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AHHOTALIUA

0aHMM 13 (aKTOpOB, 3HAYMTENLHO CHIKAIOLLMX Pe3yNbTaTUBHOCTb MPOrpaMM 3KCTPaKOpNopanbHoro onsiof0TBOPeHUs, SBNA-
etcs «befHbIN» OTBET HA CTUMYNALMIO BYHKLWM AMYHWKOB. BefeHne NauMeHTOK C TaKUM OTBETOM OCTAeTCS HepeLUeHHbIM
BOMPOCOM B NporpamMax BCMOMOraTesbHbIX PenpoAyKTUBHBIX TeXHONOMMI. CNoKHOCTM BO MHOTOM OMpefeneHbl reTeporeH-
HOCTBH FPYNN 3TUX NaLMEHTOK U HEOBXOAMMOCTbIO NMepCOHMGULMPOBaHHOTO NOAX0AA K 0BapUanbHoW cTumynsauun. B pabote
OTpaXKeHbl faHHble MUPOBOW IUTEPATYpPbI N0 TaKTUKE BefleHUs NALMEHTOK C «befHbIM» OTBETOM B COOTBETCTBUM C Kylaccuu-
Kauuen POSEIDON c Lenblo NoBbICUTb KOMMHECTBO M KAYeCTBO MOMy4aeMbIX 00LMTOB M MOKA3aTenu KIMHUYecKon bepeMeH-
HOCTMW.
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ABSTRACT

A poor ovarian response to ovarian stimulation is a factor that significantly reduces the effectiveness of in vitro fertilization
programs. Managing these patients remains an unresolved issue in assisted reproductive technology programs. The difficulties
are largely determined by the heterogeneity of groups of patients with a poor ovarian response and the need for a personalized
approach to ovarian stimulation. This review covers the data from the global literature on the management tactics of patients
with a poor ovarian response according to the POSEIDON classification, with the aim of increasing the quantity and quality of
retrieved oocytes and clinical pregnancy rates.
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0B30PhI

Crumynom B o4epesHOI pa3 NoAHATb TEMY TaKTUKU Befe-
HWSA NaUMEHTOK CO CNabbiM OTBETOM Ha CTUMYNALMIO (YHK-
LMW SMYHMKOB MOCTYXUNIO OTCYTCTBME YETKOro MpefcTase-
HWA M JOCTAaTOYHBIX AAHHBIX 06 3QhEKTUBHOCTU pa3nuyHbIX
CXeM [laHHOW cTUMYNALMK. [TaLmeHTKY ¢ «befHbIM» 0TBETOM
cocTaBnaAT 9-24 % XEeHLIMH, MPOXOAALMX OBapUanbHYH
CTUMYNSILMIO B NPOrpaMMax BCOMOraTeslbHbIX penpoAyKTMB-
HbIX TexHosnorui [1], 1 ABNAIOTCA 0LHOM U3 CaMbIX CIIOMHbIX
rpynn 6osbHbIX, Npeoponesatowux becnnopue. Pasnuuus
B BO3pacTe M NMOKa3aTeNsix 0BapuanbHOro pesepsa NpUBOASAT
K reTeporeHHOCTU Fpynn Takux NaumeHToK U obycnaBivBatoT
TPYGHOCTM B UX BefeHun. [epcoHndnumpoBaHHbIi NoAXon
K NIEYEHWI0 MOXKET NOMOYb YITYYLLIMTL NOHUMaHWe natoreHe-
TUYeCKMX 0cobeHHOCTel becnnoamns 1 NoBLICUTL KONMYECTBO
MoJTy4yaeMbiX 00LMTOB [2], 4TO BO MHOTOM ONMPEeSENUT UCXOA
neyeHus.

B 2011 r. EBponeiickoe 06LLeCTBO penpomsyKUMK YenoBe-
Ka u ambpuonorum (ESHRE) nano onpenenenne «begHoro»
oBapuanbHoro otBeTa B bonoHckux kputepusx [3]. Cornacto
3TUM KpUTEPUAM [Ba W3 TPEX HUMKENEPEUMCIIEHHBIX NPU3HaKa
ABNAKTCA 0CHOBaHWEM ANS YCTaHOBNEHNS «befHOro» oTBeTa:
+  MO3[HWA PEeNpPOLYKTUBHbLIN Bo3pacT (40 net u bonee) uu

noboin apyroi GaxTop pucka «begHoro» 0TBET;

+  «befHbIN» OTBET NpKU NPeLbIAYLLIMX 0BapUaNbHbIX CTUMY-
nAumsx (3 ooumTa MK MeHee Npu CTaHAAPTHOM MPOTOKO-
ne CTUMYNAUMN);

* OTK/IOHEHWS B OLEHKe OBapuanbHOro pesepsa (Konuue-
CTBO aHTpanbHbIX QONMKYNOB MeHee 5—7 WK ypoBeHb
aHTMMIoNepoBoro ropMoHa MeHee 0,5-1,1 Hr/mn) [3].

B 2016 . B nonbITKe CHU3MTb reTepOreHHOCTb rpynn, bbina
paspabotaHa Knaccudukauma POSEIDON (Patient-Oriented
Strategies Encompassing IndividualizeD Oocyte Number),
pa3fenslowas KeHWMH ¢ «benHbIM» OTBETOM Ha YeTblpe
MOArpPyNMbl C UX ONpeAeneHneM Kak NaUMEHTOK «C HU3KUM
MPOrHO30M», a He «MJIOX0 PearupyioLmx Ha CTUMYNALMIO
AVYHUKOBY [4, .

PaspeneHne ocHoBaHO Ha Bo3pacTe, pe3ynbTaTax TecToB
0BapuManbHOro pe3epBa U NoKasaTensx NpeablayLmnx cTuMy-
naumi. Ha npakTuKe 370 N03BONSET pa3nuyaTh iBE OCHOBHbIE

Tabnuua. [pynnbl naumeHToK No Knaccudmkaumm POSEIDON
Table. POSEIDON groups of low prognosis patients
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HYpHaN aryLEPCTBa W HeHCKVX GonesHen

KaTeropuu: «0XuaaeMble» MaLUMEHTKM C «befHbIM» OTBETOM
(rpynnbl 3 u 4) n «HeoxmpaHHblex» (rpynnbl 1 v 2). Mocnea-
HWe 0bnafalT HOpManbHBIMM NOKa3aTeNsIMU 0BapuasbHO-
ro pesepsa, Ho «befHbIM» WM cyboNTUMaNbHLIM OTBETOM
Ha CTaHOapTHYl0 OBapuanbHylo CTuMynsaumio. B Kauectse
KPUTUKM OaHHOW Knaccudukaumn npodeccopa TA. Hasa-
peHko u K.B. KpacHononbcKas noayepkuBalot, 4to 9 oouu-
TOB — COBCEM He N0X0i OTBET, U HEOXMAAHHASA «DefHOCTbY
unu cybonTMManbHOCTb OTBETA Y MEHLUMH CTapLUero BO3-
pacTa — COBCEM He HeoxupaaHHas [6]. ABTopbl HacTosLe-
ro ob3opa, B CBOW 0uyepefdb, OMUPAsACh HA KnaccuduKaLmio
POSEIDON, oTMe4aloT rnaBHbIM NPOrHOCTUYECKUIA (aKTop
3h(eKTMBHOCTV MporpaMM BCMOMOraTeslbHbIX PenpomyK-
TUBHBIX TEXHOJIOMMI — BO3pacT NauMeHTKU. B cBssn ¢ aTum
EHLWMHbI MnaaLwe 35 feT OTHeCeHbl K MepCneKTUBHBIM,
cTapLue 35 neT — K HenepcreKTMBHbLIM, U 3TUM ByneT onpe-
JeNeHa TaKTUKa UX BEAEHUA.

[pynnbl NaumeHToK, pa3aeneHble COMacHo Knaccudmka-
umm POSEIDON, npeacTasneHbl B Tabnuue.

Uenbto onpegenenms rpynn POSEIDON sBnsetca uHam-
BMYaNnu3aums TepaneBTUHECKUX MOAXOLOB MyTeM HacTpoOM-
KW 0BapuanbHOW CTUMYNALMU C TOUKW 3pEHUS MPABUIBHOTO
pexuMa nopasneHus runodmsa, uneanbHoro Belbopa roHa-
[OTPOMKHA, a TaKKe A03bl U ONTUMM3aLMKM PeakLmn AUYHK-
KOB C Liefbl0 YBENIMYEHUs KONWYeCTBa 00LMTOB A1 nony-
YeHWs! 3YMNOMAHOM0 3MBPMOHA C HaMBBICLUMM MOTEHLMATIOM
uMnnaHTaumm ans nepedoca. Knaccudukaums POSEIDON
noMoraeT NpeaoTBpaTUTb BO3MOXHbBIA ATPOTEHHbIA cybon-
TUMarbHbIN OTBET, JIEXALLMN B OCHOBE BEPOATHBIX FEHETUYE-
CKMX (DaKTOPOB, TaKWX KaK nonmmopuaM peLentopos K hon-
nukynoctumynupytowemy (OCT) n niotemHesupytowemy (1)
ropmMoHam [71.

Ha ocHose 3TOro npepnoXeHo HECKOMbKO natomsuo-
NOTUYECKUX OOBACHEHMIA MPOUCXOXAEHUS HEOMMAAHHOIO
«begHoro»/cybonTMManbHoro oTBeTa Ans nauueHToK 1-i
U 2-n rpynn. YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb AMYHUKOB B OTHOLLEHWM
rOHaJOTPONHOM CTUMYNAUMM ObiNa AOMUHMPYHOLLEN Teo-
pWeii, [OKa3aHHOW B MCCNELOBaHWUW FEHETUYECKUX Bapw-
auui roHapoTPONUHOB U MX peuentopoB [/]. B yactHocTw,

Mokasatenb |

pynna 1

Ipynna 2

pynna 3

pynna 4

Hanuuwe pesynerara
npenblayLux CTUMy-
naumi

Bospacr

Konuuectso aHTpanb-
HbIX QOSIMKYTNOB

YpoBeHb aHTMMIONNEPO-
BOro ropMOHa

KonunyecTtso oouutos
nocne CTaH,lJ,apTHOVI
CTUMYnALUKU

BnepBble BbISBEHHbIN
«beaHbIn»/cybonTu-
ManbHbIA OTBET

Menee 35 net
5 v bonee

1,2 Hr/mMn v bonee

MeHee 4 (nogrpynna a)
4-9 (nogrpynna b)

Bnepsble BbIABNEHHbIN
«benHblix»/cybonTu-
MasbHbI 0TBET

35 net u bonee
5 v bonee

1,2 Hr/mMn v bonee

MeHee 4 (noarpynna a)
4-9 (noarpynna b)

Huskuit oBapuanbHBbIn
pesepB [0 CTUMYNALMK

MeHee 35 net
MeHee 5

Menee 1,2 Hr/mn

Hu3Kuit oBapuanbHbli
pesepB A0 CTUMyNSALMM

35 net n bonee
Menee 5

Menee 1,2 Hr/mn
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nonumopdusm peuentopos K OCI (Hanpumep, Ser680Asn
n Thr307Ala) cBA3aH CO CHWMKEHHOW YYBCTBUTESILHOCTbIO
K roHagotponuHam [8] u MoxeT bbiTb Haubonee pasyMHbIM
06BbACHEHMEM HeaJieKBaTHOW peakLMm Ha CTUMYMALMI AnY-
HuKoB [9]. 310, B AONONHEHME K YCTaHOBEHHOW NOTpebHOCTU
B 6onee BbICOKMX [03ax rOHAfOTPONMHOB Y 3TUX NaLMEHTOK
[10, 111, HecMoOTpA Ha HOpManbHble MapKepbl 0BapWaibHOM
pe3sepBa [12] npegnonaraet, YTo reHeTUYecKas Bapuabenb-
HocTb peuenTopoB K OCI sABRsSeTCs MapKepoM YyBCTBUTENb-
HOCTW IMYHMKOB HE3aBMCMMO OT OBapuasibHOro pesepsa [13].

Takum 06pasoM, reHeTMYECKas U3MEHUMBOCTb MOXET
BbITb pa3yMHbIM 00BACHEHNEM CHUMXEHMS YYBCTBUTENIBHOCTH
ANYHUKOB K CTUMYNALMM W HEOMTUMaNbHOTO OTBETA B 3TOM
KoropTe naumeHToK [2]. XoTa yeTKWe peKoMeHAauuW no ne-
yeHmIo XeHWwH 1-i n 2-1 rpynn POSEIDON He ycTaHOBnEHbI,
HO [OSKHBI ObITb YYTEHBI OCHOBHBIE NaTOMOpGONor1yecKkue
MeXaHW3Mbl, OTBETCTBEHHbIE 3@ HapyLUEHWE peakLmuu Ha CTH-
Mynsaumio [14].

Wcnonb3oBakne 6onee BLICOKMX [03 PEKOMOMHAHTHbIX
FOHaA0TPOMMHOB MOXET ObITb PELLEHUEM ANS 3HAUUTENBHO-
ro KOJMYeCTBa 3TVX MaLMEHTOK, 0COBEHHO C NoIMMOp(hU3MOM
peuentopos K OCT. Monumopdusm Ser680Asn reHa FSHR Mo-
KET OTPULLATENBHO BAMATL Ha PEAKLMI0 AMYHUKOB Ha CTUMY-
naumo OCT, 1 eHLWWHbI ¢ reHoTMnoM Ser/Ser, No-BUAMMOMY,
bonee ycroitumebl K aelicteuio OCI. DapMakoreHeTHYecKoe
“ccnefoBaHWe MoKasano, YTo ucnosb3oBaHue bonee Bbico-
KuX HavanbHbix 003 OCT (225 ME) y »KeHLUMH, FOMO3UIOTHBIX
no Ser680 (SS), np1Beno K NOBbILLEHWIO YPOBHA CbIBOPOTOY-
Horo acTpagvona. OH Bbisl CONOCTaBMM C YPOBHEM Y HEHLLMH,
romMo3uroTHbIx (AA) 1 reteposurotHbix (AS) no Asné80, nony-
yasLumx Bonee Hu3KMe Jo3bl OCI (150 ME), u 3HauuTensHoO
NpeBbILLAN YPOBHM Y XEHLLMH, roMo3uroTHbIX no Ser680 (SS),
Ho MmofyyaBLKx HU3Kue fo3bl OCT (150 ME) [15].

Bonee Toro, B HelaBHEM PeTPOCMEKTUBHOM UCCNeL0BaHUM
oueHeH addeKT Koppekumm fo3bl OCT y KEHLWMH ¢ cybonTu-
MarbHbIM OTBETOM B aHaMHese (noiyyeHneM 4—9 oouuToB)
¥ NPOJEMOHCTPUPOBAHO, YTO YBENIMYEHUE HAYaNbHOM [03bl
OCT npuBeno K 6onbLUEMY KONMYECTBY NOMYHEHHBIX 00LMTOB
B ClefyloLleM LIMKJIe 3KCTPaKOpMopanbHoro OmnjooTBope-
Hua (3KO) [16]. B 3tom uccnenoaHmm 160 eHLLUMH MnaaLle
40 neT ¢ HopMarbHBIM 0BapUanbHLIM Pe3epBOM MPOXOAMITH
BTOPOM LMK/ CTUMYNAUMW SUYHUKOB C MPUMEHEHUEM Mpo-
TOKO/A C @HTarOHUCTaMW TOHALOTPOMMUH-PUIM3NHI FOPMOHA
(@HTTHPT) 1 exenHeBHbIM MPUMEHEHWEM PEKOMOMHAHTHO-
ro ®Cr (p®Cr). Ysenuuenne posbl pOCI B nocnepyoiem
UMKne (B cpenHeM uyepe3 4 Mec.) NpUBENO K MOBBILIEHMID
KoiM4yecTBa M3BNeYeHHbIX oouuntoB (9 npotue 6; p < 0,001)
1 3MOpPUOHOB Xopoluero KayecTea (4 npotue 3; p < 0,001),
YeM B MpeabIayLLeM UuKe. PeTpocneKTUBHLIA aHanus no-
Kasan, yto ysenndeHne Ha 50 ME HavanbHoii fo3sbl p®CT
MPUBOAMT K MOSIBNEHMIO ELLIE OHON ANLIEKIETKY.

Kpome Toro, mobaenenne pekoMbuHantHoro JII (pJiln)
MOXET ObiTb BapUaHTOM JIeYeHUs MaLMEHTOK 3TUX rpynm,
0C0DeHHO B Crlyyasx reHeTU4eckmx MyTaumi reHa JII. Uccne-
L0BaHMUA MOKa3anu, YTO MaUMEHTKU C 3TUM TeHETMYECKUM
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BApMaHTOM MOryT MOKa3aTb HEOXMAAHHO CyboNTMMAaNbHbIN
OTBET Ha CTUMYNALMIO U Hy)KOaKTCs B 6onee BbICOKOW KyMy-
NATUBHOM f03e roHagoTponuHo. [17, 18]. Mo AaHHBIM KNUHK-
YECKUX UCCneoBaHui, npuMeHeHue pJlT MoXeT yBennumnBaTh
KONIMYECTBO OOLMTOB W MPUBOLUTH K MOBBILIEHWIO YaCTOTI
DepeMeHHOCTel Y HEHLUMH C HOPMarbHbIM 0BapHabHbIM
pe3epBOM W MPeabIaYLLMMU HEOXKMAAHHO «beaHbiMMy [19]
UNW HeafieKBaTHbIMKU peakumamu [20], noaToMy Ucnonb30Ba-
Hue pJIIy 3TMX XEeHLLMH NONHOCTBIO ONpaBAaHo, YTo Heobxo-
AVMO NOATBEPAUTL B AaNbHENLLMX UCCNefOBaHMSX.

OcHoBHas npobnema, crofiwas 3a cybonTMManbHbIM
WM MI0XMM OTBETOM, 3aK/I04YaeTCs B TOM, YTO KOJIMYECTBO
U3BNEYEHHDBIX SMLIEKNETOK MOXET He COOTBETCTBOBATb 0Ba-
puansHoMy pesepsy. C Lenbio U3BNeYeHNs OOMbLLErD Kou-
YecTBa 00LMTOB B Hauane CTUMYNALMK CleayeT paccMOTpeTb
bonee «MOLHBIM» MpenapaT roHagoTponuHa. HeckombKo
paHAOMU3MPOBaHHBIX KOHTPOSIMPYEMBIX UCCIIEA0BAHUIA U Me-
TaaHanM30B MoKa3asnu, YTo MCMOJb30BaHNe PeKOMBMHAHTHBIX
npenaparoB CBA3aHO CO 3HAYUTENbHO BOMBLLMM KOJIMYECTBOM
M3B/EYEHHbIX 00LMTOB, YEM MPW UCMONb30BAHUNA MOYEBbIX
rOHaf0TPONMHOB HE3aBMCMMO OT NPOTOKONIA NOAABNEHUS TU-
nodusa [21-23]. 3T pe3ynbrathl, NO-BUAMMOMY, CBA3aHbI
c bonee BLICOKMM DMOMOTEHUMANOM PEKOMOMHAHTHBIX Mpe-
napartoB [24, 25]. Takum obpa3oM, bonee «MOLLHbIE» PEKOM-
OWHaHTHbIe cpeacTBa MOryT BbiTb NPeLNOXEHbI B rpynnax
POSEIDON 1 u 2 [26].

B nocnegHee BpeMs uccneaoBateny akTuBHO 0bcyxaatoT
HoByto cTpaternio DuoStim, copepallyio ABOWHYIO CTUMY-
NAUMI0 B OQHOM U TOM XKe MeHCTpyanbHOM uukne [27, 28].
PaHee bbino BbicKa3aHo NpesnosoKeHne, YTo B AMMHUKOBOM
LIMKIEe NPOMCXOAMT TONBKO OAHA BojlHa Habopa donnukynos.
OpHako 6b110 fOKa3aHo, YTO ABE UAW TpU rPYNMbl aHTpasb-
HbIX QONMKYNOB QOPMMUPYIOTCS B TEUEHWE MEHCTPYaslbHOro
uvKna [29]. [1BoHas ctuMynaums bbina npeaioXeHa B Ka-
YecTBe OJHOIMO M3 METOAOB JIeYEHWs MaUMEHTOK 2-i rpyn-
nbl POSEIDON. lMocKonbKy nokasaTteny aHeynionauv B 3Tou
rpynne Bbille, YeM Yy XeHWWH Mnagwe 35 net, ansa nony-
YeHWs OLHOrO 3YNNoUAHOro 3MbpuoHa HeobxoauMo bonbLuee
KONMYecTBO sMLEKNeToK. CTpaterns [LBOVHOWA CTUMYNALMK
MOXET cnocobCTBOBaTb MaKCMMasbHOMY BbIX0LY AHLEKNETOK
33 0JWH OBapManbHbIiA LuKA [7].

B bonee paHHeM uccnefoBaHMM CpaBHUBANM Komnuue-
CTBO MOJTy4eHHBIX 00LMTOB W 3ynjonaHbIx bractoumct nocne
CTUMYNALUMA B QONNMKYNAPHYID U NioTenHoBylo dasbl [30].
B paHHoW paboTe He coobLianM 0 CYLLECTBEHHOW pa3HMLE
B KOJIMYECTBE MOJYYEHHbIX 0OLMT-KYMYMIOCHBIX KOMMEKCOB
(5,1 £ 3,4 npotus 5,7 + 3,3) unm yactoTe 3ynNOMAHLIX BNacTo-
umcT (46,9 npotue 44,8 %).

[lpyroe uccnepoBaHue BkAoyano 188 »eHwwmH c nno-
XMM MPOTHO30M, NMOABEPrHyThIX ABOWHOIM OBapUanbHOM CTU-
mynaummn [31]. ATopbl C006LLaNM 0 MeHbLUEM KONMYeCTBe
nosy4eHHbIX ooumToB (3,6 + 2,1 npotws 4,3 + 2,8; p < 0,01)
u aynnoupHblx onactoumct (0,5 + 0,8 npotus 0,7 £ 1,0;
p =0,02) nocne ctuMynaumu B nepeyto Gasy LMKNa no cpas-
HEHWIO C NMOKa3aTeneM BTOpoM dasbl.
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CucteMatnyeckuin 0630p 8 nccnenoBaHUin € BKIKYEHU-
eM 338 JKeHLUMH MOKasan OTCYTCTBUE YXYALUEHMS KadyecTBa
WM KOJIMYECTBa OOLMTOB, MOAYYEHHBIX MOCNE CTUMYMALMK
B Jl0TEMHOBYIO a3y, N0 cpaBHeHU0 IGPEKTOM OT CTUMYNS-
unv B ponnmkynspHomn ¢ase [32].

TakuMm 0bpa3oM, pe3ynbTaThl BeCbMa MPOTUBOPEYMBBI.
MpeAnonoXuTenbHO, ABOHAA CTUMYNALMSA MOXKET YCKOpUTD
HacTynneHue bepeMeHHocTu [32]. B HacTosLlee BpeMs ecTb
04YeHb Maso AaHHbIX 00 aKyLLepPCKMX U HeOHATaMbHBIX UCXO0-
Aax nocsie ABOWHON CTUMYNAUMK. MpoToKoN ABOIHON CTUMY-
NAUMKM NONEKUT AanbHENLEeMy M3YUYeHUI0 ANs NALMEHTOK
2-i rpynnbl POSEIDON BMecTe ¢ AaHHBIMW O €r0 3KOHOMMU-
yeckoi 3QPeKTMBHOCTM 1 BesonacHocTm [7].

Y naumeHToK, oTHoCAWMXCA K 3-# W 4-i rpynnam Knac-
cuduraumm POSEIDON, ectb oaHa 1 Ta e 0cobeHHOCTb —
HU3KWUI OBapWanbHbIA pe3epB, HE3aBUCMMO OT BO3PacTa
MoJBepratoLLMin UX BbICOKOMY pUCKY HebraronpusTHoro pe-
MPOLYKTMBHOIO UCXOAA.

B cBA3n c pacTyLien TeHOEHUMEN K OTKNafbIBaHUIO Je-
TOPOMXAEHUA YNCTIEHHOCTb 4-# rpynMbl B HacTosLLee BpeMs
yBenuumBaetcs, cocTaensas bonee 50 % maumeHToK, Bxoas-
wmx B Knaccuduraumio POSEIDON, Toraa Kak K 3-i rpynne
oTHeceHbl npumepHo 10 % [33]. TakuM xeHLMHaM Heobxoau-
MO yoenuTb 0c0b60e BHUMaHWe B OTHOLLEHUM TaKTUKM feye-
HWS, 4TobbI ONTUMW3UPOBATL BEPOATHOCTb HAIMYMA NO KPaii-
Heln Mepe OJHOW 3YMOMAHONM BnacToumMcTbl 4S8 NepeHoca.
KniouoM K ycnexy sBisieTcs MHAMBWAYanM3auus Ha BCex
3Tanax JIeYeHns C UCMOb30BaHWEM BCMOMOraTeNbHbIX pe-
MPOLYKTUBHBIX TEXHONOMUIA.

PaHee HeKkoTopble aBTOpbI BbIpaXanu 06eCNoKOEHHOCTb
TEM, YTO CTUMYNAUMS MPUBOAMT K YBEJIMYEHWUKD 4acToThl
3MOpMOHANLHOM aHeynnouauu, npegniaras UCnonb3oBaTb
3KO B ecTecTBEHHOM LMKJIe As NALMEHTOK C HU3KWUM 0Bap-
anbHbIM pe3epBoM [34, 35]. OgHaKo AaHHbIE MPEANON0XKEHMS
He b6binu noaTBepAeHsbl [36-39]. bonee Toro, KO B ecte-
CTBEHHOM LMKJ/e NPUBOAMT K Ype3Bbl4aiiHO HU3KUM MOKa3a-
TENAM KUBOPOXAEHUS Y MALMEHTOK C HU3KUM OBapUasibHbIM
pe3epBoM U cocTaBnfeT 2,6% Ha umkn u 7 % — cymmapHo
nocne 6 umknos [40].

Hanpotus, cornacHo p[aHHbIM KpYyMHeWLero paHpo-
MU3MPOBAHHOM0 KOHTPOSIMPYEMOrO MCCNIEA0BaHUA, HUBO-
poxnaenue coctaBuio 11 % Ha LMKN NpU MCNOb30BaHUM
AJMHHOIO NMPOTOKO/A € arOHMCTaMM FOHaA0TPOMUH-PUITU3UHT
ropMoHa (alHPT) n exxenHeBHbIM NpuMeHeHneM pdCl B no3e
300 ME n pJII — B po3e 150 ME [41].

B nutepatype Takke cooblyanu 0 4acToTe NpoLOMIKalo-
Lelics bepeMeHHocTH Boiwe 20 % Ha UMKN nocne [ABOWHOM
CTUMYNALMM Y MALMEHTOK C N0XMM MPOrHo3oM [28, 42].

TakuM 0bpa3oM, CTUMYNALMSA AMYHWKOB, @ HE eCTECTBEH-
HbIi LMKA, JOMKHA ObiTb MPeAnoYTUTENbHEIM METOAO0M Jle-
YeHWs NepBOA JIMHUMA Y NMALMEHTOK C HU3KUM OBapUasbHbIM
pe3epBOM W MyoxuM nporHo3oM. OfHako BbIGop NMpoToKona
CTUMYNALMM MO-NPEXKHEMY OCTAEeTCS CMOPHBIM.

Tak, Mo [aHHbIM MeTaaHanu3a, BKIHOYaLEro naum-
EHTOK C HU3KUM OBapWasbHbIM pe3epBoOM, CAENaH BbiBOS
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06 OTCYTCTBUM CYLLECTBEHHOM pasHWLbl B MOKA3aTensx Kiu-
HUYECKOW DepeMEeHHOCTW MpU CPaBHEHMM JJIMHHOMO Npo-
ToKona ¢ alHPI u npotokona c aHTIHPT [43]. Mo3xe 6bino
0nyb/IMKOBAHO, YTO AJIMHHBIA NPOTOKOA ¢ alHPT yBennunBaeT
Ha OfIUH OOLMT KONMYECTBO 3peNiblX AWLEKNETOK MO CpaB-
HEHWIO C pe3ynbTaTtoM npoToKona ¢ aHTIHPT [44]. MpuumnHoi
3TOr0 MOXET DbITb CMHXPOHM3aLMA pocTa QONMKYNOB, A0-
CTUTHYTas NyTeM AeceHcUTU3aumW runodmsa npu npuMeHe-
HWM ANWHHOTO npoTokona ¢ alHPl. 370 UMeeT BaxHOe 3Ha-
YeHue NS MaLMEHTOB C MJI0XMM 0BapUasnbHbIM PE3epBOM.
Y Hux 06b1yHO noBbIweH ypoBeHb OCI B Mo3aHI0K0 NHOTENHO-
BY0 a3y, CnocobCTBYOWMI BBICTPOMY POCTY MMAMPYHOLLETD
(onnukyna u, COOTBETCTBEHHO, MOAAB/IEHMI0 PaHHEro pa3BU-
TMA OpYruX GONMKYNOB B AMYHUKE. NHrnbupytowmin sdpdexT
Ha 3HA0reHHbIH OCT M aCMHXPOHHBIN POCT (ONNIMKYNOB TaKe
MOryT BbITb AOCTUTHYTHI B NpoToKonax ¢ aHTTHPI ¢ ucnonb-
30BaHMEM KOPOTKOro Kypca acTpaguona (no 4 Mr/cytku)
UNW OpanbHbIX KOHTPaLLENTMBOB B TeyeHue 12—16 nHen B Ka-
4ecTBe MpefBapuUTeNbHON Tepanum [45, 46]. MockonbKy elwe
0fHa MoJy4yeHHas AWLEKNIETKA YBENIUYMBAET KO3DdULMEHT
KUBOPOXAEHUSA NpuMepHo Ha 5 % [47, 48], LnHHBIA npoTo-
Kon ¢ alHPT, a Takeke npoTokon ¢ aHTTHPI ¢ ucnonb3oBaHem
npaliMuUHra cnepyeT paccMaTpuBaTh KaKk JieyeHue nepBoii
JIMHUM 1S NaUMEHTOB C MNIOXMM NPOrHO30M.

Bblbop npenapata ans CTUMynAUMKM TaKxe SBRseTCS
npenMeToM [AMCKYCCU. PeTpocneKTuBHOe McCnepoBaHue
B 3-1 1 4-ii rpynnax POSEIDON noka3sano, 4To npu ucnosb-
30BaHUM YeN0BEYECKOTO MEHOMay3aslbHOre roHafoTPoNMHa
Y NaUMeHTOK 3-# rpynnbl B ASIMHHOM npoTtokone ¢ alHPT Mo-
XKeT bbiTb OCTUrHYTa bonee BbICOKas POXAAeMOCTb Ha Ha-
yaTtblil UMKn, Yem B npotokone ¢ aHTIHPT [49]. MopobHele
pe3ynbTaThl He OTMEYEHbI Y MaUMeHTOK 4-i rpynnbl. OgHa-
KO PeTpPOCNEKTMBHbIA aHanu3 ASMHHbIX NPOTOKONoB ¢ alHPT
y 999 nauMeHTOK ¢ MIOXMM MPOrHO30M MOKa3a, 4To pe-
3ynbtathl npuMeHenns pJil ¢ p®OCI npesocxoounu addekt
WUCMOMb30BaHWSA YeN0BEYECKOro MeHoMay3anbHoro roHafao-
TPOMMHA MO YacToTe HACTYMNEHUs KIMHUYECKON bepeMeH-
HOCTM Ha HauaTbi umkn (12,5 npotve 8,1 %; p < 0,02) [50].
WHTepecHo, 4To 310T 3 deKT bbiN eLLe bonee BolpaXeH y na-
LMEHTOK C KONMYECTBOM aHTPasibHbIX (QONNMKYNOB MeHee 4
(10,2 npotus 1,5 %; p < 0,01).

Kak 6bino cKkasaHo Bblle, nocnefHWe LOCTUKEHUS
B 00nacT1 ABOMHOW CTUMYNALMM NPeaCTaBNsaoT cOBOM UHTe-
PecHoe pelleHWe [ HAKOMIeHWs 3MOPUOHOB B TeueHue
KOPOTKOTo MPOMEXYTKAa BPEMEHH, YT0DbI NONY4YUTh Koluye-
cTBOo bnactoumct, HeobxoaMMoe AN YBENMYEHWUS BEpoAT-
HOCTU HanWumMs Mo KpaiHen Mepe OAHOMW 3ynyougHoi bna-
CTOLMCTBI AJ1A NOCNeAyioLLero nepeHoca KpuosMOBpUoHOB
[30, 31]. B cBoeit nybnukaumm A. Vaiarelli u coasT. [27] co-
06LUMNK, YTO NALMEHTBI C NIOXMM MPOrHO30M (M0 CYLLECTBY,
4-g rpynna POSEIDON), npoxoaswme oguH umkn DuoStim,
coctaBuimM 65,5 % (203/310) eHWMH no KpanHed Mepe
C OAHOM 3ynnoupaHok bnactoumncTon ana nepeHoca. lokasa-
TeM YacToThl NPOLOIKAIOLLelics bepeMeHHOCTM Nocsie nepe-
HOCa OLHOW 3YNSIOMHOWM BNacToLMCTbl, NOMYYEHHOW nocne
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CTUMYNALMM B QONIMKYNAPHYIO U JIIOTEUHOBYIO (a3bl, bbinm
aHanornyHel (395 n 494 % cootBeTcTBEHHO) [26]. HecMoTps
Ha TO YTO M3 WUCCNEeAOBaHUS OblIM UCKIIOYEHBI MaLMEeHT-
Ku 0e3 oTBeTa Ha [BOMHY0 cTUMynsumio (43/353), yactota
NpOofCNKatoLLelica 6epeMEHHOCTH Y HEHLUMH 4-I rpynnbl
POSEIDON Ha umkn DuoStim coctasuna 20,7 % (73/353),
YTO MOXHO CYMTaTb BECbMA YCMELLHbIM Pe3yNbTaToM Y CToSb
C/IOXKHOA rPYNMbl NALMEHTOK.

B apyrom uccnenoBaHuM aBTOpbl UCMONb30BaNW [LBOW-
HYI0 CTUMYNALMI0 KOpbONIUTPONKMHOM anbda Yy naumeH-
TOK 3-1 (24 %, 13/54) v 4-i1 (76 %, 41/54) rpynn POSEIDON.
Yactota 6epeMeHHOCTM B 3TOM WCCNEAOBaHUM COCTaBWIA
20,4 % (11/54) [42].

CnenoBaTenbHO, CYLLECTBYIOLME JaHHbIE CBUAETENbCTBY-
10T 0 TOM, YTO [laXe Y MALMEHTOK C NIOXMM NPOrHO30M MOXET
BbITb [OCTUrHYTa YacToTa NpOLOIKatoLLeica bepeMeHHOCTH
okono 20 %.

OpHaKo B HacTosiee BpeMs HET pe3ynbTaToB MpOCMeK-
TUBHBIX PaHAOMWU3VPOBaHHBIX UCCNEA0BaHUNA CO CPaBHEHEM
DuoStim u aByx 06bI4HbIX LMKIO0B CTUMYNSALMW MO COBOKYM-
HOMY KO3 (MULMEHTY KMBOPOXAEHUSA U 3aTpayeHHOMY Bpe-
MEHU [0 POXAeHMs pebeHKa.

Ha cerogHAWHU feHb HeT uaeanbHoW CXeMbl 1A Be-
LEHWS MALMEHTOK C MIOXMM MPOrHO30M. Takue MauMeHTHU
Kaw[blii [ieHb BCTPEYaKTCs B NPaKTUKe Bpada-penpopyKTo-
nora. W ocHoBHble Lenu npuMeHenns Kputepues POSEIDON
COCTOSIT B TOM, 4T06bI NOMOYb KIMHWLIMCTaM OMpesenuTb TOH-
Kue pasnuums B XapaKTepUCTUKaX NaLMeHTOK U JaTb peKo-
MEHZALMM 10 BO3MOXHBIM cTpaTervuam ctumynaunm. OfHako
ANs BbIPabOTKM YETKUX KIIMHUYECKUX PEKOMEeHAALuiA Heob-
XOLMMbI OMOJHUTENbHbIE UCCNENOBaHUS, YTODbI BbIACHUTD,
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