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BeegeHue. O6WENPU3HAHHBIMU KPUTUYECKUMM MOMEHTAMU B PE3EKLIMKN MOYKM ABNAIOTCA BPEMS ULle-
MMUWU N aleKBAaTHOCTb remocTasa. [Jo CMX Nop OAHMM M3 OCHOBHbIX MPOTMBOMNOKA3aHMM K NPOBEAEHUID He-
dpoHcbeperaoLWero fieYeHnsa ABIAETCA HEBO3MOXKHOCTb obecrneyeHnsa remocTasa npu onyxonsax CpeaHero
cermeHTa, 0cobeHHO Npu UX MHTPaAPEHaIbHOM PACMONOXKEHUN.

Uenb nccnepgosanusa. OueHUTb 3GGEKTUBHOCTb OTKPLITON Pe3eKL MM MOYKMU.

MaTtepuanbl u metogbl. 3a nepunog 2005-2018 roga Hamu BbINOAHEHO 152 OTKpbITble pe3eKLUm NOYKK
(PM) no noBoay NoYe4yHO-KNETOYHOro paka. AnropuTtm Pl BKAOYan aKCTpanepuToHea s bHbI AtomboTommye-
cKkui goctyn B IX mexxpebepbe ¢ pesekumnenn X pebpa, pesekumo B yC10BMUAX TEMOBON ULWLIEMUN NPU KOM-
npeccuMm apTepuanbHOro cocyna, B 92,8% cayyaeB BbINOJHEHO NepexKaTne cermeHTapHon, 1nbo abeppaHT-
HOM apTepun. Pesekuuto nponssogmam, otctynas ot onyxonm 0,5-1 cm B npegenax HeM3MeHeHHOM NoYeYHOM
napeHxmmol.

Pesynbratbl. CpeaHuWiA BO3pacT NauUMeHTOB cocTaBua 55,4+16,2 rofa; COOTHOLLIEHNE MYXUYMHbI/KeHLWN-
Hbl — 52,6/47,4%; NpaBOCTOPOHHANA/NEBOCTOPOHHAA NoKanusauma onyxonu — 42,1/57,9% cooTBeTCTBEHHO.
MpoaonKntenbHoOCTb onepaumm coctasuna 109,6156,7 MUH, Bpema 4acTMYHOW uwemunn — 15,118,3 muH,
o6bem kposonoTepu — 258193 mn. OTaensemoe No gpeHarkam NpofosKanock B TeyeHue 4-12 yacos no-
cne onepaumun 1 coctaBmno B cpegHem 35,7122,1 ma. NauneHTbl akTUBM3UPOBANMChL Yepes 24 yaca, Koraa
yAansancsa ypeTtpanbHbii Katetep, B 59 (38,8%) cnyyanax gpeHMpoBaHME MOYEBOTrO My3blps HE BbIMNOAHAIN.
CpegHuin nocneonepalyMoHHbIV KOMKo-AeHb cocTasua 10,144,2.

3akntoueHune. MeToamKa OTKPbLITOM Pe3eKLUnmM MOYKM C OTCTYNOM OT rpaHuLbl BUAMMOM OMNYyXOaU U BU3Y-
aNbHbIM KOHTPOIEM XUPYPrMYeCcKoro Kpas obecneymBaeT XopoLine OHKONOTMYecKme pesynbTaThl, He TpebyeT
BbINO/NHEHWS «IKCMPECC» TMCTO/IOMMU U ABNAETCA aNlbTEPHATUBON HEPPIKTOMMM Y NALMEHTOB C BbICOKMM PU-
CKOM OCJIOXKHEHUM, PAacCYUTAHHbBIM MO MOPGOMETPUYECKUM LLIKANAM.
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OTKPBITAA PE3EKIIVA ITOYKM ITPY ITOYEYHO-KJIETOYHOM PAKE

Introduction. Generally recognized critical moments in kidney resection are the time of ischemia and the
adequacy of hemostasis. Until now, one of the main contraindications to nephron-sparing treatment is the
inability to provide hemostasis in middle-segment tumors, especially when they are intrarenal.

Purpose of research. To evaluate the effectiveness of open resection of the kidney.

Materials and methods. For the period 2005 to 2018 us made 152 open partial nephrectomy (OPN) for
renal cell carcinoma. The algorithm OPN included extra peritoneal lumbotome access in the IX intercostal space
with resection of the X rib resection under conditions of warm ischemia for compression of the blood vessel, in
92.8% of cases completed the clamping of segmental or aberrant arteries. Resection was performed, retreating
from the tumor 0.5-1 cm within the unchanged renal parenchyma.

Results. The mean age of patients was 55.4+16.2 years; male/female ratio was 52.6/47.4%,; right-sided/
left-sided tumor localization was 42.1/57.9%, respectively. The duration of the operation was 109.6+56.7 min,
the time of partial ischemia was 15.1+8.3 min, the volume of blood loss was 258+93 ml the Discharge along
the drains lasted for 4-12 hours after the operation and averaged 35.74£22.1 ml. Patients were activated after
24 hours, when the urethral catheter was removed, in 59 (38.8%) cases, bladder drainage was not performed.
Average postoperative hospital stay was 10.114.2 per day.

Conclusion. The technique of open resection of the kidney with a margin from the border of the visible
tumor and visual control of the surgical edge provides good oncological results, does not require the «Express»
histology and is an alternative to nephrectomy in patients with high risk of complications, calculated on
morphometric scales.
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BeepeHue

Ho-KneToyHom pake (MKP), obecneuynBan

XOpOoLUME AO/ITOCPOYHbIE OHKO/IOTUYecKue
pe3ynbTaTbl, NPeTeHAyeT Ha MPUOPUTET He TObKO
npun onyxonsax Ao 4 cm [1-4]. [lo cux nop ogHUm u3
OCHOBHbIX MPOTUBOMOKAa3aHWN K NPOBEAEHUIO He-
¢dpoHcbeperatowero Ne4eHnn ABAAETCA HEBO3MOXK-
HOCTb obecneyeHns remocTasa Npu ONyxonsx cpes-
HEero cermeHTa, 0CO6eHHO NPU UX NHTPAPEHaIbHOM
pacnonoxeHuu [1, 3]. Ob6Lenpn3HAHHbIMU KPUTK-
YECKMMW MOMEHTAMM B pPe3eKLMN NOYKKN ABNSAIOTCS
Bpema MWEMMUM U afleKBATHOCTb remocrtasa [4-7].
Opyrum KamHem NpeTKHOBEHUS ABASETCA MEeToAM-
Ka yaaneHusa onyxoam, a UMEHHO, SHyK/aeaumsa unam
peseKuus C OTCTYNOM OT Kpas onyxosu. [laHHble -
TepaTypbl Pa3HOPEUMBbI: MHOFO PETPOCMEKTUBHbIX
nccnegoBaHM, YKasbiBalOWMX Ha NPenMyLLecTBa
3HyKkneauymm [8-11]. OgHaKo Mx AM3aiH He besynpe-
yeH, a bonblyto yactb (60-80%) cocTaBasAOT ONyxo-
M 8o 2 cM. B HEKOTOpbIX UCCief0BaHMAX NOKA3aHo,
YTO 3HYK/Jeauma MoYeYHOW OMyXOoNU MONKET yBe-

I I edpoHcbeperatolLee fedeHme Npu noyey-
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JIMYNTb YaCTOTY MOIOKUTENBHOTO XMPYPrUYEcKoro
Kpan, ocobeHHO npu Bonblumx onyxonsax [12, 13].
HecomHeHHO, 60AblUYIO PONIb UrpPaeT BapuaHT Ao-
CTyna: 3HAOCKONUSA WM OTKPbITAA XMPYPrus.

Lenb nccnepgoBaHua — oLeHUTb 3GHEKTUBHOCTD
OTKPbITOM pe3eKL MM NOUKM.

Marepuanbl U meTtoabl

3a nepuog 2005-2018 roga Hamu BbINOAHE-
Ho 152 oTKpbITble pesekumu noyku (PM) no noso-
ay NMKP. CpegHuit BO3pacT MaLMEHTOB COCTaBMUA
55,4+16,2 roga; COOTHOLWIEHME MYKUMHbI/>KEH LM~
Hbl - 52,6/47,4%; npaBOCTOPOHHAA/NEBOCTOPOHHASA
NnoKanusauma onyxonun 42,1/57,9% cooTBeTCTBEHHO.
B nnaH npeponepauMoHHOro obcnenoBaHus, no-
MUMO peHTreHorpadum nam CKT opraHoB rpyaHom
KNETKW, YAbTPa3BYKOBOrO MWCCNEA0BAHUA MOYEK,
neYyeHu, PermoHapHbIX AMMdaTUYECKUX Y3/10B U MNO-
YyeyHblX BeH, CTaHAAPTHO BKAtoYanu CKT B aHruo-
rpapuyeckom pexmme C perncrpaumen HaTUBHOM,
apTepunasibHOM, MapPeHXMMaTO3HOW, BEHO3HOM U Bbl-
aenvtensHon das.
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Anroputm Pl BKAOYAN 3KCTpanepUTOHeanbHbIM
NromboTomMmmnyecknit goctyn B IX mexkpebepbe ¢ pe-
3eKument X pebpa, peseKkumio B yCI0BMUAX TEMNOBOM
NWEeMUN NPU KOMNPECCUM apTepuasbHOro cocyaa,
B 92,8% cnyyaeB BbINONHEHO Mepexatue cermeH-
TapHOM, NMbo abeppaHTHOM apTepuun. PeseKkuuto
npoussoannun, otctynasa ot onyxoau 0,5-1 cm B npe-
Oenax HeM3aMeHeHHOoM NoYeYHOo M NapeHXnMbl. Busy-
a/IbHO OLEHMBAIN XUPYPTUYECKNI Kpali yaaneHHOM
OMyXonun. «IKCMNpecc» FUCTONOrMYECcKoro uccneno-
BaHWA He BbINoAHAAW. MNapumanbHyto anmdoamc-
CeKLMIo B npegeniax BOPOT MOYKM BbIMOAHAAN NpU
Hannumm numdoysnos 6onee 0,5 cm nnm y naunen-
TOB C onyxo/iAaMu 6onblie yem Tla.

Pe3ynbrathbl U UX 0bcyKAeHME

Mo abConOTHBIM MOKa3aHMAM OMepUPOBaHbI
10,5% naymeHTOB, @ UMEHHO, 9 NAUMEHTOB C eAWNH-
CTBEHHOM NOYKOM U 7 ¢ BunatepanbHbIM pakom (B
5 cny4yasx OBYXCTOPOHHSAA pes3eKuus, B 2 — pesek-
UM 1 HedppakToMUs). OTHOCUTENbHbIE MOKa3aHMWA

6b1711 BbiCTaB/eHbl y 29,6% 60NbHbIX, @ 3N1EKTUBHbIE
6onee yem B nNonoBuHe cnydaes — 51,6% (puc. 1),
YTO COOTBETCTBYET CTAaTUCTUKE BEAYLLMUX POCCUMCKNX
KAUHUK [3-5].

BHenontocHoe pacnosioXKeHne Onyxonn oTme-
yeHo B 62,5% HabnwaeHnin. B 69,1% HabawoaeHni
pasmepbl ONyxo/neBsoro y3sa npesbicuan T, , a 23,7%
6blIM CTaAMPOBaHbI KaK T,.. Mpwv aTom 23% naumeH-
TOB MME/IN BbICOKUIM PUCK OC/IOXKHEHMUI HedpoH cbe-
peratowero neveHuma no wrkane R.E.N.A.L., cpeaHui
pUCK oTMeudeH B 65,1%, a HU3Kkui B 11,9% (puc. 2).

JKCTpanepuUToOHeanbHbIM  NOMBOTOMMUYECKUI
noctyn B X mexpebepbe ¢ pesekumeit X pebpa obe-
cneymBan NPsIMOM BbIXOA, Ha NOYeYHble cocyabl W
BO3MOXHOCTb MaHUNYyAALMA HA BEPXHEM nostoce
npu gnvHe paspesa 7-16 cm (11,7+4,2 cm), (puc.
3). PaHeHWe nieBpasibHOrO CMHYca oTMeyeHo B 15
(9,7%) cnyyanx, AMarHoCTMPOBAHO MHTpaonepauu-
OHHO, ywuTO 63 ApeHarka ¢ acnupauunen Bo3ayxa,
peunamBoB NHEBMO- U TMAPOTOPAKCA He 6blf1o.

Ucnonb3zoBaHne CKT aHrmorpadmun nossonumsio
Ha [0O0nepaunoHHOM 3Tane MMeTb YeTKoe npeps-

J
o S

W abconoTHble
(absolute)

M OTHOCHTEIbHbie
[relative)

PucyHok 1. loKasaHu1A K BbINOJHEHUIO pe3eKL MU MOYKMN.
Figure 1. Indications for kidney resection.

M BBICOKUA
W cpeaHuii

H HU3KKA

PUCYHOK 2. PUCK MHTpaonepauMOHHbIX OCNOXKHEHUI cornacHo mopdometpuueckoi wkane R.E.N.A.L.
Figure 2. The risk of intraoperative complications is according to the R.E.N.A.L. morphometric scale.
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PucyHOK 3. 3Tanbl BbINO/IHEHUA XMPYPrUYECKOro A0CTYNa:
a — KOXKHbI pa3pes B X mexpebepbe; b — pesekuma X pebpa.
Figure 3. The steps of the surgical access: a — skin incision in the X intercostal space; b — resection of the X rib.

CTaB/IeHME O aHTMOAPXUTEKTOHUKE U TOXaHOYHO-CO-
CYAMCTbIX B3aMMOOTHOLLEHUAX B MOYEYHOM CUHYCe
(puc. 4). B 39 (25,7%) HabaogeHuax umenuncs abep-
paHTHble cocyapbl, KpoBOCHabXatouwme onyxonb. Y
148 (97,4%) naumeHTOB AeneHWe No4YeyHoWn apTe-
PUWN Ha CEerMeHTapHble 0TMEYasoCb Ha YPOBHE UK
NPOKCMMabHee MoYeYyHOM JIOXaHKW, U TONIbKO B 4
(2,6%) HabnogeHMAX 3aperucTpUpoBaHoO MHTpape-
Ha/ibHOE AefieHne NoYeYHon apTepun.

PucyHok 4. CKT-aHrnorpadua nauymeHTa ¢ onyxonbio
HUXKHEero nosoca NeBoii NOYKU: 3 — carnTasibHan
NA0CKOCTb; b — ppoHTaNbHAA NAOCKOCTb;
¢ — 3D-pekoHcTpyKums; d — 13 mecaues nocne
onepaumu, ppoHTasbHaA NJOCKOCTb.

Figure 4. MSCT-angiography of a patient with a tumor
of the lower pole of the left kidney: a — sagittal plane;
b — frontal plane; ¢ — 3D-reconstruction; d —13 months
after surgery, the frontal plane.

Bblaensnm cermeHTapHyto, cybcermeHTapHyto
N abeppaHTHYIO apTepuio, KPOBOCHAGXKaloLLyto
onyxonb, 6panu NOCNeAHION Ha AEpXKanKy (puc.
5a). Onyxonb mobunmnsmnposann 6es yganeHua na-
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paHedpuAa. BbiKnovanm onyxonb U3 KPOBOTOKA Ha-
JIOXKEHMEM COCyAMCTOro 3axkmma (bynbgor) Ha nu-
TaloOLLY0 apTePUIO, BEHY He Knunuposanu (puc. 5b).
30Ha MWeMunn He NpeBbIWana % opraxa.

SHYKNeaLMi U SHYKNeOope3eKLNn Mbl He BbINo-
HANWN. Pe3eKuunto BbINOAHAN C OTCTYMOM OT OMyXo-
an 0,5-1 cm B Nnpeaenax BM3yasibHO HEU3IMEHEHHOM
NMoYeYHOW NepeHXMMbl CKanbrneaem Uan 3IeKTPOHO-
KOM, NMPUHUMNMANBHBIX MPEUMYLLECTB B MNJaHe re-
MOCTa3a Npu MUCMosib30BaHUMN INEKTPOXMPYPIrUM OT-
MeYeHO He 6blNo, N MHLM3UA SNEKTPOHOKOM bblsia
HECKOMIbKO 3aTpyAHEeHa Ha WLWEeMU3NPOBAHHOM
TKaHW. BM3yasnbHO OLEHMBANN XMPYPTUYECKU Kpald
yAaneHHol onyxonu (puc. 6a), npM He0bXoANMOCTH
pacceKkanu onyxosb (puc. 66). IKkcnpecc-naTorucTo-
JIOTUM He NPOU3BOANAN, MO AAHHbIM CTAaHAAPTHOrO
MOpPdONOrMYECKOrO UCCNEA0BAHUA MONOXKUTENb-
HbI XUPYPIrUYECKUI Kpalh He 3apernctpupoBaH
HW B oAHOM cnydae. CpedHUIt pasmep oTcTyna oT
Kpaa onyxonn npu pesekumm coctasun 0,7+0,4
cm (puc. 66). Mopdonoruyeckoe mMccnegoBaHue B
CTAaHOAPTHOW MPOBOAKE HE BbIABUIO MONOXKUTENb-
HOFO XMPYPrMYECKOro Kpas HU Y 0AHOro 60/bHOrO.
OTpaneHHble pe3ynbraTbl NpocaexeHsl y 104 naym-
€HTOB, Y KOTOPbIX Ha CpOKax HabntoaeHusa 87,4162,5
MecsLLEeB He BbIABNEHO /I0Ka/IbHOTO peunansa anbo
nporpeccum 3abosieBaHmsA.

lemocTas OCYLLECTBASANM HaNOXKeHNem
M-o6pasHbix weos (Polysorb-0), nnHuUio wBea yKpe-
NAAAW 3annaToi M3 cocygucToro npotesa (puc. 7).
[peHnpoBaHME MNONOCTHOW CUCTEMbI BbIMOJIHEHO
B 2 (1,3%), BHYTPEHHUI CTEHT U HedppocToma. Mo-
KasaHMeM K AOPEHMPOBAHUIO ABUICA PUCK pesu-
AyanbHOro HedpoaMTMAza nNpu KOPaNNoBUAHOM
M MHOXeCTBEHHOM HedponuTnase. Hedppoctoma
yCTaHOBNEHa BC/AEACTBME HEMNpPeoso/IMMOro mnpe-
NATCTBUA B MHTPaMypaibHOM OTAe/Nle MOYETOYHMKa,
yaaneHa Ha 10 cyTKM nocne KOHTPOAA NPOXo4MMO-
CTM MoYeToYHMKaA. Ewe oanH cteHT (0,7%) ycTaHOB-
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PUCYHOK 5. 3Tanbl cOCYAUCTOI U30NALMUM ONYXO/U:
a — BblAeNeHne CerMeHTapHOM NoYeYHo apTepun; b — HanoXKeHUe CocyaMCTOro 3axmnma Ha
CermeHTapHYyHo MOYeyHyo apTepuio.
Figure 5. I. Stages of tumor vascular isolation:
a —isolation of the segmental renal artery; b — superposition of the vascular clamp on the segmental renal artery.

PUcyHOK 6. MeToAMKa OLLeHKU XUPYPruuecKkoro Kpas:
a — BM3ya/sibHasA OLLeHKa Kpas pesekumu; b — oueHKa XMpypruyeckoro otctyna.
Figure 6. Methods of surgical edge assessment:
a — visual assessment of resection margin; b — evaluation of surgical indentation.

PucyHOK 7. 3aKpbITUe NOYeYHOU paHbl ogHOpAAHbIM M-06pa3HbiM LWIBOM:
a n b —nocnenoBaTenbHOCTb HaNoKeHMA M-06pasHbIX FTOPU30OHTAIbHBIX LUBOB;
C — OKOHYaTe/IbHbIM BMA, NMOYEYHOM paHbl MOC/e NMyCcKa KPOBOTOKA.
Figure 7. Closure of the renal wound with a single row U-shaped suture:

a and b — sequence of overlap of U-shaped horizontal suture;
¢ — the final form of the renal wound after the start of the blood flow.

NeH B nocneonepauyMoHHOM nepuoae Mo nosoay CBMLLA, Ha Hal B3MA, ABUNACH CTPUKTYPa IOXaHOu-
MoYeBOoro ceuwa. MNocnegHnii oTmeyeH y nauueHTa HO-MOYETOYHMKOBOTO CEerMeHTa M HEBO3MOXHOCTb
noc/e peseKkumnn MoYvKkM rno NoBoAy ONyxosu nepea- [BYXCTOPOHHEWN KOMMPECCUMM NHMK LBa (PUCK Aae-
Hel NoBEpPXHOCTU CPedHEero CermeHTa MaKCMmasib- dbopmaumm U HapyLLEHMA KPOBOCHABXKEHUA MNOYKM).
HblM pasmepom 5,5 cm. lMpuunHoi obpasosaHuA CBULL, 3aKPbINCA CAMOCTOATE/IbHO Ha CPOKe 2 HeaeNb.
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MpoaooNKUTENBHOCTL  OMepauuM  COCTaBWU-
na 109,6156,7 MUH, BpemMsi YaCTUYHOM MULIEMUU
15,1+8,3 munH, ob6bem KpoonoTepu — 258+93 ma.
OTpensaemoe no ApeHarkam Npoao/Kanocb B Teve-
Hue 4-12 yacoB nocsie onepaummn (3a UCKAOYEHUEM
BbILLE ONMWUCAHHOTO C/ly4as) U COCTaBUIO B CpeaHEM
35,7+22,1 mn, apeHaxu obpesanncb nog nossA3Ky
Ha 1 CyTKM, ygananmcb Ha 2-4 cyTKM nocneonepaum-
OHHOro nepuoaa. MauneHTbl aKTUBU3MPOBAIUCH Ye-
pes 24 yaca, Koraa yaansnaca ypetpasbHbli KaTeTep,
B 59 (38,8%) cnyyanx apeHMpoBaHME MOYEBOIO Ny-
3blpA He BbiNoAHAAN. CpeaHUl nocneonepaunoH-
HbIM KOMKO-AeHb coctaBun 10,114,2. AnuTeNbHOCTb
3HAYMMOM TENnI0BOM WMILUEMMUU TMOYKMU MO AAHHbIM
pa3/IMuHbIX aBTOpoB Konebnetca oT 20 4o 40 MUHYT
[6, 11]. B nuTepaType ocBeLLaeTcss BO3MOKHOCTb UC-
NONb30BaHUA TaKNMX HEGPONPOTEKTUBHbIX MPUEMOB,
KaK SIoKanbHas rMnoTepmma 3a cHeT obKiagblBaHUs
NOYKM NeAAHOM KPOLLUKON BO Bpems pes3eKkuuu, no-
Ka/lbHasA TMNOTEPMMUA 33 CHET BbIK/IFOYEHUA MOYKM U3
KPOBOTOKA M nepdy3nm oxiaxKAeHHbIM KOHCepBuU-
PYIOLMM PAcTBOPOM, IKCTPAKOPNOpabHaA pesek-
LMA MNOYKM, KOMMPEeccua CermeHTapHbIX COCYAoB,
BbINO/JIHEHWE pe3eKkuMn 6e3 Komnpeccuu cocyaos
NMOYKM, B TOM YMC/Ie paamodacToTHan abnauma [6,7,
11, 14].

XoTenocb 6bl OTMETUTD, UTO Y KaXKA0ro U3 MeTo-
[0B eCTb KaK NpenmyLLecTBa, TaK U HeaoCTaTku. K
HeAOCTaTKaM JIOKA/IbHbIX METOAMK 3aLLUTbI HYXHO
OTHECTN HEeOBXOAMMOCTb HaINYMA NeasHOM KpoLu-
KM B paHe, NepdysMOHHbIX KaHIOb, YTO OrpaHu-
YmBaeT BO3MOXHOCTb MaHUNyAsauuii. Kpome Toro,
HEeobX0AMMOCTb 3aKPbITUA KAHIONALMOHHbBIX AOCTY-
NoOB MoApa3ymMeBaeT BbIKJAKOYEHNE KPOBOTOKA, T.e.
Tennosyo mwemnio. lNMocneaHAs aKTyasnbHa U Npu
ayTOTPaAHCNAAHTALMN MOC/Ie 3KCTPAKoprnopasbHOM
pesekumn. Hynesaa nwemmnsi, o0CObeHHO Npu CA0K-
HbIX OMyXO/AX, MNoApa3ymMeBaeT 3HAYMMYK Kpo-
Bonotepto [7, 11, 14, 15]. 3To nNo3BoAAET CYMTaTb
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NCNO/Ib30BAHHYO HAMM CErMEHTAPHYIO apTepuasb-
HYIO ULIEMUIO O4HUM U3 BbIFOLAHbIX PeLEHWA.

EcTecTBEHHO, MHOTME MaUMEHTbI C HU3KUM PU-
CKOM OCNOXXHEHWI, cornacHo mopdpomeTpuyeckomn
WKaNbl, He MOMAAM B MUCCAeAyeMyto Tpynny BBUAY
TOrO, YTO MM BbIMOJIHEHbI TANAPOCKONMUYECKMe one-
paumn. YUnTbiBas, YTO B HaLIEW KAMHUKE XMPYpru
BbINO/MIHAIOT KaK OTKPbITble, TAaK U 3HAOCKONMYECKUNE
BmewaTenbcTBa npu MKP, xotenocb 661 0OTMETUTD
TOT aKT, YTO NALMEHTbl OXOTHEE COrNALLIAMOTCS Ha
OTKPbITYIO pe3eKuUMIo, YeM Ha N1anapoCKOMNMUYECKYHO
HedPIKTOMMUIO. ITO NO3BONAET YBEINUYUTb MyN He-
dpoH cbeperaoLmx BMeLWaTeNbCTB B rpynnax co
CPEOHMM W BbICOKMM PUCKOM OCNOMHEHWUI 6e3
ywepba co CTOPOHbI PaaNKaNbHOCTMU.

MapumanbHas AMMOOAMCCEKUMNA BbINONHEHA B
83 (54,6%) HabntogeHusax. Mopdonormyeckoe uc-
cnenoBaHWe yaaneHHbIX AMM@aTUYEecKMX Y3708 B
3TUX HabntoaeHMAX 6blI0 OTPULATENBHBIM.

BbiBOADI

MeToAMKa OTKPbITOM Pe3eKuMM MOYKM C OTCTY-
MOM OT rpaHuLbl BUAMMOW ONYXOAU U BU3YasibHbIM
KOHTPOJIEM XMPYPIrUYECKOrO Kpas obecrneymBaeT Xo-
poLLVe OHKONOTMYeCcKne pesynbTaTbl, He TpebyeT Bbl-
MO/IHEHUA KIKCMPECC» FUCTONIOTUN U ABNAETCA alb-
TepHaTUBOM HEDPIKTOMUM Y NALMEHTOB C BbICOKMM
PUCKOM OC/NIOXKHEHUM, paccyUTaHHbIM No mopdome-
TPUYECKUM LLKanam. s oTBeTa Ha BOMNPOC O A0CTO-
MHCTBaX 3HYK/IEALMOHHbIX U PEe3EKLMOHHbIX MeTo-
AWK HeobxoaMMbl MPOCMEKTUBHbIE UCCAe0BaHMS,
YUUTbIBAOLLME HE TONIbKO PACcNpPOCTPAHEHHOCTb Ony-
XOJIM, HO U UCMO/b3yeMblii AOCTYN. Bonpoc yaaneHus
NMMATUYECKMX Y3/10B, MO HALLEMY MHEHUIO, HE/b3S
CUMTaTb 3aKpbITbiM. LlenecoobpasHoctb ammeoamc-
CeKLMM CTOUT UCCeaoBaTh B OTAANIEHHbIE CPOKM Ha-
61104eHMA M B CONOCTaBMMbIX FPynnax C BbICOKMM
PUCKOM IMMPOreHHOro MeTacTasnpoBaHUA.
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