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Henb. IIpoBecTn MeraaHanM3, OCHOBAaHHbIM Ha Pe3y/bTaTax MPOCIIEKTUBHBIX KOTOPTHBIX KIMHUYECKUX MCCIIENOBaHMI, KOTOPbIE CPaBHUBAIOT
pesysbTaThl NMPUMMEHeHVsT MeTOOVK MVHMMaIbHO-MHBA3MBHOTO M OTKPBITOTO TpaHC(OpaMUHAIbHOTO MEXKTEeJIOBOrO CIOHIMIONEe3a MHPY JIeUeHUU
MAIMEeHTOB C JlereHepaTyBHbIMY 3a60/I€BaHNMSIMU MOSICHUYHOTO OTAena. MaTtepuanbl u MeTonbl. [IpoBeieH MoUCK paHIOMU3YPOBAHHbBIX KIMHUYECKUX
uccnenoBanmii B 6asax ganubix Pubmed, EMBASE, ELibrary un KokpeitHoBckoi 6ubnmoreke, ormy6aMkoBaHHbIX B riepyoz ¢ 2008 r. o Hosiéps 2018 .,
KOTOpBIE CPaBHMBAJM Pe3yJIbTaThbl IPUMEHEHVsS] MeTomuK MyuHuManbHO-MHBasuBHOro (MIS-TLIF) u orkperroro (O-TLIF) TpaHcdopamyHaibHOrO
MEXXTEJIOBOrO CIIOHAMJIONe3a NPy JIeYeHUM TMAlMeHTOB C JereHepaTVBHbIMM 3a00jeBaHMSIMM IOSCHMYHOIO OTZHea I03BOHOYHMKA. st
MXOTOMUYECKUX TIEPEeMEeHHbIX PACCUMTAH OTHOCUTENIbHBINA PUCK 1 95 % MOBEpUTENIbHBIN UHTEPBAJL. B CBOIO Ouepe/ib, 1Jis1 HEMPEPbIBHbIX TIePEMEHHbIX
MCIIOIb30BaHbl CTAHAAPTU3VPOBAHHAST Pa3HNUIA CPENHMX 3HAYEHMI 1 uX 95 % mOBEpUTENIbHBIX MHTEPBAIOB C MCIIOIH30BaHMEM MOLEJIV CTydYaiHbIX
abdekroB. PesynbraThl. B MeraaHamms Bouum 14 MpOCNEKTUBHBIX KOTOPTHBIX MCCJIENOBAHUM, TPU U3 KOTOPBIX SIBJSINCh PAaHIOMM3MPOBAHHBIMU
KOHTPOJIMPYEMbIMY KIVHUYECKMMY UCCIeOBaHMUIMI. Bcero oleHeHbI pe3ysbTaThl XUPYPruyeckoro jedennst 1324 nauyeHTOB C JereHepaTyBHBIMU
3a00JIeBaHMSMY TIOSICHUYHOTO OTAea 1Mo3BoHOoYHMKA. B rpynne MIS-TLIF BepucuumpoBaH AOCTOBEPHO MEHbIIMI YPOBEHb OOJIEBOTO CMHIPOMA
B HOSICHUYHOM oTzese mo3BoHounuka (p < 0,00001), nyummit ¢dyHkumonanbueni craryc nmo ODI (p < 0,0001), Huszkoe umcyio HeGIarompuUsSITHBIX
nocienctsuii (p = 0,01). ITpu 3ToM yacToTa GopMmpoBaHMs MEXTEIOBOro crionaunoznesa (p = 0,98) u pacnpocTpaHeHHOCTh OBTOPHBIX ONEPATUBHBIX
BMmemiarenbct (p = 0,52) MeXAy CpaBHMBAeMbIMM TPYIIIAMU He MMM JOCTOBEpPHbIX pasinunii. 3akmaouenne. Croco6 MIS-TLIF B cpaBHeHun ¢
metopukoit O-TLIF umeer [OCTOBEpPHO JIyulline OTHAJIEHHbIE KIMHUYECKME MCXOAbI [0 YPOBHIO GOJIEBOTO CMHApPOMA U (YHKLUMOHAIBHOMY CTaTyCy,
MeHBIIIVe PUCKY Pa3BUTHS HEXKeJIATeJIbHbIX MOCIeACTBMIA. [Ipy 3TOM cTaTuCTIYecKy JOCTOBEPHbIX pas/iMumii B 4acToTe (GJOpMMUPOBaHMS MEXTEIOBOIO
CIOHWIIONE3a U TIOBTOPHBIX OIEPATVBHBIX BMEIIATeIbCTB MEXKY CPABHMBAEMbIMU I'PYIIIIaMI PECIIOHIEHTOB He BbISBIIEHO.

KitroueBble c10Ba: TMOSICHUYHBINM OTHEN MO3BOHOYHMKA, JIereHepaTuBHbIe 3a60seBaHys], TpaHCHOpaMUHAIbHbI MEKTEIOBO CIIOHAMIIONE3, TPaHC-
MeJUKY/ISIPHast CTadUIM3aIMsl, MMHUMAIbHO-MHBa3MBHasI CIIMHAJIbHAS XMPYPryist, METaaHajM3, IPOCHEKTHBHbIE KOTOPTHbBIE VICCIENOBAHMSI, PAHIOMMU-
31POBAaHHbIE KOHTPOJIMPYeMble UCCIIeNOBaHMs

Purpose To conduct a meta-analysis based on the results of prospective cohort clinical studies that compare the outcomes of minimally
invasive and open transforaminal lumbar interbody fusion in surgical treatment of patients with lumbar spine degenerative disease.
Material and methods Pubmed, EMBASE, ELibrary and Cochrane Library databases were searched for randomized clinical trials published
from 2008 to November 2018, which compared the results of minimally invasive (MIS-TLIF) and open (O-TLIF) techniques of transforaminal
interbody fusion in treating patients with degenerative diseases of the lumbar spine. For dichotomous variables, the relative risk and 95%
confidence interval were calculated; in turn, a standardized difference in mean values and their 95 % confidence intervals were used for continuous
variables, using the random effects model. Results This meta-analysis included 14 prospective cohort studies, three of which were randomized
controlled clinical trials. The results of surgical treatment of 1,324 patients with degenerative diseases of the lumbar spine were assessed. In the
MIS-TLIF group, a reliably lower level of pain in the lumbar spine (p < 0.00001), better functional status by ODI (p < 0.0001), lower number of
adverse effects (p = 0.01) were verified. At the same time, the rate of fusion (p = 0.98) and of secondary surgical procedures (p = 0.52) between
the compared groups had no significant differences. Conclusion The MIS-TLIF method has significantly better long-term clinical outcomes in
comparison with the O-TLIF method in terms of pain relief and functional status and a lower risk of consequences. There were no statistically
significant differences in the rates of interbody fusion and repeated surgical interventions between the compared groups of respondents.
Keywords: lumbar spine, degenerative diseases, transforaminal interbody spinal fusion, transpedicular stabilization, minimally-invasive spinal surgery,
meta-analysis, prospective cohort studies, randomized controlled studies
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BBEJEHUE

IlerenepatuBHbIe 3a60eBaHNs TOSICHUYHOTO OTAeIa
MO3BOHOYHMKA MaHUGECTUPYIOT MPEeUMYIIEeCTBEHHO Y
JIIOfie TPYIOCIOCOOHOTO BO3pacTa M COMPOBOKIAIOTCS
60JIEBBIM CMHAPOMOM B HMKHEN YaCTU CIMHBI U HUK-
HUX KOHEUYHOCTSIX, CMHIPOMOM HEIPOTEeHHO} Iepeme-
’KarolIecss XpOMOThI U CHUKeHMEM (QYHKIMOHAIbHOM
akTuMBHOCTH [1, 2].

TpaHchopaMMHATbHBINA MEKTEJIOBOIM CHOHIMIIONE3 U
TPaHCIeOUKYIspHast GpUKCalus SBJSIIOTCST Haubosiee pac-
MPOCTPAHEHHBIMIM BapMaHTaAMM XUPYPTUUECKOTO JIEUEHMS
GOJIBIIMHCTBA JIeTeHePAaTUBHBIX 3a00/I€BaHNIA TOSICHUYHO-
r'O OTJes1a IO3BOHOYHMKA [ 3, 4]. OTKpbITast JOp3aabHas pu-
runHas crabumusaius (O-TLIF) TpaguiimoHHO COMpoBO-
SKIAeTCsl 3HAUMMbIM MTOBPEKIEHNEeM TapaBepTeGpabHbIX
MBIIIIlI, BBICOKMMM DPUCKaAMM Pa3BUTHUS MHMEKIVMOHHBIX
OCJIOKHEHMIA, BbIPAKEHHBIM IOCIEONEePALMOHHBIM 60-
JIEBBIM CHHJIPOMOM, 3HAUMTEJIbHOM MHTPAoIepaiioHHOM
KPOBOTIOTEPEN U IJINTENIbHBIM (QYHKIMOHAIbHBIM BOCCTA-
HOBJIeHMeM [5, 6]. B kauecTBe aybTepHATUBbI 7S CHYKE-
HUS AITPOT€HHOTI'O IMOBPEXXOEHMS MIATKUX TKaHef/i npu go-

cTyme paspaboTaHa METOOVKA MMUHUMAJIbHO-MHBa3MBHOTO
TpaHCcHOPaMMHAIBHOTO MEXXTEJIOBOTO CHOHAWIOREe3a U
TpPaHCKyTaHHAs TPaHCIeOVKY/sIpHas ctabwimsanys (MIS-
TLIF) [7, 8]. Ho, HecMOTpsl Ha NOTEHLMAJIbHO Jy4lle
KJITHUYECKYe MCXOBI TAKMX TEXHOJIOTHI, B COBPEMEHHO
Crenyaa3ypOBaHHOM JIMTepaType COXPAHSIOTCS IIPOTH-
BOpEYVBBIE [aHHbIE O CPABHUTENBbHON 3GbGEKTUBHOCTU
O-TLIF u MIS-TLIF, ocHOBaHHbI€ Ha AJINTEJIbHOW KPUBOM
06y4YeHus1, OrpaHMYeHHOM 00IaCTU XUPYPrUueCKUX MaH!-
MTYJISIIVI Y BBICOKOM UM CJIe OCJIOSKHEHWI, CBSI3aHHBIX C MC-
MOJIb30BaHMEM [IOTIOHUTEbHOTO obopynosanus [9, 10].
Bce BbllIenepeunciieHHOE SIBUIOCH MOGYIUTEIbHBIM MO-
MEHTOM K IIPOBEIEHNIO HACTOSIILIETO MeTaaHas3a.

Ilesns MccnenqoBaHMs — IPOBECTU MeTaaHAIU3, OCHO-
BaHHBIN Ha Pe3yJIbTaTaX MPOCIEKTUBHBIX KOTOPTHBIX KIIN-
HUYECKNX MCCIeNOBaHMIA, KOTOPble CPaBHUBAIOT Pe3YIIb-
TaThl IPYMEHEeHNs MeTOOVIK MMHMMAaJIbHO-VHBa3MBHOTO U
OTKPBITOTO TPaHC(HOPAMMHATBHOTO MEKTEJIOBOrO CIIOH-
IOUJIoNe3a TpY JIeYeHUM TAIMEHTOB C JiereHepaTBHbIMMU
32060J1eBaHNMSIMU TIOSICHUYHOTO OT/Ie/Ia TIO3BOHOYHMKA.

MATEPUAJIbI U METObI

Cmpamezus noucka u oméopa 1umepamypHusix OaHHbIX

BbINoIHEH MOMCK MPOCMEKTUBHBIX KOTOPTHBIX KIIM-
HMYECKUX MCCaemNoBaHuii B 6asax [maHHbIX Pubmed,
EMBASE, ELibrary u Cochrane Library, omy6mauko-
BaHHbIX B nepuopn ¢ 2008 r. mo Hos6ps 2018 T., KoTOpBIE
CPaBHMBAIM DPe3YJIbTaThl MpPUMEHEeHMS MEeTONUK MUHMU-
masbHO-MHBasuBHOro (MIS-TLIF) u otkpertoro (O-TLIF)
TpaHchOPaMMUHATBHOTO MEKTEJIOBOTO CIIOHIMIIOAE3a pu
JIeUeHM! TTallMEeHTOB C JereHepaTMBHBIMM 3a060IeBaHUSIMM
MOSICHUYHOTO OTZHea MO3BOHOYHMKA. [Tomck smreparyp-
HBIX JAHHBIX OCYIIECTBJIEH ABYMSI McciienoBaTensamu. [1pu
BO3HMKHOBEHMM DPa3HOIIACUI OTHOCUTEIBHO BKJIIOUEHMS
MCCIeN0BaHNI B MeTaaHa/IN3 pellieHne MPUHUMAIOCh KOJ-
JIETMaJbHO TIPM yYaCTUM BCEro aBTOPCKOTO KOJUIEKTMBA.
ViccrenoBaHue BBITIOHEHO B COOTBETCTBUM C MEKAYHa-
POIHBIMM PEKOMEHIAISIMM IO HAIMCAaHUIO CUCTeMaTIye-
ckux 0030poB 1 MetaaHam30B PRISMA [11].

Ha mepBoMm 3Tare mpoBOIMIICS MOMCK JIMTEPATYPHBIX MC-
TOYHMKOB C MCITO/Ib30BaHMEM KITIOUEBbIX CJIOB «degenerative
disease», «lumbar spine», «transforaminal interbody fusion»,
«TLIF», «minimally invasive spine surgery», «MIS»,
«open», «clinical outcomes», «radiological outcomes» st
AHIVIOA3BIYHBIX CUCTEM, «OereHepaTBHbIE 386OHeBaHI/IH I10-
SICHMYHOT'O OT/e/1a IO3BOHOYHMKA», «TPaHCHOPaMUHATbHBIN
MEKTEJIOBOI CIIOHAMIIONE3», «MUHMMA/IbHO-MHBA3UBHAS XM~
PYPIusi», «OTKPbITas XUPYPIUSI», <KIMHUYECKUE UCXOMbI»,
«PEHTTeHOJIOTMYECKMEe Pe3y/IbTaThl» — JJIST PYCCKOSI3BIUHBIX
CHCTEM U PYYHON OTGOp CTareii 10 Ha3sBaHMSIM Ha COOTBET-
CTBMe KpUTepusiM mccienoBanmst. Ha Bropom srarte npocma-
TpUBa/IM abCTPAKThI CTATEN M UCKIIIOUaIM IyO/IMKam, He
COOTBETCTBYIOLIIE KPUTEPMSIM McCIenoBanmst. Ha Tperbem
JTare MpoCMaTPUBaJI IOJIHbIV TEKCT OTOOPAHHBIX CTaTel Ha
COOTBETCTBME KPUTEPVSIM BKJTFOUEHMST U CITVICOK JIUTEPATYPbI
Ha HaJIMuMe peJieBaHTHBIX MccaenoBanmii (puc. 1).

B 6a3ax AaHHbIX (n = 359)

WccnepoBaHus, MAEHTUGULMPOBaHHbIE Yepes MOUCK

4

‘ McenenoBaHus nocne uckntoueHus aybnukatos (n = 175) ‘

|

WccnenosaHus, npoweawne cCKpUHUHT (n = 175)

H MckntoueHHble uccneposanus (n = 139)

A 4

COOTBETCTB

us (n = 36)

MonHoTekCcToBbIE CTaTbU, OLLEHEHHbIE NO Kputepuam

McKntoueHHbIE MONHOTEKCTOBbIE CTaTby
(n=22):

\ 4

(1) peTpocnekTuBHoOe uccneposaHve (n = 8);
(2) cpaBHeHMe [aHHbIX He MpeacTaBsieTcs

MccnenosaHus, BKIOUEHHbIE B KAYECTBEHHbIA aHanus (n = 14)

BO3MOXHbIM (N = 4);
(3) He npencTaBneHbl HeobxoauMble

|

LaHHble uccnenosaHus (n = 6);

(MeTaananus) (n = 14)

[ BKnIO‘IeHHbIe][ Coorae'rc'raue] [ CKPMHUHF ] [ Unentndunkaumua ]

MccnenoBaHus, BKIOYEHHbIE B KONMUYECTBEHHbIN aHanu3

(4) uccnenoBsaHWe He Ha
aHIIUICKOM/PYCCKOM g3bike (N = 4)

Puc. 1. Crparerust moucka 1 0T60pa JIUTePaTypHbIX JAHHBIX [ BKIIOUEHMsI B MeTaaHaIn3
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Kpumepuu coomeemcmeusn

C uesnbio cpaBHeHNs 3bGEKTUBHOCTY ABYX YKa3aHHBIX
BU/IOB OTIE€PATMBHBIX BMEIIIaTeIbCTB ONpeiesieHbl CIeAyIo-
11ie KPUTEPUY COOTBETCTBMS JIUTEPATYPHBIX UCTOYHUKOB:

1) BKJTIOUEHHbIE VCCJIENOBAHMUS: MPOCIEKTUBHBIE KO-
TOPTHbIE KJIMHUMYECKME UCCIeNOBaHMs, MU3ydaloliye pe-
3yJIbTAThl TTPUMEHEHUSI METOOVK MMWHMMATbHO-MHBA3UB-
HOTO M OTKPBITOTO TPaHCGHOPaMUHAIBHOTO MEKTEIOBOTO
CIIOHIMJIOE3a Y B3POCJIbIX MAIVIEHTOB C JeTeHepPaTUBHBIM
3a00JyieBaHMEM TOSICHUYHOTO OTHesia IMO3BOHOYHUKA U
VIMEIOIIENCST KIIMHUKO-HEBPOJIOTMYECKOM CUMITTOMATHUKOM;

2) BUIIbI OTI€PATUBHBIX BMEIIATENIbCTB: UCC/IENOBAHMS,
CPaBHUBAIOIIME METOAMKM MUHMMATbHO-UHBASUBHOTO U
OTKPBITOTO TPaHCGHOPAMMHATBHOTO MEKTEJIOBOTO CIOH-
IMJIofesa C MpUMeHeHeM pas3IMUHbIX UMILJIAHTaTOB;

3) Mcxompl: MCCIeNOBaHMs, aHAIM3UPYIOIIe KIMHUKO-
MHCTPYMEHTA/IbHbIE Pe3y/IbTaThl BBITIOJHEHUST YKa3aHHbIX
BUIOB OIEPaTMBHBIX BMEIIATEIbCTB; YPOBEHb KauyecTBa
SKU3HYM TIAIMEHTOB, CBSI3aHHBIM C WHAEKCOM OTpaHuye-
HUSI IBMKEHMI B MOSCHUYHOM OTHese mo3BoHoYHMKa ODI
(Oswestry Disability Index), BbIpaskeHHOCTb 60JIEBOTO CHH-
IpoMa B TMOSICHUYHOM OT[ieJie MMO3BOHOYHMKA TI0 BU3YaJlb-
Hoi1 aHasoroBoi 1ikaste (BALL), pa3Butue HeskenaTeIbHbIX
sIBJIEHNI, (OPMMPOBaHME MEKTEIOBOTO CIIOHAWIONE3a, Ya-
CTOTa TMOBTOPHBIX OTIEPAaTUBHBIX BMELIATEbCTB;

4) MMHUMAJIbHBIN TIEPUOJ, MOC/IEONEPALIMOHHOTO Ha-
GJTIOMEHNsT COCTABJISIET He MeHee 24 MecsIIeB;

5) HayMuMe MOJHOTEKCTOBOro (opMmara CTaThyi Ha aH-
TJTUIICKOM WJIV PYCCKOM SI3bIKaX.

OueHka pucka npede3ssmocmu ucciedoeaHuii

Kaxkmoe paHAOMM3MPOBAHHOE K/IMHUYECKOE VICCTIe-
TIOBaHMe, BKIIIOUEHHOE B JAHHBIM MeTaaHaM3, OIEHEHO C
nomMotipio omiyy «OIeHKa pucKa MpeaB3aTOCTU UCCIen0-

Fewois Opmonednn, vom 25,N° 1,2019 .

BaHMsI» IIPOrpaMMHOro obecrieuennst Review Manager 5.3
(The Nordic Cochrane Centre, The Cochrane Collaboration,
2014, KomenrareH, [daHus) mo CaeqyloUmM MapaMeTpam:
1) reHepanyus mMocJienOBaTEIbHOCTU JAHHBIX; 2) COKPBITHE
JIAaHHBIX MCCJIeOBaHMsl; 3) UCIIOIb30BaHMe MPoLenypbl OC-
JleTuieHust; 4) HENoJHbIN TlepeueHb TOTyYeHHbBIX JAaHHbBIX
UCCIIeNOBaHMsT; 5) BHIOOPOYHOE TIPENCTaBIEHNE Pe3yJIbTa-
TOB MCC/IENOBAaHMS M 6) MHbIE MapamMeTpbl MPeOB3SITOCTU
(puc. 2). CymmapHble OlleHEHHbIE PUCKY TTPEAB3ATOCTH IJIsI
BCEX MCCIIeOBaHMIA pas3mesieHbl Ha «HU3KUE», «Heompeie-
JIEHHbIe» U «BbICOKME» (puc. 3). [IJis OlIeHKM MEeTOmOIOT -
YeCKOro KaueCTBa HEPAaHIOMM3MPOBAHHBIX MTPOCIEKTYBHbIX
KJIMHUYECKUX UCCIIeMOBAHMI MCITOTh30BasIach Ikaaa Hbio-
kacn-OtraBa (Newcastle-Ottawa Scale) [12].

Cmamucmuueckuil aHanu3 0aHHbIX

[ IMXOTOMMYECKUX TTePEMEHHBIX PACCUUTAHBI OTHO-
curtenbHbI puck (OP) u 95 % moBepuTtenbHbIN MHTEPBA
(IW). B cBotO ouepenb, Oj1s1 HEMIPEPHIBHBIX MMEPEMEHHBIX
MICIIOJTb30BaHbl CTaHAAPTM3MPOBAHHAS pPa3sHUIA CPETHUX
snauennii (CPC) un ux 95 % IV ¢ ucnoab3oBaHueM MoJe-
s ciayvaiHbix addexkroB (MCD). CremneHb reTeporeHHO-
CTM OLIEHEHA C MOMOIIIbIo Koabduimenta 12 [Tpu sHaueHNM
rospduumenta 12 menee 25 % ucciemoBaHus CYUTAIUCD
roMoreHHbIMu, oT 25 10 50 % - HU3KOM CTemeHu reTepo-
renHocti, ot 50 mo 75 % - ymepeHHou crenenu u 6osee
75 % - BBICOKOJI CTEIeH) TeTepOreHHOCTU. ACUMMETPUS
MCCIeNOBaHMSI aHAM3MPOBAIACh C TIOMOIIBIO TOCTPOEHMST
BOPOHKOOOPA3HON AMarpaMMbl ¥ JIMHEHOTO PerpeCcCcuoH-
Horo Tecta Errepa. [TocTpoeHne npeBOBUIHBIX OMarpaMm
BBITIOJTHEHO C IIOMOIIBIO IPOTPAMMHOIO OOecreueHust
Review Manager 5.3 (The Nordic Cochrane Centre, The
Cochrane Collaboration, 2014, Konenraren, dauus). Jo-
CTOBEPHBIMM CUUTAIUCH pasmumst ipu p < 0,05.

Mccnenosaua ‘

MapaMeTpbl NpeaB3aToCTy

leHepauus nocnefoeaTeNbHOCTU AaHHbIX

CoKpbITHe AaHHBIX UCCNefoBaHMa

Mcnonb3osaHue npouesypbl ocnenneHus

HenonHbIM nepeyeHs noNy4YeHHbIX AaHHBIX UCCNenaoBaHna

BblﬁOquHoe npeacragneHue pesynbratoe UcCnenoBaHusa

MHble napameTpbl

Wang 2010 | Rodriguez-Vela2013 | Yang 2015 |

Y+ + o+

+ +
+ +
I ?

B - Huskuit puck

[ - HeonpemenenHbIit puck

I - sbicokuit prck

Puc. 2. Ornenka prcka npeaB3siTOCTH AJIsT KaKAO0TO MCC/IeNOBaHMsI, BKIIOUEHHOTO B MeTaaHasIu3

COKpbITHe AaHHBIX MCCNeaoBaHUs |

enomssosaime npoueaypn ocrervews [
BuGopousoe mpencrasnenme pesymaros wecnenosavvs [

WHble napameTpb! |

0%

[ - HeonpeneneHHsIi puck

B - Huskuit puck

25% 50% 75% 100%

I - sbicokuit prck

Puc. 3. CYMMaDHbIE PUCKM IPeaB3ITOCTU OJIS1 BCeX MCCJ'[e,ElOBaHMfI, BKJ/IFOUEHHDBIX B MeTaaHa/In3
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PE3VJIBTATBI

IHouck numepamypHovlx 0aHHbBIX

CornacHO KpUTEPUSM COOTBETCTBMS, B HACTOSILIUI
MeTaaHaan3 BOIUIM 14 TPOCHEKTUBHBIX KOTOPTHBIX MC-
CJIeIOBaHMII C MMHMMAJIbHBIM KaTaMHe30M He MeHee 24
MecCSIIEeB, U3 KOTOPBIX TPU SIBJISUTUCh PAHIOMM3MPOBaHHbI-
MM KOHTPOJIMPYEMBIMY KJIMHUYECKUMM UCCIIEIOBAHNUSIMU,
BKJIIOYAIOIIVIMM  PE3YJIbTaThl XUPYPrUUYECKOTO JIEUEHUS
1324 manyeHTOB C J[ereHepaTUMBHBIMMU 3a060JI€EBAHMUSIMU
MOSICHUYHOTO OT/esia 1mo3BoHouHuKa. O61as Xapakrepu-
CTMKA UCCIeNOBaHMIA, BKIIOUEHHbIX B HACTOSIIUII MeTaa-
HaJu3, IpeicTaBieHa B Tabue 1.

Bo Bcex uccienoBaHMsX, COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX KPUTE-
PUSIM BKJIIOUEHMSI B aHHBI MeTaaHasM3, OTPaskeHbl OC-
HOBHbIE KJIMHUYECKYE U MHCTPYMEHTATbHbIE TTapaMeTpPhbl.
B ykasaHHbIX paboTax IpefacTaBieHa MHGOpMalus O mpu-
MEHEHUM MUHUMAaTbHO-MHBA3UBHOTO ¥ OTKPBITOTO TPAHC-
(opaMMHaIILHOTO MEKTEIOBOTO CIIOHMJIONE3a.

Buipasricennocmeu 6onegozo cunopoma no BAIII e no-
SACHUYHOM omdejie N0360HOYH UKA

Wudbopmanys o BbIpaykeHHOCTM 60JIeBOrO CMHIPOMA O
BAIII B mosicHMYHOM OT/iejie TIO3BOHOYHMKA TI0CJIE BBITION-
HEHMS OIepalyuii PUTMIHON CTaGMIM3AIUY TIOSICHUYHOTO
OTZiesia TIO3BOHOYHMKA TTPeicTaBieHa B 13 MpOCIeKTUBHBIX
KOTOPTHBIX McciaenoBanusix [2, 9, 10, 14-23]. OtmeueHa
CTAaTUCTUUECKM 3HAYMMO MEHbINIAs BbIPAsKEHHOCTh GoJie-
BOTO CUMHIPOMA B TOSICHUYHOM OT/€eJie TTO3BOHOYHMKA B
ormasienHom rnepuope B rpymmne MIS-TLIF (CPC = -0,25,
95 % IU: -0,56, 0,06, p < 0,00001; I* = 84 %; puc. 4).

Ypoeens kauecmea xcuznu no ODI

Bo Bcex MpOCHEeKTMBHBIX KOTOPTHBIX MCCJIEAOBaHU-
SIX, BKJIIOUEHHBIX B [aHHbI/ MeTaaHaju3, IpeICTaB/ieHa
uHpopMalyss 06 ypOBHE KauyecTBa SKU3HU TMAIVIEHTOB I10
ODI nocie BbITIOJIHEHMSI OTIepalMii PUTUMAHON CTabuM3a-
umn. BepuduiipoBaHbl BbICOKYE 3HAUEHMST YPOBHS Kaue-

ctBa ku3Hu nanyeHTos mo ODI B oTgaseHHOM mepuoze B
rpymne MIS-TLIF (CPC = -0,15, 95 % IOU: -0,27, -0,03,
p < 0,0001; I* = 70 %; puc. 5).

HescenamenvHule senenus

Nudopmaums o yacToTe BCTPeUaeMOCTM HeXesa-
TeJIbHBIX SIBJIEHUI Y TAlMeHTOB, KOTOPHIM BBITIOHSIACH
omnepaiu TpaHCcHOpaMMHAILHOTO MEXKTEI0BOTO CITOH/IM-
Jlofie3a ¥ TpaclemuKyJIIpHOI CTabuIM3alyn, peCcTaBe-
Ha BO BCeX MCCJIEAOBAHMUSIX, BKIIOUEHHBIX B HACTOSILINI
MeraaHamms [2, 9, 10, 14-23]. B 3unaueHmsix pacrpo-
CTPAHEHHOCTY HEKeJIaTeJIbHbIX SIBJIEHUII MEXKIY MCCIie-
JIIyeMbIMU I'DYIIIaMy TAIVIEeHTOB BbBISBJIEHO MeHbIllee KO-
JmyecTBo nocnaeguux B rpymnme MIS-TLIF (CPC = 0,47,
95 % IU: 0,34, 0,65, p = 0,010; 1> = 53 %; puc. 6).

IToemopHuvie onepamueHsle eMewlamenscmaea

IlaHHble O paCIpPOCTPAHEHHOCTM BBITIOJIHEHUS ITO-
BTOPHBIX OTEPAaTUMBHBIX BMEIIATEJbCTB MPENCTaBIEHbI B
BOCbMM IPOCIIEKTMBHBIX KOTOPTHBIX KIMHUYECKUX MC-
crepoBanmsx [2, 10 ,13-15, 18, 19, 23]. O6bennHeHHbII
aHa/IM3 Pe3y/IbTAaTOB YKa3aHHbIX MCCJIETOBAaHUI TMOKa3as
OTCYTCTBME CTATUCTUUYECKM 3HAYMMBIX Da3JIMumii B pac-
MPOCTPAHEHHOCTH BBITIOJIHEHNMST TIOBTOPHBIX OMEPATUBHBIX
BMeliatesbetB Mexxnay rpymmamu MIS-TLIF u O-TLIF
(OP =0,64, 95 % IW:0,37,1,11,p=0,52; 1= 0 %; puc. 7).

Yacmoma ¢opmuposanusn mexcmenoeozo choHOuU-
nodesa

Hannble npencrapiedbl B 10 MIPOCHIEKTUBHBIX KIMHUYE-
CKUX MCCAENOBAHMSIX Y TIallMEeHTOB, KOTOPHIM BBITIOJHEHbI
omnepary MIS-TLIFu O-TLIF[9, 10, 13-15,17-19, 22, 23].
BpInosiHeHHbIN MeTaaHaau3 Pe3y/lIbTaToB YKa3aHHbBIX MC-
CJIeOBaHMIi HAJIIOHO TMPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAJ COMOCTABU-
Mble CBeIeH!sT O yacToTe GOpMMUPOBAHMUS CIIOHIMIIONE3a B
aHaymsupyembix rpymmax (CPC = 0,98, 95 % OU: 0,50,
1,94, p =0,98; I = 0 %; puc. 8).

Tabmuua 1
O6111as1 XapaKTepUCTUKA UCCIIeTOBaHNIA, BKIIOUEHHBIX B METaaHAIN3
Tun Konnq:::;zc; T Cpenuuii Bo3pact (J1eT) Tlon (MysK./5KeH.) ngfg;i_ BI?IJ;J;HI';O
WccnemoBanne Ton Crpana MCCIenoBa- PAaIIOHHOTO Newcastle-
WM | MIS-TLIF | O-TLIF | MIS-TLIF | O-TLIF |MIS-TLIF | O-TLIF | Habmone- |""y
Hust (Mec.)

Peng CW [13] 2009 | Cunranyp | ITKH1 29 29 |54,1 (264-736)52,5 238-713)|  5/24 5024 | 24-48 7
Shunwu F [9] 2010 | Kurait KU 32 30 51,4+7,2 52+ 6,4 18/14 14/16 24 6
Wang | [14] 2010 | Kurai TKN/ PKA 42 43 47,9 +8,5 | 53,2+ 10,6 13/19 16/27 26,3 -
Wang HL [10] 2011 | Kurait TIKN 41 38 51,4+153 | 57,3+ 12,1 24/17 23/15 24 8
Lee KH [15] 2012 | Cunranyp | ITKU 72 72 52,2*13,8 | 56,6 * 14,6 | 20/52 22/50 24 8
Rodriguez-Vela ] [16] | 2013 | Ucnanus TIKW/ PKU 21 20 41,81 £8,7 | 43,15+ 7,3 14/7 13/7 36-54 -
Seng C [17] 2013 | Cunranyp | ITKU 40 40 56,6 £1,63 | 56,8 + 1,67 7/33 7/33 60 8
Parker SL [18] 2013| CIIA K1 50 50 53,5+12,5| 52,6 +11,6 16/34 18/32 24 7
Wong AP [19] 2014 | Kuraii/ CLIA | TTKA 144 54 61 58 61/83 25/29 45 7
Sulaiman WA [20] |2014 | CIHA IIKN 57 11 61,1 56,4 17/40 4/1 24 7
Wang ] [21] 2014 | Kurrait IKU 42 39 56,4+10,7 | 54,2%9,1 13/29 12/27 | 36,1 (23-57) 6
Yang Y [22] 2015 | Kurait TKN/ PKA 50 50 58,0+ 13,4 | 56,1 #11,0 18/32 23/27 24

Tian W [23] 2017 | Kurrait KU 30 31 48,21 9,1 | 48,9 + 8,89 16/14 23/8 25,6 6
Wu AM [2] 2018 | Kurait KU 79 88 [58,1+12,80| 55,3+14,0 | 33/46 38/50 24 8

[Mpumeuanne. [TKU - npocnektuBHOe KoroptHoe ucciegosanme; PKU - pangomusupoBanHoe kinHndeckoe nccienoanme; MIS-TLIF - muuumanbHo-
MHBa3MBHBbII TPaHCHOPaMMHAIBHBIN CIOHIWIONE3 C TPAHCKYTaHHON TPaHCIeAMKYISIPHON duKcanyeit u3 napamenyantoro gocryna; O-TLIF - tpanc-
(opaMuHaIbHBIN MEKTEIOBO CIIOHAMIIONES C OTKPHITON TPAHCIIEAMKYIISIPHONM DUKCaIMel U3 CPEAMHHOTO JOCTYIIA.
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MIS-TLIF Open-TLIF Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Lee, 2012 2.3 3 72 24 27 72 92% -0.03 [-0.36, 0.29] ===
Parker, 2013 33 29 50 36 28 50 8.8% -0.10[-0.50,0.29] ==
Rodriguez-Vela, 2013 3.381 269 21 4611 312 20 7.3% -0.41 [-1.03,0.20] S
Seng, 2013 1.3 04 40 09 03 40  8.3% 1.12[0.65,1.59] —
Shunwu, 2010 23 15 32 32 1.2 30 8.0% -0.65[1.16,-0.14) _—
Sulaiman, 2014 3.2 089 57 51 099 11 6.5% -207(281,-133) ———
Tian, 2017 1.3 034 30 116 044 N 8.1% 0.35[-0.16, 0.86) T
Wang, 2010 095 05 42 11 06 43  8.6% -0.27 [-0.70,0.18] —T1
Wang, 2011 025 03 41 05 06 38 85% -0.53 [-0.98,-0.08) —
Wang, 2014 1.3 06 42 15 05 39 85% -0.36 [-0.80, 0.08] —_*T
Wong, 2014 225 0 144 385 0 54 Not estimable
Wu, 2018 163 1.2 79 1.84 0899 88  9.3% -0.19[-0.50,0.11]) T
Yang, 2015 08 08 50 1.1 11 50 8.8% -0.31 [-0.70,0.08] 7
Total (95% CI) 700 566 100.0% -0.25[-0.56, 0.06] Rt
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.25; Chi*= 66.73, df= 11 (P < 0.00001); F= 84% 2 1 ) 1 2
Test for overall effect. Z=1.58 (P=0.11) MIS-TLIF  Open-TLIF

Puc. 4. [IpeBoByiHAs [MarpaMma BbIPayKeHHOCTY GOIEBOTO CMHIPOMa B MOSICHUYHOM OT/iesIe O3BOHOUHMKa 110 BAIII

[Tpumeuanne: Mean - cpenHee 3HaueHne; SD - cranmapTHoe oTkIoHeHMe; Weight — B3BerreHHbIl pasmep addekra; Total - obiee komm-
yectBo nanueHTos; Std. Mean Difference - cranmaptusmMpoBaHHasi pasHuLa cpenHux 3HayeHuii; Random - mopesnb cinyyaiiHbiX 3bdeKToB;
95 % CI - 95 % noBepuTesIbHbIN UHTEPBAJI

MIS-TLIF Open-TLIF Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Lee, 2012 214 2089 72 207 165 72 134% 0.04 [[0.29, 0.36) =
Parker, 2013 11 94 50 156 93 50 9.0% -0.49 [-0.89,-0.09] —
Peng, 2009 16.2 34 29 175 38 29 53% -0.36 [-0.87, 0.16) =
Rodriguez-Vela, 2013 12.09 7.59 21 181 1254 20 36% -0.57 [-1.20, 0.05) —
Seng, 2013 136 28 40 123 19 40  7.2% 0.54 [0.09, 0.98) ————
Shunwu, 2010 247 101 32 272 8.4 30 57% -0.26 [[0.77,0.24) —
Sulaiman, 2014 264 113 57 461 108 11 2.8% -1.73[-2.45,-1.02) —_—
Tian, 2017 17.23 283 30 1824 238 N 5.6% -0.38(-0.89,0.12) ——
Wang, 2010 108 33 42 122 39 43 7.8% -0.38 [-0.81, 0.05) |
Wang, 2011 122 186 41 122 1.1 38 73% 0.00[-0.44,0.44) .
Wang, 2014 182 59 42 174 71 38 75% 0.12[-0.31,0.56) -
Wong, 2014 26 0 144 34 0 54 Not estimable
Wu, 2018 253 6.3 79 253 6.2 88 15.5% 0.00 [-0.30,0.30) .
Yang, 2015 116 63 50 12 6.2 50  93% -0.06 [-0.46, 0.33) I
Total (95% Cl) 729 595 100.0% -0.15[-0.27,-0.03] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 39.74, df=12 (P < 0.0001); F=70% 42 91 ) 14

N+

Test for overall effect. Z=2.49 (P = 0.01) MIS-TLIF  Open-TLIF

Puc. 5. [lpeBoBuaHas quarpaMma ypOBHSI KaueCTBa KU3HM MalMEeHTOB, CBI3aHHOIO ¢ (QYHKIMOHAIbHBIM cTaTycom 1o ODI

[Mpumeuanne: Mean - cpentee sHauenue; SD - cranmaptHoe orkyioHeHue; Weight — B3BeleHHbIi pasmep saddekra; Total - obuiee Komm-
yecTBO maiyenTtos; Std. Mean Difference - cranmaptusupoBaHHas pasHuia cpegHux 3HaueHuit; Random - mopenb ciaydaitHbix 3ddekTos;
95 % CI - 95 % noBepuTe/IbHbIN MHTEPBAJ

MIS-TLIF Open-TLIF Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Lee, 2012 7 72 9 72 7.2% 0.75[0.26, 2.15) —
Parker, 2013 5 50 7 50 56% 0.68[0.20, 2.32) —
Peng, 2009 2 29 4 29 33% 0.46 [0.08, 2.75)
Rodriguez-Vela, 2013 2 21 1 20 08% 2.00([017,23.96)
Seng, 2013 6 40 8 40 6.0% 0.71[0.22, 2.26) L —
Shunwu, 2010 6 32 5 30 37% 1.15[0.31, 4.27) —_———
Sulaiman, 2014 4 57 2 11 2.8% 0.34 [0.05, 2.14)
Tian, 2017 2 30 2 N 1.6% 1.04[0.14,7.87]
Wang, 2010 5 42 4 43 31% 1.32[0.33,5.29) —
Wang, 2011 3 41 5 38 43% 052[0.12, 2.35) e
Wang, 2014 8 42 14 39 104% 0.42[0.15,1.15) i
Wong, 2014 48 144 47 54 404% 0.07 [0.03,0.18] ——
Wu, 2018 7 79 10 88 7.6% 0.76 [0.27, 2.10) —_—r
Yang, 2015 5 50 4 50 3.2% 1.28[0.32,5.07)
Total (95% CI) 729 595 100.0%  0.47 [0.34, 0.65] <&
Total events 110 122
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 27.84, df=13 (P = 0.010); F= 53% 50 02 041 1?0 50’
Test for overall effect: Z= 4.65 (P < 0.00001) ’ ' MIS-TLIF  Open-TLIF

Puc. 6. [IpeBoBuaHas AxarpaMma pacipoCTPAHEHHOCTY HEXKeIaTe/IbHbIX SIBJIEHI
[Mpumeuanne: Events - komuecTBo cirydaes; Total - ob1iee komuecTBo nanyenToB; Weight - B3BereHHbIl pasmep addexra; Odds Ratio - ot-
Holenue aicos; M-H - kpurtepuit Mantesns-Xensesst; Random — momesns cryvaitbix addexros; 95 % CI - 95 % nosepuresibHbIi MHTEPBA
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MIS-TLIF Open-TLIF Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Lee, 2012 1 72 1 72 3.7% 1.00([0.06,15.68]
Parker, 2013 2 50 3 50 11.2% 0.67[0.12,3.82) —
Seng, 2013 1 40 2 40 75% 0.50 [0.05, 5.30)
Tian, 2017 1 30 0 N 1.8% 3.10([0.13,73.16)
Wang, 2010 2 42 1 43  3.7% 2.05[0.19,621.74)
Wang, 2011 0 41 0 38 Mot estimable
Wong, 2014 12 144 12 54 651% 0.38[0.18,0.78) ——
Wu, 2018 3 79 2 88 71% 1.67(0.29,9.74) B T —
Total (95% Cl) 498 416 100.0%  0.64[0.37, 1.11] B2
Total events 22 21
Heterogeneity. Chi*=5.20, df=6 (P=0.52); F=0% 'D 01 051 1 150 1005

Test for overall effect Z=1.59 (P=0.11)

MIS-TLIF Open-TLIF

Puc. 7. [IpeBoBuUaHAs qyiarpaMma BbITIOJHEHVsI IOBTOPHBIX ONMEPATMBHBIX BMeLIaTeIbCTB
IMpumeuanne: Events — konuectBo ciyyaes; Total — obiiee konmuecTBo matyenToB; Weight — B3BeleHHbIii pasmep addexra; Risk Ratio -
oTHOCUTeNbHBI puck; M-H - kpurtepuit Manrens-Xensess; Random - momens ciaydaiitbix addextos; 95 % CI - 95 % nosepuresnbHblit

VHTEpPBaJI
MIS-TLIF Open-TLIF Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Lee, 2012 70 72 71 72 11.7% 0.49 [0.04, 5.56) -
Parker, 2013 50 50 50 50 Not estimahle
Peng, 2009 29 29 29 29 Not estimahle
Seng, 2013 39 40 39 40 58% 1.00[0.06, 16.56)
Shunwu, 2010 32 32 30 30 Not estimahle
Tian, 2017 29 30 29 3 57% 2.00[017,23.29]
Wang, 2010 41 42 42 43  59% 0.88[0.06,16.13)
Wang, 2011 29 30 29 N 57% 2.00[017,23.29)
Wong, 2014 133 144 50 54 331% 0.97[0.29,3.18) ——
Yang, 2015 44 50 45 50 32.2% 0.81[0.23, 2.87) — &
Total (95% CI) 519 430 100.0%  0.98[0.50, 1.94] .
Total events 496 414
Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.04, df= 6 (P = 0.98); F= 0% 0 505 052 ) é 210
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.05 (P = 0.96) ’ ’ MIS-TLIF  Open-TLIF

Puc. 8. IpeBoBMHAs AMarpaMma 4acToTbl (GOPMUPOBAHMS MEXKTEIOBOTO CIIOHAMIONE3a
ITpumeuanne: Events — konuecTBo cirydaes; Total - ob1iee komuecTBo naiyenToB; Weight - B3BerreHHbIl pasmep addexra; Odds Ratio - ot-
Houenye mancos; M-H - kpurepuit Mauress-Xensesst; Random - mozesns ciryuaitabix abdexros; 95 % CI - 95 % moBeputesnbHbI MHTEPBAIT

OBCVY>KIEHUE

[Mouck nMTepaTypHbIX MCTOUHMKOB B Pa3IMUHBIX 6a-
3ax JJAHHBIX TTOKa3aJ1 HAIMYYe HeCKOJIIbKIX MeTaaHaM30B,
M3yYaOIIMX cpaBHeHMe 3PGEKTMBHOCTY MCIIOIb30BaHMUS
MIS-TLIF u O-TLIF B xupypruueckom JiedeHuu malmueH-
TOB C JlereHepaTMBHBIMY 3a001eBaHUSIMY TIOSICHUYHOTO OT-
Jesia TTO3BOHOYHMKA.

B nccnenosannn Xie L. ¢ coast. [24] B rpynne MIS-
TLIF mpomeMOHCTpMpOBaHbl JOCTOBEPHO GoJiee HU3KMUI
YPOBEHb IOCIEONEPALMOHHOIO OGOJIEBOTO CHHApPOMA IO
BAII u nyummii pyHKImMoHanbHbI cTaTyc nmo ODI, uro
Hanbosiee BEPOSITHO CBSI3aHO C OOBEKTMBHO MeEHbIIEN
MHTPAOIIEPAIIVIOHHOM TPaBMOM M BO3MOKHOCTBIO DaH-
Hell noyiHoleHHON peabuimrauyn. [1pu stom Khan N. ¢
CoaBT. [25] yKkasbIBalOT HA 3HAUMMOE YITyUIIEHUEe KIIMHU-
YeCKMUX [apamMeTpPOB IIOC/Ie BBIMOJHEHUST 06erX MeTOOUK
PUTUIHON CTAOUIM3aLUU C OTCYTCTBUEM CTaTUCTUUYECKU
3HAYMMOM PasHUIIBI B OTHAJIEHHOM IOC/IeONepaliOHHOM
nepuone. Takue pesybTaThl aBTOPbI CBA3BIBAIOT CO 3HAUM-
TeJIbHOV TeTEePOTeHHOCTBhIO MCCIeNOBAaHMIA, BKIIOYEHHbIX
B MeTaaHa/n3, a TakKkKe OTCYTCTBMEM perjaMeHTHPOBaH-
HBbIX IPOTOKOJIOM MCCJIEOBAHMUSI BPEMEHHBIX TTPOMEKYT-
KOB [JIJIS1 UBMEPEHMST KIIMHUYECKUX ITapaMeTpOB.

CommacHO pesylbraTamM HACTOSIIEr0 MeTaaHasm3a,
YpOBeHb 6O0JIEBOTO CHMHAPOMA B MOSICHUYHOM OTHesie IMO-
3BOHOUHMKA 1/ YPOBEHb KaueCTBa KM3HM B OTLAJIEHHOM II0-
cieonepauyoHHoM nepuoge B rpynne MIS-TLIF asasinch
JIOCTOBEPHO JydilMmMu, B oTamuue ot rpymnmnel O-TLIF. Ta-
KM 06pa3oM, MUHMMU3MPOBAHHAsT OTlepalyiOHHast TpaBMa
C MCIIOJIb30BaHMeM TYOY/ISIPHBIX PETPAaKTOPOB, CHYDKEHME
MUCCEKIMM TTapaBepTe6pabHbIX MBIIIIIL U UX aTpoduu 06-
YCJIOBNVBAIOT 3HAYMMOE CHMSKEHME YPOBHS MOcjeornepa-
LIMOHHOTO 6G0JIEBOTO CMHIPOMA ¥ BOCCTAHOBJIEHME (YHK-
IMOHAIbHOM akTuBHOCTHU B Tpyrie MIS-TLIF.

ITo mannbm Lin Y. ¢ coaBt. [26] yKa3biBaeTcsl Ha To,
yTO Hambojiee yacTbiMu OcCaokHeHMsMu Kak MIS-TLIF,
tak u O-TLIF aBnisgroTcst mocieonepanyioHHasi JMKBOpesI,
MOBpPesKAeHNe CIIMHHOMO3TOBOrO HepBa, uHpeKus B 06-
JIACTY XMPYPrUUeCKOro BMeIaTeslbCTBa U IICEBL0apTPO3.
ABTOpbI He 3aperMcTPUpOBaIM HaJIUUMe MEKTPYIITOBO
PasHUIIBI IO PA3BUTUIO MEPHOIIEPAIMOHHBIX HEGIarompu-
stubix seiennii (OP = 0,94; 95 % U, 0,69-1,28). Ilpu
stoM Li A. c coaBT. [27] cBUIETENbCTBYIOT O MEHBIINX
puckax hopmupoBaHus ocyioxkHeHui B rpymmne MIS-TLIF.
ITO O06CTOSATENIbCTBO, HaMboJiee BEpPOSTHO, CBS3AHO C
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MeHbIIIeH TUIOIIAbI0 PAaHEeBOJ MOBEPXHOCTU ¥ Pa3BUTHEM
KPUBOV OOYYeHMsI Y CIIMHAJIbHBIX XUPYPrOB.

B nmaHHOM ucciienoBaHMM ObUIO TTPOAHATM3UPOBAHO
o6l1lee YKC/IO PasBUTHSI HEGIATOMPUSITHBIX MOCIeACTBUN.
B pesynbrare yCTaHOBJIEHO MEHbILIEE YMCIIO 3aPErucTpu-
poBaHHbIX ocioxkHeHmit B rpynme MIS-TLIF no cpashe-
muto ¢ O-TLIF.

Tian N. c coaBr. [28] oTMeTWIM COIOCTaBUMbIe JaHHbIE
o uvacrote peonepaumii B rpynmnax MIS-TLIF u O-TLIF,
TPy 9TOM OO6Illast YacTOTa MOBTOPHBIX OMEpPaTUBHbBIX BMe-
1I1aTesibCTB He mpesbiana 0,5 % s Kaxkaoro us BKITIO-
YEHHBIX MCCaemoBaHus. [TOMMHUPYIOUIMMY TPUYMHAMMA
TaKUX BMELIATEJbCTB SIBJSUICh MUTPAIUS TPAHCIEOUKY-
JIIPHOTO BMHTA MJIM KENAXKa, pasBUTHE TCEBA0APTPO3a U
(dbopmupoBaHue snuaypaabHON reMaTOMBI.

Hamu Takke He BBISBJIEHO CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOI
PA3HUIIBI 110 BBITOJIHEHUIO MTOBTOPHBIX OTIEPAaTUBHBIX BMe-
miareabcTB Meskny rpymmavu MIS-TLIF u O-TLIF.

ITosTHOLIEeHHBI MESKTEIOBOM CIIOHIMIIONE3 SIB/ISIeTCS Of-
HUM U3 YCJIOBMI (POPMMPOBAHMSI XOPOLIETO KIIMHUIECKOTO
pesynbTata. MHOTMMIU MCC/IENOBAHMUSMM YCTAHOBJIEHO OT-
CYTCTBME JOCTOBEPHOM PasHUIIbI B UaCTOTE (hOPMUPOBAHMS
KOCTHOTO GJIOKa MEXKIY MUHUMAaJbHO-MHBA3VBHBIM ¥ OT-
KPBITBIM CIIOCOGOM IOp3asibHOM bukcaiyn [24, 27, 29].

ITpoBeneHHOE MCCIeNOBaHMe TaKKe MTOATBEPSKAAET COTIO-
CTaBMMOCTb YacTOThl (hopmmpoBaHus 3(HEKTUBHOTO CITOH-
nuionesa nocie npumenennst metoguk MIS-TLIF u O-TLIFE.

MHorue cOyHaJIbHbIE XUPYPrU TPEOIOYUTAIOT IPO-
BeJeHVe MMUHUMATbHO-MHBA3MBHBIX XUPYPIUUECKUX Me-
TOIOVIK OTKPBITHIM BCJIENCTBME MEHBIIMX Pa3pe3oB U 6osee
6bICTPOro GYHKIMOHATBHOTO BoccTaHoBaeHus [2, 5]. Ho
nipu 3ToM KpuBast o6yuenust ipy MIS-TLIF namHoro 60s1b-
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e, yem nmpu O-TLIF [10]. Taxke cuutaercs, 4To MeTO-
muka MIS-TLIF texumuecku ssisieTcss 6ojee CI0KHOM U
TpebyeT UCIOIb30BaHMSI JOTIOJHUTETHHOTO CIelaIn3u-
poBaHHOrO 060pynoBanus o cpaBHeHnto ¢ O-TLIF [27].

Llenbto  MMHMMAaJIbHO-MHBA3MBHBIX  OMEPATUBHBIX
CIOCOOOB SIBJISIETCSI HE TOJIBKO CHMsKEHME TTOBPEXIEHNS
napaBepTebpaIbHbIX TKaHel, yMeHbllleHre obbema Kpo-
BOITOTEPU ¥ COKpAILIEH)E CPOKOB JIEUEHNSI, HO U JIYUIINI
KJIMHUYECKUI Pe3yJbTaT B MPOTUBOIOCTABJIEHME OTKPbI-
TBIM OINEpPaTUBHBIM BMelilaTesnbcTBaM [1, 21, 29]. Takum
06pa3oM, B HACTOsIIIiee BpeMsl SIBISIETCS MePCIEeKTUBHBIM
MCIIO/Ib30BaHMe MajIOTPaBMaTMUHbIX CIIOCOOOB T€KOM-
TIPeCcCuy M CTabUIM3aIyy, KOTOpble COXPAHSIOT CBOVICTBA
3GbGdEKTUBHON CTaGWIM3AINM OTIEPUPOBAHHBIX CEIMEHTOB
¥ MMEIOT TpPEeMMYILECTBa 32 CUeT MEHbIIeN SITPOreHHOM
arpeccuy B OTHOIIIEHUU MSITKUX TKaHEMN.

OzpanuueHus uccnedosaHus

[IpoBeneHHOe MCCIeOBaHME MMeEET psif, HemoCTaT-
KOB, KOTOpble HeOOXOAMMO O0003HauMTh. Bo-TEpBBIX, B
MeTaaHaau3e MCC/IeNOBaINCh TMALMEHThl C PasIMYHbIMU
JlereHepaTUBHBIMY 3a00JIEBAaHMSIMU TTOSICHUYHOTO OT[Iesia
MO3BOHOYHMKA 6e3 TeTaansalnm JOMUHUPYIOIIEN maToso-
vy (HeCTabMIbHOCTD, medopmariys, cTeHo3). Bo-BTOpbBIX,
GOJIBIIIMHCTBO BK/IIOUEHHBIX B MeTaaHa/IM3 VCC/IeIOBaHMI
VMeJ HEMpOAO/DKUTEbHBIN TepUon HaOIONeHN)s, UYTO
3HAYUTEbHO CHIDKAET JOCTOBEPHOCTb TOJTYYEHHBIX pe-
3yJbTaToB. U, B-TPETbUX, BBISIBJIEHO JIMIIIL TPU PAHIOMM-
3MPOBAHHBIX MCCIENOBAHMSI, YAOBIETBOPSIIOUIX KPUTEPU-
SIM BKJTIOUEHMSI B aHA/IM3, TIPM STOM BO BCEX CIyYasX He
3apEruCTPMPOBAHO HU3KOIO PUCKA MPEIB3SITOCTHU MO BCEM
rapaMeTpaM, YTO TaKyKe MOIJIO TOBJMSATbh Ha Pe3y/IbTaThbl
MeTaaHasau3a.

3AKJ/TIOYEHHME

IIpoBemeHHbIN MeTaaHaIM3 [TOKa3aj, uTo crocob MIS-
TLIF B cpaBuennn ¢ metomukoi O-TLIF umeer goctosep-
HO JIyylliieé OTHaJIeHHble KIMHWYECKYe VICXOMAbI M0 YPOB-
HIO 60JIEBOTO CUMHApPOMA M (GYHKIMOHAJIBHOMY CTaTyCy,
MEHbIIIVe PUCKM PA3BUTHUST HEXKEIATeTbHBIX sIBIeHUN. [1pn
9TOM CTAaTUCTUUECKM HOCTOBEPHBIX DPasjiMuMii B 4aCTOTE
(bopmMupoBaHUST MEXKTEJIOBOIO CIIOHAWIONE3a M IMOBTOP-
HBIX OINEPAaTMBHBIX BMEIIATEJIbCTB MEKIY CpPaBHMBAEMbI-

MM TPYIIIAMM PeCIIOH[IEHTOB He BbIsiBIeHO. Heobxomumo
JaJbHelIee BBIOJHEH)E MeTaaHasM30B, BKITIOUAIOIINX
METOZIOJIOTMYECK) KayeCTBeHHbIe paHIOMM3MPOBAaHHbBIE
KJIVMHWYECKME VCCIIEOBAHUSI C JIJINTENIbHBIM IIepPYOIOM
HabIromeHMs 3a MalyeHTaMy MoCJIe OIepaluy, KOTOPhIM
TP HAJIMUUU JIeTeHEePATUBHBIX 3a00JI€BaHNI MOSICHUYHO-
rO OTHeia TMMO3BOHOYHMKA MPOBEAEHbI OIepaTVBHbIE BMe-
marenbctBa MIS-TLIF u O-TLIF.

Hcmounuk ¢punancupoeanus. ViccienoBaHye He MMesio (pUHAHCOBON TMOAIEPKKIA.

Kongnuxkm unmepecoe. ABTOPbI TaHHON CTaTby TMOATBEPAMIN OTCYTCTBME KOH(MDIMKTA MHTEPECOB, O KOTOPOM He-
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