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BBegeHue. MMoBbllWeHHbI UHAEKC Macchl Tena (MMT) MoKeT SABAATbCA OAHMM M3 HebNaronpUATHbLIX NPOrHOCTUYe-
CKUX GaKTOPOB paka npeacTaTeNbHOM xenesbl (PMHK), cBA3aHHbIX C XYALMMU OHKONOTUYECKUMU U GYHKLMOHAIbHBIMM
pesynbTaTamMu paanKanbHOW npocTaTakTomum (P3).

Lienb nccneposaHma. OueHUTb NAaToMopdONOrMYecKne XapaKTepucTnkm, bespeunansHyo BbIXKMBAaEeMOCTb U BOCCTa-
HOBJIEHWE 3peKTUNIbHOM dyHKLMK (3P) nocne PMN3 ¢ HepsocbeperatoLeit TexHUKol (HCT) y NaLMEHTOB C OXKUPEHUEM.

Martepuanbl n metogbl. lpynny nccnegosanms coctasun 91 naumeHt c UMT 2 30 Kr/m?, KOHTPOAbHYIO rpynny — 356
naumeHTos ¢ UMT < 30 kr/m?, nepeHeciumx PMN3 ¢ 04HOCTOPOHHEN uau AByxctopoHHei HCT B nepuog, ¢ aHeapsa 2012 r.
no gekabpb 2019 r. BbiNOSHEH CPAaBHUTENbHbLIA aHAIM3 NATOMOPPONOrMYECKUX Pe3yIbTaTOB, YaCTOTbl OC/NONKHEHUN,
6e3peunamMBHON BbIXKMBAEMOCTU, ANHAMUKM BOCCTaHOBNEeHUA 3P B ob6enx rpynnax.

Pe3ynbratbl. [laUMeHTbl C OXXUpeHnem nmenn 6onbwnin 06vEM NpeacTaTencHoM xenesbl, 6onbluyto cymmy 6annos
Nno ONPOCHUKY MeXKayHapoAHOM CUCTEMbI CYMMapHOM OLEeHKN 3aboneBaHuii npocTathbl (IPSS). OgHO- 1 ABYXCTOPOHHASA
HCT ncnonb3oBanucb B 0b6eunx rpynnax B paBHbix nponopumax: 50,5 % 1 49,5 % s rpynne c UMT 2301 51,4 % 1 48,6 %
B rpynne ¢ UMT < 30 (p = 0,88). Mexay rpynnamu He BbIiIBJIEHO 3HAYMMbIX Pas/INUMUIA B HACTOTE HEBNAroNPUATHbLIX Ma-
TOMOPPOIOrMYECKUX XaPAKTEPUCTUK, CEPbE3HbIX MNOC/EONEPALLMOHHDBIX OC/IOXKHEHUI N 06BEME MHTPAOMNEPaALMOHHOM
KpoBonoTepu. NatunetHaa 6e3peunamBHan BblxkMBaemocTb nocse PM3 coctasuna 93,1 % B rpynne UMT 2301 95,1 %
B rpynne MMT < 30 (p = 0,55). Obwan yactoTa BoccTaHoBAeHUn O nocne PM3 ¢ HCT yepes 24 mecaua coctasuna 75 %
n 78,5 % (p = 0,24). Mpu 3ToM BoccTaHoBNEHUE I y NALUEHTOB C OXKUPEHNEM NPOUCXOANI0 Med/IEHHEe: A0CTaTOYHasA
412 nonoBoro akta 3P yepes 6 1 12 mecaues Habnwoganacb y 17,9 % n 32,1 % npotus 35,4 % n 53,8 % B rpynne ¢ UMT
< 30, a cpeaHee BpeMeHs A0 BoccTaHOBAeHMA cocTaBuao 10,9 (1) u 8,6 (£0,6) mecaues cootBeTcTBeHHO (p = 0,04).

BbiBOoAbl. OXKMpPEHWNE HE BAUAET Ha NaTOMOPHONOrNYECKME U OHKoNorMyeckme pesynbtatol PM3 ¢ HCT. BocctaHoB-
nenuve 3@ y naumenTtos ¢ UMT = 30 3ameanieHO, 04HAKO Yyepes 24 mecAua nocse onepaummn pesynbratbl CPAaBHUMbI €
yposHem 3® y nauneHToB ¢ MMT < 30. NonyyeHHble AaHHble MOTYT UMETb 3HaYeHWE NPU KOHCY/IbTUPOBAHMM NauneH-
TOB W NJIaHUPOBAHMM OMNEePaTUBHONO BMeLLaTeNbcTBa Y 60/bHbIX PMK ¢ oxKMpeHnem.
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Introduction. According to several studies, an increased body mass index (BMI) may be one of the unfavorable
prognostic factors of prostate cancer (PC) associated with lower oncological and functional outcomes of radical
prostatectomy (RP).

Purpose of the study. To evaluate pathomorphological characteristics, recurrence-free survival, and restoration of
erectile function (EF) after RP with nerve-sparing technique (NST) in obese patients.

Materials and methods. The study group consisted of 91 patients with BMI > 30 kg/m?, the control group consisted
of 356 patients with BMI < 30 kg/m? who underwent RP with unilateral or bilateral NST from January 2012 to December
2019. A comparative analysis of pathomorphological results, the rate of complications, recurrence-free survival, and the
dynamics of EF restoration in both groups was performed.

Results. Obese patients had a larger prostate volume, a higher score for the International Prostate Symptom Score
(IPSS) questionnaire. Unilateral and bilateral NST was used in both groups in equal proportions: 50.5% and 49.5% in the
group with BMI = 30 and 51.4% and 48.6% in the group with BMI < 30 (p = 0.88 ) There were no significant differences
between the groups in the rate of adverse pathomorphological characteristics, serious postoperative complications and
the volume of intraoperative blood loss. The five-year recurrence-free survival after RP was 93.1% in the BMI group > 30
and 95.1% in the BMI group < 30 (p = 0.55). The total rate of EF recovery after RP with NST after 24 months was 75%
and 78.5% (p = 0.24). The restoration of EF in obese patients was slower: sufficient for sexual intercourse EF after 6 and
12 months was observed in 17.9% and 32.1% versus 35.4% and 53.8% in the group with BMI < 30, and the meantime to
recovery was 10.9 (£ 1) and 8.6 (+ 0.6) months, respectively (p = 0.04).

Conclusions. Obesity does not affect the pathomorphological and oncological results of RP with NST. EF recovery
in patients with a BMI of > 30 is slowed down, however, 24 months after surgery, the results are comparable with
the potency level in patients with a BMI < 30. The data obtained may be of value in counselling and planning surgical
intervention in obese patients with PC.
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BeepeHue

aguKanbHasa npocTaTaktomma (PM3) octa-
€TCA OlHUM U3 OCHOBHbIX METOZOB paau-
Ka/NbHOTO JleYeHUsA paKa npeacTaTesbHOoM
xenesbl (PMXK) [1]. MNpu 3Tom 3dPeKTUBHOCTL M
LenecoobpasHOCTb XMPYPrUYECKOro JieYeHus ce-
AYeT OLEHMBATb He TOJ/IbKO B KOHTEKCTE OHKOJIOrU-
YeCKUX Pe3ynbTaToB, HO M BO3MOMHbIX OC/IOXKHEHW
M NO6OYHbIX 9PPEKTOB B OTHOLLIEHUM IPEKTUIBHOWM
bYHKUMK (OP) 1 PyHKUMKM yaeprKaHusa moun [2, 3].
BbinonHeHne P13 ¢ ncnonb3oBaHMem HepBOC-
beperatoweit TexHukn (HCT) mMuHUMM3MpPyeT no-
604YHble 3P PeKTbl onepaLnm, HO MOXKET NOBbLILWATb
OHKoJslorMyeckne pucku [4, 5]. Mo gaHHbIM paga
nccnegoBaHUM, NOBbIWEHHbIA MHAEKC MaccChbl Tena
(MMT) sBnaetca oaHUM M3 GaKTOPOB, CBA3AHHbIX
c bonee arpeccMBHbIMWU XapakTepucTukamu PIMHK
[6, 7]. MomMmO 3TOrO, OKUPEHME B LIESIOM ABAAET-
¢ $aKTOPOM pUCKa Pa3BUTUA IPEKTUNAbHOW Auc-
OYHKUMM N MOXKET ObITb CBA3AHO C XyAWNMUN GYHK-
LUMOHaNbHbIMK pe3ynbTatamu PN [8, 9]. [daHHble
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0COBEHHOCTU MOTYT CYLECTBEHHO BAMATb Ha pe-
3y/IbTaTbl XMPYPrMYECKOro neveHunsa u Tpebytot go-
NOJIHUTENIbHOTO U3YYEHMUS.

Lleab uccnedosaHusA. OueHnTb naTtomopdosno-
rMYECcKMe XapaKTepUCcTUKK, 6espeunanBsHyo BbIXKK-
BaemocTb (BPB) 1 BocctaHoBneHne 3P nocne PN ¢
HCT y nauneHTOB C OXKUpPEeHUeMm.

Matepuanbl U meToabl

B uccneposaHme BkAoYeHO 447 nauneHToB C
PMX, nepeHecwmnx pobOT-aCCUCTUPOBAHHYIO WU
no3aannoHHyto PM3 ¢ ogHO- MAM ABYXCTOPOHHEN
HCT B nepuopg c aHBapsa 2012 no aekabpb 2019 rr.
CornacHo Knaccudukaumm BcemmpHon OpraHusa-
LMW 34paBOOXPaHEHNA, OXKUPEHUE ONpeaeneHo Kak
NUMT 2 30 Kr/m2. B rpynny uccnenosaHua BKAOYEH
91 nauymeHT ¢ UMT 2 30, B KOHTPONbHYIO rpynny —
356 naymeHTtoB ¢ MMT < 30.

Buoxumuuecknn peumgms (BXP) onpegenanm
KaK NOABEM YpPOBHA NpoCTaT-cneumnduyecKoro aH-
tureHa (MCA) > 0,2 Hr/mn B ABYX noc/ienoBaTeNb-
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PE3Y/IBTATBI HEPBOCBEPETAIOIIEN TEXHVKU PATVMKAJIBHOM

IMPOCTATOKTOMMUN Y TAIIMEHTOB C OKMPEHVEM

HbIX U3mepeHuax. bespeunansHyro BbIXKMBAEMOCTb
(BPB) oueHMBanM y nauMeHTOB C MMUHUMaAbHbIM
nepuoaom HabawogeHusa 12 mecAues C MOMEHTA
onepauuu (n = 44 B rpynne uccnefoBaHua, n = 125
B rpynne KoHTpons). CoctoaHue 3P onpegensanu no
COOTBETCTBYOWEMY AOMeHy (Bonpocbl 1 — 5, 15)
MeXayHapoaHOro MHAEeKca 3pPeKTUNbHON QYHKUMMU
(MUI®) nepepn PM3 1 nocne onepauuun npu snsnTe
NaLMeHTOB B KAMHUKY Uan nNpu TenepoHHOM onpo-
ce (BO3MOXHOCTb AOCTUMKEHWA AOCTAaTOYHOWN 3peEK-
UMK 4NA neHeTpaumun Npy NnoaoBom akTe). B aHanms
BOcCTaHoBieHNA P BKAKOYEHbI NALUEHTbl C MUHU-
MaJibHbIM Nepuoom HabatogeHma 24 mecaua ¢ mo-
meHTa onepauun (n = 30 B rpynne MccnefoBaHus,
n = 65 B rpynne KOHTPo/A).

OnAa oueHKM HenpepbiBHbIX NEepemMeHHbIX WC-
nonb3osaan tect MaHHa-YUTHW, NpU CpaBHUTENb-
HOM aHanu3e KaTeropmasbHbIX [OaHHbIX — XW-
KBaapaT TecT. MeTog KannaHa-Meliepa c for-paHk
TECTOM NPUMEHANU ANA CPAaBHUTENbHOrO aHanu3a

BPB n BoccTtaHoBeHUA 3. Mpu Bcex BMAax cTaTu-
CTMYECKOro aHanmsa 3a A0CTOBepHoe MpUHUMAnNuU
3Ha4yeHue p < 0,05. [lna ctaTucTmyeckon ob6paboTKu
nHpopmauum MCNONbL30BAAM NporpammHoe obe-
cnedveHune GraphPad Prism 8 (GraphPad Software
Inc, La Jolla, CA, USA).

Pe3synbrathl

CpaBHUTENIbHbIE KIMHUYECKUE XaPaKTEPUCTUKU
obeux rpynn npeacrasneHbl B Tabnuue 1. Mpynnbl
OKa3a/IMCb CPaBHWMMbI NO BO3pacTty, ypoBHIo [CA,
cymme 6annos no wkane MUI®, pacnpeaeneHuto
no rpynnam pucKa passBuTtua peumamsa. NauneHTol
oXupeHnem umenu 6onblni 06BEM NpeacTaTeNb-
HOW Xenesbl, 601blY0 CyMmMy 6anI0B MO ONPOCHU-
Ky MeKAyHapOAHON CUCTEMBI CYMMAPHOMN OLEHKMU
3aboneBaHuii npocrtatbl (IPSS). OgHo- U AByXCTO-
poHHAA HCT npmeHeHbl B 06eunx rpynnax B paBHbIX

Tabnuua 1. CpaBHUTENbHbIE KAMHUYECKUE XapaKTepPUCTUKM rpynn

Table 1. Comparative clinical characteristics of groups

KnnHunyeckne xapaktepucTnkm

NMT = 30 Kr/m?

NUMT < 30 kr/m?

. o BMI 2 30 kg / m? BMI <30 kg / m? p
Clinical characteristics (n=91) (n = 356)
CpeaHuii Bo3pacT Ha momeHT PM3, net * +
The average age at the time of the RP, years 59,4 (£0,54) 60,1(0,33) 0,31
MCA nepeg PN3, Hr/mn, meanaHa o 5
PSA before RPE, ng / ml, median 66(51-9) 6,9(52-9) 0,54
& 3

O6bEM NpocTaTthl, c:v3\ , Mepmana 45 (33,8 - 59,3) 39 (31 - 49) 0,015
Prostate volume, cm?, median
Cymma 6annoe MUID, gomeH «3peKTUAbHana QYHKLMAY,
cpefHee 3HayeHue 23,6 (+0,7) 24,4 (+0,33) 0,32
IIEF scores, «erectile function» domain, average
Cymma 6annos IPSS, cpegHee 3HayeHne 9 (+0.69 7 8(40.3 0.074
Total IPSS score, average (£0,69) 8(0,3) ’
Mpynna pucka (EAY 2020):
Risk group (EAU 2020):

s pucr (ow) 22 (3639 e o

NPOMEXYTOUHbIN pUck (intermediate) (36,3%) (37,7%) ’

o . 18 (19,8%) 76 (21,3%)

BbICOKMI pucK (high) 1(11% 3 (0.8%

MecTHopacnpocTpaHeHHbl PMXK (locally advanced PCa) (1,1%) (0,8%)
Xupypruyeckuii goctyn:
surgical access: 25 (72,5%) 98 (72,5%) 0,99

poboT-accuctnposaHHas PM3 (robot-assisted RP)
nosagunaoHHas PM> (retropubic RP)

66 (27,5%)

258 (27,5%)

Npumeyanue: 1)* — ctaHgapTHasA owmnbKa; ** — MHTepKBapTUAbHbIA MHTepBan. 2) UMT — nHAeKc macchl Tena; PM3 — paguKanbHas
npocraTtaktomusa; NCA — npocTtatcneunduyecknii aHTureH; MNI® — MeKayHapoLHbI MHAEKC 3PEKTUNbHOW PyHKLMM; IPSS — Mexay-
HapoAaHan cucTemMa CyMMapHOI OLEeHKM 3abonesaHuii npoctatel; EAY — EBponelickaa accoumaums yponoruu; PMNK — pak npeacratens-

HOI »Kenesbl.

Note: 1)* — a standard error; ** — interquartile range. 2) BMI — body mass index; RP — radical prostatectomy; PSA — prostate-specific
antigen; IIEF — International Index of Erectile Function questionnaire; IPSS — International Prostate System Score questionnaire; EAU —

European Association of Urology; PCa — prostate cancer.
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Tabnuua 2. Matomopdonoruyeckne XxapakTepucTMKu U ocnoxkHeHus PM3 c HCT
Table 2. Pathomorphological characteristics and complications of RP with NST

XapaKTepuCcTUKM NaLneHToB

NMT = 30 Kr/m?

NUMT < 30 Kr/m?

. . . BMI 2 30 kg / m? BMI <30 kg / m? p
Patients’ characteristics (n=91) (n = 356)
Hanunume 3K3 nocne PMN3 o o
The presence of ECE after RP 7(7.7%) 36 (10,1%) 0,55
Hannuune NXK nocne PM3 o o
The presence of PSM after RP 10 (11%) 49 (13,8%) 0,6
Grade rpynna (IT) nocne PN3
Grade group (GG) after RPE: 57 (62,6%) 217 (61%)
[T (GG) 1 (Gleason 6 =3 + 3)
31 (34,1%) 104 (29,2%)
[T(GG) 2 (Gleason 7 =3 + 4) 0,48
2 (2,2%) 21 (5,9%)
[T (GG) 3 (Gleason 7 =4 + 3)
0 (0%) 9(2,5%)
[T(GG) 4 (Gleason 8) 1(1,1%) 5(1,4%)
IT (GG) 5 (Gleason 9 — 10) e e
CpeaHsasa KposonoTteps, MA .
The average blood loss, ml 160 (+18,4) 170 (+18,4) 0,62
OcnoxHeHus no Knaccuoukaymm Clavien-Dindo 2 11l knacc o o
Clavien-Dindo 2lIl Class Complications 4(4,4%) 8(2,2%)
Ia 3(3,3%) 6(1,7%) 0,26
Ilb — 2 (0,5%)
IVa 1(1,1%) —

Npumeyanue: 1) * — ctaHgapTHaA ownbKa. 2) UMT — nHAeKc maccbl Tena; IKD — aKcTpaKancynapHas aKcTeHsua; PN — paguKanbHas

npocTatakTomua; NMXK — NO3UTUBHDIN XMPYPrUYECKUii Kpai.

Note: 1) * — a standard error. 2) BMI — body mass index; ECE — extracapsular extension; RP — radical prostatectomy; PSM — positive

surgical margin.

nponopuusax: 50,5 % n 49,5 % B rpynne ¢ UMT 2= 30
n51,4% v 48,6 % B rpynne ¢ UMT < 30 (p = 0,88).

HecmoTpa Ha 6onbluyto YacTOTy 3KCTpakancy-
NAPHOM 3KcTeH3MM (IKI) onyxonm 1 NoAoKUTENbHO-
ro xupyprudeckoro kpasn (MXK) 8 rpynne c UMT < 30,
B LLe/IOM, MEXKAY rpynnamm He BbIABAEHO 3HAYUMBbIX
pas3/iMumMii B YacToTe HebnaronpuaTHbIX natomopdo-
NIOTUYECKUX XapaKTEPUCTUK U 06bEMe MHTpaonepa-
LMOHHOW KpoBonoTepu (Tabn. 2).

MNatnnetHas BPB nocne PI3 okasanacb pas-
Ha 93,1 % B rpynne UMT = 30 u 95,1 % B rpynne

100 TNk dbd b i
"
i
i .,
ii = MMT =30
i WMT < 30
E p=055

PucyHok 1. bespeunamsBHan BbIXKUBAaEeMOCTb
nocne PN3 c HCT
Figure 1. Recurrence-free survival after RP with NST

MMT< 30 (puc. 1; p = 0,55). O6wan yacToTa BOC-
ctaHoBneHna 3@ nocne PMN3 ¢ HCT vepes 24
mecsila onpeaeneHa Kak 75 % u 78,5 % (puc. 2;
p = 0,24). Mpn 3Tom BoccTaHoBAeHUe 3D y na-
LMEHTOB C OXMPEHWEM MPOUCXOAUNO0 MeASEH-
Hee: AOCTATOYHAA AAA NoaoBOro akTa 3P yepes
6 n 12 mecaues Habawoganacb y 17,9 % 1 32,1 %
npotms 35,4 % n 53,8 % B rpynne ¢ UMT < 30.
CpenHee Bpema [0 BOCCTaHOBAeHMA I/ cocTaBu-
n010,9 (1) n 8,6 (x0,6) mecaLeB COOTBETCTBEHHO
(p = 0,04).

100+
f'_-_ — . ]
$: 2
.7 50 £ + WMT =230
s = WMT <30
o p=024
e
o 10 20 30
Ip:lulu-'uh-u-r-\.lv.m

PucyHok 2. BocctaHoBneHue 3® nocne PM3
B 3aBucumoctu ot UMT
Figure 2. EF recovery after RP depending on BMI

46 | UROVEST.RU

BecTHUMK yponoruu
Urology Herald
2020;8(2):43-49



OPUTMHAJIDHDIE CTATbM ) E.A. Cokoros, E.J1. Benues
PE3YJIBTATBI HEPBOCBEPETAIOIIEN TEXHVKN PAIVIKAJIBHOM

ITPOCTATSKTOMMUM Y MALIMEHTOB C O>KMPEHVEM

O6cyaeHue [14]. CornacHo pesynbTaTam uccnegosaHua M.F.

B3ammocsAsb mexay nosbiweHHbiM UMT u oH-
Konoruyeckmmu pesynotatamm Pl npogonkaer
aKTUBHO M3y4aTtbca. Tak, A.B. Porcaro et al. BbifiBU-
/1, YTO NAUMEHTbI C OXKUPEHNEM MMEIT BONbLINIA
PUCK HANMYMA MHOMEeCTBEHHOro MmeTacTaTU4ecKo-
ro nopaxkeHma aumeartmyeckmx ysnos nocne PM3 ¢
paclwmpeHHor TazoBon numdageHsktomuer, a C.
De Nunzio et al. oTmeTnan 6onbluyto yactoty K3
W ypoBHA cymmbl nncoHa nocne P13 y naumeHTos
C nosbllweHHbIM UMT u conyTcTByoWwMM meTabo-
nmyeckum cuHagpomom [10, 11]. MatoreHes 3Tux
HaXO40K OCTAeTCA He A0 KOHUA ACHbIM: BbICKa3blBa-
IOTCA NPEANO/IOKEHNSA O BO3MOXHOM POAM KaK rop-
MOHa/IbHOro AncbanaHca, Tak U HeOQOCTaTKOB CTa-
AnpoBaHuAa PN y nauMeHToB € oXupeHuem [11].
Mpn aTomM MMeITCA NPOTUBOPEYUBLIE AdHHbIE O
BIMAHUN OXMpeHna Ha BPB naumeHToB nocne Pl13:
Hanpumep, Y.D. Yu et al. npogemoHcTpupoBanu, 4To
UMT 2> 27,5 aBnaetca He3aBMCUMbIM NPOrHOCTMYE-
ckum dakTopom passutua BXP, a R.J. Mason et al.
He BbIABUAWN AaHHoM cBAsn [12, 13]. Hawa paboTa
He Mnokasana pas3NnuyMii B 4YactoTe HebnaronpuAT-
HbIX MATOMOPPONOrMYECKUX XapaKTepUCTUK U BPB
nauneHtos nocne P13 B 3aBucmmoctn ot UMT, uTo,
BO3MOXHO, 06bACHAETCA TWATe/NbHON cenekuuen
nauwneHtos ana HCT.

He meHblWKWI MHTEpeC NpeacTaBaseT NoTeHUN-
anbHoe BAMAHMe nosblweHHoro MMT Ha BoccTa-
HoBneHue I nocne PM3. MNossnsercsa Bce bonbue
OQHHbBIX O TOM, YTO OXMPEHNE MOXKET UrPaTb CyLle-
CTBEHHYIO POJIb B PA3BUTUWN 3PEKTUIbHOM ANCOHYHK-
LMW BHE 3aBUCMMOCTU OT APYrUX XapPaKTepPUCTUK
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Neumaier et al., UMT > 30 aBnAeTcA 3HaYMMbIM
npeankTopom xyauen 3P yepes 12 mecaues nocne
PN3 [15]. B HaweMm nccnenoBaHum mbl oueHnnn 6o-
Jlee oTganeHHble pe3ynbTaTbl U He BbIABUAN A0CTO-
BEPHbIX PA3/IMYMNiA B BOCCTAHOB/IEHWUM NOTEHLUN Ye-
pe3 2 roga nocne PMN3 ¢ HCT, npn aTom yepes 1 rog,
nocsie onepaumm BocctaHoBneHne 3P gocToBepHO
yalle oTMeYeHo B rpynne ¢ HopmanbHbim UMT. Ta-
KMM 06pa3om, y NaLMeHTOB C OXMpeHUeM Habato-
faetca bonee mepsieHHoe BOCCTaHOB/eHWe I B
CpPaBHEHMM C KOHTPOJIbHOM rpynnoii, a obwmii Bbl-
COKMI YpOBEHb BOCCTaHOBAEHMA I y NauMeHToB C
OXMUPEHMEM, NO BCEWN BUAMMOCTU, OOBACHAETCA U3-
HaYya/bHOW ceneKkumen NnaLunmeHToB C COXPaHHOM no-
TeHumell. HeobxoaMmo TakKe y4ecTb TOT GaKT, 4To
60/bLUIMHCTBO OMEPATUBHbIX BMELIATENbCTB B Ha-
LeM MCCNe0BaHUM BbINOMHANM C NOMOLLbLO PO6OT-
aCCUCTMPOBAHHM 1AaNaPOCKOMMUYECKON TEXHUKM, YTO
0TYaCTU MOXKET HUBE/IMPOBATb BO3MOXKHbIE TEXHU-
YyecKue TpyAHOCTH, cBA3aHHble ¢ HCT y naumeHToB C
OXMpPEHMEM NPU NO3aJNAOHHOM JocTyne [16].

3aknoueHune

OupeHune He BAMAeT Ha naTomopdonormye-
CKUE U HeKoTopble oHKosormyeckue (BPB) pesynb-
Tatbl PM3 ¢ HCT. BocctaHoBneHMe 3P y naumneHToB
¢ UMT 2 30 npoucxogmt 3amennieHo, OAHAKO yepes
24 mecsaua nocne onepauunm kadectso 3P cpaBHUMO
¢ yposHemM I® y naumneHToB ¢ UMT < 30. Pe3ynbta-
Tbl UCCNEAO0BAHUA MOTYT UMETb 3HaYeHUe Npu KoH-
CYNbTUPOBAHUM MALMUEHTOB M NaaHuposBaHum PTMN3Iy
60nbHbIX PMHK ¢ oxknpeHnem.
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