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AHHOTaua

BBenmenwue. Konuemnuust maroreHesa rnepurporesHoil nadexuyu (IITM) 3akirouaeTcss B CHOCOOHOCTY MMaTO-
TeHHBIX MUKPOOPTAHM3MOB KOJIOHM3MPOBATh MTOBEPXHOCTM MMIUIAHTATOB, MHMUIMPOBAHNME KOTOPBIX OCY-
IIECTBJISIETCSI BO BpeMsI olepaluy Uiy reMaTOreHHOM I1cceMMHALIMM OaKTepuii. DTO pacKpbIBaeT MPUUNHY
HEeyIOBIeTBOPUTEIbHBIX Pe3yabTaToB ieueHus [T, Mukpobuonornieckast uneHTUGUKALINS BUOA BO30Y I -
TeJISI SIBJISIETCSI 30JI0ThIM CTaHAAPTOM B AuarHoctuke II1N.

Ilenp paGoOTHI — OIPEIETUTh XapaKTep MUKPOOMOIOTMYECKOTO Meji3aska y IalnyeHToB ¢ nHdeKIei, acco-
LMUPOBAHHOI C OPTOIEANYECKMMY UMIUIAaHTaMU Ta306eIpeHHOrO0 CyCcTaBa.

Marepuasnbl U MeTOAbI. BhINOMHEH aHAMM3 PeBM3MOHHBIX BMelaTenbCTB (N = 294) no nosopy 11U Taso-
6empenHoro cycrasa. B 2010-2021 rr. mpoornepupoBaHo 147 manyeHToB: 82 (56 %) My>KUMHBI U 65 (44 %)
skeHIIyH. CBuieBast dopma I otmeuena y 105 (71 %), oTek u runepemMust 06J1aCTy IMOCIe0NnepanioHHOro
mBa — y 29 (20 %), OTKpbIThIE paHbl — y 13 (9 %) nauyeHToB. OOBEKTOM UCCIEIOBAHMS CYKMIM 00Pa3IIbl
KOCTHBIX M MSITKMX TKaHel, TIoJlyYeHHbIe TIPU McceueHUy MHPUIMPOBAHHOTO CYyCTaBa, a TakKKe yaaJeHHbIe
9JIeMEeHTbI SHIOIpoTe3a. IToceB MPOM3BOAMIN Ha IIOTHbIE MUTATeIbHbIE Cpenbl. M3yuas 6aKkTepyanibHbIe
KYJIbTYPBI, X UAEHTUGUIIMPOBAIN OOIIETPUHSITHIMY METOIaMM, UCIIONb3Ys 6aKTepPUOIOrMYecKe aHaaM3a-
Topsl TB Expression (BioMerieux, ®paniust) 1 Walk Away 40 (CILA).

PesynbTaThl. Y MOAABISIONIETO OOIBIIMHCTBA MALMEHTOB (93 %) ycTaHOBJIEHA STUOJIOTUS ITEPUITPOTE3HO
MHGEeKINH, Y OCTAIbHBIX MALMEHTOB OIpeneNnTh BO30yauTesnelt He ynanock. bakrepuonornueckuit aHanus
BBISIBUJT MUKPOOHBIe accoumanyy y 31 % 60NbHBIX, IPaMIIOTIOXUTETbHYI0 MUKPOQIIOPY Y 52 % 1 rpamMoTpu-
1arenbHy0 Mukpodnopy —y 10 %.

OG6cyxaenme. Hamnbonee pacpocTpaHeHHBIMM BUIAMM MUKPOOPTAHM3MOB SIBISIIOTCSI TPaMITIONIOXKUTENb-
Hble 6aKTepUM C TeHAEHIMel POCTa Pe3UCTEHTHBIX ITAMMOB. BbijeneHne rpaMoTpuiiaTebHbIX 6aKkTepuit
npy MHGUIMPOBAHMUM CYCTABOB HAOGIONAETCS 3HAUUTETbHO peske. Pe3ynbTaThl JeMOHCTPUPYIOT U30IMPO-
BaHHYIO TPAMHETraTUBHYIO KyabTypy B 10 % ciyuaes. [TomuMukpo6Hast MHQEKIMS SIBSIETCSI BTOPOIA 10 4acTo-
Te BcTpeuaeMocT (31 %) mpuumHOil MHGUIMPOBAHUS IPOTE3UPOBAHHOTO CycTaBa. MUKpOOHbIe acconyam
BcTpevarorest B 10-45 % ciydaeB, Takash KIMHUYECKAsT CUTYalMsI Ha CTapTe JIeUeHUsl YCIOKHSIEeT SMITUpuUye-
CKUii BBIOOD TIpernapaToB AJIs1 aHTMOAKTePUaabHOM Teparmn.

3akioueHue. MUKpOOMOIOrMyeckoe MccaenoBaHue MO3BOIMIO YCTAHOBUTD STUONOTUI0 MH(EKIVIOHHOTO
nporiecca y 93 % nauneHToB. bonee ueM B nosoBuHe ciydaeB (52 %) NPUUMHON BOSHMKHOBEHUS MMILJIAHT-
acCcoIMMPOBAHHOM MHGEKIMM SIBJISIOTCS TPAMIIO3UTUBHASI MUKpOdIIopa, a 31 % ciayyaeB — M MUKPOOHbIE ac-
coumanun. PeryanuBel MHGEKIIMOHHOTO Tporiecca B 41 % ciryyaeB OTMeUeHbI Y 6OJbHBIX C TTOTMMUKPOOHBIM
re3askeM.
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Abstract

Introduction The concept of the pathogenesis of periprosthetic joint infection (PJI) is the ability of pathogenic
microorganisms to colonize the surfaces of implants, which are infected during the surgery or by hematogenous
dissemination of bacteria. It causes poor results of PJI treatment. Microbiological identification of pathogen
species is the gold standard in the diagnosis of PJI.

Purpose To assess the etiology of the infectious process in patients with periprosthetic hip joint infection.

Methods The study analyzed revision interventions (n = 294) for PJI of the hip joint performed within the period
from 2010 throughout 2021. A total of 147 patients were operated on: 56 % (n = 82) were men and 4 % (n = 65)
were women. At the time of hospitalization, the fistula PJI type was diagnosed in 71 % (n = 105); 20 % (n = 29)
had edema and hyperemia of the postoperative suture area, and 9 % (n=13) of cases had open wounds.
The object of the study was bone and soft tissue samples obtained during excision of the infected material,
as well as removed implant components. Cultures were grown on dense nutrient media. Bacterial cultures
were identified by generally accepted methods using TB Expression (BioMerieux, France) and Walk Away 40
(USA) bacteriological analyzers.

Results The etiology of periprostheticinfection wasidentified in the majority of patients (93 %), while pathogens
could not be detected in the remaining cases. Bacteriological analysis revealed microbial associations in 31 %
of patients, gram-positive microflora in 52 % of patients, and gram-negative microflora in 10 %.

Discussion The most common types of microorganisms are gram-positive bacteria with a tendency
for resistant strains to grow. Gram-negative bacteria are isolated in joint infection, but less frequently.
The results demonstrate isolated gram-negative cultures in 10 % of cases. The second most common cause
of periprosthetic joint infection is polymicrobial infection, which was detected in 31 % of cases. Microbial
associations occurr in 10-45 % of cases; such a clinical situation at the start of treatment complicates
the empirical choice of drugs for antibacterial therapy.

Conclusions Microbiological study allowed identification of the etiology of the infectious process in 93 %
of patients. In more than half of the cases (52 %), the cause of implant-associated infection is gram-
positive microflora, and in 31 % of cases are microbial associations. Reinfection was noted in 41 % of cases
in polymicrobial patients.
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BBEIOEHUE

Konuermus maroreHesa rnepumnpote3noi mabexum (TIIT1) cTpouTcss Ha AMHAMMYECKOM PaBHOBECUM B3a-
MMOZENCTBYUS UMIIJIAaHTa M UMMYHHOM CUCTeMBI UesioBeka [1]. 3aceB MMIIZIAaHTOB MAaTOT€HHBIMU MUKPOOP-
raHM3MaMM OCYILECTBJISIETCS MO0 BO BpeMsI oTepalum, Jinbo mpy reMaTOTeHHOM AMCCeMUHAIM GaKTepuii
[2-6]. MHOTMe 6akTepyy GOPMUPYIOT OMOIIIEHKY HA META/UTMUECKUX U TTOTMITVIIEHOBBIX ITOBEPXHOCTSIX KOM-
TTIOHEHTOB SHIOIPOTE30B [2, 7-9]. OTa ClIOCOGHOCTH MUKPOOPTaHM3MOB (TaK Ha3bIBA€MbIX CECUIIBHBIX (hOPM)
obecrieunBaeT UX MePCUCTEHIIMIO Y BbDKMBAeMOCTb B TOCIIUTAIbHOI cpene. Kpome Toro, 6akTepum, yCTonum-
BbI€ K ITPOTMBOMMKPOOHBIM ITperapaTaM, OKa3bIBalOTCS YCTOMYMBBI K HUM U B (hOpMe OMOTUIEHOK, U B 3TOM
BUJIe OHM CTAHOBSITCSI HAaMMeHee YSI3BUMbIMMU JJIs1 IeCTBUS aHTMOMOTUKOB. [10, 11]. [InuTenbHOe 3a5kMBIeHM e
MOC/IeonepalOHHbIX KOCTHBIX paH 3a4yacTylo CBSI3aHO C IPOHMKHOBEHMEM IaTOT€HOB M BO3SHMKHOBEHMEM
B KOCTHO# TKaHM MMKPOaOCIleccoB, KOIOHM3aIMeli ocreobnactos [12—14]. Bmecre ¢ TeM, CylIeCTBYIOT TPY/-
HOU3JIeUMMble BUIbI BO36ynuTesed [I11, Takue Kak IITaMMbI CTahMUIOKOKKOB, Pe3UCTEHTHbIE K aHTUOaKTe-
pUaTbHBIM IIpernapaTaM Tpex U 6osee KIaccoB, PTOPXMHOIOH-PE3UCTEHTHBIE U KapbareHeM-pe3UCTeHTHbIe
rpaMOTpUIIATEeTbHbIE MUKPOOPTaHN3MbI, TpHOKOBast MUKpodiiopa [2, 15, 16]. Bee Bolenepeunciennslie (ak-
TOPBI PACKPBIBAIOT IIPUUMHY HEYIOBIETBOPUTEIbHBIX Pe3yabTaTOB JieueHus [TV u moguepKuBaioT Heo6Xo-
IVIMOCTB OpefeeHsT STUOIOTUY MTaTOIOTMYEeCKOTo mpoliecca.

Mukpo6mooruueckasi IMarHoCTHKa OCYIIECTB/SIETCS METOIOM BbIIeNeHUsT M UIeHTUGUKAIMY BO3OYIK-
TeJsl Mocyie 3abopa MaTepuasia U3 HeCKOMbKMX Hanbojee KOHTAMUHMPOBAHHBIX MOPasKeHHBIX TKaHelt [17].
i mecTpyKUMy 6MOTIJIEHKM OCYIIECTBIISTIOT 06paboTKy YAbTPa3BYKOM YIaIeHHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB 9HIOMPO-
Tesa, C ITOJ Ke I1eJTbI0 BO3MOXKHO MpUMMeHEeHMe pacTBopa autuotpenutona [18-21]. Bpems uukybanum 6mo-
IJIEHOYHBIX OaKTepuii cocTasysieT 14—21 meHb, UTO BefeT K X 60jiee BhICOKO BhIKMBAEMOCTHM, B CPABHEHUM
C MOHOMHGEKIMSIMHU, Y KOTOPBIX MHKYOAITMOHHBIN TIePUO COCTAaBIsIeT 5—14 cyTok [22].

Ilesp paGoOTHI — OMPENENINTh XapaKTep MUKPOOMOIOIMUECKOrO Mefi3aska y IalMeHTOB ¢ MH(peKImelt, acco-
LMMPOBAHHOI C OPTONEANYECKMMI MMIUIaHTaMM Ta306eIpeHHOro CycTaBa.

MATEPWAJIBI 1 METO 1 bl

VccnenoBanue MpoBefieHO Ha MaTepuasie, MOaydyeHHOM OT 147 nmauueHTOB (56 % MyskunH U 44 % SKeHIIUH)
Toc/ie PeBM3MOHHBIX OIepaluii 1o MOBOAY MEePUITPOTe3HOM MHMeKLIUM Ta300eIpeHHOro cycTaBa. Bo3pact
nmanyeHToB coctaBwit (54,7 + 12,7) r. Yucmo ob6pasioB uccmegoBaunst — 294. Y 105 (71 %) mauyueHTOB Ha-
6momanu ceuieByio opmy I cycraBa, y 29 (20 %) oTMeuanu rumepeMuio, OTeK B 061acTy Imocieorepa-
IIMOHHOTO 1IBa, B 13 (9 %) ciyyasx MMennch OTKPbIThIe paHbL. Y 28 (19 %) manneHTOB HAGIIOOAIM OCTPOE
TeueHMe MHPEKLIMOHHOTIO Ipoliecca (MMPOoAo/KUTEIbHOCTb MH@eKIUK B cpegHem 21,8 mH., Me — 22; 95 % IIU
ot 19,7 no 24,0) my 119 (81 %) — xpoHuueckoe (IPOIOKUTEIBHOCTh MHMEKIMM B CpegHeM 26,3 mec.,
Me — 13; 95 % OU ot 20,5 no 32,3).

B 114 (78 %) ciydassx THOMHO-BOCIJIMTENIbHOE OCJIOKHEHNE Pa3BUIIOCh TIOCIe TIEPBUYHOIO SHAOMPOTE3N-
pOBaHMS U IUIIb B 33 (22 %) cryyastx — 1OC/Ie peBU3MOHHOTO BMeIIaTelbCTBA. JIeueGHbIN TPollecC B 3HAUM-
TeIbHOI CTeIeH! YCIOKHSIIO TShKeIoe KOMOPOUIHOe COCTOSTHYE TTAI[MEeHTOB I10 mKaie ASA (aHen.: American
Society of Anesthesiology), BbisiBiieHHOe y 82 (56 %) GOJbHBIX.

OO6BEKTOM MCCIENOBAHMUS CTYKWIM 06pas3Ilbl KOCTHBIX ¥ MSTKUX TKaHe, ITOMyYeHHbIX TIPU MCCeUeHUN VH-
(GUITMPOBAHHOTO CYCTaBa, a TAKKe yIaJleHHbIe 3JIeMEHThI SHIOIPoTe3a ManyeHToB ¢ IV Ta3obempeHHO-
ro cycraBa. Ha ocHOBe peKOMeH0OBaHHbIX METO/IOB, ITI0CEB ITPOM3BOAM/IM Ha TVIOTHBIE TTUTATEbHbIE CPelbl
(KeJTUHO-cosIeBovi arap, arap Cabypo, cpema JleBuHa, KOMTYMOUIICKIIT arap U MUTATeIbHbINA arap ¢ 5 % 6apa-
Hbelt KpoBu). O6pa3sIbl TOMEINaIN B TEPMOCTAT U MHKYOMpoBaiu npu 37 °C B TeueHue 24-48 u. [TogcumThI-
BaJIM KOJIMUECTBO KOJIOHMI B Yalikax [TeTpu, MoaydeHHbI pe3yybTaT IIepeBOAIIN B IeCSITUUHBIN JTorapudmM,
BoIpaskast B KOE/mu1. [Iist co3maHusi aHaspPOOHBIX YCIIOBMIA MCITO/Ib30BaIM Ta30reHepaTOPHbIE TTaKeThl «AHA-
poras», BbIpaliBasi TpMOKOBYI0 GIopy B TeueHue 5 cyT. mpu Temiepartype 30 °C.

Vizyuast 6akTepuanibHble KyJIbTYPbI, UX UAEHTUPUIMPOBAIM OOIIEIIPUHITHIMI METOaMM, @ TAKKE MCITO/b3YsT
6akrepuoniornueckue aHaausaTopsl TB Expression (BioMerieux, ®panuust) 1 Walk Away 40 (CIIIA).

Cratuctuyeckast 06paboTKa JaHHBIX BBITIOJTHEHA C ITOMOINBIO MMakeTa Iporpamm Statistica for Windows,
v. 13.0 (Stat Soft Inc., CIIA) u Microsoft Excel (Microsoft, CIIIA). [Ias xapaKTepUCTUKMU MUKPOOMOIOTIYe-
CKOT'O CIIeKTpa BBITIOJIHEHBI MPOIIeHTHBIe pacueTbl. OmucaTebHble CTaTUCTUUECKME Pe3yabTaThl IpeACcTaB-
JIsUIU cob0¥ cpefHee 3HAUeHMe * cTaHmapTHas omubka (SE) 1 KonmuyecTBeHHbIX JaHHbBIX. Pacipenenenue
IAHHBIX aHAIM3UPOBAIN C ITIOMOIIBIO TeCTOB HOpMasibHOCTHU Illannpo — Yunka u Konmoroposa — CMupHOBa.
CpaBHeHMe MeXIy HeCBSI3aHHbIMM BBIOOPKAMM ITPOBOIMUIIN C UCIIONb30BaHMeM Kputepust MaHHa — YUTHNA.
Pasyyamst canrany sHauuMbiMu ipu p < 0,05.
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PE3VJIBTATDHI

B uHTpaomnepanoHHOM 6MOIOTMYeCKOM MaTepuase BbigeneHo 196 mMTaMMOB aTOTeHHBIX MUKPOOPTaHU3-
MOB, CITEKTP KOTOPBIX ITPeICTaB/IeH Ha puc. 1. [loMuHMpOoBaHMe ceMmeiicTBa Staphylococcaceae 66110 OTMEUEHO
B 64 % cydaeB, 3HAUUTEIBHYIO YaCTh BbIZEIIEHHBIX IITAMMOB COCTAaBJISIM Takke Enterobacteriaceae (10 %),
Enterococcaceae (9 %) u Pseudomonadaceae (9 %).

B 39 nabmomenusix (20 %) BoisgBiernsl MRSA 1 MRSE, B 17 (9 %) — P. aeruginosa (puc. 1).

VmeHTudukanyuss MMUKPOOPraHM3MOB [jis1 BepubMKaIMM TAKCOHOMMUUYECKOI MPUHAIEKHOCTY IaTOTeH-
HbIX GakTepuil ToKasajga, YTO CpPeay BbIAENEHHBbIX M MACHTUDUIMPOBAHHBIX GaKTepuii OCHOBHYIO YacTh
MMKPOQJIOPBI COCTAaBWIIO ceMelicTBO Staphylococcaceae ¢ mipeobnamaHueM mTaMMOB Staphylococcus aureus,
Staphylococcus epidermidis v Staphylococcus saprophyticus.

VY 137 naumeHToB (93 %) Mmukpodaopa maeHTUGUIIMPOBaHa, ogHako y 10 mauyueHTOB UAEHTUUIIMPOBATD
BO30yauTeseit He yIamoch. Y 76 mamyeHToB (52 %) onpenensiivi 30/ Thl TPAMITIONIOKUTETbHO MUKPOQIIOPHI,
y 15 maumenToB (10 %) — rpamMmoTpuiiaTesbHast MUKpodI0pa B MOHOKY/IbTYpe. Y 46 manyeHToB (31 %) Ha6io-
JaJii HaJInuye MUKPOOHBIX accoLyaLuii (puc. 2).

25

W Staphylococcaceae
W Enterococcaceae

W Actinomycetaceae ! y B rpaMnonoxuTenbHas
: [ Mukpodnopa
m Corynebacteriaceae i
i ]
W Micrococcaceae Z rpamoTpuuatenbHas
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1 MUKpOBHbIe
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) accoupaumum
W Enterobacteriaceae
M HeuaeHTUOUUMPOBAHHbIE

Vibrionaceae
{ Bo3byauTenu

1 Pseudomonadaceae
Moraxellaceae

Puc. 1. Criektp Bo36ymuteneit ITII1 Ta3o6eqpeHHO- Puc. 2. BoisiBIeHHbIE MUKPOGIOPHI
ro cycraBa

CremyeT OTMETUTD, UTO B 22 % Ciy4yaeB, T.e. y 17 13 76 MalleHTOB C M30JIMPOBAHHON TPAMIOIOXUTEIbHO
MUKPOGIIOPOi (MOMUHMPYIOIIMM IITAMMOM 30JIOTUCTOTO, & TAaKKe MUAePMabHBIM CTa(GMIOKOKKOM) ITPO-
M30IIeT PelMINB THOIHO-BOCHAJIMTENBHOTO Mpollecca. [IoBTOpHOe HarHoeHue y 15 maimeHTOB € TpaMo-
TPULIATEITBHOI MUKPOQIIOPOTi (TTpeACcTaBIeHHON MTPeUMYIeCTBEHHO mTaMMaMu Pseudomonas aeruginosa)
OTMEUEHO TOIbKO B IBYX ciryuasix (13 %). Hambosee yacTo B cocTaBe IMOJMMUKPOOHOI MHMEKIVM BbIAEISIINCH
cemeiictBa Staphylococcaceae (78 %), Enterobacteriaceae (28 %), Enterococcaceae (26 %), Pseudomonadaceae
(15 %) u Moraxellaceae (6,5 %).

OueBUIHO B pe3y/ibTaTe IMPeNIIecTBYIONIEl Tepanuy aHTMOAKTepMaJbHBIMU IpernapaTaMu, y MaleHTOB
¢ IIIT1 gocTaTOYHO pacHpOCTpaHEeHbI U 3aHMMAIOT BTOPOE MECTO MOCjie TPaMITIO3UTUBHOM MUKPO(IOPHI MO-
JIMMUKPOOHBIE accoumaiuyu. MUKpoOHast acconmaiys 13 JByX areHTOB BbISIBJIeHA y 34 mauyeHToB (74 %),
U3 Tpex areHToB — Yy 11 (24 %). PocT ueThIpex MUKPOOPraHM3MOB BbISIBJIEH Y OTHOTO GOJIbHOTO.

O6111ee KOIMYECTBO MAlMEHTOB C PeNUAMBOM MH(PEKIVOHHOTO Mpoiiecca Py HATMUUY MUKPOOHBIX acCOIV-
aumit cocraBuio 19 yenoBek (41 % HaGMIOAEHMIT), YTO OBLIIO CAMBIM BBICOKMM YMCIOM OCIOKHeHU. C 11e/ThIo
KYIIMPOBaHMSI BOCITA/IMTEIBHOTO TIpollecca MIecTy MalyeHTaM C peluauByMpoBaHeM MHQPEKIUY TPOBOAVIIN
MTOBTOPHYIO XMPYPIUUECKYI0 06paboTKy, BOCbMM MalliieHTaM OCYIIeCTBWIN 3aMeHY CIieiicepa, OCTaIbHbIM —
Pe3eKIMOHHYI0 apTPOIIACTUKY.

[Ipu He MAEHTUOUIMPOBAHHOM COCTaBe MUKPOMIOPHI Y ABYX 13 10 MalMeHTOB MPOM30IIIO TOBTOPHOE Ha-
THOEHME B MepMOoJ, HAXOXKIEHMs B CTal[MOHape. DTUM MAlMeHTaM IPOBEAEHO ABYXITAITHOE PEBU3MOHHOE
BMeIIaTelIbCTBO.

CpaBHUTeIbHAS OLIEHKA Pe3y/bTaTOB MHTPAOIIEPALIIOHHOTO MCC/IeAOBAHMSI MUKPOOMOIOTMYECKOTO CITEKTPa
BO30yauTesnell y MalnyeHTOB C OCTPOii M XPOHMUECKOi hopMaMy MMIUIAHT-aCCOMMPOBAHHON MHGEKIMN
MpeacTaBjieHa Ha puc. 3.

B cTpyKType onepaTUBHbBIX BMeLIaTeabCTB Mo ooy TN y 28 (19 %) nanyeHToB MaHudecTaius MHGeKuun
coctaBmia 22 gH. (MKU-17 — 27,5 aH.), a y 119 maneHTOB NPOJOIKUTENbHOCTb THOMHOTO IIpoIiecca cocTa-
Buia 26 mec. (8—35 mec.).
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B cTpyKkType MMKPOOHOTO Ieji3aka MalyeHTOB C OCTPOi U XpoHMUecKoi hopmamu MHOEKIMOHHOTO IMpo-
1ecca BKJIAJ M30MPOBAHHONM IPAMITONIOKUTENbHOM (44 % u 55 %) u rpamotpunatenbHoit (7 % u 10 %) Mmu-
Kpodopbl 66T corocTaBuM (puc. 3). OmHAKO OTMEUYeHO, UTO MUKpOOHbIe acconyanyy 1 MRSE mrtamMmbl
cTaTUcT4ecku 3HauuMo (p < 0,05) vaiile BCTpeyaauch y HalMeHTOB ¢ OCTPOit GopmMoil MHGPEKIIMOHHOTO MIPOo-
recca. MeTULIVITMH-PE3UCTEHTHBIE IITaMMBbl STMIepPMabHOTO CTadhMUIOKOKKA SIBJISIUCH IPUUMHON pa3Bu-
TUSI OCTPOTO MHQEKIMOHHOTO Tpoliecca MPakKTUYeCKy B KaXKIOM TpeTbeM ciiyuae (29 %). B menom, peruans
aryamwicss y 7 (25 %) manyeHToB ¢ OCTPbIM U Y 39 (33 %) maleHTOB ¢ XpOHMUECKMM BapUaHTOM TedeHMUs!
MHGEKLUMOHHOTrOo mpouecca ITIN.

rpamnonoxuTensHas Mukpodopa 55 L
0

rpamoTpuuaTenbHasg MUKpodopa
MUKPOBHble accoupaLmm

pocTa He 06Hapy»eHo

MRSA

MRSE

7%

B/IPC 3%

11%

P. aeruginosa 10%

0% 20% 40% 60%
ocTpasi ¢opMa M XpoHMYeckas dopma
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OBCYXIEHUE

OteHMBast MUKPOOHBIN TMeji3ak MalyeHTOB ¢ MMILIAHT-aCCOLMMPOBAHHON MHMeKIMet, cieayeT 3aMeTUTh,
YTO KJIETKY MUKPOOPTaHM3MOB, 0CO6EHHO B YCJIOBMSIX OMOTUIEHOK, ITPHOOPETAIOT BCe 60siee BRIPAsKEHHYIO pe-
3MCTEHTHOCTb K TPOTMBOMMKPOOHBIM IIperaparam. JTO, B CBOIO Ouepe/ib, TPeGyeT HOBBIX ITO/IXO/I0B K OLleHKe
DPUCKOB ¥ JIedeHUI0 MHQEKIMOHHOTO IPoliecca, pa3BUBIIEroCs IOC/Ie SHIOIPOTe3UPOBaHMS Ta300eqpeH-
HBIX CYCTaBOB. B TeueHye Bcero cpoka HaxOXAeHMS B OpraHyu3Me OPTONEeAMYeCKOro MMIIIaHTa COXpaHseT-
cs1 puck passutust [T, oCHOBHBIMYM BO30YOUTEISIMY KOTOPOI SIBJISIOTCS TPAMITONIOKUTENbHbIE OaKTepuUn
(uale BCero 30JIOTUCTBIN U SMUAEPMATbHBIN CTaQWIOKOKKN), XapaKTepU3YIOLMecs POCTOM Pe3UCTEeHTHBIX
MTaMMOB [23-26]. OTCYyTCTBME MUIIEHEN IJIsl IPOSIBJIEHUS eI iCTBMUS aHTUMUKPOOHOI Tepammu y MHOTMX
IPaMIIOIOKUTENIbHBIX MUKPOOPTaHM3MOB IIPUBOAUT K OTCYTCTBUIO KOHTPOJIS HaJ, Pe3UCTEHTHBIMM IITaMMa-
MU, BbI3bIBasi 3aKOHOMEPHYIO TPEBOTY JIedalllX Bpayeli, UTO HalllJIO CBOe OTpakeHMe, KaK B OTeYeCTBEHHDIX,
TaK U B 3apyOeXHbIX mybmukarmsx [27-30].

Bropoii mo 3HAUMMOCTM ISTUOJIOTMUYECKON MNPUUYMHON HATHOEHUSI SHAOIIPOTE30B SIBJSIETCS IOIUMU-
KpoOHast MHpeKys. YacToTa BCTpeUaeMOCTM ITOIMMMUKPOOHOM MHMEKINM MMeeT TeHAEHIIUIO K POCTY,
MbI HaOmomanu ee B 31 % ciayuaes. [TonmMukpo6Hast MHGEKIMS Y HAIIMX TalMeHTOB Ipe/icTaBIeHa Ipe/i-
CcKa3yeMbIM cIiekTpom: Staphylococcaceae — 78 %, Enterobacteriaceae — 28 %, Enterococcaceae — 26 %,
Pseudomonadaceae — 15 % u Moraxellaceae — 6,5 %. Takasi KTMHMYECKas] CUTyalMsI YCIIOKHSIET BbIOOD anek-
BATHOTO pekuMa aHTMOMOTUKOTepanuy 1, 3a4acTyio, IPUBOAUT K XYOIIMM MCX0maM B cpaBHeHuU c TN
C MOHOMUKPOOHOIT MUKPOGIIOPOIi, YTO OTMEYAIOCH U B IMTEPATYPHBIX MUCTOUHMKAX [31, 32]. Psam ucciemoBa-
TeJieli YKa3bIBAIOT Ha HEOOXOOMMOCTh YUMTHIBATh SKCIIPECCHIO TTATOT€HHOCTY MUKPOOPTaHM3MOB, a TaKKe
UX CIIOCOOHOCTD K O6MOTIIeHKO06pa3oBaHmio [33—37], B CBSI3M C ueM OmpejeleHne CIIeKTpa Bo30yauTenei
[TV ipuo6peTaeT 60IbIIOE 3HAUEHME.

YV 60/bHBIX B HallleM MCCIef0BaHMM He BbIsIBeHa IpuOKOBasi MUKpOQopa, HO B 3apyOeXKHbIX ITyOIMKaIy-
SIX yAenseTcsl BHMMaHMe TPUMOKOBBIM MHQEKLMIM, KOTOPble BCTpevaloTcs B 1-4 % ciryyaeB, OJABSIONIYIO
ux vactb (80 %) cocrasisior rpubb pona Candida [38, 39]. laHHast mpobaeMa XapaKTepHa JIJisi UMMYHOKOM-
MIPOMEHTMPOBAaHHBIX 601pHBIX [40, 41].

[TpoBegeHHOE MMUKPOOMOJIIOIMYECKOEe MUCCIeIOBaHNe TTePUITPOTE3HbIX TKAHE! BBISIBUJIO STUOJIOIMIO0 MH(pEK-
LIIMOHHOIO IIpollecca B IOAABJSIONIEM OOJbIIMHCTBE (93 %) McciemoBaHHBIX ciydyaeB. Hambosee wacToit
MIPUYMHONM HeuaeHTUdUKAIMY BO3OYIUTENS, OUEBUIHO, SIBJISIICSI TIPMEM aHTMOAKTePUAIbHbBIX ITPeIrapaToB
0 OGHapYyKeHMS ITaToreHa.
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3AK/IIOUEHUE

[MpeumyieCcTBEHHO MPUUMHOIL pa3BuTys [T SBASIOTCS rPaMITO3UTUBHAS. MUKPOGIOpa M MUKPOOHbIE ac-
coumaIun. JlocToBepHbIe pas3inuisi y O0JbHBIX C OCTPBIM M XpOHMYeCKUM TuIoM IV oTMeuanuch 1o ypoB-
HI0O MMKPOOHBIX acCOUMaNil ¥ MPUCYTCTBMUIO mTaMMOB MRSE ¢ TpeHIOM Ha JOMMHMPOBAHME B TPYIIIIE
C OCTPBIM XapaKTepOM BOCHaIeHMS.

Koudmuxm uHmepecos. ASmOpbl 3asendarnm, umo KOHd]ﬂl,le uHmepecos omcymcmayem.

HUcmouHuk ¢punaucuposanus. Paboma nposedena Ha 6ase u npu noddepxcke @®I'BY «<HMHUI] TO umenu akademuxa I.A. Hnu-
3apoea» MuH3sdpasa Poccuu. QuHaHcos8oli noddepicku co CMopoHsl KAMNAaHuti — npousgodumeseli iekapcmeeHHslX npenapa-
moe asmopsl He NOJYUALL.

Amuueckas skcnepmu3sa. Viccnedosatue 0006peHo amuueckum komumemom @I'BY «<HMUI] TO umenu akademuxa I.A. Hnu-
3apoea» Mun3dpasa Poccuu (npomoxkos om 28.04.2022 N° 1(71)).

Hngopmuposannoe coanacue He mpebyemcs.
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