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BBegeHue. MccnenoBatenbCkUin MHTEPEC K Ny3bipHO-MoYeToYHUKoBOMY pedtokey (MMP) onpegensaeTca coxpaHs-
toLLeNcA Heya0BETBOPEHHOCTLIO PE3YbTaTaMMU NeYEHUSA, HE UCKAOYAIOLWLMMKN Pa3BUTUE NOYEYHOW HEAOCTAaTOMHOCTH
W apTepuanbHOMN runepTeHsnn. TakTUKa BeAEeHUA STUX NaLMEHTOB B HACTOALLEe BPeMA BapbUpyeT OT AMHAMMUYECKOTO
HabAoAEeHUS A0 PA3/IMYHbIX BAPUAHTOB XMPYPrUYECKON KOPPEKLLMK, YTO ONpeaenseT akTyalbHOCTb Pa3paboTKu nepco-
HUOUUMPOBAHHOTO NOAX0AA NPW BbIBOPE METOAMKM XMPYPIUYECKOTO IeYeHus.

Lienb uccnepoBaHus. NpoBecTv CpaBHUTENbHbIV aHanu3 apdeKTUBHOCTU 1 He30MacHOCTU TPaHCYPETPaIbHOIO BBe-
AEeHUA Konoanmepa nonnankorons nonvakpunata (KMM) u Be3MKOCKONMYECKOro TPaHCTPUTOHANIbHOIO YPeTepoLLMCcToa-
HacTtomo3a (BYUA) no KoaHy.

Martepuanbl U meToabl. MiccnegoBaHMe OCHOBAHO Ha PETPOCNEKTUBHOM aHaM3e pe3ynbTaToBs feveHnsa 214 nayu-
€HTOB ¢ nepBunYHbIM NMMP, onepupoBaHHbix ¢ 2012 no 2018 roa,. CpeaHuii Bo3pacT 61,7 £ 47,9 mecaues. Jesoyek — 133
(62,1%), manbumkos — 81 (37,6%). MokasaHuem Kk onepaumm y 150 (70%) getelt asnanacb peuuamsmnpytowasn nHdekLms
moueBbIx nyTen, y 64 (30%) — nporpeccupyroas pedatokc-Hepponatua. [ByCTOPOHHMI npouecc Habawoganm y 92
(43%) nauneHTOB, NEBOCTOPOHHUIN — Yy 69 (32%), NpaBOCTOPOHHMI — y 53 (25%). MaLMeHTbl pa3aeneHbl Ha gBe rpyn-
nol. | rpynna — 119 (55,6%) naymeHToB (179 noyeyHbix eguHuy, (ME)), KOTOpbIM BbINOJIHEHO 3HAOCKONUYECKOE SIeUyeHne
(311) c ncnonwvzosanuem KMM. Il rpynna — 95 (44,4%) peten (127 ME) — BbinosHeH Be3anKkockonuyeckmii YUA. Kaxkagan
W3 rpynn pasgeseHa Ha noArpynnbl, BKAoYasLwme ME ¢ Hu3Kol cteneHbto (I-11l ¢T.) MMP v ME ¢ BbicoKoi cTeneHbto (IV-V
cT.) MMP. Tpagaumio OCNOXKHEHUIA NPOU3BOAMIM C NOMOLLbIO Knaccudukaumm KnasbeH-OAuHAo. CTaTUCTUUYECKUI aHa-
M3 1 06paboTKy NONYYEHHbIX AaHHbIX BbIMOHAMN C UICMO/Ab30BaHUEM NporpaMmHoro obecneyeHmsa Microsoft Excel n
«STATISTICA 10».

Pe3ynbTatbl. [py cpaBHEHMM TEeHAEPHOM CTPYKTYPbI rpynn oTAn4Ymii He BbisiBieHo (p >0,05). CpeagHuii Bo3pact B |
rpynne — 53,5 + 44,4 mecaues, Bo |l rpynne — 72,0 + 50,4 mecaues (p <0,01). dnnsoabl MHGEKLMM MOYEBBIX NYTEN A0
onepauumn U ABYXCTOPOHHUI NMMP vawe BbIABAAAM Y NauneHTos | rpynnbl (p <0,05). MegyaHa npofonKUTENbHOCTH
onepauun (MMH.) 1 NocieonepauMoHHOro npebbiBaHKUsA (CyT.) U KBapTUAbHbIN pasmax [Q1; Q3] B rpynne | — 15 [15; 15]
n 2 [2; 3], cooTBeTcTBEHHO, a B rpynne Il — 100 [80; 135] u 5 [4; 7], cooTBeTcTBEHHO (p <0,01). Mocne nepsoro 3/1 MTMP
ycTpaHéH B noarpynne | (I-1ll c1.) B 91,7%, nocne BToporo 3/1 06wan apPeKkTMBHOCTL yBennumnace fo 92,5%. B noa-
rpynne Il (I-111 cT.) MMP ycTpaHéH y Bcex aeTel nocae nepsoi onepaumm (p <0,05). DopmmnpoBaHue KOHTpAATEPaNbHOTO
MMP npu ogHoctopoHHem MMP naumeHnToB rpynnsbi | (=11l cT.) Habntoganm B 12,8% cnyyaes npotus 0 B rpynne |1 (-1
cT.) (p <0,05). [JocTOBEPHbIX OTNINYMIA MO YACTOTE M TANKECTU NOC/NEONEPaALMOHHbIX OCNIOXKHEHMI MeXAY noarpynnamm
I (I-111 cT.) u 1l (=11l cT.) He BbifiBNeHoO (p >0,05). B noarpynne | (IV-V cT.) nocne nepsoro 3/1 pedatoKc ycTpaHéH B 76,3%,
nocne BToporo 3J1 obwan apdekTnBHOCTbL coctaBuna 81,4%. B noarpynne Il (IV-V c1.) MMP ycTpaHén B 100% cnyyaes
(p <0,01). Npw cpaBHEHUN YACTOTbl GOPMMPOBAHMA KOHTPAATepanbHoro pedaiokca mexagy nogrpynnamu | (IV-V ct.) n ll
(IV-V cT.) paznnunii He BbiasneHo (p >0,05). B noarpynne | (IV-V cT.) BbiABNeHO npeobnagaHue ocnoxHeHui Il ctenexn
(p <0,01).

BbiBoAabl. CpaBHUTENbHbIM aHann3 apPeKTUBHOCTU U He3onacHOCTU Xxnpyprudeckoro nevenuns NMMP ¢ ncnonbsosa-
HWEM TPAHCYPETPANIbHOrO U BE3UKOCKOMMYECKOTO AOCTYMNOB BbIABWUA, 4TO 3/1 NpesnoyTUTeIbHO MCNOb30BaATL Y NaLy-
€HTOB C HU3KMMM cTeneHamM pedatokca (I-11 cT.). Beankockonunueckuit goctyn obecneynsaet 6osee BbICOKYH 3dpdeK-
TUBHOCTb M 6€30MacHOCTb Y 60/bHbIX C BbICOKMMM cTeneHamu NMMP (IV-V cT.) no cpaBHeHuto ¢ /1.

Kntouesble cnoBa: getu; I'Iy3prHO-MOLIETO‘-IHMKOBbI171 peq)!'IIOKC,' Konoanmmep NonMaanKkorona nonnakpuaar,
BE3UKOCKOMMYECKNI YPETEPOLNCTOAHACTOMO3; CpaBHEHNE
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Introduction. Research interest in vesicoureteral reflux (VUR) is determined by continued dissatisfaction with
the treatment results, which do not exclude the development of renal failure and hypertension. The management
tactics of such patients currently range from the dynamic follow-up to various surgical correction options, which
determines the relevance of developing a personalized approach when choosing a surgical treatment technique.

Purpose of the study. The study was aimed at a comparative analysis of the efficacy and safety of transurethral
administration of a polyacrylate polyalcohol copolymer (PPC) and vesicoscopic transregional ureterovesical anastomosis
(VUVA) according to Cohen.

Materials and methods. The study is based on a retrospective analysis of the results of treatment of 214 patients
with primary VUR, who underwent surgery from 2012 to 2018. The average age was 61.7 + 47.9 months. Girls —
133 (62.1%), boys — 81 (37.6%). Indication for surgery in 150 (70%) children was recurrent urinary tract infection,
in 64 (30%) — progressive reflux nephropathy. Bilateral process was observed in 92 (43%) patients, left-sided — in
69 (32%), right-sided — in 53 (25%). Patients were divided into two groups. Group | — 119 (55.6%) patients (179
renal units (RU)), who underwent endoscopic treatment (ET) using PPC. Group Il — 95 (44.4%) children (127 RU)
who underwent VUVA. Each of the groups was divided into subgroups, including RU with a low grade of (I-lIll) VUR
and RU with a high grade of (IV-V) VUR. Complications were graded using the Clavien-Dindo classification. Statistical
analysis and processing of the obtained data were performed using Microsoft Excel and STATISTICA10 software.

Results. When comparing the gender structure of the groups, differences were not detected (p >0.05). The
average age in Group | was 53.5 + 44.4 months, in Group || — 72.0 = 50.4 months. (p <0.01). Episodes of urinary tract
infection before surgery and bilateral VUR were detected more often in patients of Group | (p <0.05). Median duration
of surgery (min.) and postoperative stay (days) and quartile range [Q1; Q3] in Group | were 15 [15; 15] and 2 [2; 3],
respectively, and in Group Il — 100 [80; 135] and 5 [4; 7], respectively (p <0.01). After the first ET, VUR was eliminated
in Subgroup | (I-1Il deg) in 91.7%; after the second ET, the overall efficiency increased to 92.5%. In Subgroup Il (I-
IIl deg), VUR was eliminated in all children after the first surgery (p <0.05). The formation of contralateral VUR with
unilateral VUR in patients of Group | (I-11l) was observed in 12.8% of cases versus 0 in Group Il (I-Ill) (p <0.05). There
were no significant differences in the frequency and severity of postoperative complications between subgroups | (I-
1) and 11 (I-111) (p >0.05). In Subgroup | (IV-V) after the first ET, reflux was eliminated in 76.3%, after the second ET
the overall efficiency was 81.4%. In Subgroup Il (IV-V deg), VUR was eliminated in 100% of cases (p <0.01). When
comparing the frequency of contralateral reflux formation between subgroups | (IV-V) and Il (IV-V), no differences
were found (p >0.05). In Subgroup | (IV-V), a predominance of the lll-grade complications (p <0.01) was revealed.

Conclusion. A comparative analysis of the efficacy and safety of surgical treatment of VUR using transurethral and
vesicoscopic approaches revealed that ET is preferred for patients with low reflux grades (I-1ll). Vesicoscopic approach
provides higher efficacy and safety in patients with high VUR grades (IV-V) compared with ET.

Key words: children; vesicoureteral reflux; polyacrylate polyalcohol copolymer;
vesicoscopic uretero-vesical anastomosis; comparison
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BeepeHue

Y3bIPHO-MOYETOYHUKOBbIN pedntokc

(MMP) ¢ momeHTa ero oTKpbiTna B 1883

rogy B.N. 3embnuHosbim [1] cTan npea-
METOM LUMPOKOM AUCKYCCUM, HEe YyTPaTUBLLEN CBOIO
OCTPOTYy M A0 HactoAwero momeHTa. Mccneposa-
TenbCKnit nHTepec K NMMP onpegenseTca coxpaHa-
tolecA HeyaoBNETBOPEHHOCTbID MUCXOA4aMKU  fe-
YEHMA, HE WCKIOYAOWMMKN Pa3BUTUE MNOYEYHOWN
HeLOCTaTOYHOCTM M apTepuanbHOM FMnepTeH3uu
[2, 3], cBA3AHHbIX C HEBO3MOMHOCTBIO UCKAOUYUTD
passutue pedatoKkc-HedponaTMM ¢ OAHOM CTO-
POHbI M BbICOKOW YacToTol BcTpevaemoctn MMP
(0,4 - 1,8%) [4] c apyroit.

TaKTUKa BeAEeHUA NaLMeEHTOB B HacToALlee Bpe-
M5 BapbupyeT OT AMHAMUYECKOTO HabatogeHMA, Kak
C WCNONb30BaHUEM aHTUOMOTUKONPODUNAKTUKM,
Tak 1 6e3 Heé, [0 Pa3NIMYHbIX BapUAHTOB XMpPYypru-
YyecKoM Koppekuuun. B ntobom ciydae uenbto neve-
HWUA ABNSETCA COXPaHeHWe noYveyHomn GyHKumm [5].

Hanbonee nonynAapHbIMM METOAMKaMWU XUpPYp-
rmyeckoro nevyeHusa NMP asnatoTca TpaHcypeTpasb-
Has ero Koppekuusa pasanyHbiMM 06BEMOOOLPa3y-
IOLWMMW NpenapaTamu, U ypeTepoLmCcToaHacTOMO3
(YUA). Ponb U mecTo onucaHHbIX METOAMK onepa-
TMBHOTO NevyeHns NMMP Ha cerogHALWHUI AeHb CTPO-
ro He onpegeneHbl, U pa3paboTka nNepcoHNPUUU-
pOBaHHOrO nogxofa npu Bblbope XMpypruyeckom
TaKTUKN ABAAETCA aKTya/ibHOM 3aaadent [6, 7).

Lenb uccnedosaHus. B cBeTe M310XKEHHOO
Mbl COYNM AKTYaNIbHbIM CPaBHUTE/bHbIA aHaNU3
3¢ deKTMBHOCTM M 6e30MacHOCTU TpaHcypeTpab-
HOro BBeAeHWA 06bEMOOLpasyloLwero npenapara
(konmonumep nonuankorona nonuakpunata (KMM))

N BE3MKOCKOMMYECKOro TPaHCTPUIOHaNbHOTO ypeTe-
pounctoaHacTtomosa no KoaHy (BYLLA).

Matepuanbl n metoabl

UccnepgoBaHMe OCHOBAHO Ha PETPOCMNEKTUBHOM
aHanuse pesynbraToB seyvyeHuna 214 naumeHToB —
3710 306 noyeyHbix eguuuy, (ME) ¢ nepsuyHbIM MMP,
onepupoBaHHbIX ¢ 2012 no 2018 roa. CpegHuin BO3-
pact 61,7 £ 47,9 mecAues B AManasoHe OT 2 me-
cAues oo 17 net BkAwouuTenbHo. [lesoyek — 133
(62,1%), manbunkos — 81 (37,6%). Peumaunsupyo-
wme UMM aBUANCH NOKA3aHUEM K XMPYPrUYECKOMY
neyeHuto y 150 (70%) petei, B 64 (30%) cnyyanx no-
KasaHWA K onepaunun dopmupoBann Ha GoHe npo-
rpeccupytowen pedpatokc-HedponaTuu. [ByCTOPOH-
HUI npouecc Habntogann y 92 (43%) naumeHTos,
NIeBOCTOPOHHUIN — y 69 (32%), NPaBOCTOPOHHUI —
y 53 (25%). MMP |l cTeneHn ANMarHoCTMpPOBaH B No-
pasnsawowem bonblmnHcree ME (36%), IV cteneHn B
Kaxkaon TpeTtbeit (30%) NE (tabn. 1).

BonbHble pasaeneHbl Ha gBe rpynnbl. Mepsas
rpynna — 119 peteli (55,6%) Bkatoyana 179 ME, roe
BbIMNOJHANM 3HAOCKOMUYECKoe nedeHue pedokca
(3N1P) ¢ ucnonb3oBaHWEM KOMoAMMEpPa NOAUANKO-
rona nonnakpunata (KMNM) (Vantris). Bropaa rpynna
— 95 nauuenTos (44,4%) cocToAulas u3 127 MNE, rae
BbinosHeH BYLA no KosHy. B cBoto oyepeab Kaxkaan
U3 rpynn pasgeneHa Ha noarpynnbl, BKAOYABLINE
ME c HM3Kol cteneHbto (I-I1l cT.) u ME ¢ BbicOKOW CTe-
neHbto (IV-V ct.) MMP (puc.)

McKNtoYEeHbl U3 NUCCNeL0BaHUA NaLMEHTbI, UMe-
owmMe B aHaMHe3e Kakume-nvbo onepaumm Ha mo-
YeBOM My3blpe, YPETEPOBE3UKA/IBHOM CEFMEHTE,
HelMporeHHbIM MOYEBOM Ny3blpb, NOJHOE YABOEHUE

Tabnuua 1. CteneHb Ny3blpHO-MOYETOYHUKOBOIO ped/toKca B NOYEYHbIX egUHULLaX
Table 1. The grade of vesicoureteral reflux presented in the renal units

CteneHb NMMP Wroro
VUR grade I it v v Total
Konunuecrso ME o o o o o

RU index 23 (8%) 61 (20%) 111 (36%) 91 (30%) 20 (6%) 306

Npumeyanusa: MMP — ny3blpHO-MOYETOYHUKOBLIN pedntoKe; ME — noyeyHble eauHULbI

Notes: VUR — vesicoureteral reflux; RU — the renal units
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NP (ERT) (1111} - 120 NE (RLY)

anP (ERT),
n=119
(179 NE (RU))

MepeuyHbIn MMP

(Primary VUR)

n=214

(306 NE (RU)) A VU

(127 MNE (RU))

BYLIA (VUCA),

JNP (ERT) (IV-Y) - 58 NE (RLN)
BYLLA (VUCA) (1111} - 75 NE (RLY)
BYLLA (MUCA) (IV-V) - 52 MIE (RLA)

PucyHok. PacnpegeneHue naumeHTos ¢ nepsudHbIiM MIMP Ha rpynnbl u nogrpynnbi (MVIP — ny3bIpHO-MOYETOYHUKOBDIA
pedniokc, ME — nouyeyHble eguHULbl, /IP — 3HAOCKONMYECKoe fedeHne pedatokca, BYLLA — Be3aMKOCKoNUUYecKuin
TPAHCTPUIrOHANbHbIA YpeTepoLuCcTOaHAaCTOMO3)

Figure. Distribution of patients with primary VUR into groups and subgroups (VUR — vesicoureteral reflux, ERT — endoscopic
reflux treatment, VUCA — Cohen’s vesicoscopic transtrigonal ureterocystoanastomosis, RU — the renal units)

BEPXHMX MOYEBbIX MyTeM, CONYTCTBYHOLLYIO NaToNO-
TUIO HUXKHMX MOYEBbBIX MYTEN.

PedbntoKc rpagympoBann c MCNOJb30BaHMEM
Knaccupumkauum MexayHapogHOro KomuteTa no
nsydeHuio pedntokca (International Reflux Study
Committee (IRSC) [8]. MMP auarHocTMpoBanu no
pesynbTaTaM MUKLMOHHOM LmcTorpadumu.

Xupypruyeckoe nevyeHue BbINOAHAAM MPU Ha-
JINYUUN OCNIOKHEHHOTO PeUnaAnNBUPYIOLLLErO TeYEHUS
UHOEKUUKM MoyeBbix nyTei (MMM), cHUKeHna and-
depeHuManbHOM noYyeyHon ¢yHKUUKM, nporpeccu-
pytowen pedntoKkc-HepponaTumn. B yactu cnyyaes
NOKasaHUA K onepaTMBHOMY fiedeHunto GpopmmnpoBa-
NIUCb BCNeacTBME OTKasa poauTesnei oT KOHcepBa-
TUBHOW Tepanuu.

BYLA BbINONHANM aHANOMMYHO NPEO/IOKEHHOM
B 2005 rogy metogmke [9] ¢ YaCTUYHLIMU U3MEHE-
HUAMMK. OCHOBHbIE 3Tanbl UAEHTUYHbI NPeaNoKeH-
Homy B 1975 rogy BapMaHTOM TPAHCTPUTOHA/IbHOIO
ypeTtepouncrtoaHactomosa [10], ¢ gononHeHUsmu,
BHeCEHHbIMM B 2005 rogy [9], cooTBeTcTBOBaANU
onucaHHoOM Hamu TexHuKe [11, 12].

SJIP BbINONHANN C NCNONb30BaHMEM B KayecTBe
06BbEM obpasytowwero Bewectsa KMM, nog obwmum
obesbonmnBaHmeMm, ncnonbaysa TexHuky: STING [13],
HIT [14]. Bbibop meToanKn BBEAEHMA 3aBMCEN OT
dopMbl yCTbA COrMacHO npeasioxkeHHon B 2008
rogy Knaccuédukaumm [15]. Mpu BbIABNEHMM YCTbSA
TMna H2 n H3 ncnonb3oBanu TexHuky HIT, npu o6-
Hapy»XeHun yctba HO u H1 ncnonb3oBanm TEXHUKY
STING. CpegHee Konnvectso BeegeHHoro KIMM npwm
BblnosiHeHun /1P — 0,27 £ 0,1 mn.

Yepes cyTku nocne /1P BbINOAHANN KOHTPOb-
Hoe ynbTpa3ByKoBoe ucciegosaHue (Y3U). Mocne
BYUA nepsoe Y3U BbINOAHANM Yepes3 CYyTKWU nocne
yAaNneHns MOYETOYHMKOBOTO ApPEeHaXKa Wan Ha cne-
OyOWNA geHb Noc/ie onepaunn ecan ApeHax He
yCTaHaBnMBanu. B panbHeliwem Y3U BbinoAHANM
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yepes 1, 6, 12 mecaues nocne onepaunun. lNocne
roga HabntoaeHusa 3a 6onbHbiMK ¢ MMP, BHe 3aBu-
CMMOCTM OT HaNN4YMA Kanob U KAMHMYECKUX MpPO-
ABJIEHUIN BbINONHANN B AanbHelwem Y3U Kaxabie
6 mecaues.

MuKLMOHHYO umcToypeTtporpaduio (MLYT) no-
cne 3JIP npounssoannu yepes 4 — 6 mecAaues, a y
nauueHToB rpynnsl BYUA — npu Haanuum peunam-
supytowero tedeHmna UMM nnaum sbiasneHna npm Y3
AMnaTaLmmn BEPXHUX MOYEBBIX NyTEMN.

Mpafaumto OCNOXKHEHMI NPOM3BOAUAN C NOMO-
Wbto Knaccudumkaumm KnasbeH-AnHAO.

CTaTUCTMYECKUI aHanM3 1 06paboTKy nosyyeH-
HbIX AAHHbIX BbINOAHAAM C MCNONb30BaHUEM MPO-
rpammHoro obecnedeHusa Microsoft Excel n «STATIS-
TICA 10» (Bepcua 10, StatSoft, Inc, Tulsa, USA) n «R»
(sepcums 3.2, R Foundation for Statistical Computing,
Vienna, Austria). NMpu npoBepke Ha HOPManbHOCTb
ncnonb3osann Kputepum LWanupo-Yunnka, Konma-
ropoBa-CMMpPHOBA, a TaKXe oueHnBann koadpdnuu-
€HTbl aCUMMETPUM U IKCLeccy BbIBOPKU. B KauecTse
onucaTesibHOM CTAaTUCTUKM A1 UCHUCNAEMbIX Mapa-
MEeTpPOB MCNONb30BaN MeAnaHbl, cpeaHue 3Hadve-
HWSA, CTaHAAPTHbIE OTKJAOHEHUSA U KBAPTU/IbHbIN pas-
max (Q1; Q3) 1 uncna/npoLeHTbl A4/1A KayeCTBEHHbIX
nokasartenein. C UeNblo CpaBHEHUA UCHUCNAEMbIX
nepemeHHbIX WMCMNO/b30BaN HemnapameTpuveckuni
TecT MaHHa-YUTHKU, ANA CpaBHEHUA KayeCTBEHHbIX
nepemeHHbIX MCNosib3oBanca Kputepuii MupcoHa
(x3). KpuTnyeckoe 3HauyeHWe YpPOBHA CTaTUCTM4e-
CKOM 3HAYMMOCTM NPUHMMaNK pasHbim 0,05.

Pe3synbrathbl
Mpn cpaBHEHUW TEHAEPHON CTPYKTYpbl rpynn
3P n BYUA otanumin He BbisiBneHo (p >0,05). Cpeg-
HMM BO3pacT B rpynne ¢ 3/IP — 53,5 t 44,4 meca-

ues. JoctoBepHo HUXKe, Yyem B rpynne BYUA —
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72,0 £ 50,4 mecaues (p <0,01). dnmnsoabl UMM go
onepaumn 3Ha4YMMO Yalle BbISBASAM Y NALUMEHTOB
3NP (75,6% npotus 63,2% B rpynne BYLIA) (p <0,05).
[BYCTOPOHHUI NpoLLECC BCTPEYaCA Yalle B rpynne
9/1P, yem B rpynne BYLUA, 50,4% n 33,7% cooTBeT-
cTBeHHO (p <0,05). He BbISIBEHO OTANYUIA MeKAY
rpynnamu npy nonapHoM CpaBHEHWUW YacCTOTbl pas-
NnyHbix cteneHer MMP B ME (p >0,05) (Tabn. 2).

MeguaHa  nNpoAO/XKUTENbHOCTM  onepauun
(MMH.) M nocneonepayMoHHOro npebbiBaHMA (CyT.)
M KBapTUAbHbIKM pasmax [Ql; Q3] B rpynne 2P
coctasunan 15 [15; 15] un 2 [2; 3], cOOTBETCTBEHHO,
YTO AOCTOBEPHO MEHbLUE aHa/IOTMYHbIX 3HAYEHWIA B
rpynne BYLUA — 100 [80; 135] n 5 [4; 7], cooTBeT-
CTBeHHoO (p <0,01).

Mpwn ogHokpaTHOM BBeaeHun KIM ycTpaHeHue
pedniokca B ME noarpynnel 3P (I-1Il cT.) yaanocb
poctmyb B 110 MNE (91,7%), B ogHOM cnydvae gns

Ta6bnuua 2. CpaBHUTENIbHAA XapaKTepPUCTUKA rpynn
Table 2. Comparative demographics of the groups

ycTpaHeHus NMMP noHagobunack BTopasa MHbEKLUUSA
KMNN. B nogrpynne BYUA (I-1ll ct.) MMP ycTpaHe-
Hbl BO Bcex 75 ME (100%). Takum obpasom, BYLA
OKasancsa goctoBepHo adpdektueHee (p <0,05) no
cpaBHeHuo ¢ /1P npu HU3KKUx cteneHsx (I1-111) MMP
(tabn. 3).

dopmupoBaHue KoHTpnaTepanbHoro MNMMVIP npu
OLHOCTOPOHHEM mpouecce Habaoganu B rpynne
NP (I-1l ct.) B 12,8% cnyyaes npoTtme O B rpynne
BYUA (I-Ill cT.) (p <0,05) (Tabn. 3).

JocCToBEepHbIX OTIMYUI MO YacToTe U TAXKECTU
Nnoc/seonepaumoHHbIX OCNOXHEHU no KnasbeH-
OnHpgo mexay nogrpynnamu 3P (I-111 cT.) u BYUA
(I-111 cT.) He BbIABNEHO (Tabn. 3).

OpHako B rpynne 3/1P (I-lll c1.) Habnoganu
bonblue TAXKENbIX ocnoXkHeHun Il ctenenn — aBa
cnyyas  obCTpyKUMA ypeTepoBe3MKasbHOMO cer-
MmeHTa (YBC), ycTpaHEHHbIX nNyTém dopmMmnpoBaHuUa

XapaKkTepucTuKkn 9/1P BYLIA
Demographics ERT VUCA P
Konnyectso nauuerTos (MNE)
Number of patients (RU) 119 (179) 95 (127)
Aesouky 70 (58,8%) 63 (66,3%) >0,05
Girls
Mabuuim 49 (41,2%) 32 (33,7%) >0,05
Boys
Bo3pacT, mecAubl 53,5+44,4 72,0+£50,4 <0,01
Age, months
®ebpunbHaa UMM o o
Febrile UTI 90 (75,6%) 60 (63,2%) <0,05
Ortcytcteue UMMM o o
No UT/ 29 (24,4%) 35 (36,8%) <0,05
[ABycTtopoHHuin MMP o o
Double-sided VUR 60 (50,4%) 32 (33,7%) <0,05
NesocTopoHHKMin TMP o o
Left-sided PMR 34 (28,6%) 35 (36,8%) > 0,05
MpasocTopoHHui NMP o o
Right-sided PMR 25 (21,0%) 28 (29,5%) > 0,05
CreneHun NMMP
VUR grades
| 16 (9%) 7 (6%) >0,05
I 39 (22%) 22 (17%) > 0,05
m 65 (36%) 46 (36%) > 0,05
\Y 48 (27%) 43 (34%) >0,05
\% 11 (6%) 9 (7%) > 0,05

Mpumeyanusa: NME — noyeyHble eguHuLbl; UMM — nHbeKkumsa mouesbix nyTei; MMP — ny3blpHO-MOYETOYHUKOBLIN pedatoKc; /1P — 3H-
[OCKonMyeckoe neveHmne pedtokca; BYLLA — BE3MKOCKONMYECKUIA TPAHCTPUIOHA/IbHbIN YpeTepoLMcTOaHacToMo3 no KosHy
Notes: RU — the renal units; UTI — urinary tract infection; VUR — vesicoureteral reflux; ELR — endoscopic reflux treatment; VUCA —

Cohen's vesicoscopic transtrigonal ureterocystoanastomosis
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Tabnuua 3. Pe3ynbratbl IedyeHua B nogrpynnax /1P (I-11l creneHun) u BYLA (-1l cteneHu)
Table 3. Treatment results in the ERT (I-1ll grades) and VUCA (I-1ll grades) subgroups

XapaKTepMCTlf'KV' 3P (ERT) (1-111) BYLA (VUCA) (1-111)
Demographics (n=120) (n=75) P

S¢ddekTMBHOCTL Nocsie 1 onepauuu o o
Efficiency after 1st operation 110(91,8%) 75 (100%) <005
3¢ deKTMBHOCTb Nocse 2 onepauuu 0
Efficiency after 2nd operation 111(92,5%) 0 <005
O6wan spdeKTMBHOCTD 0 o
Total efficiency 111 (92,5%) 75 (100%) < 0,05
dopmnposaHue KoHTpaaTepanbHoro NMMP
npu ogHOCTOPOHHEM pedtoKce o
The contralateral VUR formation in case of 5(12,8%) /39 0/32 <005
unilateral reflux
OcnoxHeHus no KnasbeH-AnHAo (cTeneHu)
Complications by Clavien-Dindo (grades)

[ 1(0,8%) 4 (5,3%) > 0,05

Il 0 0

1l 11 (9,2%) 4 (5,3%) > 0,05

\Y 0 0

\ 0 0

BCEro 0 0

rotal 12 (10%) 8 (10,6%) >0,05

NMpumeyanua: MMP — ny3bIpHO-MOYETOUYHUKOBBIN pedntokc; /TP — sHAocKkonuyeckoe neyveHue pedntokca; BYLUA — BesnKockonuye-

CKMI TPAHCTPUTOHA/IbHBIN YpeTepoLMCTOaHAacTOMO3 Mo KoaHy

Notes: VUR — vesicoureteral reflux; ELR — endoscopic reflux treatment; VUCA — Cohen's vesicoscopic transtrigonal ureterocystoanasto-

mosis

BYUA, 9 cnyyaes peumausa MNMP, noTpeboBaBlumx
NMOBTOPHbIX BMELIATENBCTB U MEHbLUE OCNOXKHEHW
1 cteneHn — peumngms NMP, KoTopsbi He Tpebosan
XMPYPru4yeckomn KoppeKkumu.

B nogrpynne BYLA (I-1ll cT.) ocnoskHeHUs oTau-
Yanuncb pasHoobpasmem, HO No TaxKecTn bblaun cono-
CTaBMMbI C OC/OXKHEHMAMM B nogrpynne 3P (I-llI
cT.). OcnoxkHeHus Il cTeneHun BbiABAEHbI B 4 cnyya-
Ax — 1 cny4ait octpoli obcTpykumm YBC B paHHEM
nocneonepaumMoHHOM nepuoge (NUKBUAMPOBAH
YCTaHOBKOW NYHKLUMOHHOW HedpocTombl), 1 cayyai
MUIPaLMmM HAPYKHOTO ApeHaXKa MOYETOYHUKA B MO-
YyeBOW Ny3blpb (YAaNEH TpaHcypeTpanbHo), 1 cnyyait
Pa3BMTUA OKOJIOMY3bIPHOW YPUHOMbI (yCTpaHeHa
NanapocKonuyeckon caHaumein) n 1 cnyyait — nHo-
POAHblE TeNla MOYEBOro Ny3blpA (LWOBHbIN MaTepu-
an — ypaanéHHoro TpaHcypeTpasbHo). OCNoXKHEHMA
| cteneHn: 1 cayyait pebpunbHomn UMI; 1 cnyyai
Pa3BUTMA OKOJIOMY3bIPHOM FemMaToMbl; 2 Cay4as
npexoaALen obctpykumnm B YBC.

B noarpynne /1P (IV-V cT.) np1 ogHOKpaTHOM
BBegeHun KMMN B 59 ME MMP ycTpaHéH B 45 (76,3%).
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MosTopHoe JJIP no nosoay peunanBa BbIMOJAHEHO
B8 9 MNE, B pe3synbrate NMP ycTpaHéH 3aeco B 3I1E.
Takum obpasom MNMP nocne asyx /1P ycTpaHéH B
48 MNE (81,4%). B nogrpynne BYLA (IV-V cT1.) ped-
JIIOKC yCTpaHéH Bo Bcex 52 ME (100%) nocne eanH-
CTBEHHOI onepauuun, 1 3¢PeKTUBHOCTb onepaLmn
OKa3anacb BbILWE MO CPaBHeEHWIO ¢ noarpynnoi 3/1P
(IV=V ct.) (p <0,01). (Tabn. 4). MNpwn cpaBHEHUU Ya-
CTOTbl POPMMPOBAHMA KOHTpAaTepanbHoro MNMVP y
naumMeHToB C OAHOCTOPOHHMM MPOLLECCOM MEXAY
nogrpynnamu /1P (IV-V c1.) n BYUA (IV-V cT.) go-
CTOBEPHbIX Pa3Nymin He BbiABneHo — 13,3% 1 6,9%
cooTBeTcTBEHHO (p >0,05) (Tabn. 4).

B noarpynne 3/1P (IV-V cT.) BbiABNEHO Npeobna-
AaHne ocnoxHeHui Il ctenenun: 7 ME ¢ obcTpyKum-
en YBC, yctpaHéHHOM nyTém dopmupoBaHma BYLIA;
14 NE c peungmsom NMP (7 ns kotopbix MMP ycTpa-
HEH nyTém dopmunpoBaHua BYLIA, 3 — noBTOpHbIM
3NP, 4 — ucuyesnn n3 noa HabnawoaeHus). B rpynne
BYLA (IV-V cT.) BbiiBNeHa oHa ocTpas 06CTpyKuua
YBC B paHHem nocneonepauyoHHOM nepuoge, no-
TpeboBaBLWas YCTAaHOBKM MYHKUMOHHOW HedpocTo-
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Tabnuua 4. Pe3ynbratbl ieveHua B nogrpynnax /1P (IV-V creneHun) n BYLA (IV-V cTenexn)
Table 4. Treatment results in the ERT (IV-V grades) and VUCA (IV-V grades) subgroups

XapaKTepuCTUKM 3P (ERT) (IV-V) BYLIA (VUCA) (IV-V)
Demographics (n=59) (n=52) P
3ddeKTnBHOCTL NOCne 1 onepaumm 0 o
Efficiency after 1st operation 45 (76,3%) 52 (100%) <001
3¢ddeKTMBHOCTL NOCne 2 onepaumm 0
Efficiency after 2nd operation 48 (81,4%) 0 <001
Obwan sdexTnsHOCTS 81,4% 100% <0,01
Total efficiency
dopmnposaHme KoHTpAaTepanbHoro MMP npu
OAHOCTOPOHHEM peditoKce o o
The contralateral VUR formation in case of unilat- 2(13,3%) /15 2(6,9%) /29 >0,05
eral reflux
OcnoxHeHusa no KnasbeH-AnHAo (cTenexu)
Complications by Clavien-Dindo (grades)
I 2 (3,4%) 5(9,6%) >0,05
I 0 0
Il 21 (35,6%) 2 (3,8%) <0,01
v 0 0
\' 0 0
BCero 0 o
total 23 (38,9%) 7 (13,5%) <0,01

Npumeyanus: MVIP — ny3bipHO-MOYETOUYHMKOBbLIV pedniokc; /1P — aHAoCKonMYeckoe nedeHune pedniokca; BYLLA — BesnKockonuye-

CKMI TPAHCTPUrOHA/IbHbIN YPETEPOLIMCTOAHACTOMO3 Mo Ko3Hy

Notes: VUR — vesicoureteral reflux; ELR — endoscopic reflux treatment; VUCA — Cohen's vesicoscopic transtrigonal ureterocystoanasto-

mosis

Mbl, U 1 ciy4an noaTEKAHUA MOYM M3 TPOAKAPHOTO
[0CTyna nocne yganeHua ApeHa)kel, YyCTPaHEHHbIN
KaTeTepusaumen moyeBoro nyswipa (Tabn. 4). He
06HApPYKEHO AOCTOBEPHbIX PA3IMYNIN B KOANYECTBE
OCNOXHeHu | cteneHn (p >0,05). Tak, B nogrpynne
3NP (IV-V cT1.) — 310 2 cnyyas pebpunbHon MMM B
paHHeM nocseonepaunuoHHOM Nepuoae, YCTPaHEH-
HbIX KOHCEpBaTUBHO, B noarpynne BYLIA (IV-V cT.) —
3 cnyyas ¢pebpunbHoi MMM, 1 cnyyal noaTekaHma
MOYM M3 TPOAKAPHOro JOCTYMa, Yepe3 KOTOpPbIl Bbl-
BeAEH APEeHaXk MOYETOYHWKA, CAaMOCTOSATENbHO Ky-
NMPOBaBLWNINCA NOCAe yAaneHUA ypeTepasbHOro
ApeHaxka, 1 cnayvain no3agmnysblpHOM remaToMmbl,
CNOHTaHHO UcYesHyBLLel (Tabn. 4).

O6cyaeHue

HeocnabeBatownii  nccnenoBaTtenbCkUin UHTe-
pec K npobneme NMP peannsoBaH B 60/1bLIOM KO-
Nndectee Nyb6/aAMKaUMIn Kak B OTeYEeCTBEHHOM, Tak
n 3apyberkHol nutepaType. HecmoTpa Ha 3To no-
NbITKM CHOPMMPOBATb KOHCEHCYC B YaCTW OKa3aHMs
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nomowm naumeHtam ¢ NMMP cTtankuearoTca ¢ oTCyT-
CTBMEM [0CTAaTOMHONO KOJINYECTBA KayeCTBEHHbIX
nccieaoBaHUM, KOTOPble MOMN Bbl BbITb NOMOXKEHbI
B OCHOBY COBPEMEHHbIX KANHUYECKMUX PEKOMEHAa-
LM, B TEKYLLUMX KNMHMYECKMX peKoMmeHaaumax ESPU
[5] aBTOpbI B Npeambysie yKa3blBatOT Ha HEBO3MOMK-
HOCTb CTaHAapTHOro noaxoga B GOpPMMUPOBAHUMU
OOKYMEHTA, Y4YMTbIBas OTCYTCTBME [OCTATOYHOrO
KONAMYyecTBa PaH4OMMU3NPOBAHHbIX MUCCNEeL0BAHUNA.
MNocnegHne peKomMeHAAUUM ABAAIOTCA MCKAKYK-
TE/NIbHO MaHe/IbHbIMU U OTPAXKaloT /INWb MHEHMue
3KCNepTOoB, y4aCTBOBABLUMX B UX CO34aHUM.
BbllwensnoKeHHoe CO34aéT yCN0oBUA AN MHO-
roobpasva nogxogoB K peanunsaumm nevyebHoM
TAaKTUKKU. BblbOp meToga neyeHUs OCHOBbIBAETCA
NPenmyLLeCTBEHHO Ha y4éTe 60/bLLIOro KONNYECTBa
daKTopoB pucKa pa3Butus pedtoKc-HepponaTuu.
CylwiecTByeT A0CTAaTOYHO LWMPOKUI KOHCEHCYC B Ya-
CTU onpefeneHMa MOMEHTa nepexoga K XMpypru-
YEeCKOMY JIeYEHUID OT KOHCEPBATMBHOINO MOAXOAa.
CmeHa ne4yebHOM TAKTUKKU NpeanpuHUMAETCs npu
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oTCcyTCTBUKM 3ddEeKTa OT KOHCEePBATUBHOM Tepanuu
[5-7].

PekomeHAauumn no BbIbopy meToma XMpyprude-
CKOro /le4eHMA BeCbMa pacn/ibiB4aTbl U B NOSABASA-
OLLEM YMCE C/TYy4aeB OKOHYATE/IbHOE peLleHne oc-
HOBAHO Ha CYObEKTMBHOM NOAXOLE XMPYPra.

Uctopnueckm xmpyprua NMMVIP HaunHanacb ¢ BHe-
ApeHusa B cepeanHe XX cTosieTMs pasHOObpasHbIX
onepaTtuBHbIX meTtoauKk [10, 16, 17], cyTb KOTOpPbIX
cBOAMNACb K YAJIMHEHWUIO MOAC/AM3UCTOTO OTAena
MOYETOYHUKA. OTKpbITble aHTUPedOKCHbIE BMe-
lwaTenbcTBa obecneymBatoT BbICOKYLD 3dpdeKTuB-
HOCTb: 92 - 98% [18], ogHaKo OT/IMYaAUCL U OT-
IMYAIOTCA BbICOKOM TPaBMaTUYHOCTbIO, TpebytoT
NPOAO/IKUTENBHOIO FOCMNMTANbHOFO 3Tana U Aau-
TENIbHOTO nepuoga peabunutaumm, U He BCeraa
YLAOBNETBOPAIOT NALMEHTOB M UX poanTeNen Kocme-
TUYECKUM pe3y/ibTaTOM.

9/1 NMMP, npepnoxeHHoe 8 1981 rogy E. Ma-
touschek [19], u nonynspusmnposaHHas O’Donnell
[13], sBnaeTca npekpacHOW anbTePHATUBOWM KakK
ONUTENbHOM aHTMBaKTepUanbHOM Tepanun, Tak M
OTPbITbIM aHTpUpPedIOKCHbIM onepauuam. OgHako,
o61wasn apdekTnBHOCTb /1P c Mcnonb3oBaHMeEM pas-
JIMYHbIX NPenapaToB Nocae O4HON NN ABYX UHBEK-
LUMA OCTAETCA HUXKe 3OPEKTUBHOCTU OTKPbLITbIX aH-
TMPedNIOKCHbIX onepaumin U coctasnaeT 85% [20].
MosasneHune KIIM B apceHane MMNAAHTOB NO3BONM-
o nosbicnTb addekTnsHoctb /1P [21], HO conpo-
BOXAa/10Cb YBEAMYEHUEM YACTOTbl OOCTPYKTMBHbIX
OCJIO}KHEHUI [22-24].

OnucaHHble TEHOEHUMM Onpenennan akTyaib-
HOCTb Pa3paboTKM M BHeAPEHUA MASIOMHBA3UBHbIX
XMPYPruyecknx TEXHONOMUIM, OCHOBAHHbIX Ha peanu-
3auuun npuHUMnos GopmMpoBaHNA aHTUpebNtOKC-
HOW 3alMTbl C MCNO/Ib30BaHMEM NaMapoCcCKonuye-
CKoro [25-26] U BE3MKOCKOMUYECKOro A0CTYNOB
(BA) [27].

Mcnonb3oBaHHbIM B Hallem uccnegoBaHuu B/,
coyeTaeT B cebe NpenmyLLecTBa 3HA0CKOMMUYECKOM
W nanapocKonuyeckom xupyprum ¢ adPeKkTUBHO-
CTbHO OTKPbITOrO ypetepoumcTtoaHactomosa (OYLA)
[6,9,11, 12, 28-30] ucknto4aa HeraTUBHOE BAUAHUE
NHEBMOMNEPUTOHEYMA Ha OpPraHn3am pebéxka.

Takum 06pasom, B HACTOALLUA MOMEHT HET 06-
LWEeNPUHATOrO KOHCEHCYCa, KaKoi Nogxos MOXHO
NPWU3HATb «30/10TbIM CTaHAAPTOM» B 1edeHun NMP
[6, 7]. C yuéTOoM 3TOro Mbl PETPOCMNEKTUBHO CpPaB-
HWN 0COBEHHOCTM M pe3ynbTaTbl 1eYeHNA NepBuY-
Horo MMP ¢ ucnonb3oBaHMEM TPAHCYpPEeTPaIbHOro
n BA.

OnpegeneHne XMpypruyeckom TaKTUKM B 3a-
BUCMMOCTU OT CTeneHn pedntokca peanvsoBanm
Ha OCHOBE aKTya/ibHbIX €BPOMNENCKUX KANHUYECKUX
pekomeHzaumi [5], NON0XKNB B OCHOBY pasaeneHus
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noarpynn c rpagaumeit pedntoKcoB Ha BbICOKYHO
(IV=V cT.) n Huskyto (I-1Il cT.) cTeneHun.

CpegHnin BO3pacT naumeHToB B rpynne 3J1P
OKa3a/ncAa AOCTOBEPHO HUXKe Yém B rpynne BYLA
(p <0,01), 4TO MOXKHO 0BBACHUTL, BO-NEPBbLIX: ecTe-
CTBEHHbIM MpPeAnoYTEHMEM XMpypra onepuposaTb
MAALWNX Aeten HauMeHee WMHBA3MBHbIM CMNOCO-
60M, BO-BTOpPbIX: BE3MKOCKOMUYECKME MAHUNYNA-
UMM TpebyroT NPOCTPaHCTBA B MOJIOCTU MOYEBOTO
ny3blpA, KOTOPOE eCTeCTBEHHO OrpaHMYEHO Y AeTel
MJaLero Bo3pacTa, YTo 3aTpyaHaeT ¢opmmpoBa-
Hue YUA y sTux naumneHToB.

MMM npeobnagann B CTPYKTYpe NOKasaHUM K
onepauuu B rpynne 3/1P (p <0,05) n ABnsnacb OCHOB-
HbIM MOKa3aHWeM K onepauuu y geten maagwero
BO3pacTa, Tor4a Kak nporpeccupoBaHue pedtoKc-
HedpponaTUn U ABAAIUCL NOKA3aHMEM K onepauuu
neyeHunto y 6onblIero KoaMyecTsa NnaLMeHToB rpyn-
nbl BYLA.

Cpean naumeHToB 3/1P, 6b110 6onblLe cnyyaes
AByxcTopoHHero NMMP, yto obycnoBneHo, ¢ Hawel
TOYKM 3PEHUA, eCTEeCTBEHHbIM }KeNaHUemM Xupypra
n3berKaTb BO3HMKAOLWMX TEXHUYECKMX TPyLHOCTEN
npun popmmnposaHum BYLIA ¢ AByX CTOPOH.

AHaNM3 HaWWX OAHHbIX AEMOHCTPUPYET npeun-
MYyLLIeCTBa TPAHCYPEeTPaAbHOro AOCTyNna Npu Xupyp-
rmyeckom nevyeHnu NMP HusKknx cteneren (I-Ill ct.),
KOTOpble ONpeaenATCA HU3KOM TPaBMATUYHOCTbIO
[O0CTyna nNpu conoctaBumMom yposHe 3G eKTUBHO-
CTW, @ TaKKe KONIMYECTBOM OC/IOXKHEHUI, faXKe He-
CMOTPA Ha bonbluee KonnyecTso pedatokcos, chop-
MWPOBABLUMXCA B MOC/AE0NepPaLMoOHHOM Nepuose C
NPOTMBOMNONOKEHHOM CTOPOHDI.

CpaBHeHue pesynbratoB sedyeHua NMMP c IV-V
cTeneHbto pedtoKca ¢ UCNOAb30BAaHMEM TPAHCype-
TPA/NIbHOTO W BE3MKOCKOMWYECKOro A0CTynoB, Ha-
NpPoOTMB, NPOAEMOHCTPMPOBANO, YTO Yy 3TOM rpynnbl
AeTel ONTUMaNbHbIM CiegyeT CYUTaTb UCMOb30Ba-
HME BE3MKOCKOMMYECKOro A0CTyna, KOTOopbii obe-
crneymnsaet 60/1blyo 3GGEKTUBHOCTb NMPU MEHbLLEM
KOJIMYECTBOM TAXKENDIX OCIOXKHEHUI U NPU OAUNHa-
KoBOW BepoAaTHocTU dopmuposaHusa NMMP ¢ npotu-
BOMOJIOXKHOWM CTOPOHbI.

3aknoueHue

CpaBHUTENbHLIN  aHaNM3 3hPEKTUBHOCTU
n 6esonacHoCTU Xupypruyeckoro nedyeHus MMP
C WUCNoNb30BaHWEeM TpaHcypeTpanbHoro u B[
BblABMA, 4TO 3/IP NpeAnoYTUTENbHO UCNONb30BaTb
Yy NauUMEHTOB C HU3KMMMK cTeneHAMM pedntoKca
(-1 ct.). BO obecneunBaeTr 60nee BbICOKYIO
apdeKkTMBHOCTL M 6He30nmacHOCTb Yy 60NbHbIX €
BbICOKMMM cTeneHamu pedntokca (IV-V c1.) npu
cpaBHeHuun ¢ IJ1P.
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