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Pesiome

B daHHoll cmambe npedcmas.ieH cpasHUmMeAbHbIU aHaAU3 3heKmusHOCmMuU pasAUHbIX IHOOCKONUYECKUX MPAHC-
NanuAAsIpHbIX BMeWamenbcma y 60/4bHbIX € X0/1e00X0AUMUA30M. YCMAHOB/1eHO, YMo HauMeHbulee KOAU4ecmao
0C/10CHEHULl docmu2aemcst npu UCNO0/1b308AHUU KAACCUYECKOU IHOOCKONUYeckol Nanua10Cc@uHKmMepomomuu.
00HAaKo 8 0MOENbHLIX CAYHASAX KAHIOASAYUS MOdcem 6blimb KpaliHe 3ampydHeHa (CmeHO03, 0nyxo1b 601b6u020 COo-
couka deeHadyamunepcmuoll KUWKU, aHAMOMU4eckue ocobeHHocmu 601bW020 dyo0eHaIbHO20 COCOYKA) UaAU
dadice HeB03MOMCHA (BKAUHEHHbIU KAMEHb), a 88edeHuUe NPOB8OJHUKA 8 NaHKpeamuveckull Nnpomok cmamucmu-
YecKu 3Ha4UMO ygeaudusaem puck pasgumusi NOCAeonepayuoHHo20 naHkpeamuma. CmpemaeHue nosvlCumbs
yacmomy ycnexa npu npogedeHuu 3H0OCKONUYeCKoU nanua10C@uHKMepomomuu Kaxk ¢ duazHocmu4eckoll Yyensio
(0415 nposedenust sHdockonuueckoli pempozapadHoll XosaaH2uonaHkpeamozapaguu npu Heyoave mpaduyuoHHoU
KAHI0AAYUU), MAK U C Yeablo NposedeHUst YpechanuAispHbuIX onepayuli 3aKkOHOMEpHO npuseo K paspabomke
HOBbIX HeCMAHOAPMHBIX CNOC0608 NpogedeHuUsi onepayuu IHOOCKONUYeCKoll nanua10moMuuU, 8HeOpeHuio Ho-
8bIX UHCMPYMEHMO8 — NPOBOOHUKOB U yNpasAsieMblX KaAHI0b. [laabHeliueMy y8eauveHUr Yacmomaul yCneuHblX
9HOOCKONUYeCKUX Nanua/A0moMuu Moxcem cnoco6cmeosams aKmusHasi MAKmukad npuMeHeHUsi Hemunu4HbIX
cnoco6oe npogedeHust onepayuu. Ilo daHHbIM psida agsmopos, Kaaccudeckasi nanua10cuUHKmMepomomusi no
ycnewHocmu u3e/e4eHust KaMHell U3 obujezo Kxea4H020 NPOMoKa conocmasuMa ¢ Memodom 3H00CKONUYeckoll
nanu/aocgpuHKkmepomoMuu c 6a1410HHoU dusamayuetl. O0HAKO no KoUuYecmay noc/1e0nepayuoHHbIX 0CA0HCHEHUU
npumeHeHue 6a1/0HHOU du/1aMayuu 8 u3ze/ie4eHuu X01edoxoaumuasa 6bL110 npednoumumesibHell.

Asmopbl ommeuarom, umo sHdockonu4yeckKue Memodsl Ae4eHus He ece2dd no38045110m paspewums Npobaemy xo-
/1e00X01umuasa, Ho 8Cé xce UMerom HeoChopuMble NPeuUMyuwecmad, N0 CpagHeHUIo ¢ 1anapomoMmMHotl onepayueti,
npu Komopot X01e00X01UMOMOMUI0 UH020a NPUXOOUMCSl paACWUPUMb U 8bINOJAHUMb JY00eHOMOMUI0 C MPAHC-
dyodeHanbHoll nanuaitocuHkmepomomuell. [lo daHHbIM 1umMepamypbl, 0CHOBHbIMU NPUYUHAMU J1€MAAbHOCMU
nocse 3H00CKONUYECKUX 8Mewamenbcma y 60/bHbIX € X01e00X0AUMUA30M OblAU: NPO2PECCUPOBAHUE SHOUHO20
X0/1aH2uma, 6UAUAPHO20 CeNncuca, 0CMpblil NOCAe0NepayuUoHHbIL NAHKPeamum, CUHOPOM «paszpy3Ku».

Katueswle caosa: xosnedoxoaumuas, 601b6woll cocoyek deeHadyamunepcmHoll KUWKY, 3Hdockonuyeckas na-
NUA0CPHUHKMEPOMoMUst
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Abstract

This article presents a comparative analysis of the effectiveness of endoscopic transpapillary management in patients
with choledocholithiasis. The minimal complications are achieved using classical endoscopic papillosphincterotomy.
However, in some cases, cannulation can be extremely difficult (stenosis, tumor of the major duodenal papilla, the
anatomical features of the major duodenal papilla) or even impossible (wedged stone), and the introduction of a
guidewire into the pancreatic duct significantly increases the risk of developing postoperative pancreatitis. The de-
sire to increase the success when performing endoscopic papillosphincterotomy with diagnostic purpose (to perform
endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography after failure of traditional cannulation) and for the purpose of
performing transpapillary operations has naturally led to the development of new non-standard methods of endoscopic
papillotomy, the introduction of new instruments - wire guides and guided cannulas. Further increase in the frequency
of successful endoscopic papillotomy can be facilitated by using atypical methods of surgery. Some authors show that
classical papillosphincterotomy is comparable to the method of endoscopic papillosphincterotomy with balloon dilata-
tion in effectiveness of extracting stones from the common bile duct. However, balloon dilatation in the extraction of
choledocholithiasis is preferable due to fewer postoperative complications.

The authors of this article note that endoscopic management do not always solve the problem of choledocholithiasis,
but still have undeniable advantages compared with the laparotomy, in which choledocholithotomy sometimes has to
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be expanded, and duodenotomy with transduodenal papillosphincterotomy is conducted. Literature shows that main
mortality causes after endoscopic interventions in patients with choledocholithiasis were progression of purulent
cholangitis, biliary sepsis, acute postoperative pancreatitis, “discharge” syndrome.
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SHAoCKoNuyeckaa nanunnochUHKTEPOTOMMUSA BrepBble
6blna BbinosiHeHa B 1973 1., OC/ e Yero Hauanoch LUNPOKoe eé
pacnpocTpaHeHune. HecmoTps Ha To, UTO B HacTosLLee Bpems
[aHHasA onepawus CYNTAETCA METOAOM BblOOpa Npwi JIeUeHnm
60/bHBIX C XONEAOXONUTMA30M, B 4—28 % CryyaeB OHa COMpo-
BOK[JAeTCA Heyiauamu, 3aCTaBnAlLWmMMN Xupypra npuberaTb
K MCMONIb30BaHNI0 KNACCUYECKMX OMepaTMBHbIX MOAXOAOB,
KOTOpbI€ B CJTyYae 3HaUUTESIbHO BblPaXKeHHOW MeXaHNYeCKON
KeNnTyxu NpnBOZAT K netanbHocTn B 20 % cnyyaes [1].

Mo mHeHwmio B.1O. YnbAHoBa [2], HeynoBneTBOpUTENbHbIE
pe3ynbTaTbl SHAOCKONMYECKON NanunninochUHKTEPOTOMUN
onocpenoBaHbl TpyaHocTAMY (6,9 %), Heypauamm (4,6 %),
ocnoXHeHuamm (16,2 %) n ownbkamn (4,6 %). B naHHOM
cnyyae nop TPyAHOCTAMU MOHUMAETCA HEBO3MOXKHOCTb
KaHIoNALMM yCTbA 60/bLIOr0 COCOYKa ABEHAALATUNEPCTHON
KULLKM N KOHTPACTUPOBAHWA MPOTOKOBbIX CUCTEM; NOJ He-
yAauyaMm — MHANBUAYANbHO-TUMONOTMYeCKne 0COOEHHOCTY
Tonorpaduy opraHoB GunnonaHkpeaToayofeHanbHON 30HbI;
noJ OCNOXKHEHNAMMN — HapYLUEHNA TEXHWUKN BbIMOSIHEHNA
onepaTrBHbIX MPUEMOB; MO OWNOKaMN — OTKITOHEHNA OT
MEeTOAUNYECKMX U TaKTUKO-TEXHONOMMYECKUX MPUHLMMOB
BbINOJ/IHEHMA BMELIATENbCTB.

CrpemneHvie NOBbICUTb YacTOTY ycrexa npu npose-
LEHUN SHAOCKONMUYECKOWN NanunnochuUHKTEPOTOMMMN KakK C
[ANarHOCTNYECKON Liesblo (Ana NpoBefeHNA SHAOCKOMMYECKON
peTporpazHo XxonaHronaHKpeatorpaduy Npu Heyaaye Tpa-
OVLIMIOHHOW KaHIONALMK), TaK 1 C LIeNbio NPOoBefeHNA Ypecna-
NUANSIPHBIX ONepaLuii 3aKOHOMEPHO MPUBESIO K pa3paboTke
HOBbIX HECTAHZAPTHbIX CMNOCO6OB MPOBefeHNA onepauun
SHAOCKOMMYECKON NanuioTOMUUK, BHEAPEHNIO HOBbIX WH-
CTPYMEHTOB — NMPOBOJAHWNKOB 1 YNPaBAAeMbIX KaHIOSb.

Mo paHHbIM B.M. lypnewTepa c coaBT. [3], HeTunuyHblie
cnocobbl NanuINOCPUHKTEPOTOMUM MO3BONAIT AOOUTHCSA
KaHINALMN MPOTOKOBbIX CTPYKTYP B TEXHUYECKU CIIOMHbIX
cnyyasnx. YacToTa BbINOAHEHUA HETUMUYHON NanuIIoTOMUM
cocTtaBnaeT 0koso 40 %. K 3ToMy 3HaueHuIo nprcoeanHAeTcA
YyacToTa KOMOUHMPOBAHHbIX NanuIoToMui (28 %), Tak Kak
BbIMOJIHEHME X HAUMHAETCA C HETUMUYHOM NanunoTOMNUN.
To ecTb AonA 60/1bHbIX, KOTOPbIM NaNUAIOTOMUIO HAYNHANN
HETUNWYHbIM MNanNuINIOTOMOM, COCTaBWa 68 %.

CornacHo gaHHbiM AW, ipoHoBa n .J1. HacTaweHko [4],
OCNIOXKHEHWA SHAOCKOMMUYECKOTO fleYeHA XoNefoXonuTasa
OoTMeYanuch B 4,3 % HabtoAeHNIN: KPOBOTEUEHME U3 MANu-
NOTOMHOW paHbl — B 1,8 %, nporpeccrpoBaHue XonaHrnTa - B
0,9 %, ocTpbIvi naHKpeaTuT — B 0,9 %, CMHAPOM «Pa3rpy3Km» — B
0,6 %, nepdopauua aBeHaaLaTUNEePCTHON KNLWKN — B 0,1 %.
JletanbHoCTb coctaBuna 0,8 %. [lona cnyyaes peunanBHOIroO
XONefoXoNnTMasza nocne pagnukanbHOM 3HAOCKOMUYECKON
CaHaLM Xen4YHbIX MPOTOKOB cocTaBuna 4 %. NpuunHamu ne-
TasIbHOCTM NMOCSIE SHAOCKOMMYECKKX BMELLATENbCTB Y OOMbHbIX
C XONeAoXonmMTMasom 6binu: NPOrpeccupoBaHie rTHOMHOTO
XOJaHrnTa (3HAOCKOMMYECK e BMELLIATENbCTBA BbINONHANNCH
npu Hannuumn yxe chopMmnPOBABLLIMXCA XONAHTNOTEHHbIX
abcueccoB neyeHw, GUNMapHOro cencrca, To ecTtb Ha GoHe
TOKCUKO-CEMTNYECKOTO G1MAapHOro CUHAPOMA); OCTPbIN No-
cneonepauyoHHbIV MAHKPEeATUT; CUHAPOM «Pa3rpy3Ku».

N.B. BotbeB u H.U. boromosos [1] Ha 46 60nbHbIX C
MeXaHNYeCKOW »KeNTyXOM 1 XONaHIMTOM MCMOb30Bann pas-
NNYHbIe BapraHTbl SHAOCKOMMYECKO NanuinochrHKTepo-
TOMUU. KaHIONALMOHHBIM CMOCOB0M JaHHOE BMELLIATENIbCTBO
BbINOSIHEHO B 87 % CnyyaeB, HEKAHIAALMOHHbBIM — B 5 %,
KOMOMHMPOBaHHbIM — B 8 %. B 74 % cnyyaeB flekoMnpeccua
o6bLLero XenyHoro NpPoToka nposegeHa OAHOMOMEHTHO, B
OCTasbHbIX Cly4yasAx — 3a 2-3 nccneposaHna. OCNOXKHEHNA
(KpoBOTeueHue, NnepdopaLina, NAHKPEATUT, XONAHTUT) Ha-
6ntoganuch B 5 % cryyaes, a neTanbHOCTb coctaumna 0,5 %.

A.B.TyceB c coaBr. [5] yctaHoBUnK, utoy 11 % npoonepu-
POBaHHbIX NaLMEHTOB C y40BIETBOPUTENbHLIMU pe3ynbTaTa-
MW, KOTOPbIM BbINOSIHEHA TOTaslbHaA NanuIOCOUHKTEPOTO-
MVA C ePeXof0oM Ha MonepeyHyto CKafKy, oTMeuanmcb 6onm
nocsne enpl. PesnayanbHbIl XoneaoxonnTras 6bin BbiABMIEH
B 66,7 % cnyyaes. B 11,1 % cnyyaeB npuynHoOm nioxoro
oTAanéHHOro pesynbrata 6bin pedniokc-xonaHrnT. Y 14,8 %
NPOoeYEHHbIX NOABUINCH CTPUKTYPbI 00LLEro NEYEHOUYHOTO
1 06LLero XenuHoro NpoTOKOB. B HeKoTopbIx cnyyasnx (7,4 %)
HabI0AANNCh PECTEHO3 COCOYUKA M XKeNe3nCTbIi Nonumn.

Mo paHHbIM K.P. lOcnd-3age [6], 23dpPeKTUBHOCTb IH-
JocKonnyecknx onepaumm coctasuna 92,7 %. Mpn HeBO3-
MOHOCTW aTpPaBMaTUUYHOIO KaHINMPOBaHNA 60MbLLIOro
AYOAEHaNbHOro COCOYKa aBTOPbI NPUMEHANN HENOJTHYIO
UrosbyaTyto Unm «pre-cut» NnanuanoTomuio. NpoLeHT ocnox-
HeHuin coctaBun 8,9 %. HanbonbLLni MPOLEHT OCIOXKHEHW
(16,7 %) Habntogancsa Npy onepawumnm «pre-cut» € NCNosb3o-
BaHVEM MUTofIbY4aTOro 3NeKTPoAa.

CornacHo gaHHbiM C.B. TapaceHko c coasT. [7], ¢ nomo-
LLbO SHAOCKOMNMYECKON NanunocrHKTEPOTOMIM YAANOCh
[O6UTLCA YCMNELHON AEKOMNPECCHN TEPMMHANBHOTO OTAeNa
o6Lero »kenyHoro nNpoToka B 99,2 % cnyyaes. ABTOPbI Bbl-
NOJHWAV PETPOrpajHble SHAOCKOMNMYECKe BMeLLaTeIbCTBa
y 618 60JIbHbIX C MEXaHUYECKOW XENTYXOM, U3 KOTOPbIX B 8 %
C/ly4aeB BO3HVKIN Pa3fINYHble OC/IOKHEHMA.

A.H. Mpa3gHuKoB ¢ coaBT. [8] Ha 166 naumeHTax C Xo-
NeflOX0NNTNA30M CPaBHUAN ABE METOAMKN SHAOCKOMMYe-
CKOW nanuniochrHKTEPOTOMUN: peTporpagHyto (n = 136)
1 aHTerpagHyto (n = 30). bbino yctaHOBNEHO, UTO B Cryyae
BbIMOJIHEHNA PETPOrpPafHON SHAOCKONNYECKON METOANKN
Xupypruyeckasa 3¢ppekTnBHOCTb cocTaBuna 79,4 %, 3abo-
n1eBaeMoCTb N cMepTHOCTb — 13 % 1 2 % COOTBETCTBEHHO.
Mpw BbINOIHEHNW aHTerpagHOro NOAxXoAa 3TV 3HaYeHuA
coctaBunun 96,7 %, 10 % n 3 % COOTBETCTBEHHO.

G. La Greca et al. [9] oTmeualoT ycnewHoCTb 3HAO-
CKOMMYeCKMX onepauunin no NoBoAy Xonefoxonutmasa B
69-100 % cnyuaeB. CpeaHAA NPOJOHKUTENBHOCTb MHTPAO-
nepauvoHHON SHAOCKOMNNN COCTaBNAET 35 MUHYT, CpegHNN
K03pULNEHT KOHBEPCUN B OTKPbITYIO XUPYPIUI0 COCTaB
4,7 %. JleTanbHOCTb NOC/E BbIMOMIHEHMA fAaHHbIX Onepauni
coctasuna 0,37 %.

IN.B. OropopaHuk c coasr. [10] npoaHanv3vpoBan pesynb-
TaTbl SHAOCKOMUYECKMX TPAHCMANINAPHBIX XUPYPrMYecKmnx
BMeLlatenbCcTBy 115 naumeHToB, CTpafatoLwmx XonefoXonuTu-
a3oM. bblio oTMeUeHo, UTo HausTyyLLne pe3ybTaTbl LOCTUMAIOT-
CA B CJlyYae 1Cnosb30BaHVA SHAOCKONMYECKO NanunnocuH-
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KTepOTOMUM C MEXaHNYECKOW TIUTO3KCTPaKLMeN B COYeTaHNN
CO CMa3MoNMTUYECKON 1 UHOY3NOHHON Tepanuent. Tak, npo-
OOMKNTENbHOCTb Onepauny coctasuna 32,2 + 12,6 MyH, gnv-
TENbHOCTb CTALMOHAPHOIO fleveHuns — 3,3 + 1,2 AHA, YacToTa
VHTPaonepaurOHHbIX OCIIOXKHEHUN — 2,6 %.

A.O. Potapov [11] nccnefoBan 6unvapHbiii TpakT y
105 naumneHToB Nocsie SHAOCKOMMYECKOW NanunnocpuHKTe-
poTOMUM NPU XONeaoxXonmTnase n nanunnocteHose. B 8,6 %
cnyyaeB 6bin BbIIBNEH ManUANAPHbLIA pecTeHo3, KOTOPbIN
pa3BuCcA B TeueHne nepBsbix 2 neT nocne onepauyunm. Oc-
HOBHbIMW MPUYMHAMY NANWNIAPHOIO PecTeHO3a OKa3anucb
KOPOTKUIA pa3pe3 60MbLIOro AyoAeHalbHOro COCoUKa, na-
NUINOCTEHO3 B aHaMHe3e, CeNTUYECKNI XONMAHTUT.

D.H.Deng et al.[12] n3yunnu s¢ppeKTBHOCTb SHAOCKO-
nMUYeckor NanuinocGUHKTEPOTOMUM C UCMONb30BAHMEM
HOBOTO MUronb4YaToro cuHkTepoTtoma. OTMEYEHO, UYTO
nprYMeHeHVe AaHHOW onepayun NO3BONUIO YBENNYUTD
CKOPOCTb KaHINALMM XKenyeBblBoAALMX nyTen Ha 8,6 %,
YMEHbLUNTb YaCTOTy UHTPaoNepaLNOHHbIX OCIIOKHEHUI
Ha 4 %. B 1 cnyyae aBTOpPbI CTONKHYANCH C N3/IOMOM HaKo-
HeYHMKa B rlIaBHOM MPOTOKe NOoAXenyL0oUYHON Xxese3bl, pu
3TOM BOCManeHnA NoXKeNyLOUYHOM ene3bl He BO3HMKO. Bo
BpemsA ornepauumn KpoBoTeueHre BO3HMKNO Y 1 nauneHTa,
nocsne onepauun —y 2 nauneHToB.

E.L. Artifon et al. [13] B KnuHMYeCcKkoM NCCneaoBaHUN Ha
31 nayueHTe C XoneaoXoNuUTMasoM n3yumnnm 3GdeKTUBHOCTb
6anNoOHHOW AMNaTaLMm C NapuranbHON NanuniochrHKTEPo-
Tomuel. Bpemsa onepaunn BapbrpoBasno ot 18 o 48 MuHyT
(30 MuHYT). lInameTp enuHoro NnpoToka konebanca ot 4,5 ao
12,8 MM (7,7 MM).Y 6 (19,3 %) naumeHToB HabNOAANNCb OCOXK-
HeHuA: naHkpeatuTt (y 3 (19,7 %) naymeHToB), KPOBOTEUEHVe
(y 2 (6,4 %) naumeHTOB), Nnepdpopauua (y 1 (6,4 %) nauymeHTa).

X.D. Xu et al.[14] cpaBHUNM 3ddeKTUBHOCTb 6GanIOHHOM
Avnatauuy v napuuanbHon nanunnocrHKTepotTomun (oc-
HOBHas rpynmna) C KNnaccnyeckom nanunnochuHKTepoTommein
(koHTponbHana rpynna). Bpema BbinonHeHWA onepauun B
OCHOBHOW rpyrmne 605bHbIX ObII0 3HAUUTESIBHO MEHbLLE —
42,1 + 13,6 muH npomug 47,3 + 11,8 MMH B KOHTPONIbHOM
rpynne. O6Lian yacToTa PaHHUX OCIOXKHEHMNI B OCHOBHOW
rpynne nayueHToB coctaBuna 11 %, B KoHTponbHom — 21,1 %.
YacToTa peunanBOB XOnaHrMTa Mexay ABYMA rpynnamm
Tak>ke Oblfla CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUVIMO COMOCTaBMMa.

AHanornyHoe KnmHmyeckoe nccnefoBaHne nposenm
M.A.Omar et al. [15]. Kak noka3sanu pe3synbTaTbl, TEXHUYECKanA
3¢bdeKTVBHOCTb GaNNOHHOW AUNaTaLmm € napumanbHol na-
nunnochrHKTepoTOMMEl Bblna NPAKTUYECKM OJMHAKOBa C
TaKoBOW y Knaccmyeckoln nanunnocduHkTepotommm (96,7 %
1 93,7 % COOTBETCTBEHHO). [1pY 3TOM He 6bINO BbIABMIEHO CTa-
TUCTNYECKM 3HAUMMbIX Pa3SIUMIA MO OCIOMKHEHUAM: OCTPbIN
naHkpeatnt —4,9 % npotus 6,3 % cylyyaes; He3HauMTeNIbHble
KposousnuaHua - 1,6 % npotus 6,3 % ciyyaes; oCTpbIN
xonaHrunt - 3,3 % npoTuB 1,9 % cnyyaes; peunansmpyone
KamHu - 3,3 % npoTuBs 3,2 % cnyyaeB COOTBETCTBEHHO.

T.J. Tsai et al. [16] Takxe oueHUNN 3PpHEKTUBHOCTL Na-
nunnochUHKTEPOTOMUN C GanIoOHHON Aunatauunen n 6es
Heé. B 1-1 rpynne (c gunataymei) He 6bII0 OTMEYEHO TaKMX
OCJIOXKHEHUI, KaK MaHKpeaTuT, nepdopauus u KpoBoTeye-
Hue. Bo 2-11 rpynne (6e3 gunatayun) y 1 naumeHTa BO3HMKIO
KpOBOTeYeHue Nocne n3BnevyeHnsa KamHA. ABTOPbI BbIABMAN
[lBa HE3aBUCKMbIX pakTopa peuunarsa: uppo3s (Koadpou-
LMeHT waHcoB 4,734; p = 0,023) 1 n3BneYeHne KamHs He-
nocpefcTBeHHO 6e3 pacluvpeHmnsa AyoaeHanbHOro CocouKka
(ko3¢ durumeHT WwaHcos 6,050; p = 0,003).

Kak nokasanu pesynbtatbl nccnegosanuii Y.K. Cheon
et al. [12], npv BbINONHEHWY SHAOCKONMYECKON Nanuinoc-
bUHKTepoTOMUM C 6GaNNOHHON AunaTaumet MHTpaMypasb-
HOW1 YaCT 06LLEro XeNYHOro MPOTOKa AABIIEHVE B XONIe0Xe
CHU3UN0Cb € 29,5 10 2,9 MM PT. CT,, a B CllyYae NCMosib30BaHNA
6annoHHom gunataunu — ¢ 30,4 o 6,4 MM pT. CT. YacToTa me-
XaHWYyecKkom nutoTpuncnmn coctasmna 21,4 % n 13,6 % coot-
BETCTBEHHO. [locneonepauioHHble OCNIOMHEHNA BOSHUKN B
11,9% 1 13,6 % crniyyaeB COOTBETCTBEHHO, CPEAM HNX OCTPbIN
naHkpeatnt - B 7,1 % 1 11,5 % cnyyaeB COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Y.Guo etal.[17] cpaBHUNM 3G EKTUBHOCTb IHAOCKOMNU-
Yyeckol NanunnochuHKTEpoTOMUN, GaNIOHHON AunaTalLmm
WUHTPaMypasibHOM YacTy O6LLero Xeja4yHoro npoToKka u
6annoHHONM gunataumy ¢ nanunnocpuHkTepotTommen. Kak
0Ka3aloCb, OCNIOXKHEHWS BO3HUKNN B 4,7 %, 4,7 % 1n 5,9 %
Cny4yaeB COOTBETCTBEHHO. JleTanbHbIX MCXO[0B BO BCEX UC-
cnepyemblix rpyrnnax 60nbHbIX He 6bino.

M. Okuno et al.[18] coobwunu o cnyyae noBpexaeHns
06LLero »enyHoro NPoToKa Npw BbINOAHEHNUY 6annoHHON
avnataumm ¢ nanunnocduHkTepoTomumein. Bo Bpemsa onepa-
unn 'y 80-neTHel XKeHLMHbI C MHOXKeCTBEHHbIM XONe [OX0NN-
TWA30M BO3HMKIIO CUIbHOE KPOBOTEYEHe, KoTopoe Obiio
0OCTaHOBJEHO aSMbonu3aumen. Nocne AOCTUKEHNA reMocTasa
6blla OTMEeYeHa TpaBMa XXeNYHOro NPOTOKa, KOTopas, BEpo-
ATHO, OblNa NPUYMHEHA NEPEMECTUBLUMMCA KaMHEM.

Takum 06pa3om, SHAOCKONNYECKe METObI SIeUEHUs He
BCErAa NO3BOJIAT Pa3peLUnTb NPobriemMy XONedoX0NUTNA3], HO
BCE e MMEIOT HeOCNOopPHMble MPEVMYLLECTBA, MO CPAaBHEHMIO
C IanapoTOMHOW onepaLuent, NPy KOTOPOW XONe4oX0NUTOTO-
MU0 IHOTfja MPUXOAUTCA PaCLLPATD U BbINMOMHATb fyOAeHOTO-
MU0 C TPaHCAYOLEHANbHOW NanUINOChUHKTEPOTOMMEN TMOO
dopMmpoBaTb OUINOANTMCTUBHDIN aHACTOMO3, UTO YTAKeNAeT
COCTOAHME 6ONbHOTO 1 MOC/IEONEPALIMOHHDIN NMEPUOA, a TaKXKe
YOTIMHAET PeabunTaLVOHHbI Neprog naumeHTa.
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