OPUIMHATTBHBIE CTATEV Tom 14, N2 4, 2024 Yponoruyeckme BeOMoCTY
DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/uroved633376 ' :.)

CpaBHUTeNbHbIW aHanU3 pesynbTaToB Rk
NlanapocKonuyecKon 6yKKanbHOM ypeTeponnacTuKu

U HU3BeAeHUA NOYKU C pe3EK|.|M9ﬁ MOYEeTOYHUKaA

NPy NPOTAXKEHHbIX CTPUKTYpaX ero npoKCuMasibHoro

oTaena U nuesioypetrepasibHoOro cerMeHTa

B.I. T'ynues "2, B.K. Komsakos " 3, H.IN. ABasxanos 2, 0.LL. A6aypaxmaHoB 2

! CeBepo-3ana/Hblil rocyAapCTBEHHbI MeAMLIMHCKWIA yHnBepcuTeT M. W.A. Meunnkosa, CankT-Metepbypr, Poccus;
2 TopoacKas Mapuntckas 6onbHua, CaHkT-TMeTepbypr, Poccus;
3 TopoacKas MHoronpodunbHas onbHuua Ne 2, CankT-Metepbypr, Poccusa

AHHOTALNA

AxTtyanbHocTb. PeLmauvBHble U MPOTSAXKEHHBIE CTPUKTYPLI MUENOYPeTEPaNbHOr0 CErMEHTa UM MPOKCUMMANbHOr0 OTAEeNa Mo-
YETOYHWKA ABNAKOTCA CIIOXHOW NpobieMoii COBPEMEHHOI PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOIW YPOJIOTMM, TaK KaK CTaHLapTHble orepauum
He Bceraa 3eKTUBHbI UM TEXHUYECKM BbINOMHUMBI. B 3TUX cryyasix npuxoamnTcs npuberathb K TaKWUM CIIOXHBIM OrepaLmsm
Ha BEPXHMX MOYEBbLIBOASALLMX MYTSX, KaK HU3BELEHUE MOYKM C pe3eKLMen MOYETOYHMKA M aHacTOMO30M «KOHeL, B KOHeL»
WUAM 3aMeLLiEHNE CYKEHHOrO y4acTKa TPaHCMIAHTaTOM U3 CITU3UCTOM 0D0M0YKU LLEKH.

Lienb — npoBecTv CpaBHUTENbHBIA aHaNIN3 pe3ynbTaToB NanapocKONUYecKoi byKKanbHON YpeTeponiacTukM U HU3BEAeHUS
MOYKM C Pe3eKLMEN MOYETOYHUKA M aHaCTOMO30M «KOHEL, B KOHELL».

Matepuanbl M Metoabl. BbinonHeHa nnacTMka NpOTSXKEHHOW PELMAMBHONA CTPUKTYPbI MMENOYpeTepasibHOre CEerMeHTa,
BEPXHEN W CpefiHeli TPETM MOYETOYHMKA 72 naumeHTaM. MyxuuH bbino 35 (48,6 %), eHwmH — 37 (51,4 %), Bo3pacT —
ot 19 no 77 ner. MaumeHTbl pacnpeaeneHbl Ha age rpynnbl: nepeas — 30 (41,6 %) 4enoBeK, KOTOPLIM BbIMOHAM OYKKamb-
HYH0 MIaCTUKY MOYeTOYHMKA, BTopas — 42 (58,4 %) yenoBeKa, NOABEPTHYTbIX HU3BEAEHUIO MOYKW C PE3EKLMEN CYMEHHOMO
y4acTKa MOYETOUYHUKA C aHAaCTOMO30M «KOHeL, B KOHeL». [pUYMHON CyeHus y 54 naumeHToB Obina npeablayLias nueno-
NNacTuKa, y 12 — KOHTaKTHas ypeTepoMTOTPUNCHS B NPOKCUMATbHOM OTAENE MOYETOYHUKA, Y 4 — «BKOJIOYEHHBIE» KaMHMY,
y 1 — TpaBMa nuenoypeTepasbHOro CErMeHTa Mpu J1anapoCcKONMYECKOM UCCEYEHUM NapanebBUKaNbHON KUCTbI NIEBOI NoY-
Ku, y 1 — 3abpiolumHHbIi Grbpo3 BCneAcTBUE pasBUTMS OCTPOro XoneuucronaHkpeatuta. Y 69 6onbHbIX UCMob30Banu
NanapocKoNM4ecKkuin, y 3 — poboT-accMCTMPOBaHHbINA JOCTYM.

Pesynbtathl. Cepbe3Hoe MHTpaonepaLKUoHHOe OCNOXHEHME BbiNo Y 0AHOT0 NauMeHTa U3 Tpynmbl 2, y KOTOPOro pasBuiioch
KPOBOTEYEHME U3 HUMKHEMONIAPHOIO cocyAa, noTpeboBaBLuee KOHBepcumu JocTyna. B rpynne 1 goctoBepHo MeHblue 6binn
AnuTenbHocTb onepauuii (197,1 + 52,9 u 227,6 + 30,6 MuH, p = 0,003), 06bem kposonotepu (93,0 + 21,0 n 176,6 + 44,6 Mn,
p < 0,001), KonnyecTBo nocnieornepaUmnoHHbIX ocnoxHeHuii (23,3 u 47,5 %, p = 0,039) 1 nosTopHbIX onepaumii (6,6 n 30,8 %,
p = 0,043). 3dderTmBHOCTL onepaumin B rpynne 1 coctasuna 93,4 %, B rpynne 2 — 71,5 % (p = 0,0009).

BeiBogpl. bykkanbHas ypeTeponiactuka no CpaBHEHMIO C HU3BEAEHWEM MOYKM, pe3eKumeli MOYEeTOYHWKA M aHaCTOMO30M
«KOHELL B KOHeL» SIBMIAETCA BbICOKOIM(EKTUBHBIM BMELLATENbCTBOM C MEHBLUMM MPOLEHTOM MOC/IE0NepaLMOHHBIX OCIOX-
HEHWH.

KnioueBble crnoBa: pe3exKumMa MOYEeTOYHUKA; NNacTUKa MOYETOYHUKA; TPaHCNIaHTaT U3 CNU3NUCTON 000NOYKN LLEKM;
6YKKaJ'IbHaFI ypeTeponnacTtuKka; HU3BeAeHUe NMoYKK.
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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: Recurrent and extensive strictures of the ureteropelvic junction and proximal ureter pose a significant chal-
lenge in modern reconstructive urology, as standard surgical procedures are not always effective or technically feasible.
Such cases require complex upper urinary tract surgeries, such as renal descensus with ureteral resection and end-to-end
anastomosis, or substitution of the stenotic segment with a buccal mucosa graft.

AIM: To conduct a comparative analysis of the outcomes of laparoscopic buccal ureteroplasty and renal descensus with ure-
teral resection and end-to-end anastomosis.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: Surgical reconstruction of extensive recurrent strictures of the ureteropelvic junction and the up-
per and middle thirds of the ureter was performed in 72 patients: 35 men (48.6%) and 37 women (51.4%), aged 19 to 77 years.
The patients were divided into two groups: group 1 included 30 patients (41.6%) who underwent buccal mucosa ureteroplasty,
and group 2 included 42 patients (58.4%) who underwent renal descensus with resection of the stenotic ureteral segment and
end-to-end anastomosis. The causes of stenosis included previous pyeloplasty (n = 54), contact ureterolithotripsy in the proxi-
mal ureter (n = 12), impacted stones (n = 4), ureteropelvic junction injury during laparoscopic excision of a parapelvic cyst of
the left kidney (n = 1), and retroperitoneal fibrosis due to acute cholecystopancreatitis (n = 1). Laparoscopic access was used
in 69 patients, and robot-assisted access was used in 3 cases.

RESULTS: A major intraoperative complication occurred in one patient from group 2, who developed bleeding from a lower pole
vessel, requiring conversion. Group 1 demonstrated significantly shorter operative time (197.1 + 52.9 vs. 227.6 + 30.6 min,
p =0.003), lower blood loss (93.0 +21.0 vs. 176.6 + 44.6 mL, p < 0.001), fewer postoperative complications (23.3% vs.
47.5%, p = 0.039), and a lower reoperation rate (6.6% vs. 30.8%, p = 0.043). The surgical success rate was 93.4% in group 1
and 71.5% in group 2 (p = 0.0009).

CONCLUSIONS: Compared with renal descensus, ureteral resection, and end-to-end anastomosis, buccal ureteroplasty is
a highly effective procedure with a lower incidence of postoperative complications.

Keywords: ureteral resection; ureteroplasty; buccal mucosa graft; buccal ureteroplasty; renal descensus.
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OPTNHATIBHBIE CTATBN

AKTYAJIbHOCTb

3a mocnefHue [LECATUIETUS KONWMYECTBO MaLMEeHTOB
C NPOTSKEHHBIMU W PELMIMBHBIMUA CTPUKTYPaMU MOYETOUHM -
KOB YBE/IMYMIIOCh, YTO CBA3aHO C PaCLUMpEHMEM MOKa3aHwWil
K XMPYPruyecKMM BMELLATeNbCTBAM Ha opraHax OptoLLHoi
MoNoCTM M Manoro Tasa, a TaKKe LUMPOKWUM BHELPEHMEM
3HA0YPONIOrUYecKNX onepauuin npu HedpoypeTeponuTUase
[1-5]. Beibop onepatBHOro nocobusi 3aBUCUT OT MPUUMHBI,
JIOKann3aumm, NpOTSXKEHHOCTU CTPUKTYPBI, @ TaKKe BYHK-
LMOHANLHOr0 COCTOSHWA MOYKW. Tpu AMMHHBIX CTPUKTYpax
AVMCTaNbHOr0 OTAEeNa MOYETOYHUKA BbIMOTHAIOTCA onepaLui
Boapu 1 psoas-hitch [6—8]. CNoXHOCTW BO3HMKAKOT MPU XU-
PYPruyeCKOM JIEYEHUU NALMEHTOB C NPOTSKEHHBIMU CTPUK-
Typamu nuenoypetepanbHoro cermenTa ([YC) n npokcuMans-
HOro 0TAena MoyeTouHUKA. [1pn peumamBHbIx cyxeHusx MYC
CyLLieCTBYeT BO3MOXHOCTb BbIMOSIHEHWS NOBTOPHOMO MKeNo-
ypeTepoaHacToMo3a C HU3BeEeHUEM NMOYKY, @ B PeAKUX Criyya-
Ax onepaumm Hevisepta [9-12]. OgHaKo 3 heKTUBHOCTb ITUX
BMeLLaTeNIbCTB 0CTAETCS HEBBICOKOM M3-3a WUCMO/b30BaHUS
B KayecTBe PEKOHCTPYKTMBHOrO MaTepumana njaoxo KpoBo-
CHabxaeMbIX 1 pybLLOBOM3MEHEHHBIX TKAHEW B BEPXHUX MO-
yeBbIBOAALLMX NyTAX (BMI). B nutepatype Mano nydnukaumi
0 pesynbTaTax HW3BELEeHUs MOYKM C aHaCTOMO30M «KOHeL
B KOHELL», B KOTOPbIX NpeAcTaBneHbl HebonbLuWe cepum onepu-
POBaHHbIX NaLUMeHTOB ¢ 3 peKTMBHOCTHLIO [0 88,9 % [13, 14].
3a nocrnegHue rofpl B KIIMHUYECKYI0 MPAKTUKY MOCTEMEHHO
BHeJpSeTCS NNacTUKa MOYETOYHMKA TPAHCMNAHTaToOM U3 CIU-
31CTON 000MTOYKM LLIEKM UMK A3bIKA. B e IMHWMYHBIX KIMHWKaxX
HaKoMMEeH onpefeneHHbIA OMbIT NoA06HbIX BMELLATENbCTB,
B TOM YKCJIE C UCMO/Ib30BAHMEM J1anapoCKOMUYECKOro U po-
boT-accuctupoaHHoro foctynos [15-22].

Llens pabomel — cpaBHUTENbHbINA aHANM3 pe3ynbTaToB
BYyKKanbHOW YpeTeponnacTUkM U HU3BeAEHUS MOYKK C aHa-
CTOMO30M «KOHEL, B KOHELL.

MATEPWUAJIbI U METObI

B wccnepnoBaHue BKIKYEHbI pes3ynbTaTbl PEKOHCTPYK-
TMBHbIX OMepauuii y 72 nauueHTOB C MPOTSIKEHHbIMU pe-
umnaveHeIMK cTpukTypamu MYC 1 npokcumanbHoro otgena
MOYETOYHMKA, OnepupoBaHHbIX B LieHTpe yponorum ropog-
CKo MapumuHcKoi 60N1bHULBI U B YPONIOTMYECKOM OTAENIEHUN
lopoackon MHoronpodunbHoW BonbHuubl N 2 33 nepuog,
¢ 2010 no 2022 r. MyxumH 6bino 35 (48,6 %), XeHWMH —
37 (51,4 %). CpepHuii Bo3pacT coctasun 49 net (1977 ner),
MHOeKc Macchl Tena — 27 (25-29) kr/MZ. Bce naumeHTbl
paHee MEepeHeciu 3HLOCKOMUYECKME U PEKOHCTPYKTUBHbIE
onepauuu Ha BMII. Mpuumnton cyxenns y 54 yenosek bbina
BbINOJIHEHHAA paHee MUeNonnacTuka, y 12 — KOHTaKTHas
YPEeTeponMTOTPUNCUS B MPOKCUMANIbHOM OTAENe MOYeToY-
HUKQ, Y 4 — «BKONOYEHHbIE» KaMHM CO CTPUKTYpon, y 1T —
Tpaema [YC mpu nanapocKomM4YeckoM WCCeYeHUW napa-
NeNbBUKaNbHOW KUCTbI NEeBOM MOYKK, ¥ 1 — 3a0pHOLLMHHBbIN
(dm1bpo3 Ha oHe 0CTPOro XoneuucTonaHKpeaTuTa.

Tom 14,Ne 4, 2024

DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/uroved633376

ypOHOFMHECRME BEJOMOCTH

MauueHTbl bW pacnpeaeneHbl Ha ABe rpynnbl: nep-
Bas — 30 (41,6 %) yenoBek, KOTOPbIM BbINOMHANM OyK-
KamnbHYl0 MJacTUKy MOYeTo4HMKa, BTOopas — 42 (58,4 %)
YesIoBeKa, MOJBEPrHyThIX HWU3BELEHMI0 MOYKW C pe3eKumeit
CYXEHHOT0 y4yacTKa MOYETOYHWMKA C aHaCTOMO30M «KOHeL
B KoHeu». B rpynne 1 18 (60,0 %) 4yenosek paHee nepe-
Hecnm Bonee 3 BMelwatenbcTB Ha BMIT, B rpynne 2 Takux
naumenToB 6bino 8 (19,1 %). B obenx rpynnax oaHy one-
paunto nepeHecnn 24 (57,1 %) v 4 (13,4 %) Yenoseka, ABa
BMeLUaTenbcTBa — 26,6 1 23,8 % co0TBETCTBEHHO. YuUTbI-
Bas TOT (aKT, YT0 BOMBLUMHCTBO U3 HUX NEPEHECTIN MHOXE-
CTBEHHble Hey[auHble OMepaLuu No BOCCTAHOBEHWIO Mpo-
xoguMmocT BMI, B cTaumoHap OHM rocnuTanu3vpoBanmchb
C Pas3nMYHbIMU ApeHaXaMu ANs 0TBEAEHWUS MOYM U3 MOYKW.
BceM naumeHTaM Ha npefonepaLMoHHOM 3Tane BbINOJIHSM
yNbTPa3ByKoBoe UccnefoBaHue noyek (Y3W), KoMnbloTepHyto
ToMorpaduto BproLLHOI NOMOCTH, aHTErpasHyto Nuenorpaduio
MpW HanMuMM HedpPOCTOMbI U PETPOrpPaLHYIo0 ypeTeporpaduio.
[ins yTouHeHMs QYHKLMM NOPaXKeHHOW MOYKK TaKKe NpoBo-
[vnach iMHamMmuyecKas cuMHTurpadus. CeesieHus o naumeH-
Tax npepAcTasneHsbl B Tabn. 1.

B rpynne 1y 27 (90,0 %) n3 30 naumeHTOB BbIMOSHE-
Ha JlanapocKonuyeckas NNacTUKa MPOTSAXEHHON CTPUKTY-
pol NYC 1 BepxHeWl TpPeTU MOYETOYHMKA TPaHCMIAHTATOM
U3 cnmsucToi 0bosodky Lweku, ¥ 3 (10,0 %) ucnonb3osanu
poboT-accMcTMpOBaHHLIM focTyn. B rpynne 2 BceM nauu-
€HTaM 0Mepaumio BbIMOMHANM NanapocKONUYecKUM LoCTy-
noM. B nocneonepaunoHHoOM nepuoge MpoBoAMAach aHTU-
baKkTepuanbHas M MHbY3MoOHHas Tepanus. B uccnepyeMbix
rpynnax cpaBHWBaNM Takue NMoKasaTenu, KaK CpefHss npo-
LOJIKUTENBHOCTb OMepaumii, 06beM KpoBOMOTEPU W KoUYe-
CTBO OCNOXHEHUIA. locneonepauUmoHHbIe 0CNOXHEHNSA OblK
Knaccudmumposatbl no Clavien—Dindo. CteHT yaansanm yepes
6 Hep. Mocne onepaumm Npu afeKBaTHON NPOXOAUMOCTU MO-
YeTOYHMKA MO AaHHbIM aHTerpagHoi nuenoypeteporpaum
u3BneKanu Hedpoctomy. laumeHTam BbINOMHANM B AWHa-
MWKe nabopatopHble uccnefoBaHus, Y3W nouek, KoMnbio-
TepHyl0 TOMOrpadmio BPIOLIHOM NONOCTU C BHYTPUBEHHBIM
KOHTpacTUpOoBaHWeM, AMHAMMYECKYH HedpocLMHTUTpaduto.

[lns aHanM3a Nosy4eHHbIX LaHHbIX MCMOJb30BaNN MeTo-
Obl ONMcaTesbHOW CTAaTUCTUKM: pacyeT CPeAHUX 3HauYeHun,
CTaHAAPTHbIX OTKIOHEHWW, a TaKXe CTaHAAPTHbIX OLIK-
BoK cpedHero Ans 4McnoBbIX MOKasaTenei. Bce Bblumche-
HWs BbINOJHEHbI CPEACTBaMU MPOrpaMMHbIX nakeToB Excel
n Statistica 12.0. [aHHble npefcTaBnieHbl B BUAE Meapa-
Hbl (Me) n kBaptunen [Q;; Q;]. CratucTnyeckue pelueHns
NpUHUManK Ha 5 % ypoBHe 3HaYMMOCTMU.

PE3YJIbTATbI

Bce onepauuu B rpynne 1 3aBepLueHbl MalOMHBa3MBHBIM
poctynoM. B rpynne 2 y 3 YenoBeK Obina KOHBEPCUA B OT-
KpbITylo onepaumio. Y ABYX U3 HUX OHa bbina cBA3aHa C Bbl-
PaXeHHbIM pyBLOBLIM MPOLIECCOM M HEBO3MOXHOCTbIO MpO-
LOJKEHUA ONepaLun 3HL0BUAEOXMPYPIUYECKUM LOCTYNOM,
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Ta6nuua 1. OcHoBHble NpefonepaLmoHHble NOKa3aTeu NaLMeHToB B CPaBHUBAEMbIX rpynnax
Table 1. Baseline preoperative characteristics of patients in the comparison groups

OcHoBHas rpynna KoHTponbHas rpynna
M3yyaemble nokasarenu p
abc. % abc. %
KonnuyectBo naumeHToB, n 30 100 42 100 -
Mon:
o MYXYMHbI 18 60,0 17 40,5
0,102
* JKEHLLWHBI 12 40,0 25 59,5
Bospacr, net, Me [Q;; Q,] 52 [37; 61] 41 [32; 61] 0,395
VHpeke Macesl Tena, Kr/m%, Me [Q;; @) 27 [24; 29] 28 [25; 291 0,705
JloKanu3aums CTPUKTYpbI:
* MuenoypeTepasbHbIA CErMeHT 18 60,0 32 76,1
* BEpXHSA TpeTb 8 25,6 8 19,0 0,264
* CpefHss TPeTb 4 13,4 2 4,9
CropoHa
e Crnpasa 14 46,6 29 69,1
0,563
e CNeBa 16 53,4 13 30,9
MpOTSAXEHHOCTb CTPUKTYPBI, CPEAHSSA, CM 4,2 +1,1 3,9+0,55 0,132
MeTop ApeHMpOBaHUs NOYKK [0 onepaLmm:
 HedpocToMa 14 46,6 11 26,2
e CTEHT 8 26,7 16 38,0
0,135
e CTEHT M HeppocToMa 2 6,7 - -
« 6e3 peHnpoBaHms 6 20,0 15 35,8
KonuyecTso npeabloyLLmx onepaLym:
« 1 onepaums 4 13,4 24 57,1
« 2 onepauuu 8 26,6 10 23,8 0,002
» 3 1 bonee 18 60,0 8 191
JItonorua
PeunauBHble cTpukTypbl, n = 18
* 110C/Ie JaNapOCKOMMUYECKOW NacTUKM 14 46,6 14 33,3 0.013
« N0C/e OTKPLITOM MNACTUKM 4 13,4 22 52,4 '
Mocne aHpockonuyeckux onepaumin (KT, 6 20,0 6 144 0,792
3HA0YPETEPOTOMMSA)
JINUTeNbHO CTOALLME KaMHM MOYETOYHMKA 4 134 _ _ _
CO CTPUKTYpOA '
TpaBMa nuenoypeTepanbHoOro CerMeHTa
MpM J1anapoCKONUYECKOW Pe3eKLMM 1 3,3 - -
napanesibBUKanbHOM KUCTbl 1EBOIA MOYKM
3abproLwmHHbIN $1Bpo3 Ha hoHe ocTporo 1 33 _ B
X0JIeLMCTONaHKpeaTMTa !
CKopocTb Ki1ybouKoBoi unbTPaLMKM, MN/MUH 85,6 +27,0 92,8 +23,3 0,231
Hedpocumnturpadus, n = 20
o Toao Me 1Q;; Q)] 9,5 16; 12] 917:12] 0,105
o Ty Me [Q;; Q)] 31[28; 34,5] 33 [29; 36] 0,405

DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/uroved633376
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Yy OAHOr0 NaLueHTa pasBuIIoCh KPOBOTEUEHWUE U3 HUXKHEMNO-
NSPHBIX COCYA0B. XMPYPruieckme noKasaTenm BbiMOHEHHbIX
onepauui B 0benx rpynnax npeacraenieHbl B Tabn. 2. Bpe-
Ms onepaumm (p = 0,003) n o6bem kposonotepy (p < 0,001)
Bbinm focToBepHO MeHbLue B rpynne 1. [laHHble cpaBHUTENb-
HOro aHaJn3a TaKWX NOCNeonepaLMoHHbIX NoKa3aTeNiel, Kak
AJVTENBHOCTb NOC/IE0NEPaLMOHHOI0 KOWKO-IHS, pesynbTarthl
KOHTpoNbHbIX Y3W nouek, mocneonepaumoHHble 0CN0XKHe-
Hus no Clavien—Dindo, xapakTep NOBTOPHbIX XUPYPrUYeCKMX
BMeLLaTeNbCTB NpeAcTaBneHbl B Tabn. 3. Bpemsa rocnura-
mv3aumm B rpynne 1 BbI0 3HAYMMO MeHblUe, YeM B Tpyn-
ne2—60+08n95+1,1 oHa, p<0,001. Obwee Kom-
YecTBO OCMOXKHeHWN B rpynne 1 uMmeno Mecto y 7 (23,3 %),
B rpynne 2 —y 20 (47,5 %) nauueHToB, HabnoaaeMas pas-
HWUa bbina goctoepHont (p = 0,039). OcnoxHenus Il ctenequ
no Clavien-Dindo Habntoganmucb y 5 (16,6 %) u 7 (16,6 %) nauu-
eHToB, llla crenenn —y 2 (6,6 %) n 7 (16,6 %) cootBeTCTBEH-
Ho, a lllb ctenenm TonbKo Y 4 (9,6 %) naumeHToB U3 rpynnbl 2.
OcnoxHehnus IV ctenenn B rpynne 1 He bbino, B rpynne 2
Habnwoganuce y 2 (4,7 %) naumeHToB. [IByM 60MbHBIM
W3 rpynnbl 2 BbINONHEHA NepKyTaHHas HedpocToMuUs B CBS-
31 NOATEKaHWEM MOYM MO [peHaxy U 0boCTpeHueM Xpo-
Huyeckoro nuenoHedputa (llla cteneHb no Clavien—Dindo).
Mocne HedpocTOMUM NOATEKAHWE MOYM MpPEKPaTUNIOCH
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1 3abpIOLLMHHBIA ApeHax 6bin yaaneH. Y ogHoro u3 ABYX
naunenToB ¢ ocnoxHenusmm IV ctenenn no Clavien-Dindo
Ha 7-e CYTKM pasBWUNIOCb BbIPAXXEHHOE KpOBOTEYEHUE
U3 HUKHEMONSAPHBIX COCYA0B MPaBoi NOYKK, YTO noTpeboBa-
10 NpOBeLieHMs IKCTPEHHOI onepauuy B 06beMe HedpaKTo-
MUK C reMoTpaHcdy3ueid. MNaumeHTy paHee 6bino BbINOIHEHO
HWU3BELEHME NMOYKU C Pe3eKLMel peLnamMBHONM CTPUKTYpHI
MNYC, pa3suBLLElicA Nocne NpeabIayLLeid aHTeBa3aNbHON NK-
enonnacTukW. Y Broporo 6onbHOr0 B mocsieonepaumoHHOM
nepuoge BO3HMK MOYEBOW 3aTeK C MPOPLIBOM B OpioLLHYI0
MosiocTb C pa3BUTUEM MOYEBOr0 MEPUTOHWUTA M ypocencuca.
BoinonHeHa nanapoToMus, ApeHvpoBaHue bpiolLHoi nono-
CTV 1 3abpHOLUMHHOTO NPOCTPaHCTBa cnpasa. B rpynne 2 nog
MecTHou aHectesuer 5 (11,9 %) naumeHTaMm BbINONHEHa nep-
KyTaHHas HedpocToMMS B CBSA3W C 060CTPEHMEM XPOHUYECKO-
ro nuenoHedputa Ha GoHe HeafeKBATHOW QYHKLMN CTEHTA.
B 2 (4,7 %) cnyyasx npoBOAMNIOCH NepKyTaHHOe ApeHnpoBa-
HWe MOYeBOro 3aTeKa B 06/1aCTU aHacToMO3a, a B 4 cryyasx
BbIMOJIHEHA YPETEPOCKONUS C 3aMeHON CTEHTa B CBA3M C ero
HeafleKBaTHON QYHKUMEH UK SUCTaNbHBIM CMELLIEHUEM.
MpoBefeH CpaBHUTENbHbINM aHaN3 pe3ysbTaToB AaHHbIX
BMeLLaTeNIbCTB Yepe3 2 Mec. Noc/e yAaneHus CTeHTa U He-
(dpocToMbl, a Takke Yepe3 12 u 24 mec. nocne onepaumu.
B nMHaMuKe BbINoMHANM KoHTposbHble Y3U nouek, CKT

Tabnuua 2. CpaBHUTENbHBIN aHaM3 MHTPAONePaLMOHHBIX NOKa3aTesei NaUUeHTOB B CPaBHUBAEMbIX Mpynnax
Table 2. Comparative analysis of intraoperative parameters in the study groups

OcHoBHas rpynna

KoHTponbHas rpynna

lNokazatesb p
CpefHWe MOKasaTeM | MMH.—MaKC. | CPefHWe MOKa3aTeNil | MMWH.—MaKC.
MpomosmKMTENLHOCTL ONepaLy, MUH 197,1 £ 52,9 115-300 227,6 + 30,6 170-350 0,003
06beM kpoBonoTepu, Mn 93,0+ 21,0 50-140 176,6 + 44,6 100-300 <0,001
KoHBepcus Ha OTKpbITY0 onepaumio 0 3(7.1%) -
Ta6nuua 3. CpaBHUTENbHBINA aHaNM3 NOCNEOMNEepaLMOHHBIX MOKa3aTeslel Y NaLMeHTOB B OCHOBHOM M KOHTPOJIbHOI rpynnax
Table 3. Comparative analysis of postoperative parameters in the main and control groups
OcHoBHas rpynna, n = 30 KoHTponbHas rpynna, n = 42
Mokasarenb p
abc. % abc. %
lMocneonepaLmoHHbIi KOMKO-AeHb, CPefHUI 6,0+0,8 9,5+ 1,1 <0,0001
KoHTponbHoe Y3W noyek nepes BbINUCKOI
e vawku, Me [Q;; Q;] 10 [7; 19] 10,5 [5; 12] 0,9545
e noxaHka, Me [Q;; Q;] 19,5 [15; 23] 17 [15; 21] 0,5617
06LLee KonMMYecTBO OCNOXHEHUI 7 23,3 20 47,5 0,0393
Mo Clavien—Dindo:
e |l cTeneHb 5 16,6 7 16,6
« llla cTeneHb 2 6,7 7 16,6
0,0393
o |llb cTenexb 0 - 4 9.6
« |V cTeneHb 0 - 2 4,7
Onepauuv B nocneonepaLmoHHOM nepuoje:
 10[, MEeCTHON aHecTesunen 2 6,7 7 16,6
. . 0,0437
* Mof, o0LLeil aHecTe3nen - - 6 14,2
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1 HedpocUMHTMrpaduio, onNpesensnm CKopocTb KilybouKoBoi
dunbtpaumm (CK®). Mpyn KOHTpOsbHLIX 06CNEA0BaHMSX OLEHU-
BaM CTeneHb pacLUMPEeHms YaLleK 1 JioxaHky no Y3, yposeHb
CK®, maHHble avHaMuuecKoi HedpocuMHTUrpadum U Hamu-
uMe peLMaMBOB CTPUKTYPLI B 30HE PEKOHCTPYKLMM (Tabn. 4).
B rpynne 2 peunavebl Habnwoganucs y 12 (28,8 %) naumeHTos,
yTO BbINO 3HAYMMO YalLle, YEM B OCHOBHO rpynne. 3a nepuog,
A0 12 Mec. peumamBbl AuarHocTMpoBaHbl Y 4 (9,5 %) ueno-
BeK, a ¢ 12 no 24 mec. ewe y 8 (19,0 %). Y 6 (14,2 %) na-
LIMeHTOB BbIMOJHEHA 3HAOCKOMMUYECKAs KOPPEKLMS peLmaon-
Ba CTPUKTYphI, ¥ 4 (9,5 %) — OykKanbHas ypeTeponniacTuka,
2 (4,7 %) naumeHTaM C NpOTSKEHHBIMU CTPUKTYpamu bonee
5—6 cM npon3BeeHO 3aMeLLEHNe MOYETOYHIKA PEKOHGUIypU-
POBaHHbIM CErMEHTOM TOHKOW KULWKKM N0 AHry—MoHTh.
PesynbTaThl OLEHMBaNM KaK XopoLuue npu NOSIHOM Hop-
Manu3aumuu ypoamHamuky BMI1 u nsbaeneHum ot HedpocTo-
Mbl. Tpn yLOBNETBOPUTENbHLIX pesynbTaTax y NauueHToB
rnocfie OrnepauMu COXPaHANOCb YMEpEeHHOe pacLLMpeHue
YaLLleYHO-NI0XaHOYHOW cucTeMbl, HO be3 papeHaxen. He-
YLO,0BNETBOPUTENIbHBIMU CUMTaNM pe3ynbraTbl, KOrga BO3-
HWKanu peuuamBbl CTPUKTYP, MO MOBOAY KOTOPbIX MPOBO-
AWM NMOBTOPHbIE 3HA0CKOMUYECKUE MU PEKOHCTPYKTUBHbIE
onepauu (tabn. 5). Mpu aHanu3e oThaneHHbIX pe3ynbTaToB
DYKKanbHOM YpeTeponniacTMKW YCTAaHOBJIEHO, YTO peunau-
Bbl Mocne MofobHbIX BMeLlaTensCcTB Habmofanuch y ABYX
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MaUWEHTOB C MPOTSIKEHHOCTLIO CYXKEHWUA MPOKCMMAIbHOr0
oTZena MoYeTo4HMKa b6onee 5 cM. Y ogHoro naumeHTa pe-
LMIvB BbIsSBNEH yepe3 8 mec., y apyroro — yepe3 13 Mec.
nocne onepaumu. B oboux cnyyasx NpoTsHKEHHOCTb COCTa-
Buna bonee 5 cM (6 n 7 cM). MNpu ypeTepocKonuu BbiABNEHa
KOpOTKas CTPUKTYpa B HWKHEN 4acTW 3aMeLleHHoro byk-
KaNibHbIM TPAHCM/IAHTATOM CYEHHOr0 Y4acTKa MOYeTOYHU-
Ka. BbinonHeHa bannoHHas aunaraums ¢ yCTaHOBKOM CTEHTA.
Takum 0bpa3oM, MOXHO CaenaTb BbIBOA, YTO YeM Donblue
MPOTAXKEHHOCTb CTPUKTYPbI, TEM BbILLE PUCK Pa3BUTUSA peLy-
AvBa. 310 06BbACHSAETCS TeM, UTO PeBacKyNsApuU3aums v npu-
UBNAEMOCTb TPaHCMIaHTaTa CHUKAETCA C YBENMYEHUEM
ero pasMepa. Pe3ynbTathl UCCNeOBaHNSA TaKXKe YCTaHOBU-
J1, YTO NPU CYXKEHMSAX NPOKCUMANBHOTO 0TAENA MOYETOUHM-
Ka c npoTspKeHHocTblo 2,3-3,0 cM onTMManbHbIM ABAseTCA
ayrMeHTaumus aHactomo3a, a npu ctpuktypax 3,0-5,0 cm
noKasaHo onlay-3aMeLLeHne TPaHCMNAHTaTOM M3 CIIM3UCTON
000/104KM LLEKN. IDDEKTUBHOCTL DYKKanbHOW ypeTeponna-
CTUKM cocTaBuna 93,3 %, a peLumamBbl CTPUKTYp Habntoaanmch
y 2 (6,7 %) naumeHTOB, KOTOPbIM BbIMOHANM TPaHCypeT-
panbHyl0 BannoHHyl0 AunaTauuMio C YCTaHOBKOW CTEHTa.
B KoHTponbHoii rpynne 3geKTUBHOCTb Onepawyidi COCTaBu-
na 71,5 %, peunpmsbl CTpUKTYp Habmopanucb y 12 (28,5 %)
MaLMEHTOB, KOTOPbIM BbIMOSIHEHbI PEKOHCTPYKTUBHbIE Onepa-
LW pasfINYHOM CNOXKHOCTH.

Ta6nuua 4. CpaBHUTENbHBIA aHaNU3 OTAANEHHbIX Pe3yNbTaToB byKKaNbHOM YpeTeponiacTUKX B rpynnax nalueHToB
Table 4. Comparative analysis of long-term outcomes of buccal ureteroplasty in patient groups

OcHoBHas rpynna, KoHTponbHas rpynna,

MNokasatenb 1 =30 =42 p
CKopocTb KiTybouKoBOi UnbTPaLMK, MIT/MUH:
* [10 OMepauymm 85,6 + 27,0 92,8 £23,3 0,231
e 2 Mec. 89,0 + 25,6 96,1+23,0 0,224
* 12 mec. 93,2+ 24,3 98,3+21,5 0,352
o 24 Mec. 96,0 + 24,3 98,4 + 22,9 0,671
KoHTponbHoe Y3W nouek:
Yalukm * [10 onepauuu 20,8 +3,7 19,4+4,2 0,16
e 2 Mec., Me [Q;; Q,] 8 15; 12] 916; 11] 0,766
e 12 mec., Me [Q;; Q;] 6 [4; 9] 95, 12] 0,564
e 24 mec., Me [Q;; Q;] 6 [3,5; 7,5] 9 [4,5; 12] 0,773
JloxaHKa * [10 OMepaLym 455 +8,9 42,1 +10,5 0,15
e 2 mec., Me [Q;; Q] 18 [16; 23] 18 [15; 21] 0,610
12 mec., Me [Q;; Q;] 18 [15; 19] 19 [15; 24] 0,318
e 24 Mec., Me [Q;; Q;] 18,5 [14; 19] 18 [14; 25,9] 0,773
HedpocumHturpadums:
e Toao 12 Mec. Me [Q;; Q)] 51[4,5; 7,5] 6 [5; 8] 0,245
o Ty 12 Mec. Me [Q;; Q)] 22 [20; 24] 22 [20; 24] 0,105
Peunpus, n:
o 12 Mec. 2 (6,6 %) 4(9,5%)
0,0202
o 24 Mec. - 8 (19,0 %)
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Tabnuua 5. 3QdeKTMBHOCTL BYKKaNbHOI YpeTeponiacTUKY 1 NOBTOPHOI pe3eKLMM CTPUKTYPbI C HU3BELEHWEM MOYKY
Table 5. Effectiveness of buccal ureteroplasty and repeat stricture resection with renal descensus

OcHoBHast rpynna KOHTpOJ’IbHaﬂ rpynna

JIPdeKTMBHOCTL onepaLmm
o P abc. % abc. % P

XopoLuve pesynbTathl (MosHask HOPManU3aLms YPOLUHAMUKY BEPXHUX

. 25 83,3 20 47,7
MOYEBbIBOASALLMX NYyTeN, U3baBeHne 0T CTeHTa HE(POCTOMBI)
Y0BNeTBOPUTENbHbIE Pe3yNbTaThl (YMeHbLUEHWEe PacLUMPEHUs Yalley- 3 10.0 10 238
HO-/I0XaHOYHOM CUCTEMbI, M30aBNEHNe OT CTEHTA M HE(POCTOMbI) ! ’ 0009
HeynoBneTBopuTeNbHbIE pesynbTathl (peunamB, NOBTOPHbIE onepaLym 9 67 12 285
INs KOpPeKLMM peLmamBa) ! !
Bcero addekTnBHOCTL 27 93,3 29 71,5

OBCYXAEHWUE

MpoTsKeHHble peunausHble cTpukTypbl MYC u npok-
CMManbHoro oTAena MoYeTOuHWKa TpebylT npoBedeHus
C/OKHBIX PEKOHCTPYKTMBHBIX BMeLuaTenscTs. B HacToswee
BpEMS OJHMM M3 METOLOB XUPYPrUYECKUX KOPPEKLMA AaH-
HOM naTonoruu ABNSETCA MOOMNM3aUMsA MOYKM C ee Hu3-
BefeHneM. OfHaKo 3Ty OmepauMio Kak caMoCTOSTENbHBbIN
METOL He MPUMEHSAIOT, @ Yalle BbIMOJHAKT B KOMBUHaLMK
C pe3eKuMen CYXKEHHOT0 y4acTKa MOYETOYHMKA C aHacTOMO-
30M «KOHeL, B KOHeL» unm ¢ onepaumeit boapu [7, 8, 23, 24].
N. Harada c coaBTopamu B 1964 r. cnenanu nepsoe coobiue-
Hue 06 ycrewHol MoBKUAM3aLUMM NMOYKK C ee HU3BELEHUEM
Yy NaumMeHTa C NPOTSKEHHBIM CYEHUEM MPOKCUMAIBHOM Ya-
CTV MOYeTOYHMKa [25]. B panbHeiiwem R. Mauck u coasr. [14]
onybnuKoBanu pe3ynbTaTbl HU3BEAEHWUS MOYKM B COYeTa-
HWM ¢ onepauyueit boapu Npu LIMHHBIX CTPUKTYpax BepXHeil
TPeTU MOYETOYHMKA Y 12 nauueHToB. ABTOpbI CAENanu Bbl-
BOJ, YTO MOBMUNIM3aLMA NOYKWM — XOpoLUee A0MOSTHEHME Npu
XMPYPrUYECKOM JIeYeHUM MALMEHTOB C CYIKEHUSMU [LaHHOM
noKanusaumm, a 3QHEKTUBHOCTb Onepaumii Npu CpeLHEM
cpoke Habmopenns 11 Mec. coctasuna 78 %. B 2016 .
M. Hofer u coasr. [13] onybnukoBanu pesynbTathl onepaLyi
y 18 naumeHTOB, rae HU3BEAEHME MOYKM COYETANOCh C ypeTe-
POypeTepoaHacToMo30M (4), ypeTepoKanmMKoaHacToMo30M (5),
onepauueinn boapu (8) u wuneoypetepoaHactoMosom (1).
Y 12 (66,8 %) n3 18 6onbHbIX ObINMM AMarHOCTUPOBaHbI pe-
LMAMBHbIE CTPUKTYPbI. 3PDEKTUBHOCTb 3TUX KOMOUHWPOBAH-
HbIX onepauuii 3a nepuof, Habnogexnsa 50 Mec. cocTaensana
88,9 %. C pasBuTMEM 3HO0BMAEOXMPYPrUYECKON TEXHUKU
AaHHYK0 OMepaumio CTanu BbIMOJHATL N1anapoCKONUYecKUM
poctynoM. lNepBblit KnuHnyeckuii ciyyan B 2011 r. onybnm-
koBanu D.E. Sutherland ¢ Konneramu, KoTopble mauueHTy
76 neT BbINOMHWIM NaNapOCKONMYECKOe HU3BELEHWE MOYKM
B KOMBUHaumm ¢ onepauweit boapu [26]. OgHako B nuTepaty-
pe BCTPeYaTCa eAnHUYHbIe NoAobHbIe pabotkl. MocneaHue
roAbl B iMTepatype CTanu nosiBnATbCS paboTbl 0 pesyfbTa-
Tax onlay-3ameLLieHns Cy)KeHHOW 4acTX MOYETOYHMKA ByK-
KalbHbIM TpaHCMMaHTaToM. 3KcnepuMeHTanbHas paboTa
Mo 3aMeLLEHNI0 MOYETOYHWKA CIM3UCTON 0D0M0YKM LLEeKH
Ha babyuHax 6bina BbinonHeHa ewe B 1983 r. [27]. Tepsyto
NyBAMKaLMI0 0 CepUM U3 b KITMHUYECKUX CIyYaeB NpeaCcTaBun
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J.H. Naude B 1999 r. Y yeTblpex NaLMeHTOB CYEHHbIN yya-
CTOK MOYETOYHWKA paccekanu U NpuLLMBany OyKKambHbIA
IOCKYT, B OQHOM CJ/ly4ae BbIMOSIHEHA ayrMeHTaLMoHHasn ByK-
KanibHas NnacTuKa aHacToMO03a MOYETOYHMKA, eLLe Y 0[HOro
naumeHTa — 3amelleHne TybynspHbIM lockyToM. Bo Bcex
CIy4asx 30Hy onepauuu obopaunBany canbHUKOM. 3a cpef-
HWWA nepuof HabnopeHns 24 (2—72) Mec. peLnanBoB Cyxe-
HWA He BbINO, AONOHUTENbHBIE BMELLATENbCTBA HE NPOBO-
aunuce [28].

Bce nocnegtve pabotbl NOCBALLEHBI pesynbTaTaM fla-
MapOCKOMUYECKOM M poboT-accucTMpOBaHHOW BYKKanbHOM
ypeteponnactuku [15-22, 29]. Z. Lee v coaBr. [4] coobmnm
0 MHOrOLEHTPOBOM OrMbiTe poboT-accucTUpoBaHHOM 6yK-
KanbHOW YpeTeponnacTuki y 54 NauMeHTOoB, YTO ABMISETCS
caMmoii 6onbluoi cepuent Nofo6HbIX BMELLATENbCTB HA AaH-
Hbili MoMeHT. Onlay-3aMeLLieHne MOYETOYHMKA BbIMOJHSNN
B 79 % cnyyaes, y 0CTanbHbIX MPUMEHAIN @yrMEHTALMOHHYI0
NnacTMKy aHactomosa. [lpu cpegHeM cpoke HabnoaeHus
26 mec. y 90 % naumeHTOB bbIAM yCNeLUHble KIMHUYECKMe
W peHTreHonornyeckve pesynbtatbl. 3a nocneguue 10 net
B HalLen KIIMHMKe nanapocKonuyeckas 1 poboT-accuctmpo-
BaHHas byKKanbHas nnacTuKa MoYeTOYHMKa bbina BbINosHe-
Ha 30 bonbHbIM, 3a cpeaHM Nepuof HabnaeHusa 17,2 Mec.
3 deKTUBHOCTL onepaumm coctasuna 93,3 % [29].

TakuM 0bpa3oM, NofyyeHHbIe pe3ybTaTbl MOKa3anu, 4to
nnacTuka ASiMHHbIX cTpukTyp MYC 1 npokcuManeHoro oTae-
Na MOYETOYHMKA TPAHCMIAHTAaTOM M3 CIM3UCTON 060SI04KM
LLIEKU SBMIAETCA MasIOMHBA3UBHbBIM BbICOKOI(HEKTUBHBIM XN~
pypruyeckuM BMelLaTenbcTBoM. OHa MokasaHa nauueHTaMm
C MPOTSIKEHHBIMU CYXKEHUAMMW [aHHOW JIOKanM3aLum, Koraa
PEKOHCTPYKTUBHbIE OMepaLym cobCTBEHHBIMY HEU3MEHHBIMU
TKaHAMU BMI1 TexHUYecKu HEBbINOMHUMBI. JKCNepUMEHTab-
HOe Ucce0BaHue YCTaHOBUIO NEPECTPOIAKY MHOMOC/IOMHOIO
MOCKOr0 3NUTENNSA B NEPEX0SHO-KIETOUHbINA, UAEHTUYHBINA
3NUTENMI0 MOYETOYHMKA, @ B KIIMHMYECKOI rpynne nofobHble
TUCTONOTMYECKME U3MeHeHWs ByKKanbHOro TpaHCnnaHTaTa
He BbInn ycTaHOBNEHbI, UTO 00BACHAETCA pasHULEln MeTabo-
NU3Ma U pereHepaLny TKaHel Mexay aKCrepUMeHTabHbIMM1
XMBOTHbIMK U ntoabMu [30]. TpoBeaeHHbIN HaMK CpaBHM-
TeNbHbIA aHanu3 pe3ynbTaTtoB BYKKaNbHOW NNACTUKU U HU3-
BEJEHUSI MOYKM C aHACTOMO30M «KOHEL, B KOHeL» NoKasarn,
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YTO B NEPBOW pynne AOCTOBEPHO Nydlle OblAM Takue mo-
KasaTesn, kak Bpems onepaumm (p = 0,003), 06beM Kposo-
notepu (p =0,001), konuyectBo ocnoxHenuit (p = 0,039)
1 3 PEKTUBHOCTL XUpYyprdeckux BMeLatenscTs (p = 0,009).

3AKJIKYEHUE

MpoTsxeHHble peumamBHble cTpukTypbl MYC 1 npokcu-
MaJlbHOr0 0TZieNa MOYETOUHMKA ABNSIOTCS NOKa3aHWeM K Ta-
KM PEKOHCTPYKTMBHBIM OMepaLMsM, KaK HU3BEAEHWE MOYKH
C aHaCTOMO30M «KOHeL, B KOHeL» 1 ByKKasbHas ypeTepona-
cTuKa. lnactvky pmHHbIX cTpukTyp MYC 1 npokcuManbHoro
0TZeNla MOYETOYHWUKA TPAHCMIAHTaToM M3 CIM3NUCTON 060s104-
KM LLEKM MOXHO paccMaTpuBaTh KaK BbICOKOIQ(HEKTUBHYIO
onepaLmio, C MEHbLUMM MPOLEHTOM OCJTOXHEHMIA N0 CpaBHe-
HWIO C HM3BEJEHMEM MOYKM U QHACTOMO30M «KOHEL, B KOHELL».
Mpn HeahheKTMBHOCTM 3ITUX BMeELIATENIbCTB METOA0M
Bblbopa MoxeT BbITb MieoypeTeponiacTika no AHry—MoHTw.

AOMO/IHUTE/IbHAA UHOOPMALIUA

Bknap aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbI BHECNM CYLLECTBEHHbIA BKNAL
B pa3paboTKy KOHLenuuu, NpoBefeHWe UCCNeA0BaHUsS U MOAro-
TOBKY CTaTby, NPOYAM 1 0806punu dbuHanbHyo Bepcuio nepes ny-
bnmkaumeii. JnaHbin Bknag, kaxporo astopa: b.l. M'ynmeB — pas-
paboTka Au3aliHa MUCCNe[O0BaHWSA, aHanM3 MOMYYeHHbIX AaHHbIX,
pefaKTUpoBaHue Tekcta pykonucy; b.K. Komakos — paspabort-
Ka [M3aliHa WUCCNefOoBaHWsA, pefaKTMpOBaHMe TEeKCTa PYKonucH;
.M. ABa3xaHoB — cbop MaTepuana, HanucaHue TeKcTa U odhopM-
NeHUe pyKonucu, aHanus nosyyeHHblx AanHblx; 0.1, Abgypaxma-
HoB — cbop MaTepuana, 0opMIIEHIE PYKOMUCH.
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UcTouHuk duHaHcupoBaHmus. ABTopbl 3asBastoT 0b oTcyT-
CTBMM BHELIHEro GUHaHCMpPOBaHWUS NPW NPOBEAEHUM UCCNefo-
BaHuS.

KoHdpnuKT uHTepecoB. ABTOpbl AEKNApUpPYT OTCYTCTBUE
ABHbIX W MOTEHUMANbHbIX KOH(IMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3AHHbIX
¢ nybnmKaumen HacTosLLEN CTaTby.

Jtnyeckuin komuter. [poToKon uccnefoBaHus bbin of06peH
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