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BapuKoLene aBnseTcs 04HOM U3 Hanbosee pacnpoCTPaHEHHbIX NPoBAEM COBPEMEHHOM penpoayKTonornu. Bctpeyae-
MOCTb BapuKoLLesie B CTPYKTYpe 06LLein MyKCKOM nonynaumm coctasaneT 15%, ns kotopbix 40% 1cnbiTbiBatOT Npobiembl
¢ depTUAbHOCTbIO. Cpean NPUYMH MYXKCKOTo 6ecnioguns BapuKoLese 3aHMMaeT BTOPOE MeCTOo Noc/e NanMonaTuyeckoro,
TakMM 06pa3om sBAAACL Hanbosiee YacTol KypabenbHOM NPUYMHOM MyKCKOro becnnogma. Hapsaay ¢ uccnegoBaHmem
naTtodM3nONOrMYecKMx MexaHn3MoB becnioama Npu BapuKoLene OCTaéTCA OTKPbLITbIM BOMPOC O NMPUYMHAX peumamBa
BapuKoLLene Nnoc/e Kak onepaTmMBHbIX, TaK M SHA0BACKYAAPHbIX METOA0B IEYEHNA, A TaKXKe TaKTUKM BeAeHMA TakuX na-
umeHToB. Llenb 0630pa — cuctemaTm3aLma 3HaHWi 0 Npobaeme peunanBHOro BapuKoLLeae, aHaan3 YacToTbl M 3TUONOTUM
peuuamea nocie pasanyHbIX METOLOB NEPBUYHOTO SIeYEHUS, @ TaKKe BbIGOP ONTUMANbHOTO BapuaHTa AUArHOCTUKMU U
NeYeHunn peumamBa BapuKouene.
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Recurrent varicocele
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Varicocele is one of the most common problems in modern reproductive medicine. The incidence of varicocele in the
structure of the general male population is 15%, 40% of which have problems with fertility. Among the causes of male
infertility, varicocele ranks second after idiopathic, thus being the most common curable cause of male infertility. While
researching the pathophysiological mechanisms of infertility in varicocele, the question of the reasons for the varicocele
relapses, both after surgical and endovascular methods of treatment remains open, as well as the tactics of managing
such patients. The review aimed to systematize knowledge about the problem of recurrent varicocele, to analyze the
frequency and etiology of relapses after various methods of primary treatment, as well as to select the optimal diagnostic
and treatment option for varicocele recurrence.
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BsepeHue

B apuKouene ABNAETCA OAHOW U3 Hanbonee
pacnpocTpaHEHHbIX NPobsiem COBPEMEHHOM
penpoayKToNornun. BctpeyaemocTb BapuKkoLene B
CTPYKTYpe 0bLei MyKcKoi nonynsumMm coctaBnser
15%, 13 KoTopbix 40% MCNbITLIBAOT NPOHAEMBI C
depTunbHocTbio [1]. Cpeam NpuUMH MyKCKoro bec-
NnJoAMA BapuKoLene 3aHMMaeT BTOpOe MecTo rnocse
NMAMonaTMYecKoro, Takum obpasom ABAAACL Hau-
6onee yacton KypabenbHOM NPUUNHON MYMHKCKOTo
6ecnnoaus. Hapaay c uccnegoBaHmvem natopusmo-
JIOTMYECKNX MexaHM3MOoB becniogma npu BapuKo-
Lene oCTaércs OTKPbITbIM BONPOC NPUYMH peuunamsa
BapuMKoLLeNe KaK rnocse onepaTuBHbIX, Tak M 3HA0-
BACKY/NIAPHbIX METOA0B /IEYEHUA, @ TaKKe TAaKTUKK
BeAEHWUA TaKMX NaLMeHToB. YacToTa peunamBos Ba-
pPbUpPYeTCs B LUMPOKUX NPEAENAX U MOMKET 3aBUCETb
OT U3y4yaemoli Nonynaumnm, NoKasaHU K NepBUYHO-
My BMELLATe/IbCTBY, CTENEHU UCXOAHOTO BapuKoLLe-
ne, cnocoba fieyeHunn, onbiTa XMpypra, KpUTepmes
onpeaeneHua peunamsa (KAMHUYeCKUn / cybknu-
HMYECKMI), a TaKkXKe nepuoga HabawaeHuna [2].

Lenb 0630pa — cuctemaTnsaL,ma 3HaHWM 0 Npo-
61eme peunanBHOro BapmKoLene, aHaans 4actoTbl
M 3TUOJIOTUN PELNAMBA NOC/E PA3/IMYHbIX METOAO0B
NepBMYHOTrO /IeYEHUS, a TaKKe BbIBOp onTUMab-
HOro BapuMaHTa AMarHOCTUKM U NeYeHns peLmamnsa
BapuKoLene.

C'rpa'remn NINTEPaTypPHOro NOUCKa

BbiNONHEHbI MOUCK M aHANN3 3apybekHOM U
oTeyecTBEHHOW nMTepaTypbl B 6ase gaHHbIx PubMed
no 3anpocy «recurrent varicocele» KacatenbHo gaH-
HbIX O YaCTOTEe, AIHATOMMUYECKOMN MPUYMHE N METOAAX
neyeHua peumamsa Bapukouene. lNposenéH aHanus
CCbI/IOK BO BK/IIOYEHHbIX UCTOYHMKAX A1 BblSBNEHMWA
[OMONHUTENIbHBIX NOTEHLMANBHO PEIeBAHTHbIX UC-
cnefoBaHUN.

YacToTa peuuamnBa npu pasinyHbIX
BapuaHTax neyeHun

PeTponepuToHeanbHasA BbICOKaA nepesAsKa no
Manomo nmeeT YacToTy peunansa B cpegHem 15%
(7 —-35%) [3, 4, 5, 6, 7], B TO Bpems KaK nocne na-
NMapoOCKOMMYECKOM onepauunm AaHHbIN NOKasaTelb
coctasnnet 4,3% (2,2 - 7,1%) [4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 15]. MNocne MakpOCKOMMUYECKUX onepaumn
NMaxoBbIM WM MOAMNAXOBbIM AOCTYNaMM YacToTa
peunanBa OCTAETCA AOCTATOYHO BbICOKOM 2,63%
(0 —37%) [6, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17], a npUMeHeHUe
MMUKPOXUPYPTUYECKOMN TEXHUKWN AAET CTaTUCTUYECKM
3Hauymmoe cHumkeHue go 1,05% (0—-3,57%) [3, 4, 5,
7,12, 13,14, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. K co-
YKaNeHUo, PeHTreH3HA0BaCKYAsPHble MeToAbl He
CHUXKAOT NPOLEHT peunamsa (ot 2 o 25% nocne
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ambosinsaumnm AsMYKoBom BeHbl) [6, 25, 26, 27, 28].
YunTbiBas 3TM AaHHbIE, MOXHO cAeNaTb BbiBOA,
YTO MPU MUKPOXMPYPFUYECKOM NAXOBOM UK NOA-
MaxoBOW BapMKOLLE/ISKTOMUM BbiiBNAETCA Gonee
HU3KMI NPOLEHT PeLuanBOB, KOTOPbIN 3aBUCUT OT
BO3MOXHOCTU BU3yaNn3aLUN U NEPEBA3KU BCEX
CeMEHHbIX BEH Npu bosbliom yseanyeHuu (3, 14].

AHaTomunueckue npeanocbisikn peunamsa

OcHOBbIBasiCb Ha pe3ynbTaTax MHTpaonepauu-
OHHOM pneborpadumn, B nccnegosaHnm Wishany
roBOPMUTCA, YTO BEHO3HbIM OTTOK OT IMYEK B OCHOB-
HOM onocpeaoBaH AMYKOBOM BEHOM, a TaKKe Ha-
PY*HOM NON0BOW, BEHON CEMABBIHOCALLLETO NPOTOKA
N KpemacTepHbIMW BEHaMK, NePeYncieHHbIMU B
nopaaKe ymeHbleHnA 3HaummocTtn [29]. Takxke
MMEIOTCS TPAHCCKPOTa/ibHble KOMMaTePanu 1 BEHbI
gubernaculum, oTBoAALIME KPOBb B CUCTEMY BHY-
TPeHHel NoaB340WHON BEHbl Yepe3 BEHO3HOoe
CnaeTeHne MOLLIOHKU. ITU COoCyAbl ABNAIOTCA KOM-
NMOHEHTAMM HAMpPaBASAIOLWLEN CBA3KM AMYKA (CBA3KK
MoHTepa, Gubernaculum testis), UrpatoLei BaxkHyo
PO/b NPW ONYLLLEHMM IUYKA B MOLLOHKY M ABNAOLWEN-
€ TOMOMIOTOM KPYI/bIX CBA3OK AMYHUKA U MATKK Y
KEHLLMH.

CoxpaHeHWe BEHO3HOro OTTOKa OT AnYeK nocne
nepeBA3KM ANYKOBOK BEHbI B NPOLLECCE BapuKoLe-
JISKTOMUM NpouncxoamnT bnarogapsa Konnatepansam.
Bapuaunmn B CTpOEHMM ANYKOBOM BEHbI NPWU NaTo-
JIOr0aHAaTOMUYECKUX UCC/Iel0BAaHUAX BbIABAAOTCA
[0CTaToOYHO YacTo. Knaccmyeckaa aHaTomuyeckas
KOHUrypaLmm BcTpeyaeTca cnpasa 'y 78%, a ciesa
—vy 79% nauuenTos [30, 31, 32].

B cBfi3M ¢ HanMuMem 60/1bLIOTO KONMYECTBa
AHAaTOMWYECKMX BAPMAHTOB CTPOEHUA CUCTEMbI
ANYKOBOM BEHbI, Dbl ONYB/IMKOBaHbI ABE NOXOXKNe
KnaccuduKkaumm Tunos Bapmkouene W. Bahren et
al. (tabn. 1, puc. 1A) [33] u R.R. Murray et al. (Tabn.
2, pvc. 1B) [34], ocHOBaHHble Ha AaHHbIX ¢pnebo-

rpadumn.
MpuunHbI peunamsa

MpUYMHbBI PELUUANBOB NOCAE BAPUKOLENIKTO-
MWM OKOHYATE/IbHO HEsICHbI. MeeTcAa cBA3b MeXay
NOBbILEHHbIM PUCKOM pPeLMAMBa C YBEINYEHUEM
BpeMeHM BEeHO3HOro pedtoKca B rpo3abeBuaHOM
cnneteHnn (> 4,5 c) [36] M bonee HU3KUM UHAEKCOM
maccbl Tena (MMT) (< 25 kr/m?) [37]. B KoropTHOM mc-
cnepgoBaHum (n =3042) aBTopamu bbina o6Hapy»KeHa
Koppenauusa mexay passuTmem peunamsa u Haau-
ymem aopTo-me3eHTepuanbHoro nuHueta. Y 20 na-
LMeHTOB Obln BbISBAEH peLMans nociae onepauumu,
npuyem 18 ns HUX UMeNn aoPTO-Me3EHTEPUANbHbIN
nuHueT [38]. OaHako Beaywmm GpakTopom cumnTaeTcs
BbIOOP XMPYPrUYECKOM TEXHUKN.
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Tabnuua 1. Knaccudumkauma tunos Bapukouene W. Bihren et al., 1983 [33]
Table 1. W. Bahren et al. (1983) classification of varicocele types [33]

Tunbl OnucaHue
Types  Description

0 OtcyTcTBME pednioKkca B ANYKOBON BeHe
No reflux in the v. testicularis
PedntoKc B 4UHCTBEHHOM AMYKOBOW BEHE
Reflux in a single v. testicularis
I PedtoKc B 1aBHOM CTBO/IE AMUYKOBOW BEHbI, UMEIOLLEN MHOMECTBEHHbIE KONTATEPA/IN K MOSCHUYHBIM UM NMOAB34O0LHbBIM
BEHAM, OKO/IONO3BOHOYHOMY BEHO3HOMY CM/IETEHUIO MW K HUMKHEN MO0 BEHE
Reflux in the main trunk of the v. testicularis, which has multiple collaterals to the lumbar or iliac veins, the paraspinal
venous plexus, or to the v. cava inf.
1} PedntoKc B yABOEHHOM AUYKOBOMN BEHE
Reflux in the double v. testicularis
\Y Pedntokc yepes BeHbl MOYEYHOM HOXKM MW KanCy bl NPY COCTOATENbHOM K/1anaHe MeXy NOYeYHOW U ANYKOBOW BeHaMM
Reflux through the veins of the kidney pedicle or capsule with a functional valve between the kidney and testicular veins
\Y PedntoKc B ANYKOBOM BeHe, BNaatoLiel B 406aBOUYHYHO (YABOEHHYH) NOYEUYHYHO BEHY
Reflux in the v. testicularis that flows into the accessory (doubled) v. renalis

Tabnuua 2. Knaccudumkauua tTunos sapukouene R.R. Murray et al., 1986 [34]
Table 2. R.R. Murray et al. (1986) classification of varicocele types [34]

Tunbl OnucaHune
Types  Description

R MoueyuHblii (2 1 4 no knaccudmraumm W.Bdhren et al.)

Renal (2 and 4 according to the W.Bdhren et al. classification)
S CKpoTanbHbii / Scrotal
P MNapannensHblii / Parallel

A — y[BO€eHMe Bbllle NoAB3AO0LWHOro rpebHA
doubling above the iliac crest

B — yaBoeHue mexay rpebHem noas3AoLWwHOM KOCTU 1 I06KOBOM KOCTbIO
doubling between the iliac crest and pubic bone

C — yABOEHMe B MAaXOBOM KaHane Waun Huxe
doubling in the inguinal canal or below

NV
WYY

P (high, A) P (mid, B) P (low, C)

b.

PucyHok 1. Knaccudukauma tunos Bapukouene [35]: A — cxemaTuyHoe nsobpaxkeHme knaccuoukaumm W. Bihren et al.;
B — cxemaTtnyHoe n3obpaxkeHue knaccuoukaumm R. Murray et al.
Figure 1. Classification of varicocele types [35]: A — Bahren et al. classification scheme; B — Murray et al. classification scheme
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PaHHWe uccneposaHua B.L. Coolsaet nokasanu,
YTO [10 TPETM BCEX MALMEHTOB C BapuKoLene umenm
pedoKC B 3KCTpadyHUKYNAPHbIE BEHbI (KpemacTep-
HaA, Hapy»KHaA Mo/I0BaA, BEHbl CEMABbLIHOCALLENO
npoTtokKa) [39]. BcneacTteume aToro 6b1710 BbICKa3aHo
NPeAnoN0XKeHME, YTO NPUYMHA PeLNAMBA 3aKI0Ya-
eTcA B AMAaTaumm 3TUX KoanaTepanei us cucTemol
NoAB340LWHON BEHbI U PA3BUTUM BapuKoLene no
BTOPOMY UN TPETbEMY FrEMOLNHAMUYECKMM TUMAM.

B KOHUe XX Beka onybnnKkoBaH pag uccaeno-
BaHWUI Ha Temy ¢neborpadum c nocneayowemn
ambonunsaumenn npu peunamse Bapukouene. Kak
OVArHOCTUYECKMN MeTof OHa MUCMosb3yeTca AnA
BM3yanM3aLMn BEHO3HOrO pycsia U AOCTUKEHMUA
JlydLWero NOHMMaHUA NPUYUHDBI peunansa. B atom
C/lyyae Yallle NpuMeHsAeTca aHTerpagHana dneborpa-
¢duA, KoTopasa He NoKasblBaeT pedtoKc, HO ¢ 6onb-
Wei BEpPOATHOCTbIO NO3BOAET BM3YannM3MpoBaTb
BCE BEHO3HbIE CTBOJ/Ibl M YAaCTUYHO ANYKOBYIO BEHY.

B 1999 roay 6blno onyb6/MKOBaHO MccaenoBa-
HMe, CTaBMBLUEE CBOEN 3ajayel [A0Ka3aTb POJb
3KCTPaPYHUKYNAPHBIX BEH B pELNAMBE BapuKoLene.
19 n3 73 npoonepmnpoBaHHbIX NALNUEHTOB UMeENn
peumans. C NOMOLLbIO peTporpasHon NoaB3aA0LL-
Hol pneborpadum nocse oA4HOKPATHOrO BBEAEHUSA
KOHTpacTa B /ieByt0 HepeHHYI0 BEHY aBTOpam He
yAaN0Cb 3aperncTpupoBatb pedtoKc B rposabe-
BUAHOE Chn/ieTeHne U3 CUCTeMbl NOAB3A0LWHOM
BEHbI AaXe Yy NALMEHTOB C peunamBom, 4to 6b110
NOATBEPKAEHO AAaHHBIMW YbTPA3BYKOBOIO MUCCe-
foBaHuA (Y3U) n paclumpeHHbIMM KpemacTepHbIMM
1 HApPYXHbIMM NOIOBbIMW BEHAMM MPU aHTErPaLHOM
¢dneborpacdum. Bce cnyyam peumamsa 6blam cBA3aHbI
C NPONyLWEHHbIMU BETBAMW ANYKOBOK BeHbl [40].
BblwecKaszaHHOe NO3BONAET CAeNaTb BbIBOA, YTO
peunamB BapuKoLese — 3T0 NaTo0rma, CBA3aHHanA
C aHAaTOMMUYECKMMM OCOBEHHOCTAMM ANYKOBOW BEHbI
N BbIBOPOM OnepaLMoOHHOM TaKTUKU. BeHO3HbIN
pedntoKc pa3BMBAETCA B AJIMHHbBIX NPAMbIX BEPTU-
KaJIbHbIX BEHaX, TAaKMX KaK BHYTPEHHAA AMYKOBanA
BEHAa MM 6onbluas NOAKOXKHasA BeHa. BeHbl Tasa
YacTo PACLUMPAIOTCA BCIEACTBUE Neperpy3Kkum B CBA3MU
C HECOCTOATE/IbHOCTbIO BHYTPEHHEN ANYKOBOWM BEHDbI.
OHW J0/IKHbI PACCMATPUBATLCA KaK LWYHTUPYIOLLME
BeHbl. [lepeBA3Ka nam ckneposnpoBaHme aPpPeKTnB-
Hbl NpU pedNtoKce, HO He B LWYHTUPYHOLMX BEHAX.
Mostomy LenecoobpasHOCTb NePEBA3KU KpemacTep-
HOM MAM HapPYXKHOW MONOBOM BEH HaxoAuTCA Nog
BOMPOCOM KaK Npu NepBUYHOM BapuKoLugese, Tak U
npw peunamse, No KpaHel mepe, 40 TEX MOP, NOKa
He NoJly4eHbl 0OBEKTMBHbIE AaHHble [41].

B 2008 roay 6bin10 onybAMKOBAHO peTpocneK-
TMBHOE ucciegoBaHue 17 naumeHToB, NepeHecwmnx
3HAO0BACKYNAPHYO 3Mb0AM3aUMIO MO NoBoAgy No-
C/1eonepaLnoHHOro peLmanea Bapurkouene. ABTopbl
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MPULIAK K BbIBOAY, YTO M3ObITOYHOE KOMYECTBO
KonnaTepanen ANYKOBOM BeHbl BOAN3M MAXOBOro
KaHa/sia, No-BUANMMOMY, ABAETCA NPUYMHOMN 60/b-
WKMHCTBA peunameos [35]. Moxoxkee nccnegoBaHue
2015 roga 6bi10 NpoBeAEHO Ha 33 MyXKYMHaX C
peunanBom BapuKoLese Nocne XMpypruyeckoro
BmewaTenbcTea. Mepen ambonunsaumen um bbina
BbiNnonHeHa dneborpadusa, v 66110 06HaAPYKEHO, YTO
y 60blINHCTBA NaumeHToB (66%) 6bina aHaToMMA
TMna 3 no Knaccuoumkauum W. Bahren et al. 1, uto
nocne ambonAn3aumm peunanBos He Habaoaanoch
B cpeaHem yepes 14 mecaues HabntogeHua [42].

PeunpmBHOe BapuKoLene MoxeT bbiTb acco-
LUMMPOBAHO C cMHApPOMOM Mbasa-TepHepa. OgHMM
M3 OCHOBHbIX KNMHUYECKUX MNPOABNEHUA AAHHOTO
CUHAPOMaA cnefyeT CYMTATb paHHee U CTOMKoe
nposB/eHME PELMANBUPYIOLLETO BapMKOLLE/e C Na-
TO300CNEPMUEN, a TAKIKE YCUSIEHNE U COXPaHEHME
601eBOro cMHAPOMA B 06/1aCTM MOLLOHKM, Tasa,
NeBOM HUXKHEN KOHEYHOCTH, @ TaK¥Ke C BOSMOXKHbIM
GOopMUpPOBAHNEM CEKCYASIbHOM ANCHYHKLINN.

B nccnepgosaHmm O.b. }KyKkoBa 1 COaBT. y4acTBO-
Banun 254 naumeHTa. M3 HUX peunams Obis BbiBAEH
y 31 (12,8 %) naumeHTa, c 0beunx ctopoH —y 16 (6,3
%). CuHapom Mas-TepHepa noaTeep:aéH y 8 (3,15
%) 60nbHbIX. ONTUMANbHOW Ne4yebHON TaKTUKOM
3TUX H6oNbHbIX ByAeT ABAATLCA BHYTpPUCOCYAMUCTOE
CTEHTMPOBaHWE NeBOWN NOAB3A0LWHON BEHbl Npu
BbIABAEHMM NONOKMNTENbHOIO rPaAMeHTa AaBNEHNUA
B Heli 6onee 10 MM PT. CT. NO CPAaBHEHMUIO C HUXKHEN
nosiov BeHow [43]. B uccneposanue A.A. Kanto 6b11m
BKAtoYeHbl 110 naumeHToB € 4BYCTOPOHHMM BapUKO-
uene, BAPMKO3HOM 6oNe3Hbio BEH OPraHOB Masioro
Tasa n cmHapomom Mesa-TepHepa. Y 39 B aHamHese
Obls1a BapuKoLEensKkTomua, 16 13 HMUx 6bin one-
pUpOBaHbl HEOAHOKpPATHO. Mo AaHHbIM MPT BeH,
a0pTOME3eHTepMabHAA KOMNPECCHA B COMETAHUM C
cuHagpomom Mesa-TepHepa bbina guarHocTMpoBaHa
y 32(29,1%) naumeHTOB. ABTOPbI OTMEYAIOT, YTO CO-
BPEMEHHbIN ANArHOCTUYECKUIM aNrOPUTM Y NaLueH-
TOB C BAPMKOLLE/Ie HE OPUEHTMPOBAH Ha BbIABNEHWE
cnHapoma Mes-TepHepa [44].

CyliecTByeT TaKkKe MHEHME, YTO B OCHOBE MaTo-
reHesa Kak «MepBMYHOro», Tak U peLmanBupyHoLLEro
BapuKoLene NeXUT Npexae BCero BPOXAEHHAnA
HECOCTOATE/IbHOCTb CTEHOK BEH W MX K/lanaHHOro
annapaTa, KoTopaa HOCUT FreHEeTUYECKN AeTepMMU-
HUPOBAHHbIW XapaKTep M CBA3aHa C CUHAPOMOM
HeandpdepeHUMPOBAHHOM ANCNAA3UN COEANHUN-
TeNbHOW TKaHu [45].

HO.A. KpaBLOBbIM M COaBT. NpoBeAeHo obcne-
[oBaHWe 32 MauMeHTOB C peunamBUpyOWMM Ba-
pukouene. Y Bcex NauMeHToB OblM BbIABNEHbI OT
7 v bonee npusHakoB HeandbdepeHUMPOBaAHHOMN
AMCNNasnm coegmMHUTEIbHOM TKaHW. Y NauneHToB
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Cc HeandpdepeHLUMpPoBaHHOM AMCNIa3nen coegmnHu-
TeNIbHOM TKaHW ¢nebonaTtns nepexoauT B CTaAMIO
HeobpPaTUMBbIX U3SMEHEHWN I BEHO3HOW CTEHKM CO 3Ha-
YUTENbHbBIM U CTOMKUM pacLUMpeHMeM NPOCBETA BEH
N030BMAHOTO CnaeTeHUs. Y NaLMEeHTOB C CUHAPOMOM
aucnnasnu coeanHUTeNbHOW TKaHK U LIl ctagmei
BapMKoLEeNe, a TaKKe Npu peLmnanBmpoBaHnm Bapu-
KO3a CEeMEeHHOr0 KaHaTMKa aBTOPbl PEKOMEHA,0BaNN
NPOBOAUTL MUKPOXUPYPTUYECKYIO Pe3eKLUto BEH
pacCLUMPEHHOrO SI030BUAHOrO CN/IETEHMA MO TUMNY
onepauumn Mapmapa-fonbawTeinHa [46].

JNleueHue peunpgmea BapuKkouene

HeobxoamMmo yuynTbiBaTb, YTO BO3MOXKHA U3-
6bITOYHAA AMArHOCTUKa peunansa. bonblWMHCTBO
naumMeHToB (61%) MmetoT KAMHMYecKyto 1 cTeneHb
BapuKoOLLeNe U OTCYTCTBME M3MEHEHWUI B CNepmMo-
rpamme Mocne XMpypruyeckoro nedyeHns u easa
JI X MOXKHO OTHECTM K NaLMeHTaM C peLnamBom.
Kpome Toro, npu Y3U yacto obHapyunBaetcs Ba-
pukouene B 340poBoi nonynauumn (42%) [47], uto
CBUAETENIbCTBYET O BbICOKOM YacTOTe JIOXKHOMO/O-
UTENbHbIX Pe3yabTaToB M MOAHUMAET BOMNPOC O
KAMHMYECKOM 3HaUMMOCTK pedtoKca, 0bHapyKu-
BAaeMOro TO/IbKO Mo AaHHbIM Y3U.

B HacTosiLee Bpema HET MCYePNbIBAOWMX AaH-
HbIX MO ONTMMANbHOMY JIEYUEHUIO peLmanBa Bapu-
Kouene. BoNbWNHCTBO MCCAeA0BaHUI Ha 3Ty Temy
— peTpoCneKTUBHbIE, C HEBO/bLUONM reTeporeHHoM
nonynsauunen.

B HepaBHem nccnegoBaHun T.Z. Yan et al. noka-
3311, YTO NPU BbINOJHEHUM TPAHCYMOUAMKANbHOM
OZLHONOPTOBOM NaNapPOCKONMYECKO BAaPUKOLLENIK-
TOMMUK Bpema onepaummn u o6bEm KpoBonoTepH, a
TAKMKe YacToTa OC/IOKHEHUIM CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMO
HUXKe B CPaBHEHWUU C APYTMMW METOAMKAMM, YTO,
OZlHAKO, HEe HAXOAMUT OTPaAXKEHUA B pe3y/bTaTax Ha-
cTynneHua 6epemeHHocTH [48].

E.D. Grober et al. nokasanu pe3synbtaTbl noana-
XOBOW BapMKOLENIKTOMUK Y 54 naumneHToB C peuu-
OMBOM. ABTOPbI ONMMCANN CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUYMMOE
yBe/NIMYeHne ypoBHA TeCTOCTEPOHA M 06BbEMA ANYKA
nocne onepauunn. Kpome T0ro, nocne onepaumm
6b1710 BbIABNEHO YAy4YlLEHWE MOKa3aTenemn KoHUEeH-
TpaLMKn CNepmaTo3omaoB U NPoLEHTa NOABUMKHbBIX
dopm. CpeaHsA YacToTa HacTynaeHua bepemen-
HocTh 40% c nepuogom HabnwgeHusa 24 Hepenu
(ectecTBeHHOEe onnogoTBOpEHME —23%, BHYTpMMA-
TOYHasA MHcemmHauma — 9%, IKO / UKCU —9%) [49].

B nocnegHem nccnegosaHumn S. Madjar et al.
Oonucann pesynbTaTbl nevyeHUA 23 nauneHToB C
KAMHUYECKMM peunamBom. Bcem 6bina BbiNoSHEHA
BapMKOLLE/ISKTOMMA NOANaxoBbiM AOCTyNom 6e3
NCNONb30BaHMA MUKPOXMUPYPTUYECKON TEXHUKN.
B TeueHue roga HabntogeHUA nocae NOBTOPHO-
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ro onepaTMBHOIO BMeLaTeNbCTBa peunanBa He
HabnaanoCh, B TO Bpema Kaky 19 n3 23 naumeHToB
(82,6%) 6bIN0 OTMEUYEHO yay4lleHne napameTpoB
aAkynaTa [50].

HecmoTps Ha To, 4TO 3HA0BACKYNAPHbIE METOAbI
6onee 3aTPaTHbI, YeM OTKPbITas BAPUKOLLEIIKTOMMUA,
HECOMHEHHbIM MJIFOCOM AABJIAETCA BO3MOXHOCTb
BM3yann3auum CocygmcToro pycna u ceNekTuBHan
ambonm3auma cocyaos.

G. Mazzoni et al. Ha3bIBAlOT aHTErpagHYO CKae-
poTepanuio MeToA0M Bbibopa B Nie4eHUn peuuamBa.
B 53 cnyyasx u3 55 6b110 4OCTUTHYTO yay4ylleHue
bepTUABbHOCTN C MMHUMAJIbHBIM NEPUOAOM Habto-
AeHus B WecTb mecaues [51]. B apyrom nccnenosa-
Hum J. Kim et al. onvcanu pesynbratbl ambosiM3aLmm
28 nauneHTOB C peLmanBOM Noc/ie anapocKonuye-
CKOW, peTponepmnTOHeanbHOM UM NaxoBOM onepa-
UMn. IMbB0oNM3aLMA Bbla TEXHUYECKM OCYLLLECTBMMA
y 26 naymeHToB, O4AMH M3 KOTOPbIX OTKa3aaca oT
AanbHelwero HabnwgeHus. U3 octaswmnxcs 25
naymeHToB 80% Mmenn NosHoOe paspeLleHne npu
dusmkanbHoMm ocmoTpe, 16% nmenm YacTuyHble
ynydwenue, 4% He UMenu yiyyleHna npyu megmaHe
HabnogeHua 195 anen [52].

B cuctematmueckuin 063op 2019 roga 6bino
BKAOYEHO 21 nccnepoBaHue ANA CpaBHeHUA
YNIyULIEHUA NapamMeTpoB CepMOrpammbl, YacToTbl
CNOHTaHHOW GepPeMEHHOCTM U OCNOXKHEHWUIN Noc/e
leyeHuna peumamnMBHOIo BapmKouene.

B cpegHem yacToTa HacTynieHns 6epeMeHHOCTH
6blna Bbille y XMpyprudecknx metonos (44,3%) no
CpaBHEHUIO C SHA0BACKYAAPHbIMU BMeELLATENb-
ctBamu (17,9%). TaK:Ke ynydlweHMs napameTpos
cnepmorpammsl yaanocb Aoctuyb B 77,5% cnyvaes
Npu XMPYpPruyeckom sieyeHum u B 62,5% npu sHgo-
BaCKy/ApHOM. YacToTa peuunansa Nocae OTKPbITbIX
onepauuni coctasuna 3,8%, 17,6% nocne nanapo-
cKkonumyeckon xupyprum u 3,3% nocne aHLOBACKY-
NAPHOro neveHuns. ATpodus anyka BbiasaeHa B 2,9%
CNy4aeB Nocsie NanapoCKONUYECKON XMPYpPruu, B
TO BpemMA KaK Npu OTKPbITbIX MeTogax 4acTtoTa Co-
ctasuna 0,3% [53].

MporHocTuueckne ¢paKTopbl ycnexa neyeHus

B uccneposarun O. Ozkaptan et al. 6b110 npo-
AEMOHCTPUPOBAHO, YTO MHTPAoNepauMoHHoe
MCNO/Ib30BaHME AONNEPOMETPUMN CTATUCTUYECKM
3HAYMMO YMEHbLUAeT Bpems ornepaLumn npu ysenu-
YeHMM KONIMYEeCTBA NepeBA3aHHbIX BEH, Npeaynpe-
XOAeT NOBPEXAEHME ANYKOBOW apTepUn Kak npu
NepBUYHOM NEYEHWUM, TaK U NPU PELMAMNBE, A TAKKe
KOppennpyeT C yaydlleHnem cnepmorpammbl [54].

B KauyecTBe NPOrHOCTUYECKUX PaKTOPOB ycneLwl-
Horo nieyeHnAa S.S. Chen et al. Ha3biBatoT 6onee HU3-
KWt ypoBeHb GONNMKYNOCTUMYINPYIOLLLETO FOPMOHA
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1 MUKOBOW CKOPOCTH peditoKca, bonee anmtenbHoe
Bpemsa [o peungmea, 6onbluee KOANYECTBO IUFUPO-
BAHHbIX BEH BO BPEMS NOBTOPHOM BAaPUKOLLENIKTO-
MUK 1 Bonblunii 0b6bem andka [55].

S. Cayan u E. Akbay cpaBHMBanu rpynnbl Habnto-
Aenua (n = 97) n NOBTOPHO ONEPUPOBAHHbIX NALLU-
eHToB (n = 120). BblNo 06HapPYKEHO 3HAYMMOE MO-
BblLLEHME KOIMYeCTBa NOABMKHbIX CTepMaTo301a0B
c20,93+2,75 0o 45,54 £ 6,28 MUNNNOHOB, YPOBHA
TectocTepoHa B cpeaHem Ha 1,36 Hr/ma B rpynne
NOBTOPHO OMEPUPOBAHHbIX NauneHToB, 52.5%
nap gocturnm bepemeHHocTU. B rpynne Habnto-
OEHUA KOIMYECTBO NOABUXKHbIX CNepMaTo30M40B
CHM3mnocb ¢ 16,62 + 2,75 po 15,6 + 2,81, ypoBeHb
TECTOCTepOoHa CHU3W/CA B cpeaHem Ha 0,23 Hr/ma,
a YacToTa HacTynjeHua 6epemeHHOCTM COCTaBMNA
39,2%. B rpynne nevyeHua B 60,3% cnyyaes Obian
NCMONb30BaHbI BCMIOMOraTe/IbHble PenpPoayKTUBHbIE
TEXHO/IOTMK, B TO BPEMSA KaK B rpynne HabaoaeHma
310 notpeboBanockb ana 84,2% nap [56]. MoxHo
cAenaTb BbIBOA, YTO XMPYPrUYECKOe ieHeHne peum-
OMBa BapuKouene AaeT 3HAYMMOE NPEUMYLLECTBO
B yAyyweHun GepTUAbHOCTU NO CPABHEHUIO C Ha-
6at04eHMeM AaHHbIX NALMEHTOB.

3aknoueHue

OCHOBbIBAACb Ha BbIWEN3NOMKEHHbIX AAHHbIX,
MOHO cZienaTb BblBOA, YTO [MaBHasA NpUYNHA pe-
UMaMBa BapuKoLene — Ha/inume Hernepesa3aHHbIX
BETBEM AMYKOBOM BEHbI MPU NEPBUYHOM SIEYEHUM.
Peuunans BO3MOXKEH BBMAY HAINMYMA KPEMACTEPHbIX
BEH, BEH CEMABbIHOCALLErO NPOTOKA, TPAHCCKPO-
Ta/IbHbIX BETBEW WM/IM BEH HAMpPaBAAOLWEN CBA3KK
AWYKa, OA4HAKO NocneaHne UccnefoBaHUA He Moa-
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AEPKMBAIOT POSIN 3TUX BEH Y BO/bLUMHCTBA NaUMEH-
TOB. MHOKeCTBO BETBEW OTXOAAT Ha YPOBHE NMaxoBo-
ro KaHana, YTo 06 bACHAET, MoYeMy NPu NoANaXOBOM
[0CTyne camasn HU3Kas YacToTa peuunamBoB.

Peumans nocne peTponepuToHeanbHbIX M na-
XOBbIX OMepaLmii YacTo 06bACHAETCA HECNOCOOHO-
CTblO IMTMPOBATb BCE BETBU AMUYKOBOM BEHbI. B 3TUX
CUTyaumAx onepaumelt Bblbopa A0MKHA ABAATLCA
MMKPOXMPYpPruyeckan noanaxoBas BapUKOLLENIK-
TOMMUA KaK MeTog,, N03BONAIOWMIA Hanbonee TOYHO
NOEHTUOULMPOBATL BCE KOMNATEPAIU U UMEIOLLMNIA
HaMMeHbLUNIN NPOLEHT peLymanBOB.

Mpu peunamnse Nocae MUKPOXMPYPrUYEeCcKon Ba-
PUKOLENIKTOMMM U3 NOAMNAXOBOro AOCTYNa NPUYMHA
KpOeTcsA B TEXHUYECKMX NOTPELUHOCTAX MW B BEHAX
HanpaBAAOLWEN CBA3KM ANYKA U TPAHCCKPOTAIbHbIX
KonnaTepansx, a NOBTOPHOE neyeHue byaeT conps-
YKEHO C HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO ONEPUPOBATL B USMEHEH-
HbIX TKaHAX. B 3TOM CUTyaLUmM MOXKHO NPUBErHyTb K
WMHTpaonepaLmMoHHOM aHTerpagHon dpneborpadum,
AOMNNEePOMETPUN UM PEKOMEHAO0BATL HA0BACKY-
NAPHOE NneYyeHue.

OcHoBHas npobaema B U3y4eHUU NPUYNH peuu-
OVMBa BapuKouene — KpaliHe Hebonbline BbIBOPKK
MauMeHTOB, He NO3BOAIAOLLME AeNaTb OO BEKTUBHbIE
BbIBOZDbI.

Ha AaHHbI MOMEHT OTCYTCTBYET YETKUIN anro-
pUTM HabntoaeHMA NaLMEHTOB NOC/e NepPBUYHOrO
NeyeHus. Bonpoc sTMoNorMm n Kputepmes peLuamnsa
TaK)Ke OCTAETCA OTKPbITbIM. HeobXxoanMbl KpynHble
NPOCNEKTUBHbIE UCCIeA0BAHMA A1 IyYLIEro NoHu-
MaHUA NPUYKH peuunamBa, pa3paboTkM AnarHocTu-
YeCKMX CTaHAAPTOB, a TaKKe Bblbopa ONTUMANbHOIO
MeToZa NeYeHuns.
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