C.B. KoToB, P.W. T'ycnaHos, A.T. HOcydos
BANAHWE ADHERENT PERINEPHRIC FAT HA PE3Y/IbTATbI
OPTAHOCOXPAHAIOLLErO NEYEHWA MOYEYHO-KNETOYHOTO PAKA

OPUTWNHANBHBIE
CTATbW

Y/1K 616.61-006.6-08
https://doi.org/10.21886/2308-6424-2023-11-2-47-55

BnuaHue adherent perinephric fat Ha pe3ynbTaThl
opraHocoxpaHsloLlero sie4yeHUs NnovyeyHo-K/1eTo4YHoro paka

© Ceprein B. KotoB " 23, PeHaT WU. l'ycnaHoB "% 3, AHBap . OcydoB '3,
AnekcaHgp A. HemeHoB "4, ApTém A. MaHL0B'

' POCCMINCKMIA HAUMOHANbHBIV NCCef0oBaTeIbCKNi MeANLMHCKNIA yHBepcuTeT nm. H. U. NMuporoea [Mocksa, Poccuns]
2 Topoackas kKnnHundeckas 6onbHuLa Nel um. H. . NMuporosa [MockBa, Poccus]

3 MOCKOBCKMIA MHOrONPOPUIbHbLIA KINHMYeCKni LeHTp «KoMMyHapka» [MockBsa, Poccus]

4 Topoackas knnHn4yeckas 6onbHunua nm. C. C. KOgmHa [MockBsa, Poccusa]

AHHOTaUMA

BeepgeHwme. C Le/bio onpejeneHnst rpPamMoTHOM XMPYPrimveckor TakTUkM 1 6onee TOUHOro NPOrHO3MPOBAaHUS UH-
TpaonepaLmMoHHbIX NoKa3aTtenein paspaboTaHbl HeppomeTpuyeckme LKanbl, y4UTbIBaoLLE 0COBEHHOCTM OMNyX0onu
noukun. B To e Bpems cyLLecTByeT HEOBXOAMMOCTb OLIeHKN COCTOsSIHME napaHedpanbHOM XNUPOBOW KneTyaTKu.
LLikana Mayo Adhesive Probability (MAP) HanpaBneHa Ha BbisiBneHue adherent perinephric fat (APF) nam «cnoxHori»
napaHeppanbHOM XMPOBO KNeTYaTKM Ha npeAonepaLoHHOM 3Tane.

Lienb nccneposanus. OueHntb BansHMe APF Ha MHTpaonepaumoHHble U GyHKLMOHaNbHbIe pe3ynbTaThl y nauu-
€HTOB C NoYeYHOo-K/1eToUYHbIM pakoM ([KP), koTopbiM NpoBeseHa lanapockonuyeckas pesekums noyku (Pri).
MaTepuansl U meToAbl. B iccnegosaHve BkitoveHo 118 naumeHToB ¢ 1okann3oBaHHbIM [KP, KOTOpbIM BbIMoHeHa
nanapockonuyeckas Pl. Ha goonepauvoHHoM 3Tane no pesynstatam MCKT ¢ KOHTpacTupoBaHveM nponsseseHa
oLeHKa Hannuma APF ¢ nomoLsto Wwkansi MAP. Mpuy 3TOM Npon3BOAMAN N3MepeHMe TOLLMHBI 3aAHeiln napaHed-
panbHO XNPOBOW KNeTUaTKN 1 OLeHKY CTeneHn eé CKpyYeHHOCTW. B pesynbTaTte naumeHTsl 6bian pa3buTsl Ha ABe
rpynnel: rpynna 1 (34 nayneHta) — MAP 0 - 2 6anna (otcytcteBune APF) v rpynna 2 (84 naumeHTta) — MAP 3 - 5 6annos
(Hannune APF). B kaxxaoi 13 rpynn npov3BeseHa oLeHKa cneyroLlmx nokasaTesnen: Bo3pacT, MHAEKC Macchl Tena,
CKOPOCTb KNy6ouKoBOV GUAbLTPaLMK, CTaana onyxonum no knaccupukaumm TNM, 6anibl HeppoMeTpum No cnucteme
R.E.NN.A.L

PesynbTaTtbl. MegmnaHa NpoAo/KUTENBHOCT onepaumn Ans naumeHTos rpynnbl 1 coctasuna 115,0 [92,5; 142,5]
MUH, Ansa rpynnel 2 — 130,0 [101,3; 180,0] MrH. MeAnaHa BpeMeHu TenoBoM UemMumn y naumeHTos rpynnsl 1 co-
craBuna 15 [0; 20] MuH, a y rpynnbl 2 — 12 [0; 18] MuH. MNokasaTenb MejnaHbl 06bEMa KpoBOMOTepy B rpynnax
coctasun 50 [15; 100] n 50 [0; 100] mn cooTBeTCTBEHHO. CpeaHee 3HaueHe CKP Ha nepBble CyTKW Mnoc/e onepauum
coctasuna B rpynne 1 — 63,34 + 18,40 ma/mMunH/1,73 M?%, B rpynne 2 — 55,09 + 16,01 ma/muH/1,73 m2. BekpbiTue
YalleYyHOo-I0XaHO4YHOW cucTeMbl oTMeudeHo Y 8 (23,53%) ny 23 (27,38%) naumeHToB B rpynnax 1 n 2, CooTBETCTBEHHO.
MonoXNTENbHBIV XMPYPrnyecknii kpai bbin BeiiBAeH Y OAHOMO NaumneHTa B rpynne 1 ny Asyx — B rpynne 2. PaHHne
nocseonepaLmoHHble OCJIOXHEHMA B rpynne 1 oTMeyeHbl y 4 naumeHTos, a B rpynne 2 —y 15.

3akntoveHmne. Hannune APF 1 cTeneHb eé BbIpaXXeHHOCTU MOXET bbITb 3G PeKTMBHO OLleHeHa C MOMOLLLIO LLKabI
MAP, KoTopas aBAseTcs MHoOroobeLlarLLen, HO OHa OrpaHNYeHa ToNbLKO NporHosnpoBaHvem APF 6e3 koppenaum-
OHHOW 3aBMCMMOCTM OT HePpPOMETPUUECKUX LLKAA, OLIeHVBAOLLNX aHaTOMUYecKe napameTpbl onyxonun. OgHako
BOMPOC pa3paboTku eauHON CUCTEMbI OLIeHKW, BKAtoYatoLleid APF 1 MmoppomeTpuio noyek, B HacTosiLLiee Bpems
OCTaéTCs OTKPbITbIM, TakXe onpegeneHne APF no-npexHemy cybbekTUBHO 1 TpebyeT 06 beKTMBHOMo aHanmsa Anis
nosy4veHns 6onee TOYHbIX pe3ynbTaToB.

KnroueBble c/10Ba: MOYEYHO-KNETOUHLIN pak; OMyxX0/ib MOYKY; NanapocKonuyeckas pe3ekums nouku;
Mayo Adhesive Probability score [oueHka BeposiTHOCTM agresuun no Mayol; adherent perinephric fat
[cnaeyHas XupoBasa KnetyaTtkal
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Abstract

Introduction. Nephrometric scales have been developed to determine the appropriate surgical tactics and to predict
intraoperative values more accurately, considering the characteristics of the renal tumour. However, there is a need
to assess the perinephric fat. The Mayo Adhesive Probability (MAP) scale aims to identify adherent perinephric fat
(APF) or 'complex' paranephric fat preoperatively.

Objective. To evaluate the effect of APF on intraoperative and functional outcomes of patients with renal cell cancer
(RCC) who underwent laparoscopic partial nephrectomy.

Materials & methods. We analysed 118 patients with localised RCC who underwent laparoscopic partial nephrectomy.
At the preoperative stage, according to the results of contract-enhanced msCT, the presence of APF was assessed
using the MAP scale. At the same time, the thickness of the posterior perinephric fat was measured and the grade
of its twisting was assessed. As a result, the patients were divided into two groups: group 1 MAP 0 - 2 pts (no APF)
34 patients and group 2 MAP 3 - 5 pts (presence of APF) 84 patients. In each group, the following indicators were
assessed: stage according to the TNM classification, mean age and BMI, average nephrometry score according to
the R.E.N.A.L. system, glomerular filtration rate (GFR).

Results. The median surgery time for group 1 patients was 115.0 [92.5; 142.5] min, for group 2 — 130.0 [101.3;
180.0] min. The median warm ischemia time in patients in group 1 was 15 [0; 20] min, in group 2 — 12 [0; 18] min.
The median blood loss in the groups 1 and 2 was 50 [15; 100] and 50 [0; 100] ml, respectively. The mean GFR on
the first day after surgery was 63.34 + 18.40 ml/min/1.73 m?in group 1 and 55.09 + 16.01 mI/min/1.73 m? in group
2. Openings of the pyelocalyceal system were observed in 8 (23.53%) and 23 (27.38%) patients in groups 1 and 2,
respectively. A positive surgical margin was detected one patient in group 1 and two in group 2. Early postoperative
complications in group 1 were four patients and group 2 — 15 patients.

Conclusion. The presence of APF and its severity can be effectively assessed using the MAP score, which is promising,
but is limited only to the prognostic of APF without correlation with nephrometric scales that assess tumour
anatomy parameters. However, the issue of developing a unified assessment system that includes APF and kidney
morphometry is currently open, and the definition of APF is still subjective and requires an objective analysis to
obtain more accurate outcomes.

Keywords: renal cell cancer; kidney tumour; laparoscopic partial nephrectomy; Mayo Adhesive Probability
score; adherent perinephric fat
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BBegeHue

YactoTa cny4yariHOW ANArHOCTUKWN OMyXo-
Nen MoYkn 3a NocnefHne fecaTuNeTns Bos-
poc/ia B pa3bl B CBA3M € 60/1bLLOI pacnpocTpa-
HEHHOCTbLIO UCMO/b30BAHNA COBPEMEHHbIX
MeToZoB BM3yanusauuu [1]. OgHoBpeMeHHO
pe3sekums noukm (PM) ctana BapmaHToM BbI6O-
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pa npv 06pa3oBaHUAX HE6ONbLUVIX Pa3MepOB.
C yenbto onpegeneHns rpaMoOTHOW XUPYpP-
rMYeckomnm TakTUKM 1 6onee TOUYHOM OLEeHKWN
MHTpaonepaLMOoHHbIX NoKa3laTtener bbiin pas-
paboTaHbl HeppomeTpuyeckme LKasbl, yyu-
TbiBatOLLMEe KOHKPEeTHble 0COBeHHOCTM caMo
onyxonu [2].
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PucyHok 1. MeTog oueHKM ToNWMHbI napaHed-
PanbHOW XMPOBO KNeTyaTku Ha ypoBHe noyeuy-
HOW BeHbl. P — 3agHWiN (MCNOoNb3yeMblii B LLKane
OLEeHKMN BepoATHOCTU agresnm no Mayo) L — na-
TepasbHbIi, RV — noyeyHas BeHa [8]

Figure 1. Method for determining perinephric

fat measurements at the level of the renal vein.

P — posterior (modality used in Mayo Adhesive
Probability score), L — lateral, RV — renal vein [8]

B HacTosiLee BpeMs 13BeCTHO 28 Hedpo-
MeTpUYeCcKMX LLIKaa pa3Horo NokoaeHus, oa-
HaKO MPOrHO3npoBaHMe KOHKPETHbIX NCXO40B
He NPeBOCXOAMUT NoKasaTenn CUCTEM NepBo-
ro nokosneHuma (R.E.N.A.L., PADUA), a Takxe
C-index, koTopble MOAHOCTLI KOppPennpoBa-
Hbl C OCHOBHbIMU MHTPaonepaumoHHbIMU Mo-
KasaTensamu npu PI1[3, 4].

C.B. KoToB, P.W. T'ycnaHos, A.T. HOcydos
BANAHWE ADHERENT PERINEPHRIC FAT HA PE3Y/IbTATbI

OPTAHOCOXPAHAKOLLIEFO JNIEYEHMA MOYEYHO-K/IETOHYHOIO PAKA

B TO e BpeMs HeyUTEéHHbIMUW OCTarTCA
cneunduryeckme nokasatenu naumeHTa, 4Yto
CHMXaeT NPOrHOCTUYECKNI YPOBEHb 3HAYN-
MOCTW 3TUX LLKan. Heobxoanmmo Takxe oLe-
HMBAaTb COCTOAHME NapaHedpanbHOW XNpPo-
BOW K/JleT4aTKu 1 XapakTep eé n3MeHeHUNn
NN «TOKCUYHOCTU» AN KAXKAOro KOHKpeT-
Horo naumeHTa [5, 6]. LUkana Mayo Adhesive
Probability (MAP) kak pa3 HanpaBneHa Ha Bbl-
saneHve adherent perinephric fat (APF) nan
«CJIOXKHOVI» NapaHeppasibHOM XXMPOBOW KneT-
4yaTKM eLLé Ha npejorepayrioHHoM 3Tane [7].

ABTOpbI WKanbl MAP npeanoxunmn mc-
nonb3oBaHuMe ABYX KpuTepues. [epBbiM 13
KOTOPbIX ABASIETCHA OLLeHKa TONLVHbI 3aHel
napaHedpanbHOM XMPOBOW KneTyaTKy Kak
NPAMOW NMHUW K3a4M OT MOYEYHOIW Kancynbl
[10 3aiHe BPIOLLHON CTEHKN Ha YPOBHe 60/1b-
LIero ceyeHMs NoYeyHom BeHbl. B 3aBucnmo-
CTV OT N3MEPEHHOT0 PacCTOAHUS NpUCBanBa-
eTcs 6annbl o1 0 go 2: 0 6annos cooTBeTCTBYET
TONWMHe 3aHel napaHedpanbHOM XNPOBOK
knetyatkm < 1,0 cm; 1 6ann — 1,0 - 1,9 cm;
2 6anna — > 2 cm (puc. 1). Takxe oueHMBaeT-
CA CKpy4YMBaHMeE OKOJIONOYEYHOW XMPOBOW
KneTyaTKn. bannbl NnprucBanBaroTCs cneayto-
WM obpasom: 0 bannos — 6e3 ckpyumBaHUA
(Tvn 0); 2 6banna — TOHKOeE, Noxoxee Ha 060-
[OK ckpyumBaHue (tun 1), 3 6anna — gnddys-
HOe, C TONCTbIMW N0/I0CaMU CUSIbHOE CKPYY K-
BaHue (Tnn 2) (puc. 2). bannbl cymmmnpyrotcs

PucyHok 2. Knaccndukaums cteneHn ckpyyeHHOCTV napaHePpanbHOV XXMPOBO kneTuaTtku. (A) Het
ckpyumBaHug (Tun 0): 0 6anno.. NapaHedpanbHas XMpoBas KneTyaTka 6e3 ckpyymsaHms. Ha JaHHOM
N306paxeHnn KOMMNbIOTEPHON TOMOrpadum TKaHb, OKpYXaroLas MoYky, MOSHOCTBIO YEpHas.

(B) YmepeHHoOe / cpefHee ckpy4dunBaHue (Tun 1): 2 6anna. B napaHedpanbHOV XNMPOBO KneTyaTke
NPUCYTCTBYIOT HEOObLLOE KOJIMYECTBO MOJIOC CKPYUYMBAaHWS, HE3HAaYNTeIbHOM TONLWMHBI, 6e3 Npu-
3HakoB BocnaneHwust. (C) CnnbHoe ckpyumBaHue (Tvn 2): 3 6anna. Ha nsobpaxeHum BUAHO CKpy4dLBa-
HVe 3HAUNTENIbHOW TOLLMHbLI C MPU3HaKaMu BocnaneHus [8]

Figure 2. Grading of perinephric fat stranding. (A) None: 0 points. The perinephric fat demonstrates no stranding.
On this CT scan, the tissue surrounding the kidney is completely black. (B) Moderate / intermediate stranding (type
1): 2 pts. The perinephric fat has some image-dense stranding present but no thick bars of inflammation. (C) Severe
stranding (type 2): 3 pts. CT scan shows stranding of considerable thickness with signs of inflammation [8]
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n B pesynbtaTte 0 - 2 6anna pacueHVBatoTCA
Kak oTcyTcTBum APF, 3 - 5 6annoB TpakTytoTcs
KaK Hannyve y naumeHTa APF [8].

Llenb nccneposanus. OueHUTb BAUSIHNME
adherent perinephric fat Ha nHTpaonepaun-
OHHble U PYHKLIMOHAaNbHbIe pe3ynbTaTthbl y Na-
LMEeHTOB C NoYeYHO-K1eToUHbIM pakom (MKP),
KOTOpbIM NpoBejeHa nanapockonunyeckas Prl.

MaTepuanbl n meToAabl

B YHMBepcUTETCKOW KANHVKE YPONorum
PHUMY um. H. W. MNMunporoea Ha 6a3e lep-
BOW pagckon 6onbHULBI M. H. U. Tnporosa
c 2016 roga no ma 2022 roga NnpoBesEH aHa-
N3 nauveHTos c NKP, koTopbIM BbiNo/HEHA
nanapockonuyeckas PI1. Kpntepramm Bkato-
YeHWA ABUINCH C/iefyoLLie nokKasaTesnn: /io-
KanusoBaHHbIN MKP, paamep onyxonn <10 cm
(knnHnyeckasa ctaama cT1aNOMO, cTTbNOMO
1 cT2aNOMO). M3 oTob6paHHOM rpynnbl 6bln
WCK/TFOYEeHbl MauneHTbl C HeJ0CTaTOUYHbIMU
npegonepaurioHHbIMWY XapakTepucTnkamm
onyxonu. B nccnegosaHve BkaroveHo 118 na-
LMEHTOB.

Ha npeaonepayMoHHOM 3Tane BbIMOJ-
HAMN MY/IBTUCAINPAJIbBHYO KOMMBIOTEPHYHO
Tomorpaduto (MCKT) ¢ BHYyTPUBEHHbBIM KOH-
TpacTnpoBaHMeM, No pesynbTaTamMm KOTOPOK
6blN10 NpOV3BeLEeHO n3MepeHe TOJLWVHbI
3aHelVi napaHedpanbHOWM XUPOBOW KneTyart-
KU (puc. 3), a Takxe nNpon3BejeHa oLeHKa cTe-
NneHy eé CKpyyYeHHoCTU (puc. 4).

PucyHok 3. OueHKa TONLWNHbBI 3aHel napaHed-
PanbHOW XMPOBO KNeTyaTKu Ha ypoBHe rnoyeuy-
HOW BeHbl. P — 3agHuni, RV — noyeyHas BeHa,

P = 16,6 MM, uTO cooTBeTcTBYET 1 banny

Figure 3. Determining the posterior perinephric

fat measurement at the level of the renal vein.

P — posterior, RV — renal vein, P = 16.6 mm, which
correspond to 1 pts
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PucyHok 4. OLeHKa CTeneHn cKkpyyYeHHOCTH
napaHeppanbHOV XMPOBOW KneTyaTkn. YMepeH-
Hoe / cpefHee ckpyuynBaHue (Tun 1): 2 6anna
Figure 4. Determining of perinephric fat stranding.
Moderate / intermediate (type 1): 2 pts

Mo pesynsTataM N3MepeHnii BCce NayneH-
Tbl pacrnpegeneHbl Ha ABe rpynnbl Mo wkane
MAP: rpynna 1 (34 nauyneHTta) — MAP 0 - 2 (OT-
cytctere APF) v rpynna 2 (84 nauyneHTa) —
MAP 3 - 5 (Hannuwne APF). B kaxgoi 13 rpynn
nponsBeseHa oLeHKa ciefyoLmx nokasaTe-
newi: cpefHNIA BO3PAacCT, CpefHUIA nokasaTesb
nHaekca maccol Tena (MMT), ctagmsa no knaccu-
dukaymm TNM, cpegHuin 6ann HebpomeTpum
no cucreme R.E.N.A.L. Takxxe npoBesEH aHann3
CKOpPOCTN KNyb6oukoBor dunbTpaumm (CKPD) no
dopmyne MDRD (Modification of diet in renal
disease).

Crtatuctnyecknihi aHanms. Cratmcru-
yeckas obpaboTka AaHHbIX BbIMOJIHEHA
c nomMolbto nporpammbl GraphPad Prism
8 («GraphPad Software» Inc., Graphpad
Holdings LLC, San Diego, CA, USA). Konwn-
YyecTBeHHble NnokasaTenn npejcraB/ieHbl
B BUAe MeANaH U WHTEPKBaAPTU/ILHOIO
pasdMaxa — Me [Q1 —HUXHUI KBapTUb;
Q3 — BepxHWU KBapTUNb] / cpefHero *
CTaHApaTHOro otknoHeHma — M * SD. Ka-
YeCcTBEeHHble NnokasaTenun 6blan 3aKoamnpo-
BaHbl YC/IOBHbIMY CMMBOJ1IaMU, NX NOACYET
npejcrassieH B abCOMOTHbLIX (N) N OTHOCU-
TeNibHbIX BennymnHax (%). Npn HopMmanbHOM
BUAE pacrnpejeneHns YNCIOBbIX AaHHbIX
AN OLL@HKUW pas3inyuni B rpynnax npume-
HANWM MeTO/bl NapaMeTpUYecKom CTaTnUCTun-
Kn (t-kputepuian Student). Mpwn oTcyTCTBUN
HOPMaNbHOro pacnpejefnieHNa AaHHbIX NC-
NnoJib30Banu MeToAbl HenapaMeTpuyeckomn
ctatuctnkn (U-kputepuri Mann-Whitney).
ANA HaxoXAeHUsA pasnnunii Mexay Kauye-
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Ta6nuua 1. OCHOBHbIE JOOMepPaLNOHHbIE NMOKa3aTenm

Table 1. Basic pre-op demographics

MNMokasaTtens | Ratio

MAP 0 - 2 6anna MAP 3 - 5 6anna

MAP 0 - 2 pts MAP 3 - 5 pts
Bcero nauneHToB, n (%) | Patients, n (%) 34 (100) 84 (100)
My>xumnHbl, n (%) | Men, n (%) 11 (32,35) 47 (55,95)
0,034*
XeHwmHsbl, n (%) | Women, n (%) 23 (67,65) 37 (44,05)
CpeaHwii Bo3pacrT, net | Mean age, yr 57,59+ 12,95 62,23 +10,85 0,049**
CpegHwnii nokasatenb IMT, kr/m? | Mean BMI, kg/m? 24,77 + 3,73 30,75+5,19 <0,0001**
CragnpoBaHue no TNM, n (%) | TNM staging, n (%)
cT, N, M, 26 (76,47) 55 (65,48)
cT,,N,M, 6(17,65) 23(2,38) 0,493
cT,.N,M, 2 (5,88) 6(7,14)
CtopoHa nopaxeHus, n (%) | Side of injury, n (%)
NeBas | Left 15 (44,12) 49 (58,33)
0,230
Mpasas | Right 19 (55,88) 35(41,67)
Bannbl HeppomeTpum no wkane R.E.N.A.L., n (%) | R.EIN.A.L score, n (%)
4-6 12(35,29) 32(38,10)
7-9 18 (52,94) 41 (48,81) 0,920
10-12 4(11,76) 11(13,10)

MpumeuvaHue. MAP — Mayo Adhesive Probability score (oueHka BeposaTHocTu agaresumn Mayo);, UMT — nHaekc maccel Tena; TMN — tumor, node,
metastasis (onyxonb, numoysnbl, MeTactassl); R.E.N.A.L. — radius, exophytic / endophytic, nearness the collecting system or sinus, anterior/
posterior, location relative to the polar lines (pagnyc, 3k30pUTHBIN / SHAOPUTHBIN POCT, 6N30CTL K COBMpPaTENbLHON CCTeMe UK CUHYCY, Nepes-

HWIA / 3aAHNIA pa3mep, PacnosioxXeHne OTHOCUTENIbHO MONSIPHbIX INHWIA)

* — X>-kpuTepuii Pearson c nonpaekoli Yates Ha HenpepbIBHOCTb; ** — t-kpuTepuin Student
Note. MAP — Mayo Adhesive Probability score; BMI — body mass index; TMN — tumor, node, metastasis; R.E.N.A.L. — radius, exophytic / endophytic,
nearness the collecting system or sinus, anterior / posterior, location relative to the polar lines

* — Pearson’ x*- test with Yates' correction. ** — Student’s t-test

CTBEHHbLIMUW MOKasaTeNsAMMN UCMONbL30BaN
X2-KpuTepuii Pearson c nonpaskon Yates Ha
HernpepbIBHOCTb, @ TakXKe TOUYHbIA KPpUTEpUIA
Fisher gnsa manbix Bbibopok. CTaTuctnye-
CKM 3HAYMMbIMU CYNTANUCEL Pa3NNYNS NpU
p < 0,05 (95%-1 ypoBeHb 3HaUMMOCTN).

Pe3ynbTaThbl

JloonepaumoHHble NokasaTenn Asyx rpynn
npeacTaBneHbl B Tabnuvue 1.

MegnaHa NpoAo/KUTENbHOCT onepa-
uMun ans nauveHTos rpynnel 1 coctaBmna
115,0 [92,5; 142,5] MmuH, ana rpynnbl 2 —
130,0 [101,3; 180,0] MmmnH. MegnaHa Bpeme-
HW TenJ0BOW MWEeMUN Yy NaLMeHTOB rpyn-
nbl 1 coctaBuna 15 [0; 20] MrH, a y rpynnsbl
2 — 12 [0; 18] MuH. NMoka3aTenb MeanaHbl
06bEéMa kpoBonoTepu B rpynnax 1 n 2 co-
ctaBumn 50 [15; 100] n 50 [0; 100] mn, cooT-
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BETCTBEHHO.

CpegHee 3HaueHue CK® no dopmyne
MDRD (Modification of diet in renal disease)
Ha rnepBsble CYTKW Noc/ie onepaLmy coctaBuio
B rpynne 1 — 63,34 + 18,40 mn/mMuH/1,73 m?,
B rpynne 2 — 53,90 £ 16,01Mn/MnH/1,73 M2
BckpbITME YalLleyHO-10XaHOYHOW CUCTEMBI
oTMeyeHo Yy 8 (23,53%) nauveHTOB B rpynne
1, B TO BpeMs KaK y rpynnbl 2 3TOT nNokasaTtesb
oTMeueH Yy 23 (27,38%). [ToNoXnTeNnbHbIA XN-
pypruyeckuii Kpam 6b11 BbiiBNEH Y O4HOMO
nauueHTa B rpynne 1 1y AByx nayneHToB
B rpynne 2.

Ans oLeHKM paHHNX nocneonepaLnoHHbIX
OC/IOXKHEHWUI ncnonb3oBanu wkany Clavien-
Dindo. B rpynne 1 ocN0XHeHN OTMeYeHb!
y 4 nauneHToB, a B rpynne 2 —y 15. CpaBHWU-
Te/IbHble XapaKTepuCTUKKY rpynn npeacrase-
Hbl B Tabnuue 2.
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Ta6nuua 2. OCHOBHbIE MHTPa- M NOCTOMepPaLMOHHbIE MoKa3aTenu
Table 2. Basic intra-op and post-op demographics
MokasaTenb MAP 0 -2 6anna MAP 3 -5 6annos
Ratio MAP 0 - 2 pts MAP 3 - 5 pts
MeanaHa NpoAOKNTENIBHOCTY onepauuv, M1UH 115,0 130,0 0 040%
Median surgery time, min [92,5; 142,5] [101,3; 180,0] !
MegmaHa BpeMeHV Terna0BoM NWeMnm, MUH 15 12 0.869
Median warm ischemia time, min [0; 20] [0; 18] !
MeanaHa o6bEéma KpoBonoTepu, M 50 50 0849
Median blood loss Me, m/ [15; 100] [0; 100] !
CpegHee 3HauveHre CKP Ha 1-e cyTKUW, MA/MUH/1,73 M? o
Mean GFR on day 1, ml/min/1.73 m? 63,34£18,40 23,90 +16,01 0,015
BckpbiTre UC: pa / HeT, n (%) 8/26 23/61 0.842
PCS opening: yes / no, n (%) (23,53/76,47) (27,38 /72,62) !
[peHaxwu: aa / HeT, n (%) 34/0 84/0 > 0.9999
Drain tube: yes / no, n (%) (100/0) (100/0) !
Xupypruuecknia kpai | Surgical margin:
NONOXUTeNbHbIN / ompuyamesnsHsil, n (%) 1/33 2/82 >0,9999
. . ! (2,94 /97,06) (2,38 /97,62) !
positive / negative, n (%)
OcnoxHeHuns paHHue no Clavien-Dindo, n (%):
Early post-ope complications to Clavien-Dindo, n (%):
I-1I 4(11,76) 8(9,52)
mr-1v 0(0) 7 (8,33) 0,245
HeT | no 30 (88,24) 69 (82,14)

MpumeyvaHue. MAP — Mayo Adhesive Probability score (oLieHka BeposTHocTK agresumn Mayo); CK® — ckopocTb kiyboukoBor GuasTpaumy;

YJ1C — yalleyHo-noxaHo4Hasa cuctema
* — U-kputepuii Mann-Whitney; ** — t-kputepuin Student

Note. MAP — Mayo Adhesive Probability score; GFR — Glomerular filtration rate; PCS — pyelocalyceal system

* — Mann-Whitney’s U-test; ** — Student’s t-test

O6cyxaeHne

3nokayecTBeHHbIM HOBOO6PAa30BaHUAM
NOYKM OTBOANTCA 14-e MeCcTo B CTPYKTYpe BCeX
OHKOJIOTMYECKNX MPOLECcCcoB, Cpeamn HUX Haun-
6onee pacnpoCcTpaHEHHbIM MMCTOIOMNYECKM
BapVaHTOM SAB/ISETCH CBET/IOKNeTOYHbIA Ba-
puaHT MKP [9]. NepBas Pl 6bin1a BbiNoAHEHa
B 1887 rogy Czerny, 6onee yem 3a Bek npe-
Teprnena pasnnyHble MoANPUKALUN TEXHUKUN
1 CNOCO6bLI €€ NpoBeseHus, OT OTKPbITOW A0 Na-
NapoCKONMMYeCcKon 1 poboT-acCUCTUPOBAHHOWM,
CTaB 30/10TbIM CTAHAAPTOM JleHeHUs NoKanun-
30BaHHOro paka noyku [10, 11].

J. E.Choietal.nP. Linetal. (2015) B cBOMX
MeTa-aHann3ax Npon3BoANAN CpaBHeHMUe
MHTpaonepayvoHHbIX pe3ynbTaToB nana-
POCKOMNUYECKOr N poboT-acCUMCTUPOBAHHOMN
PM. CornacHo nx gaHHbIM 06e MeToAUKMN
COMOCTaBMMBbI, HO NpenMyLecTBamMmu Mo
psaAy nokasaTenew obnajgaet MMeHHO po-
6oTmnyeckas PM [12, 13]. OgHako G. Sharma
et al. (2022) B nocneaHeM MeTa-aHanun3e He
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BbIIBU/1 CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYUMBbIX Pa3in-
YNIA B NHTPaOMepaymMoOHHbIX pe3ynbTaTax
obeunx metoaunk [14]. BepoAaTHO, 3TO CBA3AHO
c 6onbLelr pacnpoCTPaHEHHOCTLIO 3a MO-
cnefHve roAbl 1anapoCcKonMyeckom MeToaun-
KN NeyeHuns N ny4dllein cTerneHbo eé ocsoe-
HNA XMpypramu, a Takxe orpaHNYeHHOCTLIO
npuMeHeHUs poboT-accncTnpoBaHHom PI,
CBSI3aHHOW CO CTOMMOCTbIO MeAUNLNHCKOW
TEXHWKW N caMmou onepaunmn. Hawe mnccne-
JOBaHMe NOCBALEHO aHanan3y nanapocko-
nuyeckom metognkm PrI1.

MNauneHTbl No pesynbtatam MCKT Ha goo-
nepaumMoHHOM nepuoje C MOMOLLbIO LLKabl
MAP pasgeneHbl Ha ase rpynnbl. ¥ 71,19%
NnaLMeHTOB BblIfiB/IeHa «TOKCMYHAasA» napa-
HedpanbHasa Xunposas knetyaTka. O6bHapy-
XeHune APF BO MHOIOM Cy6beKTUBHO, MO3TO-
MYy YacToTa BCTpeyaeMoCTV COCTaBaAeT OT
10,6% po 55,2%. B HacToALLee BpeMs TOUHO
He ornpejeneHo HXN O4HOr0 3TMONOrMYecKoro
dakTopa APF. CyLLecTBYOT NnLLb Teopun,
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OPUTWNHANBHBIE
CTATbW

OCHOBaHHble Ha Cy6bEeKTUBHOM aHanumse
xupyprom MCKT naumeHTa € nocnegyoLuen
Koppensumen c ero CoMaTNyeckuM cTaTycom.
Nony4yeHHble faHHble NO3BOAUAN Npeano-
NIOXWUTb B KayecTBe OCHOBHOMO 3TUONOIMN-
yeckoro ¢akTopa CMCTEMHOE XpOHMYeckoe
BocnasieHue [15]. lpynna aBTOopoOB BO rnase
c S.M. Lee (2017) cunTaeT, uto Hannume APF
MOXEeT bbITb CBA3aHO Kak C MeTabonnyeckum
CUHAPOMOM, TaK N C COBOKYMHOCTbIO pac-
CTPOVICTB (HENepeHOCUMOCTb FIHOKO3bI, ANC-
nmnuaemMus 1 aptepmanbHas rmnepTeH3mns)
[7]. B Hawem nccnegosaHun y 73,81% nauym-
eHToB Il rpynnel, umerownx APF, B aHamHe3e
NPUCYTCTBOBAaAM CONyTCTBYHOLWMe 3aboneBa-
HUS (apTepmnanbHas rmnepTeH3ns, CaxapHbli
AvabeT, oxxmpeHune), KoTopble MOraun nocny-
XWUTb 3TMONOrnYeckum $akTopom B pa3sBu-
TUW «CJIOXKHOW» NapaHedpasnbHON XNPOBOW
KneTyaTKu.

Ana Kaxgor 13 asyx rpynn 6bia paccym-
TaH 6ann HedppomeTpuum no cucteme R.E.N.A.L.
AHanun3 pe3ynbTaToB NOATBEPAWNA BbICOKYH
3G PEeKTUBHOCTb 3TOW CUCTEMbI B OTHOLLEHUN
XapakTepucTUK caMor OMyXoan N HU3KYH
B YYéTe VHAMBUAYaNbHbIX KpUTEpMeB naym-
€HTOB, KOTOpPble MOryT OKa3aTb BAUSHWE Ha
TeyeHue camon PI1, YTO COOTBETCTBYET BbIBO-
Aam A. Veccia et al. (2020) [4].

MeanaHa BpemMeH NPOAOIHKUTENbHOCTH
ornepaumu HanpsiMyr CBA3aHa C Haauynem
APF: B rpynne 2 ganTenbHOCTb ONepaTnUBHOIO
BMeLLaTeNbCTBa Ha 15 MUHYT 6onblue, Tak
Kak TpebyeT 6onee ANUTENbHOMO npolecca
MOobUIM3aLMM NOYKM N anddepeHLNPOBKN
3/1eMEeHTOB MOYeYHOW HOXKM Y 3TOW KOropThl
naumeHToB. onyyeHHble HaMW pe3y/bTaThl
Hawnu noateepxaeHue B paboTe L. Fang et
al. (2021) [16].

MNoka3zaTenun MeAnaHbl BpeMeH U Ten0BoM
nwemMmuu 6blan COnocTaBuM B 06eunx rpyn-
nax (B rpynne 1 coctasun 15 MuH, a B rpynne
2 — 12 muH). L. Fang et al. (2021) Takke He
OTMETUAN PasNnNyni B NPOAOIKNTENBHOCTA
BpeMeHV TenjoBoV nwemMmnm y naymeHToB
6e3 «TOKCMYHOM» NapaHedpanbHOW XXMPOBOWA
KNeTyaTkow v B rpynne mncciegyemolx, KOTo-
pble umenu APF [16].

MoNOXUTENbHbIA XUPYPrUyecknin Kpam
6b11 3aPUKCMPOBaAH B O4HOM Cyyae B rpynre
1 1 B ABYX C/lyyasix B rpynre 2, 4to cooTseT-
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C.B. KoToB, P.W. T'ycnaHos, A.T. HOcydos
BANAHWE ADHERENT PERINEPHRIC FAT HA PE3Y/IbTATbI

OPTAHOCOXPAHAKOLLIEFO JNIEYEHMA MOYEYHO-K/IETOHYHOIO PAKA

CTBYeT AaHHbIM uccnegoBaHusa E. C. CnpoTa
1 coaBT. (2020) [17].

KonnuectBo nocieonepauuOHHbIX OCI0X-
HEeHMIN NpeBaINPOBao y NaLMeHTOB rpynnbl
2, obnajaromx 6onee BbICOKMM 6an/10M Mo
wkane MAP 3 - 5, yTo 61710 paHee NOATBEPX-
AeHo M. Sempels et al. (2021) B cBOEM nccne-
aoBaHun [18].

OrpaHunyeHviemM nccnefoBaHNSA CIYXNT KO-
NINYECTBO NaLNEHTOB, a TakXKe CybbekTMBHas
oueHka Hannuusa APF.

3akntoyeHue

MpucyTtcTtBre APF oTMeuaeTcsa y nauneH-
TOB NOXWN0ro BO3PACTa U C BbICOKVM YPOBHEM
VMT, HO He 3aBUCUT OT CTaauNn 3a60/1eBaHNA.
APF yBennuynsaeT BpemMs NpoBeAeHns nana-
pockonunyeckow PI n o6bem KpoBonoTepu, HO
He B/IVSieT Ha NPOAO/IXNTENbHOCTL TEMNI0BON
NLEeMUN N KONINYECTBO OCJIOXKHEHUIA.

Hanunune APF, a Takxe cTeneHb eé Bblpa-
XEHHOCTU MOXeT 6bITb 3pbeKkTUBHO oLeHe-
Hbl C NoMoLbro Wwkansl MAP, KoTopasa aBna-
eTCA NONE3HOW C TOYKN 3pEHUSI XUPYPrUn, HO
OHa orpaHnyeHa ToJibKO NPOrHo31poBaHNEM
APF 6e3 KoppensuMoHHOMN 3aBUCUMOCTU OT
HedpoMeTpUYECKMX LKA, OLLeHUBAKOLLNX
aHaToMuyeckme napamMmeTpbl onyxonun. Oa-
HaKO BOMPOC pa3paboTKu efMHON CUCTEMDbI
oueHKK, BkavawLen APF n mopdomeTpuio
noYek, B HacTosLLee BpeMs OCTaéTcs OTKPbI-
TbiM, Takxe onpegeneHve APF no-npexHemy
Cy6BeKTMBHO 1 TpebyeT 06BeKTMBHOIO aHa-
Nn3a AN noslyyeHuns 6onee TOYHbIX pesysib-
TaToB.

KntoueBble MOMEHTbI NCCnef0BaHNA:

1. Mpw oueHKe CNOXHOCTU NMpeacTosLLen
pe3eKkLnm MoOYKMN HEOBXOAMMO TaKXe OLleHN-
BaTb COCTOAAHME NnapaHedpasibHOW XNPOBOW
KneTyaTKn 1 XapakTep eé n3MeHeHUn uam
«TOKCUYHOCTU» ANA KaXA0ro KOHKPeTHOro
naumeHTa.

2. Hannyne APF 1 cTeneHb eé BbIpaXkeHHOo-
CTN MOXeT 6bITb 3¢ PeKTUBHO OLEHEHO C No-
Moulbto wkanbl MAP.

3. MpucyTtctemne APF yBennyrsaeT Bpems
nposezeHns nanapockonmnyeckon Pl v cpea-
HIOHO KPOBOMOTEPHO, HO HE BINAET Ha MPOA0I-
XUTeNbHOCTb TEMJIOBOM ULIEMUN N KONNYe-
CTBO OCJIOXKHEHUIA.
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