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Knanan AxMepa B neueHun petei ¢ pedpaxkrepHou m

rﬂaYKOMOﬁ [ updates
H.H. CapnoBHuKoBa, B.B. bpxeckun, H.B. MNpucuy, M.A. 3epuanosa, A.10. bapaHos

CaHkT-[TeTepbyprckui rocyaapCTBEHHbIN NeAUaTPUYECKUIA MeaNLMHCKMIA yHuBepcuTeT, CaHkT-MeTepbypr, Poccus

AxkmyaneHocme. [py MHorux dhopMax rnaykoMbl y fieTeli He NpefycCMOTPEH anropuUTM XMpYpPruveckoro nedeHus. B atux
CUTYaLmsIX, a TaKKe B Cyvasx pedpaKTepHoii rnayKoMbl, Npu He3hdEKTUBHOCTU XUPYPIUYECKUX BMELLATENBLCTB, OnepaLmen
BbIbOpa MOXKET ObITb UMMAHTALMSA Pa3IMUHbIX BUOB APEHaMHbIX YCTPOICTB.

Llene — oueHKa 3ddeKTMBHOCTM UMNaHTaUMM KnanaHHoro apeHaxa Ahmed Glaucoma Valve npu pedpaktepHon
rnaykoMme y AeTen.

Mamepuanel u Memode. MNpoaHanu3upoBaHbl pe3ynbTaThl neveHns 52 aeten (67 rnas) B Bospacte oT 1 mMec. ao 17 net
(6,6 £ 0,6 ropa) ¢ besycnelwHo onepupoBaHHON NEPBUYHON BPOXKAEHHOMN FNayKOMOA, rNayKoMon Ha (oHe BPOMKAEHHBIX aHO-
Maruii rnasHoro s610Ka, BTOPUYHON rayKoMol. KputepueM ycnexa XMpypruyeckoro fieYeHmus cTana CToliKas HopManusaums
0¢TanbMOTOHYCa, OTCYTCTBUE OCNOXXHEHWUA 1 NOTPEOHOCTU B MOBTOPHBLIX BMELLATENbCTBAX.

Pesynemamel. IdeKT onepauum coxpaHanca B TedeHue 6 Mec. y 97 % naumeHToB, ofHaKo Yepe3 1, 2 1 3 rofia OH CHU-
xancs no 91,8, 82, n 73,9 % cooteTcTBEHHO M A0 42,8 % uepe3 7 neT. locneonepaunoHHble 0COXHEHWS BKIIOYaIU MH-
Kancynaumio GunbTpaumroHHon noaywiku (25,3 %), peTpakumio pagyKu K TpybKe ¢ KopakTonueii (4,5 %), umnuoxopronaans-
Hyto oTcnoliKy (4,5 %), katapakTy (3,0 %), 3po3uio KOHBHOHKTUBEI C Npope3biBaHUeM Tpyoky (4,5 %), sHpodTansmuT (1,5 %),
oTcnoviky cetyatku (6,0 %), petpakumio Tpybru (1,5 %), rudemy (3,0 %). DakTopammu pucka HebnarompuaTHOrO Mcxopna
BMeLUaTeNbCTBa 0Ka3anuch: YBeNMYeHWe NepefHe3afHero oTpesKa rnasHoro AbioKa no cpaBHEHWIO C BO3PACTHOM HOPMOA
Ha 20 % v bonee, 0pTanbMOTOHYC Ha MOMEHT onepaumm 6osiee 32 MM pT. CT., a TaKKe NepeHeCEHHbIE paHee aHTUINayKOMHbIe
onepauun GUAbTPYIOLLEro TUna.

3arnoyenue. ViMnnaHTaumsa gpeHaxHoro ycTpoiictea Ahmed Glaucoma Valve nokasaHa npu pedpakTepHON AETCKOVA
rnaykome B cnydae Hea(deKTMBHOCTU NpeALlecTBytowmx onepaumin. OgHaKo HeobxoauMo yumuTbIBaTb CHUKEHWE IPdeK-
TUBHOCTYW YCTPOWACTBA CO BPEMEHEM, YTO B COYETAHWM C BO3MOXHOCTBH) OCNIOMHEHUI TPEDYeT LINTENIbHOMO AUHAMUYECKOr0
HabnoAeHns NauueHToB.
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Outcomes of Ahmed glaucoma valve implantation
in pediatric glaucoma

Natalia N. Sadovnikova, Vladimir V. Brzheskiy, Natalia V. Prisich, Marina A. Zertsalova,
Andrei Yu. Baranov

St. Petersburg State Pediatric Medical University, Saint Petersburg, Russia

BACKGROUND: In many types of pediatric glaucoma, there is no clear algorithm for surgical management. In these situations,
the procedure of choice can be the implantation of various types of drainage devices.

AIM: To evaluate the outcomes of Ahmed Glaucoma Valve implantation in refractory pediatric glaucoma.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: The treatment results of 52 children (67 eyes) aged 1 month — 17 years (6.6 + 0.6 years) with
unsuccessfully operated primary congenital glaucoma, with glaucoma associated with congenital anomalies of the eyeball,
with secondary glaucoma were analyzed. The surgery was considered to be effective when stable intraocular pressure (I0P)
was achieved, there were no complications, and no need for repeated interventions.

RESULTS: The effect of surgery was maintained for 6 months in 97% of patients, but after 1, 2 and 3 years it decreased to
91.8%, 82%, and 73.9%, respectively, and to 42.8% after 7 years. Postoperative complications included filtering bleb encapsu-
lation (25.3%), iris retraction to the tube with pupil dislocation (4.5%); ciliochoroidal detachment (4.5%); cataract (3.0%), con-
junctival erosion with tube eruption (4.5%), endophthalmitis (1.5%), retinal detachment (6.0%), tube retraction (1.5%), hyphema
(3.0%). The risk factors for an unfavorable outcome of the procedure were: an increase in the anteroposterior axis of the eyeball
length by 20% or more compared to the age norm, IOP at the time of the surgery higher than 32 mm Hg, as well as previous
antiglaucoma filtering procedures.

CONCLUSIONS: The implantation of the drainage device Ahmed Glaucoma Valve is indicated for refractory pediatric glauco-
ma in case of ineffectiveness of previous surgeries. However, it is necessary to take into account the decrease in the effective-
ness of the device over time, which, combined with the possibility of complications, requires long-term follow-up of patients.
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OPTNHATIBHBIE CTATBN

AKTYAJIbHOCTb

[leTckan rnaykoMa, Kak M3BeCTHO, NMpefcTaBniseT coboii
reTeporeHHyto rpynny 3abonesaHuii, MOTeHUMaNbHO NpUBO-
DALMX K cnenoTe W B 60NbLUIMHCTBE CBOEM pedpaKTepHbIX
K Me[MKaMeHTO3HO! Tepanuu. K Hell OTHOCAT NepBUYHYL
BPOXAEHHYIO0 [ayKoMY, [1ayKoMy Ha QOHE CUCTEMHbIX BPOXK-
JEHHbIX 3ab0neBaHuii U aHOManuii pa3BuUTUA rnasHoro A6/oKa
(cunapom Crepaa — Bebepa, aHoManus NeTepca, aHupuaus
W T. N.) ¥ BTOPUYHYIO FNayKOMy — YBeasbHyto, CTePOUA-UH-
LYUMPOBaHHYI0, MayKoMy Ha (OHe peTMHOmaTuM HepoHo-
LUEHHBIX, @ TaKKe adaKU4eckylo U HeoBacKynapHyio [1-3].
B npuHumMne, OeTCKyl0 rnaykoMy, C Y4ETOM e€ yCTOMYMBO-
CTU K XMPYPrUYECKUM W MeIMKaMeHTO3HbIM MeTofaM feye-
HUS, MOXHO OTHECTU K KaTeropum pedpaKTepHOM rayKoMbl
[2, 4, 5], 0TS 1 B Npeenax 3Toi «pepaKTePHOCTU» MOXHO
BbIZENATh eLé bonee «pedpakTepHbie» HOPMbI rayKoMbl.

OnepauusiMm Bblbopa Npu feYeHUN NaLMEHTOB C nep-
BMYHOW BPOXKAEHHON [NAyKOMOW SABNAIOTCA FOHWOTOMUS
n Tpabekynotomus. lpn HeIPHEKTUBHOCTU «aHTYNAPHOM
XMpYpriv» NepexoiAT K CieAyIoLLMM 3TanaM XMpypruyeckoro
neyeHnst — TpabeKyNo3KTOMUM U UMMNIAHTaLMN JPEHaXHbIX
ycTporcTB [2—6]. YT0 Ke KacaeTcs Apyrux BUAOB AETCKOM
MayKoMbl, TO aNropUTMa XUPYPruyecKux BMELLATENbCTB
MPU MHOMUX W3 HUX HE CYLLECTBYET; U B TaKWUX CUTyaLMsX
MMMNaHTaLUMA APEHAXHbIX YCTPOWCTB 3a4acTyl0 CTaHOBMTCSA
MepBON MMMNOTEH3UBHOM onepaLmet.

BriepBble aHTMrNayKOMHBIN ipeHaX UMMIaHTMPOBaH pe-
6enky B 1973 . aBTOpOM 3T0r0 ycTpoicTaa Antony Molteno [7].
C aToro MoMeHTa NpoBefieH0 MHOTO Pa3HOMaHOBbLIX MCCHe-
[0BaHui, Kacawwmxcs 3hdEKTUBHOCTU M 4acToTbl pasBu-
TUSA OCNTOKHEHU 3TUX BMELUATeNbCTB y neTen [2-4, 8-16].
Hanbonee pocTynHoM B npakTUKe LETCKUX 0(TanbMonoroB
OKasanacb ApeHaxHas cuctema Ahmed Glaucoma Valve
(New World Medical, Inc, Rancho Cucamonga, CA, US).
CooTBeTCTBEHHO, aKTyabHa OLeHKa IQPEKTUBHOCTH MMMNaH-
TaLMM JaHHOro YCTPOICTBA NpY pa3nuyHbIX GopMax AeTCKOM
rNayKoMbl.

Llenb — oueHnTb 3G HEKTUBHOCTb UMMNMAHTALMM KianaH-
Horo apeHaxa Ahmed Glaucoma Valve npu pedpakTepHoii
rnayKoMe y LeTei.

MATEPWUAJIbI U METObI

Bbinu oueHeHbl pe3ynbTaTbl XMPYPrUYECKOro neyeHus
52 petent (67 rnas), kotopbiM B nepuop ¢ 2011 no 2020 r.
B oTanbmonornyeckoM otaeneHmn CaHkr-lletepbyprckoro
roCcyAapCTBEHHOIO NEAMATPUYECKOTO MEVLIMHCKOIO YHUBED-
cuTeTa BbIMOJIHEHA MMMNaHTaumsA KnanaHa AxMea no noso-
By pedpaKTepHOI rnayKoMbl.

Bce naumeHTbl, B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT (OPMbI [NTAyKOMBI,
Bbinn pasgeneHbl Ha 3 rpynnbl: C NEPBUYHON BPOXKAEHHON
rnaykomoii — 8 peteit (11 rnas); ¢ rnayKomMon Ha GoHe BPOXK-
AEHHOM aHOManuu pa3BUTUA rnasHoro sbnoka — 17 peten
(23 rnasa) — aHMpuUAauiHbIA cuHapoM (8 aetei; 13 rnas),
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MUKpocdepodakus (3; 4), cuiapom Ctepaxka — Bebepa (1; 1),
cuHapoM Purepa — Akcendenbpgra (1; 1), aHomanus lNetep-
ca (1; 1), avMcreHesns nepefHero CerMeHTa co CKIepoKop-
Hea (3; 3); co BTOpUYHOIA rnaykomon — 27 petent (33 rna-
3a) — adakunyeckas rnaykoma (10; 12), rnaykoma Ha QoHe
peTUHONaTUM HeoHOLLEHHbIX (7; 8), yBeanbHas rnaykoMa (5; 8),
rnaykoMa Ha (poHe CUNIMKOHOBOM TaMnoHagbl (1; 1), rnay-
KOMa Ha (oHe CEMENHOM 3KCCYLaTUBHON BUTPEOPETMHOMNA-
Tim (1; 1), TpaBMaTmyecKasn rnaykoma (3; 3).

Odranbmonormyeckoe obcnegoBaHue 4o U nocne one-
paLMmM BKITKOYaN0 BU3OMETPUIO C MaKCUMalbHOWM KOppeKLvel
(ecnm no3Bonsn Bo3pacT pebeHKa), BMOMUKPOCKONMIO, FOHNO-
CKOMWIO, FOHMOrpaduio, HenpsaMyto ohTanbMOCKONMIo, TOHOMe-
Tpuio (Mo MaknakoBy, a Npy HeoCyLLeCTBUMOCTU — TOHOMe-
TpoM ICare), KepaTOMeTpUIo, YNbTPa3BYKOBOE UCC/e0BaHUE
B pexume A- n B-ckanupoBaHus. lpu HeobxoamumocTy, mc-
CrleioBaHusl, 0cobeHHO 1eTAM paHHero Bo3pacTa, NMpoBOAMIN
B YC/IOBUSX Me[IMKaMEHTO3HOO CHa (CeBOGIItopaH).

HabniofeHne 3a naumueHTamm OCyLLECTBNANOCH KaXaple
3 Mec. B TeyeHme rofia nocne onepauuy, ganee Kaxaple nos-
roga. MHCTMANALMKM MeCTHBIX TMMOTEH3MBHBIX NpenapaTos
[0baBnsaM no Mepe HeobxoAMMOCTM AN LOCTUXEHUS Lie-
neBoro BHyTpurnasHoro aaenenus (BrA) (P, > 22 mm pr. cT.,
OTCYTCTBME YBENIMUEHUS NepeHe3aaHero otpeska — [130).

JIddeKTMBHOCTb ONepaLyy B TEHEHME BCETO NEpMoaa Ha-
OnoLeHNs PerucTpupoBau Npu AOCTUKEHUM CTabUNbHOro
otraneMoToHyca (P)) (BI'L ot 6 Ao 22 MM pr. cT.), a Takxe
MpU OTCYTCTBMM OCNOMHEHMIA, NOTEHLMANBHO NPUBOASLLMUX
K noTepe 3puTenbHbIX BYHKLMIA (3po3us TpybkM KnanaHa,
OTC/NOMKA CeTyaTKuW, reMopparnyeckas UMIMoxopuonaanb-
Has OTCNOWKa, 3HAO(TANbMUT), paBHO, Kak W NpW OTCYT-
CTBMM HEODX0AMMOCTU B MOBTOPHbIX TMMNOTEH3MBHBIX ONepa-
umax. Cnyyau, Korga npy MHKancynsauuu GunbTPaLMoHHOV
noAyLwWwKM noTpeboBanack peBu3ns U HUATMHT NAATHOPMbI
KnanaHa, He 0THOCWIMCb K rpynmne ¢ HebnaronpusTHLIM Kc-
XOA0M, ecnii nosioxeHne TpybKW ocTaBanoch CTabumbHbIM,
W BHYTPUrNa3Hoe AaBneHWe KOMMEHCMPOBaHo. B cutyaumsx,
Korpa notpeboBanach 3aMeHa KianaHa B CBf3W C €ro Juc-
noKauuen unm HeadheKTUBHOCTLIO, @ TaKXKE UMMIaHTaLus
BTOPOr0 [PEHAXHOro YCTPOICTBA, B UCCNELOBaHUE BKIIIO-
YeHbl TONbKO pe3ysibTaTbl NEPBOM UMMAAHTALMM, U AaHHbIN
Cyyaii TakKe bbln OTHeceH B rpynny ¢ HebnaronpuATHLIM
pe3ynbTatoM.

TexHuKa onepauuu y feTen bbina cTaHAAPTHOW, MPaKTH-
UECKW He OT/MYanach 0T OnepaumMu Yy B3pOC/bIX MaLMEHTOB,
O[JHAKO Y4MTbIBANIMCb HEKOTOPblE aHaTOMUYecKue ocobeH-
HOCTW AEeTCKOro rnasHoro sbnoka. Mnatdopmy Knanaa
BCerza nojLmMBany K cknepe fanee 8 MM oT iMMba € Liefbto
YMeHbLUMTL (GUBPO3HbIE M3MEHEHWUS! TEHOHOBOW Kamncysbl.
[nuHa BHyTpUrnasHoii yactu Tpybku Bbina He MeHee 2 MM
U3-3a pUCKa eé peTpakuuu Npu yBeNnMYeHWM B pa3Mepax
N30 rnasHoro sb6noka. Ha rnasax ¢ bydTansmMoM BbINOSHAM
npokon 25 G ¢ uenbto n3bexxatb GULTPaLUM BHYTPUIIa3HOM
YUAKOCTU BOKpYr TPYOKM M MUHMMU3MPOBATL Mocneonepa-
LIMOHHYI0 TUNOTOHMIO. HapyHyl YacTb TpyOKM MOKpbiBanyu
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Tabauua 1. KonnyecTBo naumeHToB, HabnogaBLLIMXCA NOCe UMMAHTALMM KnanaHa

Table 1. Number of patients followed-up after valve implantation

Mepvop HabnoneHus, Mec. 0 6 12
Konnyectso naumeHToB 67 65 59

24 36 48 60 72 84
56 46 39 29 29 28

JIOCKYTOM annonnaHTa Ans npodUNakTUKM 3p03MpoBaHus
TpyOKM M pa3BUTUS MHAEKLMOHHBIX ocnoxHeHun [2, 8—10].
Mpu ManeHbKMX pa3Mepax rnasHuLbl B 2 Ciyyasx Anis npa-
BWILHOTO PacronoXeHns NnathopMbl KnanaHa bbina Bbl-
MoJIHeHa KaHToToMus. TpybKy BBOAUNM B NEpeSHIO KaMepy
napasniesibHO MOBEPXHOCTU PajyKu B 64 rnasax, B LMM-
apHyto 60po3ay Ha TPEX M Yepe3 NOCKYI0 YacTb LMIUAPHOTo
Tefla — Ha [ByX rnasax.

MuHMManbHbIA Nepuog, HabnogeHus coctaBun 6 Mec.,
npu 3toM 29 aeTent Habnopanucs bonee 5 net (tabn. 1).

PE3YJIbTATbI

B uccnepnoBanme BKoYeHbl 52 pebéHKa (67 rnas): 19 ne-
BoYeK 1 33 ManbuvKa B Bospacte ot 1 Mec. go 17 nert. [letei
obcnegosanu 4o 1 nocne onepauym (tabn. 2).

BospacT mauueHTOB Ha MOMEHT onepauuu COCTaBun
6,6 + 0,6 rona (amanasoH ot 1 mec. go 17 fet), npu 3TOM
BO3pacT AEeTel B rpynmne co BTOPUYHOM FayKoMoii bbin 6osb-
we (t = 2,36; p < 0,05). CpeaHuit nepuof, HaboaeHus noche

Tabnuua 2. XapakTepucTuKa obcnej0BaHHbIX NaLMEHTOB
Table 2. Characteristics of examined patients

UMMNaHTaumMu KnanaHa coctasun 44,0 + 4,9 Mec. (omMana3oH
6—120 mec.). InanasoH cpeaHero BI'l oo onepauumm cocta-
BUN 21-42 MM pT. CT., @ B KOHLe HabntoaeHms — 12-22 Mm
pT. cT. (t=18,8; p < 0,01). BenmumHa B[, ao u nocne one-
pauuii Obina 0iMHaKoBOM Bo Bcex TPEX rpynnax (¢ = 0,7-0,3,
p > 0,05). CpepHuii nepesHe3aaHMI pa3Mep rnasHoro s6io-
Ka NpeBbllLan BO3PacTHY0 HOpPMYy M COCTaBWUN A0 Omnepauumn
25,0 + 0,3 (amanasoH ot 19,0 po 29,97 MM) 1 nocne one-
pauMM 3HauMMO He u3MeHunca — 24,2 + 0,6 (pasnuums
CTaTUCTUYECKM He3Haummsl, t= 1,2, p > 0.05). Y nauueHToB
C BPOX/EHHOI rNayKoMomn pa3Mepbl riasHoro fbnoka bblam
bosiblue, YeM B Apyrux rpynnax (t = 4,9-4,5, p < 0,01).

B 67,2% cnyd4aeB [0 MMMAaHTauMM KnanaHa Axme-
Aa ObinM BbINOMHEHbl ApYrvMe aHTUrayKOMHbIe onepa-
umm (B cpepHem 1,7 £ 0,2 onepaunu y Kaxporo pebeHKa).
Monosure naumentoB (35 u3 67 rnas, 52,2 %) npoBefeHa,
Nno KpaliHel Mepe OAHOKPATHO, onepauus QUbTPYIOLLEro
TMna (cuHycoTpabekynakTomus). Ha 25 u3 67 rnas (37,3 %)
[0 WMMMaHTaLMK KnanaHa NpoBefeHbl LMKI0AECTPYKTUB-
Hble onepauun. HUKoMy 4o 3TOro MMNiaHTauum ApeHaHbIX

Mapametp Bcero 3Jmronorusa 3aboneBaHus
nepBuYHas rnaykoma BTOpUYHas
BPOX/EHHas Ha (oHe rnayKoma
rnayKoma BPOXAEHHBIX
aHomanui
KonuyecTtBo nauueHToB (rna3) 52 (67) 8(11) 17 (23) 27 (33)
Manbynku: yncno naumeHToB (rnas) 33 (41) 8(11) 11 (13) 14 (17)
JleBoYKu: uncno naumeHToB (rnas) 19 (26) 0 6 (10) 13 (16)
Bo3pact Ha MOMEHT UMMNaHTauuK (ananasoH) 6,6 +0,6 45+1,2 4,9 +1,2 83+08
(1 mec. =17 net) (9 mec. — 14 net) (1 Mec. — 16 net) (9 Mec. — 17 neT)
CpepHui nepuof HabnofeHus (auanasoH), Mec. 44,0 + 4,9 59,5+£10,2 26,0 +6,3 51774
(6-120) (30-90) (6-114) (6-120)

CpenHee BHyTpurnasHoe aasnenue (P,) 32,1+0,6 3,6+1,3 325+09 31,9+0,9
[0 ornepauum, MM pT. CT.
CpenHee BHyTpurnasHoe aasnenue (P,) 18,5+ 0,4 19,75 +0,9 17,1+0,5 19,1+£0,5
Mnpu NocneaHeM 0CMOTPE, MM pT. CT.
CpenHuii nepefHe3afHWii pa3Mep rnasHoro Abnoka 250+0,3 278+05 23,9+0,6 24,9 + 0,4
[0 onepaumn, MM
CpepnHuin nepeHe3afHuiA pa3Mep rnasHoro sbsoka 24,2 +0,6 28,0+0,7 23,3+0,6 23,9+0,9
Npu nocnefHeM 0CMOTPE, MM
MpenLwecTBytoLwmMe rUNOTEH3NBHLIE ONEpaLmu: 1,7+0,2 2,9+04 0,9+0,3 1,8+0,3
TpabeKyn03KToMUA 1,37£1,0 2,36 £05 0,7+0,9 1,3+0,9
LMKNodoToKoarynsaums 0,7+0,8 05+06 0,62 +0,6 1,05+ 1,0
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Puc. 1. [na3 HoBOpOXAEHHOrO pebEHKa
C rNayKoMoii Ha (oHe BPOXAEHHOW aHu-
puLuu

Fig. 1. The eye of a newborn child with
glaucoma due to congenital aniridia

YCTPOWCTB He MpOBOAMAM. HauMeHbllee KONMYECTBO rMno-
TEH3UBHbIX OMEpaTUBHbIX BMELUATENbCTB L0 MMMNaHTaLuu
KnanaHa bbinio BLINOMHEHO MALMEHTaM C rNayKoMol, pas-
BMBLUENCA Ha QOHE BPOXAEHHBIX cuHapoMoB (39,1 % rnas:
B cpenHeM 0,9 omepaumn y Kawporo pebéHKa, pasnnyms
C ApYrMMMW rpynnamm MaumeHToB CTAaTUCTUYECKW 3HAYMMBbI,
t=4,1-2,2, p<0,05). Y 16 peteit (22 rnasa) uMnnaHTaums
KnanaHa Axmefia cTana nepBoil rMNOTEH3WUBHOW ornepaLuet.
3710 ObINM MaUMEHTBI C FN1AYKOMOWA, NpYU KOTOPoW Tpabekyi-
3KTOMUSA, Kak NpaBuno, ABnsetcs Mano3ddeKTuBHoi —
Ha doHe aHupuauiiHoro cuHapoMa (7 naumeHTos; 11 rnas)
(puc. 1-3), ¢ adaknyeckoi rnaykomoin (4; 5), ¢ amcreHesoM
nepenHero OTAeNa rnasa co CKiepokopHea (3; 3), ¢ rnay-
KOMOM Ha (OHe CeMeiiHo-HacNeACTBEHHOW 3KCCYAaTUBHOM
BuTpeopeTuHonatum (1; 1), yBeanbHoi rnaykomMon (1; 2).

Mo HaLMM AaHHBIM, TMMNOTEH3WBHBIN 3QdEKT 0T onepaLum
COXpaHsieTcsi B TeyeHue 6 Mec. y 97 % nauueHToB, B AaNb-
HeMwWeM OH cHuxaetca [4, 10-14, 16]. Tak, apdeKTMBHOCTL
onepauum coctasuna 91,8, 82 n 73,9 % uepe3 1, 2 u 3 roga
COOTBETCTBEHHO M focTurna 42,8 % yepes 7 neT HabmoaeHus
(puc. 4).

Puc. 2. Mna3 pebénka 16 nert
C aHUPUAMIAHBIM CUHAPOMOM
Fig. 2. The eye of a 16-year-old
child with aniridic syndrome

Puc. 3. [na3 pebéHka 14 net ¢ aHupuanii-
HbIM CUHLPOMOM, apTUhaKueil C UMNNaH-
TMPOBAHHBIM KianaHoM

Fig. 3. The eye of a 14-year-old child with
aniridic syndrome, pseudophakia with an
implanted valve
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Puc. 4. [lnHamuka runoTeHanBHoro addexta onepaumm M-
nnaHTauMmu KnanaHa AxMefa 3a nepuoj HabnoaeHus

Fig. 4. Dynamics of the hypotensive effect of Ahmed valve implan-
tation during the follow-up period

Mo NuUTepaTypHbIM [aHHbIM NPOBEAEH CPABHUTENbHBIN
aHanu3 pesynbTaTUBHOCTM OMepPaLyMM UMMNIAHTaLMK KnanaHa
AxMepa y petent (tabn. 3).

Ta6nuua 3. CpaBHUTENbHbIE pe3yNbTaTbl UMMIaHTaLMM KNnanaHa AxMefa Npy LeTCKoii rnaykoMe
Table 3. Comparative results of Ahmed valve implantation in pediatric glaucoma

AsTop Yucno CpepHuin Mpeaue- Mepuop, CoxpaHHOCTb MMNOTEH3UBHOMO
nauueHToB BO3pacT cTBytoLLan HabnopeHus, | addekTa B TedeHue 1-5 net, %
(rnas) (net) xupyprus, % Mec. 1 | 9 | 3 | 4 | 5
0. Albis-Donado (2010) [11] 106 (128) 7,58 32,8 25,7 82 719 710 4 -
F. Al Mobarak (2009) [13] 36 (42) 0,98 100 24 74 63 - - -
Y. Ou (2009) [14] 19 (30) 1.8 93 57,6 63 50 50 41 33
H.K. Yang (2008) [17] 29 (34) 5,9 44,1 - 69 46 - - -
Y. Morad (2003) [3] 44 (60) 6 97 24,3 93 8 71 45 -
S. Balekudaru (2014) [18] 71@11) 6,8 67 37,8 97 80 - - -
R. Autratta (2007) [19] 76 (76) 6,9 55,2 85,2 91 82 76 T 67
A. Chen (2015) [20] 100 (136) 7.1 30 75,6 88 - - - 55
K. Spiess (2021) [21] 23(29) 2 - 85,4 68 64 54 54
M. Pakravan (2018) [16] 72 (95) 7.9 - 51,3 81 72 66 62 59
MpencTaBneHHoe 52 (67) 6.6 67,2 44,0 92 82 14 67 55
uccnepoBanme
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Puc. 5. NHKancynaums GunbTpaLMoHHON NOAYLIKH
Fig. 5. Bleb encapsulation

Puc. 6. PeTpakuums papyxku K TpybKe (noKasaHa cTpenkoi)
Fig. 6. Retraction of the iris to the tube (shown by the arrow)

Puc. 7. PeTpakuums Tpybku
Fig. 7. Tube retraction

Puc. 8. 3xorpamMma naumeHTa ¢ nocaeonepaLmoHHON TOTabHOW
LMIMOXOPMOMAANBbHON 0TCNOMKOM

Fig. 8. Echogram of a patient with postoperative total ciliochoroidal
detachment

WNHTpaonepauMoHHbIX OCMOXHEHWA MU WMMAAHTaLMK
KnamaHa He 3aduKcupoBaHo. [locneonepaumoHHbIe 0CNOX-
HeHWA BKITHOYaIK:

*  WHKancynaumo GunbTpaLMoHHON noayLiku Ha 17 rma-
3ax (25,3 %) (puc. 5). Bo Bcex cnyyasx npoBefeHa pe-
BM3usA NNaTOpMbI KNanaHa, MCCEYEH Y4aCTOK Kamncy-
TNbl HafL HeW, NONoXeHMe TPYOKW Npu 3TOM 0CTaBaoch
cTabunbHbIM W BI'[l KoMneHcpoBaHo nocrie onepauuy;

* PeTpaKLMio pafyKKu K TpybKe, C U3MeHeHneM (GopMbl
3payKa Ha Tpéx rnasax (4,5 %) (puc. 6);

* peTpakumio Tpybku Ha ogHom rnasy (1,5 %) — cMe-
LLieHMe KOHLa TpybKy K 30He MMba 13-3a pacTsKeHus
rnasHoro sbnoka. BeinonHeHo cMelueHne Knepeau
nnatopMbl KnanaHa (puc. 7);

DAl https://doi.org/10.17816/0V101112

Puc. 9. [na3s naumeHTa 5 net ¢ 3HA0HTaNbMUTOM, BO3HUKLLNM
BCNEACTBME 3p03uM TPYOKM yepe3 3 Mec. nocie UMMNaHTaumm
KnanaHa Axmepa

Fig. 9. The eye of a 5-year-old patient with endophthalmitis due
to tube erosion 3 months after implantation of the Ahmed valve

*  LMNIMOXOPMOULATbHYIO OTCOMKY (puC. 8) B paHHeM mo-
C/leonepaLMoHHOM Mepuofie Ha Tpéx rnasax (4,5 %),
KOTOpas KynupoBaHa KOHCepBaTUBHOM Tepanuen Kop-
TMKOCTEpPOMAAMM, B OJHOM Cnyyae noTpeboBanach
3a[1HAA TpenaHauusa CKepbl;

 OCNOXHEHHYI0 KaTapaKkTy Ha AaByx rnasax (3,0 %)
Ha QoHe bydTanbMa. B nnaHoBOM nopsigke BbINosHe-
Ha aKoacnmpauus.

Ha Ttpéx rnasax (4,5 %) Habnoganack 3posus TpyoKu.

B onHoM cnyyae (1,5 %) 3To npuBeno K passuTuio 3HA0G-
TanbMuTa y pebeHKa, KOTopbl Yepe3 3 Mec. mocne one-
paLMM nepeHEC OCTPbIA KOHBIOHKTUBUT Ha (OoHe BETPSHOIM
ocnbl (puc. 9). Bo apyrux cnyyasx Tpybka Obina LoMosHM-
TeNbHO MOKPbITA aNIONNAHTOM, a MosoXKeHue NAaThopMbl
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Tabnuua 4. locneonepauyoHHbIe OCIOXHEHWUA UMNIAHTALMM KnanaHa AxMena

Table 4. Postoperative complications of Ahmed valve implantation

Bup, ocnoxHexus

JlutepatypHble AaHHble, % [laHHoe nccneposanue, %

lepenHee cMeLueHWe TPYOKM C € KOHTAKTOM C POroBULEN
Petpakuus Tpybkm

3po3ust KOHBIOHKTMBbI C NPOpPe3blBaHNEM TPYOKM
Jnpodransmut

06CTpYKUMS ApeHaXHOW TPYOKU KpoBbto, (MOPUHOM, Kancyioi
XpyCTanuKa unu CTeKNOBUAHLIM TENOM

PeTpaKkums pagyKu K TpyoKe, NpUBOAALLAS K U3MEHEHMIO
(bopMbl 3pauKa

WHKancynauma GunbTpaumMoHHOW NOAYLIKKM

HapyLueHns nofBMMXHOCTI, AUNONMS W OrpaHUYeHUe B30pa
[MnoToHuA ¢ P, MeHee 5 MM pT. CT.

LunnoxoprounpansHas oTcoika

OTcnoika cetyaTtku

leModTansm

KarapakTa

Mdema

CmeLueHre nnatdopMbl KnanaHa

2-34 -
3,9-8,3 1,5
1,6-7 4,6
EanHnyHble cnyyan 2,3
4-13,5 -
[o 21 9,3
21-30 32,5
1,9-7,3 -
10-42 -
2,1-4,2 6,8
2,2-1,1 9,3
3,9-8 -
EanHnyHble cnyyan 2,3

EnuHnyHbIe cnyyam -
EnuHnyHble cnyyam 2,3

Tabnuua 5. QakTopbl pucka pa3BuTHs HeGNaronpUATHOTO MCX0Aa NOCe UMMIaHTaLMKM KnanaHa Axmena
Table 5. Risk factors for unfavorable outcome after Ahmed valve implantation

(DaKTop p1cKa X2 p
Bo3spact meHee 1 ropa 0,01 >0,05
MepenHe3anHuin 0Tpe3oK bonee BospacTHoil HopMbl Ha 20 % 79 <0,05
Bo3spact mMeHee 5 net 1,4 >0,05
BHyTpurnasHoe aaeneHune bonee 32 MM pr. cT. 20,1 <0,05
MpenLwecTBylowme rMNoTEH3NBHbIE ONepaLmn GULTPYIOLLEro TMNna 78 <0,05
MpenLwecTByloLwme HernayKoMaTo3Hble onepauum 0,02 >0,05
lpenLwecTByloLwme LMKNOAECTPYKTUBHBIE OnepaLmm 0,9 >0,05

0CTaBaNoCb CTabWNbHLIM B TEYEHWe BCEro nepuoaa Habnio-
nenus. Ha 4 rnasax (6,0 %) BbisiB/ieHa OTCJIOMKA CETYATKMU.
Bo Bcex ciyyasx oHa AMArHOCTMpOBaHa B MO3AHEM Mocre-
OonepaLMoHHOM Nepuoge, Yepes 6 MecsLes 1 bonee, Ha rna-
3ax ¢ bydTanbmMoM, M €€ CBA3b C UMMMAHTaLMelN KnanaHa
He0CTOBEPHA.

KonmnuecTBo 1 xapaKTep 0CNOXHEHMIA UMMNIaHTaLM ape-
HaXKHbIX YCTPOICTB [LETAM B PasfMyHbIX JIMTEPATYPHBIX MUC-
TOYHMKAX CYLLECTBEHHO pa3nnyatoTcs. Hanpumep, yactota ux
Konebanacb ot 84,6 % B uccnepnosaHum A. Chen 1 coasr. [12]
(44/52 rnas), pmo 28,9 % no pawHbiM 0. Albis-Donado
u coaer. [11]. B Tabn. 4 npeactaBneHo cpaBHeHWe YacTOThI
Pa3BUTUA OCNOXHEHWIA B HALUEM MCCNEA0BaHMM M MO JiuTe-
paTypHbIM LaHHbIM [2, 3, 4, 11-16].

Hamu 6binn Takke npoaHanu3upoBaHbl GaKTOpbl pUCKa
PasBUTUS HEDNAronpuaTHOro MCXoda Mocsie MMMIaHTaLuKu
KnanaHa AxMepa y fetei (tabn. 5).
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CTaTMCTMYeCKM [OCTOBEPHBbIMM (haKTOpaMW OKasanucb
yBenuyenme 130 rnasHoro s6noKa no cpaBHEHMIO C BO3pacT-
Hol HopMoii Ha 20 % v Gonee, BI[L Ha MOMEHT onepauuy
Bonee 32 MM pT. CT., @ TaKKe NepeHecEHHble paHee aHTU-
rnayKoMHble onepaumn GUnbTpyloLLEero Tuna.

3AKJIO4YEHUE

MMnnaHTaumio apeHaxHoro yctporctea Ahmed Glaucoma
Valve MOXHO BbINOJHATL NPU pedpaKTepHOi [AETCKOM rnay-
KoMe B cfiy4ae HeaheKTUBHOCTH NpeLLLIeCTBYOLLMX onepa-
uuit. KpoMe Toro, B psage cnyyaeB — npu bydransMuuecku
M3MEHEHHBIX rNasax, adakuuHbIX, aBUTpeasbHbIX rnasax,
JMCreHe3e nepejHero CerMeHTa rnasa ¢ HejopasBUTUEM
yrna nepefHen Kamepbl — [aHHOe BMeLLaTeNbCTBO CTa-
HOBUTCS €[JMHCTBEHHO BO3MOXHbIM CPEACTBOM CHUKEHUS
BI'[l, coxpaHeHus 3pUTenbHbIX GYHKLMI 1 rnasHoro Abnoka.
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B Takux cnyyasx AaHHoe BMeLLaTenbCTBO LienecoobpasHo
BbIMNOSHATL B KA4ECTBE MEPBOIA onepaLyuy.

BmecTe ¢ TeM HeobXoAMMO y4NTBIBaTL CHUMEHWE I DeK-
TUBHOCTU [PEHAXKHOr0 YCTPOMCTBA CO BPEMEHEM, @ TaKKe
BO3MOXHOCTb OC/IOXHEHWUA B OTAANEHHOM nocneonepaum-
OHHOM nepuoje, HeobXoAMMO NPOACIKUTENBHOE AMHAMM-
yeckoe HaboaeHNe aHHbIX NaLMEeHTOB.
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(BCe aBTOpPbI BHECNM CYLLECTBEHHbIA BKNaA B pa3paboTky
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