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AHHOTALNA

AxtyanbHocTb. CMHAPOM «yBeWT — rnaykoMma — rudema» — 3aboneBaHue, 0bycnoBieHHoe TPaBMUPOBAHUEM PafyHKM,
(GMKCMPOBaHHOM BHE KancynbHOro MeLKa WHTPaoKynsipHon anH3oi (M0J1). MaToreHeTnyeckoe neyeHne cMHApPOMa npej-
nonaraet penosuuuto nbo skcnnantaumo NOJI.

LUene — cpaBHeHne 3PGhEKTUBHOCTM pa3fMuHbIX METOAOB XWUPYPrUYECKOr0 JIeYeHUs MALMEHTOB C CUMHAPOMOM
«yBEUT — rNayKoMa — rudeman.

Matepuansl u MeToabl. B uccnegosanum npunsnm yyactme 95 yenoBek (95 rnas) ¢ CMHAPOMOM «YBEWT — FlayKoMa — -
(eMa», KOTOPbIX pacnpefenuin Ha LWecTb Fpynn B 3aBUCHMOCTM OT NPUMEHSIBLUETOCA METOAA XUPYPruyecKoro NeyeHus:
3aMeHa MUCKYCCTBEHHOro XpycTanuka Ha ruapodunsHyto NOJT (rOJT) ¢ eé TpaHccknepanbHoii LWoBHOM dukcaumei (n = 20);
penosuums U TpaHccknepanbHas wosHasa dukcauus (TL®) NOJT (n = 18); 3aMeHa MCKYCCTBEHHOrO XpycTanuKa Ha nou-
MeTunMeTakpunaTHyio upuc-kno MOJ1 (KJ10) c becloBHol puKcaumeit K pagyxke (n = 22); wosHasa dukcaums MOJ1 K pa-
pyxke (PAL; n = 8); ummobunuzaums NOJ1 cknepanbHbiMu banpaxHbiMu wBamm (BLU; n = 4); KoHcepBaTUBHOE NeyeHue
(KJ1; n = 23). CpaBHEHWe MeTOAMK NPOWU3BOLMIN MO BanbHOI cucTeMe.

PesynbTatbl. WToroBbin 6ann 3dp@eKTMBHOCTM METOLMK NpeAcTaBneH B nopsake ybbiBanus: rM0JT — 5,36 + 1,05,
TW® — 5,21 + 1,80, KJ10 — 3,87 + 3,34, PAL — 1,26 + 4,41, Bl — -0,74 + 3,66, KN — -3,26 + 2,51 (p < 0,001).
3aknoueHne. Xvpypruyeckoe eyYeHWe NaUMEHTOB C CUHLPOMOM «YBEWT — rnayKoMma — rudeMa» npefcraBnseT KoM-
nneKcHyo npobnemy n3-3a HeoBX0AMMOCTU BbLINOSHEHWUS, KaK MPaBWiO0, HECKONbKWUX BMELLATeNbCTB, HanpaBeHHbIX
Ha YCTpaHEeHWe MPUYMHBI PELIMAMBUPYIOLLMX KPOBOM3NUAHUA — MexaHuyeckoro KoHTakta MOJ1 ¢ papyxkoi. CpaBHeHue
PasfINYHBLIX XMPYPrUYecKMX MeTOAMK MPOLEeMOHCTpUpoBano Hambonblyl addextusHocTs OS], TIL®, a Takke KJIO.
HeckonbKko MeHbLuylo 3ddeKTMBHOCTL Moka3ana wosHas ¢ukcaums WOJT Kk pagyxkke. [puMeHeHne 6aHAaMHbIX LWBOB
LN JIeYeHUs NauMeHTOB C CUMHAPOMOM «YBEWT — rfayKoMa — rudeMa» HeuenecoobpasHo K3-3a BbICOKOrO pHCKa
peumamBa.

KntoueBble cnoBa: daxkoaMynbcudUKaLMS; MHTPAOKYNApHas JIMH3a; OCNOXHEHWE; CWUHAPOM 3NJMHICOHA; CUHAPOM
«YBEWUT — rnaykoMa — rudeMa»; TpaHCCKNiepasibHas LWoBHasa GuKcaums; upuc-kno NOJI.
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The uveitis—glaucoma-hyphema syndrome.
Part 2. Comparative analysis of existing treatment
methods effectiveness
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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: The uveitis—glaucoma-hyphema syndrome is a disease caused by iris injury due to extracapsular fixation
of intraocular lens (IOL). ES Treatment involves I0L fixation or exchange.

AIM: To compare the effectiveness of various surgical methods of uveitis—glaucoma—hyphema syndrome treatment.
MATERIALS AND METHODS: The study group included 95 patients (95 eyes), divided into six subgroups depending on surgi-
cal treatment methods used: hydrophobic I0L exchange on hydrophilic model (HYDRO) with its transscleral fixation (n = 20);
transscleral fixation (TSF) of native I0L (n = 18); hydrophobic I0L exchange on polymethylmethacrylate iris-claw 10L
(CLAW; n = 22); iris-fixated I0Ls (IRIS; n = 8); I0L immobilization with scleral bandage sutures (BS; n = 4); conservative
treatment (CT; n = 23). The methods were compared using a scoring system.

RESULTS: The final score of surgical methods effectiveness is presented in descending order: HYDRO — 5.36 + 1.05,
TSF—5.21 + 1.80, CLAW — 3.87 + 3.34, RIS — 1.26 + 4.41, BS — -0.74 + 3.66, CL — -3.26 + 2.51 (p < 0.001).
CONCLUSIONS: Uveitis—glaucoma-hyphema syndrome surgical management is a complex problem due to necessity of
several interventions performing directed to eliminate the cause factor of recurrent hemorrhages — mechanical trauma-
tization of iris by I0L. The comparison of various surgical techniques demonstrated the greatest effectiveness of HYDRO,
TSF, and CLAW. Suture fixation of the IOL to the iris showed slightly less effectiveness. Using of bandage sutures for UGH
treatment is inappropriate due to the high risk of relapse.

Keywords: phacoemulsification; intraocular lens; complication; Ellingson syndrome; uveitis—glaucoma—hyphema syndrome;
transscleral suture fixation; iris-claw IOL.
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OPTNHATIBHBIE CTATBN

BBEJEHUE

CuHapoM «yBenT — rnaykoma — rudema» (YIT) — 3abo-
neBaHme, 00yCoBEHHOE TPaBMUPOBAHUEM PafyKU U LM-
nmapHoro Tena [1] noaBKXHOM, U3-3a cNabocTh CBA30YHOTO
annapara unm GUKCMpOBaHHOM BHE KamnCybHOro MeLLKa UH-
TpaokynspHoii nnH3oi (M0J1) [2, 3]. OcHOBHLIMM NPOSIBNEHN-
amu YIT (B nopsaKe yobiBaHWS YacToTbl UX BO3HUKHOBEHUA)
ABNATCA rMdeMa, TPaHCUNIIOMUHALMA PajyKK, odTanb-
MOrMNepTeH3Ns 1 NepesHuiA yBeuT [4].

OcHoBy KoHcepBaTMBHOrO seyeHus YIT-cuHapoMa co-
CTaBnseT MeCTHOE MPUMEHEHME TIIOKOKOPTUKOWIOB, He-
CTEPOMAHBIX MPOTUBOBOCMANMTENbHBIX MpenapaToB U ru-
MOTEH3MBHbIX NIEKapCTBEHHbIX cpeacTB. 0nHaKo pasopBaTb
OCHOBHOE 3BEHO NaTOreHe3a CnocobHo TONIbKO XUPYPruyecKoe
NeyeHWe B BapuaHTe penosuumm nmbo akcnnaxtaumm UOJ
3, 5.

TaK KaK 0bLLenpuHATOro anropuTMa BefeHNs nauueHToB
¢ YIT Ha ceroAHALWHMIA SeHb He CyLLeCTBYET, TO yesTb JaHHON
paboTbl COCTOMT B CPaBHEHUM IDHEKTUBHOCTU Pa3fINYHbIX
MEeTOLL0B XMPYPriYECKOro JIeYeHUs 3TON MaTosoruu.

MATEPWUAJbI U METOAbI

PaboTa BbinonHeHa Ha 6ase odTanbMonOrMyecKoro
ueHtpa Cr6 MBY3 «lopoackas MHoronpodunbHas 605bHU-
ua N2 2» (Cankr-Metepbypr). M3 100 naumentos (101 rnas)
¢ YIT-cuHopoMoM Obinn UCKIOYeHbl 5 YenoBek (6 rnas),
nepeHécwmx akcnnantaumio MOJ1, n3-3a Manoit BbibOpKM,
3aTpyAHSIOLLENA MHTEPNPETALMI0 MOMTYYeHHBIX AAHHBIX, A TaK-
K€ OJMH NALMEHT, NIEYEHNE KOTOPOro 3aKOHYUOCh 3HYKIe-
aumeit cnenoro, 6onALLero 13-3a TepPMUHANbHON NayKOMbl

Tom 17.N? 3, 2024

OdTansMonoriecKkme BeoMoCcT/

n auctpodum porosuubl rnasa. OctanbHble 95 yenosek (95

rnas), u3 Hux 37 XeHwwuH, B Bo3pacte 74,93 + 8,30 roaa,

Obinn pasgeneHbl Ha LWecTb rpynn B 3aBUCMMOCTW OT NpU-

MEHSIBLLEr0Cs MeT0Aa XUPYPruyecKoro JieueHus:

 0[IHO3TanHas 3aMeHa UCKYCCTBEHHOIO XpycTanuKa Ha rm-
apodunbHyto MOJT (rM0J1) ¢ ee TpaHCCKIepanbHOW LIOB-

HoM duKcaumen (n = 20);

e peno3vuMs M TPaHCCKNepasbHas LWOBHaA GuKcauus
(TLU®) NON (n = 18);

e O[HO3TanHas 3aMeHa WCKYCCTBEHHOrO XpycTaiauKa Ha
nonmMeTunMeTaKkpunatHyio upmc-kno MO0J1 (KJ10) ¢ bec-
LLIOBHOW (UKCaumeli K papyke (n = 22);

 woBHan ¢ukcaums MOJT k pagyxke (PAL; n = 8);

o uMMobummnsauma MOJT cknepanbHbiMM  HaHLaXHbIMM
weamw (bLU; n = 4);

» KOHcepBaTMBHOe NieyeHue (KJT; n = 23).

YunTbiBas HeLOCTAaTOYHYI MHGHOPMATMBHOCTb MaKCH-
MasbHON KoppurpoBaHHoi ocTpoThl 3peHus (MKO3) B Kave-
CTBE MHTErpasbHoro nokasarens IQMeKTUBHOCTM XMpypriye-
CKOro neyenms (Hu3kas utoroas 03 u3-3a conyTcTByHOLL N
naTonorum 3puTeNbHOr0 HepBa WU/WAM MaKynbl WK, Hanpo-
TUB, CyLLECTBEHHOE, HO BPEMEHHOE YNyYLLEHUe 3peHUst Ha
(boHe KoHcepBaTMBHOM Tepanuu YIT-cuHapoMa), Hamu bbina
paspabotaHa dopMyna oueHku 3DGEKTUBHOCTU TOro MM
MHOr0 METOAA XMPYPruYeckoro neyenus (tabn. 1):

Wtorosas oueHKa 3QheKTUBHOCTU =
=03 + KC + 0XB + KXB + IMKO3 + [BI'A,

roe 03 — [ouMHaMMKa oCTpoThbl 3peHus (MoBbiLEHWE/CHU-
weHue); KC — Kynuposanue cumntomoB YIT-cuHapoma
(perpecc/coxpaHenune); OXB — OCNOXHEHUS XUpYypru-
yeckoro BMewatesbctea (tabn. 1); KXB — konmuyectso

Tabnuua 1. bannbHas cucTeMa oLeHKM 3G HEKTUBHOCTM XMPYPrMYECKOro leYeHs NaLMEHTOB C CUHAPOMOM «yBEUT — rflaykoMa — rudemar
Table 1. Scoring system for assessing the surgical treatment effectiveness of uveitis—glaucoma—hyphema syndrome

Mapametp Bann
OctpoTa 3peHus MoBbILLEHNE 2
OTCYTCTBME AMHAMUKM 0
CHIKEHMe -2
yTpata npefMeTHOro 3peHns —4
KynuposaHue cumnTomMoB na 2
HeT -3
OCoXXHEHUS XUPYPrUYECKOr0 oTCyTCTBME 1
BMELLATEIbCTBa KpOBOM3MMUsIHME B CTEKNOBUAHOE TENO -1
remMopparuyeckas 0TC/I0/MKa COCYANUCTON 0605104KM -2
MOBTOPHbIE 3NM30/bl CUHAPOMA «yBEUT — rflayKoMa — rudeMar» -3
3HA0TeNMaNbHO-3NUTeNMaNbHas AMCTPODUS POroBULbI —4
KonnuecTBo xupypruyeckux 0 (KoHcepBaTMBHOE JieyeHue) -2
BMeLLaTeNbCTB nlh
[lenbta MKO3 MKO03, — MK03,

Jenbta B,

(Brf, - BIl,)/100
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xupyprudeckux BMeLuatenscTs; [IMKO3 — pashuua (nensta)
MKO3, nonyyaemas nytém ebiumTtaHma MKO3, (octpoTbl 3peHus
npu nepsoM obpallelnn naumenta) u3 MKO3, (octpoTbl 3pe-
HWA Ha NocieHeM KOHTPOsIbHOM ocMoTpe); [BI [l — pashuua
(DenbTa) BHYTPUINA3HOTO AABNEHWS, MoydaeMasi MyTeEM Bbl-
yutahua Bl (rnasHoro AaBneHus Ha NocneaHeM KOHTPOSb-
HoM ocMotpe) u3 B[], (rnasHoro Aasnexns npu nepsoM 06-
paLLieHnm), pasaenéHHas Ha 100 (Bo n3bexkaHue Ype3MepHOro
3aBblLLeHMs abconoTHBIX NOKa3atenen utorosoro banna).

Cratuctuyeckas obpabotka

B Microsoft® Excel (sepcus 16.72) bbina cospgaHa 6asa
LaHHbIX Ha OCHOBE PETPOCMEKTUBHOIO aHanM3a WCTOopuii
bonesHn naumeHtoB ¢ YIT-cunapomoM. CraTucTMYecKy
06paboTKy ocylecTBASAAM C NOMOLLLIO NporpaMMbl Jamovi
(Bepcus 2.2). TNpuUMeHANU METOAMKU OMKUCATESIbHON CTaTU-
CTMKM C UCTOJIb30BaHWEM CpefHero 3HayeHus (M), MeamaHbl
(Me) n ctaHpapTHoro oTkoHeHus (SD). HopManbHocTb pac-
npeaeneHns BbIDOPOK onpefensnn C NOMOLLbK KpUTEpUs

Vol.17(3) 2024

Ophthalmology Reports

LWanupo-Yunka. HenapameTpuyeckuii kputepuin Kpacke-
na-Yonnuca NpUMEHANM ANs CPaBHEHUS CPeAHMUX 3HaYeHMI
utorosoi oueHkn u MKO3 B uccnepyemsix rpynnax. Mpum npo-
BEAEHUM PErpeccMoOHHOr0 aHanu3a UCMosb30Bau CKOPPEeK-
TUPOBaHHbIN KO3 GUUMEHT AeTepMuHaLmMn RZ. Pasnnuus npu
p < 0,05 pacueHuBanu Kak CTaTUCTUYECKW 3HAYMMBIE.

Mpm cTatucTUYecKoi 06paboTKe faHHbIX OCTPOTA 3PEHNUS,
paBHas CBETOOLLYLLEHMIO (KaK C MPaBMIIbHOM, TaK U C Henpa-
BMJIbHOI MPpOeKLMeN cBeTa), npupasHuBanack K 0,0001 B fe-
LMManbHOM BbipaxeHuu, a cnenota — K 0.

Obpaluaet Ha cebs BHMMaHMe pasHALLeecs KOU4YecTBo
MauMeHTOB B rpynnax, YTo MOro 0TPa3uThCs Ha JOCTOBEp-
HOCTM pe3ynbTaToB CTaTUCTUYECKOrO aHanusa.

PE3Y/IbTATHI

B 1abn. 2 npuBeneHo obliee KOMMYeCTBO XMpypruye-
CKMX BMeLLaTeNbCTB, BbINOMAHEHHbIX nauueHtaM ¢ YIT-
CMHAPOMOM.

Tabnuua 2. 06wume cBeLEHNS 0 KONMYECTBE XUPYpPruyecKkmMx eMeLlaTesibCTB, BbIMOJIHEHHbIX NauneHTaM ¢ CUHAPOMOM «yBeUT — rayKo-

Ma — rudema»

Table 2. Number of surgical interventions performed on patients with uveitis—glaucoma-hyphema syndrome

Xupypruyeckue BMeLLaTeNbCTBa Bcero
CpepHee KonmyecTso:
o onepaumn 1,34 + 1,
e rocnuTanu3auuii 2,07 +1,

HanpaBneHHble Ha ycTpaHeHue KoHTakTa UOJT ¢ pagyKon
TpaHccknepanbHas WwosHas dukcauus M0J1 24
WmnnanTaums upuc-kno UOJ 22
BropuyHas umnnaHTaums ruapodunsHoii MOJ 20
Oukcaums UOJT K pagmyxke 16
BanpaxHble LLBbI 6
IkcnnanTtauus MON 5
Peno3uums rantuyeckux anemMeHToB 1
HanpaBneHHble Ha CHUXEHWe BHYTPUIIa3HOro AaB/eHus
CuHycTpabekynakTomus 18
MiMnnaHTaums KnanaHa Axmepna 9
BbIMbiBaHWe rugpembl 8
JlazepHas MpuasKToMuA 4
[lnon-nasepHas TpaHcCKepanbHas KOHTaKTHas LIMKIOK0arynauus 3
MMnnaHTaums MeTansmyeckoro MUHU-LLYHTa 2
HuaamHr dunbTpaumroHHoON NOAYLLKK 2
3JHyKneaums 1
Mpoune BMeLLaTenbCTBa

JlasepHas aucum3ns BTOPUYHOI KaTapaKTbl 3
3apHsaa TpenaHaums cKepbl 1
MepepHas BUTPIKTOMMS 1
ToTanbHas BUTPIKTOMKUA 1
Cymma 147

DOl https://doi.org/10.17816/0V626409




OPTNHATIBHBIE CTATBN

B 1abn. 3 npuBeeHo CpaBHEHME OCHOBHbIX XMPYPrUYECKMX
BMeLLaTe/IbCTB M0 MX UTOrOBOM OLeHKe 1 gocturHyTon MKO3.
Ha puc. 1 npuBeseHa 3aBUCUMOCTb UTOFOBOM OLEH-
KN 3OGEKTUBHOCTU XMUPYPrUYECKOro JieyeHus, a Ha

Tom 17.N? 3, 2024
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puc. 2 — MKO3 ot TMna npoBefEHHOr0 BMeLlaTesib-
cTBa.

B T1abn. 4 npuBefieHbI OCTIOXHEHNS XMPYPrUYECKUX BMELLa-
TeNbCTB M KOHCEPBATUBHOIO JIEYEHNS B UCCIEAYEMbIX FPynmnax.

Tabnuua 3. CpaBHeHMe UccneayeMbIx rpynn Mo UTOrOBOM OLEHKE W MaKCUMabHOM KOPPUrMPOBaHHOM OCTPOTE 3peHNs
Table 3. Comparison of study subgroups by final score and best-corrected visual acuity

OcHoBHOE XMpypruyeckoe

WtoroBblii bann,

MKO3 npu nocneaHeM KoH-

BMeLLaTe/bCTBO M + SD (Me) p TposibHOM ocMoTpe, M + SO (Me) p
BropuuHas umnnantauus rugpodunsHon UOJ 5,36 + 1,05 (5,62) 0,50 + 0,33 (0,50)
Penosnums u TpaHccKknepanbHas WwoBHas ¢ukcauma MOJT - 5,21 + 1,80 (5,68) 0,45 + 0,31 (0,40)
WmnnanTaums npuc-kno UOJ 3,87 + 3,34 (5,50) <0.001 0,38 + 0,30 (0,30) 0.146
Oukcauma MO K pagymxe 1,26 + 4,41 (2,10) ' 0,37 0,13 (0,40) '
BaHgaxHble LBk 0,74 + 3,66 (-0,76) 0,15+ 0,17 (0,10)
KoHcepBaTtuBHOE neyeHne -3,26 + 2,51 (-4,48) 0,54 + 0,31 (0,60)
Tabnumua 4. OcnoxHEHNS XMPYPrU4ECKUX BMELLIATENbCTB M KOHCEPBATMBHOTO JIEYEHUS B UCCNEAYeMbIX Fpynnax
Table 4. Complications in the studied subgroups
OCHOBHOE XMpYpru4eckoe BMeLLaTebCTBO
OcnoxHeHue ron | TCLW Kno PALL BLLI Kn | Beero,n
(n=20) | n=18) | n=22) | (n=8) (n=4) | (n=23)
leMopparuyecKas 0TC/IONKa COCYAMCTON 000/104KM 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Peunans cunapoMa «yBeuT — rnaykoMa — rupeman» 1 0 0 2 1 " 15
3HpoTeNnManbHo-3NUTeNManbHas AMCTPOGUs porosuLbl 1 0 1 0 0 0
KpoBounsnusHue B CTEKNOBUAHOE TeNO 0 1 1 0 0 0
Het 2 1 4 2 1 11 21
=
[
o
N :
= l S 0,50 -
= =
(g0} n
e 25 - = l
= 3
o £0,25 -
S 0,0 - 2
2 2
= ™
-2,5 - l - 0,00 -
o
x>
=

rMofl TIWW® KO0 PAL bW KN
OCHOBHOE XMpypruyeckoe BMeLLaTebCTBO

Puc. 1. 3aBUCUMOCTb UTOrOBOM OLEHKU 3DDEKTUBHOCTU XMpYp-
TMYECKOro JIeYeHUs OT TUMA OCHOBHOMO XWPYPrUYeCKOro BMeLla-
TenbcTBa; R2 =0,648; p < 0,001. r0/1 — BTOpUuYHaA UMMNNaHTa-
ums ruppodunsHoi NOJT; TIU® — TtpaHccknepanbHas LIOBHasA
¢ukcauma UOJT; KIO — BTopuyHas umnnaxTaums upmc-kno MOJT;
PALl — wosHas pukcaums NOJ1 k papyxke; bLL — durcaums NOJ
baHpaxHbIMK WBamu; KJT — KoHcepBaTMBHOE NieyeHne

Fig. 1. Dependence of final score due to surgical approach;
R?=10.648; p <0.001. r0N1 — hydrophobic I0L exchange on
hydrophilic model with its transscleral fixation; TLL® — trans-
scleral fixation of native 10L; K/T0 — hydrophobic I0L exchange
on polymethylmethacrylate iris-claw I0L; PALL — iris-fixated IOLs;
Bl — immobilization with scleral bandage sutures; KJ1 — con-
servative treatment

DOl https://doi.org/10.17816/0V626409

rmof1 TWo K0 PAL  BW KN
OCHOBHOE XMpypruyeckoe BMeLIaTenbCTBO

Puc. 2. 3aBMCMMOCTb MaKCMMasnbHOW KOpPUTMPOBaHHOW OCTpO-
Tbl 3pEHUS OT TUMA OCHOBHOTO XMPYPrUYECKOro BMELLATeNbCTBa;
R?=0,085; p<0,001. rM0J] — BTOpMYHAA MMMNAHTaUMA -
apodunbHon WOJT; TLW® — TpaHccknepanbHas LIOBHas QUK-
caums MOJ; KNO — BropuyHas mumnnantaums mpuc-kno MOJ;
PALl — woBHas durcauus NOJT K papyke; bLL — dukcaumsa NOJ1
baHfaxHbIMK LWBamK; KJT — KoHcepBaTMBHOE NeyeHne

Fig. 2. Dependence of best-corrected visual acuity due to sur-
gical approach; R? =0.085; p < 0.001. rM0J1 — hydrophobic 10L
exchange on hydrophilic model with its transscleral fixation;
TLU® — transscleral fixation of native I0L; KJ10 — hydrophobic I0L
exchange on polymethylmethacrylate iris-claw I0L; PAL, — iris-
fixated I0Ls; BLLI — immobilization with scleral bandage sutures;
KJT — conservative treatment
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ObCYXOEHWUE

MonyyeHHble pe3ynbTaTbl MOATBEPKAAIOT NUTepaTyp-
Hble [laHHble O COKHOCTSX XMPYPrUYecKoro neyeHus na-
umenToB ¢ YIT-cuHgpomoM [6, 7]. Cta naumeHTaMm (BKItoYas
cnyyan akcnnanTauuu MOJ1 m ynanexue rnasHoro sibnioka)
B CyMMe 6blii0 BbINONHeHO 147 BMeLLATeNbCTB, B CPeHEM
1,34 + 1,13 onepaunit Ha YenoBEKa, KaXAOro M3 KOTOPbIX
npuLLsioch rocnuTanusvposatb B cpegHem 2,07 + 1,03 pasa
(Tabn. 2). MakcumanbHoe KONIMHECTBO BbIMOHEHHBIX OHOMY
MaumMeHTy BMeLLATeNbCTB JOCTUIIIO 7, MocnefiHee U3 KOTOpbIX
BbIN0 3HYKNeaLyed U3-3a CTOMKOro 6oneBoro cMHApOMa Ha
(OoHe 3HA0TENMANBHO-3MUTENMANIBHON AUCTPOdUN POTOBULbI
W pasBUTUSA TEPMUHANBHON CTaJMK [NayKOMBbI.

MoBTOpHblE OMEpaLMK, BbIMOJHABLIMECS NALMEHTaM
¢ YIT-cuHppomoM, bblav B TOM Yucie HanpaseHbl Ha CTa-
BunusaumMio rnayKoMHoro npouecca. Tak, AAS CHUMKEHUs
BI'[l notpeboBanock 34 pasnuuHbix BMelLaTenbcTsa. U3 Hux
18 cnHycTpabeKynaKTOMMI, 2 YCTaHOBKU METaJIIMYECKOro
MUHWLWIYHTA, 9 UMNNaHTauMi KnanaHa AxMepa, 2 HUASUH-
ra QunbTPaUMOHHOW NOAYIIKU U 3 [UO[-Na3epHble TpaHC-
CK/epanbHble KOHTaKTHble LUMKIoKoarynauuu (IJITKLL).
N36biTouHoe pybueBaHWe 30HbI GUbTPaLMM Ha (GOHE Xpo-
HWYECKOr0 BOCMANeHUs U peLyavBUPYIOLLIMX KPOBOW3MU-
AHUIA B mepepHio0 kamepy [8] TpaHcdopMupyeT rnaykoMy
npu YIT-cMHApPOME BO BTOPUYHYH, TPeOYHOLLYI0 UHBIX, YeM
30/10TOW CTaHAAPT XMpYPruyeckon HopManusaumm B npu
MepBUYHON OTKPLITOYrONIBHOW TNlayKoMe — CUHYCTpabeky-
naktomma [9], NpUéMoB, HanpUMep MCMO/b30BaHWA ApeHaX-
HbIx ycTponcts [10] wam JUTTKL, [11].

B otamume oT nasepHoW MpUAONNACTUKW, NPOLEMOH-
CTpupoBaBLUeli cBOW 3hdeKTUBHOCTb Npu neyeHum YIT-
cuHapoma [12], npuMeHEHHas HaMu NasepHas UPMAIKTOMMS
(n = 4) He ycTpaHuna KoHTakTa MOJ1 ¢ papyKon Kak npu-
UMHY BO3HWKHOBEHMS YIT-cuHapoMa v He cMorna u3baeuTb
0T HeobxoAMMOCTU NoCAeLyoLLMX OnepaLyi.

OCHOBHbIMM BMeLLaTeNbCTBaMM, HanpaBfieHHbIMU Ha
YCTPaHeHMe Manbno3uLMM  UCKYCCTBEHHOTO  XpycTanu-
Ka, bblnu woBHaa dumkcauma UOJT K cknepe unu pagyxke,
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BTOPUYHas UMNAaHTaums ruapodunbHoin unm upmuc-kino M0JI,
a TaKKe MMMOBUNM3aLMA MHTPAOKYNAPHON NIMH3bI BaHaax-
HbIMM LWBaMK. TpaHCCKIepanbHy0 LUOBHYK QUKCaumMio pa-
Hee uMNNaHTpoBaHHo MOJ1 BbinonHsanM no gpnaHueson [13]
WNW Y3N0BOW TEXHUKE C (DOPMUPOBAHUEM MHTpAcKIepanb-
HbIX KapMaHoB [14]. ®uKcaumio ranTUYecKWUX 3N1EeMEHTOB
S-o6pasHbix MOJ1 K papyxKe OCYLLECTBAAAM Y3/0BbIMU
waeamw u3 nonunponunera 10-0 no MeToauke McCannel [15]
B Moandukaumm Condon [16]. BropuyHas uMnnaHTaums rv-
apodunbHon NOJT ¢ WwoBHoM UKcaLmen K ckiiepe npeano-
narana aKCMaaHTaLmIo JINH3bI, MPUBEALLIEN K BO3HUKHOBEHIO
YIT-cuHppoma (puc. 3). PetponynunnspHas MMNaaHTaLus
upuc-kno MOJT Takke nogpasymeBana yaaneHue paHee UM-
nnaHTMpoBaHHoii MOJ1. TexHuKa faHHOM onepaLyy NoApo6Ho
ocBeLLeHa B nmtepatype [17]. 1-0bpa3Hble baHLaXHbIE LIBbI
HaknageiBanm 3a MOJT ¢ Lenblo yMeHblLeHus nceBrodako-
[0HE3a W, KaK CNeacTBue, YCTpaHEHUS MHTEPMUTTUPYHOLLLErO
KoHTaKTa Mexay MOJ1 n papyxKoi.

Mpu cpaBHeHUN 3PHEKTUBHOCTU Pa3fNYHBIX XUPYpruye-
CKWUX METOAMK Haunyyluuii pe3ynbTaT npoAeMOHCTPUpPOBa-
na rpynna BTOPWUYHOWM MMNnaHTaumu ruppodunbHon MOJI.
OpnHako B ogHoM cnyyvae u3 20 Bo3HMK peumamB YIT-
CUH/POMA, CHU3MBLUMA UTOrOBYHO OLLEHKY JaHHOW METOAMKM.
[paKTUYeCKM MOEHTUYHYIO BbILLIEOMMCAHHO TEXHUKe 3 deK-
TMBHOCTb NPOJLEMOHCTPUPOBANa TpaHCCKIepasibHas LUOBHAsA
¢ukcauma MOJ1. E€ npeumyLecTBamMm ABNAOTCS bonee AuHa-
MuyHoe nosbiweHne 03, obycnoBneHHoe OTCYTCTBMEM Npo-
TSIKEHHOrO POrOBMYHOrO paspe3a — HeoTbEM/IEMOrO 3Tana
MMMNaHTaLMM NONMMETUIMETAKPUNATHON JIMH3bI, @ TaKKe
OTCYTCTBUE OC/IOXHEHMIA, CONPOBOXAKLLIMX SKCMIAHTALMIO
MOJ [18]. K HepgocTaTKam TLLU® MoKHO OTHECTU pUCK UHTpa-
0MepaLMOHHOr0 KPOBOMU3IMAHWUS B CTeKkoBuaHoe Teno [19],
a TaKKe BO3MOXKHOCTb peumamsa YIT-cuHapoMa, TaK Kak
CrpoBoLMpoBaBLUas ero Bo3HMKHoBeHne WMOJT ocTtaétcs
B nasy.

TpeTbe MECTO B HalLeM PeiTUHre 3aHsna WMMNaHTauums
npuc-kno UO0J1. Cnepyet 0TMeTUTb, YTO NpU BbIMONHEHUM
[aHHOT0 BMeLLaTeNbCTBa Yallle Habnfanmcb UHTpa- U paH-
HWe Noc/ieonepaLmMoHHbIe OCTIOKHEHUS — reMopparuyecKas

c

Puc. 3. KnuHuueckuit cnyyait akcnnantauum ruapodobHon S-obpasHon M0JT ¢ 3amMeHoi Ha ruapodunbHyio Mofienb € TPAHCCKepabHO
LUIOBHOM (MKCaLMelt: @ — BUOMMKPOCKONMYECKas KapTuHa 10 onepaumm (Mukporndema); b — BUOMUKPOCKONMYECKas KapTuHa Ha TPeTbu

CYTKM nocne BMeLUaTenbCTBa; ¢ — 3KcnnaHTupoBaHHas M0J]

Fig. 3. Clinical case of a hydrophobic S-shaped I0L explantation with exchange on hydrophilic model with transscleral suture fixation:
a — before surgery (hyphema); b — biomicroscopy on the third day after the surgery; c — explanted hydrophilic 10L

DOl https://doi.org/10.17816/0V626409




OPTNHATIBHBIE CTATBN

0TC/0/Ka cocyancTol 060/104KM (2 cnyyas Ha 22 onepauuv)
1 KpoBOM3NMSHWE B CTeknioBuaHoe Teno (1 ciyyan us 22).
KpoMe Toro, 1 BTopuyHas umnnaHTaums ruapodunsHoii MOJT,
1 ycTaHoBKa upmc-kiio W0J1 ypeBaThbl pasBUTUEM 3HAOTENHU-
anbHO-3MUTENMaNbHOW AMCTPO(GUU POrOBULbI, OYEBMAHO,
13-3a MPOACIIKMTENBHBIX MaHUNYNALMA B NepesHeii Kame-
pe [20]. B HaweM uccnefoBaHM 3aMKCMPOBAHO MO 0AHOMY
C/lyyalo B KaXKaom rpynne.

Hanbonbluas 3ddekTMBHOCTL (MTOTOBbIA 6ann Bbiwe 3)
TPEX MepeuncrieHHbIX MeTOAMK onpejenseT Lenecoobpas-
HOCTb MX NPUMEHEHMUS B MOBCEAHEBHON KITMHUYECKOMN NpaK-
TUKe, a BbIDOp KOHKPETHOM XUPYPTrUYECKON TEXHUKW [0ITKEH
OCHOBbIBATbCA Ha NpeanoyTeHusax xvpypra [17].

LoBHas dwmkcaums MOJ1 K papyxKe 3aHsna YeTBEPTOE
MECTO, TaK KaK, HECMOTPS Ha €€ BbIMOJIHEHME, Y [BYX Nauy-
eHTOB U3 8 BO3HMK peumams YIT-cuHApOMa, BbIHYAMBLUMIA
3KCNNaHTUPOBaTb NMH3Y. O4HAKO NpU HEOCNOXHEHHOM Te-
YeHWUW nocieonepaLMoHHOro nepuoaa MeToamnKa obecrneun-
BaeT MKO3 npaKTuuecku aHanormMyHylo TakoBOW B rpynne
uMnnaHTaumm npuc-kio MOJ1.

lpUMeHeHWe BaHAQKHBIX LUBOB ANs JleYeHUs MaLueH-
T0B ¢ YIT-cMHApPOMOM OMnpaBAaHo B MeHbLUEN CTENeHU U3-
3a Yrpo3bl PeLnavBUPYHOLLMX KPOBOU3NUAHUA B NEPELHION
Kamepy, 0bycnosneHHon koHTaktoM WOJT ¢ papykoii (oauH
cnyyan U3 YeTbIpéx). K BO3MOXHBIM OCNTOXHEHUAM AaHHOM
TEXHWUKU TaKXKe OTHOCAT BO3HMKHOBEHWe cMHApoMa obpar-
HOro TOKa XwuaKocTu [21], KOTOpbIN, OfHAKO, Y MALMEHTOB
uccneayemon rpynnel He Habmopancs.

KoHcepBaTMBHOE fNeyeHWe 3aHANO MocnefHee Me-
CTO M3-3a BbICOKOW 4acTOTbl BO3HWUKHOBEHWS pPELMAWBOB
YIT-cuHgpoma (11 cnyyaeB U3 23), HECMOTPS Ha TO 4TO
AaHHas MOArpynna oTAuMYanach HaunmyuylwuMU MeKpeLu-
OvBHbIMKM nokasatenamm MKO3, ofHako He MMeroLMMK
Huyero obLlero ¢ OTAANEHHbIMU BU3YaNbHBIMU UCXOLaMM
YIT-cuHppoma.

BbIBOAbl

Xupyprudeckoe nevenue YIT-cuHapoMa npegcraBnset
KOMMEeKCHylo npobneMy 13-3a HeobXoAMMOCTM BbINOMHEHNS,
KaK MpaBKo, HECKONbKUX BMELLATeNbCTB, HanpaBfeHHbIX
Ha yCTpaHeHWe MpUYMH PELMAMBUPYIOLLMX KPOBOW3NMAHUNA
B MepeaHIo KaMepy W/ CTEeKI0BUAHOE TeNo — Mexa-
HU4ecKoro KoHTakTa MOJT ¢ pagyKKoK, a TaKKe Xupyprude-
CKyl0 HOpManu3aumio odTasbMOTOHYCa C MCMOMb30BaHUEM
K/anaHHbIX YCTPOWCTB Y KaXA0ro TPeTbero nauueHTa.

CpaBHeHME pa3/IMYHbIX XMPYPrUYECKUX METOAMK Mnpo-
LEMOHCTPUPOBaAOo Haubonbluy 3GhEKTUBHOCTL BTOPUY-
HOM uMNnaHTauum rugpodunsHoi MOJ1, TpaHccknepanbHoil
woHoi durcaumm MOJ1, a TakKe ycTaHoBKM upuc-kio MOJT.
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OdTansMonoriecKkme BeoMoCcT/

HeckonbKo MeHbluyld 3dEKTUBHOCTb MOKasana LIOBHas
Oukcauma NOJT K papyxke. MpuMeHeHne BaHAaXKHBIX LWBOB
ANS NeyeHus naumeHTos ¢ YIT-cuHApoMoM Helenecoobpas-
HO M3-3a BbICOKOTO pUCKa peLManBa.

AOMO/THUTENNbHASA UHOOPMALIUA

Bknap aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbl BHECAM CYLLECTBEHHbIA BKaf,
B pa3paboTKy KOHLenuuu, npoBefeHue McCnefjoBaHUs W MOA-
rOTOBKY CTaTby, MPOYNM U 0A00pUNM uHanbHYl0 Bepcuio nepef,
nybnukaumeit. Bknag kaxporo astopa: [1.®. benos — KoHuenuus
M [U3alH UCCIe0BaHMs, HanucaHue TeKCTa, CTaTuCTUYeckKas 06-
paboTKa flaHHbIX, 0630p nuTepatypsl; B.M. HukonaeHko — Hanuca-
HWe TeKcTa, 063op nutepatypel; [1.A. LlyBaeB — cbop 1 obpaboTka
[aHHbIX, 0630p nuTepatypsl; B.B. MoTeMKMH — KoHuenuus u au-
3aliH UCCNeL0BaHMs, HanWcaHWe TeKcTa, 0630p MTepaTypbl, NpoBe-
OeHue Xupyprudeckux BMeLuatenscts; K.B. XpunyH — HanmucaHue
TEeKCTa, NPOBeJEHNEe XUPYPruYecKuX BMeLLaTeNbCTB.

KoHdnukT unTepecoB. ABTopbl AeKnapupyloT OTCYTCTBUE SIB-
HbIX 1 MOTEHUMaNbHbIX KOHJIMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3aHHBIX C My-
OnMKaLmelt HacTosLLLeN CTaTby.

WUcTouHuk duHaHcupoBaHmus. ABTopbl 3asBnsioT 00 oTcyT-
CTBUM BHELUHEro (MHaHCMPOBaHWUS NpU NPOBELEHWUN UCCNeno-
BaHUS.

Jtnyeckuin komutet. He npumennMo.

WHdbopmmpoBaHHoe cornacue Ha nybnuKkaumio. ABTopbl nony-
YWIM MTUCBMEHHOE COTflacue NaLMeHTOB Ha MybnnKaLmio MeauLIMH-
CKUX JaHHBIX.
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