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AHHOTAUNA

B cTatbe npeacTaBneH aHanu3 3apybexHoN M 0TeHeCTBEHHOI IMTepaTypbl MO BOMPOCaM TOTabHOTO 3HA0NPOTE3MPOBa-
HMs JIOKTEBOr0 CyCTaBa, a TaKKe PeBU3MOHHOM apTponnacTuku. 0630p nUTepaTypbl NPOBOAMNCA Ha ba3e MHTepHEeT-NNaTopM
PubMed, Google Scholar, Science Research Portal, eLibrary, CyberLeninka, rsl.ru. Beum onpeseneHbl 0cHoBHbIe Hanpasne-
HWS B UCCNELOBATENbCKUX paboTax: MOKa3aHUA K 3HA0MNPOTE3MPOBAHUI0 IOKTEBOTO CycTaBa, AM3aliH UMMNaHTa, 0CNOXHe-
HUs 1 peBU3MOHHas xupyprus. NpobneMa sHA0NPOTE3NPOBAHMS NIOKTEBOrO CyCTaBa OCTAETCS aKTyanbHON AN COBPEMEHHOM
TPaBMaToNIOrMM 1 OpTONeANM 13-3a 6ONBLUIOr YMCNA OCNOKHEHWIA U HEYLOBIETBOPUTENbHBIX PE3yNbTaToB KaK NepBUYHON,
TaK M PEBU3WOHHOM apTponiacTuk. Ha ocHoBe aHanu3a NnuTepaTypbl CAeNaHbl BbIBOAbI: HE0OX0AWUMbI 0TKA3 OT MOJHOCTHIO
CBSAI3aHHbIX, ECTKUX CUCTEM M3-3a BbICOKOW YacTOTbl acenTUYECKOro pacluaTbiBaHus; LajbHeMLIMe UCCef0BaHUs B Ha-
NpaBfieHUW An3aiiHa UMMNNaHTa; COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHWE TEXHUKM OrepaLyu; orpeaesieHne CTporux NoKasaHui K 3HA0NpoTesm-
POBaHMI0 IOKTEBOr0 CyCTaBa B 3aBMCMMOCTYW OT NATONOMMM, BO3PAacTa NaumMeHTa 1 ero G13n4ecKoil akTMBHOCTY; onpeaeneHne
MOKa3aHWiA K UCMO/b30BaHUI0 Pa3fIMyHbIX TUMOB 3HAONPOTE30B B 3aBUCUMOCTY OT HO30/10TMM; COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHME TEXHUKM
W pa3paboTka HOBbIX CNOCOBOB PEBU3VNOHHOI apTPOMIACTUKY JIOKTEBOTO CyCTaBa.

KnioueBble cnoBa: NIOKTEBOIA CYCTaB; apTPONacTUKa JIOKTEBOrO CyCTaBa; 3HAOMPOTE3MPOBaHME JIOKTEBOrO CyCTaBa.
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Current trends and prospects for total elbow
arthroplasty (literature review)

Gurgen A. Kesyan, Igor G. Arsen’ev*, Rashid Z. Urazgil'deev, Grigoriy S. Karapetyan,
Andrey N. Levin, Ovsep G. Kesyan, Artem A. Shuyskiy

N.N. Priorov National Medical Research Center of Traumatology and Orthopedics, Moscow, Russia

ABSTRACT

The article presents an analysis of foreign and domestic literature on total elbow arthroplasty, as well as revision arthro-
plasty. The literature review was carried out on the Internet platforms PubMed, Google Scholar, Science Research Portal,
eLibrary, CyberLeninka, rsl.ru. The main directions in research work were determined: indications for endoprosthetics of the el-
bow joint, implant design, complications and revision surgery. The problem of elbow arthroplasty remains relevant for modern
traumatology and orthopedics due to the large number of complications and unsatisfactory results of both primary and revision
arthroplasty. Based on the analysis of the literature, the following conclusions were drawn: the rejection of fully connected,
rigid systems due to the high frequency of aseptic loosening, the need for further research in the direction of implant design,
improvement of the operation technique, determination of strict indications for elbow arthroplasty depending on the pathology,
age of the patient and his physical activity, determination of indications for the use of various types of endoprostheses depend-
ing on nosology, improvement of technology and development of new methods of revision arthroplasty of the elbow joint.
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BBEJEHUE

MpobneMa 3HZOMPOTE3MPOBAHMSA JIOKTEBOTO CyCTaBa
OCTaeTCs aKTyanbHOW [J1 COBPEMEHHOW TpaBMaTonoruu
un opTonegmn. CerofHs 3T0 OTHOCWTENIHO HEObbIYHAs Xu-
pypruyeckas onepaums, NpoBoAMMas B U3bpaHHbIX Cyyasx
WHBanNWAM3UpyOLLMX 3aboneBaHui, TpaBM M MOCNEACTBUIA
MOBPEXK/EHWIA JIOKTEBOr0 CycTaBa. XOTA B HEKOTOPbIX CITy-
yasx 3HAOMPOTE3UPOBAHWE — EAMHCTBEHHBIW BapuaHT
BOCCTaHOBJIEHUS MOTEPAHHON (YHKLMM, BaXKHO MOHMMATb,
YTO 3Ta XMPYpryecKas npoueaypa cBsi3aHa C OTHOCUTEJTBHO
BOMbLLIMM KONMYECTBOM OCNOXKHEHWUA U HEYL,AY, KOTOpbIE 3a-
4acTylo Ype3Bbl4anHO CNOXHO ucnpasuthb [1, 2].

TaK KaK KoNM4ecTBO BhINOJHAEMBIX OMepauuii B Mupe 0T-
HOCMTENbHO HEBENTMKO MO CPABHEHMIO C TOTasIbHOW apTponna-
CTUKOM Ta306epEHHOr0 MM KOJIEHHOro CYCTaBOB, CIOXHO
BbISIBUTb 3HaUWUMble TeHAEHUMW 6e3 BonbLIOro KonuyecTsa
MaLMeHTOB U Ha J,OCTaTOMHO ANUTENBHBLIX CPOKax Habnope-
Hua [3, 4].

Lienb naHHoro 063opa — Ha 0CHOBe aHanu3a 3apybex-
HOM M 0TEYECTBEHHOM NUTEepaTypbl ONpefeNuTb OCHOBHbIE
HanpaBneHus B WCCNeLoBaTeNbCKUX paboTax, pacKpbiTb
npobnembl U NepPCreKTUBLI Pa3BUTUA B 00N1acTU TOTasbHOV
apTPOMNNacTMKM JIOKTEBOIO CYCTaBa.

METO/1bl MOUCKA JIUTEPATYPbI

0630p WHOCTpaHHOW NuTepaTypbl NpoBoAMNcs Ha base
uHTepHeT-nnatdopM PubMed, Google Scholar, Science Re-
search Portal no knioyeBbiM cnoBam «elbow», «elbow ar-
throplasty», «elbow replacement» (noKoTb, apTponnacTUka
JIOKTEBOTO CYCTaBa, 3aMEHa JIOKTEBOrO cycTasa). B obuwueii
CNOXHOCTM MPOCMOTPEHO 456 cTaTel, COOTBETCTBYHLLMX
KputepusiM oTbopa no faHHoi TeMaTuke. (10 HawweMy MHe-
HWI0, OCHOBHOW MHTEPEC NPeACTaBNSAT MAPOBbIE TEHAEHLMHN
3a nocnegtne 20-25 net, No3ToMy ObiM UCKIKOYEHBI 60Tb-
LUMHCTBO 0030pHbIX NybnmKaumi o 1995 roaa, cTatbi, MMe-
foLLMe TONBKO UCTOPUYECKUIA UHTEPEC, KIIMHUYECKME CITydan
U paboTbl, NOCBALLEHHbIE 3HAOMPOTE3MPOBAHMIO MPU OMy-
xoneBblx 3abonesanusx. Mpu otbope nuTepatypbl Mbl CTON-
KHYNMCb C TOi JKe npobnemoid, Ha KoTopyto yKasbiBan |. Vo-
loshin (2011): oTcyTCTBMEM KpYMHbIX BbICOKOKAYeCTBEHHbIX
PaHLOMW3UPOBAHHBIX KIIMHWUYECKUX UCCNIE0BaHUM, YPOBEHD
AO0Ka3aTeNbHOCTU BonbUMHCTBA NY6AMKALMIA, COCTOALLNX
U3 peTPOCNEKTUBHBIX CepuiA cyyaes, Bcero auwb 1V [5].

AHanus uHocTpaHHoOW NUTepaTypbl NPOBELEH HAa OCHOBE
88 crateit. OueHKa OCHOBHbIX TEHAEHUMIA B apTponfacTu-
Ke JIOKTEBOrO CycTaBa NPOBOAMNACch MO AaHHbIM PErucTpoB
3HponpoTe3oB AscTpanuu, Hosoit 3enanauu, Benukobpu-
TaHuu, Hopserun, Ucnanum, CLUA, Tepmanum, LWotnaHaum,
OunnaHanv, LBeunn, a Takke crate, onybAMKOBaHHbIX
¢ 1995 no 2021 ron. HekoTopble BaHble acneKTbl (Takue
KaK [MHaMWKa, YacToTa W CTPYKTYpa OCNOXHEHMI) npoche-
XeHbl 33 6onee AnuTeNbHbIN NEpPUOA Ha OCHOBE NYBNMKaLMI
c 1983 ropa.
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Mouck pycckonsbiuHbIX NybaMKaLuuid npoBoamics Ha base
uHTepHeT-nnatdopm elibrary, CyberLeninka, rsl.ru no knto-
YeBbIM C/IOBaM «J10KOTb», «apTPOMNACcTMKa JIOKTEBOrO CyCTa-
Ba», «3H[0MPOTE3MPOBaHNE JIOKTEBOTO CycTaBa», a TaKXkKe
apXMBOB Hay4HbIX MEPUOAMYECKUX M3LaHWW 3a NocneaHue
25 net. HaiineHo 76 nybnukaumi, COOTBETCTBYIOLMX KpUTe-
p1AM noucKa. bbin MCKNOYeHbI NaTeHThI, MEAMLIMHCKME TeX-
HOMOTWM, Te3ucbl U aBTopedepaTbl AUCCEPTALMOHbIX padoT,
aHan3 pyccKoA3bIYHOM NUTEpaTypbl NPOBELEH HA OCHOBE
9 UCTOYHMKOB.

Bbinn onpefeneHbl 0CHOBHbIE HaMpaBNeHUs B UCCeno-
BaTeNbCKUX paboTax:

1) NoKasaHuA K 3HL0NPOTE3UPOBAHUIO IOKTEBOTO CYCTaBa;

2) IM3aiiH UMMNNaHTa;

3) ocnoxHeHus;

4) peBM3nOHHasA apTponnacTuKa.

YpoBeHb AoKa3aTenbHocTH bonblumHcTBa pabot -1V,
B €MHUYHBIX Nybnmnkaumax — II.

MOKA3AHUA K 3HAOMNPOTE3UPOBAHUIO
JIOKTEBOI'0 CYCTABA

B LienioM cTaTUCTWKa NoKa3bIBaET POCT YKCIA NEPBUYHBIX
apTPON/acTUK NOKTEBOro cycTasa Bo BceM Mupe [3, 6-9]. He-
KOTOpble aBTOPbI OTMEYAKT TOT aKT, YTo ec/u B KoHue XX
1 camMoM Hadane XXI Beka 0TMeueH BypHbI pocT, To 3a no-
cnegHue 5 NeT KONMYeCTBO SHLONPOTE3MPOBAHWIA JIOKTEBO-
ro cycTaBa, BbIMOJIHEMbIX B F0f, MPaKTUYECKN HEU3MEHHO
BO MHOrux ctpaHax [10]. B HeKkoTopbix peruoHax (LLloTnaH-
[Ms) 0TMEYEHO [laXe He3HAUUTENIbHOE CHUXEHMe obLuero
yucna apTponnactuk [11].

C ppyroi cTopoHbl, MMeHHo B nocnepHue 15-20 net ot-
MeYaeTca OTHYETNINBAs TEHAEHUMS K U3MEHEHWI0 OCHOBHbIX
MOKa3aHWM K 3HA0NPOTE3VUPOBAHUIO OT PEBMATOMHOMO ap-
Tputa (PA) K ocTpoii TpaBMe W NOCNEACTBMAM TpaBM JIOKTe-
Boro cyctaBa [3, 7, 8, 12, 13]. A.A. Macken et al. Ha ocHoBa-
HWM PErYCTPOB 3HA0MPOTE30B JIOKTEBOIO CycTaBa ABCTpanuy,
Hunepnangos, Hosoit 3enangmmn, Hopsernn, Bennkobpura-
Hun u LUBeuwm, yKasbiBatoT, YTO NpU CPaBHEHUU NEPUOAOB
2000-2009 » 2010-2017 ronos bbiNO BbINOMHEHO MeHbLLUE
apTponnactuk npu PA (61 npotue 46%) 1 bonblue 3HA0NPO-
Te31pOBaHWM, BbINOHAEMBIX MO NOBOAY OCTPOro nepenoma
(23 npotnB 38%) n nepeuuyHoro octeoapTputa (5 npoTuB
8%) [3]. Mo MHeHWI0 MHOrMX WccnepoBaTenei, yMeHbLUe-
HWe KONMYeCTBa 3HAOMPOTE3UPOBAHUIA JIOKTEBOTO CYCTaBa
npu PA MoXeT oTpaxaTb yCnexu B KOHCEPBATUBHOM JIEYEHUM
M NPOrpecc OpraHOCOXPaHSKLLMX XMPYPrUYeCKUX METOAOB.
CHWXeHWe 0bLLiero KonM4yecTsa apTPOMIacTUK B HEKOTOPbIX
pervoHax (LoTnaHaus) cBsi3aHo B Nepeyto ouepesb UMEHHO
cammm [6, 8, 11].

Mo 06LLLEMMPOBOI CTATUCTHKE B HACTOSLLLEE BPEMSA KaK M0-
Ka3aHus K apTponmacTuke NUAMpYIOT BOCMalUTENbHbIE apTpo-
natum (44%). 3aTeM MAyT NepenioMbl AWUCTaNBHOMO OTAENa
nneyeBom Koctu (28%), nepeudHbIi octeoapTpo3 (17%), noct-
TpaBMatuyeckuii apTpo3 (9%) u npoume (2%) 3, 7, 11, 14-16].
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Mpu cpaBHeHuu reorpadmyeckux permoHOB OKa3anoch,
yto CKaHAoMHaBCKMe CTpaHbl CO06LWAT 06 yMEeHbLUEHWM
uucna apTpOMNacTMK JIOKTEBOro cycTaBa mo noBoay PA,
a cTpaHbl OkeaHum (ABcTpanus, Hoas 3enanaus) Haobopor,
HEKOTOPOE YBENMYEHWE NMOKa3aHUii K 3HA0MPOTE3UPOBAHMIO
npy peBMaToMaHoM apTpute [3].

Mo [aHHBIM OTEYECTBEHHOW HAY4HOM JIUTepaTypbl Mpo-
CNeXuBaeTca aHanornyHas tengeHums [17-19]. Tak, no paH-
HbiM OIBY «HMULL, TO um. P.P. Bpeaera» ¢ 1999 no 2016 rog
Ha [0S0 MepBUYHLIX apTPOMNACTWK JIOKTEBOrO CyCTaBa
npu NoCTTpaBMaTWYecKoM apTpo3e npuxogunock 32,5%
cnyyaes, a npu PA — mvwb 14,7%, nononatnyeckoM ap-
Tpo3e — 3,4%, ocTpoit TpaBMe — 2,5%. O6paluaeT Ha cebs
BHMMaHMe b0oMbLLOe YMCco BOMbHBIX € NOCTTPaBMaTUYECKU-
MW U3MEHEHWSAMM B JIOKTEBOM CYCTaBe, KOTOPbIM BbIMNOJIHEHA
TOTasIbHas apTPOMNacTUKa — aHKWMO3bl, JIOXHbIE CYCTaBbl
MbILLESIKa NNeYeBom KocTu (B 0bLuei cnoxHocv 27,1%) [20].
Mo paHHbIM OIBY «HHUMTO mM. A.J1. UusbaHa» aona naum-
eHToB ¢ PA, nepeHeclumx 3HONPOTE3MPOBaHME JIOKTEBOIO
cycTaBa, He npeBbiwaeT 13,1%, MMaupyroT ocTpbie NepenoMbl
(47,4%) v nocneacTBUSA TPaBM B BULLE NIOXKHBIX CYCTaBOB AyC-
TaNbHOr0 CyCTaBHOTO KOHLA MNeYeBOM KOCTHW, 3acTapesbix
BbIBMXOB 1 NepenoMoBbIBUXOB (25,4%) [21].

DM38F1H 3HA0MNPOTEe30B JIOKTEBOro CycraBa

JloKTeBoIA CycTaB CUMTAETCA FOMONOMUYHBIM KOJIEHHOMY,
noaToMy ¢ KoHua 60-x rofoB XX BeKa 0AHOOCHbIE LLApHUP-
Hble KOHCTPYKLMU MPUMEHSIUCH B XMPYPrUM KaK NOKTEBOrO,
TaK 1 KonenHoro cyctaBos (Dee elbow, Walldius knee). bosb-
LLIOE KOJTMYECTBO OCIIOXHEHMIA U HeYAa4 J0CTaTOuHO ObICTpo
npMBENO K ToMy, 4To B Hayane 1970-x rogos bbinmn co3aaHbl
MBbILLESIKOBbIE KOHCTPYKLMM KOMEHHBIX 3HA0NPOTE30B, KOTO-
pble bosee TOUHO NOBTOPSAIOT BUOMEXaHUKY ABUKEHWIA U UC-
MoNb3yKTCA B HacToswee BpeMst [22]. Passutie ToTanbHoM
apTpOMNacTMKKU JIOKTEBOrO CyCTaBa, COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHME

Tabnuua 1. 3Ha0NpoTESbI IOKTEBOrO CYCTaBa
Table 1. Elbow joint endoprostheses
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TEXHONOrUI WM AU3aliHa MMNNAHTOB MPOXOAMI0 MO ABYM
OCHOBHbIM HanpaBNIEHWAM: CBA3aHHbIE W HECBA3aHHbIE CH-
creMbl. [pocTble cuCTEMBI C KECTKOW (UKCALMEN LuapHu-
pa MOKasanu HeyLoBNeTBOPUTENbHbIE Pe3ynbTaThl AaMe
B bnwxaliwve cpoku (bonee 50%), noatomy bbinu 3ame-
HeHbl Ha MONYCBA3aHHbIE 3HAOMPOTE3bI C BO3MOMHOCTbHIO
BapYCHOTO M BanbryCHOr0 OTKJIOHEHUS JIOKTEBOTO KOMMO-
HeHTa. apannentHo ¢ 3TMM pa3pabaTbiBanuUCh MOHOCTbIO
HeCBA3aHHbIE UMMNAHTBI, HE UMEKOLLME MEXaHNYECKON CBA3M
MEXAY N/1eYEBbIM W OKTEBBLIM KOMMOHEHTAMM U, M0 MHEHWIO
aBTopoB, bonee TOYHO BOCMPOU3BOASALLME BUOMEXAHUKY CY-
cTaBa [23, 24]. B 6onee No3aHUX NOKONEHMSX HECBA3AHHOIO
3HAonpoTe3a paspaboTaH [LOMONHUTENbHBLIW pafyanbHbIi
KOMMOHEHT C LieNblo YNYYLIMTb CTabunbHOCTb 3a CYeT ypaB-
HOBELLMBAHMSA CUN MEX[y MeYeBOM, NIOKTEBOW W Ny4eBoM
KOCTAMM M TakuM 06pa3oM BOCMPOM3BECTU HOPMasbHOE
aHaToOMWYecKoe CTPOeHWe JIoKTeBoro cycTasa [25]. MonbiTku
00beAMHUT MONOMUTENBHBIE KAYeCTBa 3TUX TUMOB 3HAO-
NpOTe30B NPUBEAM K MOABMIEHNIO TPAHCHOPMMPYEMBIX U MO-
OYNbHBIX CUCTEM, B KOTOPbIX XMPYPI MOXET PELLMTb BO BpEMS
onepaumuu UCMob30BaTb CBA3aHHbIN UM HECBA3aHHbIN TuM,
nmbo BLINOSHUTL reMUAPTPONNAacTUKy [26, 27].

K HacTosLieMy BpeMeHW BCe UCMOMb3yeMble B MUPE 3H-
[0NpoTE3bl JIOKTEBOrO CYCTaBa, MOXHO Pa3feNnTb Ha 4 Tuna
(pucyHoK):

1) cBA3aHHbIE CUCTEMBI C MONYKECTKOW DUKcaLMen Lwap-
HUPa;

2) HeCBA3aHHbIE CUCTEMBI;

3) KOHBepTMpPyEMble 3HLONPOTE3bI;

4) MoplynbHbIe CUCTEMBI.

C. Welsink et al. coobwatoT 0 19 KOHKPETHbIX KOHCTPYK-
LMAX 3HONPOTE30B, OMMCaHHBLIX B COBPEMEHHOW Hay4HOM
nutepatype [28]. Hamn HaiigeHo 17 ucnonb3yeMbix cUCTEM
C BOCTaTO4HBIM YUCIIOM HabntoaeHuiA, 0COBEHHO Ha OTAANEH-
HbIX cpoKax (Tabn. 1).

| Cuctems!

CesA3aHHble | HecsszaHHble

| KoHsepTupyemble | MopaynbHbie

1. Coonrad-Morrey (Zimmer- 1. Souter-Strathclyde (Stryker)**

Biomet) 2. Kudo (type 5) (Zimmer-
2. GSB Il (Gschwend-Scheier-  Biomet)
Bahler) 3. Sorbie-Questor (Wright Medi-

cal Technology)
4. iBP (Biomet, Bridgend, UK)
5. NESimplavit (Implantcast)

3. Discovery (Lima Corporate-
Orthopaedic Emotion)

4. Norway (Implantcast)

5. Nexel (Zimmer)

6. PROSNAP (Kyocera Medical,
Osaka, Japan)

7. 3CU (Poccmsn)*

8. Apete (Poccus)

1. Latitude (Tornier)
2. Acclaim (DePuy-Synthes)

1. MNSK system (Kyocera,
Kyoto, Japan)

2. K-NOW total elbow system
(Teijin Nakashima Medical
Co., Ltd., Okayama, Japan)

[lpumMeyaHue. * NONHOCTLIO CBA3aHHbIN 3HAOMPOTES C XKECTKOW (UKCaLMel WapHMUpa; ** M3HaYaNbHO HECBA3aHHBIA 3HAOMPOTES, KOTO-
PbIi pAKOM aBTOPOB MCMONB3YETCA NS FEMUAPTPONIACTUKM KaK MOLYIbHYI0 CUCTEMY.

Note. * fully connected endoprosthesis with rigid fixation of the hinge; ** initially unrelated endoprosthesis, which a number of authors

uses for hemiarthroplasty as a modular system.
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PucyHok. Tunbl 3HA0NPOTE30B JIOKTEBOTO CyCTaBa. @ — CBA3aHHbI 3HAonpoTe3 Coonrad-Morrey (Zimmer-Biomet); b — HecBsA3aHHbli
sHgonpote3s Kudo-5 (Zimmer-Biomet); c — koHBepTUpyeMblii aHaonpoTes Latitude (Tornier); d — mMoaynbHas cucteMa K-NOW total elbow

system (Teijin Nakashima Medical Co., Ltd., Okayama, Japan)

Figure. Types of elbow joint endoprostheses. a — Coonrad-Morrey linked endoprosthesis (Zimmer-Biomet); b — unlinked endoprosthesis
Kudo-5 (Zimmer-Biomet); ¢ — Latitude (Tornier) convertible endoprosthesis; d — modular system K-NOW total elbow system (Teijin

Nakashima Medical Co., Ltd., Okayama, Japan)

Mo cTaTucTUKe, CBA3aHHble 3HAOMNpoTe3bl bonee pac-
npocTpaHeHbl B CLUA, ctpaHax LlenTpanbHom EBponbl, B Poc-
CUM, TOTJA KaK HECBA3aHHbIE CUCTEMbI Yallle UCMONb3YTCS
B Benukobputanuu, ctpaHax Okeanun un Asun. Kpome Toro,
B EBpone u CLLIA 6onblue pacnpocTpaHeHa ToTanbHas 3aMeHa
NOKTA, B ABCTpanum HeCKonbKo Npeobniagaet reMuapTponna-
cTuKa [3, 29].

CTATUCTUKA OCJI0XKHEHUI

AHanus 3apybexHoi U 0Te4eCTBEHHON NUTEpPaTYpbl YKa-
3blBaeT C OJHOM CTOPOHbI, HA JOCTAaTOYHO BonbLUOe KOMK-
YecTBO OCNOXHEHWUW MOCNe IHA0NPOTE3UPOBAHUSA JIOKTEBOIO
CYyCTaBa, C ApYroi — 3HauuTesNbHbIM pa3bpoc B MoKasare-
NSIX HEeYA0BNETBOPUTENbHBIX PE3YNIbTATOB Y Pa3HbIX aBTOPOB
(rabn. 2). I. Voloshin et al. (2011) Ha ocHoBe 64 nybnmKauwii
3a 1993-2009 roapl onpenenunu obLLy0 4acToTy 0CNOXHe-
HWUN — nopapgKa 24,315,8% [5]. A. Prkic et al. (2017) B cu-
cTeMaTnyeckoM 063ope nayumnmn 9308 nepBMyYHbIX TOTaNIbHBIX
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apTPOMNIacTUK JIOKTEBOTO CycTaBa, U3 YMC/Ia KOTOPbIX BMo-
cnencTeum 6bino BeinonHeHo 1253 pesusum (13,5%) [14].
Cxoxue [aHHble NpUCYTCTBYIOT U B OTEYECTBEHHON NUTEpa-
Type [17, 30-32].

MpencTaBneHHble B Tabnuue AaHHble CBULETENLCTBYHOT
0 3HauWTeNIbHOM HEeOAHOPOAHOCTM B MOKA3aTessX YacToTbl
0CNOXHeHWN. [leno B TOM, YTO 60MbLIMHCTBO aBTOPOB BKJIIO-
YaloT B MX YUCTI0 TOJTBKO Te HeXenaTesNbHble SBEHUS, KOTO-
pble NpUBEAM K MOBTOPHOMY OMEpPaTUBHOMY BMELLATENbCTBY
Ha paHee NpoTe3upoBaHHOM cycTaBe (peBu3uu). Eciv onpepe-
JUTb OCNIOXHEHUE KaK BoobLLe Nioboe HexenaTenbHoe ABe-
HWe, 0TpULLaTENbHO NOB/USABLLEE HA UCXOL, ONepaLuy, TO YKC-
110 OKaXETCA 3HAYUTENBHO BhILLE. KpoMe Toro, OAUH U TOT e
MaLMeHT MOXKET UMETb bosiee 0IHOro OCIOXHeHUA [42].

CpenHue noKasaTenu BbIXKMBAaEMOCTU 3HLOMPOTE30B
JIOKTEBOrO CYCTaBa BbIMNALAT TaK: 92% — B TeueHWe NepBbIX
5 nert, 84% — uepe3 10 net, 71% — 15 netu 61% — 20 ner.
lpocnexuBaeTca TeHAEHUMA K CHUXEHUIO B cpeaHeM Ha 10%
3a Kaxaole 5 net [13, 41, 44].
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Tabnuua 2. OcnoxHeHus (obLLee KoNMYecTBo)
Table 2. Complications (total score)

WUccnepoBanus Fon flon
ny6nukauum | ocnoxyenun, %

M. Ikavalko et al. [33] 2002 16,5
J.C. Van der Lugt et al. [34] 2004 23,5
C.P. Little et al. [35] 2005 13
B.M. NpoxopeHKo u ap. [32] 2009 11,0
. Voloshin et al. [5] 2011 24,3
A.B. Cnobopackoi 1 ap. [36] 2012 13,1
D.M. Gay et al. [é] 2012 12,0
S.E. Park et al. [37] 2013 44,0
A.J. Lovy et al. [38] 2016 12,0
A. Prkic et al. [14] 2017 13,5
D. Perretta et al. [39] 2017 41,0
I"A. KecsH u gp. [17] 2017 29,0
C.A. Kwong et al. [40] 2017 24,0
J. Viveen et al. [10] 2018 11,5
Y. Krukhaug et al. [41] 2018 18,9
P. Parker et al. [42] 2019 38,7
M.S. Davey et al. [43] 2021 16,3
CTPYKTYPA OCJTOXHEHUWM

Cpean OCHOBHBIX MPUYWH, HEU3OEIKHO NPUBOAALLMX
K PeBM3WOHHOI OnepaLuy Ha NPOTE3MPOBAHHOM JIOKTEBOM
CycTaBe, BblOENSIOT acenTUyecKoe pacluatbiBaHue, UHbEK-
LMo, NMepuUnpoTe3Hble MepesioMbl, M3HOC U paspyLueHue
KOMMOHEHTOB 3HponpoTe3a. Cpean Apyrux OCNOMHEHMHN,
HernocpeaCTBEHHO BNIUAIOWMX Ha pe3ynbTaT onepaTMBHOIO
NeyeHms, Ho He Bceraa TpebyloLLmx NoBTOPHOr0 BMeLLATENb-
CTBa, MOXHO OTMETUTb reTePOTOMMUYECKYH O0CCUDUKaLMIO,
AMCOYHKUMIO pa3rubaTenbHOro annapaTta M HeBponaTuio
NIoKTeBOr0 HepBa. 1o MHeHuto 6oNbLUMHCTBa aBTOPOB, Camast
pacnpocTpaHeHHast NpUYMHA MOBTOPHBLIX OMepauui — 3T0
MHEKLMA M acenTMYecKoe pacluaTbiBaHKe, MPUYEM eAMHOrO
MHeHust B cTatucTuke HeT. D.A. DeBernardis et al., usydas
HenocpeACTBEHHO PEBM3MOHHYH XUPYPIUIO JIOKTEBOIO CyCTa-
Ba, roBopAT, 4to B 43,5% npuunHOI MOBTOpHOK Onepauuy
bbina rnybokas uHdekuma sHaonpoTesa, B 37% — acenTu-
yecKoe pacLaTbiBaHue, B 13% — nepunpoTesHble nepenoMs
U B 6,5% — M3HOC KOMMNOHEHTOB KOHCTPYKLMK [43]. A. Prkic
et al. B 38% oTMeTunM pacluatbiBaHue, 3aTeM Cief0Bany
rnybokas uHpekums — 19% u nepunpoTesHble nepeno-
Mbl — 12% [14]. J. Somerson et al. cpeu Bcex 0CNOMHEHWI
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B 23% BbISIBUAM WM3HOC M pa30bLLeHWe KOMMOHEHTOB,
acenTuyecKoe pacliatbiBaHne — B 22% W WHdeKUMo —
B 16% cnyyaes [46].

CTpyKTypa OCNOXHEHMI OTHOCUTENBHO MEPBMYHBIX ap-
TponnacTuK nNpefcrasneHa B Tabn. 3.

Acenmuyeckoe pacwameiganue. Kak npaBuno, noHstue
«HecTabubHOCTb 3HA0MPOTE3a CYCTaBa», PacrnpocTpaHeH-
HOe B OTEYECTBEHHOMW JIUTEpaTYpe, 03Ha4YaeT NoTepio Mpoy-
HOCTU COEAMHEHMs KOMIMOHEHTOB 3HAOMPOTE3a C KOCTbHO.
B uHocTpaHHbIX NybnmKaumsx nog 3TMM noppasymeBaeTcs
HECKOJIbKO MHOE COCTOSHME, CBA3AHHOE C HECTabWIbHOCTbIO
COeAMHEHNS! B LIapHUpe (BbIBUXM, NMOABbIBUXU U pa3obLueHme
KOMMOHEeHTOB). TepMUH «pacluaTbiBaHWe» WK «pa3pbixsie-
Hue» (loosening), Mcnonib3yeMoe B MHOCTPaHHOI nuTepaType
Ans 0603HaveHns NPUBLIYHON HaM «HeCTabunbHOCTU», bonee
NpeLnoYTUTENEH MPUMEHUTENBHO K 3HA0NPOTESY JIOKTEBOIO
CyCTaBa C ero CoXHoM HoMeXaHWKON.

KnuHuyecku 3HauuMMoe pacliaTbiBaHue HacTynaet
B CpefHeM ¢ yactoTon oT 2 fo 17%, a peHTreHoN0rM4eckm
BbIABNISiETCA elwe yawe [12, 17, 18, 35, 47]. I. Voloshin et al.
Ha 0CHOBE aHanu3a pesynbraTtoB 2938 nepBUYHbIX 3HAOMpO-
TE3MPOBaHNM JIOKTEBOIO CYCTaBa BbISIBUIM, YTO Y CBA3AHHbIX
MMMNaHTOB 06LLee YMCNO acenTMYeCKOro pacLlaThiBaHUS
KOMIOHeHTOB gocturaet 13,7%, y HecBAzaHHbIX — 10,1% [5].
P. Parker et al. ykasbiBaloT Ha To, 4TO MOKa3aTeNM acenTu-
YecKOro pacluatbiBaHus coctaenatoT 6onee 10% B TeueHue
5 neT nocne nepeuUYHON apTPONNACcTUKM HE3ABMCMMO OT UM-
MNaHTaTa WM NoKa3aHwii K onepaumm [42].

Mpu 3HAONPOTE3MPOBAHMM NIOKTEBOTO CycTaBa NpOMCXO0-
[VT Nepefaya cuibl npu crubaHum v pasrubanum Hemocpea-
CTBEHHO C MpeAnieybs Ha Ne4YeBOi KOMMOHEHT 3HLOMpPO-
Te3a U Anadu3 nneva. 3To NPUBOLUT K CHATUIO HaNPSHKEHUS
C MbILLESIKA NIEYEBON KOCTU W NporpeccupytoLLei pesopb-
LW KOCTHOI TKaHW. [laHHas HeaHaTOMWYHas nepefaya cun
He TOJbKO NpeApacnonaraeT K pacLlaTbiBaHUI0 HOXKEK 3HAO-
npoTes3a, HO 1 YBENUYMBAET BEPOSATHOCTb U3HOCA NONMATUIIE-
Ha, MEXaHUYECKOro MOBPEXAEHUS KOMMOHEHTOB WIN Mepu-
npoTesHoro nepesoMa [48, 49]. K dakTopaM pucKa passutus
acenTUYECKOro pacluaTbiBaHUA OTHOCAT TaKKe BbICOKYH du-
3WYECKYI0 aKTMBHOCTb M MOJI0Z0/ Bo3pacT nauuenTa [18, 50].

Ungperyus. Tamenoe 0CNOXHEHWE, YaCcTo NpMBOAALLEE
K noTepe 3HponpoTe3a. B nepBble roabl pa3suTuA apTponna-
CTUKM NIOKTEBOrO CyCTaBa yAaneHue uMniaHTara bes panb-
HEeWLeN PEKOHCTPYKLUMM BblN0 e[MHCTBEHHBIM BapWUaHTOM

Taﬁnuua 3. CprHTypa OC/I0}HEHMI nocne 3HA0MPOTE3UPOBaHNA JIOKTEBOIro CyctaBa

Table 3. Structure of complications after elbow arthroplasty

AcenTuueckoe MHoiiHo- MepunpoTeshbie Paspywenue | HecoctoaTenbHocTb
UccnepoBanua o, | BOCMAnNUTENbHbIE 0 KOMMOHEHTOB, | pa3rubaTesibHOro

paclarbiBaHue, % 0 nepenomel, % 0 0

ocnoxHenus, % % annaparta, %
|. Voloshin et al., 2011 [5] 11,9 3,3 2,6 29 2,4
I.A. Kecau v gp., 2017 [17] 10,5 13,0 - - 5,2
A.T. Anvesu ap., 2019 [31] 9.8 6,0 - 2,3 -
P. Parker et al., 2019 [42] 12,4 3,2 1,3 2,7 0,8
M.S. Davey et al., 2021 [43] 12,9 3,3 - 4,2 -
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Tabnuua 4. VHhEKUMOHHbIE OCNOXHEHUS
Table 4. Infectious complications

T.28,Ne3, 2021

" lop, Dona
ccneaoBaHus .
ny6nukauum | ocnoxHeHui, %

B.F. Morrey et al. [52] 1983 9.0
S.W. Wolfe et al. [63] 1990 7.3
M.D. Kasten et al. [54] 1993 11,7
K.A. Hildebrand et al. [55] 2000 IN
K.Schmidt et al. [56] 2007 10,3
L.L. Shi et al. [47] 2007 8.1

F. Qureshi et al. [57] 2010 9.1

Y. Achermann et al. [58] 2011 75
P.J. Jenkins et al. [11] 2013 8,2
IA. Kecst n gp. [17] 2017 13
A.C. Watts et al. [59] 2018 3.3

P. Parker et al. [42] 2019 3,2
AT. Anves u ap. [31] 2019 6,0
M.S. Davey et al. [43] 2021 3,3

NleyeHns NepunpoTesHoi MHbeKumn. B HacToswee Bpems
[aHHas TaKTMKa paccMaTpuBaeTCs, TONBKO KOrAa LUAHCHI
136aBUTbCA OT MHDEKLMM KpalHe HW3KM, MpW KaTacTpodu-
YeCKOM noTepe KOCTHOM Macchl Inbo B cnyyasx, Koraa na-
LIMEHT He 3aMHTEPECOBaH B MHOFOKPATHbIX AOMOHUTENbHbIX
XMpypruyeckux BMeLLatenbcTax [o1].

Mpobnema MHPEKLMOHHBIX OCIIOKHEHUIA He TepSIET CBOEH
aKTyanbHOCTU U3-3a OTCYTCTBUSA TEHAEHLMN K CHUMXEHMIO Ya-
CTOTbl BO3HUKHOBEHUA (Tabn. 4). BbicokuMM noKasartenu uH-
(GUUMPOBaHUA NPY 3HLONPOTE3MPOBAHMM NIOKTEBOTO CyCTaBa
no cpaBHeHuto ¢ npote3amu begpa (0,2-1,6%) u KoneHa
(<2%) MoryT bbITb MO HECKONbKUM NpuuMHaM. Bo-nepsbix,
OCHOBHbIM TOKa3aHWEM AN apTPOMNiacTUKW JIOKTEBOro
cycTaBa fIBNSIeTCA peBMAaTMYECKU UK MocTTpaBMaTHUye-
CKWIA 0CTeoapTpuT. PeBMaTuyecKue paccTpoiicTBa CBA3aHbI
c 6onee BbICOKUM PUCKOM 3apaXeHusi B pesynbraTe XpoHu-
YECKOro BOCMANMTENbHOMO MpoLecca M UMMyHOCYMPeccuB-
HOM Tepanuu. PeKOHCTPYKTUBHBIE OMEpaLym, Kak mpasuiio,
npeLLUecTBYOLLMe apTPONIacTMKe Npy NOCTTPaBMaTUHECKOM
0CTe0apTpuTe, TaKXKe CBA3aHbl C 60siee BLICOKUM PUCKOM
UHbEKLMW. IHAONPOTE3NPOBaHWE Ta300eApPEHHOr0 MU Ko-
JIeHHOr 0 CycTaBa NPoBOAUTCA 00bIYHO MPU ANUTENBHO CYLLe-
CTBYIOLLEM [iereHepaTMBHOM 0CTE0apTPO3e, He NPUBOASLLEM
K 3HaYMMbIM CUCTEMHBIM W3MeHeHWsM. Bo-BTopbix, Noa-
KOXXHOE pa3MeLLieHne, HeJ0CTaTOYHOE MBILLEYHOE MOKPbITUE
JIOKTEBOTO 3HAOMPOTE3a U OTCYTCTBUE ToscToN hMbpo3HOI
dacuum nogpasyMeBakoT MIOXYH 3aLLUMTY OT KOXKHOW UHGDEK-
umm [12, 42, 58].

Y. Achermann et al. no cpokam MH@UUMPOBaHMSA Mocne
ornepaumm pasaensioT 0CNOXKHEHUs Ha paHHue (o 3 Mec) —
48% cnyyaes, ¢ 3apepxkKon fo 24 mec — 11%, u no3gHue
(cBblwe 24 Mec) — 40%. MNyTn 3apaXeHns — reMaToreHHbIi
(30%), nepvonepaumoHHbId (59%) n KoHTaruosHblin (11%).
B 63% cnyyaeB MHGMUMPOBaHUA Nocne 3HAONPOTE3UPOBAHHS
JIOKTEBOTO CYCTaBa OCHOBHbLIM MOKa3aHWEM K apTpOoniacTuke
Bbin PA, ocTeoapTtpo3s — B 37%. lNpu MuKpobuonoruyeckom
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uccnegosaHum B 41% BoissneH Staphylococcus aureus, Koa-
rynasoHeratusHbli staphylococcus B 33%, B 7% — Strep-
tococcus agalactiae, Enterobacter cloacae B 3,7%, Coryne-
bacterium pseudodiphtheriticum — 3,7%. NonuMuKpobHoe
3apaxeHue BbisiBNEHO B 7% cnyyaes, u B 3,7% Mukpoopra-
HW3M He ObIn MAEHTUGUUMPOBaH. be3peumamBHas BbkMBae-
MOCTb MMNNaHTaTa coctaBuna 79% uepes 1 rog n 65% —
yepes 2 rofia nocse pesusum [58].

OpHako, No AaHHbIM Apyrux aBTopoB, Haubonee YacTo
nepunpoTe3Has MHbeKUMsA accoummpoBaHa co Staphylococ-
cus epidermidis (6onee 62%). Beuay BblpaeHHOM cnocob-
HOCTM K 0bpa3oBaHuio 61oNNeHOK BbICOK PUCK peumamea [31,
42, 59-65].

llepunpome3sHeie nepesnoMel. YactoTa nepunpoTesHbIX
nepenoMoB Mociie TOTaNbHOMO 3HAONPOTE3MPOBAHMSA JOK-
TEBOro CycTaBa COCTaBNISIET B cpeaHeM oT 5% mo 29% [12,
66—68]. ObpaLuaeT Ha cebs BHUMaHWe TOT aKT, 4To B 6onb-
LUMHCTBE C/Ty4aeB MepuUnpoTe3Hble MEpesioMbl COYETAKTCA
C MpW3HaKaMmM acenTuyeckoro paclartbiBaHus. A.M. Foruria
et al. coobLatot 0 ToM, yto B 78% cy4aeB naumeHTbl He Mor-
NN TOYHO BCTMOMHMTb, KOTA@ BO3HWK MepesoM. YCTaHOBUTD,
uyTO ObIIO NEPBUYHBIM, MEPENIOM UM pacLLaTbiBaHKe, He yaa-
nocb [69]. Mo MHeHMIO MHOTWX aBTOPOB, BO3HWUKHOBEHWE Nne-
PUNpPOTE3HOro NepesioMa NPOMUCXoAUT Ha (oHe ocTeonopo3a
M 0CTE0/IM3a, BbI3BaHHbIX MWUKPOYACTULAMM M3HOLLEHHOrO
MOSIM3TUNIEHA U NOSIMMETU/IMETAKPUNATHOIO LieMeHTa. He-
ManoBaXHbIM 06CTOATENBCTBOM SBMISETCA W HecobniofeHune
opToneaunyeckoro pexuma [12, 18, 51, 69]. JanbHenwee
acenTUYecKoe pacluaTbiBaHWE WM HOBbIW MEpUNPOTESHBIN
nepenoM BcTpeyatoTcs Y 20% naumeHToB, KOTOPLIM NpoM3-
BEZIEHO PEBU3MOHHOE BMeLaTenbcTBo [12, 66, 67].

PasobuieHue, paspyweHue KOMNOHeHMo8 3Hdonpome-
30. Pa3obLieHne KOMMOHEHTOB 3HA0NPOTE3a BCTpEYaeTcs
c 0bueit yactoToit fo 15%. Mpu ncnonb3oBaHUM HeCBA3aH-
HbIX KOHCTPYKUMIA JONIA [aHHOTO OC/OMHEHUS AOCTUraeT
25% [18, 70].

KnuHnyecku 3HauMMBbIii M3HOC LIApHUPa, TpebytoLwmii pe-
BM3MM, NPOMCXOAUT NpuMepHo B 1-6% cnyyaes, B cpefHeM
uepes 7,9 rona nocne NepBUYHOrO 3HAOMPOTE3UPOBAHUS
[71, 72]. S.H. Goldberg et al. yka3biBatoT Ha T0, 4TO y U3BNE-
YEHHbIX MO Pa3fINYHbIM MPUYMHAM 3HAOMPOTE30B MPU3HAKMU
M3HOCa MMEeUCh BO BCEX Ciy4asX. Y MaLMeHTOB B OKONOCY-
CTaBHbIX MSATKUX TKaHSAX BCTPEYaNUCb MpU3HaKW MeTansosa
W yacTuubl nonuatunexa [73].

G.S. Athwal, B.F. Morrey coobwunu o paspywe-
HWW nneyeBoro KomnoHeHTa B 0,65% cnyyaeB B cpepHeM
uepe3s 8,2 roga nocne MMNIAHTaUUM U PaspyLUEHUM NOK-
TeBOro KoMnoHeHTa B 1,2% cnyyaeB yepe3 4,6 roga nocne
MepBMYHOrO 3HA0MPOTE3UPOBaHUA. bonee BbICOKas YacToTa
0TMeYeHa Y 00/IbHbIX C TPaBMaMu JIOKTEBOIO CyCTaBa, B OT-
JInYMe OT NaLMEHTOB, KOTOPbIM NPOU3BELEHO 3HAONPOTE3M-
poBaHue no nosogy PA (74% v 22% cooTBeTcTBeHHO). bonee
ueM B 90% cnyyaeB npu 3TOM bbina BbiSIBNIEHA 3HAUMTENb-
Has noTeps KOCTHoM Maccol [12, 74]. B uenoM, pe3ynbratbl
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XMPYPrUYECKOro NeYeHns [LaHHOro OCNOXHEHWsA bnaronpu-
ATHbIE MPU OTCYTCTBUM APYrux npobnem.

lemepomonuyeckas occugurayus. JIoKTeBOMW CycTaB BO-
06LLe CKITOHEH K reTepoTonuyeckoii occuduraumm (0) B oT-
BET Ha Niobble BHELLHME BO3AeicTBUS (TpaBMa, 0MepaTMBHOE
BMeLLaTenscTeo M T. A4.) [17]. B npouecce 3axuBneHns Me-
3eHXWUMasIbHbIE KIETKU MOrYT HEMpaBUIbHO AuddepeHumpo-
BaTbCA B OCTEOTEHHbIE KNETKU-MPEALIECTBEHHUKM, YTO NpU-
BOAMT K 00pa30BaHMI0 3KTOMMYECKOM KOCTHOM TKahu [75].
HecMoTpA Ha MHOrQUMCNEHHbIE UCCIEA0BaHMSA, B KOTOPbIX
coobLaeTcs 0 yactoTe BO3HUKHOBEHWS! FETEPOTONMMNYECKON
occudMKaLmm nocne apTponaacTUkM Ta3obeapeHHOro U Ko-
JIEHHOT0 CYCTaBOB, YacToTa Bo3HMKHOBeHUS [0 nocne aHAo-
NpoTe3VpoBaHUA JIOKTA B UTEpaType YNOMUHAETCA PeAKo.
E.Y. Liu et al. (2019) B cuctemMatmyeckom 0b3ope coobLuatoT
06 061ueit yactoTe Bo3HUKHOBEHMSA [0 okono 10%. Mpu 3tom
B 60NbLUMHCTBE CnydaeB occuduKaumsa npoTeKaer beccum-
MTOMHO, ¥ 04YeHb HEMHOIMM MNauMeHTaM TpebyeTcs Xupyp-
rmyeckoe neyenue (NpumepHo 6% oT 0bLLero Yucna BbisB-
NeHHBIX CiyyaeB, 4YTo cocTaenisieT okono 0,6% nepBuuHbIX
apTponnactuk). MaumeHTbl eHcKoro nona coctasuiu 73%,
cpefHWiA Bo3spacT 6onbHbIX — 62 roga [76]. Y.M. Baghdadi
et al., usyyas ucxopbl 723 apTponniacTUK JIOKTEBOrO CycTa-
Ba, 06Hapyxunu, yto 0 valle pas3BMBaeTCA Y NALMEHTOB
¢ oxwupennem (10 npotme 3% ana GonbHbIX 6e3 oxupe-
Hua) [77].

T.J. Graham onucbiBaeT Knaccudmkaumio M0 B obnactn
JIOKTEBOT O cycTaBa: | cTagus — cybkmHudeckas; lla — orpa-
HU4YeHne crubanus u pasrubanms; llb — orpaHuyeHue npo-
Hauuu 1 cynuHaumy; llc — orpaHuyeHre ABUXKEHUA B 0benx
nnockocTsX; W [l — nonHbIM aHKKUNO3 NIOKTEBOrO cycTaBa [78].

B kauecTBe NpodmnaKTU4ECKOro NeYeHUs Ans CHUMKEHUSA
pUCKa BO3HUKHOBeHMS [0 YacTo UCnoNb3yKTCs HECTEpOUa-
Hble NMPOTMBOBOCMANUTENbHBIE MPenapaTkl U nyyeBas Tepa-
nus. OpHaKko 3QdeKTUBHOCTL 3TUX METOAOB TpebyeT fanb-
Heuwero usyyenus [76].

JucyHkyus pasaubamensHozo annapama. MNpu 3HAo-
MpOTe3UPOBaHWM JIOKTEBOr0 CYCTaBa TPEXINiaBas MblLLA
nfeya BbIMOSHSAET ABe BaxHble dyHKUMM. Bo-nepBbix, 310
aflekBaTHoe pasrubanue npeanneybs. Mpy HapyLLeHUW 3Toi
(YHKUMM NaLMEHTBI C TPYAOM MOTYT NOAHATb BbINPSMIEHHYI0
B JIOKTEBOM CYCTaBE KOHEYHOCTb, JOTAHYTHCA A0 MOJIKM, OT-
KpbITb Bepb, TONKasA ee nepef cobon, W T. 4. Bo-BTopbIX,
0XBaT TPEXITaBOoW MbILLLbl BOKPYr MMMNaHTa obecneunBaet
AO0CTaTO4YHO TOJICTOE MATKOTKAaHHOE MOKPbITUE, CHUKAlo-
LLiee paHeBble OCNIOXKHEHWS U PUCK rNyDoKo MHpeKuun [58,
79, 80]. 06bwasn yacToTa HeAOCTAaTOYHOCTM TpuULenca nocine
TOTasIbHOM apTPOMN/IACTUKM JIOKTEBOTO cycTaBa Kosebnet-
ca ot 2 no 8% [12, 17]. Kak npaBuno, ato HenosiHble pas-
pbiBbl UAM DYHKLMOHANbHAA HeLOCTAaTOYHOCTb. MeHee yeM
y 2% nauMeHTOB MPOUCXOAMT MOJHbIA Pa3pbiB TPEXTIABON
MbILLbI Mneva [80, 81].

Jlpyaue ocnoxerus. Hesponamusi nokmegozo Hepea.
Bce MeToAMKM MMNaHTaLmMKM 3HA0NPOTE3a JIOKTEBOrO CycTa-
Ba M0Jpa3yMeBaloT BblJe/IEHNE W TPAHCMO3ULMI JIOKTEBOIO
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HepBa. apecTe3us B 30He ero MHHepBaLWW B nocneonepa-
LMOHHOM Nepuofe BCTpevaeTcs ¢ yacTotoit ot 29 po 40%.
Kak npaBuno, cMNTOMBI MCYE3aloT B TeUeHUe 2—6 HeA. nocne
onepauun. OgHako npumepHo B 11% cnyyaes HeBponaTus
MMeeT CTOMKWM xapakTtep. [lpsMoe TpaBMaTuuyeckoe mo-
BpeXAeHWe HepBa IMbo TepMMYECKOe NMpU LEMEHTUPOBAHUM
BCTPEYAKTCA PEIKO, TaK KaK HepB 00bIYHO XOpOLLO BU3yanu-
3upyeTca [55, 82, 83].

lpn CTOMKMX ABNEHUSX HeBponaTum Bbinn obHapyxe-
Hbl HEBPOMbI JIOKTEBOFO HepBa, pybuoBble Aedopmauum
u nepeTskkn. OnHako Tonbko npumepHo B 0,5% cnyyaes
TpeboBancs NoBTOpHbIA HeBponu3 [84]. B pemkux cnyyasx
HeobpaTmoii noTepu GyHKLMM HepBa bbina HeobxoanMa cy-
XOMUNbHO-MbILLEYHasA TpaHcnosuuwma [85].

lNospexcderue nyqesozo Hepea. BcTpeyaeTcs elue pexe,
KaK NpaBuno, 3To NpoMCX0AMT Npu nepdopaumun KopTUKanb-
HOro CNosi NJeYeBOl HOXKOW 3HA0NPOTE3a, NMPU YAaNeHUH
KOMMOHEHTOB BO BPEMS PEBM3UM W BblLaBIMBaHWUM KOCTHOIO
LiIeMeHTa B MeCTe NnepunpoTesHoro nepenoma [12].

Tpombo3ambosus nezoqHol apmepuu. Pefkoe ocnox-
HeHue. S.F.M. Duncan Ha ocHOBe W3y4eHWsi pe3ynbTaToB
1076 3HO0MPOTE3MPOBAHWIA NOKTEBOrO CyCTaBa CoobLiaeT
0 pacnpocTpaHeHHOCTU SIBHOW TPOMBO3IMOONUM NeroyHol
aptepuv — okono 0,25% nocne nepBUYHbIX apTPOMIACTUK
1 0,38% nocne pesu3ui [86].

Cmepmrocme. J. Sanchez-Sotelo et al. (2007) B cBoeM
UCCNeAOoBaHUM onpefennnu ypoBeHb cMepTHocTv B 0,62%
B TeueHue 90 aHeW mocne TOTasbHOTO 3HAOMPOTE3UPOBaHWE
JIOKTEBOTO CyCTaBa BHe 3aBUCMMOCTU OT Bo3pacTa 1 nona [87].

0 MPUYMHAX OCNIOKHEHWIA

3asucumocms ocnoxHeHul om Ho3osoeuu. B otnnume
0T Ta300eApeHHOr0 WA KOJIEHHOTO CYCTaBOB, CYLUECTBYET
KpaiHss HEOAHOPOHOCTb HO3010TMYECKUX QOpM, CITYaLLMX
MoKa3aHWeM K 3H[0MPOTE3MPOBaHUIO JIOKTEBOTO cycTaBa. Ko-
JINYECTBO TEX UMM UHBIX OCIOMHEHUA 3HAYUTENBHO OTNIMYa-
eTca B 3Tux rpynnax (tabn. 5). D.M. Gay et al. ykasbiBator,
4YTO YacToTa peBu3Wi NS Tpynn TpaBMaTMUYecKoro, Bocna-
NUTENbHOrO apTpUTa M 0CTE0apTpUTa B TeYeHWe 3 Mec nocne
nepBUYHON apTpoONiacTMku coctaensna 4,8; 8,3 u 14,7% co-
0TBETCTBEHHO [6]. A.I. AnveB u p. coobLualoT, 4To CyMMapHas
4acToTa OCMOXXHEHWUN Y NaLMEHTOB, KOTOPbIM BbIMOJTHEHO 3H-
[0MpOTe3MPOBaHKe No NOBOJY NOCNeACTBUIA TPaBM, COCTaBU-
na 23,8%. B rpynne BocnanuTenbHbIX apTponaTtuii obias ya-
cToTa ocnoxHenuin — 13,6% [31]. Hanbonbluee Konuyectso
THOMHO-BOCMANMUTENbHBIX OCNOXHEHWUH, KOTOpble MpUBENH
K NoTepe 3HA0MpOTe3a, BCTPEYanoch Y NaLMeHToB, onepupo-
BaHHbIX N0 NOBOJY TSXKENOr0 NOCTTPaBMaTUYECKOr0 apTpo3a
1 fedeKToB AUCTaNbHOMO KOHLA nneyeBoi Koctu [17].

3asucumocms yacmomel 0C/0MHeHuld om du3alHa
3Hdonpome3sa. B HacTosiiee BpeMs HET eAMHOT0 MHEHMS
0 MpeuMyLLecTBax TOM WIM WHOM CUCTEMbI 3HAOMpOTe-
30B (Tabn. 6). TeopeTUYecKM HeCBSI3aHHblE MMMAAHTATI
LOMKHbI bbITb O0Nee NoJiBEPIKEHbI BbIBUXaM, a CBA3aHHbIE
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Tabnuua 5. 3aBUCMMOCTb YacTOTbl OC/IOXKHEHWIA OT HO30/10TMYECKOMN (HOPMbI

Table 5. Dependence of the frequency of complications on the nosology

Wceneposanme PeBMatouaHbii Octpas MocnepctBus OcteoapTpur,

apTput, % TpaBMa, % TpaBM, % %

C.P. Little et al., 2005 [35] 10,0 30 10,0 -

|. Voloshin et al., 2011 [5] 24,345,8 21,549,2 37,5 19,2 -

D.M. Gay et al., 2012 [6] 8,3 - 4,8 14,7

D. Perretta et al., 2017 [39] 27,0 57,0 - 11,0

AT. Anves u pp., 2019 [31] 13,6 - 23,8 -

P. Parker et al., 2019 [42]* 37,8 32,3 - 131,7*

V. Samdanis et al., 2020 [8] 5,2 50,0 50,0 -

[pumeqaHue. * ABTOpbI OMPefenstoT OCIOXKHEHUA KaK Jitloboe HexenatenbHoe sBneHue. B pesynbrarte, y 04HOMO NauMeHTa MOXKET BbiTb
[Ba U bonee 0CNOXHEHUS.

Note. * The authors define complications as any undesirable event. As a result, one patient may have two and more complications.

Tabnuua 6. YacToTbl 0CIOMKHEHMI B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT AU3aiHa 3HA0MNPOTE3a
Table 6. Frequency of complications depending on the design of the endoprosthesis

UccnepoBanus

CBsi3aHHbINA AU3alH, o0c/I0XKHeHus, % HecBA3saHHbIN AU3aliH, ocnoxHeHus, %

C.P. Littleet al., 2005 [90] 9.1 19,7

I. Voloshin et al., 2011 [5] 25,9+8,4 27,246,2
S.E. Park et al., 2013 [38] 30,6 62,9
A. Prkic et al., 2017 [14] 13,8 16,3
Y. Krukhaug et al., 2018 [41] 8,2 25,1
J.M. Kwak et al., 2019 [13] 19,1 26,5
A. Viswanath et al., 2020 [16] 5,0 14,8

MMMNaHTaTbl — MMeTb bonee BbICOKME MOKasaTenn acen-
TMYECKOT0 pacliaThiBaHWUs U3-3a HeafleKBaTHOro NepeHoca
Harpy3oK C JIOKTEBOW KOCTW Ha nneyeBylo. Ha mpakTuke
e 0be cUCTEMBbI JEMOHCTPUPYIOT CXOXMUE YA0BIETBOPU-
TeNibHble KPaTKOCPOYHbIE M CPeAHECPOYHbIE pe3ynbTaThl,
TeM He MeHee 00beKTMBHbIe 00LUMEe AaHHble OTCYTCTBYIOT.
TaK, npu cpegHeM cpoKe HabnoaeHus 5 neT Bce UMMJIaH-
TaThl, KaK CBA3aHHbIE, TaK 1 HeCBA3aHHbIe, 0bneryatT bonb
W YBEIMYMBAKT OMaANa30H [ABUKEHUS Y BCEX rpynn nauu-
entoB [10, 15, 28, 88, 89]. I. Voloshin et al. ykasbiBaioT
Ha 00LUYH YacTOTy OCNOXKHEHUI B CBA3aHHBIX U HECBA3aH-
HbIx rpynnax — 25,9+8,4% n 27,2+6,2% cooTBeTCTBEH-
Ho [5]. A. Prkic et al. npuBoasT cnefywolme naHHbIE: U3
2211 cBA3aHHbIX apTPONNACTMK 3apeructpupoBaHo 304 pe-
Busumn (13,8%), u3 2764 HecBs3aHHbIX 3HAOMPOTE30B —
451 peusmsa (16,3%) [14].

CratucTuyeckue uccnefoBaHus, npoBeaeHHble ¢ 2000
no 2017 rop A.l Viswanath et al. Ha ocHoBe perucTpa 3H-
ponpote3oB HoBoii 3enaHaumm, nokasanu, YTo YacToTa peBu-
3uin 3Hgonpote3a Coonrad-Morrey (cBSi3aHHbIA 3HA0NPOTES)
6bbina Ha 65% Huxe no cpaBHeHMIO ¢ npoTe3oM Latitude (He-
CBA3aHHBIN TpaHCHOpPMUPYEMBIA 3HLONPOTES), PUYEM He3a-
BMCMMO OT Ccrocoba Kpennexus npote3a Latitude (cB3aHHbIN
MW HECBSA3aHHbINA) M 3aMeHbl TONIOBKM JTy4eBOW KoCTh [16].
HekoTopble uccnegoBarteny 06bACHAIOT 3T0 TeM, YTO NpU UC-
Monb30BaHUM HECBA3aHHBIX UMMAHTOB MoJpasyMeBaeTcs
COXpaHHOCTb MAMKMX TKaHel, 0cobeHHO BOKOBBIX CBA3OK,
W CKpynynesHas TOYHOCTb XMPYPruveckon TexHuku. [noxo
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cbanaHcupoBaHHble KonnatepanbHble CBA3KWM MOryT npuBse-
CTW K 4pe3MepHOMY W3HOCY MOMM3TUIIEHA, OCTEONIU3Y U He-
cTabunebHoctm [16, 23].

Cxoxue [LaHHble NpUCYTCTBYIT U B ApYruX MccnefoBa-
Husax. P. Parker et al. nuwyT o ToM, yto 3Haonpotes Latitude
nokasan Haubonblumid nokasatenb (%) acenTuyeckoro pac-
LUATbIBaHMA M [yBOKOro HarHOEHMs, M YKa3bIBaloT, 4To 60J1b-
LIOe KONMYECTBO pacluaTbiBaHW BO BCEW rpynne 3HAOMpO-
TE30B 3TOr0 TUMa CBA3AHO C PaAMabHbIM KOMMOHEHTOM,
Hanbonee 4acTo MOABEPKEHHBIM AAHHOMY OC/IOXHEHMIO,
a He C NneyeBON UK NOKTEBOW HOXKamu [42].

B HacTosLee BpeMs cKnafbiBaeTCs NapafoKcabHas cu-
Tyauus: B 06LLEM CBA3aHHbIE CUCTEMBI MOKA3bIBAKT JyULLYH
BbIXXMBAEMOCTb B CPEAHECPOYHOI NEpPCreKTMBE, YEM HECBS-
3aHHble, HO pe3ynbTaTbl PEBU3UOHHOW XUPYPruv BO BTOPOM
rpynne 3aMeTHO NPEBOCXOAAT nepsyio [89].

BrusiHue oneima xupypaa Ha pesy/ibmamel apmponsia-
cmuku siokmeso2o cycmasa. CywecTByeT obpaTHas 3aBucu-
MOCTb MEXIy 4acTOTOM PEBU3MOHHBIX OMepaLyii ¥ OMbITOM XU-
Pypra, Ha 4To YKasbIBaloT MHorue aBtopbl [6, 31]. P.J. Jenkins
et al. roBopAT 0 TOM, 4TO YacToTa MOBTOPHbLIX ONEpaLuii nocse
MepBUYHOI apTPONNacTUKY Bbina Bbicokom (8o 15% 3a 18 net
HabntopeHus). ABTopbl Ha ocHoBaHuu LLloTnaHackoro 0bb-
eAMHeHHOro peructpa 3HgonpoTe3oB (1146 apTponnactuk
JIOKTEBOrO CycTaBa), NOKa3a/W, YTO JIydLlas BbIXKMBAEMOCTb
MMMNaHTaTa OTMEYEeHa Y XWPYProB, KOTOpbIE BbIMOHWIMN
bonee 10 onepauwi 3a roa [11]. A. Abdelmalek n 0. Don-
aldson, npoBoas onpoc cpeau XWUpYproB, 3aHUMAIOLLMXCA
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3H[0MPOTE31POBaHNEM JIOKTEBOIO CyCTaBa, OTMETUIH, 4TO 52%
PECMOHAEHTOB COrNacHbl C TEM, YTO ANIA BNafeHUs TEXHUKOI
apTponniacTuku Tpebyetca onpefeneHHoe KOMMYeCTBO Bbl-
MOTHEHHBIX onepaumi, 62% 3asBuiM, YTo 5 NpoLeayp B rof
ClelyeT paccMaTpuBaTb Kak MUHUMYM [91].

Ewe B onHOM uccnepfoBaHum U3 OUHNSAHOUM HA OCHO-
Be (DMHCKOro peructpa apTpOMNacTUK JOKTEBOrO CycTa-
Ba (1457 onepauuii), 0TMEYEHO, YTO PUCK PEBU3NM ObliN
B 1,5 pa3a Bbille B Hecnewuuanu3vpoBaHHbIX 60bHULAX
M0 CpaBHEHUIO CO CreLuanu3npoBaHHbiMu [92].

PEBU3VNOHHAA APTPOIMJIACTUKA

Ha ocHoBaHWM MMeLUMXCA Ha CErOAHALIHWUNA [eHb
AaHHbIX MOXHO CAeNaTh BbIBOJ, YTO PEBU3NOHHOE 3H[0-
MpoTE3UPOBaHWE NIOKTEBOr0 CYCTaBa CBA3aHO C BbICOKUM
YPOBHEM OC/OXHEHWIA M NOBTOPHbIX onepauuid. latunet-
HAAl BbIXKMBAEMOCTb PEBU3MOHHOIO 3HAONPOTE3A NpU 3TOM
coctasnset o7 64 o 83% [9]. XoTa obwwme nokasaHus
K BbIMOJIHEHWNI0O MEPBUYHOW apTPOMNACTUKM [LOCTAaTOYHO
nofpobHO onucaHbl B IUTepaType, ULLb HEMHOTME uccre-
L0BaHWSA NOCBSALLEHbI NMOKA3aHUAM K PEBU3NOHHOMY 3H[0-
npoTe3vpoBanuio [93].

OcHOBHBIM MOKa3aHWEM K MOBTOPHOM OMepaLun CAyXUT
MPOLLECC MOCTEMEHHOTO PacLLATbIBAHWUA KOMMOHEHTOB 3H-
[0MpoTe3a JIOKTEBOro cycraBa. [py 3TOM Q4eHb BaXHbLIM
06CcTOATENbCTBOM ANS OnpefeneHus AanbHenLleld TaKTUKN
XMPYPru4ecKoro NleyeHus ABNSeTCA (aKT npucoeduHeHUs
MHbEKLMM BHe 3aBMCMMOCTW OT TOrO, HA KaKOM 3Tane 3To
npousowno. J.M. Kwak et al. pasgensioT Bce 0CNoMKHeHus,
NpUBEALLME K PEBU3MOHHOM apTpPONNacTuKe, Ha MHGUUMpO-
BaHHble W HenHpMUMpoBaHHbie [13]. Ecnm roBoputh 06 06LLmx
MPUHLMNAX, 04ar MHBEKLMM JOMKEH ObITb IMKBUAVPOBAH Ny-
TEM W3BJIEYEHWA UMMJTAHTATa, YTO JO/IKHO COMPOBOXAATHCS
peuMniaHTaumen B codeTaHumn ¢ aHTUbroTukoTepanmen. Ha-
MPOTUB, HEMHDULMPOBAHHbIE OCNOXHEHUS CeayeT JIeYmTb,
YCTPaHAs MexaHU4eckue Npobnembl B MHTEpdENice «MMNMaHT-
KOCTb» UMW «MMNNAHT-UMNAaHT» [44, 51, 57, 94, 95].

Mo AaHHBIM NUTepaTypbl, OTCYTCTBYET eAMHOE MHe-
HWe 0 NepCrneKTMBHOCTU PEKOHCTPYKTUBHBLIX BMELLATENbCTB
Ha MHOUUMPOBAHHOM JIOKTEBOM 3HponpoTe3e. XoTA 60/b-
LUMHCTBO aBTOPOB CXOAATCA BO MHEHWM, YTO XMPYpruyeckoe
fleyeHmre JOKHO BbITb B HONBLUMHCTBE CryyaeB MHOM03Tan-
HbiM. 06061125 AaHHbIe IUTepaTypbl, PeACTaBUM HECKOSIbKO
BapWaHTOB TaKTWUKU NeYeHUst MHULIMPOBAHHOIO 3HA0MNpOTe-
3a[13, 51, 58-60, 93-95]:

1) caHaums ouara, AebpULMEHT C COXpaHEHUEM UMMNAHTa
npy ero cTabunbHoi GUKcaLmu;

2) caHauma ovara, [ebpMAOMEHT C 3aMeHOM WMMaHTa
Mpu ero pacLuaTbiBaHWK;

3) caHaumsa oyara, AebpuOMEHT C UMNIaHTaumMelh Bpe-
MEHHOr0 LIEMEHTHOr0 crencepa ¢ aHTMBMOTMKaMK € oTCpo-
UEHHBIM PEBU3MOHHBIM 3H[OMPOTE3UPOBAHUEM NpU OTCYT-
CTBMM peLuamBa;

4) pe3eKuMOHHas apTponnacTUKa 1 apTPOAE3UpOBaHHE.
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K. Yamaguchi et al. ewe B 1998 rogy ykasbianm
Ha TO, YTO pe3yNbTaTbl PEBU3UN MHOULMPOBAHHOTO SHAONPO-
Tesa CuibHO 3aBucenn oT Bo3byautens. 0bwmpHoe opolue-
Hue 1 06paboTKa paHbl NpU HaIMYMU MHBEKLMM MOXKET BbITb
[0CTaTOYHO YCMELHbIM, eCTIM MUKPOOPraHU3MOM SBRSETCS
He Staphylococcus epidermidis n ecnn KOMMOHEHTbI CTa-
ounbHbl. Korpa TpebyeTcs ynaneHne KOMMOHEHTOB, no3Tan-
Has perMNNaHTaLMsa TaKKe MOXET ObiTb BECbMA YCMELLIHOM,
€CNM MHEKLMOHHBIM areHToM sBnsietcal He Staphylococcus
epidermidis [60].

D.A. DeBernardis et al. yka3biBaloT Ha To, YTo Cpeau na-
LIMEHTOB, KOTOPbIe MPOLLTM PEBU3MI0 Ha NpeaMeT MHbeKLmM,
Hey[0BNeTBOPUTENbHbIN pe3ynbTat nonyyeH y 100% Tex, KTo
MPOXOAMN 0JHOCTAAMIHYI0 PEBU3NIO, W Y 64,3% Tex, KTo npo-
XOQMN ABYX3TamnHyl pesusuio. PeumamB Takke oTMevancs
y 50% naumeHTOB, KOTOpLIE MPOLLU OJJHO- UM ABYX3TarHYi0
PEBU3WI0 Ha NpeaMeT MHGBEKLMM C UCMONb30BaHUEM anjio-
TpaHcnnaHTata, vy 58,3% nauueHToB, KOTOpble NPOLLSX pe-
BM3MI0 Be3 ero Ucnonb3oBaHua [45].

Ha ocHoBe aHanu3a AaHHbIX NUTepaTypbl N0 BOMpOCY
acenTUYeCKOro pacluaThiBaHWA W NepUNpOTE3HbIX Nepe-
JIOMOB MOHO CAenaTb BbiBOA, YTO 3TO 3BEHbA OJHOMO
npoecca, B NepBylo 04epeb CBA3aHHOI0 C Nporpeccupy-
lOLLEN NOTepen KOCTHOM Macchl. YTo Npou3oLwio nepBUYHO
(nepenoM unu pacluatbiBaHue), B BONBLUMHCTBE CNy4aes
onpeaenutb He ypaetcs [12, 51, 69]. OcHoBHas 3agaya
XMPYPr4eCcKoro neyeHus B AaHHOW cUTyauum — ycTpa-
HUTb MexaHuyeckue npobnembl B MHTepdeiice «MMMNaHT-
KOCTb» M BOCCTaHOBMTb KOCTHBI MAacCMB BOKPYI UMMIaHTa.
MpennoxeHbl pasnnyHble BUAbI ayTo- U anionnacTuku, Tak
KaK BOCCTaHOBJIEHWE CTAabWUNBHOCTM KOMMOHEHTOB 3HA0-
npoTe3a TOJIbKO 3a CYET UCMOJIb30BaHUSA YAJIMHEHHbIX KOH-
CTPYKUMI He Bcerpa onpasgaHo [13, 49, 69, 96]. J.M. Kim
et al. yKa3blBaloT Ha To, YTO MCMONb30BaHWe bonee AWH-
HOTO KOMMOHEHTA C PaCLUMpEHHbIM nepefHUM dnaHLeM
A0MYCKaeTcs NpW noTepe KOCTM Ha AMCTajbHOM OTAene
nneda ao 8 cM. Ytobbl n3bexarb AMCHYHKLUMM pa3ruba-
TeNlbHOro annapata, obliee yKOpoueHWe MieyeBoi KOCTH
MPOKCMMarbHee NOKTEBOM SIMKU HE [OJIKHO NpeBbiaTh
2 cM [12].

Pegusus pesusuoHHoz0 3Hdonpome3a. Hu opuH 3H-
[0MpoTe3 KPynHoro cycTaBa (Ta300eApeHHbIi, KONEHHbIA
WNW NNeYyeBON) He MOABEPraeTCs TaKOMY KOMMYecTBy Mo-
BTOPHbIX BMELLIATENbCTB, KaK JIOKTeBOW. OiHaKo B COBpeMeH-
HOW UTepaType Mano MHGopMaLWK 0 pesynbTatax peBu3un
PEBW3WOHHOIO TOTAJILHOMO SHA0MPOTE3a JIOKTEBOTO CyCTaBa.
Mo paHHbIM nocnepuux uccnegosanuii (2019-2021 ropos),
U3 NaLMEeHTOB, MOABEPrLUMXCA PEBU3UOHHOW apTponnacTu-
Ke, 54-56% Hy»[al0TCA B JONONHUTENBHOM XUPYPrUYECKOM
neyenun [93, 971.

OueHuBas pe3ynbTaTbl NOBTOPHLIX peBusuid, P. Domos
et al. ykasbiBaloT Ha To, yto B 30% noTpeboBanuch yanm-
HEeHHble MMMaHTaTbl WM WMMNAHTaThl, M3rOTOBEHHbIE
Mo MHAMBMAYyanbHOMY 3akasy, a B 50% — yBenudenue an-
noTpaHcnnaHTara. lpy oKoHYaTeNbHOM KIIMHUYECKOW OLiEHKEe




0B30PH

56% 60/bHbIX UMENU HeO0CTaTOYHOCTb TPEXIIAaBOM MbILLLIbI.
Cpenv oCnoXHeHUn — UHGMLMpOBaHME, CUMMTOMAaTUYECKoe
acenTMyecKoe pacluatbiBaHWe NNeYeBOro KOMMOHEHTA, CeH-
COpHasi HEBPONATUs JIOKTEBOTO HEpBa, NOBPEXAEHME Nyye-
BOro Hepsa. 0HaKo AOCTOBEPHbIE CTAaTUCTUYECKUE AaHHblE
OTCYTCTBYHOT [65].

MaumeHTbl, Y KOTOPbIX NePBUYHbIN 3HAOMPOTES BLIXOAWN
W3 CTPOS U3-3a UHDEKLMK, C BoNbLLEeH BEPOATHOCTbIO NOsY-
YaloT OCNOXKHEHWUSA NoJie peBu3uM U TpebyloT BosbLuero Ko-
NMYeCTBa NOCNeayoLWmMX onepauuid, YeM NaumeHTsl ¢ apy-
oM 3TMOJIOrMeli NepBUYHOro 0TKa3a aHponpotesa. A.T. Wee
et al. Ha ocHoBe u3yueHus pesynbTatoB 213 nocneposa-
TeNbHbIX PEBU3MOHHBIX apTPOMIACTUK JIOKTEBOrO CycTaBa
YKa3blBalT Ha TO, 4TO Y 16 NaLMEHTOB BONPEKYW 0XUAAHNAM
3aMKCUPOBaHbI MONOXKMTENbHbIE Pe3ynbTaTbl MHTPaone-
PaLMOHHBIX MOCEeBOB MUKpodnopbl. B 6onblwmnHcTBE Cny-
yaeB uaeHTUduuMpoBaH Staphylococcus epidermidis nnbo
Propionibacterium acnes. BeposTHOCTb NONy4eHUS HEOXM-
[aHHOTO MONOXKUTENBHOTO pe3ysibTaTa BO BpeMs onepauum
cocTasuna 7,5% [63].

3AKJTIOYEHUE

CnoHoCTb CTPOEHHS! M BMOMEXaHUKM JIOKTEBOIO CYCTaBa,
BbICOKMe Tpeb0BaHMS K QYHKLMOHANbHLIM pesynbTaTaM Tpe-
bytoT AnddepeHUMpPOBaHHOrO, 3a4acTyl0 WHAMBMAYANBHOMO
noaxo/a K fieYeHuio Ntoboi ero NaTonorum.

3JHA0NPOTE3MPOBaHME IOKTEBOMO CycTaBa — 3T0 [IMHA-
MWYHO Pa3BMBAIOLLAACA OTPAC/b MeAWUMHbL. HeyKioHHbIi
POCT YMC/@ NEPBUYHBLIX APTPONNACTUK JIOKTEBOFO CyCTaBa
CBA3aH HE TOJbKO C paclUMpeHWeM MoKasaHWi K 3HAOoMo-
TE3MPOBaHUI0, HO U C COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHWEM [IM3aiiHa UM-
MNaHTOB, MOBbILIEHUEM WX CTAOMNIBHOCTU U BbIKMBAEMOCTM.
[lanbHeliwne JOCTVXKEHNS B 3TOI 06/1aCTM ABNAIOTCA KITHOYOM
K TOMY, 4ToObl CienaTh 3Ty OnepaLmio TaKoi e HafexKHoi
1 [0MroBeYHOW, Kak 3HAONPOTe3MpoBaHWe Ta30beapeHHoro
NN KOJIEHHOrO CyCTaBa.
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