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AHHOTALIMA

PapuKanbHas NpocTaTaKTOMUs SIBNSIETCA 30710TbIM CTaHAAPTOM NIEYEHUs JIOKaNM30BaHHOM (OpMbl paka npefcTaTesbHOM
enesbl. B nocnefHee gecsitunetve akTMBHO BHeLPAIOTCS HOBbIE XUPYPTUYECKUEe TEXHOMOMMM, YTO Be3yCnoBHO MOBbILLIAET
3G EKTUBHOCTb NeYeHUs OHKOYPOsIoruyeckux 6ombHbIX. HecMoTps Ha 3To, YacToTa MHTPa- M NocieonepaumoHHbIX 0COX-
HEHWU pafiMKanbHO NPOCTAaTIKTOMMUM OCTAETCS AOCTATOMHO BbICOKOIA. B 3TOM CBA3M MUHUMM3aALMSA UX uncia U addeKTMBHOe
NeYeHMe CTaHOBATCA aKTyanbHbIMM 33Jia4aMi1 COBPEMEHHON yponoruu. B 0030pHOi cTaTbe paccMOTpeHbl MHTPa- W paHHUe
nocneonepaLyoHHbIe OCIIOXKHEHNUS JTanapoCKOMUYECKOl U poboT-accMCTUPOBAHHON paAVKasbHO MPOCTATIKTOMUM.

KnioueBble cnoBa: paauKanbHas NpocTaTIKTOMUSA; 0CN0XHEHUs; MMdoLiene; HeCOCTOATEIbHOCTb aHaCTOMO3a; Ta30Bas
NMMdafeHIKTOMUS.
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Intra- and early postoperative complications
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ABSTRACT

Radical prostatectomy is the gold standard for the treatment of localized prostate cancer. In the last decade, new surgical
technologies have been actively implemented that certainly increases the efficiency of oncourological treatment. The rate of
intra- and postoperative complications of radical prostatectomy yet remains quite high. In this regard, crucial tasks of modern
urology are minimizing of their number and effective treatment. In the review article, intra- and early postoperative complica-
tions of laparoscopic and robot-assisted radical prostatectomy have been considered.
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OB30PHI JUTEPATYPHI

BBENEHUE

Pak npeactatensHon xenesbl (PMX) npencraenset co-
Boi ofHy 13 Haubonee 3HauMMbIX NPobBNEM COBPEMEHHOV
MeaMUMHBI. ITO CBA3AHO KaK C BbICOKOW 3aboneBaeMocTbio,
MMEIOLLIEN YCTONUMBYH TEHAEHLMIO K POCTY, TaK M € 3a4acTylo
MO3JHWM BbISIBIEHUEM 3a00/1EBaHNS, HE NO3BONSIOLLWM Bbl-
MOMHUTL pafiuKanbHoe onepaTuBHoe BMeluaTenbeTeo. PITK
3aHMMaeT BTOpPOe MECTO CpefMu 3/10Ka4yeCTBEHHbIX HOBO-
obpa3oBaHWi Yy MyxuuH ¢ ponen 14,5 %, yctynas Tonb-
Ko onyxonsM Tpaxew, bponxoB u nerkoro (17,4 %) [1, 2].
3a nepuop ¢ 2007 no 2017 r. B Poccuiickont ®epepaumm
cMepTHocTb 0T PIK yBennumnach Ha 13,85 % c ropoBbiM
npupoctoM B cpeaHeM 1,29 % [2]. HecMoTps Ha ynyuwe-
HWe MeTof0B AnarHocTuky Pl 1 BHeapeHWe MOHUTOpKHIa
YPOBHSA npocTatcneunmduyecKoro aHTUreHa, AMarHoCTu-
Ka PITK yxe Ha mo3gHMX CTagmsx OCTaeTcs Ha CTabunbHO
BbICOKOM ypoBHe [2].

PagukanbHas npoctataktomus (Pl13) sensietca 3010TbIM
CTaHAapPTOM JieyeHunst BOMbHBIX JIOKaNM30BaHHbIMU opMaMK
PIMK. Mporpecc Xupypruyeckux TEXHOMOMMI CrocobcTBoBan
aKTMBHOMY BHEJpPEHW0 MaloMHBa3uBHbIX MeToauk P13
B 1997 r. W. Schuessler u coasrt. [3] BbinoaHUAKU NepBYIO
NanapocKONUYeCKyIo paguKabHyto npoctatakTommio (JIPM3)
1 OTMETUNW ee NPeuMyLLLeCTBa Nepes OTKPbLITON onepaLment.
Yepes 4 ropa, B 2001 r., J. Binder v coasr. [4] BbINoAHMM
1 onybnmMKoBanu pesynbTaTbl poboT-accUCTMPOBaHHOW pagu-
KanbHol npocTataktomMun (PAPTI3).

Kak xupypryeckun Metoq nedenns PI13 uMmeet pag, oc-
NOXHEHWUW, KOTOPbIE MOXKHO MOJENUTb HA MHTPaoNepaLIMoH-
Hble, paHHWe W MO3JHME MocneonepaumMorHble. MosBeHne
NanapocKonMyecKon 1 poboT-accUCTUPOBAHHOI TEXHONIOMMI
M03BONMII0 YMEHBLLWTBL UX KoNM4ecTBo [5, 6]. BaxHoe 3Have-
HMEe B MUHUMM3ALMM KONMYECTBA OCTOKHEHUA UMEET «KpUBas
0byyeHuns». Tak, B npoBefeHHOM M.A. PsboBbIM 1 coaBT. [7]
uccnenoBaHuM BbI0 MOKasaHo, YTO MpW JlanapocKonuye-
CKOM [ocTyne 4actoTa ocnoxHeHuit PIN3 cHukaetcsa no-
cne 65-150 onepauuid, BbIXOAA Ha NNato B MPOMEXYTKe
ot 150 go 200. Mpu PAPI13 KonmyecTBO OCNOXHEHWN CHUMA-
eTcs B uHTepBane ot 25 po 120 BMeLaTtenbCTB, niato Ao-
cturaetcs B npoMexytke 50-200 [7]. Pesynbtatel P13 npu
3TOM 3aBUCENN KaK OT OMbITa CamMoro XUpypra, Tak u 0T Ko-
JMYeCTBa BbIMOJHSAEMBIX OMepauuMii B OTAENEHWN B LIENIOM.
CToMT OTMETUTb, YTO B pasHbIX CTpaHaXx yCTaHOBMEHbI pas-
JIMYHBIE KPUTEPUIA YMCNa omepaumin ans obydyeHus xupypra,
a Ha 0CHOBaHMU OMyBIMKOBAHHBIX AaHHBIX YCTaHOBUTb HUK-
Hee MoporoBoe 3Ha4YeHME He NPeACTaBNAeTCA BO3MOXKHbIM.

Ha atane dbopMupoBaHus goctyna B 6pioLHy0 NonocTb
unu nNpeAbpIOWKMHHOE NPOCTPAHCTBO BO3MOXHO pasBuUTME
TaKUX OCMOMHEHWUH, KaK paHeHMs KULLKW U KPYMHbIX COCY-
A0B. [pn BbINOMHEHWM Ta30BOW NMM(AAEHIKTOMUMN CyLLie-
CTBYET OMacHOCTb MOBPEXAEHWA MOAB3LOLIHbIX COCYLOB,
KMLLIKM, MOYETOYHWMKOB, 3anupaTtesibHoro Hepea. Bo Bpems
MobMnM3auMM NpeacTaTeNibHON JKenesbl TaKe BCTpeva-
€TCA PaHEeHMEe KWLIKW, MOYEBOro My3bipsi, KPOBOTEYEHUE
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ypOHOFMHECRME BEJOMOCTH

M3 [0p3asibHOro BEHO3HOro KOMMJieKca. K pPaHHUM nocne-
onepalMoHHbIM OC/I0XHEHUAM OTHOCATCA HecoCToATeslb-
HOCTb MYy3bIPHO-YPETPasibHOro aHacToMo3a u J'IVIMdJOLI,eJ'Ie.

WHTPAOMEPALMOHHBIE OCJIOXXHEHUA

[JocTyn B GpHOLLHY0 NOMOCTb OCYLLECTBASETCS OTKPLITHIM
W 3aKpbITbiM criocobamu. K nocnegHeMy oTHocATCS NpAMoi
(onTUYecKMM TpoaKapoM) 1 HenpsMoii (urnoii Bepewwa).

BrepBsble OTKPbITHIA AOCTYN B BpIOLLHYI0 NOMOCTL ONKMcan
H.M. Hasson B 1971 r. [8]. OH »e npoaHanusuposan 17 ny6-
JIMKaUMA 0 pesynbTaTax NPUMEHEHWS LAHHOW MEeTOAMKM
¥ NpoBeN cpaBHEHWe C AaHHBIMM 00 UCMONb30BaHUM 3aKPbI-
TOro crnocoba. ABTOp OTMETWA, YTO MPW OTKPLITOM LOCTYynNe
yacToTa MHbeKummn B obnactu nynka coctasuna 0,4 %, no-
BpexaeHns kuwku — 0,1 %, nospexaenms cocynos — 0 %,
COOTBETCTBYHLLUME 3HAYeHUs ANA 3aKpbiToro crnocoba — 1,
0,21 0,2 % [9]. PesynbTarthl BoinonHeHHoro M. Schafer u co-
aeT. B 2001 r. MeTaaHanM3a pe3ynbTaToB MPUMEHEHWS 3a-
KpbITOro (MpsAIMOro U HenpsMoro) AocTyna B GpiolHyio no-
noctb y 14243 naumeHTOB MNOKasanM, YTO MOBPEXAEHUS
KUIWWKK W cocypoB Habnopanuch y 26 (0,18 %) BonbHbIx:
y 4 — npu ucnonb3oBaHuM urnbl Bepelwa, n 'y 22 — npu
npsamoM BeefieHun Tpoakapa [10]. M. Catarci u coasr. [11]
TaK e npoaHanu3upoBanu pesynbTtatel 12919 nanapocko-
MWUYECKUX OmepaLyin M 0TMETUNKW, UTO NpY JocTyne no Xacco-
Hy ocnoxHeHus 6biam B 0,09 % cnyyaes, npy Mcnosib3oBaHUM
urnbl Bepewa — 0,18 %, ontuyeckoro Tpoakapa — 0,27 %.

CaMoe YacToe cocyAucToe 0COXKHEHUE, KOTOpOoe 06bIY-
HO pacno3HaeTcs B NpOLLeCCe OnepaLmm — 3T0 MOBpPeXfe-
HWE HWXKHUX 3MMracTpasbHbIX COCYoB. VX moBpexaeHue
00bIYHO NPOMUCXOAUT NPY BBEAEHWM NaTepaibHbIX TPOAKapoB
B NMOAB3A0LWHbIX 06/1acTAX U MOXKET BbITb NpesoTBPaLLEHO
TLaTesbHbIM 0CMOTPOM OPIOLLIHOM CTEHKM € MOMOLLbHO lana-
pockona nepeg ero BeefieHUeM. [laBneHue rasa MoxeT TaM-
MOHUPOBaTb KPOBOTEYEHME BO BPEMS OMepaLym, YTO MOXET
He NpoSBUTLCA [0 yAaneHWs Tpokapa. HactosTensHo peko-
MEHZYeTCs 0CMOTP BCEX TPOaKapHbIX OTBEPCTUN Ha NpeaMeT
aKTUBHOTO KPOBOTEYEHMs Mepef OKOHYaTeNbHbIM yaane-
HWEM NlanapocKona Mocsfie CHUMXKEHUA BHYTPUBOPHOLIMHHOIO
nasnenus [11]. Yactota noBpexaeHWn cocyfoB BO BpeMs
BbInosHeHus PI13 y pasHbix aBTopoB BapbupyeT oT 0 o 6 %
[11-14].

HapyHble NoAB3A0LLHbIE BEHA M apTepus TaKKe Moj-
BEPraloTCs pUCKY NOBPEIEHUS B NPOLLECCE BbIMOJIHEHUS
Ta3oBoW nuMmdageHsktomun (TJTA3). 3T0 NpoMCXoauT Kak
B MpoLecce ee BbINOSIHEHWS, TaK U MY BBELEHUN UHCTPYMEH-
TOB 6e3 BusyanbHoro koHTpons. G. Ploussard u coasr. [15],
npoaHanM3MpoBaB YacTOTy [AHHOTO OCNOXHEHWs, 0TMe-
TUAM, YTO YacToTa paHeHui MOAB3AOLUHbIX COCYAOB CO-
ctaBuna 3 % npu BoinonHeHun 143 PAPI3 ¢ paclumpeHHon
TNA3 n 0,3 % npu 440 PAPIN3 co craHpaptHon TJ1A3 [15].
Mpu nuMbageHIKTOMUN OYeHb BAXKHO AepiaTb B none
3peHns BCe BaxHble COCYAMCTbIE CTPYKTYpbl. Puck no-
BPEXAEHUA MOAB3AOLIHbIX apTepUid BbIE Y MOMMUIbIX
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MauMeHTOB, UMEKLLMX B aHaMHE3e TUNepTOHUYeCKyl 60-
nle3Hb, aTepocKiepos, YTo NpUBOAUT K 06pa3oBaHuMi0 aHeB-
p13M U 60NbLUMX aTepOCKIepOTUYECKMX BAsLLEK.

OpHO M3 Haubonee TAXKENbIX OCMOMHEHWUA pajuvKanb-
HOM MpOCTaT3KTOMMM — TpaBMa KWLUEYHWUKA, MOCKOJbKY
OHa MOXET NpeAcTaBnATb BOMbLUy0 Yrpo3y ANS MHU3HM,
0C0OEHHO ec/M He BbisiBNIEHa B BpeMs onepauuu. He o6-
Hapy»XeHHas MHTpaonepaumoHHo nepdopauys 0bbIYHO Npo-
ABNAETCA B Npefesniax 72 4 nocsie onepauuy, a TepMUyecKas
TpaBMa — Mexpay 6-mMu u 10-Mu cyTKamu nocneonepauy-
OHHOro nepuofa. CuMnToMbl MOryT BbITh HecneuMdUiHbIMHU
1 BKITloYaTh B cebs pBoTy, 60/1b B XMBOTe, B3LYTHE, HalM4Me
ny3blpen B Moye, npuMech Kana B Move [13, 14]. B uccnepo-
BaHuu J.U. Stolzenburg 1 coaBT. [12] nokasaHo, 4To TpaBMa
KMLLEYHWKA YaLLle BCEro BO3HWUKAET MpU HaMUUM CagyHoro
npoLiecca Ha 3Tare oCyLUecTBeHUS [OCTYNa B OPIOLLHYIO No-
NoCTb, @ TaKXKe Npu BBEAEHWUM BOKOBBIX paboumnx Tpoakapos.
PaHeHMe NpsMON KWLLKK BO3HUKAET Ha 3Tane Mobunusaumm
COCYAMCTO-HePBHbIX MYYKOB 1 MoBMAM3aLmmM npocTaThl B 06-
nactu anekca. L. Haeuser n coasr. [13] npoaHanusupoBanm
pesynbTathl 6522 oTKpbITbiX PMN3 1 6522 P13, BbinonHeH-
HbIX MaNoMHBa3WBHbIMM focTynamu. B cepum oTkpbITbix P13
ObIs1I0 0TMeYeHO 58 paHeHWi KULLKKM, B TOM YMCIe TOHKON —
11 (0,17 %), Tonctoit — 20 (0,31 %), npamoit — 27 (0,41 %).
Mpy BbINOAHEHUM ManonHBa3suBHbIX P13 Habnoganm 17 cny-
YaeB MoBpexaeHNs KuLuku: ToHkoit — 7 (0,11 %), ToncTon —
3 (0,05 %), npamoii — 7 (0,11 %). Mo aaHHLIM MeTaaHanu3a,
npoBeaeHHoro G. Novara u coasr. [14], NoBpeXAeHNs KULLKK
Habnopanm B 0,1-1,5 % cnyyasx.

MoBpexaeHue Mo4eBOro Mysblpsi — O4YeHb PefKoe
W HauMeHee rpo3Hoe 0c/oXHeHWe. OHO BO3HMKAET npu Mo-
bunansaumm npeabpIOWKMHHOMO NPOCTPAHCTBA Y MaLMEHTOB,
paHHee MepeHecLUMX repHUONAcTUKY CETKOW, a TaKxKe npu
ype3MepHoii TPaKuMM BO BpeMs MpOocTaTakToMuu. [laHHoe
0CNOXXHEHWe YAaeTcs BU3yanu3npoBaTb BO BpeMs onepaumm
Ha 3Tane KOHTPOJIA repMETMYHOCTU B KOHLE GOpMMpOBaHMS
Nny3bIpHO-YPeTPabHOr0 aHacToMO3a.

TasoBas nuMdaaeHakTomus (TJTA3) sBnsetca 3tanoM
P13 v BbINONHSAETCA NO ONpPefeneHHbIM, A0CTAaTOYHO CTPO-
rMM nokasaHusM. OcHoBaHMEM AN NPOBEAEHMs pacluu-
peHHol TJTAJ cnyat pucK mopaxkeHus nuMdaTuyeckmx
y3noB bonee 5 % no HomorpamMmam Briganti, MSKCC, Partin.
B HacTosiLiee Bpems npofonmKaeTca AUCKyccus 06 oHKoso-
TMYECKMX pe3y/bTaTax AaHHOWM mpoLenypbl, 0fHaKo obuie-
NpU3HaHo, 4To paciumperHas TJIAJ gaeT NporHocTMYecku
BAXHYI0 MH(bOPMaLMIO, KOTOPYIO Henb3s MOMYyYnUTb ApYru-
MU JOCTYMHbIMM B HacTosiLlee BpeMs crnocobamu [16, 17].
Mpu 3TOM B paHAOMU3MPOBAHHbIX KITMHUYECKMX UCCe0Ba-
HWAX He MOKa3aHo MpeyMyLLecTBa PacLUMpEHHON No CpaB-
HEHMIO C orpaHnyeHHoi TJTAJ B OTHOLLEHMM BRIMMKANLLIMX
OHKonornyeckux pesynbtatoB [18, 19]. TIIA3 MoxeT Bbl-
MONHATLCA KaK nepef 3atanom P13, Tak u nocne. B Hawei
npakTuke TJIA3 npuHaTo npoBoamTb o PI13, noatomy npea-
naraeM paccMaTpuBaTb ee OCTIOKHEHWS 0 3Tana yAaneHus
Kenesbl.
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MoBpexxaeHUe MOYETOYHUKOB SBSETCA KasymcTuue-
CKMM ocnoXHeHueM. B nybnvkaumm J.K. Jhaveri u coasr. [20]
OnMCcaHbl TPU CIy4ast PaHEHUS MOYETOUHMKA MpU BbINOJIHE-
HUM 6442 PAPTI3I. ABTOpbI NPUBOAAT CPAaBHEHME C MUPOBLIMU
[aHHbIMY, TAe YCTaHOBMIEHO, YTO MPU OTKPLITON NO3aJMUN0H-
HOW NPOCTAT3KTOMUM AAHHOE 0C/0XHeHWe Bapbupyer ot 0,05
0o 1,6 % cnyyaes, a npu JIPM3 coctasnset 0,5 %. Mospex-
[EHMe MOYETOYHMKOB BO3HMKAET Mpu BbiMosiHeHuM TJTA3.
MoYETOUHMK MOKET BbITb MOBPEAEH YACTUYHO MU MOJTHO-
CTbI0 MepeceyeH, B TOM YKCNe BO3MOXHA ero TepMuUyecKas
TpaBMa. CTOMT OTMETUTb, YTO PUCK MOBPEKAEHUS MOYETOY-
HWKOB BbILLE MPW NanapoCKONMYECKOM AO0CTyrNe, YeM Nnpu
PeTPONepUTOHEOCKONMUYECKOM. [10BpEXAEHNE MOYETOUHM-
KOB TaKXKe MOXET MPOM30MTU Ha 3Tane Mobunmusaumm Lueii-
KW MOYEBOrO My3blps NpW NepeceyeHuu 3afHero ¢apTyka
JeTpy3opa npu xene3ax bonblioro obbeMa uan Ha 3Ta-
ne QopMMpOBaHWA My3bIPHO-YPETPASIbHOTO aHACTOMO3a.
PWCK BaHHOT0 0CMIOXHEHNSA TaKKe NOBbILLAETCS Y MALMEHTOB,
MepeHecLUMX paHee TpaHCYpeTpasbHYH Pe3eKLMo NpocTarsl,
TaK KaK KOpOTKOE pacCcTOsiHME MEXAY YCTbSMW W LLENKON
MOYEBOr0 My3bIps MOXET OCMOXHUTb 3Tan hopMUpOBaHUA
aHactoMo3a [20].

MoBpexaeHue 3anupaTesibHOro HepBa — peaKoe
ocnoxHeHue Pl3, Bo3HWKalollee Ha 3Tane BbINOSHEHMA
TINA3. A.S. Gozen u coasr. [21] Habnoganu Bcero 5 cnyya-
€B MOBPEXAEHUs 3an1paTesibHOro HepBa Mpu BbIMOSHEHUHN
3558 PM3: 3 (0,1 %) — nocne 2531 JIPM3, n 2 (0,1 %) —
nocne 1027 PAPIN3. J. Rassweiler u coasrt. [22] coobwmnm
0 1,1 % o0CnoXHeHuit, CBA3AHHLIX C MOBPEXAEHWEM He-
pBoB, npu BbinofHeHun PAPT3 (1243 BMeLlaTenbcTBa),
u 0,3% — JIPM3 (1243 BMewwatenbctea). MNoBpexkaeHne
MOXET BbITb CBA3AHO C 3/IEKTPOKOAryNsLMe HepBa UM ero
MOJHBIM NepeceyeHneM, a TaKKe 3aLlieMIIEHUEM ero Kmnca-
MW. B cnyyae nonHoro nepeceyeHus Hepea peKOMEHA0BaHO
HamnoXeHWe 3NMHEeBpanbHOro aHacToMo3a be3 HaTsKeHus
[23, 24].

KpoBoTeueHne U3 [op3anbHOrO BEHO3HOTO KOMIJEKCa
MOXKHO paccMaTpuBaTh KaK OAMH W3 3NIEMEHTOB OMepaLuu
PM3. UMeHHO Ha 3Tane Mobunusauum 3TOro COCyamcToro
3/1eMeHTa BO3HUKAET HanbonbLUMIA 06bEM KpoBONOTEPU MpK
[aHHOM BMeLuaTenbCTBe. lpu A0CTaTOYHOM OCBOEHUM TeX-
HWKKM onepauyu, bonee NpeumsnoHHOM MobUIM3aLmK, Npo-
LUMBAHMM J,OPCaNbHOr0 BEHO3HOMO KOMJIEKCa U NOBbILIEHNS
nasnenns CO, o6beM KpoBOMOTEPU MOMKHO 3HAUMUTESIbHO
CHU3MTBb [25, 26].

PAHHUE NOC/IEONEPALUOHHBIE
OCJI0XXHEHUA

KoHTponb repMeTM4HOCTM My3bIpHO-YPETPasbHOr0 aHa-
CTOMO3a fBnseTcs 00sa3atenbHbIM 3tanoM Pl3. Hecocto-
ATeNIbHOCTb aHacTOMO3a MOATBEPKLAETCA 3aTEKOM MOuM
B MapaBe3WKaslbHyl0 KieTyaTKy. [ns dopMupoBaHus rep-
METMYHOrO0 aHacTOMO3a Y3/10BbIMW LUBaMW UX KOJMYECTBO
JLOMKHO ObITb He MeHee 7-9. Ocoboe BHUMaHWe He0bXoAMMO




OB30PHI JUTEPATYPHI

YOEenuTb 3aJiHEeN CTEHKe aHacToMOo3a, KaK Haubonee Bepo-
ATHOW JIOKanM3auuu ONA MOoC/iefylLlero 3aTeka MOYM.
Mo 3aBepLieHny GOPMMPOBAHWA aHACcTOMO3a CiefyeT Bbl-
MOJIHUTb KOHTPOSIb FEPMETUYHOCTM MyTEM BBEAEHWS Yepes
ypeTpanbHbin Katetep 100—-150 Mn xuarocTtu. Mpu Hannumm
HeOONbLLOro 3aTeKa MOXHO HaNOMWUTb [OMOJHUTENbHbIE
wBbl. B 0cobo TaMenbIX ciyyasx peKOMEHAOBAHO MOJHOE
pa3obLLeHMe aHacTOMO3a C MOBTOPHLIM €ro HasoKeHuem
[14, 27-30]. PesynbraThl MeTaaHanu3a, BbINOJHEHHOIO
G. Novara u coaBr. [14], cBMAETENLCTBYKOT O BbICOKOI Ba-
puabenbHOCTM YacTOTbl HECOCTOSATESIbHOCTM aHacToMo3a
B paHHeM nepuoge nocne PM3 — ot 0,1 go 6,7 %. R. Pompe
1 coasr. [31] coobLualoT 0 Hannuuu 3aTeka Moum y 43 (3,2 %)
n3 1341 naumenta nocne PI13.

HecocTosaTenbHOCTb aHAacTOMO3a MOXKET CTaTb NPUYMHOM
OCTPOV 3a[ePIKKM MOUM MOCEe YAANeHNUs YPeTpasibHOro Ka-
TeTepa C BO3MOXHbIM QopMMpoBaHMeM reMatoM. [loatomy
nepef yAaneHWeM KaTeTepa peKOMEeH[0BaHO BbIMOJIHEHME
uncrorpacdum [32].

K yactbiM paHHuM ocnoxkHenmam PI13 ¢ TJ/TA3 otHocutcs
numdouene [33]. [laHHoe coCTosHWE Pa3AensoT Ha KIUHK-
UECKW 3HAUUMYH U KIIMHUYECKM HE3HAUMMYyD GopMbl. JTuM-
douene pa3suBaeTcs B pe3ysbTaTe 3aTeka MMbaTUYECKOI
YUOKOCTW U3 NepeceyeHHbIX MMMbaTUYeCcKMX NPOTOKOB B OT-
rpaHWyYeHHble NpocTpaHcTBa. KnnHuyecku 3HaumMeble iuMdo-
Liefnie B MOCNEONepaLyMoHHOM Nepuofie MoryT Bbi3biBaTb 60/b
B 06/1acTM Tasa, HapylleHWe OTTOKA MOYM, OTEKU HUKHUX
KOHeYHocTen uiv paxe rugpoHedpos. Yactota numdouene
BbilLe MOC/Ee PacLUMpEHHON AMM(MOAMCCEKLMM MO CpaBHe-
HUIO C orpaHuyeHHon [34]. MiHduumpoBaHHble nuMdoLene
4acTo COMPOBOXAAKTCA IMXOPAS0UHBIMU COCTOAHUAMM [35].
Yactota numdouene nocne PAPI3 Bapbupyet B 6onbLuoM
pvanasoHe — 1,2-29 % [14], npuyeM npu BHEOPIOWKMHHOM
XMpYPruyecKoM A0CTyne BepOSTHOCTb Pa3BUTUSA SaHHOIO OC-
NOXKHEHMS BbiLLie, YeM NpU Ype30pHOLLMHHOM [34].

Xotsa PI13 cuntaeTcs onepaumeii Bolbopa A4S nauueHToB
C JIOKanu3oBaHHbIMKM GopMaMu paKa npocTaTbl, 0HAKO KaK
XMPYPrUYEcKUn MeTO[, NIEYEHUS OCIIOXHEHUS SBNSKOTCA He-
OTbEMJIEMOI YaCTbi0 flaHHOW MeToaumku. CoBepLUeHCTBOBa-
HWe XMPYPrUYecKuX TeXHUK (namapockonus, poboTuyecKas
Xvpyprus, Hepsocbeperawolime MeTOAWKM, naTepanbHbIn
AOCTYN WM C COXpPaHEHUEM peTLMeBa NPOCTPAHCTBA, Bbl-
MoJHEHWe NepefiHen 1 3afiHel PEKOHCTPYKLMK, (opM1poBa-
HWe aHacToMo3a), obopyaoBaHusa (3D- u 4K-Bu3yanusaums,
MnosiBNieHWe YNpaBnseMoi ynbTpasByKOBOM U BunonspHou
3HEpruM, O0JHOPAa30BbIX WHCTPYMEHTOB, BWL W Ka4yecTBo
HWTW, PacXo[HbIX MaTepuasnos), yBeNMYEHNE OMbITa XUPYpProB
W KJIMHUKW CNOCOBCTBYET YMEHBLLEHUIO KONIMYECTBA OCIOX-
HeHuiA. CnaxkeHHas paboTa onepaumoHHoOW Bpuragbl, Mysb-
TUAMCLUMNNNMHAPHBIA NOAXOA (YPONOoru, XMpYpru, cocyaucTble
XUPYpr,, paguosnor U T. 4.), CB0eBpeMeHHOE BbISIBIEHNE UH-
Tpa- W NocneonepaumroHHbIX OCMOXHEHUIA M0O3BONSET U3be-
KaTb MX HEraTMBHbIX nocneacTBuiA. CriesyeT MOMHUTB O HIO-
aHcax BbIMOHEHNA JAHHOM OMepauuy C HauyamnbHbIX 3TanoB
L0 3aKJIUMTENbHBIX.
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3AKJIO4YEHUE

B paHHOW cTaTbe MpoAEMOHCTPMpOBaHbl Haubonee
yacTble MHTpa- W paHHue ocnoxHenus JIPM3 wn PAPI3.
OcnoxHeHus Ha 3Tane hopMUpoBaHUS LOCTYNA, BbINOHEHUS
MMQOLMCCEKLIMM, MOBUNM3aLMM NPOCTaThl C COXPaHEHUEM
HepBoB U 6e3, GopMMPOBaHUA aHACTOMO3a, a TaKKe Mo3f-
HWe OCMOXHEHUS — 3TO0 TO, C YeM CTasIKUBAIOTCA XUPYpri
Ha 3Tane OCBOEHWA OmepauWu M nocne BbIXOAA Ha nnato.
MeTonbl KOPPEKLMN OCNOXHEHUI MOXKHO BbIAENUTL B TEMY
OTLENbHOW [MCKYCCWM, TaK Kak MpUMEHSAITCA pasfiny-
Hble NMYTW peLUeHus TOW WM MHOW 33afaun B 3aBUCMMOCTH
OT 4acToThbl MX BCTPEYAEMOCTM U OMbITa XMPYpra W KIIMHUKW.
KoMnneKcHbIA 1 cBOEBPEMEHHBIV NOAXOA KaK Ha 3Tane Bo3-
HWKHOBEHMSI OCTIOXHEHWH, TaK U Ha 3Tane peabunuTaumm no-
3B0JIIET MUHUMU3NPOBATL NOCNEACTBUA ANS NALMEHTA.

A0NOSIHATESIbHAS! UHOOPMALIUA

Bknap aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbl BHEC/M CYLLECTBEHHbLIA BKA4
B pa3paboTKy KOHLEeNnuuu, NpoBefeHMe WUCCRefoBaHUs W Moa-
FOTOBKY CTaTbW, MPOYNM U 0f006punn dUHanNbHYD BEpcuio nepes,
nybnukaumen. JnuHblii BKnag Kaxgoro astopa: 0.A. Wcaes —
cOop ¥ aHanW3 AaHHbIX MTEpPaTyphbl, HaNMUCaHWe TEeKCTa pyKonucK;
M.C. Kbi3nacoB — KOHLUENUMS UCCNefoBaHus, aHanu3 AaHHbIX
nMTepaTypbl, peAaKTMpoBaHue Tekcta pykonucw; B.IM. Ceprees,
3.3. Tannsmos, [.W. BonoauH, A.A. Kopobos, E.B. MoMelukun —
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