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CpaBHMTeNIbHAA OLEHKa pe3ynbTaToB m
¢akoaMynbcupuKaLum npu UCNoNb30BaHUM it

oTé4yeCTBeHHbIX U 38pY6E)KHbIX BUCKO03J1aCTUKOB

I.3. Ixanuawswunu, 3.3. Papuxosa
MepBbiit CaHKT-TeTepbyprckuii rocynapcTBEHHBIN MeAMLIMHCKUIA YHUBEPCUTET UM. akagemuka .M. Maenos, CaHkT-lNeTepbypr, Poccus

AxkmyaneHocme. ®akoamynbcuduKaums, Kak Haubonee besonacHas METOAMKA, ABNSETCA 30/10TbIM CTaHLAPTOM XUpYp-
MM KatapakTbl Bo BceM Mupe. OfHako mobas onepaumsi COnpoBOXAeTcs HEM30EXKHBIM NMOBPEXAEHUEM BHYTPUrIA3HbIX
CTPYKTYP, Cpeay KOTOpbIX NOTEPS KIETOK 3HA0TENMSA POroBuLbl BCTPEYAETCa yallle ocTanbHbIX. C LieNbio npefoTBpaLLeHus
MHTPaonepaLMOHHbIX OC/IOXHEHWIA LUIMPOKO UCMOMb3YHOTCS PasfiMyHble BUCKO3/AacTMYeCKWe npenapatkl, obnajatoLme onpe-
JENEHHbIMU CBOMCTBAMM U XapaKTePUCTUKAMU.

Lleny uccnedosaHus. CpaBHUTb aHaTOMMYECKOe M (QYHKUMOHANbHOE COCTOSIHME TNa3HbIX CTPYKTYP Y NaLMEHTOB C Ka-
TapaKToW nocnie cTaHAapTHOW (aKoaMyNbCUdUKaLMM C UMNaHTaLuMeln MOHO(OKaNbHON 3afiHEKAMEepHOW MHTPAOKYSPHOM
JIMH3bI NP UCMOSIb30BaHUM 0TeYecTBeHHbIX (KoreBuck u AareBuck) v 3apybexHbix (Viscoat u Amvisc Plus) BuckoanacTukos.

Mamepuanel u Memodel. B KnHMYecKoe uccneaoBaHme bbinn BKItOYeHbl 60 nauueHToB ¢ KaTapakToii (60 rnas), KoTo-
pble 6blM pa3aeneHbl Ha ABe paBHble rpynnbl. B nepsoi rpynne (30 nauuenTos, 30 rna3) B xofe onepauum UCMOsb30Bay
Anresuck u Koresuck (000 «Conodapm», Poccus). CpeaHuii Bo3pacT naumeHToB cocTaBun 66 + 11 net. Bo BTopoii rpynne
(30 naumenTos, 30 rnas) ucnonbsosanm Viscoat (Alcon) n Amvisc Plus (Bausch&Lomb). CpenHuit BospacT naumeHToB —
69,03 £ 10,44 ropa. BceM naumeHTaM 6bina BbiNosHeHa $aKko3MyNbCUPUKALMA C UMMTAHTALMEN MHTPAOKYNAPHON JIMH3bI
AcrySof (Momenb SA60AT, Alcon) no cTaHaapTHoi MeToauKe. OLEeHUBaNIM OCTPOTY 3peHUs, YPOBEHb BHYTPUIIIa3HOMO [aBrie-
HUS, TOMLLMHY POroBULbI B LIEHTPasbHOM 30HE, MIOTHOCTb 3HAOTENMANbHBIX KNETOK. Bee uccneoBaHns npoBoAnnM oo one-
pauuu, Ha CNepyroLniA AeHb, Yepes 7 aHeli u cnycTs 1 Mec. nocfie BMeLUaTeNbCTBa.

Pesynbmamel. Y nauveHToB BTOpOIA rpynnbl Ha 1-i (p < 0,05) u 7-i peHb (p < 0,01) nocne onepaumu BbISIBEHO CTaTh-
CTUYECKM 3HAYMMOe MOBbILIEHME BHYTPUINIAa3HOTO AaBEHWSA MO CPaBHEHWMIO C NepBoiA rpynnon. loKasaTesb TONLWMHBI LieH-
TPasbHOW 30HbI POrOBMLbI B PaHHEM MOC/E0NEPaALMOHHOM Nepuoge uMen bonbluee 3HaueHWe Y NauUeHToB BTOPON rpynnbl,
0[JHaKO He Bbln CTaTUCTMYECKY 3HAUYMMbIM. [TOKa3aTenn NoTepu SHA0TENMaNbHbIX KITETOK poroBuLbl Yepe3 1 Mec. nocne one-
pauuv cocTaBunm y naumeHTos nepeoi rpynnbl 8,5 + 7,0 % (p < 0,01), y naumneHToB BTOpOI rpynnbl — 6,6 + 6,4 % (p < 0,01).
YuuTbiBas BEpOATHYI0 MOrPELUHOCTb MeTofa MOLCYETA AaHHOrO NoKasaTens, 0OHapyXeHHble pasnuuus Mexmy rpynna-
MU He SBMISNIUCb CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUMMbIMU. MaKCUManbHO KOppUrMpOBaHHas OCTPOTa 3pPeHWs Y MauMeHToB 0beux rpynn
Ha Bcex 3tamax Habnwopenus nocie onepaunm (1, 7 n 30-i neHb) conocTaBuMa, AOCTOBEPHOW PasHULbl LaHHbIX Mexny
rpynnamm He bbino.

Beigodel. KnuHnyeckas 3 heKTMBHOCTb MPUMEHEHMS aire3MBHOTO W KOTe3MBHOMO BUCKO3/IaCTUKOB 0TEYECTBEHHOIO Npo-
nssoactea Anresuck u Koresuck (000 «Conodapm», Poccus) npu GpakoaMynbCUUKaLMM HavanbHOM HEOCNOMHEHHON BO3-
PaCTHOI KaTapaKTbl Mo TexHuke soft-shell conocTaBuMa ¢ NpuMeHeHUeM 3apybexHbix aHanoroB Viscoat (Alcon) u Amvisc
Plus (Bausch&Lomb), uto noaTBepxaaeTca OTCYTCTBMEM CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAUYMMBIX PasfMumiA UCCRedyeMbIX MoKasaTeneil
Moc/ieonepaLmoHHOro COCTOSHUS CTPYKTYP rNasHoro A6/10Ka 1 00bACHSAETCA UX CXOLHBIM COCTaBOM, MOJIEKYNISPHOW Maccoil
1 BAABKOCTHIO.

KnioueBble cnoBa: dakoamynbeuduKkaums; BUCKoanacTuk; Aaresuck; Koresuck; Viscoat; Amvisc Plus.
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Comparative evaluation of the results
of phacoemulsification using domestic
and foreign viscoelastics

Georgy Z. Dzhaliashvili, Elmaz E. Farikova

I.P. Pavlov First Saint Petersburg State Medical University, Saint Petersburg, Russia

BACKGROUND: Phacoemulsification, being the safest technique, is the “golden standard” of cataract surgery worldwide.
However, as any surgery, it is accompanied by inevitable damage to intraocular structures. The most prevalent among them
is the loss of corneal endothelial cells. In order to prevent these complications, various viscoelastics with particular features
and characteristics are widely used.

AIM: To compare the anatomical and functional state of ocular structures after standard phacoemulsification with mono-
focal posterior chamber intraocular lens (IOL) implantation using domestic (Kogevisc and Adgevisc) and foreign (Viscoat and
Amvisc Plus) viscoelastics.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: 60 cataract patients (60 eyes) were included in the clinical study, which were divided into two
equal groups. In the first group (30 patients, 30 eyes), Adgevisc and Kogevisc (Solofarm, Russia) were used during the proce-
dure. The mean age of the patients was 66 + 11 years. In the second group (30 patients, 30 eyes), Viscoat (Alcon) and Amvisc
Plus (Bausch&Lomb) were used. The mean age of the patients was 69.03 + 10.44 years. All patients underwent phacoemul-
sification with the implantation of the AcrySof I0L (model SA60AT, Alcon) according to the standard technique. Visual acuity,
IOP level, CCT, corneal endothelial cell density were assessed. All studies were performed before surgery, the next day, 7 days
and 1 month after surgery.

RESULTS: In patients of the second group, on the 1%t (p < 0.05) and 7" day (p < 0.01) after surgery, a statistically significant
increase in IOP was revealed compared to the first group. The central cornea thickness in the early postoperative period was
higher in patients of the second group, however, it was not statistically significant. The loss of corneal endothelial cells 1 month
after surgery was 8.5 + 7.0% (p < 0.01) in the first group and 6.6 + 6.4% in the second group (p < 0.01). The mean value of
endothelial cell loss in patients of the first group was higher, however, it was not statistically significant. The best corrected
visual acuity in both groups at all stages of follow-up after surgery (days 1, 7 and 30) was comparable, there was no significant
difference between the groups.

CONCLUSIONS: The clinical efficacy of domestic adhesive and cohesive viscoelastics Adgevisc and Kogevisc (Solofarm,
Russia) in phacoemulsification using the soft-shell technique is comparable to the foreign analogues Viscoat (Alcon) and
Amvisc Plus (Bausch & Lomb), which is confirmed by the absence of statistically significant differences in the studied param-
eters of the postoperative state of ocular structures and explained by their similar composition, molecular weight and viscosity.

Keywords: phacoemulsification; viscoelastics; Kogevisc; Adgevisc; Viscoat; Amvisc Plus.
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AKTYAJIbHOCTb

B Hactosiee Bpems (ako3aMynbCUPUKALMIO MPUHATO
CYMTaTh 30/10TbIM CTAHAAPTOM XUPYPriM KaTapaKTbl BO BCEM
mupe. CerofHs dakoaMmynbcuUKaLums € MMMIaHTauuei
MHTPAOKYNAPHON NMH3bI — Haubonee 6e3onacHblid cnocob
IKCTPaKLUMK KaTapakTbl. TeM He MeHee Nbas onepauus,
CBAI3aHHas CO BCKPLITUEM I1a3HOr0 A0610Ka, NPUBOLUT K No-
BpexzeHuo ero cTpyktyp [1, 2]. Haubonee yacto BcTpeya-
IOLLMMUCA OCNOXKHEHMAMU (HaKo3IMyNbCUDUKaLMK SBNSAIOTCS
noTeps 3HAOTENMANbHBIX KNETOK POroBuLbl U odTanbMoru-
neptensus [1, 2, 7, 19, 20, 24].

C uenbto NoBbILLeHWs be30nacHOCTY yNbTPa3BYKOBOW da-
KO3MyNbCUUKaLMM Ans 3HLOTENUS U LIPYrUX BHYTPUNIa3HbIX
CTPYKTYP LLMPOKO UCMOMb3YHTCA PasfMyHble BUCKO3MIacTUYe-
ckue npenaparsl [1, 3, 7-10].

IdheKTUBHOCTL 3aLUMUTHOTO [LEACTBUS BUCKO3MACTUKOB
3aBUCUT OT MX XapaKTepUCTUK. Mo cBOMM QU3N4ECKUM CBOM-
CTBaM BMCKO3NACTUKM Pa3fensioT Ha ABe rpynmbl: KOresus-
Hble M afaresvBHble. KoresuBHble BellecTBa, obnagatowime
Bonee BbICOKOW BA3KOCTBIO, JIyulle MOALEPHKUBAKT 0OBEM,
HanpuMep nepefHei KaMepbl U KarncynbHOro MellKa. Agre-
3MBHble BELLECTBa, UMeloLLMe Bomee HU3KYH BA3KOCTb, y4-
e YLEePKMUBAIOTCA Ha MOBEPXHOCTAX, HaNpUMep CTPYKTYP,
OrpaHWNYMBAIOLLMX NEPESHIO KaMepy, U MefAsleHHee BbIMbI-
BaloTCcA B Xo4e onepauuu [1, 4,7, 8, 10, 26].

CywiecTByeT HecKosbKo cnocoboB BBEEHWUS BUCKO-
3M1aCTUKOB B MEPeSHIO Kamepy — YMPOLLEHHbIA, KOMOU-
HWUPOBaHHLIN U TexHuKa soft-shell, onucaHHas moKTopoM
S.A. Arshinoff [5], npu ncnonb3oBaHUM KOTOPOI CHayana 3a-
MOJHAKT NEPeSHIO KaMepy afresvBHbIM BUCKO3MIACTUKOM,
a 3aTeM Ha MepejHIoK Kamncyny XpycTaiuKa HaHoCAT Kore-
3MBHbIN BUCKO3M1ACTUK [5, 6]. [To Mepe BBeiEHNSA B NEPEAHI00
Kamepy KOre3nBHOr0 BUCKO3/1aCTUKA aAre3vBHbIN OTTECHSET-
€S KBEpXY M hOpMUpYeT 3aLLMTHBINA CNOW Ha 3HLOTENINM po-
roeuubl [4—6]. [lna naHHoi TexHuku B Poccum fonroe Bpemst
ucmonb3oBanu 3apybexHble BUCKO3NacTMKW. B kauectse
afre3uBHOro yaie Bcero Viscoat, a B KauecTBe KOresuBHo-
ro — Amvisc Plus. B 2019 r. B Poccum bbinn 3apernctpupo-
BaHbl OTEYECTBEHHbIE BUCKO3NAcTMKM KoreBuck u AareBuck
(000 «Conodapm», Poccus) [26].

Tom 15,N°2,2022

OdransMonorniecKme BeoMocTn

Llens knuHu4ecko20 uccnedo8aHuUs — CPaBHEHME aHaTo-
MUYECKOr0 U QYHKLMOHANBLHOMO COCTOSHUA [1a3HbIX CTPYKTYP
Yy NaLMeHTOB C KaTapaKToli noc/e CTaH4apTHON GaKoaMysb-
cudUKaLMM ¢ MnIaHTaumen MoHohoKanbHOW 3aHeKaMep-
HOM MHTPAOKYNSPHOM NMH3bl MPU MCMOMb30BaHUN OTeYe-
cTBeHHbIX (KoreBuck u AnreBuck) u 3apybexHbix (Viscoat
n Amvisc Plus) BuckoanacTukos.

MATEPWAJIbI U METObI

B knuHuyeckoe uccneposatue bbinv BKtoueHsl 60 yeno-
BEK C HayanbHOW BO3PACTHOM HEOCNOXHEHHOW KaTapaKTow
(60 rnas). MauveHTb! bbiNM pa3aeneHbl Ha ABe PaBHbIE FPYMMbI.
B nepsoii rpynne (30 nauuenTos, 30 rnas) B xoae onepa-
umm npumensnn Agresuck u Koreeuck (Conodapm, Poccus).
Bo Bropoit rpynne (30 naumentos, 30 rnas) ucnonb3oBanu
Viscoat (Alcon) n Amvisc Plus (Bausch&Lomb).

Koreswck coctont u3 1,6 % ruanypoHara HaTpus, KOTOPbIN,
Kak 1 Amvisc Plus, obecneunsaeT noaaepxaque obbeMa ne-
pefHeli KamMepbl 1 BbICTYMAeT B KAYeCTBe KOTe3/BHOI0 BUCKO-
anactuKa (tabn. 1). AareBuck — koMbuHaums 3 % Hatpus rvany-
poHata u 4 % xoHapouTuHa cynbdarta, BbICTynaeT, Kak v Viscoat,
B POSIM aAresvBHOM0 BUCKO3NACTUKa [26] (Tabn. 1). AareBuck
1 KoreBuck abcomtoTHO Npo3payHbl, He 3aTpyAHAIT BU3yamnu-
3aumio BO BpeMs onepauym, obecneunBaloT 3alLUTy KaK 3H-
[0TENUS POroBuLbl, TaK W APYrUX MHTPAOKYNISAPHLIX TKaHeN!.

CpepHuiA BO3pacT MauMeHTOB NepBoM rpymnMbl COCTaBUN
66 + 11 net, BTopoi rpynnbl — 69,03 + 10,44 roga. Cratu-
CTMYECKM 3HAUMMOI pa3HULbl B BO3pacTe MeXAy rpynnamu
He oTMevanocb. KputepusiMM WCKIIOYEHWS CTanu: HU3Kas
MNOTHOCTb 3HAOTENMANbHBIX KIETOK POroBuULbl (MeHbLLe
1800 Kn/MM?), UCTPOdUUECKME U3MEHEHNS POTOBULIbI U Ha-
NM4Me COMYTCTBYHOLLLEN FMAYKOMBI.

BceM naumeHTaM NpoBeAeHO CTaHaapTHOE o(TanbMosony-
yeckoe obcnenoBaHme. BHyTpurnasHoe aasnexue (BI[) Ha Bcex
3Tanax uccnepoBaHus onpegpensiv ToHometpoM ICARE ic 100
(Mogenb TAQT1). TonwmMHY LEHTPanbHON 30HbI POroBULbI M3-
MepsNIM C MOMOLLBI0 OnTUYecKoro BuoMetpa Lenstar-2000
(Haag-Streit). IHpoTENMANbHY MUKPOCKOMMWIO BbIMOMHAN
¢ nomolLbto npubopa Confoscan-4 (Nidek). MnotHocTb aHaoTe-
JIManbHBIX KIETOK PaccyMTbIBaM B PYHHOM PEXMUME.

Ta6nuua 1. XapaKTepucTUKM UcCiefyeMbIX BA3KOYNPYrux odTanbMoormyeckux BeLLecTs
Table 1. Characteristics of the studied viscoelastic ophthalmic substances: content, molecular weight and dynamic viscosity

[nHaMnyecKas BA3KOCTb

BuckoanacTtukm Cocras, % MonekynspHblii Bec, [la (npu Temnepatype 25 °C u cKopocTH
capura 1 ¢7), mMa-c
Amvisc Plus 1,6 NaHa 1000000-2900000 55700 + 8200
Koresuck 1,6 NaHa >1000000 47500-200000
Viscoat 3,0 NaHa Csbliwue 500000 40000 + 20000
4,0 % CSS 22500
ApreBuck 3,0 NaHa Cebiwe 500000 20000-100000
4,0 % CSS 22500

[pumeyanue. NaHa — Hatpus ruanypoHat, CSS — xoHapoutuHa cynbdar.
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BhilwenepeuncrieHHble MCCNef0BaHMA OCYLLECTBASNN He-
MOCPeACTBEHHO Mepef, onepaumeid, Ha CrefyoLmii eHb No-
cne Heé, a TakKe yepe3 7 AHel 1 04WH MecsLl.

MauveHTam obenx uccnefyeMblx rpynn 6bina nposefe-
Ha (aKo3aMyNbCUPUKALMA C MMMNNIaHTaLmMel MOHOGhOKabHO
3a[IHeKaMepHOIi UHTPaoKyNApHOI IuH3bl AcrySof® (Mopenb
SA60AT, Alcon) no ctaHpapTHoi MeToamke. Onepaummn uc-
MOJIHEHbI OJJHAM XUPYProM Yepe3 PoroBUYHbINA TOHHESbHBIN
paspe3 LUMpUHOA 2,2 MM, C MCMOSIb30BaHWEM annapara
Stellaris (Bausch&Lomb).

BuckoanacTuky B nepefHIo KaMepy BBOAWIM N0 TEXHM-
Ke soft-shell, koTopble B KOHLie onepaLym TLaTesbHO BbIMbl-
Ba/iM M3 rnasa C NoMoLLblo 61MaHyanbHOM UppUraLMoHHO-
acnMpaLmMoHHON CUCTEMBI C UCMOMb30BaHNeM pacTBopa BSS®
(Balanced Salt Solution, Bausch&Lomb). B nocneonepa-
LMOHHOM MEepUOoLe BCe MALMEHTbI MOy4anu CTaHAapTHYyH
MPOTMBOBOCMANIMTENbHYID U aHTUDBaKTEpUanbHyK Tepanuio:
uHctunaumm 0,1 % pactBopa AekcameTasoHa W rnasHble
Kannm GpToOpXMHOIOHOB.

CratucTyeckyto 06paboTKy MonyyYeHHbIX AaHHbIX Npo-
Boaunm B nporpamme SPSS Statistics v.26.0. [poBepky
HOpPManbHOCTW pacrnpefeneHnus BbIMOMHANM NpU MOMOLLY
Kputepus Konmoroposa — CMupHOBa. B BYX He3aBMCUMbIX
rpynnax COOTHOLLEHWE KONMYECTBEHHBIX MEPEMEHHBIX OLie-
HWBanu MpW NOMoOLLYM {-TecTa AN He3aBUCUMBIX BbIDOPOK,
OJ18 COOTHOLLEHMSA KAYeCTBEHHBIX MPU3HAKOB MPUMEHSNN
TOYHbIA KpuTepuit Ouwwepa. CooTHOLEHWe pe3ynbTaToB

Vol 15(2)2022

Ophthalmology Journal

M3MEpeHWs TONLUMHLI POroBULbI A0 M MOC/e Onepauumn
BHYTPM TpynMnbl OLEHWBaNU Npu NOMoLLM t-TecTa Ans 3a-
BMCMMBIX BblbOpoK c monpaBkon boHdeppoHu. Henapame-
TPUYECKME AaHHbIe OLEHMBaNM C NpuMeHeHneM U-Kputepus
MaHHa — YutHu. TNpu p < 0,05 pasnnumsa cuutanm cratucTu-
YECKY 3HAYMMBIMH.

PE3YJIbTATbI

WcxopHo obe rpynnbl 6biM 0LHOPOAHBIMU MO YPOBHIO
BI'[l, MakcMManbHO KOppUrupoBaHHOI OCTPOTE 3PEHNS, TON-
LLUMHE LeHTPaNbHON 30HbI POrOBMLbI U NAOTHOCTU 3HAOTENU-
anbHBbIX KIEToK (Tabn. 2).

Tenepb peTanbHee paccCMOTPUM AMHAMUKY WU3yvaeMbiX
noKasaTesien B ABYX rpynnax Ha rpadukax (puc. 1-4).

Y naumeHToB BTOpO¥ rpynnbl Ha 1-i (p < 0,05) u 7- oeHb
(p<0,01) nocne onepaum BbISBJIEHO CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HaUMMOe
nosbiLenre BI'/] no cpaBHeHuto ¢ nepsoit rpynnoi (puc. 1).

B paHHeM nocneonepauuoHHOM Nepuoge Yy NauMeHToB
BTOPOI rpynnbl 06HapyXeHbl YBEIMYEHHbIE 3HAYEHUS NaXU-
MeTPUM B LLEEHTPasbHO 30He POroBULibI, KOTOpbIe 0bycnoBne-
Hbl €€ 0TEKOM 13-3a J,eKOMMNeHcaLuUy 3HLOTENNSA U NOBbILLe-
Hua Bl [l. [laHHble U3MeHeHUs BpeMeHHble U CTAaTUCTUHECKM
He3HauYMMBI.

lNoka3aTenu notepu 3HAOTENUANbHBIX  KNETOK
yepe3 1 Mec. mocne onmepauMM COCTaBUAM Y NaLMEHTOB
nepson rpynnel 8,5 +7,0 % (p < 0,01), y naumeHToB BTOPO

Tabnuua 2. CpaBHUTENbHAA XapaKTEPUCTUKA AaHHbIX 06enx uccnesyemsix rpynn, p > 0,1

Table 2. Comparative characteristics of the data of both study groups, p > 0,1

lpynna [lo onepauum

1-e cyTku nocne onepaumm | 7-e CYTKW nocne onepamm | 1 Mec. nocne onepauum

MaKcuManbHo KoppurMpoBaHHas 0CTpoTa 3peHus

lepBas rpynna

0,29 + 0,23 0,80 + 0,22 0,96 + 0,22 0,97 + 0,2
(Koresuck + Aaresuck)
Bropas rpynna 02+0,18 0,70 + 0,28 0,88+ 0,25 0,98+ 0,11
(Amvisc Plus + Viscoat)

BHyTpurnasHoe gaBneHue, MM pr. CT.
Mepsan rpynna 15439 14+5 1143 13+3
(Koresuck + Aaresuck)
Bropas rpynna
(hisc Plus 1 Viscoat) 1977 £ 3176 1745 16+43 15+3
Tonu.lea Ll,EHTpaJ'IbHOVI 30HbI pOFOBVILl,bI, MKM
Mepaas rpynna 538,6 + 27,99 591,66 + 55 564 + 36,2 539,7 + 30,38
(Koresuck + AareBuck)
Bropas rpynna 541,19 + 32,33 624 + 89,2 578 + 52,9 542,8 + 32,3
(Amvisc Plus + Viscoat)
[InoTHocTb 3HA0TENINAlIbHbIX KNETOK POroBuLlbl, I'(J'I/MM2

Mepsan rpynna 244793 + 283,7 2350,04 + 280,5 2263,18 + 290 2219,39 + 306,2
(Koresuck + AgreBuck)
Bropas rpynna 2303,5 + 206,94 2242,04 + 222,5 2184,89 + 196,13 2151,43 + 171,81

(Amvisc Plus + Viscoat)
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Puc. 1. CpaBHeHWe YpOBHs BHYTPUIIa3HOrO AaBMEHUS MeXmy
rpynnamm Ha pasHbIX CPOKaX HabofeHuns

Fig. 1. Comparison of 0P levels between groups at different fol-
low-up periods
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Fig. 3. Comparison of corneal endothelial cell loss between groups
at different follow-up periods
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Fig. 4. Comparison of best corrected visual acuity between groups
at different follow-up periods

Tabnuua 3. MoTeps 3HAOTENMANBHBIX KNETOK poroBuLbl (% UCXoaHOrO)

Table 3. Loss of corneal endothelial cells (% of baseline)

MepBas rpynna

Bropas rpynna

Mokasatens (Koresuck + Agresuck) (Amvisc Plus + Viscoat) p
1-e cyTKM nocne onepauymm 4 2,6 0,2301
7-e cyTKM nocne onepauuu 6 52 0,0801
1 MecsL nocne onepauuu 8,5 6,6 0,0444

rpynnbl 6,6 £ 6,4 % (p <0,01). CpenHee 3HaueHue note-
PU 3HAOTENMANbHBIX KNETOK Y NauMeHTOB MepBoii rpynmbl
0Ka3anoch BblLle, YTO, 0JHAKO, CTaTUCTUHECKW HE3HaYMMO
(Tabn. 3, puc. 3).

MaKcvManbHo KoppuUrMpoBaHHas OCTpoTa 3peHns y na-
LMeHToB 0beux rpynn Ha Bcex 3Tanax Habmogexus nocne
onepauwu (1, 7 n 30-1 oHm) conoctaBuMa. [locToBepHOM pas-
HULbI MEXY rpynnamu Her.
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OBCYXOEHWUE

lpUMeHeHWe BMCKO3MACTUYECKMX MPenapaToB B XMpyp-
UM KaTapaKTbl U B X0[e APYriX ONepaTUBHbIX BMELLATENbCTB
0Ka3asi0Cb HacTo/bKO 3P HEKTUBHBIM, 4TO COBPEMEHHYIO O(-
TaNbMOXMUPYPriio CIOKHO NpeacTaBuTb 6e3 HuX. TeM He Me-
Hee BUCKO3/1aCTUKK, UCMOJIb3yeMble ANA 3aLUUTbl SHAOTENNS
pOroBuLbI M MOLAEPIKaHUsA 00bEMa NepesHeN KaMepbl U Kan-
CYNAPHOTO MeLLIKa Ha pa3Hbix 3Tanax GakoaMynbeuduKaumm,
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UMeKT papg HepdocTaTko. K HUM oTHOcUTCS, Npexze BCero,
nosbiwenne BI[] B paHHeM nocneonepauyoHHOM Mepuoge.
HeB03MOXKHOCTb MOHOTO BbIBEAEHWSI BUCKO3/IACTUYECKMX
npenapaTtoB M3 nepefHeli Kamepbl NpuBOOMT K brokage
TpabeKyNApHON CETOUKM UX ocTaTKamu [1, 4] U yxyaLeHuio
OTTOKa BOASHWUCTON Bnaru. V3BecTHo, 4TO MaKCWUMarb-
Hbin nogbeM BI[l npuxoamtcs Ha npoMexyTok oT 30 MuH
[0 2 4 ocne onepaLym, Ho MOXET NPOJOMKaTLCA U A0 24 4
[10, 18, 20]. beckoHTaKTHasi TOHOMETPUSA OMEPUPOBAHHOMO
rnasa B TEYEHWe NEepBbIX CYTOK MO3BOSISET BbISABMATL U BO-
BpeMS KyN1pOBaTb 0C/I0KHEHWS, BO3HUKAIOLLME B paHHEM M0-
cneonepaumoHHoM nepuoge. Mpy fanbHeliwem HabnwogeHUH
BI'[] HopManu3yeTcs uim CTaHoBUTCA Ha 1—-2 MM pT. CT. MeHb-
LLe B CPaBHEHWU C JooNepaLMoHHbIM nepuopom [11-13, 18].

MoTeps 3HLOTENMANbHBIX KNETOK — OCHOBHOE CTOWKOE
nocfieonepaLmoHHoe 0CNOXHEHWe (aKoaMynbeubuKaLumum
He TOJIbKO Y MaLMEHTOB C COMYTCTBYHOLLEH NasHOM naTo-
NOTWEel, HO U B HEOCNOXHEHHbIX cnyyasx [14-16, 22-25].
B HopMe CcHWXeHWe KonnyecTBa 3HAOTENWaNbHBIX KNETOK
pocturaet 0,6 % B roA, B cnyyasx npoBefEHHON PaKo3MyIib-
cudukaumm yenuumsaetcs o 2,3 % u Beiwe [14, 15, 17].
A. Reuschel 1 coasr. [21] 06HapyKunm, 4To cpefHss nocne-
OnepaLyoHHas NoTepst 3HAOTENMANBbHBIX KNETOK Yepe3s 3 Mec.
nocne onepawyu no yAaneHuo KatapakTbl cocTasnset 6,9 %
(4,5-7,9 %). H. Hwang u coasr. [15] npoaeMoHcTpUpoBany
notepto 4,01-12,94 % 3HpoTennanbHbIX KINETOK Yepes 2 Mec.
nocne akoamynbcuduraummn. Yepes 12 Mec. HabmogeHus
A. Storr-Paulsen c coasr. [26] coobwmnm o noTepe 3,5-5,7 %
3HA0TENMANbHbIX KIETOK Mnocfie (aKoaMynbcuduKaumm.
Kpome Toro, B HeKoTOpbIX MCcnefoBaHuAX bbino u3yye-
HO M [0Ka3aHo, YTO KOJIMYECTBO 3HAOTENMANbHbIX KIETOK
yMeHblUaeTca Ha 5—6 % Kaxable 10 net B npouecce cTa-
peHus. TakuM 06pasoM, yunTbiBas [LaHHbIE BbIlLeyKa3aH-
HbIX MCCNEA0BaHWN, CPeSHASA MOTeps KIETOK nocne dako-
aMynbcuduKkaumm coctaenset 4,01-12,94 % B TedeHue roaa,
a B TeyeHne 2 mec. — 5,2-9,1 %, yTo noaTeepxpaercs
[LaHHbIMW NMPOBELEHHOT0 HaMK uccnefoBaHus. [pumeHenne
BMCKO3M1aCTUKOB MOMOTaeT CHU3WTbL 3Ty MOTEPH), HO MOJIHO-
CTblo €€ MpefoTBPaTUTb HEBO3MOXKHO. TeM He MeHee UHTpa-
OMepaLMOHHOE MCMOJIb30BaHNE BUCKO3ACTUKOB YMEHbLUAET
HeraTMBHOE BNMSIHME YNbTPa3BYKa BO BPEMS BbIMOSIHEHMS
(parMeHTaUmmM apa 1 TeM CaMblM HUBENUPYET MOBPeXae-
HWe CTPYKTYp rnasa bnarofaps paccenBaHUi0 SHEPruu 1 no-
[MOLLEHMIO €€ BA3KOM cpeaon [22].

WccnenoBaHHble HaMM 0TeYeCTBEHHbIE BUCKO3NACTUKM
paHee yxe ObiM anpobupoBaHbl B 0(TaNbMONIOIMYECKOI
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npakTuke. WM3yvanocb WX HenocpefLCTBEHHOE BAUSAHUE
Ha ypoBeHb BI'[l nocne onepaumu, NAOTHOCTb 3HAOTENM-
anbHbIX KNETOK W TOMLUMHY LieHTPanbHOW 30HbI POroBuULb
B CPaBHEHUM C 3apybexxHbIMM aHanorammu — Viscoat (Alcon)
n Amvisc Plus (Bausch&Lomb) [10]. B cBoei paboTe MblI pac-
LUMPUIY PaMKM UCCNEL0BAHNA U OLIEHWTM AMHAMUKY [aHHbIX
rnoKasartesiel B pa3fuyHble CPOKM NOCse onepaTUBHOMO BMe-
watenbcTBa: Ha 1, 7 u 30-1 gHw.

BbIBO/bl

KnuHnyeckas 3pheKTMBHOCTb NPUMEHEHUS afre3uBHO-
0 W KOre3uBHOr0 BMCKO3/IAaCTUKOB OTEYECTBEHHOTO MPOM3-
BoacTa Aaresuck u Koresuck (000 «Conodpapm», Poccus)
npyu Gako3MynbCMPUKALMN Ha4anbHOW HEOCTOXKHEHHOW
BO3PACTHOM KaTapaKTbl no TexHuke soft-shell conoctaBu-
Ma C NpuUMeHeHWeM 3apybexkHbix aHanoros Viscoat (Alcon)
1 Amvisc Plus (Bausch&Lomb), 4o noaTeepxaaeTcs oTcyT-
CTBMEM CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMBIX PasfiNyMi UCCReayeMbIX
noKkasaTeneil MocneonepaLuMoHHOr0 COCTOSHUA CTPYKTYp
rnasHoro 6710Ka U 0OBACHAETCA WX CXOAHBIM COCTaBOM,
MOJIEKYNISPHON MacCOi U BA3KOCTBHO.

AOMO/IHUTE/IbHAA UHPOPMALIUA

Bknap aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbl BHEC/IM CYLLECTBEHHbIA BKMa4
B pa3paboTKy KOHLeNLyKW, NPOBeAEHWUE UCCNeA0BaHNSA M NOAMOTOB-
Ky CTaTbW, MPOYAM U 0800pMAM GUHANBHYIO Bepcvio nepes nybnu-
KaLuen.

KoHdnuKT uHTepecos. ABTOpbI AeKNapUpYyIOT OTCYTCTBUE SIB-
HbIX W MOTEHLMANbHBIX KOH(DIMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3AHHBIX C Ny-
OnMKaLmMeln HacToSLLLEN CTaTb.

WUctounnk duHancuposanua. ViccnenoBaHne He umeno du-
HaHCOBOro 0becneyeHs AN CMOHCOPCKON NOAJEPHKKY.
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