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OcCTpbI anneHANUNUT: KaK 4acTO BbIMOJ/IHAETCA «HanpacHasa»
anneHgsKromma?

LL.B. TumepbynaTos*, M.B. TumepbynaTos, C.B. Pegopos, AP. lacaposa, B.M. TumepbynaTos, B.M. Cubaes
BalLKMpCKKWiA rocyfapcTBeHHbIV MeauLUHCKIMIA yHuBepcuTeT, Poccuns, Pecny6nvka BalukopTtocTaH, Yia

* KoHTakTbl: Tumepbynatos LLiamunb Bunesuy, e-mail: timersh@yandex.ru

AHHOTauus

BBegeHue. Ha cerogHs He cyliecTByeT 06LLEeNPUHATOr0 NOAX0AA B BbI6OPe neyebHOM TaKTUKM NpU OCTPOM KaTapasb-
HOM anneHAMUNTe W, COOTBETCTBEHHO, MOHUMAHWNS TaK Ha3biBaeMOW «HampacHOoW» anneHAaKToMuu. Llenb pa6oTbl.
M3yunTb 4acTOTY BbINO/IHEHWA T. H. «HaNpacHbIX» anneHA3KTOMMWIA NpK 0CTPOM anneHauUmnTe. MaTtepranbl U MeTOAbI.
MpoBefeH peTPOCNEeKTUBHbIN aHanus pesynbtaToB 1590 anneHa3kToMuiA 3a 2003-2005 IT. 1 NPOCMEKTMBHOE HepaH-
foMu3MpoBaHHOe uccnefoBaHue 1112 nauymeHToB 3a 2018-2019 rr. 3a nepBbI/i Nnepuof HabnwogeHUs obcnefoBaHue
BK/ItOYano pusnkanbHoe, nabopaTtopHoe nccnegosaHus, so Il nepnog o6cnegosaHue no wkane Alvarado, ¥Y3W, suge-
onanapockonuto. PesynbTaTbl 1 06CyXXeHMe. B nepBblli nepnog KatapasibHble GopMbl anneHamumnTa 6b11mn B 7,82 %
BO Il — 3,04 % nNaTorncTosiorMyecky Bo BCeX CAy4vasx gumarHosbl 6b1/1M NOATBEPXAeHbl. 3akntoyeHne. CnyyaeB Bbl-
NONTHEHUA «HAMpPacHbIX» anneHA3KTOMMWIA Mo pesynbTaTam KANHUYECKOro, 3HAOCKOMMYeCKOro n natomopdonoruye-
CKOF0 nccnefoBaHuii He BbISIBNEHO, 0AHAKO HEOAHO3HauYHaa TPaKTOBKa OCTPOro KaTapasbHOro anmeHguumTa B Ha-
LMOHaNIbHbIX KIMHUYECKUX PEKOMEHJaLMAaX Mo 0CTPOMY anneHANLUTY He NO3BOMAET feflaTb 04HO3HAYHbIE BbIBObI
13 nccnefoBaHuns.

KntoueBble CoBa: OCTpbIii KaTapanbHblii anneHAULMT, anneHgaKToMus, Wwkana Alvarado, nanapockonus, «Hanpac-
Hasi» anneHA3KTOMUS, JUArHOCTUYECKUE OLLINGKU

Ona untupoBaHusa: Tumepbynatos LL.B., Tumepbynatos M.B., ®egopos C.B., Naaposa A.P., Tumepbynatos B.M., Cu-

6aeB B.M. OcTpblii anneHANLMUT: Kak YacTo BbIMO/HAETCSA «HanpacHas» anneH43kToMua? KpeaTuBHaa XMpyprus v oH-
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Acute Appendicitis: How Often is Appendectomy Negative?

Shamil V. Timerbulatov*, Mahmud V. Timerbulatov, Sergei V. Fedorov, Aigul R. Gafarova, VilM. Timerbulatov, VazirM. Sibaev
Bashkir State Medical University, Ufa, Russian Federation
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Abstract

Introduction. At present, medical practice lacks a unified approach to the choice of therapeutic tactics for acute catarrhal
appendicitis and therefore lacks understanding of negative appendectomy. Aim. To study the incidence of negative ap-
pendectomy in acute appendicitis. Materials and methods. The methodology involved a retrospective analysis of the
results of 1590 appendectomies performed from 2003 to 2005 and a prospective non-randomized study of 1112 patients
for the period from 2018 to 2019. During the first observation period, the examination included physical and laboratory
examinations, and in the second period, Alvaro scoring, ultrasound scan, and videolaparoscopy. Results and discussion.
In the first period, catarrhal forms of appendicitis were reported in 7.82% of cases, while in the second period — in
3.04%. The diagnoses were confirmed pathohistologically in all cases. Conclusion. No cases of performing negative ap-
pendectomy were reported, based on the results of clinical, endoscopic and pathomorphological examinations. However,
the ambiguous interpretation of acute catarrhal appendicitis in the national clinical practice guidelines for acute appen-
dicitis does not allow for unambiguous conclusions from the study.

Keywords: acute catarrhal appendicitis, appendectomy, Alvarado score, laparoscopy, negative appendectomy, diagnostic
error
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BBEAEHUNE

3aboneBaemMocTb OCcTpbiM anneHauumToMm (OA) B 06Lyeit
nonynauunu coctasnseT 0,1-0,6 % ¢ TeHAEHLMENR K CHUXE-
Huo [1], a B Poccuiickoin degepaymmn coctaBnset 5 yen.
Ha 1000 HaceneHus [2]. AnneHaskTomus (A3) npons3Bo-
AMTCA B 2-3 pasa Yalle Y XXeHWMUH [3], NpuunHoin cumTaeT-
CA runepamarHocTuka 3abonesaHns. MoXXM3HEHHbIV puUcK
pa3BuTMA anneHanuuTa coctasnseT 1:15 [4].

B 3anagHbIx cTpaHax YactoTa A3 HEYK/IOHHO CHuXaeTcs
HauymHas ¢ 1990 r. (OLU =-0,36; 95 % AW: -0,97-026) [4].
[ona nayneHntoB ¢ OA B XUPYPruyecknx craumoHapax go-
cTuraet 20-50 % OT 06uiero uncna 60MbHbIX, Yicno A3 —
0 70-80 % K 06LEeMy KONMYECTBY 3KCTPEHHbIX onepauuii
[5]. AnarHocTnyeckume owmnbkm npu OA B cpegHeM BCTpeYa-
1oTCA B 2,4 %, B TOM umncne 2,2 %B CTOPOHY runepamMarHocTu-
Kn, 0,2 % — runoamnarHoCTUKK 1 CyXaT NPUUYNHONA BbINON-
HEHUA «HanpacHbIX» A3 UNKN 3afepXXKWN XUPYPruyeckoro
BMeLLAaTeNbCTBA C Pa3BUTMEM Nepdopalmm YepseobpasHoro
oTpocTka (HO) [6]. B Poccum KonmuecTBO anneHgaKTOMMUIA
3a nocnegHve 17 net cokpaTtunock B 1,8 pasa [7].
[narHoctka OA oCTaeTca CNOXHOW 3afaveil, 0COOGEHHO
Yy MONOAbIX XeHWuH [8]. YkasaHHble CM0XHOCTU CBfi3a-
Hbl C BbICOKOW 4acTOTOM TaK Ha3blBaeMbIX «HEHY>KHbIX»
He0b6OCHOBAHHbIX anneHA3KToMui (A3), CBA3AHHBIX C Bbl-
COKOW 4acTOTOW NOCNeonepaLnoHHbIX OCMOXHEHWNA, yBe-
NNYeHNeM NPOAOMKUTENBHOCTM NPebbiBaHNA B CTaLMOHa-
pe v 3aTpaTt Ha neyeHue [9-11].

B HacTosuee Bpema KT B gmnarHoctuke OA cUMTalOT py-
TUHHbIM METOAOM WCCNef0BaHWS, OCOBEHHO C HU3KMMU
[03aMW  06/1yYyeHNUs MpPU COXPaHEHUWM [UAarHOCTUYECKUX
BO3MOXHOCTeN [12-14], a npu 6onee HA3KOM YpPOBHe Mpu-
MeHeHUs KT oTMmedvaeTcs 60nee BbiCOKas 4actoTa Heo6o-
CHOBaHHbIX A [15]. Ana goonepayMoHHON AMarHOCTUKK
OA 1CMonb3yTCA peKOMeHAaLMN, OCHOBaHHbIE Ha OLeHKe
KMHUYECKUX CUMNTOMOB, NPOABAEHNIA BOCNANINTENbHON
peakuuu [16], XO0TA UX YPOBEHb ABNSETCA HELOCTATOYHO
BbICOKAM M MOXET NPUBECTU K NOBbILUEHUIO BEPOATHOCTYU
BbINONHEHNS HEOBOCHOBaHHOM AJ.

3afepxka onepauun npu nogospeHnn Ha OA MOXeT yBe-
nmuntb puck nepgopaunn YO [17]. MNMoaTomy HeKoTopble
XUPYPru y naumeHToB ¢ COMHUTENbHBIMU NPOSBAEHUAMU
OA npefnoynTaloT pPaHHIOK OMepauuto, a He onpegeneH-
HbI Nepuof KNAMHUYEeCKoro HabnwpgeHus. Takoll nepumog,
NPUBOASA K BbINOMHEHWUIO MOTEHLNANbHO HEHY>XXHOI one-
pauuun, conpoBOXAAaeTCA MOC/NeonepaLMoOHHbIMU OCNOX-
HeHusamm [9-11].

B 1O >Xe Bpems npy MakpoCKonn4yeckn HopmanbHom YO
€CTb PUCK HANMYWA BOCMANUTENIbHbIX M3MEHEHUIA NPU MU-
KPOCKOMUYeCKOM mnccnefoBaHuu [18] v noBTOPHO rocnu-
Tanusayumm nauneHTos [19].

LLInpoko n3secTHa Wkana gnarHoctnkn OAno A. Alvarado,
npw ee MCNOMb30BaHWUWM [0S «HAMpPacHbIX» A COCTaBNseT
14,3-17,5 % [20], a npu yNbTpasByKOBOM UCCNeA0BaHNN —
12,3 % [1]. Mpwn NONOXUTENbHOM 3akno4veHun Y3W npu-
MepHO B 6,7 % ypanseTca Heu3MeHeHHbI YepBeobpasHbIii
0TpOCTOK [1].

TouyHocTe KT B pgmarHoctuke OA pocturaet 94-100 %,
a [onsa «HanpacHblx» A3 npu 3ToMm coctaBnsetr 3-8 %
[21], n cywecTByeT MHeHue, 4TO KT He CHWMXKaeT 4acTo-
Ty HeraTuBHoin A3 [22]. J/lanapockonus MMeEeT BbICOKYHO

TOYHOCTb, A0 92,0-95,8 % [23], ABNsieTCA HepeaKO OKOH-
yaTenbHbIM METOAOM [MAarHOCTWMKMW, OHa MO3BONSET CHU-
3UTb KONMYECTBO ANArHOCTUYECKMX OLIUOOK N UCKIOYNTD
KaTapanbHyto ¢opmy OA. Mpu OpUrMHaNbHON LIKane
anarHoctukm OA B BpyHeiickom RIPAS Hospital [24] «Ha-
npacHasa» A3 6blna BbiNnonHeHa B 19,4%, NPOrHO3HbIN
nokasaTtesb «HeratuHoi» A3 coctasun 13,5%. Mpu no-
NOXWUTENbHOM 3aKntoueHUn Y3U fons «HanpacHbix» A
cocTaBuna 6,7 % [1], npn KT — pgo 3-8 % [21].
Nanapockonus — Hanbonee MHHOPMATUBHbBIA MeToA Ana-
rHOCTUKN OA, [AnarHocTuyeckue owWKM6GKM OTMevarTCs
B 1,7-3,0 %, uccnegoBaHue ManouHhopmaTuBHO B 6,6-
8,5 % n3-3a aHaTOMMUYEeCKMX ocobeHHocTel [1, 21], meToA
N03B0/SET NOMHOCTHI0 UCKMOUNTL KaTapanbHyt (Gopmy
OA. anapocKonus NpakTU4ecKy BO BCEX CMyYasx No3Bo-
NAEeT yCTaHOBWUTb [AMarHo3 npu OcCTpoil abaoMUHANbHOM
natonornu. Tak, AMarHOCTUYecKas TOYHOCTb Ha 4655 Bu-
feonanapockonuii coctasuna 96,5 % [25].

Llenb uccnegoBaHmsa: M3y4nTb 4acTOTY TaK Ha3blBaeMoil
«HanpacHom» anneHA3KTOMMU NPy OCTPOM anneHauuuTe.

MATEPUAJIbI N METOAbI

MpoBefeH pPeTPOCMEKTUBHBIA  aHann3  pesynbTaToB
1590 anneHgakTOoMuiA 3a 2003-2005 rr. (I nepuoa) v npo-
CNeKTWBHOE paHAOMM3NPOBaHHOEe uccnefosaHue 1112 na-
uneHtoB 3a 2018-2019 rr. (Il nepuog). O6cnegoBaHue
60nbHbIX B | mepuog BKOYano ob6wWenpuHATOe Bursn-
KanbHOe, NabopaTopHOe WCCNefoBaHWe OpraHoB 6proLU-
HO nonocTu, nanapockonuto, Bo Il nepuog obcnesosa-
HVe BK/KOYaN0 K/AMHUKO-NabopaToOpHY OLEHKY pucka
Hanuums OoCTporo anneHguuuTa no wkane A. Alvarado,
Y3/ v Buaeonanapackonuio, Mpu CNOXHbIX Cayvasx —
KT. MNMpoaHann3npoBaHbl pe3ynbTaTbl MOPGO0rM4ecKoro
nccnefoBaHus YepeobpasHbiX 0TPOCTKOB 877 NauueHTOoB,
nepeHecLUnX anneHA3KTOMUIO.

[ins cTaTMCTMYECKOro aHanM3a MaTtepuanos UCCNefoBaHNS
6b1M NCNO/b30BaHbI KOMMNblOTEPHbIE Nporpammbl NNPRD
(Pro-356, Poccus)), Excel (Microsoft Software, CLUA).
Bbl6opoyHbIe CpeAHMe CTaHAapTU3NPOBaHHbIE 3HAaYeHUs
OLEHMBaNNCh MO Z-KpuUTeputo dullepa, 3HAYMMOCTb pas-
NNYNA B CPaBHMBAEMBIX FPYMNax no OTHOLUEHWIO LUAHCOB
¢ 95% foBepuTeIbHbIM UHTEPBANIOM, CTATUCTUYECKUN 3Ha-
YUMbIMU cunTany pesynbtatbl npu p < 0,05.

PE3YJIbTATbI

B nepBbiii nepnog HabnogeHus guarHoctuka OA OCHO-
BblBaNacb Ha (hM3MKanbHOM 06CNef0BaHUUN C BbISBAEHU-
eM Haubonee 4yacTbIX CUMNTOMOB 3aboneBaHus, nabopa-
TOPHOM WCCMefoBaHUM KPOBM (Hanuume nekouuTosa),
y 23,3 % npoBoannocb ¥Y3M (TouHOCTbL cocTaBnsna 93,4 %),
Npu COMHUTENIbHBIX CAyYyasx NPOBOAMAW AuMarHocTuye-
CKyI0 nanapockonuio. M3 obLliero yncna nauueHTos, ro-
CNUTaNN3nMpPoBaHHbIX C Nofo3peHnemM Ha OA, AnarHos 6bin
noateepxaeH 1 B 57,3 % BbinonHeHa A3.

Bo BTOpOI1 nepnog BceM 60/1bHbIM NPOBOAWUIN OLEHKY pU-
cka Hannuma OA no wkane Alvarado. M3 obuiero uncna
rocnuTanu3npoBaHHbIX NaLUEHTOB € N003peHneM Ha OA
[AmarHo3 6bin nogTeepXaeH n 64,01 % 601bHbIX BbIMONHE-
Ha A3. Y3 nposefieHo B 58,4 %. JTanapockonus npoBoAn-
nacb NPy HEACHOM AunarHose, Npu NOLO3PEHUN Ha Hannune
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[pYroi 3KCTPEHHOWM abA0MMHaNbHOW NaTONOrMK, MPKU YmnC-
ne 6annos 5-8 no wkane Alvarado.

M3 o6Lero ynmcna onepupoBaHHbIX MaLUeHTOB AMarHo-
CTUYecKas Wnu onepaTuBHas BuAeonanapockonus 6bina
BbINONHEHa B 77,86 %, a AnarHocTMYecKas nanapockonus
K o6Liemy umcny 60nbHbIX ¢ nogospeHnem Ha OA cocTa-
Buna 49,84 %. Y3 nposogunoch y 52,6 % ¢ nogo3peHnem
Ha OA, coBMageHue C MHTpaonepaLnoHHbIM AUarHo3oMm
6b110 B 62,3 %

Pe3ynbTaTbl N1anapoCKONMYeCKOro 1ccnefoBaHns npu no-
no3peHuny Ha OA B [jBa CpaBHMBaeMbIX Mepuoja npusese-
Hbl B Tabnuue 1

Kak BugHO 13 Tabnuubl 1, oNs NOATBEPXKAEHHbIX AUArHO-
308 OA npu nanapockonuu 6bina 3Ha4nmMo Bbliwe BoO 11 ne-
puoa wccnepoBaHns — 64,58 % npotune 40,45% (O —
0,3713 (95% AW 0,3032-0,4546), p < 0,001; z-kKputepuii
duwepa — 9,580). 3T0O NPOM3OLWINO NOCNE BHEAPEHUS
KMHWYECKON OUEHKM 60MbHbIX Mo wkane Alvarado, cy-
LLLECTBEHHOIO COKpaLLleHUs CnyYaeB BM3yasbHO Onpenens-
eMbIX MPUYUH CUHAPOMA «b0Neil B NpaBoil NOAB3A0LLIHON
061acT!» U OCTPbIX TMHEKONOrMYecKnx 3abonesaHuin ny-
TEM LUMPOKOro Mcnonb3oBaHus Y3W. o HacToALEro Bpe-
MeHW OCTaeTCcA CMOXHOM AuarHoCTWKa 0 BuAeonanapo-
CKOMWUMN OCTPOr0 Me3eHTepuanbHOro AMMgafeHunTa, valle
accoLMMpoBaHHOTO BUPYCHOM WHMEKLUMEN, valle BCero
reprneTnyeckon nHhekymen.

B nepBblil Nepuog, nocne onepauuu OCTPbIA KaTapasb-
HbIA anneHanUMT 6bin BbisBNeH B 4,52 %, a nocne nato-
NOTMYecKoro uccnefoBaHna Makponpenapata — 7,82 9%;
c00TBeTCTBEHHO, BO Il nepnog — 1,74 n 3,04 % (Tabn. 2).
Bo BCex aTUX cnyyasax MHTpaonepaLuoHHO Buaeonanapo-
CKOMUYECKN «KaTapaNbHble» W3MEHEeHUS! GblNN OLEHEHbI
KakK (hferMOHO3HbIA anneHanuuT. CnegyeT TakXKe OTMe-
™Tb, 4TOo 1,74% 60nbHbIX BO Il mepuog wccnegoBaHus
6blN ONepupoBaHbl OTKPbITHIM CNOCO6OM Ha OCHOBaHWM
oueHku no wkane Alvarado 6e3 nanapockonuu npu ove-
BUAHbIX aHHbIX 32 OCTPbIV anneHauuuT.

BHefpeHWe KAMHUKO-NabopaTOpHOM OLEHKM MNauueHTOoB
¢ OA no wkane Alvarado, 6onee WMPOKOe MPUMEHEHUE
BuAeonanapockonumm (go 70,5 %) No3BOANAN CYLLECTBEHHO
YMEHbLNTb YACNO «KaTapasbHoro» OA 1, COOTBETCTBEH-
HO, HanpacHbIX A3 ¢ 7,82 fo 3,04 % (OLU 2,686 (95 % AW:
1,794-4,008), p < 0,0001; z-kpuTepunii duwepa — 4,813).
YBenunyeHne 4actoTbl raHrpeHosHoro OA (p < 0,001)
1 COKpalleHue nepopaTMBHOrO anneHAuuuTa B 06LLel
CTPYKTYype OA MOXHO 06BACHUTL TaKXKe MOBbILLEHNEM Ka-
4ecTBa YTOYHEHHON 4OONEPaLMOHHON AMarHOCTUKMK, 0CO-
6EHHO BbISICHEHWEM MPUYUH 60nelt B MpaBoOi NMOAB3A0LU-
HOM 06f1acTW, B 4aCTHOCTW, BbIICHEHWEM [OCTATOYHO
BbICOKOI 4acTOTbl OCTPOro Me3eHTepManbHOro numdase-
HuTa (25,43-35,20 % B cpaBHMBaeMble nepuofbl). V3 BblI-
LUeNpPUBESEHHbIX JaHHbIX CledyeT, YTO AMarHOCTMYecKas
TOYHOCTb BUAeonanapockonuu Bo |l nepuog mccnenosa-
HuAa cocTasuna 97 %

MoaToMy nNpefCTaBNAN WMHTEpeC aHannu3 COnoCTaBfeHUs
3aK/M0UUTENBHOTO KAMHUYECKOro AmarHosa v naTorucro-
NOTrMYECKOro 3aknyeHns (NaTonoroaHaToMUYecKoro aua-
rHO3a), 4N 4ero 6biNn U3y4deHbl 877 onepaunoHHbIX 06-
pasuoB (YepBeobpasHbiX OTPOCTKOB) (Tabn. 3).
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Mepuoabl uccnefoBaHus

BblsiB/IeHHbIe 3a60/1€BaHUA
|

la. OcTpbIli NepthopaTUBHbLIN anneHanLmUT 2,89 % 3,94 %
1b. OCTPbIi raHrPEeHO3HbI anneHAnLUT 3,56 % 8,38 %
1c. OCTpbIi (hNerMOHO3HbIM anneHanLmUT 32,17% 51,65%
1d. OcTpbIli KaTapasbHbIA anneHauLuT 1,83% 0,61 %
Bcero 40,45% 64,58 %
2. OcTpblii Me3eHTepuanbHbIi AMMpageHnT 25,43 % 35,20%
3. Matonorun He BbISBNEHO 24,56 % 0
4. OcTpble rMHeKonoruyeckne 3abonesaHuns 8,76 % 0
5. TepMUHa/IbHbI UNenT u gpyrvue 3abonesaHus 0,96 % 019%

Knie4vHmnka

Tabnuua 1 Pe3synbTaTbl AMarHOCTUYECKOI N1anapockonum npu Nojo3peHnn Ha ocTpblid anneHanLuT
Table 1. Results of diagnostic laparoscopy for suspected acute appendicitis

Mepuogbl nccnegoBaHms

I (n= 1590) Il (n = 1014)

[AvnarHossl

OcTpblii NneptopaTUBHLIN

7,14 % (113)
anneHaUUMT

4,47 % (45)
OCT pblii raHIPEHO3HBbI

8,80 % (140)
anneHaUUMT

14,42 % (146)
OcTpblii (hNErMoHO3HbI

76,24 % (1213)
anneHaMunMT

78,07 % (792)
OcTpblli KATapanbHbIi

7,82 % (124)
anneHauUMT™T

3,04 % (31)

Tabnuua 2. 3aKounTeNbHble A1arHo3bl y NaLMeHTOB Npu BbiMcKe
Table 2. Final discharge diagnoses

KnuHuyeckuii gnarHos

OTHOLLEeHNe LLaHCoB
(95% An)/p
1,6474 (1,1553-2,3492)
p <0,0058
0,5740 (0,4486-0,7346),
p <0,001
0,9019 (0,7470-1,0889)
p <0,2827

2,6821 (1,7977-4,0084)
p <0,0001

MaTorncTonornyeckoe saknoyeHne

anneHgMumMTa
OcTpblii OcCTpblii NpocToON anneHanunMT 27 (3,08 %)
KaTapasbHblii 33 (3,76 %) OCTpblii NOBEPXHOCT Hbiii .
anneHanunMT anneHanLnT 49 (5:59%)
OcTpblit 681 OcTpblit
h1erMOHO3HbI (77.65%) h1IErMOHO3HbIN 744 (84,83 %)
anneHauunT ! anneHaUUMT
- 96,24 % N 91,33 %
OcTpblit 163 OcTpbli
V] Y] 0
raHrpeHo3HbIN (18,59 %) raHrpeHo3HbI 57 (6,5%)
anneHauunT anneHaUUMT

Tabnuua 3. CpaBHUTENbHAsA XapaKTePUCTVKA 3aK/IHOUNTENbHOMO KINHN
CTO/IONMYECKOTrO 3aK/MOUEHUs NPY OCTPOM anmneHauLmTe

Y4YecKoro gnarHosa um naroru-

Table 3. Comparative characteristics of final clinical diagnosis and histopathological report in acute

appendicitis

Kak cnegyet u3 1abnuubl 3, XupypramMmm JonyckaeTtcs ru-
nepanarHocTuKa LecTpyKTuBHbIX hopm OA (raHrpeHos-
Horo OA) c 6,5 go 18,59 %; B uenom ¢ 91,33 go 96,24 %;
B 43 cny4yaax (4,90%) katapanbHble opmbl OA 6binn
NPUHATLI 33 (OIEFMOHO3HbIA anneHanLMT. B nocnegHux
CNy4yasax WHTpaonepauroHHO W MpU Nanapockonuu co-
MHEHWIA B HanM4yuMM OCTPOro anmneHauuMTa y XMpypros
He 6b110, @ B OCTa/ibHbIX 33 cnyyasx KAWMHUYECKWIA ana-
FHO3 6bl/1 COMHUTENbHBIM U HYXJancs B naToMopdonoru-
YeCKOM MOATBEPXAEHUN. PasHuua Mexay KIMHUYeCKUMU
[narHo3aMmm 1 NatorucToNOrMYeCKUMU  3aK/OUYEHUAMMN
npu HeAecTPYKTMBHbIX hopmax OA 6blna crTatucTuye-
CKy 3Haummon (Ol — 0,4121 (95 % AW 0,2708-0,6271),
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p <0,001; z-kpuTepuin duwepa — 4,138). Taknum 06pasom,
npu NaTornmcToNOrMyeckoM UCCNeAoBaHUN BCE N3YUEHHble
YO 6binn ¢ NpU3HaKamy BOCMaNeHUs U BCE anmneHIKTo-
MUK 6blIN 060CHOBAHHbLIMMU.

OBCYXXAEHWE

B HauuMoHanbHbIX KAMHUYECKUX peKOMeHZauusax [26]
KaTapanbHblii anneHauunT (NPOCTOiA, MOBEPXHOCTHbINA)
onpegenserca Kak «(popMa 0CTPOro anneHAnuunTa, ABNA0-
LLIaACcA OCNOXHEHWEM LPYroro BOCNaNMTENbHOMO fnpoLecca
B OPIOLWHOW NOMOCTKU, C MEPBUYHBIM MOPAXKEHUEM Opra-
HOB Masloro Tasa, MMMGaTUYecKnx y3noB, TOHKON KWLLKK
N T M»

B faHHOM [OKyMeHTe yKa3blBaeTCs, 4TO BO Bpems na-
NapocKonNuN «...eCin e MMeeTcs CBOGOLHOE CBMCaHMe
Ha WHCTPYMEHTe «CMMMTOM KapaHjalla», T0 Heo6Xoanmo
0TKa3aTbCs OT anneHA3SKTOMWUW W BbINOMHWUTL AaNnbHel-
LLYIO PEBM3NIO OpPraHoB OpIOLLIHOM Non0CTU.». OcTaeTcs
HEeyTOUHEHHbIM MOAXOL K XWPYPruyeckom TaKTUKe
npW OCTPOM KaTapa/lbHOM anneHauLmTe, a peKoMeHAaLun
N0 YTOYHEHUIO APYTrMX BO3MOXHbIX MPUYUH MPU HECOOT-
BETCTBUM WHTPAOMNEPALMOHHON HaxodKe KAMHUYECKUX
[JaHHbIX ABNAIOTCA He coBCeM ybeamTenbHbIMU. CnegyeT
y4ecTb, 4To AD valle BbIMOMHAETCSA B YCN0BUAX MaNOMOLL-
HbIX MEAMLMHCKNX OpraHun3auuii ¢ orpaHMYeHHbIMN BO3-
MOXHOCTAMU MHCTPYMEHTa/IbHbIX METOLOB MUCCNeL0BaHNSA
(nanapockonus, Y3W, KT, MPT).

HecmoTps Ha pasBMTUE YNbTPa3BYKOBbIX METOA0B 1 nana-
pocKonuu, Jons yaaneHHbIX HOpManbHbIX YepBeo6pasHbIX
OTPOCTKOB 0CTaeTcs BbiCOKOM (20 %) [25].

OflHaKO OCNOXHEHMA W NeTajbHOCTb Bbllle MPU Hefua-
rHOCTUPOBAHHOM anneHauuuTe o nepgopayun YO, yem
npw yfaneHny HopManbHOro annexHankea [27].

B nocnegHue rofgbl B Ny61MKaLuax ykasbiBaeTca 4actoTa
«HanpacHbIx» A3 B npegenax 2-9 % [28-30].

B pesynbTaTe pocTa uucna naumueHToB, KOTOPbIM MPOBO-
Annn npegonepayymoHHyo Busyanmsaumio, ¢ 30 go 93%
1 NPYMEHEHNS NanapocKonunyeckoin A3 He060CHOBaHHbIE
anneHAsKToMumn cokpatmance ¢ 7,5-10 go 1,7 % [30].
CyLLecTBYeT MHeHMe, 4To AD npu NPOCTOM anneHAuLm-
Te — [AMarHocTMyeckas U TakTuyeckas owwubka [3, 31].
Heo60CHOBaHHbIe, TaK Ha3blBaeMble «HamnpacHble» AJ
CBfi3aHbl, KaK MpaBuo, ¢ AMarHOCTUYECKUMY OWNOKaMU.
CouyeTaHHOoe npumMeHeHue Y3 n KT no3sonser yBenu-
YNTb TOYHOCTb AMarHoCcTMKM fo 98 % [2], a npu nanapo-
ckonun — o 98,2-100 %.

B T0O e BpeMs M Npu nanapockonuu He Bcerga npocTo
onddepeHunpoBaTb AeCTPYKTUBHbIE U NPOCTbie (HOPMbI
OA. B HauMOHanbHbIX KAMHUYECKUX peKOMeHAaumnsax oT-
MeyaeTcs, YTO ecin ecTb TOMbKO NUWb WUHBEKLUUSA COCY-
[0B Cepo3bl 4epBeobpa3HOro OTPOCTKA MPU OTCYTCTBUM
[OPYrUX NpU3HaKoB LeCTPYKTUBHOrO BOCNaNeHNs, B 4acT-
HOCTM, NPX OTCYTCTBMU «CMMMTOMa KapaHgalla +» 1 CBo-
604HOM CBMCAHWW Ha WHCTPYMEHTe, PeKOMeHAyeTcs OT-
KasaTbCH OT anneHA3KTOMUW W BbINONHWUTbL AanbHeiLlyto
PeBM3NI0 OpraHos OPIOLLIHONM NONOCTW, MaNoro Tasa, MM-
hoy3N10B OPbIXKENKN TOHKOW KMLWKKN [26].
BenukobputaHna OTHOCUTCA K YMCNy CTpaH, rae BbiABAS-
€TCA BbICOKas YacToTa «HanpacHbIX» anneHA3KTOMUIA [32-
34]. OTn nokasaTenn 3HAYMTENbHO BblllEe MO CPABHEHUIO

¢ Apyrumu ctpaHamu EBponbl: WTanueid, MopTtyranvei,
Vicnanueid, NpnaHawneid (10,2 % npotue 28,2 % y XeHLWMH
n2,6%npoTtue 12,1 %Yy MyX4uH).

OfZHOI 13 NPUYNH, 06BACHAIOWMX faHHbIE pa3inyns, as-
TOpbl cuMTaloT 60/1ee BbICOKYIO JON0 rocnutanusaunm na-
LIMEHTOB C 6ONSIMW «B NPaBOii NOAB3AO0LLIHOW MKe» B 3TUX
CTpaHax, B 0Tnmune oT BennkobputaHum (42,5 % npoTuns
17,3 %Yy XeHWMH 1 68,5% npoTnB 48,6 %y MY>XUUH).
Tak, Npy rUCTONOrMYECKOM 1CCNefoBaHUM yaaneHHbIx YO
y 12,1 % nauneHTOB MY>XCKOro nona u'y 28,2 % »XeHCKoro
nona natosiorM4ecKNX N3MeHEeHMM BbIABNEHO He 6bino [35].
YacToTa «HanpacHbix» A3 — yfaneHns HeM3MeHeHHOro
YO npu nepuogmyeckom 60/1€BOM CUHAPOME B MpaBol
noAB3AoLWHoi 06nacTu, konebnetcsa ot 11 go 49 % [35].
MpuBeaeHbl CpaBHUTENbHbIE AaHHblE WCCMefoBaHWA na-
uneHToB ¢ OA [0 1 nocne NPUMEHEHNs MeTOA0B BU3yanu-
3aymun [35]: 0 — «HanpacHble» A BbINOAHAANCH Y 21 %,
nocne —y 6% naymeHToB (p < 0,001). Bcem 601bHbIM NPO-
sogunock Y3W,y 31 % — pononHutensHo KT ny 5% ana-
FHOCTMYeCcKas n1anapockonms.

PasnunuatoT fBe Mopdonornyeckme opmMbl OCTPOro Kara-
panbHOro anneHgmumTa [36]: NPOCTON M NOBEPXHOCTHbIN
OA, BTOpasa hopma 0T/IM4aeTCA NporpeccMpoBaHeM BOC-
nannTeNbHOro npotecca no cpaBHeHuto ¢ npocTbiM OA.
OcCTpbIil NPOCTO, NOBEPXHOCTHBIA anneHANLMUT B pe3y/ib-
TaTe K/AMHUKO-MOpPONornyeckoro avanusa 2187 60nb-
HbIX 6bI1 BbIsSiBNEH y 89 (8 %) [37], npuuyem M3 3TOro yncna
B 6,6% Moponornyeckme WM3MEHEHUS He BbISBNSNCS.
Mo gpyrvmM faHHbIM, Npu MOP(ONOrMYECKOM WcCnefoBa-
HUN NPOCTble N MOBEPXHOCTHble (hopMbl 6biin B 17,1 %
[38], Hen3meHeHHbIn YO —B 1,1 %.

MpodmnakTuka. Mo HawUM JaHHbIM, OCTPbIA KaTapanb-
HbI anneHAMLMT B cTpyKType OA BO Il nepuog uccneno-
BaHMA coctaBun 1,06% (npotue 4,52 % B nepBblii Nepu-
04), yalle Bcero npoctble opmbl OA npu nanapockonuu
1 onepauusax MpUHUMAOTCA 3a (DIErMOHO3HbIE (HOPMbI.
CokpalleHve ynicna onepawuuii No NoBoAy NPOCTbIX (opM
NpOM30LL0 NOCNE BHEAPEHWNA B KAMHUYECKYHO MPaKTUKY
wkanbl Alvarado n 6onee LWMPOKOro NPUMEHEHUS BUAEO-
nanapockonuu. BaXHO OTMETWUTb, YTO NPW BbINOMHEHUN
[LNarHoCTUYeCcKOoW nanapocKonuu v NoATBePXAeHUN Lua-
rHosa OA AMarHOCTMYeCKWUI 3Tan 3aBepluancs, Kak npa-
BMMIO, nanapockonuueckor A3. OnepaTuBHble BMeLUa-
TeNbCTBa MO NOBOAY MPOCTbIX opM OA BbINOMHANUCH
B 3,76 %, XOTA NpW rMCTONOMMYECKOM WCCNefoBaHUN LONS
JaHHbIX BUAoB A3 coctasuna 8,6 %. B T0 ke BpeMs BO BCeX
CNy4asax NaTtormcTonorMyeckn 6b1n BbiBNEHbI W3MEHe-
HWSA, XapakTepHble A48 OCTPOro MpocToro WM NOBepX-
HOCTHOro OA, T.e. «HanpacHbix» A3, BbISIBNEHO He 6bIno.
MpeacTaBnseTcs, YTO MOHATUE «HAMPAaCHOM anneHA3KTo-
MWUMW» CBA32HO MPEUMYLLECTBEHHO C CaMUM MOHUMaHueM
OCTPOro KatapasbHOro anneHauumTa Kak popmbl OA.

3AKTIOYEHWE

Mo 6onbliei YacT NpobnemMa «HanpacHbix» AJ cBsizaHa
C OTHOLLUEHWMEM XMPYProB, NaTOMOP(OI0roB K TaK Ha3sblBa-
eMOMY «MPOCTOMY» WU «KaTapanbHOMy» OA, 0CO6eHHO
npu MUHWUMa/bHLIX, COMHUTENIbHbIX HAXx0fKax BO BpeMst
NanapocKonum 1 onepaTUBHOrO BMeLLATebCTBa. Tak Kakue
CYLLEeCTBYIOT MaTOMMCTONOrMYECKME NPU3HAKKN (KpUTEpUM)
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NpoCTOro anneHAMunTa, KOTopble MOrn 6bl NOATBEPAUTD
060CHOBAHHOCTb BbIMONHEHHOW A3? KakoBbl feicTeus
XUpypra B Takoi cuTyaumun? B HauMOHanbHbIX KNUHWUYe-
CKMX pekomeHfauuax [26] oTBeTbl Ha 3TU BOMPOCHI OT-
CyTCTBYIOT. [pyM BO3HWKHOBEHWW MOCNEONepaLnoOHHbIX
OCNOXHEHWUI Npyu A3 No NOBOAY NPOCTOro, KaTapasbHOro
OA, Heyb6eanTeNnbHbIX NaTOrMCcTONOrMYECKUX AaHHbIX WC-
cnepoBaHna YO MOryT BO3HMKATb CNOXHOCTW NPU 3Kcnep-
TI3e, 0COOEHHO NpK 06paLLEeHUN NaLmeHTa No NOBOAY «Ha-
npacHoi» A3. MNonaraem, 4To B yKa3aHHbIX HaLMOHaNbHbIX
KMMHNYECKNX PEKOMeHJaunax Heo6XoAMMO 4YeTKOo onpe-
0ennTb TakKTWUKY Xupypra npuv nojo6HbIX CUTyauusXx:
4TO JOMKEH JenaTb XUpYpr npy 06HapyXeHUn ocTPoro Ka-
TapanbHOro anneHAuLMTa BO BpeMs nanapockonuu, oco-
6eHHO nocne NanapoToOMWUW: BbIMOMHATL aNNeHAIKTOMUIO,
WUNN Ha3HAYUTb aHTUOGUOTUKK, UNKN HabngaTb 60MLHOr0?
3TY BONPOCHI BO3HUKAIOT B PaliOHHbIX, LLeHTpanbHbIX paii-
OHHbIX 60nbHULAX Npu oTcyTcTBUK Y3W, KT, guarHoctu-
4ecKOi nanapocKonumu.
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