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OTOANEHHBIE PE3Y/IbTATbl XUPYPTUYECKOI0
NEYEHUA PAKA NO4YKU NPU HOBOOBPA3OBAHUAX
CT1 CTAQUM

C.A. Pakyn"2, I.H. PomaleHko?, K.B. Mo3guakos', H.A. MaiicTpeHko?

"Topoackan 6onbHuua N2 40, CankT-TeTep6ypr, Poccua
2 BoeHHO-MeMUMHCKaA akaaemusa umenn C.M. Kuposa MO PO, Carkt-letepbypr, Poccua

PestoMe. /3yueHbl 0TAaneHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl XMpYPruveckoro nevyeHns 6onbHbIX pakoM noukuy cT1 ctaguu. B aHanus
BKANIOYEHbI 278 naumeHToB, CTpaaaloLmx onyxonamm noyek cl1 ctaguu, us Hux 199 (71,6%) BbinonHeHa pesekumaA NOYKK
n 79 (28,4%) — papmKanbHaa HegpakTomMus. Onepaumm BbINOAHANM OTKPLITLIM, NanapoCcKONWMYECKUM M poboT-accMcTUpO-
BaHHbIM JOCTYMaMu C OLEHKOM HEMOCPEACTBEHHBIX XMPYPrUYECKMX U OTAANIEHHBIX OHKOMOrMYECKMX Pe3ybTaToB fIeYeHNA.
Mpw pe3eKUMM NOYEK OTKPLITLIM AoCTyn ucnonb3oBaH B 2,01% cnyyaes, nanapockonuyeckuii — B 27,64%, pobot-accu-
cTmpoBaHHbI — B 70,35%. MNpu pagukansHon HedpakTomMumn — B 2,53, 87,34 1 10,13% cooTseTcTBeHHO. YacToTa nocne-
ONepaLMOHHBIX OCNIOKHEHWUI NPY PE3EKLMM NoYeK cocTaBuna 16,58%, npu paamkanbHon Hedppaktommm — 3,8%. Mpy 3Tom
yacroTa ocnorHeHwi Clavien — Dindo > 3 coctaBuna 11,56 1 3,8% cootBeTcTBeHHO. [10M10MKMUTENBHBIN XUPYPrUYECKUIA Kpaii
npu pesekumn novek BoifBneH y 1,51% naumnenTos. MNpu pagyKanbHOM HeGPIKTOMUM MONOKUTENBHBIA XUPYPrUYECKUN
Kpai He BbIABAANCA. [TATUNETHAA Ge3peLnaMBHAA BbIFKMBAEMOCTb MPU PE3EKLMM MOYEK U PafMKaNbHON HePIKTOMUK
coctaBuna 94,98 + 1,77% npotus 86,96 + 4,11%; 5-netHAA obwiasa BbkmBaeMocTb 96,2 + 1,55% npoTus 88,15 + 3,96%;
10-neTHAA 06Lwan BoikuBaeMocTb 90,82 + 4,19% npotue 76,32 + 6,1%; 5-neTHAA pakoBo-cneLMpUYEcKan BbIMBAEMOCTb
99,16 + 0,84% npotus 94,09 + 2,87%. MoKa3aHo, YT pe3eKuMa No4KM — besonacHas U 3pdeKTMBHaAA METOAMKA XUpYpru-
YeCKoro fieyeHua onyxonen noyek cl1 craguu. ManonHBasusHbIN A0CTYN ABAAETCA NpuopuTeTHBIM. OpraHocoxpaHsioLLan
MeTOAMKA Onepauuu LeMOHCTPUPYET NPEBOCXOAALLME OTAANEHHbIE pe3yNbTaTbl NPU CPABHEHWUU C padMKanbHOW HedpaK-
TOMUEN.

KnioueBbie c0Ba: MUHMMa/IbHO MHBA3WUBHAA XMPYPrUs; OC/IOMHEHWUA PE3EKLMM NOYKM; pauKabHan HeppIKTOMUA; paK
MOYKM; Pe3eKLMA NOYKM; pobOT-acCUCTUPOBaHHAA Pe3eKLMA NOYKK; anapoCcKoNMYecKas pe3eKuma NoYKK; OTAaNeHHble
pe3ynbTarbl.
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LONG-TERM RESULTS OF SURGICAL TREATMENT
FOR STAGE CT1 KIDNEY CANCER
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Abstract: Studied herein are the long-term results after surgical treatment of stage cT1 kidney cancer. The study in-
cludes 278 surgeries for kidney tumors. Partial nephrectomy was performed in 199 (71.6%) cases and radical nephrectomy
in 79 (28.4%). Surgeries were performed using the open, laparoscopic, and robotic approaches. Surgical treatment and long-
term oncological results were studied. Open approach for partial nephrectomy was used in 2.01% of cases, laparoscopic in
27.64%, and robotic in 70.34%; and radical nephrectomy in 2.53%, 87.34%, and 10.13%, respectively. Incidence postoperative
complications after partial and radical nephrectomy were 16.58% and 3.8%, respectively. Complications (Clavien —Dindo > 3)
occurred in 11.56% and 3.8% cases, respectively. Positive surgical margin occurred after partial nephrectomy in 1.51%,
whereas undetermined for radical nephrectomy. The 5-year disease-free survival for partial and radical nephrectomy was
94.98 + 1.77% vs. 86.96% = 4.11%; 5-year overall survival was 96.2% + 1.55% vs. 88.15% + 3.96%; 10-year overall survival
was 90.82% + 4.19% vs. 76.32 + 6.1%; and 5-year cancer-specific survival was 99.16% + 0.84% vs. 94.09% + 2.87%, respec-
tively. Our study demonstrates that partial nephrectomy is a safe and effective method for surgical treatment in stage cT1
kidney cancer. A minimally invasive approach is a priority. The nephron-sparring technique demonstrates superior long-term
results compared with radical nephrectomy.

Keywords: minimally invasive surgery, partial nephrectomy complications, radical nephrectomy, kidney cancer, partial
nephrectomy, robot-assisted partial nephrectomy, laparoscopic partial nephrectomy, long-term results.
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KIMMHAYECKNE MCCITEOOBAHKMA

BBEJEHUE

Pak noukm ABnAeTCA aKTyanbHbIM 3aboneBaHneM. Kaxk-
AbIn rof, B MUpe BbiABNAeTcA okono 400 Thic. HOBLIX Cy4aeB
6onesHu. B Poccum B 2017 r. BrisBneHo 6onee 20 Thic. nep-
BUYHbIX 60M1bHBIX [1]. 3a nocneaHee gecATMneTMe NpupocT
3aboneBaeMocTV B CTpaHe cocTaBun 4yTb MeHee 50% [2].
bnaropapA WMpOKOMy MCMONMb30BaHWIO B NOBCEAHEBHOM
KNMHUYECKON MNpaKTUKe COBPEMEHHbIX AMArHOCTUYECKUX
MeTOAMK (yNbTpasByKOBOE UCCNeAO0BaHWUE, KOMMbIOTEpHasA
TOMorpagus, MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCcHaA ToMorpagusaA) oTMeya-
€TCA TEHOEHLMA K BbIABNEHWIO ONYX0JSIEN MOYEK HA PaHHUX
cragmax [3].

OcHOBHbIM MeTO10M JIE4YEHUA OMyXO0Ner NOYKM ABNAETCH
XWPYPruyecKmii. ABTOPbI COBPEMEHHBIX PYKOBOACTB rOBOPAT
0 HeobHX0AMMOCTM BbIMOSHEHWA OPraHOCOXPaHAIOLLMX one-
paLMii Npu BblbOpe NeYeHWA IOKaNM30BaHHbIX GOPM paKa
MOYKKU BO BCEX CAyYasX, KOrAa 3T0 MOMeT OblTb ocylue-
CTBMMO [4, 5]. MeToauKa opraHOCOXpaHAIOWMX onepaLun
MOKa3blBaeT COMOCTaBMMbIE OHKOMOMMYECKUE Pe3ysbTaThbl
MpY 3HAUMTENBHO MEHBLLEM BAMAHUM Ha QYHKLMIO MOYEK,
uUTO B CBOI0 0YEPEab CHUMKAET PUCK Pa3BUTUA OC/IOMHEHUN
CO CTOPOHbI CMCTEMbI KpoBoobpalLeHus [6, 9]. Takke B no-
cnegHee 20 neT o0TMevaeTcA AMHAMUYECKOE YBENMYEHUE
4acToTbl BbIMOHEHWA MaNIOVMHBA3MBHBIX onepaumid. Ha ce-
roAHALWHMI feHb nanapockonuyeckue (/1C) u pobot-accu-
cTmpoBaHHble (PA) BMelaTenbCTBa BLITECHAIOT OTKPbITHIE
METOAMKU Onepaumi npu onyxonax noyek, 6yab To pa-
OvKanbHaa HedpaktommaA (PHI) unmn opraHocoxpaHAaioLan
peseKuma noykm (PM) [10-13].

Lienb uccnepoBaHna — OLEHUTL OTAANEHHBIE PE3Y/Ib-
TaTbl XMPYPrMYeCKOro fieyeHnsa 60M1bHbIX pakoM Noykm cT1
cTagum.

MATEPUAJIbI U METOO bl

3a nepuog ¢ 2010 no 2020 r. B yponoruyeckoM otae-
nenumn Toponckon 6onbHUubl N¢ 40 r. Cankr-letepbypr
n Ha Kadeape darynbtetckon xupyprum um. C. . Qepo-
poBa BoeHHo-MeauumHcKon akagemum um. C.M. Kuposa
416 naumeHTOB NOABEPr/INCH XMPYPrUYECKOMY /IEYEHMIO
no noBofy HoBOObOpa3oBaHWA MOYKW. B npocnekTuBHoe
HepaHLOMWU3MPOBaHHOE MCCeA0BaHMe BKAOYeHbl 278 na-
LLMEHTOB C K/IMHWYECKM /I0KaNN30BaHHbIM PaKoM Moykm cT1
cTaguu, u3 Hux 199 (71,6%) nauueHTaM BbINONHeHa opra-
HocoxpaHsiowian onepauma P (1-a rpynna), 79 (28,4%) —
PH3 (2-a rpynna).

OpraHocoxpaHsioLLue onepauuu y nauueHToB, cTpasa-
IOLLMX onyxonAMK MoYKKM cT1 cTagmu, BeINOAHAAM C NpU-
MEHEHWEM pasfIMUHbIX [OCTYMoB: OTKpbIThbie, JIC 1 PA
(poboTM3MpoBaHHaA xupyprudeckasa cuctema da Vinci Si,
Intuitive Surgical, CoegmHenHble LTaTbl AMepuKmM) ¢ oLeH-
KOM HEMoCpeACTBEHHbIX XUPYPrUYECKUX U OTHANEHHBIX OH-
KO/IOrMYECKUX pe3ynbTaToB fieyeHuA. [locneonepaLoHHble
OC/OXHEHWA OLIEHWMBANWN NPOCMEKTUBHO B TeueHue 90 cyT
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noc/fie onepaTMBHOro BMellaTenscTBa. Wx ctpatudurauma
npoBefeHa no Knaccudmrkaumm Clavien — Dindo [14].

[nA OLLEHKM CNOMKHOCTM «pe3eKTabeslbHOCTU» OnyXosn
ucnonb3oBanu HeppoMeTpuyeckni uuaekc RENAL [15]. Bce
yAaneHHble 0praHbl M TKaHW NOABEPT/IA FUCTONOTUYECKOMY
“ccnefoBaHUio C Leniblo Mophoornyeckon BepupmrKaLmum
[MarHo3a 1 cTafMpoBaH1A OHKONOrMYECKOro npoLecca.

B BbibopKe npeobnafany NauMeHTbI MyHCKOr0 nona.
MauueHTbl B 1-1 rpynne A0CTOBEPHO OTAMYanuch bonee
MonoabIM Bo3pacToM (60,73 npotus 66,25 net), cpeaHUM
pasmepoM onyxomu (3,93 + 1,46 npotme 5,41 £ 1,34 cm)
W LNMTENbHOCTbI0 rocnuTanusauum (6,46 + 4,08 npotus
8,15 + 4,89 cytoKk) (p < 0,05). B rpynne opraHocoxpaHsi-
IOLMX OMepaLui OMyXONnWM HU3KOW CTEMEHW CI0MHOCTU
(4-6 6annoB no wkane RENAL) scTpeyanuch B 48 (24,1%)
cnyyanx, cpegHen (7-9 6annos) — B 112 (56,3%) 1 BbicoKoi
(10-12 6annos) — B 39 (19,6%). Bo 2-# rpynne nauueHToB
3TOT NMoKa3aTenb He oueHuBancA. Mpu Bolbope XMpypru-
YecKoro [0CTyna B NoAaBnAlLLEM 6ONbLIMHCTBE CNy4aeB
“cnonb3oBanu ManouHeasueHble goctynbl (JIC nan PA)
1 TOMBbKO B CAy4afX MPOTMBOMOKa3aHWi K KapboKcunepu-
TOHEYMy Yy onepupyeMblx NPOBOAWN OTKPLITbIE OnepaLmu
(8 2,01-2,53% cnyyaeB). B nocneonepauuoHHOM nepuoge
NPOBOAM/M AYHAMUYECKOe HabnioAeH e NaLMeHTOB, KOTO-
poe 3aK/4anoch B BbINOMHEHUW KOMMbIOTEPHON TOMOrpa-
$WK nerkvx n opraHoB BpIOLLHO NONOCTY 3abPIOLLMHHOMO
MPOCTPAHCTBA, a TaKMHe WUCCNefoBaHUMU BMOXMMMYECKUX
nabopaTopHbIX MOKasaTenel KpoBW (YpoBeHb KpeaTuHM-
Ha W MoueBWHbI). [nuTenbHOCTb nepuoda HabnioaeHuA
B rpynnax coctaesuna 5,0-127,15 un 4,77-113,08 Mec coot-
BETCTBEHHO (Tabn. 1).

CTatucT1YecKMin aHanu3 AaHHbIX BbINOHANM NPy NOMo-
LUy cTaHAapTHbIX Nporpamm (MS Office, Statistica 9.0). [na co-
MOCTaB/IeHNs pe3y/bTaToB UCC/eA0BaHW 3aBUCMMBIX rpynn
UCNO/b30BaH KPUTEPUIM BUMKOKCOHA, HE3aBUCUMBIX — KpU-
Tepui Ouiepa. CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUUMBIM 1A BCEX NOKasa-
TeNnen cunTanm Kputepui gocroeepHoctu (p < 0,05). AHanus
BbI}KMBAEMOCTM NpoBoAMAM no Metody KannaHa — Mariepa
C OLeHKow pasnuumnin MetoaoM log-rank test.

PE3Y/IbTATbl U UX OBCYHAEHUE

YcTaHOBNEHO, YTO OPraHOCOXPaHAIOLLME OnepaLmn BBU-
[y CBOEI CNOMKHOCTM 6bin [ocToBepHO 6onee nMpomonKu-
TeNbHbIMK, YeM paaMKanbHaa HegpakToMuAa (162 + 45 npo-
TmB 128 + 40 MuH, p < 0,05). 06beM MHTPaONEPaLMOHHON
KpPOBOMOTEPU M YacToTa reMoTpaHcdy3ui ComocTaBUMBI
B 06eunx uccneayemsbix rpynnax. Pl otanyanmcy bonee va-
CTbIM pasBuTMEM ocnoHeHui (p < 0,05). Tak, B 1-# rpyn-
ne MOCMeonepaLyoHHbIE OCNOMKHEHWA 3adMKCUPOBaHbI
y 33 (16,6%) naumeHToB, a Bo 2- — y 3 (3,8%). MNocneone-
PaLMOHHbIE OC/IOKHEHWUA BCEACTBME OpPraHOCOXPaHAIOLLMX
onepaumii, noTpeboBaBLIME XMPYPrUYECKON KOPPEKLMUM
(Clavien — Dindo = 3), Bctpeyvanuch B 23 (11,56%) u 3 (3,8%)
cnyyanx cootBeTcTBEHHO (p < 0,05) (Tabn. 2).
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Tabnuua 1. [leMorpaduueckime v KNMHUYECKME faHHble 06CneayeMbIX NaLMeHToB

Table 1. Patient demographic and clinical data

MNokasarenb PN PH3 p<
Bospact, net, med (min-max) 60,73 (25,68-87,78) 66,25 (39,12-90,73) 0,0001
Mon naumenTa, M/3, abe. (%) 113/86 (56,78/43,22)  42/37 (53,16/46,84) 0,58
WHaeKe Macchl Tena, Kr/M%, mean + SD 59,55+ 11,37 65,05 + 14,04 0,50
[lnutensHocTb HabniogeHund, Mec, med (min-max) 41,86 (5,0-127,15) 74,71 (4,77-113,08) 0,0001
I'vnepteH3us, abe. (%) 85 (42,71) 38 (48,1) 0,42
CaxapHbivt auaber, a6c. (%) 21 (10,55) 10 (12,66) 0,62
CpenHuii pa3Mep onyxonu, cM, mean + SD 3,93+ 1,46 541+ 1,34 0,0001
MHpeke no wKane RENAL, a6c. (%)
L6 48 (24,12) _ _
7-9 112(56,28)
10-12 39 (19,6)
BapwuaHTbl foctyna, a6c. (%)
— OTKPbITbIE 4(2,01) 2 (2,53) 0,79
- NlanapocKonuyermne 55 (27,64) 69 (87,34) 0,0001
- poboT-accUCTUPOBaHHbIE 140 (70,35) 8 (10,13) 0,0001
[nutensHocTb rocnuTanMsaumm, cyT., mean + SD 6,46 + 4,08 8,15+ 4,89 0,006

Ta6bnuua 2. Pe3synbTtaThl XMPYPruyeckmx BMeLaTenbCcTs U NOCNe0nepaLyoHHOro CTafMpoBaHuA Npu onyxonax noyek cT1 craguu
Table 2. Results of surgical interventions and postoperative staging for renal tumors in stage cT1

Mokasarenb PN PH3 p<
MpogonmkuTensHoCTL onepawmm, MUH, mean + SD 162 + 45 128 + 40 0,0001
Kposonoteps, M, mean + SD 228 + 309 199 + 307 0,5
Yactota remotpatcdysun, yen. (%) 9 (4,5) 8(10,13) 0,1
MocneonepauuoHHble 0CN0HHeHMA, Yen. (%) 33 (16,58) 3(3,8) 0,0008
Xupyprudeckue ocnorHenua (Clavien — Dindo = 3), yen. (%) 23 (11,56) 3(3,8) 0,02
'McTonoruyeckwmii Tun onyxonu, abe. (%)
— CBET/IOK/METOYHBIN paK 159 (79,9) 70 (88,61) 0,07
— He CBET/IOKNETOYHbIN paK 40 (20,1) 9(11,39)
Ipeiin onyxonm no Furman, a6e. (%)
-1-2 150 (75,38) 52 (65,82) 0N
-3-4 49 (24,62) 27 (34,18) !
MonoxuTenbHbIA XMpypruyeckuii kpan, abe. (%) 3(1,51) 0 -
MaToMopdonoruyeckan ctagus, abe. (%)
-pT 180 (90,45) 62 (78,48) 001
->pT3a 19 (9,55) 17 (21,52) !

OcnoHenus (Clavien — Dindo = 3) mocne peseKuum
MOYKKU NMPEUMYLLECTBEHHO NMPEeACTaB/eHbl MoceonepaLm-
OHHbIMW KPOBOTEYEHWAMM C HOPMMPOBAHMEM reMaToM/ypo-
reMatoM, KoTopble B 3 cy4anx bblny paspeLLeHbl MyTeM Ux
nyHKumu, B 10 — peBu3ven M OpeHUPOBaHWMEM reMaToMbl
¥ VLWL B 0JHOM — noTpeboBanack Hedpaktomua. [edekt
YaLLIeYHO-T0XaHOYHOM CUCTEMBI C 3aTeKaHMEM MOYM B Na-
paHedpanbHyl0 KNETYaTKy AMarHOCTUPOBaH Yy 6 npoonepu-
POBaHHbIX, ¥ 5 U3 HWX BbINOMHEHA YCTAHOBKA BHYTPEHHEro
CTEHTa MOYETOYHUMKA U Y OJHOr0 — MOBTOPHOE OrnepaTuB-
HOe BMELLATe/bCTBO C LeNbl0 PE3EKLMM U YILMBAHMA OT-
KPbITOW YalleyKu NOYKKM. Y 04HOr0 NaLMeHTa B paHHEM Mo-
CN1eonepaLmMoHHOM Nepuoe BbIABEH UHOAPKT MUOKapAa,
uT0 NoTPe60Bano IKCTPEHHOr0 CTEHTUPOBAHWA KOPOHAPHBIX

DOl https://doi.org/1017816/brmma75476

aptepuit. llocneonepauyoHHas rpbiKa TpoakapHOro OT-
BepCTMA, NoTpeboBaBLLIaA ONepaTMBHOIO BMeELLATeNbCTBa,
[MarHoCcTMpOBaHa Yy 0JHOW MaLMEHTKM B OTAANEHHOM ne-
puoge. OcnoxHeHua nocne pagvKanbHOM HedpaKTOMUW,
[MarHoCcTUpoBaHHbIE B paHHEM MOCNEONepaLMOHHOM Me-
puofe (KuLweyHas HenpoXo4MMOCTb, NOC/TEoNepaLMoHHOE
KpOBOTEYEHME M OCTPan 3afepHKa MoUYEUCTYCKaHMA), bbinu
pa3peLLeHbl [ONOIHUTENBHBIMY ONepaLUAMM.

Mpn natomopdonormyeckoM uccnepoBaHUW ypaneH-
HbIX TKAHeN rMCTONOrMYECKME TUMbl OMYXONIN U CTENEHU KX
AndepeHLMPOBKM BCTPEYANNCh C COMOCTaBUMOW YacTOTOM
KaK B NepBOM, TaK WU BO BTOPOW rpynnax. [1onoxuTenbHbIn
XMpYpruyeckuii kpam dmrcmposanca y Tpoux (1,51%) naum-
eHToB B rpynne PI1. o pe3ynstataMm natoMopdonormyeckoro




KIMMHAYECKNE MCCITEOOBAHKMA

Uccnef0BaHNA MeCTHOPACIPOCTpaHeHHbIN NpoLecc 4ocTo-
BepHo (p < 0,05) vawwe anMarHocTMpoBanca B rpynne pagu-
KaNbHOr0 IEYEHMA.

Mpu aHanu3e 0TAANEHHBIX OHKONOrMYECKUX PE3Y/bTATOoB
3aduKcupoBaHo 16 netanbHbIx UcxomoB, M3 HUX 7 (3,52%)
nocne PM u 9 (11,39%) nocne PH3. 06was 5-u n 10-net-
HAA BbIMBAEMOCTb MOCNE OPraHOCOXPaHAIOLLEro U paau-
KanbHOro neyeHna coctaeuna 96,2 + 1,55; 90,82 + 4,19;
n 88,15 + 3,96; 76,32 + 6,1% cootBeTcTBEHHO (p < 0,05),
(puc. 1).

3a nepuog HabnwoaeHuA BoiABNEHO 13 peLyaunBoB ony-
xonesoro npouecca. U3 Hux 7 (3,52%) nmarHocTMpoBaHbI
B 1-1 rpynne nauueHTOB B TeYeHWEe MepBbiX YEThIpeX neT
HabnoaeHuA. Bo 2-i rpynne peunavebl 3aboneBaHuna 06-
HapyeHbl y 6 (7,59%) nauMeHToB B TeYeHMe NATK NeT no-
Cne pagmKanbHoM HedpakToMuu. Takum obpasoM, 5-net-
HAA be3peuuamBHaRA BbIKMBAEMOCTb B rpynne MauueHToB
nocne P n PHI coctaBuna 94,98 + 1,77 n 86,96 + 4,11%
(p = 0,05) cooTBeTCTBEHHO (pUC. 2).

OT mporpeccun ocHOBHOrO 3aboneBaHMA CKOHYaNNUCh
4 naumenta: B 1-1 rpynne 1 (0,5%) n 3 (3,8%) Bo 2-n.
5- n 10-neTHAA paKoBO-creuupuyecKan BbIFKUBAEMOCTb
nocne Pl coctasuna 99,16 +0,84%, a nocne PH3 —
94,09 + 2,87 n 91,91 + 3,54% (p = 0,05) (puc. 3).

B uenoM ocobeHHocTAMM Halwen pabotbl bbinn cnemy-
lowme: 1) y nogaensiowwero ynucna 60nbHbIX (MpakTUYecKH
bonee yeM y aoByx Tpeten (71,6%) naumeHToB NpoBeneHO
OpraHoCOXpaHAIOLLEe XUPYPrUYECKOe fIeYeHUe U TOJBKO
y 28,4% — papvkanbHaa HedpaKTOMUSA; 2) NpaKTUYECKH
y Bcex nauueHToB (B 97,47-97,99% cnyyaeB) Mbl NpUMEHANN
ManouHBa3uBHble BMeLatensctea — J1C unu PA.

B 10 e BpeMa B. Gershman et al. [16], obcnenoBaB
2024 naumeHTa co cTagument 3abonesanua cT1, coobuiaior,
YTO OPraHOCOXPAHAIOLLLEMY XMPYPrUYECKOMY NIeYeHUI0 BbinK
noaseprHyTol 1498 (61%) naumenTos, a PH3 — 961 (39%).
Mo paHHBIM UccnenoBatener ManonHBasusHein (PA 1 J1C)
MoJXo[, XMPYPryuyecKoro Ie4eHUs paKa MoYKK UCTonb3yeT-
cA npu PH3 B 35-72%, v npu PN — B 64-66% [11, 12]. Bna-
rofapsa HabpaHHOMY XUpYPruYecKoMy OMbITY OTHOCUTE/IbHAA
yactota PI1 B Hawwen npakTuke Bo3pocna ¢ 32,1% B 2011 r.
10 86,2-89,3% B 2018-2020 rr. lpwv 3T0M ManoMHBa3MBHbIe
BMeLLaTe/bCTBa ocyLecTBeHbl 6onee yeM y 97% 60nbHbIX
B 0bewx rpynnax. Y naumeHToB, nogsepryToix PH3, otme-
yaetca npeobnaganve JIC goctyna (87,3%), uto obycnos-
NIeHO 0THOCUTENbHO MEHbLLEH CTOMMOCTBIO M PaBHO3HAYHOM
30 $EKTUBHOCTLIO.

CornacHo COBpPEMEHHBbIM OHKOMOMMYECKUM KaHOHaM
PMN ABnAeTcA NpUOPWUTETHBIM METOLOM JIEYEHUA OMyXo-
nel noYeK, 0AHaKO B CBA3W C BbICOKOM CNOMHOCTbIO 3TW
BMeLLaTeNbCTBA COMPOBOXKAAOTCA 6onee BLICOKMM YpOB-
HEM MOC/eonepaLmoHHbIX OC/IOHEHUIA MpU CPaBHEHWUM
C pagMKanbHbIMM BMeLLaTeNnbCcTBaMu. Mx yactota 3aBucut
0T pa3Mepa, CNI0KHOCTH HOBOOBpa30BaHMA 1 OMbITa XMpypra
[17, 18]. Mo HaWwMM [aHHBIM YacToTa NOCNEeonepaUmMoHHbIX
ocnoxHeHun nocne Pl npakTuyeckn B NATb pa3 Bbille,
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yeM nocne PH3 (16,58 npotue 3,8%, p < 0,05). YactoTa
OCNOMHEHW, NOTPeboBaBLUIMX LONOMHUTENbHLIX OMnepa-
TMBHbIX BMewwaTenscTe (Clavien — Dindo = 3), y naumeHToB
1-% rpynnbl coctaBuno 6onee nonosuHbl U3 HUX (11,56%),
TOrAa KaKk Yy MauueHToB 2-M rpynnbl OfIA IEYEHUS BCEX
0C/IOXKHEHUA NoTpeboBanuChL MOBTOPHbIE BMELLATENbCTBA
(p < 0,05). Mo AaHHLIM cOBpPEMEHHON NUTEpaTypbl Nocie-
OnepaLMoHHbIE OCMOMHEHWA NOCME PE3EKLMM MOYKM pas-
BuBatotcA y 18-37% 6onbHbix, a nocne PHI — y 11-38%.
MocneonepauuoHHble OCNOMHEHUA, ONA pa3peLleHunsa Ko-
TOpbIX TPE6YIOTCA [ONONHUTENbHBIE XMPYPrUYeCcKUe BMeLLa-
Tenbctea (Clavian — Dindo = 3), nocne opraHocoxpaHaoLmx
onepauun peructpupytotca B 6-16,7%, a nocne PH3 —
B 2-9% cnydaes [19, 20].

Mo paHHbIM Z.A. Hamilton et al. [21], R.Bertolo et al. [22]
yactoTa [XK, nocne pesekumn noyek coctasnset 3,3-4%.
Yactota peunausos npu XK npu peseKumn noukn aena-
eTcA KpaiHe HU3KoW. B Hawen pa6ote MXK nocne opraHo-
COXpaHAILLMX onepaumni onpegensanca amwb y 3 (1,51%)
MawyeHTOB.

Mpu oLeHKe 0TAANEHHBIX OHKOOMMYECKUX Pe3yNbTaToB
NeYeHWA HaMW YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO NPU BCEX BUAAX BbIXKMBaE-
MocTu (0bLLen, 6e3peLnanMBHON U pakoBO-CrieLUPUIECKON)
pe3ynbTaTbl OpPraHOCOXPaHAIOWLEr0 XMPYPrUYECKOro feve-
HUA 0,0CTOBEPHO MPEBOCXOAAT TaKOBbIE MOC/E PafyKanb-
HbIX BMeLIaTenbCTB. AHanoruyHble faHHble NpUMBOAATCA
B Hay4HOM NnuTepartype.

D.Wang et al. [8] B npoBeeHHOM KpymHOM McCneno-
BaHWM, BK/IOYAIOLLEM MALMEHTOB CO CTaAMEN paKa MouKM
cT1a, oTMeuvaloT, 4T0 5-NETHAA 06LLaA BbIXKMBAEMOCTb MO-
cne PN n PHI cocrasnset 97,8 u 95,0% cooTBETCTBEHHO.
B mopyrom uccnenoBaHuM oueHMBanach 5-netHAA obLan
BbIKMBaEMOCTb y naumenToB cT1b ctagum, u sToT nokasa-
Tenb coctasun 93,3% pna P n 96% pna PHI [23]. B Ha-
wen paboTe 3TOT NoKa3aTe/b A/1A NALMEHTOB C OMyXONAMU
cT1 ctagum coctaeun 96,2 + 1,55 1 88,15 + 3,96% cootBet-
cTBeHHo (p = 0,05).

K. Koo et al. [24] B cBOoeM uccnedoBaHuM coobLLaloT,
uTO YacToTa peumameoB ana cT1 ctagum 3aboneBaHuaA no-
cne PIN n PHI coctaenset 9,6 u 8,8%. MNpu atoM 5-nethss
bespeLnamBHas Bbl*MBaeMocTb coctaBuna 91,2 u 88,7%
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COOTBETCTBEHHO. ABTOpbI ApYrux nmy6nvKauui roBopsaT
0 86,4% 5-netHeit 6e3peLMAMBHON BbIFKMBAEMOCTM NoCAe
PN v 86% nocne PH3I [25, 26]. B Hawe BbibopKe nauueH-
TOB 5-NneTHAA 6e3peLnanBHaA BbI*KMBAEMOCTb COCTaBUNA
94,98 + 1,77 1 86,96 + 4,11% cooTBeTCTBEHHO.

J.B. Beauval et al. [25] uccnenosanu otaaneHHble oH-
KO/IOrMYeCcKUe pe3ynbTaThbl NALMEHTOB, CTPAAAIOLLMX PaKOM
noukm cT1, KoTopble 6bIIM NofBepHeHbl P, npyLwnu K Bbl-
BOAY, 4TO 5-NETHAA paKoBO-CeLMPUYECKan BbIFKUBAEMOCTb
LN1A 3TUX naumeHToB cocTtasnseT 96,8%. Y. Cai et al. [23]
roBopAT 0 96% 5-neTHen paKoBO-CNeLM(UYECKON BbIKM-
Baemoctu nocnie P n 91,35% — nocne PH3 y naumenTtoB
C onyxoniAMK pa3Mepamu 4-7 cm [23]. B Hawwei paboTe aToT
MoKasaTe/b A4 NauMeHTOoB C 0MyXoiAMM noyeK cT1 cTagum
coctasun 99,16 + 0,84 n 94,09 + 2,87% cooTBeTCTBEHHO.

Takum obpasoM, JIC n PA Pl aBnseTcA «30M10TbIM
CTaHAapTOM» XMPYPrUYEcKoro NIeYEHWUA OMyXosel noyek
cT1 ctagnn. MMHUManbHO-MHBA3WBHbI NOAX04 NpKM opra-
HOCOXPAHSAIOLLLEM IEHEHNM OMYX0NEMN MOYEK JEMOHCTPUPYET
HWU3KNM YPOBEHb MOC/IE0NEePaLMOHHBIX 0CNoXHeHU. Pl AB-
nAetcA 3GPEKTUBHOMN METOAUKOM NIEYEHWA ONYXONEN NOYEK
cT1 cTagum, LeMOHCTPUPYA MPEBOCXOAALLME OHKONOTMYe-
CKMe pe3ynbTartbl Npu cpaBHeHun ¢ PH3.
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