OPUTHANBHBIE CCTTELLOBAHMA Tom 26, N° 3, 2024 BecTHMK POCCUICHOM BOCHHO-MEAMLVHCKOM aKaaeMimn

391
YIK 616.61-008.64-073.27-072.1-089.168 .
DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/brmma629878 ol
updates

3 deKTUBHOCTb NTanapoCKONUYECKOW TEXHUKU
¢opMupoBaHuMa AocTyNa AN NepUTOHeaNbHOro Auanmn3a

N.A. Unbun, A.H. benbckux, KA. Typesuy, M.B. 3axapos, M.0. lstyeHKoB

BoeHHo-MeauuMHCKas akapemust uMenmn C.M. Kuposa, CaHkt-leTepbypr, Poccus

AHHOTALNA

060cHOBLIBaETCA NPUMEHEHUE JTANAPOCKOMMYECKON TEXHUKM UMMIaHTaLMK KaTeTepa AJ18 NepUTOHeanbHOro Avanusa v no-
BbILLEHUSA 3QPEKTUBHOCTM NeYeHMs BOMbHBIX, UCTIOMNb3YS NePUTOHeaNbHbINA AUanu3 NPY XPOHUYECKON 6oMie3HM NoYeK 5-ii cTa-
Avu. B uccnepoBanme 6binm BrITOYeHbl 1228 nauueHToB, CTPaAaloLLMX XPOHUYECKOW 6onie3Hb0 MoYeK -1 CTagumm, KoTopble
nosy4anu MeULMHCKYH0 NOMOLLb METOAOM NMEepUTOHEanbHOro Auanusa u Habnaanucb B 26 AManusHbIX LEHTpax B Nepuos,
¢ 2000 no 2020 r. B 1-to rpynny «OTKpbITas METOAMKA UMMaHTaUumU» BKiodeHbl 1105 yenosek (MymunH — 477 (43 %),
KeHwmuH — 628 (57 %)). CpenHuii BO3pacT Ha MOMEHT MMMNAHTALMKN KaTeTepa Ais NepPUTOHeanbHOro A1annusa CocTaBnsn
52,4 + 0,48 ropa. Bo 2-10 rpynny «nanapockonuueckas METOAMKA UMMaHTaLUMWy» BKIKOYeHbl 123 yenoBeka (MyXumH —
57 (46 %), xeHwmH — 66 (54 %)). Ha Hayano 2000 r. u3 HUX MPOAONKaIM MCNONb30BaTb NEPUTOHEANbHLIN Ananu3 78 6onb-
HbIX, NpeKpaTunn — 45 yenosek. CpeiHWM BO3pacT Ha MOMEHT MMMNJaHTaLMW KaTeTepa [1A NepUTOHeaNbHOro Auanusa co-
ctanan 51,9 + 1,28 ropa. YctaHoBneHa Nyyllas «BbIKMBAaEMOCTb» KaTeTepa [J1A NepuUTOHeasbHOro Auanusa Bo 2-i rpynne
Mo CpaBHEHMIO ¢ 1-ii rpynnoii 3a cYeT MEHbLUEro YMCNa AMCHYHKLUMW U NOTEPU KaTeTepa, PacLUMpeHUs BO3MOXKHOCTEN UC-
MoNb30BaHUs NEPUTOHEANBHOMO A1anm3a y 60M1bHbIX C NPeALLECTBYOLLMMIA XMPYPrUYECKUMM BMELLATEbCTBaMU Ha BPIOLLIHOVA
nonoctu. OCHOBHOM NMPWUYMHON MPEeKpaLLEeHNs NePUTOHeanbHOro Auanu3a cTanu MHAEKLMOHHBIE OCIOXKHEHMS KaK B 1-i, Tak
1 Bo 2-# rpynnax. Bo 2-1 rpynne TexHWYecKas «BbIKMBAEMOCTb» KaTeTepa [J1s NepUTOHeasbHoro Auanu3a obina CyLLecTBeH-
HO BbILLE Y EHLUMH M Y MaLMEHTOB, CTPAAAOLLMX M3OLITOYHOM Maccon Tena, No cpaBHeHuto ¢ 1-i rpynnoi. [ons 60nbHbIX
6e3 MHEKLMOHHBIX OCNIOXHEHMI BO 2-i4 rpynne bbiia CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMO HWXKeE, YeM B 1-ii rpynne. Takum obpasom,
MPUMEHEHME NanNapoCKOMMYECKON METOAMKM UMNNAHTALMK KaTeTepa Ans NepuToHeanbHoOro Auanv3a MoBblLAeT KayecTBo
NeYeHns, pacLUMpAET NOKa3aHWUA K ee MPUMEHEHMIO U MOBLILLAET TEXHUYECKYH) «BbIXXMBAEMOCTbY NEPUTOHEANIbHOIO AManu3a.
Bmecte ¢ TeM 06a xmpypruyeckux BapuaHTa (OTKpbITast M JlanapocKonmyeckas MeTOAWKM UMMNaHTaumn KateTepa ans nepu-
TOHeasnbHOro A1an13a) MMeloT NpaBo Ha CyLLEeCTBOBAHWE, OHAKO Y KEHLLWH W NALMEHTOB, CTPAAAOLLMX 3DbITOYHOW Maccom
Tena, crepyeT 0TAaBaTh NPEANOYTEHNUE JTANAPOCKONMYECKONM TEXHUKE, TaK KaK 3T0 YMeHbLUAeT UX TpaHcdhep Ha reMofuanus.
CooTBeETCTBEHHO, LienecoobpasHo BHeLpeHUe pacLUMPEHHON NanapoCKOMMYECKO! TEXHUKM UMMNaHTaLMM KaTeTepa Ans ne-
PUTOHEAIBHOMO 1anM3a B KIIMHUYECKYHD NPAKTUKY OTAENEHUIA, KOTopble 3aHMMaloTcs hopMUpOBaHWMEM A0CTYNa AAs nepu-
TOHeanbHOro Avanusa.

KnioueBble cnosa: I'IepMTOHeaJ'IbeIﬁ Ananus; XpoHmyecKas bone3Hb noyek; rnoMepynapHbie bonesHu; 3amMecTuUTeNbHan
noye4vyHaa Tepanna; KateTep AnA nepuToHeanbHOro Ananu3a; anapockonmMyeckaa MeToaAnKa UMNAHTaUKUK KaTeTepa AN
NEepUTOHeaslbHOro auanu3a; o0CJ10XXHeHUA nepuToHeasibHOro Ananansa.
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Efficiency of laparoscopic technique of access formation
for peritoneal dialysis

l.A. Ilyin, A.N. Belskikh, K.Ya. Gurevich, M.V. Zakharov, M.0. Pyatchenkov

Kirov Military Medical Academy, Saint Petersburg, Russia

ABSTRACT

Peritoneal dialysis is an effective method of renal replacement therapy. Currently, different opinions have been put forward as
to which catheter implantation technique is preferable for peritoneal dialysis. In this study, the application of the laparoscopic
implantation technique for peritoneal dialysis catheter and improving the effectiveness of peritoneal dialysis in patients with
stage 5 chronic kidney disease is substantiated. The study included 1,228 patients with stage 5 chronic kidney disease who
received medical care by peritoneal dialysis and were observed in 26 dialysis centers between 2000 and 2020. Group 1 received
open implantation technique (n = 1105 people; 477 men [43%], 628 women [57%]). The average age at the time of implantation
of peritoneal dialysis catheter was 52.4 + 0.48 years. Group 2 received laparoscopic implantation technique (n = 123; 57 men
(46%), 66 women (54%)). At the beginning of 2000, peritoneal dialysis was maintained in 78 patients but was continued in
45 people. The average age at the time of implantation of the peritoneal dialysis catheter was 51.9 + 1.28 years. Compared with
group 1, group 2 demonstrated better “survival” because of the lower dysfunction and catheter loss rates, increased opportuni-
ties for using peritoneal dialysis in patients with previous abdominal surgery. In both groups, peritoneal dialysis was mainly
terminated because of complications. The technical “survival” of the peritoneal dialysis was significantly higher in women and
patients who were overweight in group 2 than in group 1. The proportion of patients without infectious complications was
significantly lower in group 2 than in group 1. Thus, laparoscopic implantation of the peritoneal dialysis catheter improves the
quality of treatment, expands the indications for its use, and increases peritoneal dialysis “survival”. In addition, both surgi-
cal options (open and laparoscopic implantation techniques for peritoneal dialysis catheter) can be employed; however, the
laparoscopic technique is preferred in women and patients who are overweight because they reduced the conversion rate to
hemodialysis. Accordingly, the introduction of an advanced laparoscopic technique for implanting a peritoneal dialysis catheter
into the clinical practice of making access for peritoneal dialysis is necessary.

Keywords: peritoneal dialysis; chronic kidney disease; glomerular diseases; renal replacement therapy; catheter for peritoneal
dialysis; laparoscopic technique of implantation of a catheter for peritoneal dialysis; complications of peritoneal dialysis.
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OPUTHATTEHBIE MCCIIELOBAHMA

BBEJEHUE

MepuToHeanbHbli auanus ([171) senseTcs npegnoyTuTeb-
HbIM, 3 dEKTUBHBIM, 00LLENPUHATLIM U Hanbonee LWaaAwmnM
METOAOM 3aMeCTUTENbHOW NOYEYHONM Tepanuu, npeacTas-
nsaet cobon anbTepHaTuBy remogmanusy (I[l) B pactyuiei
nonynsuMmM NaLMEeHTOB, CTPAAAIOLLMX XPOHUYECKOW bones-
Hbto noyek (XBM) [1]. MeanuMHCKWE NpeUMyLLECTBa BKITKO-
yaioT obecneyeHue BonbLLEl aBTOHOMUM NaLMEHTa, NyULLYLo
YO0BJIETBOPEHHOCTb M KauecTBO JKM3HM, @ TaKKe IKOHOMUY-
HOCTb [ CMCTEMbI 3fpaBooxpaHerus [2, 3]. N[ — xopowo
M3BECTHBIA MeTo[, flevyeHuss nauueHToB, cTpagatowwmx Xbll
5-i cTaguu, obecrneunBaeT NpUBNMIKEHWE MeLULMHCKOM
MOMOLLM K MeCTy NpoxuBaHus nauuentos [4]. N[ no cpas-
HeHuto ¢ [[l, ocobeHHO NpoBOAMMOM B LiEHTpe Auanu3a (He
LOMaLUHKUM), UMEET HEKOTOpbIE KIIMHWUYECKUE MpenMyLLe-
CTBa: JyyLLe COXPAHSIET 0CTaTOUHYI0 DYHKLMIO NOYEK, JyyLue
KoppurupyeT aHemuio [5], no3sonset usbexarb notpebHo-
CTU B COCYyAMCTOM [OCTYMe, YTO, B CBOK OYepefb, CHUMKaeT
PUCK MHPEKLIMOHHBIX OCMOXKHEHWUH, CBA3AHHBIX C JOCTYMOM,
KOTOpble SBAAIOTCA OCHOBHOM MPWUYMHOM TOCMMTaNM3aLmm
1 CMEepTHOCTW cpeay NaumeHToB, ctpagatowmx XbI1 5-i cta-
amm [6-8]. OTMeueHbl bnaronpuaTtHble apdekTol M1, B 0THO-
LUEHMM KAQYecTBa JKWU3HM 1 YL,0BIETBOPEHHOCTH fie4eHUEM [9],
BbIXVBaEMOCTM NaLMeHTOB B nepeble 2 rofa avanusa [10].
N0 obxogutca pewesne, yeM [[l, NOCKONbKY 3KOHOMUT
pacxofbl Ha MepcoHan U pacxofHble Matepuansl Ais Ava-
nm3a [11]. U3noxeHHoe onpegensieT BaXKHOCTb KaK paclum-
peHus Bbibopa 3TOro MeToAa Tepanuy, Tak U BO3MOKHOCTH
NpoAneHus ero 3GeKTUBHOro NpUMeHeHus. Vicnonb3oBaHue
N[ npesycMaTpuBaeT MMNNaHTaLMIO CNELMANbHOMO KaTeTe-
pa B OploLLHyt nonocTb. Beibop 1 npaBunbHOE pa3MeLLieHme
KaTeTepa Ans NepUTOHeanbHoro avanusa ([-katetepa) siB-
NAETCA BaXKHbIM acMeKTOM YCMEeLHOCTH MeTOAa, HO [aseKo
He 0CHOBHbIM. YcneLluHoe ¢pyHKuuoHupoBanue 1] B 6onbLuen
CTENeHW 3aBMCUT OT TEXHMKM YCTAHOBKY, YEM OT KOHCTPYK-
umu Katetepa [12]. EcTb MHOXECTBO MeTOAMK UMMNaHTaLMK
KaTeTepa ans [l; MeToaMKa cnenoi YpecKOXHOW NyHKLMK,
OTKpbITas XMpypruyeckas MeTofuKa, NanapocKonuyecKas
MeToAMKa. Hanbonbluero pacnpocTpaHeHus noayyunu ape
METOLMKM: OTKPbITas M lanapocKonMUyecKas.

LUenb uccnepoBaHus — 0060CHOBaHWE NpUMeEHeHUS
NanapocKonMYecKon TeXHWUKM umnnaHTaumu [[-kateTepa
ANS pacLuMpeHns BO3MOXHocTen 1 kadectsa (1] ans 3ame-
CTUTENbHOW NOYeYHON Tepanuu.

MATEPWUAJIbI U METObI

B uccnepoBaHue bbinn BrItoYeHb! 1228 naumeHToB, cTpa-
paowmx XBI 5-1 cTagum, KoTopble Nonyyany MeAULMHCKYIO
nomollb MetoaoM M[1 B 26 Auanu3HbIX LEHTPaX KOMMaHUu
«Fresenius», UM 6bin UMNNaHTUPOBaH KaTetep And M Mex-
Ay 2000 n 2020 r. XapaKTepuCcTKK NaLMeHTOB, XMpypride-
CKWI aHaMHe3 1 MHpopMaLMsa 0 nocresyloLeM HabnioaeHun
bW NoNyyeHbl PeTPOCTEKTUBHO M3 Ba3bl faHHbIX. Bpems
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HabmofeHns onpedensnoch CO JHA MMMJaHTauMM Kare-
Tepa ana M1 po datanbHOro Mcxoaa mauueHTa wan pathl
yLoaneHus Katetepa u nepesoga bonbHoro Ha [[. MMpep-
cTaBneH (aKTuyeckuit Matepuan 1322 GopMuUpoBaHuin [0-
ctyna ana M. Mepvoa Habnoperns coctasun ot 2 Ao 5092
(878,7 + 21,43) pHel neuenms. Bce mumnnaHTaumu Gbinu
BbINOJIHEHBI M HabM0AANUCh Pa3HBIMU XMPYpramMu, TEXHUKA
umnnanTauum MNJ-katetepa xupypruveckas — 1246 (89 %)
BMeLUaTeNbeTB, Nanapockonuyeckas — 140 (10 %) eMewwa-
TeNbCTB UM UX KoMBuHaums — 14 (1 %). C yueToM TeXHUKu
uMnnavTaumm M-katetepa 6biam cdhopmmupoBaHbl 2 rpyn-
nbl: 1-a rpynna Brioyana 1105 nauueHTOB, KOTOPLIM Bbl-
nonHeHbl 1020 nepBUYHBIX MMMNaHTaumn u 176 penMnnaH-
Taumn [[]-kaTeTepa XMpYpruyeckuM OTKPLITbIM CMocobom,
B0 2-to rpynny Bowm 123 60nbHbIX, KOTOPbIM BbIMOJIHEHbI
120 nepBMYHbIX UMMNAAHTaLMIA U 6 peMMnNaHTaumMi focTyna
ONs NepuToHeasnbHOro Auanu3a NlanapocKonuyeckuM cro-
coboM. 3Tnonorus 3abonesaHuid, Bbi3BaBLLUMX passuTie XBI1
5-# cTaguw, y naumeHToB mpu uMnnaHTauum M[l-katetepa
pasnuuHa. Tak, B 1-i rpynne 350 (31,7 %) naumeHTOB CTpa-
Aanv rnomepynspHeiMmu 6onesnamu, 226 (20,5 %) — caxap-
HbIM auabetoM, 198 (17,9 %) — TybynomHTepcTULMANbHBEIMU
bonesHamu nouek, 114 (10,3 %) — bonesHsamu, xapakTepu-
3YIOLLMMUCA MOBLILLEHHBIM KpOBSIHBIM [laBieHueM, 104 (9,4
%) — BpOXAEHHBIMW aHOMANUAMKU MOYEBbIAENUTENBHON CU-
ctembl, 113 (10,2 %) — npyrummn 6onesnamu. Bo 2-i rpynne
40 (32,5 %) naumeHTOB CTpaganu rnoMepynsipHLIMU 0one3Hs-
My, 26 (21,1 %) — caxapHbiM auabetom, 19 (15,4 %) — 1y-
BynouHTepcTMumManbHbiMK 6onesHsmu novek, 14 (11,4%) —
BonesHAMM, XapaKTepU3YHOLLMMUCS NOBbILLIEHHBIM KPOBSAHBIM
pasnenveM, 13 (10,6 %) — BpoOXKAEHHBIMM aHOManUAMK
MoyeBblaenuTeNnbHoi cuctembl, 11 (8,9 %) — apyrumm 6o-
nesHsamu. CyLiecTBEHHOM pasHULbI MO 3TUosorumM 3aboneBa-
HWS MEXKAY rpynnaMu He BbISIBNIEHO. Bce nauueHTbl Gbinn
obcnepfoBaHbl 40 OMEPaLMK COTIAacHO CYLLECTBYIOLLWM Npo-
TOKOMaM: gemorpaduyeckue faHHble (Bo3pact, noj, npu-
ymHa XBIl, aHaMHe3 abAOMMHaNLHOM XMpYpru), AaHHble
OMepaTMBHOTO BMELLIATENLCTBA, OCMOMHEHUA (MUrpaums,
omchyHKUMS KaTeTepa, NpOTeKaHWe Auanu3ata, MHPeKLms
MecTa BbIXOAa, MEPUTOHUT, KPOBOTEYEHWE, 0BCTPYKLMA OT-
TOKa W rpbiXK), AaHHblE NocneaytoLero HabnoaeHns («Bbl-
KMBAEMOCTb» KaTeTepa, NpUYMHA HapyLUeHUs GYHKUMK Ka-
TeTepa, ero yaaneHue U Ucxoq y nauueHToB).

OcHoBHble BO3pacTHble W KJMHMKO-NIabopaTopHble Mo-
KasaTe/iv naumueHToB obenx rpynn Ha MOMEHT UMMIaHTaLMUK
He MMeN 3HaYUMBIX PasfiNyKiA KpOME CKOPOCTY KITybouKoBoM
¢unbtpaummn (CK®), yto cBMAETENLCTBOBANO O HECKOMbKO
XYLLLEH NoYeYHOM GYHKLMM Y B0MbHBIX 2-# rpynnbl (Tabn. 1).

WccnepoBanue npoBeaeHo B 5 3Tanos.

1. MNMoabop KAMHUYECKOro MaTepuana.

2. CraHpapTu3aums AeTanen TEXHUKW WMMMaHTaLuu
l[-KaTeTepa Npu COCTOAHMAX, oTArowatoLmx TedeHne XbIl
5-1 cTagum.

3. N3yyeHne mcxomoB U OCNOXKHEHU UX 0CODEHHOCTEN
npu umnnaHTaumm N/1-kateTepa y 60bHbIX MPY COCTOSHUSX,
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otarowarowmx TedeHue XBI1 5-# ctaguu, B 3aBUCUMOCTU
OT TEXHMKM (hOPMUpOBaHMA JOCTYNa.

4. OueHKa 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEN BAUSIHUS TEXHUKM UMITaH-
TaLuMW KaTeTepa Ha WCXOMbl, MEXaHWYECKUE OCTIOMHEHUS,
AJUTENbHOCTb PYHKUMOHMpoBaHms M.

5. Paspabotka nokasaHwii K auddepeHUMpOBaHHOMY
NPUMEHEHWI0 1anapOCKONMYECKON METOAUKM UMMIaHTaLMUK
MN[-kateTepa Npu cocToSHMAX, oTAroLalLwmx TeqeHue XbIl
5-1 cTapgmm.

Cratuctmyeckas obpaboTka nonyyeHHbIX AaHHbIX NPOBO-
Aunach ¢ nomolybto nporpammel Excel u3 naketa Microsoft
Office. AHanM3 TeXHUYECKOW «BbIKMBAEMOCTU» MEPUTOHE-
anbHOro AWanusa paccuuTLIBaNCA € UCMONb30BaHWEM MeTo-
na KannaHa — Meiiepa, Log Rank (Mantel — Cox) u naketa
nporpamm SPSS Statistics. Kpome Toro, nony4eHHble AaHHble
0bpabaTblBanMch ¢ NOMOLLbK KpUTEPUEB NapaMeTpUYECKOI
U HenapaMeTpUYECKOW CTAaTUCTUKW. KonmuecTBeHHble AaH-
Hble NMPeACTaBeHbl B BUAE CPEAHEro U OWWBKM cpefHero
(M + m). BbibopoyHble cpefHUEe 3HAYeHWs Tpynn CPaBHU-
Ba/MCb C ucnonb3oBakueM t-kputepus CtblogeHTa. OueHka
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CTaTUCTUYECKOW 3HAYMMOCTM PasNINuMiA NoKasaTeneii NpoBso-
Amnachb ¢ noMoLLbio Xu-kBagparta [upcoHa. [11s oLeHKm cTa-
TMCTUYECKOW 3HaUMMOCTU BbIBOPOK C ManbIM KONMYECTBOM
AaHHBIX UCMOMb30Bancs TOYHbIA Kputepuii Ouwwepa. JocTo-
BEPHbIM cuuTanu pasnuyme npu p < 0,05.

lpoBeseHWe uUccnefoBaHMsA C UCMOMb30BaHUEM apXMB-
HbIX UcTOpUiA 60N1e3HM 0,06pEHO HE3aBUCUMBIM JIOKAbHBIM
3TMYECKMM KOMMUTETOM BOEHHO-MeaMUMHCKON aKafemuw
uM. C.M. Kuposa (npotokon N2 277 ot 25.04.2023).

PE3YJIbTATbI U UX OBCYXXAEHUE

YcTaHoBMEHO, YTO NlanapoCKOMNMYecKas TeXHMKA UMMaH-
Taumm [N[1-KaTeTepa cBA3aHa C MeHbLUEN 4aCTOTOW MpeKpa-
wenus MN[0, Yactota HEMHPEKLMOHHBIX OCNOMHEHWH, CBS-
3aHHbIX C TEXHWKOW uMnnaHTaumm [[1-KaTeTepa: Murpaums
BHYTPEHHEr0 KOHLa, OBCTPYKUMSA OTTOKA, NepuKaTeTepHas
MPOTeYKa, MUrPaLmMsi MaHXeT — KOTOpble MPUBENM K OCTa-
HOBKe v npekpalleruto 171 B 0benx rpynnax npeacraeneHa
B Tabnuue 2.

Tabnuual. OcHoBHble BO3PacTHble U KIIMHMKO-NabopaTopHble NoKa3aTen nauveHToB 0benx rpynn Ha MOMEHT UMMNaHTaLmMu
Table 1. Age and clinical and laboratory indicators in both patient groups at the time of implantation

Mokasatenb TByIna p=
1-a 2-2
Bospacr, nert: 52,40 + 0,48 51,90 £ 1,28 0,714
0o 45 353 42 0,620
46—65 485 56 0,728
65 v bonbLue 267 25 0,342
My KUmHbI 477 57 0,501
JeHLWwmHbI 628 66 0,501
WHaekc Maccsl Tena, Kr/m? 24,77 + 0,13 25,35 £ 0,41 0,177
['eMornobuH, r/n 95,85 + 0,54 96,57 + 1,49 0,649
AnbBymMuH, r/n 36,81+0,17 36,45 £ 0,63 0,581
CK®, mn/MuH 7,43+ 0,09 6,63 + 0,25 0,002
WHpekc komopbuaHocTv YapncoHa 3,81+0,05 3,84 0,15 0,849
MHaeKc KomopbuaHocT YapncoHa ¢ yyeToM BospacTa 5,27 + 0,07 4,97 £ 0,18 0,120

Tabnuua 2. YactoTa npuumH 0CTaHOBKM UnM npekpallenus M1, cBsi3aHHoOro ¢ TexHuKol umnnanTaumm MN-katetepa, abe. (%)
Table 2. Frequency of reasons for discontinuing peritoneal dialysis associated with the implantation technique for peritoneal dialysis

catheter, abs. (%)

HEMH¢EKHMOHHLIE O0CJIOXKHeHUA Npyu UMNaHTauuu ﬂ,[l-KaTeTepa

1-a rpynna, n = 531 2-5 rpynna, n = 55 p=

OcraHoBKa unm npekpallenve ], cBA3aHHOrO ¢ TEXHUKOM
umnnaTaumm MN[-katetepa

90 (16,95) 1(1,82) 0,006

Ta6nuua 3. lMotepu v Murpaums N0-kateTepa y bonbHbIx, cTpapatoLmx Xl 5-1 cTagum, B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT TEXHUKM ero UMnnaxTauum, abe. (%)
Table 3. Loss and migration of a peritoneal dialysis catheter in patients with stage 5 chronic kidney disease, depending on the technique

of its implantation, abs. (%)

Texnuka umnnantauum M-katetepa | Moteps MNJ-kateTepa | ] Murpauus N-katetepa | p
1-a rpynna, n = 1105 833 (75,3) - 122 (11) _
2-a tpynna, n = 123 43 (34,9) <0,001 14.(11,3) 0,908
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Yacrorta notepb 1 Murpaumv I1/1-katetepa npu cTaHgapT-
HOM UMMJTaHTaLWMK OKa3anacb focToBepHo (p < 0,001) Bbiwe,
YeM NpyK NanapoCcKoNUYECKoNn TexHuKe (Tabn. 3).

[nutenbHoe $yHKUMOHMPOBaHMe KaTeTepo and M1 He-
M3beXHO MPMBOAMT K NpobieMaM COCTOATENBHOCTU MeToza.
Hapywenue ¢yHKuMM KaTeTepa — uvactoe ocnoxHenue 11,
NpenATCTBYtOLLee afieKBaTHOMY Auanu3y. [ucdyHkums ya-
CTO NPUBOAMT K YAANEHUIO UM 3aMeHe KaTeTepa, Bbi3blBas
npepbiBaHue WM npekpalleHune Metopa M, uto npusoaut
K nepesopfy Ha [[l, a vHoraa K netansHoMy ucxogy. Mpume-
HeHWe NanapoCKONWMYECKON TEXHUKM ¢ dMKcaLmeli KaTeTepa
CHWXaeT 3Tv noTepwm (Tabn. 4).

N3bbiTouHas Macca Tena u non 6onbHoOro MoryT urpatb
onpeseneHHylo poib B 3QQEKTUBHOCTU JieYeHUs METOLOM
NA. B tabnuuax 5 u 6 npeacTaBneHbl CBOAHbIE AaHHbIE
no yactote TpaHcdepa c 1 Ha ['[l. MNpu nanapockonuuecKoii

Tom 26, N8 3, 2024
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uMnnaHTauum MNJ-Katetepa TpaHcdep 0Kasanca CyLecTBeH-
HO HWXE Y JKEHLUMH U Y NaUMEHTOB, CTPALALLMX U3DbITOY-
HOM Maccoi Tena.

06ecneyenme gonrocpoyHoro goctyna ans M7, npeacras-
nseT coboli cepbe3Hyto NpobneMy Ans ycnexa aToro MeToaa
neyeHus. JnutensHoe GyHKUMOHMpPOBaHKe KateTepos ans 1]
00bIYHO HaXOAMTCS Nof, Yrpo30i U3-3a NpobneM, CBA3aHHbIX
C TEXHUKOW UMNNaHTaLMK, COXPaHEHWEM (YHKLMU DPIOLLIMHI,
HanM4MeM MHOEKLMOHHBIX U HEMHGEKLIMOHHBIX OCIIOXHEHMUIA,
ncuxocoumanbHblX GaKTopoB, TAXECTU COCTOAHMSA MaLMeH-
Ta, (atanbHOro MUCX0fa, MUrpauMu HaceneHus, nepexoaa
Ha ApYroi BUA NleYeHus U TaK Janee.

B ctpykType npuumH npekpaiuenmns NI MHpeKUMoHHbIe
OCNOXXHEHUA 3aHWUMAIOT Befyllee MOJIOXKEeHWe npu nioboil
TEXHUKE MMMNaHTauuu. lpu Mcrmonb3oBaHUM NanapocKonu-
UECKOM TEXHUKM MUMNNaHTauMM [oNs OOMbHBIX C «KaTeTep-

Tabnuua 4. BoibbiBaHMe 60nbHbIX U3 Nporpammel T no npuuuHe TpaHcdepa Ha Il M neTanbHOro UCXoda B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT TEXHUKM

umnnanTaumm MJ-katetepa, abe. (%)

Table 4. Withdrawal of patients from the peritoneal dialysis program because of conversion to hemodialysis and death, depending on the

implantation technique of peritoneal dialysis catheter, abs. (%)

Texnuka umnnantaumm MNf-katetepa TpaHcdep Ha [ ] JleTanbHbli ucxop, P
1-a rpynna, n = 1105 359 (32,5) - 234 (21,2) -
2-a rpynna, n =123 24 (19,5) 0,005 15(12,2) 0,017

Tabnuua 5. TpaHcdep Ha '] Kak npuuynHa npeKpaLeHus ucnonbosaxus M naumeHToB B 3aBUCHMOCTM OT MHAEKCA Macckl Tena, abe. (%)
Table 5. Conversion to hemodialysis as a reason for discontinuation of peritoneal dialysis in patients depending on body mass index, abs. (%)

1-a rpynna, n = 463

2-q rpynna, n = 58

Mpekpawenue ucnonbsosanus MM p=
MHaekc Maccbl Tena, Kr/m?
28,92 +0,16 29,06 + 0,45 -
TpaHcdep Ha [
155 (33,48) 11(18,97) 0,037

Tabnuua 6. TpaHcdep Ha Il Kak npuynHa NpekpaLueHus ucnonb3oBaHus [, NauMeHTOB B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT BapuaHTa MMMMaHTaLuu

Y JKEHLUMH M MYX4mH, abc. (%)

Table 6. Conversion to hemodialysis as a reason for discontinuation of peritoneal dialysis in patients, depending on the implantation option

in women and men, abs. (%)

TexHuka umnnavTauum MJ1-karetepa Mon TpaHcdep Ha [} P
1-a rpynna, n = 477 MY 148 (31

py Y. @ 0,067
2-arpynna, n =57 MY 11 (19,3)
1-5 rpynna, n = 628 KeH 211 (33,6) 0.031
2-arpynna, n = 66 e 13(19,7) '

Tabnuua 7. CTpyKTypa OCHOBHbIX NPUYKH NpekpalLenuns M1 B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT TexHUKW MnnanTaumm M-katetepa, abce. (%)
Table 7. Main reasons for discontinuation of peritoneal dialysis depending on the implantation technique of peritoneal dialysis catheter,

abs. (%)

MpnumnHa octaHoBKM MnK npekpatenus M 1-a rpynna, n = 825 2-qa rpynna, n = 48 p=
HeapekBaTHbIii avanums 57 (6,8) 6(12,5) 0,131
MHEKUMOHHBIE OCNOMHEHMS 296 (35,5) 17 (35,4) 0,948
McuxocoumnanbHble haKTopbl 6(0,7) 2 (4,2) 0,015
CeszaHbl ¢ [1-kaTeTepoM 90 (10,8) 1(2,1) 0,051
Npyrue 376 (45,1) 22 (45,8) 0,972
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Tabnuua 8. [lons nauneHToB 663 MHPEKLMOHHBIX OCTIOXHEHWIA B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT METOAMKM UMNaHTaumu [1[1-KateTepa, abc. (%)
Table 8. Proportion of patients without infectious complications depending on the implantation technique of peritoneal dialysis catheter, abs. (%)

MNokasarenb 1-a rpynna 2-q rpynna p<
WHderuma MBK u TyHHenbHas uHbeKums 679 (61,45) 98 (79,67) 0,001
[vanusHeliA nepuToHUT 500 (45,25) 79 (64,23) 0,001
Tabnuua 9. QaxTopbl, BAMAILLME HA «BbXUBAEMOCTby 1]
Table 9. Factors affecting peritoneal dialysis “survival”
Moka3satenb MeTtop P
CaxapHbiin ouabert (pa, Het) 0,0001
Bospacr, net (<65 n =65) Log Rank 0,0001
AnbByMIH, 1/n (<36 1 >36) (Mantel - Cox) 0,0001
TexHWKa MMNNIaHTaUmmn KateTepa (OTKpbITas XMPYpPrus 1 NanapocKonus ¢ GpuKcaumeir) 0,005

HbIMU» MpuYMHaMM mpekpallenus M1 okasanacb MeHblue
(tabn. 7).

Mpu oLeHKe BMAHWA TEXHUKM uMnnaHTaumm [111-KaTeTepa
Ha 4acToTy MH(EKLMOHHBIX OCNOMHEHWA (MH(EKUMA MecTa
BbIxofa KateTepa (MBK) 1 ananusHbIin NepuToHNT) YCTaHOB-
JIEHO, YTO JlanapOCKOMWUYECKas TeXHMKa COMpoBoXAanacb
bonbluen gonen 60bHbIX 663 MHBEKUMOHHBIX OCIOXHEHMIA
(Tabn. 8).

YcTaHOBNEHO, UTO Ha NOKas3aTeslb TEXHUYECKOW «BbIXM-
BaeMocTu» 1l 0Ka3biBalOT CYLLECTBEHHOE BAMSHWE Caxap-
Hblli uabeT, BO3pacT, HU3KWUM YpOBEHb anbbyMuHa A0 UM-
nnantaumm 1-katetepa ans [, a TakKe OTKPbITas TEXHMKA
umnnaHTauwmm M-katetepa (tabn. 9).

B uenoM KoMnnekcHoe uM3yyeHne MeTOAMK UMMaHTa-
ummn MNO-katetepa ana N[ y 6onbHbX, cTpagatowmx XbIl
5-# cTaguu, no3sonseT MONY4YUTb LOMOSHUTENBHYH WH-
dopmaumio, HeobxoauMyto ans paspaboTku auddepeHum-
POBaHHbLIX MOAXO0O0B K METOAMKE UMMNaHTaLUuM KaTeTepa
¥ MHAMBMAYaNbHOTO NPOrHO3MPOBAHUS «BbIXXMBAEMOCTU»
metona /1, pekoMeHA0BaTh bosee LMPOKoe NpUMEHeHWe
NanapocKoNUYecKoi TeXHUKM uMnnaHTaummn [[1-kateTepa.
AHanus nuTepaTtypbl NOKa3blBaeT MPeMMyLLECTBO Nana-
POCKOMUW B YMEHbLUEHUM YMCNIA OCNOMKHEHUIA, CBA3AHHBIX
¢ N[-KaTeTepoM, U NOBLILLEHUN «BbIXUBAEMOCTU» METO-
[,a, YTO COOTBETCTBOBAJNIO M HAlIMM faHHbIM [15-17]. Jla-
MapocKonuyecKkass MeToAMKa uMnnaHTaumm [[1-katetepa
CHMXaeT yacToTy TpaHchepa Ha [l npu coxpaHeHum
GYHKUMM OpIOWKHEI, OHa MOXET ObiTb OnpaBAaHa He Tofb-
KO KJIMHWYECKM B CBA3M C COKpALLeHMeM KonuyecTBa [0-
MOSHUTENbHBLIX XUPYPrUYECKUX BMELLATeNbCTB U PeBU3UiA
B CBA3W C ANCHYHKLMEN [OCTYNA, HO U 3KOHOMMYecku [19].
[locToBepHas pa3Huua B UHDEKLMOHHBIX OCNIOXHEHMAX Ha-
bnoaanack He Bcerpa [18], B oTanume oT Hallero uccneao-
BaHMs, re NanapocKonUyecKas TeXHWUKa CONpoBOXaanach
bonbLueit ponei 60bHLIX 63 MHPEKLUMOHHBIX 0COXKHEHUN.
MpeumyLLecTBa pacLUMpEHHON J1TanapoCKONMUYECKON TEXHU-
kv umnnantaumv M[-katetepa ans M1 nepen ctaHpapt-
HOW METOAMKOM MPMU Hanuyuu B aHaMHe3e ONepaTMBHbIX

DOl https://doi.org/10.17816/brmmab29878

BMELLATEeNIbCTB, NPWU COMYTCTBYIOLLEN NaTonoruu, Tpeby-
fOLLEN OMEepaTMBHOIO JIEYEHMS, MPU BCEX MOBTOPHLIX UM-
nnaHTaumax unn pemMmnnantaumsax M1-katetepa ansa M1,
COOTBETCTBYET AaHHLIM PaHLOMM3UPOBAHHbLIX WUCCIeA0Ba-
HuiA [20].

3AKJIO4YEHUE

KoMmnnekcHoe u3yyeHMe MeTOAMK WMMMaHTaLMK
NO-karetepa ana M1y 6onbHbIX, cTpagatowwmx XbI 5-i cTa-
AWK, TIOKa3ao, 4To NPUMeHeHUe pacLUMPEHHOM NanapocKo-
NUYeCKO MeToAMKM UMNAaHTauum MN[1-KaTeTepa noBbILLaeT
Ka4yecTBO JIeYeHWs], YMEHbLUAET KOJIMYECTBO OCNIOKHEHWI,
CBA3aHHbIX C KaTeTepoM, M MOBLILIAET TEXHUYECKYI0 «Bbl-
*uBaeMmocTb» Metofa [1]l. OueBugHo, 4to 0ba xupypru-
YECKUX BapMaHTa MMMaHTaLMM MMEIOT MpaBo Ha Cylle-
CTBOBaHWE, OAHAKO Y XEHLUMH U MaLMEHTOB, CTPaAAoLLMX
“36bITOYHOM Maccoi Tena, cneayeT 0TAaTb NPeAnoYTeHNe
NanapoCKONMYEeCKOW TeXHUKE, TaK KaK 3TO YMEeHbLUAeT UX
TpaHcoep Ha ['[l. CooTBeTCTBEHHO, LieNiecoobpa3Ho BHeape-
HWE pacLUMPEHHOMN NanapoCKONMYECKOW TEXHUKN UMMaH-
Tauuu MN-katetepa ans M B KNMHWUYECKY0 NPaKTUKY OT-
JeNeHnit, KoTopble 3aHUMatoTcA GopMMpOBaHMEM A0CTyNa
ana M.

A0NOSIHATESIbHAS UHDOPMALIUA

Bknap aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbl BHECNM CYLLECTBEHHbIN
BK/1a/l B pa3paboTKy KOHLIENLMWM, NpoBeeHWe UCCe0BaHMs!
1 NOZrOTOBKY CTaTbM, MPOYNM M 006pUAN rHanNbHY0 Bep-
CUI0 Nepeq nybnmnKaLmen.
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KoHbnnKT nHTepecoB. ABTOpLI IEKIApUPYIOT OTCYTCTBUE
ABHBIX M NOTEHLMaNbHLIX KOH(MKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3AHHBIX
C NybAMKaLWMEN HACTOSILLEN CTaTbi.

WcTouHMK durHaHCcMpoBaHUA. ABTOpbI 3aABNAOT 06 OT-
CYTCTBMM BHELLHEro GUHAHCMPOBAHWA MPY NPOBEAEHUM UC-
CNnefoBaHus.
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