHHOTO
Ipoliecca Mpou3BeIeHa Pe3eKIHOHHAs apTPOILIAcTHKA, 4 (3,6 %) — 0TKa3aIKCh OT 3aMeHBI clielicepa Ha SHI0IPOTEe3 U TPOUM (2,6 %) IOBTOPHO IPOBEIcHA
IByxdTamnHas peBusmsl. 13 60 (59 manueHToB) IpoLenyp IByXd3TalHOH peBH3MH KoJIeHHOTO cycrasa B 50 (83,3 %) ciaydasx oTMedanoch KyIHpOBaHUE
unbekmn, 8 (13,4 %) GOMBHBIM ¢ PELUIMBOM THOMHOTO Mpoliecca BRIIOIHEH apTpozaes, 1 (1,6 %) — oTkazascs T 3aMeHbI crieficepa Ha SHIONPOTE3
onHoMy (1,6 %) mMOBTOPHO HpOBeJeHa AByXdTaHas peBU3Ms. BbIBoabI. [IByXdTamHOE PeBU3HOHHOE YHAONPOTE3UPOBAHNE CYCTABOB C HCIIONB30BaHHEM
LIEMEHTHOIO CIielicepa SBISICTCS. TOCTATOYHO d()(EKTUBHBIM BapHAHTOM JICUCHHs IIEPHIPOTE3HOH HH(EKINH, KOTOpBIH OOecredrBaeT MOIaBICHUE
THOIfHO-BOCTIATUTeNbHOTO mporecca B 86,7 % (83,3 % ms koxenHoro u 90,2 % s Ta300eApEeHHOrO CYCTaBa) CIy4yaeB IMPH CPEAHECPOUHOM MEPUOIC
HaOrozieHust 110 S yiet. OHAKO YPOBEHb PELMINBA THOMHOTO MPoLiecca 0CTaeTC sl 3HAYUTENbHbIM, gocturas 13,3 % (9,8 % s tazobenpennoro u 16,7 %
JUIsL KOJISHHOT'O CYCTaBOB) CIIy4aeB.

KiroueBble ci10Ba: SHIONPOTE3NPOBAHIE, KOICHHBII CyCTaB, Ta300eAPEHHBIH CyCTaB, HEPUIPOTE3HASI HHEKIHS, ICUCHHE, IBYXOTAIIHAs PEBU3HS

Introduction Two-stage revision arthroplasty is the "gold standard" of surgical treatment of periprosthetic infection in most domestic and foreign hospitals.
This technique involves removal of implant components, debridement of the purulent focus and installation of a cement spacer which is subsequently
replaced with a permanent implant after 3-9 months. Purpose To evaluate mid-term results of two-stage surgical treatment of patients with chronic
periprosthetic infection of the knee and hip joints. Materials and methods Treatment outcomes of 172 patients with periprosthetic infection who underwent
two-stage revision arthroplasty in the period from 2011 to 2015 were assessed. Among them, 113 patients developed infection after hip replacement and
59 patients had infected knee joint. The average follow-up period was 4 + 1.58 years (range: 2 to 6 years). Results Out of 113 two-stage procedures of
hip joint revision, 102 (90.2 %) cases showed an arrest of infection. Four (3.6 %) patients with recurrence of the purulent process underwent resection
arthroplasty, another four (3.6 %) rejected to replace the spacer with an implant, and three (2.6 %) had a two-stage re-revision. Out of 60 (59 patients)
procedures of a two-stage knee joint revision, infection was arrested in 50 (83.3 %) cases; eight (13.4 %) had recurrence and underwent knee arthrodesis.
One (1.6 %) refused to replace a spacer for an implant, and one more (1.6 %) had a two-stage repeated revision. Conclusions Two-stage knee and hip
revision arthroplasty using a cement spacer is an effective option for treatment of chronic periprosthetic infection. It provides infection control in 86.7 %
(83.3 % for knee and 90.2 % for hip joints) of cases in the mid-term follow-up period up to 5 years. However, the rate of re-infection remains significant
and reaches 13.3 % (9.8 % for hip and 16.7 % for knee joints).

Keywords: arthroplasty, hip, knee, periprosthetic infection, treatment, two stage revision

BBEJAEHUE

K HECOMHEHHBIM MOJOKHUTEIBHBIM (DAKTOpPaM 3IHJ0-
MIPOTE3UPOBAHUSI CIIEAYET OTHECTH OBICTPOE BOCCTAHOB-
neHne Oe300Ie3HEHHBIX IBIDKCHHHA B CYCTaBe, a TaKkKe
OTIOPOCTIOCOOHOCTH KOHEYHOCTH W KOPOTKHH peadmiInTa-
nunoHHBIH mepuon [1, 2, 3]. K coxanennro, kak u iroboe
XHPYPru4eckoe BMEILIATeNIbCTBO, HIHJIONPOTE3UPOBAHIE
UMEET PSAJl CePhE3HBIX OCIOKHEHUH: HECTAOMILHOCTh U
BbIBUXU KOMIIOHEHTOB, pa3Has JJINHA KOHe‘IHOCTeﬁ, nepu-
MPOTE3HbIC MEPEIoMbl, (PpaKTypa UMILIAHTATA, TETEPOTO-
MUYecKast OCCU(pUKAINS, U3HOC BKIIAJBIIIA, apTpohuOpo3

[4,5, 6, 7]. 3apyOexHBIC aBTOPBI CUUTAIOT HH(EKINIO HAU-
Oolee pa3pyIUTEIEHBIM OCIIOXKHEHHEM [§, 9].
[TepunpoTe3nas HHGEKINS SBISETCS TSHKEIBIM Opeme-
HEeM 7151 OOJIBHBIX BBHUJLy BBICOKOTO YPOBHS €€ PEIHINBA
u cMeptHOCTH. CTOMMOCTD JICUSHHUS! OHOTO MalHeHTa C
MEPUIPOTE3HOI MH(pEKIHel B 3apyOeKHBIX KINHUKAX Ba-
peupyet ot 30 000 1o 78 000 $, He BKIIOUas amMOyTaTop-
HBIE PACXOJIbl, 3aTparThl 3a JUINTEIbHYIO HETPYHOCIIOCO0-
HOCTB U MOTEPsIHHYIO 3apaboTHyo miarty [10, 11, 12].
CroxuBIIasicss CHCTEMA JICYSHUS OOJIBHBIX C TIEPUIPO-

[ Epmakos A.M., Kmomn H.M., A6abkxos [0.B., Tpsanuunukos A.C., Koromkos A.H. Ouenka 5Q(eKTHBHOCTH JBYX3TaIlIHOTO
XUPYPTHYECKOTO JIeUCHHs OONBHBIX C MEPHIIPOTE3HON MH(EKINEH KOICHHOTO W Ta300eIpeHHOro cycTaBoB // ['eHuil opromenunm.
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TE3HOH MH(EKIHel BKITI0YaeT B ce0s1 HECKOIBKO MTOXO0I0B
C TPUCYIIUMH UM METOIUYCCKUMHU TPUEMaMU M HCIIOIh-
3yeMBIMH TEXHUYECKIMH cpencTBaMu. OCHOBHBIM U3 HUX
SIBIISIETCS OTIEpAaTHBHOE JIEYSHHE, TTPOBOIMMOE B COUYETa-
HUU C KypcaMM 3THUOTPONHOM Tepanuu. Mcnonb3oBaHue
TOTO WJIM HHOTO XUPYPTUUYECKOTO MOAX0/1a B 3HAUUTEITHLHOU
CTEIeHU 3aBUCHUT OT BpeMeHH MaHHpecTannu HHQEKIu,
CTaOMJIBHOCTH UMILJIAHTATA, YYBCTBUTCIIBHOCTH MUKPOOP-
TaHU3MOB K aHTHOAKTEPHAJIbHBIM IperaparaM, HaTHdus
COITyTCTBYIOIIMX 3a0oneBanuil u T.4. [13, 14, 15, 16].
JIByxXaTanHoe XUpPypruuyeckoe JeUEHUE MEepUIpOTE3-

HOW WH(EKIHUH SBIACTCS ‘30JI0TBIM CTaHIAPTOM™ JUIS
OOJBITIMHCTBA OTEYCCTBEHHBIX U 3apyOeKHBIX KIMHUK [17,
18, 19]. JlanHas MeToAmMKa IperyCMaTpUBAET yOaleHHUE
SHJIONPOTE3a, XUPYPruYecKylo 00paboTKy 'rHOHHO-BOCHA-
JUTEJILHOTO o4yara M yCTaHOBKY LIEMEHTHOTO clieicepa ¢
HOCJIEAYIOIIEH €ro 3aMEHOU Ha IIOCTOSIHHBIN DHIOIPOTE3
yepes 3-9 mecsues [20, 21, 22, 23].

Heab uccaenoBanusi. OLEHUTh CPEHECPOUHBIE pe-
3yJBTaThl JABYXATAITHOTO XUPYPTUYECKOTO JICYSHUS! OO0JIb-
HBIX C NEPHUITPOTE3HON MH(]EKIMel KOJISHHOro U Tazo0e-
JIPEHHOTO CyCTaBOB.

MATEPUAJIbI U METO/1bI

[IpoBeneH aHamm3 pe3yiapTaToB JedeHHs 172 6onb-
HBIX C TEPHUIPOTE3HOW WHQEKINEH, MPOMEeamnX Ipo-
LeAypy [ABYX3TAallHOTO XHUPYPrHUECKOTO JICUEHUS! C HC-
MOJIb30BaHUEM IIEMEHTHOTO creiicepa B mepuon ¢ 2011
o 2015 roxa. Ilpu stom y 113 GosbHbIX HabOnaNACH
HHEKIHs 0CIe YHIONPOTE3UPOBAHUS Ta300€IPEHHOTO
cycTtaBa 'y 59 manueHToB — KOJIEHHOTO cycraBa. Cpen-
HUH BO3pacT manueHToB coctaBmwi 51,93 + 10,9 roxa (ot
22 no 80 net). MccnenoBanue Ob10 0100peHO KOMHUTE-
TOM IO ATHKE B COOTBETCTBHU CO CTAaHIAapTaMH, H3JI0-
JKEHHBIMU B XeJIbCUHCKON Aeknapanuu 1975 r., nepecMo-
TpeHHbIMU B 2008 1.

Bcem GonbHBIM TPOBOAMIACH JUATHOCTHKA IEPHITPO-
Te3HOW WH(EKINHN COTIacHO pexoMeHmanusaM Proceedings
of the International Consensus Meeting on Periprosthetic
Joint Infection [24, 25]. Tlocne TmiarenbHOrO Mpenonepa-
IMUOHHOTIO INIAHWUPOBAHUA H3BCCTHBIMH criocobaMu ocCy-
LIECTBIISIICS XUPYPrUUECKHUI IOCTYN K HHUIIMPOBAHHOMY
CyCTaBy, C IOMOIIBIO PEBU3HOHHOTO WHCTpYMEHTapus Oe-
PESKHO YIaJSUIMCh BCE JJIEMEHTHI SHJIONPOTE3a, MPOBOIH-
Jlach pajuKaibHas 00padOTKa TIHOWHO-BOCHAJIHUTEIBHOIO
odJara ¢ MOCJIeyIOIeH YCTaHOBKOM [IEMEHTHOTO crieiicepa
(TpeOopMHUPOBAHHOTO WIIM OIIOKOBHIHOTO) COOTBETCTBYIO-
IIero pazmepa ¢ aHTHOAKTepHAIbHBIMU TIpenapaTamMy (BaH-
KOMUIIMH W/WITA TeHTaMUIIAH, W/ 1ieda3onus) (puc. 1).

WuTpaonepannoHHO BBINONHSUICS 3a00p MaTtepuana
JUIl TIPOBENICHHUS MHKPOOMOJIOTHYECKOTO M THCTOJIOTH-
4yecKoro uccienoBanuil. C yd4eToM MOIy4eHHbBIX JaHHBIX
MIPOBOMIICS] KYPC 3THOTPOIIHON Tepanuu B TeUeHUE 6 He-
Jienb (ABe HEleIW — MapeHTEepalbHO U YeThIpe HeaeNlu —
MIEPOPAIILHO).

Ha amOynaropHOM 3Tarne OCYLIECTBISUICS KOHTPOIb
KIIMHUKO-PEHTI€HOJIOTMYECKOTO  COCTOSIHUS ~ OOJIBbHBIX,
octpodazoBsix nokasareneit kposu (serikouuts, CO3 n
CPB) 1 MUKpOOHOJIOTMYECKUX JAHHBIX CYCTaBHOTO CO-
nepxuMoro. Ilpn OTCYTCTBHM KIMHHMKO-Ta0OpaTOPHBIX
MIPU3HAKOB HAJIMYUS THOMHO-BOCHAINTEIHHOTO MpoIec-
ca TPOBOIIIN BTOPOW 3Tall JICUCHHS, B XOJE KOTOPOTO
yOANsId 3JIEMEHTHl IIEMEHTHOTO clieiicepa W WMILIaH-
THPOBAII KOMIIOHEHTHI dHAoNpoTe3a (puc. 2). CpexHuit
CPOK MEXAy 3TamaMu JedeHust coctaBua 8,84 + 5,8 (ot
4 no 32) mecsma.

OreHKa pe3ysbTaToB KyINUPOBAaHUsI THOWHO-BOCIIAIH-
TEJILHOTO Tpoliecca y OONBHBIX C MEPUIIPOTE3HON NH(EK-
I[uel MpoM3BOIMIACHE HAMU Ha OCHOBE MEXAYHAPOAHOTO
MHorompoduibHoro cornanienust Delphi, cortacHo koto-
POMY HCHOJIB30BAJIUCH CIETYIOLUE KPUTEPHH [26]:

a) NCKOpEHEeHHE HHPEKINH (OTCYTCTBHE PaH, CBUILEH,
JpeHaxel, 0osn, a Takke pernuanBa HH(PEKINH, BbI3BaH-
HOTO TeM K€ ITAMMOM MHKPOOPTaHU3Ma);

6

Puc. 1. IlepBblii 9Tan peBU3HOHHOTO BMEIIATEIBLCTBA HA Ta300eApeHHOM (@) U KoJeHHOM (0) cycTaBe

Puc. 2. Bropoii 3Tan peBU3HOHHOTO BMEUIATEILCTBA Ha Ta300€APEHHOM () U KoJIeHHOM (0) cycTraBe
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0) OTCYTCTBHE XHPYPTHUECKOTO BMEIIAaTEeIhCTBA C Iie-
JBI0 KyMAPOBaHMS WH(MEKIINHN TTOCIIe MOCIeIHeH omepa-
IuH (PeUMILTaHTAIHN);

B) OTCYTCTBHE JICTAJTBHOTO ICXO/A IO IPUIHHE CETICHCA.

IIpociexkeHbl pe3ysbTarhl JicueHHss Bcex 172 00iib-
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HBIX B CPOKH OT 2 10 6 JIeT, CpeqHH CPOK HAOTIOICHUS
cocraBun 4 + 1,58 roma. Craructudeckas oOpaboTka
MIPOBOIJIACH TIPH TOMOIIM TTPOTPAMMHOTO 00€CTICYCHHUS
“Microsoft Excel” ¢ BbunciaeHneM cCpeHero 3HaYeHUs U
CTAaTUCTUYCCKOI'O OTKJIOHCHUS.

PE3VIJIBTATBI

Cornacuo kiaccudpukarmu D.T. Tsukayama y 90
(52 %) GonmpHBIX OTMEUaIach OCTpast MocaeonepanuoHHas
uHQEKIWS, TTO3IHSS XpoHnueckas — y 36 (21 %) nanuen-
TOB 1 ocTpast remarorenHas — y 34 (20 %). Ionoxurens-
Hasl MHTPAOoIepallioHHas KyIbTypa BbisiBiIeHa Y 12 (7 %)
6ompHBIX. OJTHAKO HA MOMEHT IOCTYIUICHHS B HAIIy KIIH-
HUKY Y BCEX MAIMEHTOB BpeMsl MaHU(eCTaMN HHPEKIHN
coctaBuio Oosee 4 Hemenb, YTO SBISUIOCH A0COIIOTHBIM
MTOKa3aHUEM JUTsl YIAJICHNS! HHUINPOBAHHOTO CYCTaBa.

Iocne KIMHUKO-PEHTTEHOIOTHIECKOTO 00CIeJ0BaHNS
y 144 (84 %) G60onbHBIX OBLITH BBISBICHB! CBUILH, PAHBI — Y
7 (4 %), oTek ¥ TUTIIepeMUs 0OJACTH MTOCICOTIEPAITMOHHOTO
mBa —y 21 (12 %) manuenra.

[Tpy nocTyIIeHn B KIMHUKY Y NALMEHTOB C JIOKAJIH-
3anueil mepunpoTe3Hol MHQEKIMKA B Ta300CIPEHHOM CY-
CTaBe OTMEYaJINCh CIIEAYIONINE TUIIBI Ae(DEKTOB COrIacHo
knaccudukanuu Paprosky W.G. [27]. JledexTsr BepTiryx-
HoH BriasuHbl | Tnna Habmromammcey y 36 % manueHToB, y
55 % nanmenTtoB ormevancst 11 tun u mums y 9 % 60mbHBIX
obur 111 Tum. Bmecte ¢ Tem, cpenn aedexToB OenpeHHON
xoctu gomuaupoBad | u 11 Tamer (38 % u 33 % cootser-
CTBEHHO), B 25 % ciyuaes BbisBieHb! AedekTs! I1I Tnna n
IV tuna —y 4 % nanueHTos.

VY nanueHToB ¢ JIoKanu3anuell HHPEKIUN B KOJICHHOM
cycraBe nedekThl KOCTel KIacCU(pHUIUPOBAIN COIIACHO
AORI [28]. Cpean nedekToB KOJIEHHOTO cycTaBa rnpeodiia-
nan | T, kotoperid Habmonancs B 37 % ciryyaes, 11 A tun
u II B i ormevanuchk B 21 % u 18 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO, a
tatoke [1I Tun Ot BesiBIIEH y 24 % OGOJIBHBIX.

[To KITMHUYECKNM TTOKa3aHUsIM MPOBEICHO MUKPOOHO-
JIOTHYECKOE HcceioBanne bnomarepuanos 172 OOIbHBIX,
Ppe3yabTaThl KOTOPOTO MPEACTABICHBI HA PUCYHKE 3.

AHanmu3 pe3ynbTaToB JIEUYEHHs OOJBHBIX, KOTOpBIC
MIPe/ICTaBIeHBl B TaOmune |, MpOBOAMIN B COOTBETCTBHU
C MEXIYHApOAHBIM MHOTONPO(MMIBHBIM COIVIAIICHHEM
Delphi.

W3 Tabiuibl BUAHO, YTO MOCIIE YaAJICHUS HHOUIUPO-
BAaHHOTO 3HIOMNPOTE3a Ta300€APEHHOro CycTaBa M yCTa-
HOBKH IIEMEHTHOTO creiicepa B 37 (32,7 %) cinydasx Ha-
Oiroasnicss peunanB MHPEKIMU, U3 HUX 15 OONBHBIM C

pPaHHUM PELHIMBOM BBINOJIHEH JIeOPUIMEHT CycTaBa 0e3
yhoaneHus creiicepa, 14 manueHTam Ipou3BeneHa mepey-
CTaHOBKa crieiicepa, emle 4 — pe3eKIMOHHas apTPOILIaCTH-
Ka U 4 pyrux OTKa3aJMCh OT 3aMEHbI crelicepa Ha 9HJI0-
npores. [Tocite Broporo sramna je4eHus: penyuanB THOHHOTO
mporiecca orMedacs Tub y 3 (2,6 %) O0NBHBIX, KOTOPEIC
MTOBTOPHO TPOILTH MPOIEIYPY IBYXITAITHOTO JIeUeHus. B
resioM, 13 113 GONBHBIX ¢ MepUTIPOTE3HOM HHPEKINEH Ta-
300enpennoro cycrasa 102 (90,2 %) 6bL10 ycmemHo mpo-
BE/ICHO JBYXITAITHOE JICUCHNUE.

59 manmeHTaM ¢ TEPUITPOTE3HON MHQEKIUEH KOJIeH-
HOTO CycTaBa BBIMOJIHEHO 60 Tporenyp AByXITAIHOTO
PEIHIOMPOTE3UPOBAHUS, TAK KaK y OJHON OOJBHOM OBLIO
JIBYCTOpOHHEE ITopakeHHe cycTaBoB. [locne mepsoro 3ra-
na JieueHus (yCTaHOBKH crieficepa) peluuauB TrHOWHO-BOC-
MaJIMTEIBHOTO Mpoliecca BbisiBieH B 17 (28,3 %) ciayuasx,
13 HUX 4 OOJBHBIM C PAHHUM PCIMIUBOM BBIMOIHCH JIC-
OpuIMeHT cycTaBa 0e3 ymajeHus crieiicepa, 6 manueHTam
MIpOM3BE/ICHA ITepPeyCTaHOBKA CIieiicepa, eme 7 — apTpoues
cycraga. [Tocne BToporo srarma JedeHus periInB THOHHO-
ro Tpomecca ormedancs aums y 2 (3,3 %) OONbHBIX, OfI-
HOMY H3 KOTOPBIX ITOBTOPHO MPOBE/ICHA MPOIIEAYyPa IBYX-
ATAITHOTO JIEYCHUS U APYroMy — apTpoze3. B memom n3 60
Clly4yaeB JBYXJTAlHBIX PEBU3HUHi, BBIMOIHEHHBIX 59 00JIb-

100% O 'pammonoxuTenbHas MUKpodIopa
BI'pamorpunarenbHas MUKpodIopa
BT TomumukpoOHast HHPEKIUS

50%

KOJISHHBIH cyCcTae

Ta300e/IpeHHBIH CYCTaB

HBIM, 50 (83,3 %) ObUTH yCTICTITHBIMH.
Puc. 3. VHTpaonepanoHHble JaHHbIE MUKPOOHOJIOTUYECKOTO

Tabmuma 1

PeSyJ'[I)TaTBI JIedeHust OOJIbHBIX C HepHHpOTe3HOﬁ I/IH(I)CKLII/ICI;’I MeTOZ[PIKOfI JABYX3TAITHOT'O PEBU3UOHHOIO SHAOIPOTE3UPOBAHUS

Jlokanu3zanus nepunpore3Hoi MHpexuun

Pe3y.m>TaT JICHCHUSA

Ta300e1peHHblii cycTas (113 manmeHTos)

KOJIeHHBIii cycTaB (59 mareHTos)*

[ atam nedenust Il aram neuenus I sram neueHus 11 »Tam neuenus
PermnuB nHpeknmn 37 (32,7 %) 3 (2,6 %) 17 (28,3 %) 2 (3,3 %)
Ega‘)ggl‘ji“”e 76 (67,3 %) 110 (97,4 %) 43 (71,7 %) 58 (96,7 %)*

SHAOIIPOTES;

peBu3us

102 (90,2 %) — ycrex ABYX3TaIHOIO JICUESHUS;
4 (3,6 %) — pe3eKIMOHHasT apTPOILIACTHKA,
4 (3,6 %) — oTKazanuCh OT 3aMEHBI crelicepa Ha

3 (2,6 %) — MOBTOPHO MpOBEJIEHA ABYXITAIHAS

50 (83,3 %) — ycrex ABYX3TaIHOIO JIEUESHUS;

8 (13,4 %) — aprpones;

1 (1,6 %) — oTkazancs OT 3aMEHBI cIieiicepa Ha
SHJIOIPOTE3;

1 (1,6 %) — moBTOpHO MpOBE/EHA ABYXITAHAS
peBu3us

* — 59 manpeHTaM ¢ MepUIPOTE3HON MH(EKINEeH KOJICHHOTO CyCTaBa ObLIO BBITOJIHEHO 60 MpoLeayp AByXITAITHOIO JICYECHHUS, O/IHA AIUEHTKA UMea

JIBYCTOPOHHEE MOPaKCHHE CyCTaBOB.
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HCCIIeOBAaHUS y OONBHBIX C EPUNPOTE3HON HHpeKIueil

OBCYXJAEHUE

JIByX3TamHoe pPEBU3MOHHOE 3SHAONPOTE3NPOBAHHE
CYCTaBOB C HCIIOJNb30BaHUEM LEMEHTHOIO crieiicepa —
CJIOKHAsI MEIMIMHCKAs TIPOLeaypa, KOTopasi MO3BOJISIET
XHpypram HaJesiThbCcs Ha OJaronojy4Hbld pe3ysibTar Jie-
4YeHMs B IUTaHE KYNHPOBAaHUS THOIHOTO mporecca. JTo
obecrieynBaeTcsi BOZMOKHOCTBIO NMPOBEJICHHS JBYKpaT-
HOW XMpypruueckoir oOpabOTKM cycTaBa B COYETAaHUH C
KypcaM¥ 3THOTPOIHON Teparuu U MOCIEIYIOMEro YH/I0-
npore3upoBanus cycrtasa [29, 30]. Oqnako B mocienHee
BpeMs OTMEUArOTCs MyOJIMKalnuh, KOTOPHIC IMOJBEPraioT
COMHEHHIO BBICOKYIO d(h(DEeKTHBHOCTH TaHHOW METOIUKH
nedenus [31, 32].

Hamu npoBeneH aHanu3 COBPEMEHHOM JUTEpPaTyphbl B
OTHOIIEHUH CTerneHH AP(PEKTUBHOCTH IBYXITAIIHOTO pe-
BU3WOHHOI'O SHAOIIPOTE3NPOBAHUS. Ot JaHHBIE OTpaXKe-
HBI B Tabnune 2.

Dieckmann R. ¢ coaBTOpamu 1eMOHCTPHPYIOT HH(ECK-
IIMOHHBIH KOHTPOJIb IIOCIIC UCIIOJIb30BaHUS IBYX3TAITHON
pesm3un B 93 % ¢ XopommMHu (YHKIHOHAIBHBIMH pe-
synpraramu [18]. Hambomee ycmentHo OBUTH TPOJIEYEHBI
MAlMeHThl B aMEPUKAHCKUX KIMHUKAaX C KylHPOBAHUEM
THOMHO-BOCIIAIUTENBHOTO mponecca B 94 % ciryuaes [33].

Pelt C.E. ¢ xomneramMu TpOJEeMOHCTPHUPOBATH HaW-
OonpIINi ypoBEHb peluanBa MHMEKIMN MOCE JBYX3Tall-
HOTO JeueHust ¢ 22 % ypoBHEM JieTanbHOro ucxona [34].
Claassen L. Takxe KOHCTaTHpyeT 3HAUUTENbHBIN YPOBEHb
penuauBa, KOTopbIi qocturaet 24 % [35].

Citak M. mocrne 0630pa craTeii JeacT BBIBO, YTO HET
HUKAKHX DPa3IMYMi B OTHOIICHWH KOHTPOJIS HH(MEKIMN
MEX]y Pa3IM4YHbIMU BUAaMU crieiicepos [36].

VYpoBeHnb MojaBieHs THOMHOIO Mpoliecca B Hallei
KIMHAKE cocTaBuin 86,7 % (83,3 % sl KOJIEHHOTO H
90,2 % m1s Ta300€JPEHHOTO CYCTaBOB) CIIy4aeB IIPU CPEa-
HEM cpoke HaOmoneHus 4,1 Tofa u penuanBOM HHPEKITHH

B 13,3 % (9,8 % mis TazobenpenHoro u 16,7 % st KOJICHHOTO CYCTaBOB) CIIy4acB.

Tabmuma 2
CBOI[H])IC JAaHHBbIC 3(1)(1)CKTPIBHOCTI/I UCII0JIb30BaHUA METOAUKHU JIBYXOTAITHOIO PEBU3HMOHHOI'O DHAOIIPOTE3UPOBAHUSA
ABTOpBI KommuectBo HabmoneHnit Cpok HaOMOeHNS Pernus nHexumn Kynuposanue nabexmm
Dieckmann R., 2014 43 3,86 roma 7% 93 %
Pelt C.E., 2014 58 3,16 rona 36 % 64 %
Citak M., 2015 1018 3 rona 9% 91 %
Claassen L., 2015 50 3 roma 24 % 76 %
Drexler M., 2015 82 3 roma 14,6 % 85,4 %
Lichstein P., 2015 107 3,7 rona 6 % 94 %
Hamu pesyabrarsl 172 4,1 roga 13,3 % 86,7 %
BBIBO/IbI TE3HOW WH(EKINH, KOTOPHIA O00ecreynBacT IMOJABICHHE

THOWHO-BOCTIAJIMTEIBHOTO Tpotiecca B 86,7 % (83,3 % mis
kojieHHoro 1 90,2 % amns Ta300epPEeHHOT0 CYyCTaBOB) CITy-
YaeB B CPCIHECPOYHOM IEPHUOJC HAOIIOACHHS 0 5 JIeT.
OpHako ypoBeHb pelUIMBa THOMHOTO Tpoliecca OCTaeTCs

JIByXaTanHOe PEBU3MOHHOE IHONPOTE3UPOBAHUE CY-
CTaBOB C UCIIOJIb30BAaHUEM LIEMEHTHOTO CIIelicepa ABIIeTCs
JIOCTATOYHO A(P(PEKTUBHBIM BApUAHTOM JICUCHHS TIEPHUIIPO-

3HaUUTENbHBIM, gocturas 13,3 % (9,8 % s TazobenpenHoro u 16,7 % Ui KOIICHHOTO CyCTaBOB) CITy4acB.
Korgpnuxm unmepecos: He 3asBIICH.
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