Poccunckmnin Meamnko-omonornyecKimin BeCTHUIK

HAYYHBIE OB30PHI Tom 30, N° 2, 2022 VMeHn akagdemmra V. 1. Nasnosa

YK 616.133-089.843 ' l.)

DOL: https://doi.org/10.17816/PAVLOVJ10439 .

CpaBHUTeNbHaA OLEHKA Pe3yNbTaToB PasfIU4HbIX -
MeTOAMK PEKOHCTPYKUUMA KapoTuaHON 6udypKaumu

[. ©. benospues™

271

HaumoHanbHbI MeAUUMHCKWIA UCCNedoBaTeNbCKUI LIHTP Xupypritn uMenun A. B. BuwuHesckoro, Mocksa, Poccuitckan ®epepauma

AHHOTALUNA

Beedenue. B HacToAlwee BpeMA [nA  BOCCTAHOBNEHWA MNPOXOAMMOCTM  BUPYpKaLUMM  COHHOM  apTepuu
MpY aTepoCKNepOTUYECKUX CTEHO3aX WCMOMb3YeTCA TPU OCHOBHBIX METOAA PEKOHCTPYKLMM: KnaccuMyecKasd KapoTuaHas
sHpapTepakToMua (KK3A3J), npotesupoBaHMe BHyTpeHHenM CcOHHoW apTepum (BCA) u 3BepcMOHHas KapoTuaHaA
3HpapTepakTomMua (3K3A3). B paboTe npvBeaeH CpaBHUTENbHBIA aHANMU3 HEMOCPEACTBEHHBIX U OTAANEHHBIX Pe3yNbTaToB
3TUX METOLMK NpM CTEHO3axX bUPypKaLMM COHHOM apTepum.

3aknoyeHue. B OTHOLLEHMM HeMOCPeLCTBEHHBIX PE3Y/bTaTOB aHajM3 JIMTEpATYPHbIX WCTOYHWMKOB He MO3BONAET
cAenatb 0HO3HaYHbIY BbIBOA 06 04EBMIHBIX MPEMMYLLECTBAX TOrO UM MHOMO METO/a BMeLLATeNbCTBa. TaK, pAR aBTopoB
3aperucTpmpoBany nyyllne pesynbTatbl Npu Ucnonb3osaHun 3K3A3, apyre — He BbIABMIM CYLLECTBEHHOrO pPasnuymaA
meray 3KIA3 n KK3AI, ecnm TonbKo pedb He LWia 06 UCnonb3oBaHUK NPAMONO LUBA, MPUYEM 3TO OTHOCUTCA U K MeTa-
aHanusaMm, 1 K OpuruHanbHbIM UccneoBaHUAM. B 0THOLLEHMM OTOaneHHbIX pe3ynbTaToB NPaKTUYECKU BCe NUTEpaTypHble
MCTOYHUKW CBUAETENBCTBYIOT 0 6onee onTUManbHbIX pesynbTatax Npy NPUMEHEHUM 3BEPCUOHHOM MeTOAMKM. Ha ocHoBaHMM
MpoBeAEeHHOr0 aHanM3a MOXKHO CAeNaTh BbIBOA 0 npeanoyTuTenbHocTy 3K3A3, ecnm aTo NO3BONAIOT XapaKTep NOparKeHUA
KapoTuaHoM 6udypKaLmMM 1 aHaTOMUYECKME B3aMMOOTHOLLEHMA B OMEepaLyoHHON paHe.

KnioueBble cnoBa: Kiaccuyeckas KapomuoHas 3HOGPMepP3KMOMUS; 3BepCUOHHAA KAapOMUOHAA 3HOAPMEP3KMOMUS;
Npome3upoBaHue BHympeHHeli CoHHoU apmepuu
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ABSTRACT

INTRODUCTION: Nowadays, to restore the patency of the carotid artery bifurcation in atherosclerotic stenoses, three
main methods of reconstruction are used, namely, classic carotid endarterectomy (cCEAE), prosthetic repair of the internal
carotid artery, and eversion carotid endarterectomy (eCEAE). The study conducted a comparative analysis of the immediate
and long-term results of using these methods in the case of stenosis of the carotid artery bifurcation.

CONCLUSION: As regards the immediate results, the analysis of literature does not permit allow making an unambiguous
conclusion about the evident advantages of a particular method of intervention. Thus, several authors obtained better results
with the use of eCEAE, whereas others did not find any significant differences between eCEAE and cCEAE, if it was not a
guestion about using a straight seam, and this can be referred to both meta-analyses and original studies. Regarding the
long-term results, practically all literary sources indicate more optimal results with the use of the eversion technique. The
results of the analysis imply the preference for eCEAE if the character of the lesion of the carotid bifurcation and anatomical
interrelations in the surgical wound allow it.
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CMUCOK COKPALLEHUK

BCA — BHYTpPeHHAA COHHanA apTepua

KK3A3 — Knaccuyeckan KapoTUHaA 3HAAPTEPIKTOMUA
MT®3 — nonuteTpadTopaTUNEH

OHMK — ocTpoe HapyLueH1e MO3roBoro KpoBoobpalLeHus
YMH — yepenHo-M03roBoi HepB

3K3A3 — 3BepcuoHHaA KapoTUAHAA SHAAPTEPIKTOMUA

BBEJEHUE

B HacTofLlee BpeMA OnA BOCCTaHOBNEHWUA MPOXOAM-
MOCTU 6UQYPKALMKM COHHOW apTepuu MpuU aTepocKiepo-
TUYECKMX CTEHO3aX MCMONb3YeTCA TPU OCHOBHbIX MeTOAa
PEKOHCTPYKLMM.

Bo-nepBbix, 3T0 OTKPbITas MW KaaccuyecKas Kapo-
mudHaa 3Hdapmepakmomusa (KKIA3), BHepeHHas B KNu-
Hudeckylo npaktuky M. DeBakey (1953), npy BbinonHeHum
KOTOPOM Ha CErofHALIHUMA [ieHb CUMTaeTCA 06A3aTeNbHbIM
BLUMBaHMe 3annartbl B apTepUOTOMUYECKOE OTBEPCTHE.

Bo-BTOpbIX, 3T0 NPpoMe3uposaHue BHympeHHel COHHOU
apmepuu (BCA), Bnepable npoBeaeHHoe B 1954 r. F Denman.

B-TpeTbux, 3T0 38epcuoHHaA KapomudHaa 3HOapme-
pakmomus (3KIA3), npennorkeHHas XMPYPruyecknM Kom-
neKkTMBOM MeTogucTckoro rocnutana XeloctoHa B 1959 T.
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B HacToAwee BpeMA 3K3IAI mcnonb3ayetca B ABYX BapuaH-
Tax: BHeapeHHoM R. Kieny (1985) nnu HeckonbKo Moaugu-
umposaHHoM D. Raithel (1987).

Ecnm 0bpatnTbcA K OaHHbIM aBTOPCKUX KOMEKTU-
BOB, 06nafaloWuxX 3HauYMTeNbHBIM OnbiToM (6onee 1500
HabMI0EeHNI) KapoTUOHbIX PEKOHCTPYKLMIA, TO OKareTcs,
YTO HECKOJbKO Yallle MPUMEHSETCA «MOHOXMPYPTrUYECKUIA»
noaxoq (tabn. 1) [1-6]. Te »Ke, KTO MCMONL3YET pasfINUIHbIE
MeToAbl BMeLLaTenbCTB Ha BCA, He Bcerga obcypaaioT no-
Ka3aHuA K BbIbopy TOro MM MHOMO Crocoba PeKOHCTPYKLMM
nMb0o He NPOBOMAT CPABHUTENILHOM OLIEHKM WX pe3y/bTaToB
[7-11]. B HebonbLUMX OTEYECTBEHHBIX CTaTUCTUYECKUX UC-
CnesjoBaHNsX, MOCBALLEHHBIX KapOTUAHBIM PEKOHCTPYKLM-
M, BOMPOCHI MOKasaHUM K TOMy WU MHOMY MeTomy BMe-
LUATe/bCTB TaKkKe He npeacTasneHbl [12-14].

TaBnuua 1. YacroTa ncnonb3oBaHusA Pa3NnYHbIX METOOMK BMeLLaTe/IbCTBa Ha COHHbIX apTePUAX MO NUTepPaTypHbIM faHHbIM

IBepcuoHHan Knaccuueckan Kapo- MpotesupoBaHue
. UcTouHuK
AgTopbl, rog ny6nuKaumm n KapoTugHas TMAHaA BHYTpEHHeW
" nuTepatypbl

3HAAPTEPIKTOMUA 3HAApPTepPIKTOMMA COHHOI4 apTepuu
Trisal V., et al., 2002 1648 - 100% - [1
Darling R.C., et al., 2003 3429 100% - - [2]
Raithel D., 2004 19243 61% 26% 6% [7]
Duncan J.M, et al., 2008 1609 - 100% - [3]
Ricco J.B., et al., 2009 1585 - 88% 12% [8]
OokuH AA., babkut E.B., 2010 2240 25% 63% 3% [9]
Dorigo W., et al,, 2011 4305 - 100% - [4]
Radak D.J,, etal,, 2012 9897 100% - - [5]
Kang J. etal, 2014 3014 1% 89% - [10]
Ballotta E., et al., 2014 2007 100% - - [6]
KazaHues AH. u ap., 2020 2130 30% 70% [11]

HenocpedcmaeHHoie pe3ynemamel pasnuyHeiX Memodux
KapomuoHbIX peKoHCmpyKyuli

B tabnuue 2 npeacTaBneHbl IUTEPaTypHbIE UCTOYHUKM,
B KOTOPbIX CPaBHMBAIOTCA HEMOCPEACTBEHHbIE pe3ynbTaThl
3K3A3 n KK3A3.

B meta-aHanuse C. N. Antonopopulos, et al., cono-
cTaBnstowem pesynbtathl 8530 3K3A3 n 7721 kKK3A3, bbino
noKasaHo, 4to npy 3K3A3 oTMeyaeTcA 3HaYMMO MeHblUas

DOl https://doi.org/1017816/PAVLOVI1043%4

4acToTa nep1onepaLMoHHOro 0CTPOro HapyLLeHUA MO3roBo-
ro kpoBoobpatueHna (OHMK) n netanbHbIx cny4aes no npu-
UnHe uHcynbTa [15]. MprMeyaTensHo, YTo B bonee No3aHeM
MeTa-aHanuse K. |. Paraskevas, et al. Ha ocHoBaHWM pe-
3ynbTatoB ye 16 249 3K3AI u 33 251 KK3A3I 6bin0 0TMe-
YeHO, YTO BbILLEYKa3aHHbIE Pa3nnuMA MPUCYTCTBYHT NULLb
npw cpaBHeHnmn 3K3A3 1 KK3A3 ¢ npaMbIM wBoM. Eciv e
conocTaBniAoTcA JaHHble no 3K3A3 1 KK3A3 ¢ nnactukon
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Ta6bnuua 2. CpaBHUTENbHAA OLEHKA HEMOCPEACTBEHHbIX PE3YNLTATOB IBEPCUOHHOM M KNACCUYECKON KapOTUAHON SHAAPTEPIKTOMMUM

A /6 KonuuectBo Habnogexun, n
BTOPEL/ 2233 AHHBIY, TUTI MIECABAOBaRILR, FOA 3BepcuoHHan KapotuaHasa | Knaccuueckas KapotuaHas Kputepuu cpasrenms
ny6auKaLMm, UCTOYHUK TUTepaTypbI
3HAAPTEPIKTOMUA 3HAAPTEPIKTOMUA
Antonopopulos C. N,, et al., MeTa-aHanus, 2011 [15] 8530 7721 OHMK; netanbHoCTb 0T MHCYMbTa
16 249 33251
Paraskevas K. |., et al.,, MeTa-ananu3, 2018 [16] | | - OHMK, netansHoCTb OT MHCYNbTa
3annara MPAMOA LLIOB
Burorpanos P. A., opurvHansHoe uccnefosaHve, 1064 195 OHMK, eTanbHoCTb 07 MHCyAbTa
201917
o 12 050 83712
ascular Quality Initiative Database, perucrp, , NIETanbHOCTb OT MHCY/bTa
Vascular Quality Initiative Datab 202018] | | . OHMK
3annara MpAMON LLIOB
["aBpuneHko A. B., 1 ap., MeTa-aHanms, 2020 [19] 1718 1954 OHMK
KasaHues A. H., u ap., opurmHanbHoe vccneaosaHme, 437 1493 OHMK, MeTarsHoCTb, TpoM603b
2020 [11]
431 4009
Lazarides M. K., et al., MeTa-ananus, 2021 [20] o3, u_,r(;%m;g:a OHMK, netansHocTb
KCeHo- ' '
[1aKpOH,
MEPMREPA | nonmyperan
[pumeyaHue: [ — HET CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMBIX Pa3fuuMiA;  — OOCTOBEpHO pasnuyatomeca pesynbtatsl, OHMK — ocTpoe HapyLueHve

MO03roBoro KposoobpalleHus; [MTO3 — nonutetpadTopaTUNeH

3annaTou, TO pe3yNbTaThl OKa3bIBAKOTCA MOEHTUYHBIMM [16].
P. A. BuHorpagoB nosyymn 3HaunMble pasnMymA Kak B Ya-
ctoTe uHcynbToB nocne 3K3A3 (0,3%) n KK3AI (2,1%), Tak
n co ceAazaHHon ¢ OHMK nocneonepauMoHHON neTanbHO-
CTbI0 NPV YKa3aHHbIX MeToAMKax BMeLuaTenbcTea [17].

Mpu aHanuse CBEOEHWW, COOEPHKaLLMXCA B Peructpe
Vascular Quality Initiative Database (12 050 3K3A3 n 83 712
KK3A3), He 6blIfI0 BbIABIEHO Pa3NNYMA B rOCMTANbHBIX pe-
3ynbTatax, eC/v TONBKO PeYb He LA O HaNIOXKEHUM MPAMOro
wga (5,1% ot cnyyaes KKIAI), Korpa 30-OHEBHBIM NOKa3aTesb
MHCYNbT / NEeTanbHOCTb 3HAYMMO NPeBbILLaN TaKoBOW Mpu 3K3-
A3 [18], uto coBnapaet ¢ aaHHbIMK K. |. Paraskevas, et al. [16].

B meta-aHanuse A. B. laBpunenko, u gp. (2020 r.,
1718 3K3A3 n 1954 KKIA3) 6bIN0 BIABNEHO CTAaTUCTUYE-
CKM 3HaYMMOE CHUKeHMe YacToTbl paseuTtua OHMK B 6nu-
¥aWLleM nocTonepaLMoHHOM Neproje Npy UCMosb30BaHUM
aBepcuoHHon MeToamkm [19]. A. H. KasaHues, u gp. (2020)
OTMETU/IN MAEHTWUYHbIE YaCTOTY ULLEMUYECKMX 3MU30[0B,
NEeTanbHOCTU U TPOMBO30B MpU 3BEPCUOHHOWM METOAMKe
1 ncnonb3oBaHum 3annatbl [11].

M. K. Lazarides, et al. npoBenu MeTa-aHanus no 4440
6ONbHBIM U MOKa3anu, YTo MpU MCMONb30BaHWM 3annat
13 nonutetpadTopatmneHa (n = 948) unu belubero nepukap-
Aa (n = 249) HenocpencTBeHHble pe3ynbTaThl KKIAI cpaBHU-
Mbl ¢ TakoBbIMK nocne 3K3IA3 (n = 431). Mpu npuMeHeHnn
npaAMoro wea (n = 753), BeHo3HbIX (N = 973), faKpoHOBBIX (N
= 828) unn nonuypetaHoBbix 3annat (n = 258) 30-aHeBHble
WHCYNbT UM NeTanbHOCTb OKa3anuch Bbite [20].

B emuHCTBEHHOW B nuTepatype paboTte Mo cpaBHEHWIO
HenocpeacTBeHHbIX pe3ynbratoB KK3AJ m npoTesnpoBaHuA
BCA H. C. Veldenz, et al. He BbIABUNM pasnMuuin B YacToTe

BOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/PAVLOVI104394

nocneonepauymolHoro OHMK 1 KOHEUYHOM TOUKWM «MHCYMBT +
NETanbHOCTb OT MHCYNbTa» Mexay 427 KKIA3 v 51 npote3mpo-
BaHmeM BCA (0,7% u 1,9%, 1,2% v 1,9% cooTBeTcTBEHHO) [21].

CpaBHUTENbHAA OLEHKA HEMOCPeACTBEHHBIX Pe3ynb-
TaToB BCEX TPeX OCHOBHbLIX METOL0B PEKOHCTPYKumu BCA
npucyTcTBYeT ToNbKo B pabote A. B. MokpoBckoro, v ap.
[22]. AsTopbl U3yumnu Takue pesynbTatel nocne 630 m3o-
JIMPOBaHHbIX MEPBUYHBIX OTKPBITLIX BMELLATENbCTB Ha bu-
dypKaumm o6LLer COHHOM apTepuu NpW aTepocknepose,
BbIMOJIHEHHBIX B OTAENEHWN XMPYPruM COCYOOB MHCTUTYTA
xvpyprum uMenn A. B. BuwHeBckoro 3a nepuop ¢ AHBapA
2008 r. no pekabpb 2010 r. (tabn. 3).

Buibop Memoda peroHcmpykyuu BCA npoussodusnca
HQ@ OCHOBAHUU HUMCeNPUBEOEHHbIX NOKA3AHULU.

[ina 3K3A3:

- «aHaToMuyecKasa foctynHocTb» BCA gnA BbinonHe-
HuA 33A3 [23];

- TONIePaHTHOCTb FOI0BHOr0 Mo3ra K nepexatuio BCA;

- OTCYTCTBME BbIPAXKEHHOI 0 KasnbLIMHO3a;

- coyeTaHue cTeHo3a 1 ussutoctu BCA.

[ina kKK3A3 ¢ oba3amenbHol naacmukol 3aniamodu:

- «aHaToMu4ecKaa HepocTynHocTb» BCA gnA Bbinon-
HeHua 3K3A3 [23];

- NMPOTAMKEHHOCTb apTEPUOTOMMU [0 5 CM;

- HeTO/NepaHTHOCTb MOMI0BHOMO MO3ra K nepekatuio BCA.

[Jna npomesuposarusa BCA:

- nopaxeHun BCA Ha npoTAxeHnm cBbiwe 4—6 cM;

- BblparKeHHOM 06bI3BECTBNIEHUM apTepUMn.

Bbinn nonyyeHsl cneaytowme pesynbTatel (tabn. 3). Ya-
CTOTa BPEMEHHOT0 LLUYHTUPOBaHMA NPeACKa3yeMo OKasanach
3HauMMo Bbilwe npy KKIA3I. BctpeyaeMocTb noBperaeHua
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Ta6bnuua 3. CpaBHUTENbHAA OLEHKA HEMOCPELCTBEHHBIX PE3Y/bTaToB 3BEPCHOHHON KapOTUAHOW SHAAPTEPSKTOMMM, KNACCUYECKOM
KapoTUAHOW 3HAAPTEPIKTOMMM U NPOTE3MPOBAHWA BHYTPEHHEH COHHOM apTepui [22]

IBepcuoHHan Knaccuyeckas k MpoTe3upoBaHue
MapameTpsl KapoTuaHan apoTupHas BHYTPEHHeN COHHOM ]
3H/apTePIKTOMMA 3HAAPTEPIKTOMUA apTepuu

n (%) 416 (66) 127 (20) 87 (14) -
BpeMeHHoe LLyHTVpoBaHue, % oT n 1,0 457 35 <0,001
Tpasma YMH, % ot n 4,6 71 10,3 > 0,05
Tpombo3 BCA, % ot n 0,7 39 46 <0,05
OHMK romonatepanbHoe, % ot n 1,2 2.4 4,6 <0,001
WHCynbT + neTanbHoCTb 0T MHCY/bTa, % 0T N 1.4 2,4 5,8 <0,001

[pumedaHue: YMH — yepenHo-Mo3roBoi Heps; 3KIA3 — 3BepcMOHHAA KapoTMAHaA 3HAapTepakToMmA; KK3IA3 — Knaccuueckas
KapoTuaHanA aHaapTepakTommna; OHMK — ocTpoe HapyLueHWe Mo3roBoro KpoBoobpalLeHua

YepenHo-Mo3roBbIx HepeoB (UMH) ctaTucTUYecKM He pas-
fMyanacb Mexay rpynnamu, tpombo3 BCA poctoBepHo
yawe otMevanca nocne KK3A3 u npotesupoBanusa BCA.
Ecnu ke 0bpaTuTbCA K TakMM MNoKasaTeNAM, Kak yactoTa
pa3BuTMA roMonarepanbHoro OHMK v couetaHme nHcynbTa
W NEeTanbHOCTM OT MHCYNbTA, TO 3HAUUMO Pa3nnyanmch 3Tu
KOHEYHbIE TOUKM TOMbKO Npu cpaBHeHUn 3K3AI u npote-
3upoBaHua BCA. pwu conoctaBnennmn pesynbtatoB 3K3A3
n KK3A3, a Take KKIA3 v npotesmposaHua BCA atu no-
KasaTenm O0Ka3anuncb CTaTUCTUYECKM COMOCTaBUMbIMY [22].

OmdaneHHble pesynemamel PasnuyHLIX MemoduK
KapomudHsIX peKoHCmpyKYui

3a nocnepHwve roapl 66110 0Ny6MKOBAHO HECKONb-
KO CpaBHWUTENbHbIX UCCNeA0BaHUM, B T. Y. PaHAOMU3N-
POBaHHbIX, MO OTAANEHHbIM pe3ynbTaTaM pa3fnyYHbIX
BAapMaHTOB KapOTUAHbIX BMeLaTenbcTs. Kak 1 npu cpas-
HEHWM HenocpeCTBEHHbIX Pe3yNbTaToB CONOCTABAANMUCD
npenmyliectBeHHo 3K3A3 u KK3A3, Ho nony4eHHble
AaHHble OKasanucb bonee ogHOpPoaHbIMK (Tabn. 4).

Ta6nuua 4. CpaBHMTENbHAA OLIEHKA OTANEHHbIX Pe3yNbTaToB 3BEPCUOHHOM M KNAcCMYeCKOM KapoTUAHOM 3HAAPTEPIKTOMMM

Konuuectso Habnogexun, n
ABTopbl / 6a3a faHHbIX, TUN UCCNIEA0BAHUA, FO4 Kputepum cpaBHeHua
ny65MKaLMM, UCTOHHUK UTepaTypsl 3Bepc1oHHan KapoTuaHas Knaccuueckan KapotuaHaa | v nepuvop HabniogeHus
3H/apTePIKTOMMA 3HAAPTEPIKTOMMUA
Markovic D. M., et al., opueuHassHoe uccredosarue,
2008 [24] 103 98 PecteHo3bl, 38 Mec.
KasaHusH M. 0. v fip., opueuHanbHoe uccredodaHue, 570 23 PecreHoas, 10 15 net
2009 [25]
Antonopopulos C. N, et al., Mema-aHanus, 2011 [15] 8530 7721 Pectenosbl, 12-76 mec.
Demirel S., et al., opueuHansHoe uccnedosarue, 206 310 OHMK, 24 mec.
2012 [26]
Vascular Quality Initiative Database, pezucmp, 12050 83712 VIHCynbT/neTansHocTb,
2020 18] 3annara MPAMON LLIOB 3annara MPAMOV LLUoB | PECTEHO3bI, 12 Mec.
["aBpunenko A. B., ¢ coast, mvema-aHasius, 2020 [19] 1718 1954 OHMK, pecteHosbl
KasaHues A. H., u ap., opuauHarsHoe uccriedosaHue, Peokknio3nn/pecteHo-
637 1493
2020 [11] 3bl, 48 Mec.
Lazarides M. K, et al, vema-aranus, 2021 [20] 431 4009 PecTeHo3bl
[pumedaHue: [J — HeT CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUYMMBbIX Pa3fuuuii; — [OOCTOBEPHO pasnmyaiolimecd pesynbtatel; OHMK — octpoe

HapyLLIeH1e MO3roBoro KpoBOOBpaLLEeHHs

Tak, S. Demirel, et al., npoaHanu“3npoBaB oTaaneHHsle
pe3ynbTathl (CPOK HabniogeHua 24 mec.) 206 3K3A3 u 310
KK3A3, oTMeTunu bonee BbICOKME MOKasaTenyn uncunare-
pansHoro OHMK npu BTopoM cnocobe BMeLuatenscTBa (0%
npoTuB 2,9%) [26]. B paHOOMW3MPOBaHHOM MCCNE[0BaHMM

DOl https://doi.org/1017816/PAVLOVI1043%4

D. M. Markovich, et al. npu cpaBHenun 103 cnydyaes 3Bep-
CMOHHOro MeToda M 98 cnyyaeB Knaccuyeckoro (CPoK Ha-
bniogeHna 38 mec.) pecteHosbl BCA BcTpeyanuch perke
B nepsoi rpynne (0% npotus 6,1%) [24]. MeHbluas yacToTa
pecteHo30B BCA B otaaneHHoM nepuoge (o1 12 oo 76 mec.)
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MNPV 3BEPCMOHHOM MeTOfE MO CPABHEHMIO C KNTACCUYECKUM
(8550 3K3A3 u 7721 KK3A3) oTMeueHa TaKKe B MeTa-aHa-
nmse C. N. Antonopoulos, et al. [15].

AnanoruyHble pesynbTathl NPUBOAMTCA U B OTeve-
CTBEHHbIX NybnuKkaumax. B uccnegosanuu M. 0. KazaHusHa,
W Op. CpaBHMBanUCb OTAaneHHble pe3ynbTathl 570 3K3IA3
1 243 KK3A3J (cpok HabniogeHua oo 15 net 6e3 ykasaHua
cpenHero nepuoga Habniopenua). Mo AaHHBIM aBTOPOB,
pecteHo3bl BCA gmarHoctupoBanmch noutv B 3 pasa peme
(3,5% npoTue 9,8%) nocne 3BepCHOHHON METOAMKU Kapo-
TUOHOM peKoHCTpyKumm [25]. A. H. KasaHues, u gp. Bbl-
ABUAM [IBYKpaTHOE pasnnume B YacToTe peoKkmo3nn (95,2%
vs 2,8%) n pecteHo30B (4,2% vs 2,1%) nocne 3BepcUMOHHOM
M Knaccuyeckol MeToamKk (CPoK HabniwomeHuAa oo 4-x ner)
[11]. MeTa-aHanu3 A. B. laBpuneHko, u gp. (1718 3K3A3
1 1954 KKIA3J) noKasan 3Ha4YMMOE CHUMKEHME YaCTOTbl pas-
BuTvA OHMK, a Take YacToTbl pa3BUTUA PECTEHO30B B OT-
AaneHHOM nepuofe Npy 3BepCUOHHOM crocobe BMeLLaTesb-
CTBa B CPaBHEHWM C Knaccuyeckum [19].

Mpu cuctemMaTmsaumm [aHHbix peructpa Vascular
Quality Initiative Database okasanocb, 4To MoKasaTesb UH-
CynbT/NeTanbHOCTb M YacToTa pecTeHo30B Yepe3 1 rog nocne
BMeLLaTeNbCTBA NPV NEPBUYHOM LLBE 3HAYMMO MpPEBbILLAM
TaKoBble npu 3K3A3, B 0T/IMUME OT C/lyyaeB MCMONb30Ba-
Hus 3annat [18]. B meta-aHanuse M. K. Lazarides, u ap.
yactoTa pecteHo30B nocsie 3KIA3 oka3anacb HaMMeHbLUEw
B CPaBHEHWUM C NI0ObIM CNOCO6OM 3aKpbITUA apTepUOTOMUU
(NpAMoii WwoB/pa3nuyHble Byl 3annar) [20].

K coaneHuio, B [JOCTYMHOW NUTepaType HEMHOro
nybnuKaumit, Kacalowmxca cpaBHeHua 3K3A3 ¢ npotesu-
poBaHueM BCA. 37o, rnaBHbIM 06pa3oM, CBA3aHO C TeM,
YTO NOCNeaHee UCMOMb3YeTCA, TONIbKO KOrAa Apyrue MeTo-
Abl MOTYT MOBAeYb 3a cobon Honee BbICOKWIA PUCK OCNOMK-
HEHWUW, B OCHOBHOM KaK MOBTOPHOE BMELLATeNbCTBO B CBA3M
C BO3HMKLUMMK OCTIOMHEHWAMM B PaHHEM U MO3[HEM Mo-
C/eonepaLmoHHbIX Nepuoaax.

TeM He MeHee, M0 MMEILMMCA AaHHbIM, B 4aCTHOCTH,
B nyonukauwmu (0. B. benosa, v ap., cpaBHMBAIOLLMX Pe3yib-
TaTbl NpoTe3upoBanni BCA, 3K3A3 1 KK3A3 (n=38, 30 n 40
naLyeHToB COOTBETCTBEHHO, CPOK HabnioaeHua o 24,5 Me-
CALEB) NPOEMOHCTPMpOBaHO npenMyllectBo 3K3A3 cpe-
AV Opyrux MeTofoB B OTHOLLEHMM YacTOTbl BCTPEYAEMOCTH
OHMK wn pecteHo3oB BCA. B cnyyae 3K3A3 3t nokasatenu
coctasnanm 0% un 3%, Toraa Kak npu KKIA3 gocturany 3%
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n 18%, a npu npotesnposaHun BCA — 3% u 6% cootsert-
cTBeHHo [14].

3AK/TIOYEHUE

B oTHOLIEHMM HeNoCPeaCTBEHHBIX pPe3yNbTaToB Kapo-
TUOHbIX PEKOHCTPYKLMIA CBA3b MeM Y BblOpaHHbIM METOAOM
BMeLLIaTeNbCTBA U MOMYYEHHBIMU pe3yNbTaTaMy He BbIrfA-
OWT 04YeBMOHOW. TaK, pAL aBTOPOB BbLIABAAKT 3HAYMMOE
MPEVMYLLECTBO 3BEPCMOHHOWM KapOTMOHOM 3HAAPTEPIKTO-
mum [15, 17, 19], Opyrue — He HaxofdAT CYLLECTBEHHOIO
pa3nuumA Mexay 3BePCHOHHOM U KNacCUYecKon KapoTug-
HbIMK 3HAapTepakToMmuamm [11, 16, 18, 20], ecnun TonbKo
peyb He et 06 Mcnonb3oBaHUK NpaAMoro Lwea [16, 18, 20],
MPpUYEM 3TO OTHOCUTCA M K MeTa-aHanu3am [15, 16, 19, 20],
W K OpUTrMHanbHbIM uccnegosalmam [11, 17].

YTo *Ke KacaeTcA OTAaNeHHbIX Pe3ynbTaTos, TO 34eCh
CUTyaLMA BbIrNAONUT 6oee 0HO3HAYHOM: NPaKTUYeCKM BCe
NMTepaTypHble UCTOYHWUKM FOBOPAT O JOCTOBEPHO JYYLLUMX
pesynbTatax npy NpUMEHEHUN 3BEPCUOHHOMN MeToauKK [11,
15-17, 19, 20]. EQMHCTBEHHBLIM UCKITIOYEHMEM ABNIAIOTCA AaH-
Hble Vascular Quality Initiative Database 1 TonbKo B ToM Ya-
CTu, rAe He mcnonb3oBanca npaMon wos [18]. Kpome Toro,
cnegyeT 0TMETWTb, YTO 3TOT UCTOYHMK ONEpUpYeT CaMbiMu
KOPOTKMMM CpoKaMm HabnioaeHna — Bcero 12 MecAues.

MogbiToXKMBaA BCe BblLIECKa3aHHOe, cledyeT Mpu-
3HaTb, YTO MpPU KapOTUOHBIX PEKOHCTPYKLMAX METo[0M
BblbOpa MOHO CYMTaTb IBEPCUOHHYI0 KapOTUAHYIO 3HAap-
TEpP3KTOMMUI0, ecniv 0COBEHHOCTM nopameHus budypraumm
COHHOWM apTepuM U B3aUMOOTHOLUEHUA aHAaTOMUYECKUX
CTPYKTYp MOAYENOCTHOM 06MacTM He OrpaHWMuMBalOT BO3-
MOMHOCTb MCMO0/Ib30BaHNA 3BEPCUOHHON TEXHUKM.
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