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Nlanapockonu4eckas 6yKkKanbHas naacTuka
nuenoypetepanbHOro CerMeHTa U NPOKCUMasbHOro
oTAeNa MoOYeTOYHMKA

B.I. T'ynues "2, B.K. Komsakos ', .M. AsasxaHos "2, E.W. Koposb 2

! Cesepo-3ana/Hbiii rocynapCcTBeHHbI MeMLMHCKAIA yHuBepeuTeT uM. W.A. Meunmkosa, CankT-eTepbypr, Poccus:;
Z TopopcKas MapumHcKas 6onbHuua, CankT-Metepbypr, Poccus

AxkmyaneHocme. [py peLManBHBIX NPOTSXEHHBIX CTPUKTYPaX MUeNoypeTepasbHOro CerMeHTa U NpOKCMMarbHOro oTaeNa
MOYETOYHWKA, KOrAa CTaHAapTHble onepaumn HeadheKTUBHbI UM TEXHUYECKU HE BbIMOSIHAMBI, CYXEHHBIA Y4aCTOK MOXHO
3aMEHMUTb JIOCKYTOM M3 CIIM3UCTON 060J104KM LLIEKN.

Llesb — w3yunTb pe3ynbTaThl TanapoCKONUYECKOI NNacTUKYU NUeNoypeTepanbHOro CerMeHTa U NPOKCUMAbHOTO 0TAeNa
MOYETOYHMKA DYKKaNbHLIM rpadToM.

Mamepuanel u Memodbl. ManonHBa3nBHas MNacTUKa NPOTSIKEHHON CTPUKTYpPbI NUENOypeTepanbHOro CErMeHTa, BepX-
HEW U CpPeAHein TPeT MOYETOYHMKA JIOCKYTOM M3 CIM3MCTOM 060/10YKM LieKM BbiNosHeHa 27 6onbHbIM. MyxunH — 16,
XeHwwmH — 11, cpeannii Bospact coctaun 51 roa. MpuunHoid cyxenns y 16 naumeHToB Bbina BbINOSHEHHAs paHee Mu-
enonnactuka, y 10 — KOHTaKTHas YpeTeposuTOTPUNCUS B MPOKCUMMANbHOM OTAENe MOYeTOuHMKa, Y 1 — ero TpaBMa
MpU N1anapoCcKONMYecKOM UCCEYEHNM MapanesbBUKaNbHON KUCTbI MOYKK. Y 24 6onbHBIX UCTONb30Bancsa lanapocKoNUYecKuit
poctyn, y 3 — poboT-accucTMpOBaHHbIA. Y 17 U3 HUX NPOBOAMIIOCH 3aMELLieHWEe CYXEHHOro yyacTka no onlay-MeToAuKe,
y 10 — ayrMeHTaums aHacToMo3a byKKanbHbIM rpadToMm.

Pe3synemamel. IHTpaonepaLyMOHHbIX OC/IOKHEHWIA He BbISBNEHO. [MTeNIbHOCTb onepauuii konebanack o1 115 ao 340 MuH.
CnyyaeB noaTeKaHWs MoYM Mo ApeHaxy He bbino. Jinxopagka po 38,0 °C Habnopanack y 5 (18,5 %) nauwmentos, y 3 (11,1 %)
W3 HUX MPOBOAMNAck aHTUDbaKTepuanbHas Tepanus (Il cteneHb no KnaebeHy), a 2 (7,4 %) 6e3 HedpocTOMUYECKOr0 ApeHaxa,
BbINOIHEHA NYHKLMOHHas HedpocTomus (llla crenenb no KnaebeHy). OcnoxHenuii no KnasbeHy lllb cTenerm u Boile He Gbino.
Ha 3KcKpeTopHbIX yporpaMMax W KOMMbHOTEPHOW TOMOrPaMMe Y4acTOK MOYETOYHMKA, 3aMeLLEeHHbIN ByKKaNbHbIM JTOCKYTOM,
LUMPOKMIA U XOpOLUO MPOXOAMM. Y MaLMeHTOB CO CTPUKTYpaMW NuenoypeTepanbHOro CerMeHTa B AMHaMUKe Habnioganoch
YMeHbLLEHME Pa3MePOB PaCLUMPEHHBIX YalleyeK 1 oxaHKu. KnuHuyecku Bce onepaumm Bbinv yeneLwwHbIMK, TaK KaK yaanoch
“30aBUTb NaLMEHTOB OT HEPPOCTOMUYECKOTO ipeHaXa U CUMMNTOMOB 006CTPYKLMM BEPXHUX MOYEBLIBOLALLMX NYTEN.

3aknoyeHue. bykKanbHas ypeTeponiacTyka MoXeT ObiTb METO0M BbiDOpa Y NaUMEHTOB C NPOTSHEHHBIMU CYXEHUAMM
NWeNoypeTepanbHOro CErMeHTa U NMPOKCUMaNbHOT0 OTZAEeNa MOYETOUHMKA. OHa ABNISIETCA CPAaBHUTESIBHO HECTIOXKHOM OnepaLm-
€W, He TpebyeT LUMPOKOM MOBMIM3aLMM MOYETOUHMKA M 06ecreunBaeT XopoLUne QYHKUMOHAMbHbIE pe3ynbTaThl.

KnioueBble cnosa: CTPUKTYpPa MOYETOYHUKA; CTPUKTYpPA; NMJIaCTUKA MOYETOYHUKA; JIOCKYT C/IM3UCTON 060I0UKM LLEeKH;
ByKKanbHas NiacTuKa; bykKanbHas ypeTeponiacTuka.
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Laparoscopic buccal plasty of the pyeloureteral
segment and proximal ureter

Bahman G. Guliev "2, Boris K. Komyakov ', Zhaloliddin P. Avazkhanov "2, Evgeniy I. Korol 2

! North-Western State Medical University named after L.I. Mechnikov, Saint Petersburg, Russia;
2 City Mariinsky Hospital, Saint Petersburg, Russia

BACKGROUND: With recurrent extended strictures of the pyeloureteral segment and the proximal ureter, when standard
operations are ineffective or technically impossible, the narrowed area can be replaced with a flap from the cheek mucosa.

AIM: The aim of the study is the results of laparoscopic plastic surgery of the pyeloureteral segment and proximal ureter
with buccal graft.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: Minimally invasive plastic surgery of the extended stricture of the pyeloureteral segment,
upper and middle third of the ureter with a flap from the cheek mucosa was performed in 27 patients. There were 16 men,
11 women, and the average age was 51 years. The cause of narrowing in 16 patients was previously performed pyeloplasty,
in 10 — contact ureterolithotripsy in the proximal ureter, in 1 — his injury during laparoscopic excision of a parapelvical kidney
cyst. Laparoscopic access was used in 24 patients, and robot-assisted access was used in 3 patients. In 17 of them, the nar-
rowed area was replaced by the onlay technique, in 10 patients, anastomosis augmentation was performed with a buccal graft.

RESULTS: There were no intraoperative complications. The duration of operations ranged from 115 to 340 minutes.
There were no cases of urine leaking through the drainage. Fever up to 38.0 °C was observed in 5 (18.5%) patients, 3 (11.1%)
of them underwent antibacterial therapy (grade Il according to Clavien), and 2 (7.4%) without nephrostomy drainage, puncture
nephrostomy (grade llla according to Clavien) was performed. There were no complications according to Clavien > Illb degree.
On excretory urograms and computed tomography, the area of the ureter replaced by a buccal flap is wide and well passable.
In patients with pyeloureteral segment strictures, a decrease in the size of expanded cups and pelvis was observed in dynam-
ics. Clinically, all operations were successful, as it was possible to relieve patients from nephrostomy drainage and symptoms
of upper urinary tract obstruction.

CONCLUSIONS: Buccal ureteroplasty may be the method of choice in patients with extensive narrowing of the pyeloureteral
segment and proximal ureter. It is a relatively simple operation and does not require extensive mobilization of the ureter and
provides good functional results.

Keywords: ureteral stricture; ureteral plasty; cheek mucosa flap; buccal plasty; buccal ureteroplasty.
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AKTYAJIbHOCTb

PeunamnBHble CTPUKTYPbl MOYETOUHUKOB SIBMIAIOTCS MOKa-
3aHWeM K XMpYpruyeckon Koppekuuu. Beibop onepatveHoro
nocobus 3aBUCUT OT 3TUONOTMK, JIOKANU3aLMK, NPOTSAXKEHHO-
CTU CTPUKTYPbI U QYHKLMOHANBHOMO COCTOAHMSA NOYKU. IHA0-
CKOMMYECKas YPeTepoTOMUS CO CTEHTUPOBAHUEM MOYETOYHM-
Ka MoKa3aHa Mnpu ero KOPOTKMX CYKEHMSX, HE3aBUCUMO OT WX
nokanusauuu [1, 2]. Mpn NpoOTSKEHHbIX PeLMANBHBIX CTPUK-
Typax Ta30BOro 0TAeNa MOYETOYHWUKA BbIMOJHSIOTCS XOPOLLO
3apeKoMeHA0BaBLMe cebs onepauuu, Takue Kak mpsmon
ypeTepouucToaHacToMo3, onepauns boapu u psoas-hitch
[3-5]. Mpu HEBO3MOXKHOCTM UX MCMONb30BaHMA Npubera-
0T K uneoypeteponnactuke [6, 7]. CnoxHoctv B Bbibope
XMPYPr4eckoro nocobus BO3HWMKAKT MPU NPOTAKEHHBIX
CTPUKTYpax nuenoypeTepanbHoro cermenta ([YC), BepxHeii
W cpefHeit TpeTU MOYETOUHUKA. [y peLMaMBHBIX CTPUKTYpax
MYC cywiecTByeT BO3MOXHOCTb MOBTOPHOIO MMENIOYpeTepo-
aHacToMO03a, NacTUKM JIOCKYTOM W3 NI0XaHKKW, @ B PeKuX
cnyyasx — onepaumm Heneeprta [3, 8, 9]. OpgHako addek-
TMBHOCTb 3TWX BMELLATENIbCTB OCTAETCA HEBLICOKOM M3-3a
MCMOMb30BaHUs B KA4YeCTBE PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOMO Matepuana
M0X0 KPOBOCHAbKaLWMXCA U pybLOBO-U3MEHEHHBIX TKa-
Hell MoYeBbLIBOAALLMX NyTel. MpyU HEMPOTSIKEHHBIX CTPUK-
Typax BepxHei U cpefiHen TPeTW, KOrAa 3HA0CKOMMYecKas
KOppeKumMs He 3Q(MEKTUBHA, MOXHO BbIMOHUTL PE3eKLMI0
W3MEHEHHOro y4acTKa C aHaCTOMO30M «KOHeL, B KOHeL».
Ho npu bonee AMVHHBIX CyXeHUSIX BbINOHUTL AaHHOE BMe-
WaTeNbCTBO He ypaeTcs. 3a MocnefHue rofibl B apceHane
YPOJIOroB, 3aHWUMAIOLWMXCA PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOW XWpYpruen
MOYETOYHWKA, NOSIBUNOCH HOBOE OMepaTMBHOE nocobue —
3aMeLLEHME CYXEHHOr0 Yy4yacTKa JIOCKYTOM U3 CIIM3MCTOV
060/104KM LLLEKM UNN A3bIKA.

B HacTosiLLee BpeMs B eAMHUYHBIX KJIMHUKAX HaKOM/eH
onpezneneHHbIN OMbIT Nof06HbIX BMELLATENbCTB, B TOM Yucne
C MCMoMb30BaHWEM NlanapoCcKonUYecKoro 1 poboT-accucTu-
poBaHHoro poctynos [10-16]. Mbl npuBoauM pesynbTathl
MasIONHBA3MBHOW BYKKanbHOM NAACTUKK Y 27 NaLMEHTOB.

Lleie — w3yunTb pe3ynbTaThl NanapoCcKONUYecKo nna-
CTUKU NUENOYPETEPANTBHOMO CErMEHTA M MPOKCUMAbHOTO OT-
[eNla MOYETOYHMKA DYKKanbHLIM rpadToM.

MATEPWUAJIbI U METObI

B UeHTtpe yponorun MapumHckon 6GonbHMUbl (CaHKT-
MeTepbypr) ManouHBa3MBHas MNNAaCcTUKA NpPOTSIKEHHOM
cTpukTypbl [TYC 1 BepxHen TpeT MOYETOYHUKA BYKKabHbIM
NIOCKYTOM BbINOJIHEHA 27 nauueHTaM, U3 HUX 16 MyMuuH
1 11 xeHwwmH. CpegHuin Bo3pacT naumeHToB coctasun 51,0
(24-77) rop. Bce 6onbHble paHee nepeHecnM 3HAOCKOMU-
UECKWe U PEKOHCTPYKTWBHbIE OMepauuu Ha BepXHUX Moye-
BoiBoAAWwMx nytax (BMIM). Y 16 (59,2 %) m3 Hux cTpukTypa
pa3Bunachb Nocsie OTKPLITOM UMW NanapoCKONUYECKoW nue-
nonnactuky, y 10 (37,1 %) — nocne KOHTaKTHOW ypeTepo-
JUTOTPUNCUM MO MOBOJLY KPYMHOTO KaMHSA BEPXHEN TPeTH,
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y 1 (3,7 %) — nocne nanapocKONMYecKoro UCceyeHus na-
panesibBUKaNbHOM KMCTbI MOYKM, OCNOMHUBLLErOCS TPaBMO
MYC 1 MoyeBbIM 3aTekoM. B obuueii cnoxHoctn 12 (44,4 %)
YenoBeK paHee nepeHecnu 6onee Tpex BMeLLATENbCTB
Ha BMI, y 10 (37,1 %) BbinonHeHbl ABe Uy 5 (18,5 %) —
OfHa onepauus B 30He cyxeHus. M3 27 nauueHToB
12 (44,4 %) BbiNK rocnUTanMU3MpoBaHbl B CTaLMOHap C He-
¢pocTomoii, 7 (25,9 %) — co creHtoM, 2 (7,4 %) — co
CTEHTOM W HedpocToMoi, a 6 (22,3 %) — be3 apeHaen.
Y oaHOro naumeHTa nocnie NUENONIAcTUKK CeBa Npu NocTy-
MAeHUM HapsLy ¢ HedpocToMon bbin 3abpHOLLMHHBIN ApeHaX,
YCTaHOBJIEHHBIW B CBA3M C NapaHedpanbHbIM 3aTeKoM. Bcem
BonbHBEIM Ha MpefonepaLMoHHOM 3Tarne BbIMOJHANM YNbTpa-
3BYKOBOE MCCNEJ0BaHMe MoYeK, KOMMbKTEPHY0 TOMOrpa-
¢uio (KT) OprowHol nonocTy, aHTerpafHylo nuenorpaduio
MpU HanMuMn HedpoCTOMbI U PETPOrpPaLHYto ypeTeporpaduio.
[ins yTouHeHUst GyHKLUMM NOPaXKEeHHOW MOYKM NPOBOAMNACcH
IVHaMM4ecKas cumHTUrpadms. CBeAeHMs o naumMeHTax npes-
cTaBnieHbl B Tabn. 1.

W3 27 naumenToB y 24 (88,8 %) BbinonHeHa nanapocko-
MUYECKasn MacTvKa NpoTsKeHHoN CTpUKTYpbl [1YC 1 BepxHen
TPETU MOYETOUHMKA JTOCKYTOM U3 CIIM3UCTOM 0D0M0UKM LLEKY,
y 3 (11,2 %) ucnonb3oBaH poboT-acCMCTUPOBaHHbINM AOCTYN.
Onepauuio BbINONHANM B MONMOXEHUW Ha Boky. Mpu nana-
POCKOMWM UCMOSIb30BaNK 4 Tpoakapa, NepBbIi U3 KOTOPbIX
ONA KaMepbl yCTaHaBAWBanAM B MOAB3LOLIHOM obnactu
Ha CTOPOHe BMeLuaTesbCTBa. llocne MHcypnauum GpioLuHoi
nosoctv 2o 12 MM pT. CT. NPOBOAMIY eLle 3 Tpoakapa: ABa
Mo 6 MM Mo NOAKIKYMYHOW NIMHAW B NOAB3AO0LIHOM 0bnacTy
U HUKe pebepHoM ayru, OfMH 6 MM MO 3aiHeN aKCUNNAPHOM
nuHun. [Nanee MobunusoBanu TONCTYH KULLKY U OTBOAMIM
ee MeguanbHo. C ncceyeHneM pybLoBbIX TKaHen B 3abpro-
LUMHHOM MpPOCTPAHCTBE MAEHTUGULMPOBANU MOYETOUHUK
Ha NpOTSXXeHUM BepXHel TpeTU. MaKcuManbHo coxpaHsas He-
M3MEHEHHbIE TKaHM, BbIAENSNM MOYETOUYHUK BILLE U HUXKE
cyxenus. Mpu ctpukType MYC npoBoannm afeKBaTHyl0 Mo-
Bunuzaumio noxaHku. [lanee paccekany MOYETOYHMK Ha Npo-
TSIKEHWUM CYXEHHOTO y4acTKa, Ha 1 CM BbILLE U HU3KE 3TOM
30HbI. Mpun obctpykumm MYC paspes npofomkanu NpoKcu-
ManbHee Ha JloxaHKy. [IpoTAXKEHHOCTb CTPUKTYpbI MOYETOY-
HWKa onpesensnm ¢ NOMOLLbI0 MOYETOYHUKOBOIO KaTeTepa.
lMocne 3toro ocyuwiecTBnsnuM 3abop CAM3NUCTON 060N0UKM
LLIEKM COOTBETCTBYHOLLEN ANMHbI, Ae(EKT ee yLUMBaM Henpe-
PbiBHbIM LUBOM. [lanee NOCKYT NOAroTaBAMBaIM K NacTuke
¥ Yepes3 Tpoakap NpoBOAUNM B bpioLLHyto nonocTb. Heckonb-
KUMM y310BbIMM LUBaMM (UKCUPOBANK €ro K UCTalbHOMY
¥ NMPOKCUMANIbHOMY Kpak CYXEHHOT0 y4acTKa MOYETOYHMU-
Ka, uTo 0bneryano fanbHeiiliee HanoxeHue LUBOB. BHava-
ne HenpepbIBHbIA WOB (BUKpUN 4/0) HaknaablBanu Mexnay
OYKKasbHBIM JIOCKYTOM M NaTepasibHbiM KPaeM pacceyeHHo-
o y4yacTKa MOYETOYHMKA, @ MOCSie aHTerpagHOi YCTaHOBKM
CTeHTa C MeamarnbHbIM KpaeM MOYETOYHMKa (puc. 1).

B nocneonepauuoHHoM nepuofe NPoBOAWM aHTUbaKTe-
puanbHyto U MHbY3NOHHYK Tepanuto. [Tocne u3BneyeHUs ope-
Ha)ka MaLMeHTOB BbINMCbIBANM Ha aMbynaTopHOe NeyeHue
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Puc. 1. Mnactuka CTPUKTYpbl MOYETOUYHMKA OYKKasbHBIM JIOCKYTOM: @ — JIOCKYT MPULLMT K NaTepasibHOMY Kpakd pacCeqeHHOro CYXKeHHOro
y4acTKa MOYETOYHMKA; b — aHTerpafiHoO YCTaHOBIEH MOYETOUHUKOBIN CTEHT; ¢ — Ae(EKT MOYETOUHMKA NOSHOCTbI0 3aMeLLEH JIOCKYTOM 13
CNU3UCTON 0D0NOYKM LLIEKM

Fig. 1. Plastic surgery of ureteral stricture with a buccal flap: @ — the flap is sutured to the lateral edge of the dissected narrowed portion
of the ureter; b — an antegrade ureteral stent was placed; ¢ — the defect of the ureter was completely replaced by a flap from the buccal
mucosa

Ta6bnuua 1. XapaKTepucTuku 6osbHbIX, KOTOPBIM BbIMOJHEHA OyKKabHas ypeTeponiacTuka
Table 1. Characteristics of patients undergoing buccal ureteroplasty

Pesynbtathbl
loka3aTesnb
abc. %
KonnuyectBo naumeHToB, n 27 100
Mon MYUMHbI 16 59,2
KEHLLMHbI 1 40,8
Bo3pact bonbHbIX, cpeHUi (AuanasoH), net 51 (24-77)
WHaeKc Macchl Tena, cpeaHmil (ananason), Kr/m? 26,5 (21-38)
nuenoypeTepasnbHbIii
n CerMeHt 17 334
OKaM3aLmsa CTPUKTYPbI
: pulyp BEpXHASA TpeTb 8 51,8
cpenHas TpeTb 2 14,8
cnpasa 12 445
Cropoa cnesa 15 55,5
MpoTsXKEHHOCTb CTPUKTYPBI, CPeaHAs (ananasoH), cM 3,3(2,5-8)
HedpocToMa 12 bbb
M CTEHT 7 25,9
€TO/, APEHMPOBaHWSA NOYKM [0 onepauum CTeHT U HedpocToMa 9 74
6e3 apeHMpoBaHus 6 22,3
1 onepaums 5 18,5
KonuyecTBo paHee nepeHeceHHbIX 0nepaLuii B 30He CYKeHUs 2 onepauum 10 371
3 v bonee 12 4Li 4
3TMONOrMA CyKeHMI
nocne NlanapocKonu- 7 959
YECKOW MIacTUKM '
PeunameHble cTpuKTyphl, n = 16 .
nocne oTKPbITOM 9 333
NUenonacTUKm '
Mocne 3HA0CKONMUYECKMX OnepaLyil (KOHTaKTHas IMTOTPUNCHS, 3HAOYPETEPOTOMMS) 6 22,4
[nutenbHo cToslLLMe KaMHW B MOYETOYHUKE, CO CTPUKTYPOi IA 14,8
Jlanapockonuyeckas peseKumst napanenbBuKabHOM KUCTbI JIEBON MOYKY 1 3,6

DOl https://doiorg/10.17816/uroved321558
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C HedpocToMoii U cTeHTOM. CTeHT ypansanum yepes 6 Hep.,
BbIMOJHANMM aHTerpagHyto nuenoypeteporpammy, KT bproLu-
HOW MONIOCTU C BHYTPUBEHHBIM KOHTPACTUPOBaHWUEM, AMHA-
MUYECKYH CLMHTUrpaduio.

PE3Y/IbTATbI

Bce onepauuu ycneluHo BbIMOMHEHbI MaNOMHBA3UBHBIM
AOCTYNnoM. VIHTpaonepaLmMoHHbIX OCNIOXHEHMIA He 3admKcK-
poBaHo, reMoTpaHcdysus He nposoaunack. [nutenbHocTb
onepauun B cpedHeM coctaBuna 195 MuH, Konebanach
ot 115 po 340 muH. OcHosHoe BpeMsa (90-180 MuH) 3a-
HWMano ucceyeHWe NOCIEonepaUnoHHbIX pybLoB 1 Mobu-
nM3aumna MoYeToYHUKA. [poJonHUTENBHOCTD FOCMUTaM-
3aumn coctaBnana 5—6 pgHeir. CnydaeB NoATeKaHUs Moum
no npeHaxy He 6bino. Jiuxopagka ao 38,0 °C Habnwopanack

Tom 13,Ne 1, 2023
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y 5 (18,5 %) naumenTos, y 3 (11,1 %) u3 Hux npoBoamnacb
aHTubakTepuanbHas Tepamust (Il cteneHb no KnaBbeHy),
a 2 (7,4 %) 6e3 He(pOCTOMMYECKOTO [pEHaa, BbIMOJIHE-
Ha MyHKUMoHHas HedpocTomua (llla cTeneHb no KnasbeHy).
OcnoxHenuit no Knaebeny lllb cTenexu u Bbilwe He 6biNo
(tabn. 2).

KnuHnyecku Bce omepaumm npusHaHbl yCnewwHbIMY, Tak
KaK yzanocb u36aBuTb NaLMEHTOB OT HE(PPOCTOMUYECKOrO
ApeHaxa u BHyTpeHHero cTeHTa. o faHHbIM KT-yporpadum
M YPeTepoCKOMMUM YYacTOK MOYETOYHMKA, 3aMeLLeHHBbIN
OYKKanbHbIM IOCKYTOM, LUMPOKWMA M XOPOLUO MPOXOAUM
(puc. 2 n 3). Y naumeHToB co cTpuktypamu MYC B anHamuKe
Habntopanoch yMeHbLUEHVE pa3MepoB YalleyeK W JIOXaHKK,
HO YMEepeHHOe pacluMpeHune coxpaHsnock y 3 u3 16 naumen-
T0B. [1py CTPUKTYpax NPOKCMMANbHOr0 y4acTKa MOYETOUHMKA
ypoauHamuka BMI1 6bina yaoBneTBoputeNsHON.

Ta6nuua 2. PesynbTathl onlay-nnacTuky CTPUKTYP NUENoypeTepasbHOro CerMeHTa 1 NPOKCMMarbHOT0 MOYETOUHNKA ByKKabHbIM rpadToM
Table 2. Results of onlay repair of strictures of the pyeloureteral segment and proximal ureter with a buccal graft

/3yyaeMble nokasatenu Pe3ynbTathbl

BAg XVpYPIVHECKOT AOCTYNa NanapoCcKomn1yecKkui ] 24 (88,9 %)
Po60T-acCMCTUPOBAHHbIN 3(11,1%)

. onlay-nnacTvka 17 (62,9 %)

Bun bykianbhoit nacTuku onlay-ayrMeHTauus aHacToMo3a 10 (37,1 %)

[LnuTenbHOCTb onepaumu, cpeaHas (AnanasoH), MUH

ﬂ,}'lVITeJ'IbHOCTb onepauun B 3aBUCMMOCTKU OT MeTOAa

3aMeLleHns, MUH

WHtpanepaumoHHas KposonoTeps,, M/

Pa3Mep 6yKKasnbHOro NI0CKyTa, CM

CpoK rocnuranusauum, H1

HOCHEOHEPBLWIOHHbIe OCJTIOXXHEeHUA, n

Mo KnasbeHy

Mepuop HabmtofeHus, cpefHmii (AnanasoH), Mec.

I deKTMBHOCTb onepaumu, n

195 (115-340)

210,58 (115-340)
169,50 (115-230)

onlay-nnacTuka
ayrMeHTaLus aHacToMo3a
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Xopolume pesynbTaThl (MofHag HOpManM3aumus ypoarHaMUKL U GYHKLMM NOYeEK), N

YnoBneTBopuTeNbHbIE pesynbTaThl (M36aBNeHUe OT ApeHaxel, yMeHbLUEHWE paciuMpeHns

YaLLeYHO-JI0XaHOYHOI CUCTEMBI, ynydiieHue d)YHKLWIVI MoYKm), n

CpeaHuit 75 (50-150)
onlay-nnactuka 85 (50-150)
ayrMeHTaLMs aHacToMo3a 65 (50-100)
cpeaHui 3,8(3-9)
onlay-nnactvka 4,0 (3-9)
ayrMeHTaLMs aHacToMo3a 3,4 (3-4,5)
CpeaHuit 7(3-13)
onlay-nnacTuka 7
ayrMeHTauus aHacToMo3a 7
5(18,5 %)
3(11,1%)
nuxopagka (Il cteneHb) aHTMbaKTepManbHas
Tepanus
2 (7,4 %)
Illa creneHb MYHKUMOHHaR Heppo-
CTOMMS M0j, MECTHOM
aHecTesuen
13,3 (3-46)
27 (100 %)
23 (85,2 %)
4 (14,8 %)

DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/uroved321558
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Puc. 2. KombioTepHasi ToMorpadmsi-yporpadms naumeHTa yepes
36 Mec. nocne ByKKanbHOM MNACTUKW BepXHEN TPETU MpaBoro Mo-
YeTOYHMKa. XOpoLLasi MPOXOAMMOCTb BEPXHIX MOYEBBIBOAALLNX MyTeN
Fig. 2. CT urography of the patient 36 months after buccal plasty of the
upper third of the right ureter. Good patency of the upper urinary tract

ObCYXOEHWUE

lMpoTskeHHble cTpukTypbl [MYC M npokcuManeHoro otaena
MOYETOYHMKA TPebYHOT NPOBEAEHNA PA3NIMUHBIX PEKOHCTPYK-
TUBHBIX BMeLLATeNbCTB. K HUM [106aBunCs HOBbIN XMpyprude-
CKuii MeTod, — onlay-3aMeLLeHne Cy)KeHHOW YacT! MoYeToY-
HWKa ByKKamnbHBIM JIOCKYTOM.

[laHHas onepauus TeEXHWYECKM NMOX0Xa Ha NIacTuKy ype-
Tpbl byKKanbHbIM rpadToM, KoTopas XopoLo cebs 3apeko-
MEH0BaNa 1 MoKasana yA0BNeTBOPUTENbHbIE OTAANIEHHbIE
pe3ynbTaTbl. A Beflb BO3MOXHOCTb BbIMNOIHEHWS NOL06HbIX
onepauuii Npu CyXeHuu ypeTpbl Bbina ycTaHoBneHa 60-
nee 100 net Hasag. MopfobHble «3afepKu» HabnopatTcs
1 Npu BHeLpeHuM onlay-nnacTyKK CTPUKTYP MOYETOYHMKA fo-
CKYTOM U3 C/IU3UCTON 0B0MOYKY LLEKN. 3KCMepUMEHTabHbIE
paboThbl Mo 3aMeLLEHN0 MOYETOYHMKA CIM3NCTON 0605104KOiA
LLeKM Ha obesbsHax bbinm nposefeHbl ewe B 1983 1. [17].
Mocne pe3eKuMM MOYETOUHUKA B CPEAHEN TPETU OKOMO 3 CM
13 NOCKYTa CAM3UCTON 0060/104KM LLEKM opMmupoBanu Tpyb-
Ky, KOTOpOW 3aMeLLanu aedeKT MoyeTouHuKa. [Mocnepytolee
KpoBOCHabxeHue 30HbI onepaLym obecreunBanoch oKyTbiBa-
HWeM canbHUKoM. [cTonormyeckue uccnesoBaHuUs NoaTBep-
AWV XOpOLLYH0 BacKyNSpM3aLyio JIOCKYTa, @ Ha yporpammax
Habntoganach afeKBaTtHas npoxoauMocTb BMI. Ypeteponna-
CTUKY CNM3MCTON 0BOMOYKON LLEKW Y 6 MaLMeHTOB BriepBble
BbinosiHun J.H. Naude [18]. Y 4 naumneHTOB Cy}KeHHbIN y4acToK
MOYETOYHMKA paccekany U MpULLMBaANIK BYKKanbHbIA NOCKYT,
B O[LHOM C/lyyae NpoBefieHa ayrMeHTaLMoHHas byKKanbHas
MnnacTMka aHacToM03a MOYETOUHWKA, elle B OHOM — €ero
3ameLLeHne TybynspHbIM nockyToM. Bo Bcex cydasx 3oHy
onepauun OKyTbIBanM canbHUKOM. 3a nepuof, HabnogeHus
24 (2—72) Mec. peLmamBOB CyXeHMsA He Bblo, JONOHUTENb-
Hble BMeLLaTeNbCTBa He MPOBOAUIMUCE.

B nutepatype c¢ 2010 r. cTanu nocteneHHo MosBAATHCA
nybnuKaumm o pesynbTaTax OTKPbITOM BYKKanbHOW NAACTUKK
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Puc. 3. 3Hp0cKonMuyeckas KapTiHa Npy ypeTepocKonuW y naumeHTa
nocne MIacTUKM MOYETOYHMKA JIOCKYTOM M3 CIM3MCTON 0607104KM
LLEKM

Fig. 3. Endoscopic picture during ureteroscopy in a patient after ure-
teroplasty with a flap from the buccal mucosa

MoyeTouHMKa [19-22]. KonmnuecTBo onepupoBaHHbIX Naum-
EHTOB B 3TUX CepusX bbiNo HebONbLUMM, CPOKM HabnoLeHMS
Konebanuck ot 3 go 85 Mec. ¢ adpdextmBHoCTbI0 71,4—100 %.
[lnnHa cTpuKTYpbl MoYeToYHMKa cocTaensna ot 1,5 no 11 cm.
D. Kroepfl n coasr. [19] coobLumnm o peKoHCTPYKLMM LMH-
HbIX CTPUKTYP MOYETOYHMKA C UCMOJIb30BaHWEM TpaHCMaH-
TaToB C/IM3MCTON 000N0YKY LLEKM 1 06epTbIBaHUEM €ero casib-
HWKOM Yy 6 MauWEeHTOB, Y OAHOTO U3 KOTOpbIX Bblna camas
OJIMHHasA CTPUKTYpa MoueTouHuKa (go 11 cm). Bce aBTopbl
Mpu OTKPbITOM onlay-nnacTuke MOYETOYHMKA MCMOJb30Bany
NOCKYT U3 CAIM3MCTON 0BOMOYKY LLIEKM.

Bce nocnepHue paboTbl NocBALLEHbI pe3yribTaTaM poboT-
accucTUpoBaHHoi bykkanbHoi ypeteponnactuku [10, 13, 15,
23, 24]. Z. Lee v coasT. [10] BbINONHUAM LaHHYKO OMepaLuio
y 12 naumeHTOB C CTPUKTYPaMK NMPOKCUMAnbLHOro 0TAeN1a Mo-
YETOYHMKA, Y 8 M3 KOTOpbIX OHM Bbinn peuanBHbEIMK. CpeHas
OJIMHa MOYEeTOYHMKA cocTasuna 3 (2-5) cM. Onum ucnonb3oBa-
1IN UMMYHOGDINYOPECLIEHTHYH) BU3yanu3aLmio [NS YTOUHEHNS
rpaHuLL CyXKeHHOro y4acTka. Bo Bcex cnyyasx 30Ha onepauum
OKyTblBanach CanbHUKOM. 3a nepuof HabmogeHus 13 Mec.
pe3ynbTathl onepauun y 10 (83,3 %) naumeHToB ObiN KIMHK-
Yecku u pagumonoruyecky xopowwmmu. L.C. Zhao u coasr. [23]
onybnnKkoBanu pesynbTaThl pob0T-accMCTUPOBaHHOW ByK-
KamnbHOW ypeTeponiacTuky, BbiNofHeHHOW y 19 60bHbIX
B Tpex knuHukax CLUA. B 74 % cnyyaeB cTpuKTypa noKa-
nu3oBanach B BepXHel TpeTu, B 26 % — B cpefiHeil TpeTy,
NPOTAXEHHOCTb cocTaBuna 4 (2-8) cM. Y 79 % naumeHToB
npuMeHeHa onlay-MeTOAMKa, Y OCTaNlbHbIX — ayrMeHTa-
LMOHHasA TeXHWKA aHacToMo3a. 3a CpefHuWii nepuoj Ha-
bnoneHns 26 Mec. abPeKTMBHOCTL OMepaLMu COCTaBU-
na 90 %.

Z. Lee v coasr. [13] coobLumnmM 0 MHOrOLEHTPOBOM OMbl-
Te poboT-accMcTMpoBaHHOW ByKKanbHOW ypeTeponnactu-
KW y 54 NaumeHToB, YTO ABNSETCA CaMoi DOMbLIOW cepuent
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nofo6HbIX BMeLwatenscTs. Onepauus onlay-niactuku Moye-
TOYHMKA BbINOSHeHa Y 79 % naumeHToB, y OCTasbHbIX Obia
npUMeHeHa aHacToMoTiyeckas onlay-nnactuka. Mpu cpea-
HeM cpoke HabnogeHus 26 Mec. 90 % naumeHToB NoKasanu
yCneLUHble KITMHUYECKWE U PEHTTEHONOrMYECKUe pe3ynbTaTbl.
KpoMe Toro, aBTopbl NpuaaoT 0coboe 3HayeHue UCMosb3o-
BaHWI MHTpaonepaLMoHHON MOKOM YpeTepocKonum ¢ BU3ya-
n13auuen nyteM MHGpaKpacHoi hayopecLeHLMM As TOYHOM
MOEHTMMKALMM MPOKCUMANbHOMO M AMCTaNIbHOMO YyyacTKa
CTPUKTYPbl MOYETOYHMKA.

3AKJIKYEHUE

MpOTSKEHHbIE CTPUKTYPbI MPOKCUMANBLHOMO OTAENa Mo-
YETOYHUKA SBNAKOTCS MOKA3aHMEM K TaKUM MNIaCTUYECKUM
onepaumaM, KaK KULLEYHOe 3aMeLLEeHWe UK ayTOTPaHCMIaH-
Taums NOYKK. 3TH onepaLmm OTHOCATCS K KaTeropum CIOMHbIX
BMeLLATeNbCTB, BbIMOHAEMBIX B KPYMHbIX YPONOTMYECKMUX
K/IMHWKaX C AOCTaTOYHbIM OMbITOM B PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOW XU-
pyprum BMI1. Mnactvka anvuHomn ctpuktypel MYC v npokcu-
Ma’bHOr0 0TAe1a MOYETOYHMKA NIOCKYTOM W3 Ciu3ucTom 0bo-
TIOYKU LLEKM — MEHEe CJI0XHas, HO BbICOKO3I((EeKTUBHAN
onepaums. [lns xopollero pesynstata HeobxoauMbl Mobu-
JIU3aLMS CYKEHHOMO Y4acTKa MOYETOYHWUKA, pacCeyeHne ero
Mo nepesfHeN MOBEPXHOCTM [0 3[0POBLIX MPOKCUMABLHOMO
W AUCTaIbHOO YHaCTKOB, 3aMeLLieHWe ByKKabHbIM rpadToM.
Mpu ero HeapheKTUBHOCTU METOAOM BbIbOpa MOXKET ObiTb
uneoypeTeponnactuka no Yang — Monti.
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ypOﬂOFMHGCKME BEJOMOCTH

AOMO/THUTENIbHASA UHOOPMALIUA

Brnap, aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbI BHEC/M CYLLECTBEHHBIN BKNAf,
B pa3paboTKy KOHLeNnumuK, NpoBefeHne UCCNeA0BaHNs 1 NOLTOTOBKY
CTaTby, NMPOYM U 0f,06pKUM drHaNBHY Bepcyio Nepes, nybnmuKaLmen.

UcTouHuk dmHaHcupoBaHUs. ABTopbI 3asBNAKOT 06 OTCYTCTBUM
BHELLHero GuUHaHCMpOBaHWUA MpU NPOBELEHUN UCCTIEA0BAHMS.

KoHdnuKkT unTepecoB. ABTopbl AeKnapupyloT OTCYTCTBUE §iB-
HbIX 1 MOTEHLMANbHbIX KOH(IMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3AHHbIX C My-
BnvKaumeli HacTosLLel CTaTby.

WHdbopmmpoBaHHoe cornacue Ha nybnukaumio. ABTopebl nosy-
UMM MTUCBMEHHOE COTflacue NaLMEeHTOB Ha MybnMKaLmio MeaULIMH-
CKUX [LaHHbIX M poTorpadmi.
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