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BasedeHue. [lncnokaumm nHtpaokynapHbix nuH3 (M0J1) — pefikoe, HO [OCTAaTOYHO CEpPbE3HOE OCMIOMKHEHWUE XMpYpruye-
CKOrO fleYeHMA NaLmeHToB ¢ KaTapakToi. Cpeam ¢paKkTopoB, CocobCTBYIOLMX UX Pa3BUTUIO, OCHOBHBIMU CUMTAIOTCA MCeB-
Bo3KchonuatmBHbIM cuHapoM (M3C), oceBad MUONKA BbICOKOW CTEMEHW, XPOHUYECKUE YBEUTbI, HallM4Me TPaBMbl B aHaM-
He3e, a TaKKe BOo3pacT. YHMBepCcanbHOM MeTOAMKM KoppeKuun gucnokaumin U0JT Het.

Llene — oueHNTb BAMAHUE OBYX Pa3fINYHbIX METOAMK XMPYPruyeckon Koppekunm gucnokaumin U0JT: penosumuum MOJ
C TpaHCCKNepanbHoM woBHOM duKcaumen v 3amedbl WOJT ¢ nmnnantaumei mpmc-knoy-M0J1 Ha coctoAHue aHAaoTenUA
poroBuLbl.

Mamepuanel u Memodel. B pamkax vccnefoBaHuaA 6bi1m 06cnesoBaHbl M NpoonepupoBatbl 78 naumenTos. Bee naum-
eHTbl ObiNM pasgeneHbl Ha 2 rpynnbl: B NepBoi rpynne 6bina BbinonHeHa penosuumna MOJT ¢ TpaHCCKNepanbHOM LIOBHOM
duKcaumen, Bo BTopon rpynne — 3ameHa MOJ1 ¢ umnnantaumen npunc-knoy-MOJ. Tpynnbl 6binM paBHOLEHHBI MO MOy
1 Bo3pacty. OCHOBHbIE OLIEHOYHbIE MOKA3aTeNIN — MAOTHOCTb KETOK 3HAOTENNA U KO3IQPULMEHT BapuaLLMM, OTpaXKaIoLLMM
cTeneHb NONUMEraTn3Ma.

Pe3ynemamel. Konnyectso 3H40TeNNANbHbIX KNETOK 6bl0 LOCTOBEPHO HUMHKE, KaK [0 OnepaLmi, TaK U BCE CPOKM No-
cne onepauum B rpynne c 3ameHoi N0J1. KoagduumeHT Bapnaumm 6bin Boiwwe B rpynne ¢ 3amMeHom MOJT Ha BCEM npoTarKe-
HWW JaHHOr0 uccnefoBaHuA. [IpoLEHT NoTepy 3HA0TENMANbHBIX KNETOK 6bln LOCTOBEPHO BbilLe B rpynne ¢ 3amMeHoi MOJI.

Bbigode!. Beibop MeToamkm neyenna gucnokauum MOJ nexuT B 0CHOBE ycrexa XMpYprveckoi KOPpPeKLMK U JOJTHKeH
B 06A3aTeNIbHOM MOpAJKE YYMTbIBaTh AaHHbIE NpefonepaLyoHHOr0 0CMOTPa, @ UMEHHO: CTeNeHb AMCIOoKaLuK, Mogenb
1O/, ypoBeHb BHYTPMIIA3HOr0 AaBMEHUA, KONMYECTBO SHAOTENINANBHBIX KNIETOK, @ TAKMHKe Hannume ConyTCTBYIOLLEN rnas-
HOW MaTonornu.
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The influence of intraocular lens dislocation surgical
correction method on corneal endothelium
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BACKGROUND: Intraocular lens (I0L) dislocation is a rare but serious complication of surgical treatment of patients with
cataract. Among the factors contributing to its development, the main ones are pseudoexfoliation syndrome (PEX), high axial
myopia, chronic uveitis, history of eye injury and age. There is no universal IOL dislocation correction technique.

PURPOSE: To evaluate the impact on corneal endothelium of two different methods of I0L dislocation correction:
IOL repositioning with transscleral suture fixation or IOL exchange to iris-claw one.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: Within the study, 78 patients were examined and operated. All patients were divided into
two groups: in the first group, IOL was repositioned with transscleral suture fixation, and in the second group IOL was ex-
changed to iris-claw I0L. Groups were equal by gender and age. Key estimated indicators were endothelial cell density and
coefficient of variation reflecting the degree of polymegatism.

RESULTS: Endothelial cell density was significantly lower both before surgery and at any term after it, in the group with
IOL exchange, and coefficient of variation was significantly higher in the group with IOL exchange throughout this study.

CONCLUSION: The choice of technique for IOL dislocation correction is the basis of success in surgical treatment.
Certain preoperative examination data should be definitely considered, including the degree of dislocation, IOL type, IOP level,
endothelial cell density and presence of concomitant ocular conditions.
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BBEOEHUE

[lncnokauma uHTpaokynapHon nuu3bl (MOJ1) — pean-
KOe, HO CepbE3HOE OCNOXHEHME XMPYPruyveckoro feye-
HUA NaUMEHTOB C KaTapakTo. o AaHHBIM NUTEpaTypsl,
BCTpeyaeMocTb aucnokaumi N0/ sapeupyet ot 0,2 go 3 %
[1-9]. Tak, cornacHo ogHOMY M3 WUCCNen0BaHWUM, YacTo-
Ta aucnokaumn MOJ1 pacTér copasmMepHo KonmyecTsy ferT,
MPOLeALWMX NOC/e XMPYPrUYECKOro NeYeHWUA KaTapaKTbl
n yepe3 5 net coctaensAet 0,1 %, yepe3 10 net — TaKKe
0,1 %, yepe3 15 net — 0,2 %, yepe3 20 net — 0,7 % 1 yepe3
25 net — 1,7 % [9]. Ha nepBbIf B3rnAg, 4actoTa BCTpeyae-
mocTu aucnokauui U0JT He Tak BenmKa. OgHaKo yumnTbiBas,
UTO NPOJO/HKMTENBHOCTb HM3HU NALMEHTOB PACTET TaK e,
KaK M KONMYECTBO NIOAEN C apTUQaKMENn, MOXKHO OXKMUAATb
pOCTa YacToThl BCTPEYAEMOCTM 3TOr0 BMAA OC/OMHEHUN
[10-12], ocobeHHo B CeBepo-3anagHoM pervoHe, rae 4a-
CTOTa BCTPEYAEMOCTM NCEBAO3KCHONMATUBHOMO CUMHAPO-
Ma (M3C) mocrtatoyHo Bbicoka [1, 2]. U3BecTHo, yto M3C
ABNAETCA OJHUM U3 OCHOBHbIX (PaKTOPOB pPUCKa pasBUTUA
avcnokaumin MOJ1 HapaBHe C 0CeBOW MMOMWEN BbICOKOM
ctenenu [1, 2, 13-15]. K apyrum npegpacnonaratowwmum ¢ak-
TOPaM MOMHO OTHECTW MpeALLECTBYIOLLME TPABMbI U BUTpE-
OPETUHANBHYI0 XWUPYPrUio, XPOHWUYECKME YBEUTHI, @ TaKMKe
HEKOTOPbIE BPOXAEHHblE COCTOAHMA (cMHApOM MapdaHa,
Beitna-MapkesaHnu, 3nepca-LaHno, Konoboma nepesHero
cerMeHTarnasamuT . g.) [1, 2, 13-15].

[ucnokauum MO B paHHeM nocneonepalmoHHOM ne-
puode NpOMCXOAAT B MOAABMAKLLEM 6OMBLUMHCTBE BHE
KancynbHoro Meluka. OCHOBHbIMM MpUYMHAMK ABNAKTCA
WHTPaoMnepaLMoHHbIE OC/OXKHEHUA, @ TaKKe pasfnyHbIe
BapuaHTbl acuMMeTpuyHon ¢mkcaumm MOJ. Oucnokaumm
O/ B KancynbHOM MeluKe Habno4ATCA NPEUMYLLLECTBEH-
HO B MO3JHEM MOCNEONEPALMOHHOM Nepuoae BBUAY Ca-
6ocTV CBA30YHOrO annapara XpycTanuka u/unm u3MeHeHui
CO CTOPOHbI Kancysbl XpycTanuka [4, 14-16, 20].

Bonpoc 0 Haubonee onTMManbHOW MeTOAMKE XUpYp-
FMYECKOM KOppeKkuMun nosgHux amcnokaumn W01 oo cux
Mop OCTaéTCcA OTKPLITbIM. Pa3nnualoT ABa NpUMHLMNUANBHO
pasHbIx noaxoaa: 3ameHa M0/ v peno3unuma M0/ ¢ eé duk-
caLMen K CKnepe UM pagyxHoi obonodke [4, 15-19, 20].

OcHosHas yesb daHHOl pabomel — OLEHKa BAUSHUA XU-
PYPruyvecKon KoppeKLumn no3gHux aucnokaumn N0JT oyma
cnocobamu: penosumuum MOJ1 ¢ TpaHCCKNepanbHOW LLOBHOM
¢uKcaumen n 3amenbl MOJT Ha npuc-knoy-MOJ Ha cocTon-
HWe 3HL0TENINA POroBMLbI.

Ta6nuua 1. PacnpeneneHune NaLmMeHToB No nosy 1 Bo3pacty
Table 1. Distribution by sex and age
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MATEPWUANBI U METO/ bl

C okta6psa 2018 r. no anpenb 2020 r. B MMKpOXMPYpru-
yeckoe otgenenune N2 5 CM6IBY3 «MIb N 2» ana xupyp-
rMYeCcKoro fiedeHna no3gHux aucnokauui UOJ1 pasnmyHom
cTeneHu noctynunu 78 naumeHToB (78 rnas), KoTopble bbin
obcnenoBaHbl M NpoonepypoBaHbl. B KayecTe Kputepues
WUCKNIoYeHnA 6binn BolbpaHbl BbiBux WOJ1 B cTeknosuma-
HOe TENo M Pas/fIMyHan NaTonorua pagy:Hon 060104KM
MpW NNaHWPOBaHWUKM UMNNaHTaLuum npuc-knoy-1oJl.

Bce nauweHTbl 66111 pasgeneHbl Ha 2 rpynnbl: B nep-
Bov rpynne (38 naumeHToB, 38 rnas) bbina BbINOHEHa pe-
nos3numMA ¢ TPaHCCKNepanbHOM LWoBHOW ¢ukcaumen MO/,
Bo BTOpoK rpynne (40 nauuento., 40 rnas) — 3ameHa MO/
Ha upuc-knoy-N0J1. Obe rpynnbl bbinM 0J/HOPOAHBI MO MOy
1 Bo3pacty (tabn. 1).

EnmHon KnaccuduKkaumm ctenenn amcnokauum MOJ
HeT. B paMKax Haluei paboTbl Mbl UCNONb30BanK Knaccudu-
Kauwmto, npegnoxkenHyto H.M. MawraesbiM (1986) [19]. B uc-
cnefoBaHue Bbln BRAOYEHb! MALMEHTbI C AMCIOKALMAMM
2-1 1 3-1 cTeneHu.

Hwe npenctaBneHo onvcaHue MeTOAMK, KOTOpble
ObIIM MCMONL30BaHbl N1 Koppekummn aucnokauun NOJ1
B paMKax pabotbl. CTOMT OTMETUTb, YTO TpaHCCKNepanb-
HafA wosHaA ¢ukcaumsa NOJT bbina BbINOIHEHA NO OpUrK-
Ha/lbHOM METOAMKe C BblKpaMBaHUEM NIMMOANbHBIX MUHM-
KapMaHoB, npennoxeHHon aBTopamm (nateHT N° 2698174
ot 22.08.2019) [20].

Onucanue penosuuumn U0/ c eé
TPaHCCKNepasibHOW LWOBHOM pUKcaLuen

C BbIKpauBaHUeM IMM6aNbHbIX MUHM-KapMaHOB
(nateHT N2 2698174 o1 22.08.2019)

HauanoM onepaumu cryXuT HanoxeHue y3[e4HOro
WBa Ha BepxHIOK npAMyl Mblwly. CnepylowmM atanoMm
ABnAeTcA GOpMUPOBaHME OBYX KapMaHOB TpeyronbHoM dop-
Mbl Ha YPOBHE CpeaHux cnoée numba (puc. 1). Ona atoro
Ha 3 1 9 yacax B Npo3payHoOM YacTu numba unu B Apyrux
MPOTUBOMNONOMKHbIX MEpUAMAHAX KepaTOMOM XMpYpr BbINoN-
HAET HaceuKy Ha MoNOBUHY FYOUHBI LUMPUHOM OKOMO 2 MM,
a 3aTeM BKOJ1 Ha YPOBHe CpeAHMUX CNOEB MMba B Hampas-
NIeHWUN CKNepbl, MOTPYKanA KepaToM B HEMPO3pPaYHYlo YacTb
nuMba Ha 1,5 mm [20].

DNanee cnepyet ¢gukcauma NUOJT: B 2-2,5 MM oT iuMba,
B MepuaMaHe pacnofoeHUA KapMaHa, WHBLEKLMOHHOM

lokasarenu OcHoBHas rpynna (n = 38) I'pynna KoHTpons (n = 40) [locToBepHOCTb pa3HuLubl, p
Bospact 78,8 + 9,07 83,3+5,29 0,17
Mon MYKUMHBI 18 (47,4 %) 24 (60 %) 0,147
HKEeHLLMHBI 20 (52,6 %) 16 (40 %)

[lpumeyarue. n — Konn4ecTBo NaLymeHToB.
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Haceuxa MWUHUN-KapMaH

Puc. 1. ®opMupoBaH1e NMMbanbHbIX MUHU-KapMaHoB
Fig. 1. Formation of limbal mini-pockets

Puc. 2. OuKcauma MHTPAOKYNAPHOM NMH3bI K CKNepe
Fig. 2. I0L fixation to the sclera

VHTpacknepanbHoe
MpoBefeHMe UMbl | Ny

themkin e’e/

Puc. 3. WHTpacknepanbHoe npoBefeHve UMbl
Fig. 3. Intrascleral pass of the needle

urno 27G Xupypr BbINOHAET BKOM, NPOBOAMUT Uy
nog rantuyeckum snemeHToM MOJT n yepe3 npoTmBono-
NOMHbBIV NapaleHTe3 B HeE BCTAB/AET MPAMYI0 UIY C HU-
Tblo nonunponuned 10-0 n obe BbiBOAMT Hapyy. [danee
B 2-2,5 MM 0T IMMba 1 B 1 MM OT NepBoro BKoNa Xupypr
BbINOMHAET NOBTOPHbIN BKO MHBEKLMOHHOM Mrnow 276, Ko-
TOpYo NPOBOAMT Hag rantuyeckmum aneMeHToM M0J1 n B Heé
BCTaBNAET BTOPYIO Uy € HUTbIo nonunponuneH 10-0 u obe
BbIBOAUT Hapy*Ky (puc. 2). TakMM 06pa3oM Ha ranTU4ecKoM
3neMeHTe chopMMpoBaHa NeTNA U3 HATM NOMMNPONUNEH
10-0, dmKcupytowan ero K cknepe [20].

[anee xupypr npoBoguT 06e WUrNbl MHTpPacKepanbHo
B CTOPOHY NMMbanbHOr0 KapMaHa M BbIBOAWUT UX yYepes
Hero [20] puc. 3.

CnepyioLLyM 3TanoM ABMIAETCA 3aBA3bIBAHNE HUTEN MEHK-
[Zly coboM XMpYpryuyeckmM y3fioM nocie NpesBapuTeNnbHOro
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0TCEYEHMA UrN. AHANOTMYHbIE OENCTBUSA XMPYPr BbINOSHS-
€T ¥ B NPOTMBONO/OKHOM MepuAanaHe. OMHaNbHLIM 3TanoM
CTAHOBUTCA BMMaHyanbHaA MppUrauma-acnupaums octar-
KoB BMCKo3nacTmros [20].

Onucanue metoguku 3ameHbl U0J1
Ha upuc-knoy-U10Jl

lepBbIM 3TanOM XWMpYpr HakNagbIBaeT y34euHblM LIOB
Ha BepXHKOK npaMyl Mblwly. [anee otcenapoBbiBaeT
KOHBIOHKTMBY OT MMba B BepxHeM oTAene u Gopmupyet
CKNEpO-pPOroBMYHbIN TOHHENb 6 x 3 MM. llof NpuKpbITHEM
BMUCKO3/IaCTUKA 3KCMNaHTMpyeT aucnouuposaHHylo WO/,
nMnnaHTmpyet npmc-knoy-M0J1, nomelaet eé petponynun-
NAPHO, GUKCUPYA K padyHoi 060/104Ke. Ha TOHHENbHbIN
woB Haknagbiaet 1 y3noBon wos (Silk 8/0). KoHbloHKTMBY
dvKcmpyeT K nuMmby ayma y3nosbiMu LwBamm (Silk 8/0).
3aKnounTeNbHLIM 3TarnoM ABMAeTcA 6UMaHyanbHas Uppu-
rauuA-acnmpauma o0CTaTKoB BUCKO3/TAaCTMKOB.

Bcem maumeHTaMm 6bina BbIMOHEHa 3HAOTENMANbHAA
MUKpOCKonuA Ha npubope Topcon SP-3000P (CellCount™,
AnoHnA) oo onepaumm, a Takke Yepes 1 Hed., 1, 3, 6 mec.
n 1 rog. MofcyeT KNETOK 3HAOTENMA BbIMOSHANM NpU Mo-
MOLLM MeTofa QUKCMPOBaHHOW PaMKU U NPOWU3BOJIBHOMO
Bblbopa KneTok (He MeHee 30) ofiA aBTOMaTUYECKOrO aHa-
nm3a [2]. OcHOBHbIMM (aKTOpaMK OLEHKM COCTOAHWUA 3H-
[OTENNA POroBULLbl BbIMM MAOTHOCTb KNETOK 3HA0TENUA
(KONIMYECTBO KNETOK 3HAO0TENNA Ha 1 MM?), a Takme Koad-
duumeHT Bapuaumm (CV — coefficient of variation). MNocneg-
HWUI OTpaXKaeT cTeneHb nonumeratuama. 3HaueHve CV (%)
0T 22 80 32 cunTaeTcA HopManbHbIM, 0T 32 fo 40 — noBbI-
LLEHHbIM, a Bbiwe 40 — natonorunyeckuM [2, 17]. Momumo
3TOr0 BCEM MALMEHTaM BbINOHAMN OLLEHKY OCTPOTbI 3pe-
HUA 1 ypoBHA BI'[l no onepauuu, a Takxke yepe3 1 Heg.,
1,3, 6 Mec. n 1 rog.

CratucTMYecKylo 06paboTKy AaHHBIX  BbINOMHAMM
npu noMowm nporpammbl SPSS Statistics v. 20.0. Kpure-
puin KonmoropoBa-CMUpHOBa NpUMEHANCA ONA NPOBEPKM
HOPManbHOCTW pacnpefeneHns AaHHbIX. COOTHOLLEHNE Ko-
JINYECTBEHHBIX MEPEMEHHBIX B ABYX HE3aBUCUMbIX Fpynnax
OLLeHMBA/M NpU NOMOLLM t-TECTA, KAYeCTBEHHBIX — MpU N0-
MoLLM Tabnmu, conpsrkeéHHocTu. Mpu p < 0,05 pasnnums cum-
TanuCb CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYNMBIMU.

PE3Y/IbTATbI

OcTpoTy 3peHunA ¢ KoppeKLMen OLEHMBaNK [0 onepaLum,
vepe3 1 Hen,, 1, 3, 6 Mec., a Take Yepe3 1 rog nocne one-
pauuu. B obeux rpynnax Habniogany 3HauMMoe yBeNUYeHue
OCTPOTbI 3peHMA C KoppeKuwmen (Tabn. 2). [JoctoBepHol pas-
HULLbI MEKAY rPYnnamm Kak 40 onepauum, Tak U B pasiny-
Hble Neprobl Noc/ie onepauymu He bbino (p > 0,05).

YpoBeHb BHYTPUINa3HOMO LaBEHWA U3MepPAnM L0 orne-
paumm, yepes 1 Hed., 1, 3, 6 Mec., a Take yepe3 1 rog no-
cne onepaumu. [lo onepaumy noKasaTenu BHYTPUrIA3HOMO
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Tabnuua 2. OcTpoTa 3peHnA C KOppeKLMeN B rpynnax
Table 2. Visual acuity with correction in groups

Tom14,Ne2, 2021
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OctpoTa 3peHus lNepBas rpynna Bropas rpynna p
C KoppeKuuen (n=38) (n = 40)
[o onepauuu 0,24 +0,28 0,28 + 0,24 0,68
Yepe3 1 Hegento 0,46 + 0,36 0,48 + 0,35 0,89
Yepes 1 mecay, 0,46 + 0,35 0,63 +0,26 0,2
Yepes 3 mecAua 0,49 + 0,35 0,58 + 0,33 0,51
Yepe3 6 mMecAueB 0,5+0,34 0,56 +£0,36 0,7
Yepes 1 rog 05+0,34 0,6 +0,35 0,62
[lpumeyarue. n — KonnyecTso rnas.
Ta6nuua 3. YpoBeHb BHYTPUINA3HOM0 [aBNEHUA B rpynnax
Table 3. Intraocular pressure level in groups
YpoBeHb BHYTPUrIa3HOMo lepsan rpynna Bropan rpynna
[LaB/IEHNs, MM PT. CT. (n=138) (n = 40) p
[lo onepauuu 20,1 +4 20,3+3,9 0,9
Yepes 1 Hepenio 19,7+ 3,6 235+33 0,01
Yepe3s 1 mecAy 20,6 +6 19,4 + 3,1 0,57
Yepes 3 MecAua 18,7+ 2,6 18,7 + 2,4 0,97
Yepe3 6 mMecAueB 18,2 + 3,34 19,1+2,38 0,46
Yepes 1 rog 18+28 17,8 £ 2,62 0,85
[lpumeyarue. n — KonnyecTso rnas.
Ta6bnuua 4. [N0THOCTb KNETOK 3HAOTENMA B rpynnax
Table 4. Endothelial cell density in groups
lnoTHOCTb KNETOK 3HA0TENMA, MepBas rpynna Bropas rpynna p
KNn/MMm? (n=138) (n = 40)
[lo onepaumn 2135 + 705 1564 + 639 0,042
Yepes 1 mecay, 1896 + 712 1300 + 473 0,024
Yepe3 3 mMecAua 1863 + 734 1282 + 493 0,026
Yepes 6 MecALeB 1844 + 675 1264 + 557 0,019
Yepes 1rog 1822 + 678 1244 + 577 0,018

ﬂpUMeanue. n — KonnyecTBo nauueHToB.

[LaBfieHust BbIIM MPaKTUYECKM ULEHTUYHDI B Fpynnax, TorAa
KaK yepe3 1 Hed. mocne onepauuu Habniogann LOCTOBEPHO
3HauMMOe YBEIMYEHWE ero YPOBHA B rpynne, rae BbiMosHsA-
nm 3ameHy MOJT Ha mpmc-knoy-W0J1. TeM He MeHee Bo Bce
OCTafbHble CPOKM MOKa3aTeNy BHYTPUINIA3HOMO AaBNeHWs
[LOCTOBEPHO He 0T/M4anuck B rpynnax (p > 0,05) (tabn. 3).

M10THOCTb KNETOK SHOO0TENNA OLEHWMBANN 0 ONepaLmy,
uepe3 1, 3, 6 Mec., a TakiKe yepe3 1 rog nocne onepauum.
MoMMMO 3TOro, paccumMTbiBanM MPOLEHT MOTEPU KNETOK
sHpoTenus yepes 1, 3, 6 Mec. v Yepe3 1 rog 0T MOMeHTa
onepauuu. CTOMT OTMETUTb, YTO KONMYECTBO KNETOK 3HI0-
Tenua B rpynne ¢ 3ameHon MOJ1 6bino [OCTOBEPHO HUMKe,
KaK [0 onepauuu, Tak U Ha MPOTAXEHUM BCEro CPOKa Ha-
bniopenus (p > 0,05) (tabn. 4, puc. 4).
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Fig. 4. Endothelial cell density in groups within 1 year
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Tabauua 5. MpoLeHT NoTepy KNETOK 3HA0TENMUA B rpynnax
Table 5. Endothelial cell loss percentage in groups
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[poueHT NoTepy KNETOK 3HA0TENUA Mepsas rpynna (n = 38) Bropas rpynna (n = 40) p
Yepes 1 mecay, 11,2 % 16,9 % <0,001
Yepes 3 Mecaula 12,7% 18,0 % <0,001
Yepe3 6 mMecAueB 13,6 % 19,2 % <0,001
Yepes 1 rog 14,7 % 20,4 % <0,001

[pumeyarue. n — Konnyectso nauueHTOB.

Tabnuua 6. KoagpduumeHT BapmaLmm rpynnax

Table 6. Coefficient of variation in groups

KoadduumeHt Bapmaumm, % Mepsas rpynna (n = 38) Bropas rpynna (n = 40) p

[o onepaumnu 22,8 +5,2 27,5+ 10,7 0,12
Yepe3 1 mecAy 19,9 +5,2 24+ 11,3 0,19
Yepes 3 MecAua 19,9 £ 6,0 25,3+ 10,7 0,09
Yepe3 6 mMecAueB 20,3+6,5 26,3+ 12,1 0,09
Yepes 1 rog 22,3+8,9 27,2 +13,3 0,24

[pumeyanue. n — Konudectso rnas.

MpoLEHT NOTEPM 3HAOTENMNANBHBIX KNETOK paccumTbIBa-
/I OTHOCUTE/IbHO YPOBHA 3HA0TENNANBHBIX KMETOK A0 one-
paumu. Mokasatenb 6bin BbilLe Y NaLMEHTOB B rpynne ¢ 3a-
meHoi MOJ1 Ha BCcEM nmpoTsrKeHun Habnogenus (p < 0,05)
(tabn. 5).

KoadpuumeHT Bapuaumm Mbl oLeHUBaNuU A0 onepauuy,
a Take yepes 1, 3, 6 mec. n 1 roa. [aHHbIA nokasaTenb
6bIN M3HaYanbHO Bbile B rpynne ¢ 3ameHon MO/, yto yKa-
3bIBaeT Ha H0/bLLUYI0 BbIPAXKEHHOCTb MOSIMMEraTu3Ma 3HAO-
TENUA Cpeay NaLMEHTOB 3TOM rpynnbl. 3a BpeMsA Habnoge-
HUA KO3POULIMEHT BapUaLMKM COXPAHANCA HEM3MEHHO BbILLE
B rpynne ¢ 3ameHoi MOJ1, Ho pasHMua bbina cTaTUCTUYECKU
He goctoBepHa (p > 0,05). CTout 0TMeTUTB, YTO B 06eMX rpyn-
nax KoapduLMeHT BapuaLmm HaxoAMNCA B npedenax HopMbl
Ha NpOTAKEHUM BCEro nNepuoa uccnenoBaHus (tabn. 6).

Ha puc. 5 npeactasneH npuMep 6MOMUKPOCKONWK poro-
BULbI MaLMEHTa 40 U Yepe3 3 Mec. Nocnie onepauum.

Puc. 5. BuoMuKpocKonusA poroBuLbl NaumMeHTa 4o (a) v Yepes
3 MecAaua (b) nocne onepaumm

Fig. 5. Biomicroscopy of the patient's cornea before (@) and
3 months (b) after surgery
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OBCYMAEHWUE U BbIBOAbI

[Owucnoraumna UOJT npeacraenAeT pegKoe, HO JoCTaToy-
HO CepbE3HOE OCIOKHEHNE XMPYPrUYECKOr0 SIeYeHNUA naLm-
eHTOB C KaTapakTon [1, 20]. omMuMo Toro, YTO OHK B pAAe
CnyyaeB ABNAIOTCA MPUYMHON BbIParKEHHOT0 CHUKEHUA 3pe-
HWSA, OHW TaKKe MOryT cnocobCcTBOBaTb PasBUTUIO BTOPUY-
HOW FNayKOMbl, MOBPEXAEHUIO CNIOA 3HOTENINA POrOBULLbI,
BWUTPEOPETUHONATUM B ciyvae aucnokauum NOJ B cTekno-
BUAOHOE TENO.

B pamKax uccnefoBaHuA ObiiM M3yUeHbl pe3ynbTathbl
XMpYpruyeckoro nevelns 78 naumeTos (78 rnas) ¢ auc-
nokaumamn WNOJ1. B obeux rpynnax BHe 3aBUCMMOCTM
OT BbIOPaHHOro METOAa KOpPeKLMM Bbin MoNyyYeH XOpoLIUM
nocneonepaLyMoHHbIA pesynbTat. Y Bcex NaLueHToB 6bino
[OCTUIHYTO NpaBunbHoe nonoxerue WOJT, KoTopoe ocTaBa-
nock cTabubHBIM Ha NPOTAMKEHUM BCEr0 Nepuoaa Habnoae-
HUS. YNy4LLeHMe 0CTPOTbI 3peHMA BbII0 JOCTUMHYTO B 06emx
rpynnax. Tak, B rpynne c peno3suumen MO/ yepes 1 Heg.
MPOLIEHT MaLMeHTOB C OCTPOTOM 3PeHNA C KoppeKuuen =0,4
coctaBun 52,6 % (20 naumenTos, 20 rnas), B rpynne c 3a-
meHow MNOJT — 40 % (16 naumenTos, 16 rnas). Yepes 3 Mec.
B rpynne c peno3suumen NOJT npoueHT coctasun — 57,9 %
(22 nauweHTa, 22 rnasa), B rpynne ¢ 3ameHon M0J1 — 80 %
(32 naumenTa, 32 rnasa), Yepes 1 rof B rpynne c penosu-
umen MOJT — 63 % (24 naumenTa, 24 rnasa), B rpynne ¢ 3a-
meHon MOJT — 80 % (32 naumenta, 32 rnasa). OtcyTcTaue
ynyylleHusa 3peHua Habniopanoch y 15,8 % nauueHToB
(6 naumenToB, 6 rnas) ¢ penosuumen NOT ny 10 % naum-
eHToB ¢ 3ameHon MOJ1 (4 naumenTa, 4 rnasa). TakuM o6-
pasoM, 06e MeTOAMKM MO3BONAIT LOOUTLCA 3HAUMMOrOo
YYYLLEHWA OCTPOTLI 3PEHMA.
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3HauMMoe ynyulieHWe OCTPOTbl 3peHWA ObIN0 TaKke
3aduKcKpoBaHo B page pabot. Tak, cpeHsa ocTpoTa 3pe-
HWUA C KOpPPEeKLMEeN B OJHOM M3 HeLABHUX MCCeL0BaHUM
npesbiwana 0,6, Torga Kak B 6onblUMHCTBE cOCTaBnAna
He 6onbuue 0,3-0,4 (7, 8,18-20].

CpenHun yposeHb BI[l no onepaumm He otimyanca
B rpynnax. O4HaKo B paHHEM noc/ieonepaLMoHHOM nepuo-
Ze (4epe3 1 Hep. nocne onepawum) Habnaanu 4OCTOBEPHO
3HAUYMMOE ero yBe/IMYeHUe Y NaLMEHTOB, KOTOPbIM BbIMON-
HAnM 3aMeHy MOJ1. Tak, nosbiwenne B =25 MM pT. cT.
yepe3 1 Hed. nocne onepauumn umeno Mecto y 15,8 % na-
uMeHToB (6 naumeHToB, 6 rnas) c penosuvumen MOJ
1 40 % naumenToB (16 naumenToB, 16 rnas) c 3ameHon MO/
B ocTanbHble cpoku Habnwopenua ypoeeHb Bl mocto-
BEPHO He OT/iMYancA B rpynnax. CToMT TaKkKe OTMETMUTb,
uyto B rpynne ¢ 3amMeHow /0J1 noBbilwaeTca pucKk pa3suTua
CMHApPOMa 06paTHOMO TOKA MULKOCTH, a TaKHKe PasBUTUSA
KPOBOTEYEHUA B CYNpaxopuMouAanbHOe MNPOCTPaHCTBO.
MonyyeHHble B PasNMyYHbIX UCCNEH0BAHUAX OaHHble OT-
HOCWUTE/IbHO AMHaMWMKK u3MeHennin B[l B mocneonepa-
LMOHHOM nepuoge pasHopogHbl [19-22]. Bo3MorkHo, 3T0
CBA3aHO C COMYTCTBYIOLLEN TNAyKOMOM WM HanuumeM
CMHOPOMa YBEWUTa-TNayKoMbl-TMGEMbl Y HEKOTOPbIX Ma-
LLMEHTOB [0 OMepaLuu.

3ameHa MO Ha upuc-knoy-UOJT cnocobeTeyeT 60-
nee 3HAYUTENbHOW NOTepe 3HAO0TENMaNbHLIX KNEToK [4].
Bo3MoHO 3T0 CBA3aAHO C 60NbLIMM pa3pe3oM, XMpYpru-
YECKUMM MaHMNyNAUMAMM B NepefHen Kamepe 61M3Ko
K 3HL,0TeNMIo poroBuLbl npu akcnnantaumm M0J1, a Takke
nocseonepaLyMoHHbIM BOCNaNeHNeM BCNeACTBUE MaHU-
NYNALMIA C pagyHon 060/104Koi. TaK, aBTOpbI OLHOMO
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U3 uccnefoBaHWIM, Habnwaanu OocToBepHO bonee ya-
CTOe NOC/eonepaLnoHHoe BoCManeHne W 60/bLuylo no-
Teplo 3HA0TENManbHbIX KNETOK y MauMeHToB € QuKca-
uven gucnoumpoBaHHoi MOJT K papyHoM 060n04Ke
Mo cpaBHeHMI0 ¢ PuKcaumen K cknepe [21]. B Hawew pa-
60Te KOMMYECTBO 3HAOTENMANbBHBIX KMETOK Kak [0 one-
paumm, Tak M BO BCe Nepuofbl nocne 6bi10 A0CTOBEPHO
Huxe B rpynne c 3ameHon WOJ1. MoTtepa aHgoTenunans-
HbIX KNeTok B rpynne ¢ 3ameHoi MOJ1 takxke 6bina no-
CTOBEPHO BbIWE Ha BCEM MNPOTAMEHUWM HabnwoaeHws.
N3BecTHO, 4TO 3HAOTENMANBHBIE KNETKU CMOCOBHBI KOM-
neHcupoBaTb noTepio 6naroAapA M3MeHeHuio pasMepa
n dopMbl Knetok [2]. Tak, KoadpduumneHT BapuabenbHo-
CTW, OTparKalolMii CTeneHb MOAMMEraTU3Ma, Ha BCEM
NPOTAXEHUM HabniofeHUA 6bin BbILLEe Y NALMEHTOB C 3a-
meHon NOJI.

B 3aKnioueHne MOXKHO CKa3aTb, YTO MPY NOMCKE BO3MOMK-
HbIX Bap1aHTOB KoppeKuumn aucnokauum UOJT 6esycnosHo
HYKHO ONMPaTbCA Ha € BbIPAXKEHHOCTb, KNMHUYECKKE 0CO-
6enHoctn, Mogenb VOJT, KonnyecTBo SHAO0TENMANBHBIX Kie-
TOK, HanM4Me COMyTCTBYIOLLLEN [N1a3HO NaToorKK, a TaKkKe
npegnoyTeHnin xupypra. CTouT NOMHUTL, YTO NPaBUbHBINA
BbIbOp MOAXOAALLEN METOLMKU KOPPEKLMM LMCMOKaLUM
MOJ1 — nepBbI War Ha NyTW YCNeLHON eé XUpYpruyecKom
KOppeKLmMm.

AOMNOJHUTE/IbHAA NHOOPMALUA

KoHdnMKT uHTepecoB. ABTOpbI AeKnapupyloT OTCyT-
CTBME fIBHbIX M MOTEHLMANbHBIX KOH(GIMKTOB MHTEPECOB,
CBA3aHHbIX C MybAMKaLMen HacToALLEN CTaTbM.
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