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Abstract

To date, the literature presents a wide data regarding the effectiveness, safety, and technical features of percutaneous
nephrolithotomy. A significant proportion of studies are presented in the format of systematic literature reviews and
meta-analyses. This article presents an analysis of the accumulated data was carried out in the form of a systematic
review of meta-analyses.
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EVIDENCE-BASED EFFICACY, SAFETY AND TECHNICAL FEATURES
OF PERFORMING PERCUTANEOUS NEPHROLITHOTOMY
(SYSTEMATIC REVIEW OF META-ANALYSES)

BBegeHue

MepkyTaHHad HedponMTOTOMMUSA
(MH) 6bina npeactaBneHa I. Fernstrom
1 B. Johansson B 1976 rogy. C Tex nop AaHHas
ornepaums akTUBHO BHeZpsiacb B LUMPOKYHO
KANHNYECKYH NpaKTUKy, 3apekoMeH/J0BaB
cebs kak apdekTBHASA, MaONHBA3VBHAs
1 6e3onacHas anbTepHaTVBa OTKPbITOW XU-
pypruv moyekameHHov 6onesHn. BHegpeHve
APYTX MaJIONHBAa3MBHbIX METOA0B 1eUeHNs
MOYeKaMeHHOV 60/1e3HU 1 pa3BUTNE HOBbIX
TEXHONOrMn dparMeHTaLMmM MOYEBbIX KaMHe
NpuBesnN K NOABIEHNIO PA3/INYHbIX MOANPU-
Kauuii nepkyTaHHon HepponmtoTtommun. C Te-
YeHVeM BpeMeH N3MEeHSANINCh XapakTep 1 KO-
JINYeCTBO MepKyTaHHbIX AOCTYMNOB, MNOOXeHNe
nauneHTa Ha onepauyioHHOM CTO/le, MeTo/bl
Ae3MHTerpauum KaMHsa 1 MHTpaornepaLmnoH-
HOW HaBurauun. PaspabaTtbiBannce 1 BHeApS-
JINCb MUHUATHOPU3VNPOBAHHbIE NHCTPYMEHTHI,
KOXYXW € PyHKLMEN akTUBHOW acnmpaumnm
N MeTO/bl SHAOCKOMNYECKMX BMeLLaTeNbCTB,
noApasymMeBatoLyme KombunHuposaHue MHJI
C APYrMu BUAAMM 3HAOCKOMMYECKUX MpoLie-
Ayp. bblnn pa3paboTtaHbl 1 BBeAeHbI B KIINHU-
YeCcKyt NPakTUKy MeToAVKN 6e3apeHaxKHOoMN
MH/T, MH/ 13 HeCKONbKMX AOCTYMNOB.
naBHbIM GaKTOPOM, OrPaHNYMBAIOLLNM
wmpokoe npumMmeHeHune MHJ, no cei geHb
ABNSETCA pAj NOTEeHUMANbHbIX OCNOXHEeHN
NHPEKUNOHHOro N reMopparmyeckoro xa-
pakTepa, a Takxe OCNOXHEHWUW, CBA3aHHbIX
C TpaHrpeccren TKaHel 1 BO3MOXHbIM MO-
BpeXAeHneM CMeXHbIX OpraHoB. 3a nocnea-
HVe fecATUNeTUS HAaKOMUI0Cb OFPOMHOe
KONMYECTBO MPUKNAAHbBIX HAaYyYHbIX AaHHbIX
o npuMeHeHun MHJ1, 0606wWEéHHbIX B dopme
MeTa-aHann3o0B. B 3ToV ¢BA3M cucTemaTusa-
LMs 1 aHanms3 matepuana B opmare cUcTem-
HOro o630pa MeTa-aHann30B C uenbto pop-
MWUPOBAHUSA KJIMHNYECKNX peKoMeHAaluni,
MIMeLLNX BbICOKM YPOBEHb A0OKa3aTe/lbHO-
CTW, NpeAcTaBNAeTCA akTyalbHOW 3ajayen
COBPEMEHHOI YPONornu.

MeTopgosiorma nomcka

B 6a3ax gaHHbix PubMed, Google Scholar
n Scopus npouvsBeaeH CUCTEMHbIA MOUCK
MeTa-aHann30B, oueHuBarwLWwmx sbdekTnB-
HOCTb, 6@30MacHOCTb N TeXHNYeCKne 0CobeH-
HOCTUW BbINO/HEHVSA NepKyTaHHOW Hedponu-
TOTOMUMK, ONy6ANKOBaHHbIX B nepuog ¢ 2010
roga no ceHTabpb 2023 roga (3a nocnegHue
13 neT). NMprMeHNNN CBOH6OAHbLIV TEKCTOBOW
nounck. B kauecTtBe NONCKOBbLIX 3aNpPOCOB UC-
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NoNb30Banu CnejyroLine KatoYeBble C/I0Ba:
"Percutaneous nephrolithotomy", "Regular
percutaneous nephrolithotomy", "Mini-
percutaneous nephrolithotomy", "Ultra-mini-
percutaneous nephrolithotomy", "Super-mini-
percutaneous nephrolithotomy", "PCNL", "Mini
PCNL", "regular PCNL", "Ultra-mini PCNL",
"Super-mini PCNL".

Kputepuem BkitoUeHUst B 0630p 6blin -
cTemaTtnyeckme 063opbl AMTepaTypbl, BKIHOYA-
toLMe MeTa-aHan3bl, MOCBALWEHHbIE N3yye-
HU0 3bdekTnBHOCTY MHJ/1 B NeyeHnn KaMHeln
pas/IMYHOro pasmepa 1 iokaamsaumm, puckos
1 NPodUNaKTUKN ocNoXHeHWI MHJ, a Takxke
MeTa-aHann3sbl nsydarwme 3¢pPeKTMBHOCTb
1 6e3onacHocTb MHJ/1 B 3aBUCMOCTK OT pas-
Mepa 1CNoJib3yeMoro MHCTPyMeHTa, Nnoso-
XeHVs nauyueHTa Ha ornepauyioHHOM cTone,
BUAA aHecTe3nmn, xapaktepa 1 KoIn4ecTBo
UYPECKOXHbIX JOCTYNOB, METOAA MYHKLMN NOY-
KK, nocaeonepauyoHHOro ApeHnpoBaHnSA
BEPXHVX MOYEBbIX NyTen, MPUMEHEHNS Tex-
HONOTrMK aKTUBHOW acnmpauun, pasanyHbIX
BUZAOB 3HEPrnu, NCNOb3YeMbIX ANSA Ae3UNHTe-
rpaumnm KaMHsa 1 KombuHauum MHJ ¢ gpyrumm
3HAO0CKOMNYECKUMI MeToZaMu.

Mpn CKpUHWHre paboT, NoyYeHHbIX NO
MOMCKOBOMY 3amnpocy, UCKIIYaNNCL Hepe-
NleBaHTHble paboTbl, paboTbl, MOCBALLEHHbIE
n3yyeHunto pesynbtatoB MHJT B geTckon xu-
pypruu, y nayneHToB cO CrHaIbHON TPaB-
MOW, BbINoAHeHWO MHJ1 npn KaMHAX AVBep-
TUKYNOB MOYeYHbIX Yalleyek 1 naumeHTam
C TPAHCMIAHTUPOBAHHOW MOYKOW, a Takxe
paboTbl, ONy6AMKOBaHHbIE He Ha aHINNA-
CKOM fi3blKe, peAakKLMOHHbIe KOMMeHTapum
1 paboTbl, ONyb6NKOBaHHbIE UCKIHOUYUTENb-
HO B BUAe abcTpakTta. [lBa nccnegosatens
He3aBMCMMO ApPYr OT Apyra rnposesiv NoUCK
MeTa-aHanm3os. MNoaxoasdLme No Ha3BaHUIO
nccnefoBaHNS 661V OLleHeHbl Mocne nsyye-
HUSA NONHOro TekcTa nybamkaunm. Cnnckn
nTepaTypbl U3yvaeMblx paboT Takxke noa-
BEPrANCb CKPUHWHTY C LeNblo BbIABAEHUSA
paboT, NoAXOAALNX AN BKAOYEHUSA B AaH-
Hbli 0630p. lNocne CKpUHWHra BCe Ay6au-
pyroLmecs nyeankaumm 6biam NCKIKOYEHbI.
JTrobble pa3Hornacus, Kacaemble BKAKOYEHNS
NV NCKNOYeHUs paboT Ans JaHHOoro ob63opa
NN nrobble apyrne pasHornacusa ycTpaHs-
JINCb KOHCEHCYCHbIM peLleHnemM nocne co-
BMECTHOro 06CyXAeHNsA NAv npuBaeyvYeHuns
TpeTbero aBTopa.

MepBUYHbIN NOUCK BbIABUA 5 547 nybnnka-
umin. Nocne yaaneHnsa Ayb6nmkaTtoB NpoBeAéH
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PucyHOK. ANIrOpuUTM NUTepaTypHOro Nomcka
Figure. Literary search strategy

CKPUHWHT 5401 paboT, 13 koTopbix 162 pabo-
Tbl 6bINV NOABEPrHYTLl aHANV3Y Ha npeameT
COOTBETCTBUSA KpUTEPUSAM BKIHOUeHMs. [Tocne
ncknrYeHna 45 nybamkayunii (4 nybavkaumm
ony6/MKOBAHHbIX HE Ha aHMNACKOM A3bl-
Ke, 4 nyb6arKaumm B KOTOPbIX OTCYTCTBOBA
NMONHbIA TEKCT CTaTbW, U 37 HepesieBaHTHbIX
paboT, He HeCOOTBETCTBYHOLLMX KPUTEPUAM
BKJIIOUEHWS) B JaHHbIi 0630p 6bIN0 BKIKOYEHO
117 cnctemaTmyeckmx 0630poB, BKIKUAROLLMX
MeTa-aHanm3bl. Takxke NpoBefEH CKPUHUHT
CMUCKOB NTepaTypbl OTO6PAHHbIX CTaTel, 13
KOTOpPbIX UckatoYeHo 158 aybnvkatos n 1787
cTaTel, He COOTBETCTBYHOLMNX KPUTEPUAM
BK/IFOYEHWA (puc.).

dddekTnBHOCTL NepkyTaHHOW Hedponun-
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TOTOMUW B CPaBHEHWUU C OTKPbITOW Hedpo-
1N NVeNoNNToTOMMEN

B HacTosLllee BpemMs B MTepaType npea-
CTaB/IeH OAVIH MeTa-aHanuns, CpaBHMBAKOLLNI
pe3synbratkl MHJ/1 Nnpy KOpannoBUAHbLIX KaM-
HAX 1 OTKPbITOW NnToToMMei [1]. PesynbTa-
Tbl 3TOr0 MeTa-aHann3a, BKJAYMBLLIETO O4HO
paHAOMWM3NPOBAHHOE, ABa MNPOCNEeKTUBHbIX
N CeEMb PeTPOCneKTUBHbIX UCCefoBaHUNA,
BbISIBU/IV CONOCTaBMMble Moka3aTenu n3bas-
NneHus oT KaMHs (stone free rate — SFR), npu
3TOM Takue rnokasaTtenu, Kak NpoAO/IKNTE b-
HOCTb onepaumn, NPOAOIKNTENIbHOCTb rOCMnu-
Tannsaumm, o6 bEM KpoBOMNOTEPU 1 YacToTa
reMoTpaHchysnii, 6bINN HUXE Y MaLnNeHTOoB,
noasepruuvxcs MHJ.
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OF PERFORMING PERCUTANEOUS NEPHROLITHOTOMY REVIEW
(SYSTEMATIC REVIEW OF META-ANALYSES) ARTICLES
Ta6nuua 1. CpaBHeHune MHJ1 ¢ PUPX npu yaaneHnn KamHer noyvku
Table 1. PCNL vs RIRS in kidney stone treatment
CHuxeHune 3abptownHHas  TemoTpaHC- Mpogomxutens- M0OLOMKITEN b
MH vs PUPX SER OCnoXHeHNst  remornobuHa  rematoma by3um HOCTb rocnura- HECT'C:, onenaLi
PCNL vs RIRS Complications  Drop of Paranephric Blood nan3auuu onepay
h . . . Operative time
emoglobin hematoma transfusions Hospital stay
MHA  NHA MHN MHN
Deetal 1 2005 poyy  powy PONL - PONL
. MHA - NHA MHN MHN Conocrasumo
Jiang etal.[5] 2017 peyy  peyy PCNL - PCNL No difference
MHN MHN MHN
Gaoetal. [10] 2017 PN PONL - PCNL
. MHNT  ConocraBumo MHN
Davisetal.[6] 2018 pry; difference h PCNL
. MHN MHN MHN ConocraBnmo
Jmoetal. 7] 2019 pey - - PCNL - PCNL No difference
MHN
Chungetal [2] 2019 PN - - -
MHN MHN MHN ConocraBumo
Chenetal. 8] 2020 pey, - PCNL PCNL - No difference
Dorantes-Carrillo et2021 MHN  ConoctaBumo  MHJI Conocrasumo  MHJI
al. [9] PCNL  No difference  PCNL No difference  PCNL
. MHA  NHA NHN MHN NHN PUPX
Luetal. [3] 2023 penr pent PCNL PCNL PCNL RIRS

MpymeyaHwue. MH/1 — nepkyTaHHas HepponuToTpuncus; PUPX — peTporpagHas UHTpapeHanbHas xupyprus; SFR — stone-free rate | uactota 6e3kameHHoro cratyca
Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; RIRS — retrograde intrarenal surgery; SFR — stone-free rate

3¢ PeKTUBHOCTb NepKyTaHHOI Hedpo-
NNTOTOMUMN U peTpPOrpagHoin UHTpape-
Ha/IbHO XUPYPrmn Npn yaaaeHnm KamHem
noYKkun

B coBpemeHHON nnTepaType A0CTYMHbI BO-
CeMb MeTa-aHann30B, CPaBHNBAIOLLNX Pe3y/lb-
TaTbl MHJT v peTporpagHO MHTPapeHasibHOM
xmpyprum (PUPX) npy neyeHnm KamHen noyku
[2 - 9] (tabn. 1). Bce meTa-aHann3bl 4eMOH-
CTpUpYtOT 60nee BbICOKYH 3dbeKTUBHOCTb
MH/1 B yacTn obecrneyeHUs NoAHoOro nsbas-
NleHna oT KaMHsA. VicknroveHne coctaBnser
MeTa-aHanu3 X.S. Gao et al. (2017), cybrpyn-
NOBOW aHa/JIN3 KOTOPOro BbIABW/ COMOCTaBU-
MY 3PPEeKTUBHOCTb TaKMX BMELLATENbCTB,
kKak PUPX, ynbTpa-MuHu-rfMH/ n mukpo-rHs
[10]. BonbWMHCTBO MeTa-aHann30B cBunae-
TeNbCTBYeT 0 60n1ee NPoAOKUTENBLHOW ro-
cnuTanmsauumn, b6onee BbIPaXXEHHOM CHUXe-
HUW YPOBHSA reMorniobnHa 1 6onee BbICOKOMN
YyacToTe reMoTpaHchy3unin nocne BbiMOJHEHNS
MHJ1, npy 3TOM OTCYTCTBYeT Kakasa-n11mbo pas-
HULa B MPOAO/IKNTENIBHOCTU OMNepaTUBHOIO
BMeLlaTeNbCTBa.
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3¢ PeKTUBHOCTL NepKyTaHHOI Hedpo-
NNTOTOMMM B CPaBHEHWM C peTporpagHoi
MHTpapeHasibHOW X1pypruein npu neyeHnmn
KPYMHbIX (> 2 €M) KAMHEe NoYKN

Ha cerogHAWHWA feHb B nuTepaTtype
npejcraBneHbl NATb MeTa-aHaAN30B, CPaB-
HuBarw WX pesynbtaTthl MH/T n PUPX npun
NeYyeHN KaMHer NoYKu, pasMepbl KOTOPbIX
npesbiwaroT 2 cm [11 - 15].

BONBWKMHCTBO M3 YKa3aHHbIX MeTa-
aHaNn30B AeMOHCTPUpPYeT H6osiee BbICOKME
nokasatenu nsbaBneHuss oT KaMHs nocne
MH/ no cpaBHeHMto ¢ PUPX, paBHO Kak 1 60-
/lee BbICOKYHO YaCTOTYy OC/NOXHEHU, 6onee
BblpaXeHHOe rnajeHne remornobuHa, 6onee
ANVTENbHY NPOAOIKMUTENIbHOCTL Onepauum
1 npebbiBaHNA B CTauoHape (Tabn. 2).

dddekTMBHOCTL MepkyTaHHOW Hedpo-
NINTOTOMUN B CPaBHEHUW C peTporpagHou
WHTPapeHanbHOW XUpypruer npu nevyeHnm
KaMHel H/KHeN Yalueyku

CeTeBOW MeTa-aHann3, BbINoaHEeHHbIN A.F.
Awedew et al. (2023), noka3as, UTo camble
BbICOKME noKa3aTenn n3baBneHns OT KaMHs
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Ta6nuua 2. CpaBHeHue MHJ ¢ PUPX npu nedeHnmn KpynHbIX (> 2 CM) KAMHeR NoyKkmn
Table 2. PCNL vs RIRS in treatment of large (>2 cm) kidney stone

Crinkenme MoBTOpHbIe MpoAomkuTent- 0o rens-
[TH/Tvs PUPX>2 cm OcnoxHeHns reMornobuHa P HOCTb rocnuTanun- PoA
SFR L BMelLLaTeNbCTBa HOCTb OnepaLum
PCNL vs RIRS > 2 cm Compli-cations ~ Drop of . . 3auun L
. Reinterventions . Operative time
hemoglobin Hospital stay
ConocraBrnMo MHN PNPX
Zhengetal.[11] - 2004 . dittorence  ~ - - PCNL RIRS
MHN [THN PUPX
Kang et al. [12] 2017 PO - - - PONL RIRS
MHN MHN MHN
Zewu etal. [13] 2019 PONL PONL - - PONL -
. [HN ConocraBnmo PUPX
Kim et al. [14] 2020 pey No difference ~ ~ RIRS h h
ConocraBumo  [MHN MHN MHN PUPX
Barone etal. [15] 2020\, iterence  PCML PCNL - PCNL RIRS

MpumeyaHwue. MH — nepkytaHHas Hepponutotpuncus; PUPX — peTporpagHas nHTpapeHanbHas xupyprus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactoTa 6eskameHHOro cratyca
Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; RIRS — retrograde intrarenal surgery; SFR — stone-free rate

Ta6nuua 3. Nokasatenn nsbaeneHUs oT KAMHS NMpu ero nokannsaunm B HMXKHEN Yalleyke
Mpw €ro 10Kann3aLyin B H/KHEN Hallleqke AOCTUTAKOTCA NPU BbINOJIHEHUW MUHU-TTHJI
Table 3. SFR after treatment of lower-calyx stones [16] (Tabn. 3)
Muki-TH | Mini-PCVL 93% Hapsigy ¢ AaHHbIM MeTa-aHann3om B -
- TepaType NpPUCYTCTBYHOT eLLé AecsaTb MeTa-
Ynta-muru-MHT | Ulta-mini-PCNL 96% aHaNN30B, KaXAbI 13 KOTOPLIX MOATBEPXAAET
PUPX | RIRS 90% npesocxoactso MHJ/1 Hag PUPX, ¢ Toukmn 3pe-
HUA 3ddekTBHOCTU [17 - 26] (Tabn. 4).
Crangaptias MHA | Standard PCNL 88% BOMbLIVHCTBO W3 NPeACTaBNeHHbIX MeTa-
Mukpo-MHA | Micro- PCNL 7% aHann30B CBMAETeNIbCTBYET 0 TOM, YTto MHJI
VB | EsWL 69% accoummpoBaHa € 6onee BbICOKOM YaCTOTOM

" OC/IOXXHEHVIN 1 bonee ANUTeNbHOW NPOAO0N-
Mpumeyanme. NHJ/1 — nepkytaHHas HebpoauToTpuncus; 4YB/1 — _
AVCTaHUNOHHAnA yAapHO-BOIHOBas nTtoTpuncus; PUPX — petporpaa- xuten bHE)CTbI-O rocnntannsaunn n pM cono

Has VHTpapeHanbHas X1pyprus. CTaBUMOW MPOAO/IXXNTENIbHOCT OnepaTtnB-

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy, ESWL — extracorporeal HOro BMeLLaTeNIbCTBa W YacToTe NOBTOPHbIX
shock wave lithotripsy; RIRS — retrograde intrarenal surgery.
BMeLlaTeNbCTB.

Ta6nuua 4. CpasHeHue MHJ ¢ PUPX npu ne4yeHnn KaMHen HUXHeR Yalleykn
Table 4. PCNL vs RIRS in treatment of lower calyx stones

MH vs PUPX MpogomkutensHocte  [POAOAXUTENBHOCTL
OcnoxHeHns TOBTOPHbIe CeaHchl
HIDKHAS YaLlleyka SFR Complications  Reinterventions rocnuTann3aLmm onepaum
PCNL vs RIRS lower calyx p Hospital stay Operative time
MHN
Donaldson et al. [17] 2015 poNL - - -
NMHN  ConocraBumo MHN PUPX
Zhang et al. [18] 2015 povt Nodifference - PCNL RIRS
. nHN
Yurietal. [19] 2018 PNl - - -
MHN  Conocrasumo  ComnoctaBrMo
Junbo et al. [20] 200 st o difference  No difference - h
NMHN  ConocraBumo Conocrasumo Conocrasumo
Cabrera etal. [21] 2020 PCNL  No difference h No difference No difference
. MHA  NHN PNPX
Tsaiet al. [22] 2020 PNL PONL RIRS - -
BecTHVK yponorum ISSN 2308-6424 | 91
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Ta6nuua 4 (npopomkeHne). CpaBHeHe MHJ ¢ PUPX npu nedeHnn KaMHen HUXHeR Yalleykn
Table 4 (continuation). PCNL vs RIRS in treatment of lower calyx stones

MHN vs PUPX NpogomkutensHocTs  MPOAOAXUTENBHOCTL
OcnoxHeHus loBTOpHbIE CeaHChl
HXKHSAS Yalleuka SFR Complications Reinterventions rocnutanusauun onepawuu
PCNL vs RIRS lower calyx p Hospital stay Operative time
. [MHN  ConocraBumo ConocraBnmMo MHN MHN
Kallidonis et al. [24] 2020 PCNL  No difference No difference PCNL PCNL
A MHA NHN PUPX MHN
Kallidonis et al. [23] 2021 PCNL PCNL RIRS PCNL -
. MHA  NHN
Livetal. [25] 2023 PCNL PONL - - -
MHA  0HN
Hou et al. [26] 2023 PCNL PCNL - - -
[THA  TIHN [HN ConocrtaBnMo
Awedew et al. [16] 203 pent pont - PCNL No difference

MpumeyaHue. NMH/T — nepkyTaHHas HepponutToTpuncus; PUPX — peTporpajHas nHTpapeHanbHas xupyprus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactota
6e3kaMeHHOro cTatyca
Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; RIRS — retrograde intrarenal surgery; SFR — stone-free rate

Ta6nuua 5. CpaBHeHume MH ¢ ANNT
Table 5. PCNL vs LPLT

r CHuxene Mpogonxutens-  MpogomxuTens-
uneprep-
NHAvs ANNAT remornobuHa lemoTpaHcdysum Konsepcum HOCTb roCnuTanu- HoOCTb onepa-
SFR mMus . )
PCNLvs LPLT Drop of Blood transfusions ~ Conversions ~ 3auun umm
Fever . . .
hemoglobin Hospital stay Operative time
nnaT - NHN MHN nnnt nnnt
Wangetal.[27] 2003 15" pey PCNL - - LPL LPL
nnaT  NHN MHN nnnr
Wang etal. 28] 2006 5" pey PCNL - - LPL -
. nnaT - NHN ConocraBumo  ComoctaBumo Conocrasumo  JIMAT
Ruietal. [29] 2016 LPL PCNL No difference  No difference h No difference LPL
nnnr MHN MHN nnnt nnnt
Zhaoetal. 307 2016 p - PCNL PCNL 1PL - 1PL
. nnaT  NHN MHN MHN Conocrasumo  JINAT nnnt
Baietal. [31] 2017 1o pent PCNL PCNL No difference  LPL LPL
nnnr MHN MHN Conocrasumo  Comocrasumo  JINNT
Maoetal.[32] 2021 p " - PCNL PCNL Nodifference  No difference  LPL
. nnnr MHN nnnt
Mantica et al. [33] 2022 1Pl - PO - - - 1Pl

MpumeyaHwue. NMH/1 — nepkyTaHHas HedponuToTpuncus; JINIT — nanapockonu4yeckas nuenonntotomusi; SFR — stone-free rate | yactota 6es-
KaMeHHoro craTyca
Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; LPLT — laparoscopic pyelolithotomy; SFR — stone-free rate

3¢ PeKTMBHOCTb NepKyTaHHOW Hedpo-
NNTOTOMMMN B CPaBHEHMU C lanapocKonu-
yeckou nuenonmToTommein

B HacTosLee BpemMsa B nMTepartype npea-
CTaB/eHbl CEMb MeTa-aHaln30B, CPaBHU-
BaroWwmMx 3¢ PeKTUBHOCTb MepKyTaHHOW
HePpPONUTOTOMUN U NTaNapoCKoONMNYeckomn
nuenonuntotomum (JINAT) [27 - 33] (Tabn. 5).
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CornacHo pesynbratam 60/bLUNHCTBA MeTa-
aHann30B, 1anapockonnyeckas NMenonnToTo-
MUS CBA3aHa € 6o/1ee BbICOKMMM NoKa3aTens-
MW 136aB/IeHNsI OT KaMHs, 6onee ANNTeNbHOW
NPOAO/IKNTENBHOCTLIO onepauun 1 Npedbl-
BaHMA B CTaLoHape, MeHbLUen YacToTOM -
nepTepmMun, reMoTpaHcpysunin U meHee Bblpa-
XXEHHbIM CHUXXEeHVeM ypOoBHS reMornobuHa.
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Ta6nuua 6. CpaBHeHune MHJ1 ¢ YPC npu yganeHnn KaMHell BepxHer TpeTn MoYeTOYHKKa
Table 6. PCNL vs URS in treatment of upper ureteral stones

MHN vs YPC B BepxHeit CHuxeve Mpogomkutens-
Mpogomkutens-
TPETU MOYETOUHNKA funeptepmust  remornobuHa [lemoTpaHcdysum KoHBepcum — HOCTb rocrmTany-
. SFR . ) HOCTb onepaum
PCNL vs URS in the upper Fever Drop of Blood transfusions  Conversions ~ 3auun Operative time
third of the ureter hemoglobin Hospital stay P
MHN MHN ConocraBumo
Wuetal. 36— 2007 py - - - - PCNL No difference
MHA  NHN MHN MHN MHN
Wangetal.[34] 2007 ey pey PCNL - PCNL PCNL
MHN Conocrasumo MMHN Conocrasumo
Gao etal. [35] 2017 peny - h - No difference  PCNL No difference
MHN - ConocraBumo MHN
Wang etal. 37 2020 peyy - g difference PCNL h h N
. MHA YPC
Laietal. [38] 2020 pNL URS - - - -
MHN MHN
Sharmaetal. [39] 2021 PN - - - PONL -

MpumeyaHune. NMH/T — nepkyTaHHas HepponutoTpuncus; JINJIT — nanapockonuyeckas nuenonutotTomus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactora 6e3-

KaMeHHoro cTaTyca

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; LPLT — laparoscopic pyelolithotomy; SFR — stone-free rate

Ta6nuua 7. CpaBHeHue MHJ ¢ IYNT npu yaaneHnn KamHel BepxXHer TpeTn MoYeTouYHMKa
Table 7. PCNL vs LULT for treatment of upper ureteral stones

MHA vs NYNT B BepXHell TPeTM MOYETOUHMKA SER lvneprepmus reMOTpch¢y3y|m
PCNL vs LULT in the upper ureteral stones Fever Blood transfusions
Sharma et al. [39] 2021 lf/gr:;/)'}%i::ch:o - -

Wang ta. (3] 200 P ro P

Lai et al. [38] 2020 /f/gr('j‘;j;z:,';'c“:" - -

MpumeyaHue. NMH/1 — nepkyTaHHasa HedponuToTpuncus; JIYNIT — nanapockonuyeckas ypeTeponmToToMums
Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; LULT — laparoscopic ureterolithotomy

3¢ PeKTUBHOCTb NepKyTaHHON Hedpo-
NINTOTOMUU B CPaBHEHUM C ypeTepoCcKonu-
el n nanapockonM4yeckou ypeteponuTo-
TOMMe Npu yaaneHun KaMmHeil BepxHein
TPeTU MOYETOYHMKA

JlaHHble, cpaBHMBatoLLme 3GPeKTUBHOCTb
nepkyTaHHON HedpPONNTOTOMUN N APYTUX
MeTO/Z OB JleYeHNA KaMHe BepxHel TpeTun
MOYETOYHVIKA, NpesCTaBNeHbl LUeCTbI0 MeTa-
aHanmnsamu [34 - 39] (Tabn. 6), TpU 13 KOTOPbIX
[37 - 39] npeacTaBnArOT AaHHblE CpaBHEHWSA
nepkyTaHHOW HeppPONINTOTOMUM C Nanapo-
CKOMUYeckon ypeteponutotommen (J1YJT)
(tabn. 7). Bce ykasaHHble MeTa-aHaA13bl CBU-
LeTeNbCTBYHOT 0 60/1ee BbICOKOV 3P PeKTUBHO-

BecTHVK yponorum
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¢t MHJ1 no cpasHeHuto ¢ YPC, conocTaBrMOV
yacToTe OC/IOXKHEHUI, bonee HU3KOW YacToTe
nepdopaymii MOYETOUHMKA, rMnepTepMumn
1 MeHbLLelr NPoA0/IKNTENIbHOCTY OnepaTmB-
HOro BMeLllaTenbCTBa. Hapsaay ¢ aTum 605b-
LWMNHCTBO MeTa-aHa/lN30B AEeMOHCTPUPYIOT
60/1ee BbICOKYH 4acTOTy remoTpaHcdysnii
1 6onee AnntenbHoe npebbiBaHMe NauneHTa
B CTauMoHape nocse BbinoaHeHua MHJI.

Tpn MeTa-aHanmsa cpaBHMUBaoLWMe 3¢-
dexkTnBHOCTL MHJT 1 TY/T yKa3bIBaKOT Ha CO-
noctaBnuMyto 3pPeKTUBHOCTb METOLOB MNpu
60nee BbICOKOW YacToTe runepTepmMmn u re-
MoTpaHcdy3unii, Habnogarowmxca nocne MH/
(tabn. 7).

ISSN 2308-6424 | 93
UROVEST.RU



V.A. Malkhasyan, N.K. Gadzhiev, S.O. Sukhikh
EVIDENCE-BASED EFFICACY, SAFETY AND TECHNICAL FEATURES

OF PERFORMING PERCUTANEOUS NEPHROLITHOTOMY REVIEW
(SYSTEMATIC REVIEW OF META-ANALYSES) ARTICLES
Ta6nuua 8. CpaBHeHWe cTaHZapTHOW MH/T 1 MUHW-TTHI
Table 8. Standard PCNL vs Mini PCNL
Mpogomxurens-  POAOIXU-
CranpaprHas MH vs CHuxene Mocneonepatnon- PoA Te/IbHOCTb
lneprepmus TemoTpaHcdysum HOCTb rocruTani-
Munn-MHN SFR Fever remorno6uHa Blood transfusions Has 60b saumm ornepatuu
Regular PCNL vs Mini PCNL Drop of hemoglobin Postoperative pain H i Operative
ospital stay time
Zhuetal, [40] 2015 Conocrasumo  Conocrasumo  CranpgaptHas MHN CranpaptHas MHA Crangaptiad MHA Crangapriasg MHA - Munm-MHN
‘ No difference  No difference  Standard PCNL Standard PCNL Standard PCNL ~ Standard PCNL Mini PCNL
MHN Conocrasumo  CrangaptHas KN Crangaptias AN _ Muru-MTHN
Feng etal. [41] 2020 PCNL No difference  Standard PCNL Standard PCNL Mini PCNL
ConocraBumo CrangaptHas A CranpaptHas A _ MuHu-MTHN
Deng etal. [42] 2021 No difference Standard PCNL Standard PCNL Mini PCNL
ConocraBumo CrangaprHas MHA CranpaptHas AN CranpaptHas MHA - Munn-NHA
Sharma etal. [3] 2022 No difference Standard PCNL Standard PCNL Standard PCNL Mini PCNL
Wan etal, [44] 2022 Conocrasumo  Conocrasumo  CranpaptHas MHN - CraHpaprHad MHA - ConocraBumo Crangaprraa MHA Munn-NHN
' No difference  No difference  Standard PCNL Standard PCNL No difference Standard PCNL Mini PCNL
L Conocrasumo  Conocrasumo  CrangaptHas MHN - CranpaprHas MHA - Conocrasumo CranpgaprHaa MHA - Munn-NHN
Mykoniats et al. [45] 2022 No difference  No difference  Standard PCNL Standard PCNL No difference Standard PCNL Mini PCNL
Qinetal. [46] 2022 Conocrasumo  Conocrasumo  CranpaptHas MHNT - CraHpaptHas MHA - ConocraBumo Crangaprras MHA - Munun-NHN
‘ No difference  No difference  Standard PCNL Standard PCNL No difference Standard PCNL Mini PCNL
Mpumeyanne. NMH/T — nepkytaHHas HepponutotTpuncus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactoTa 6e3kaMeHHOro cTatyca
Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; SFR — stone-free rate
Tabnuua 9. CpaBHeHMe mukpo-MNH/ n PUPX
Table 9. Micro PCNL vs RIRS
Mukpo MH/ vs PUPX SFR CHuXeHne remornobuHa  OCNOXHeHUs rnopc?_lﬁig;KMM;:n::oab gﬁ:A:n:(;Teanoab
Micro PCNL vs RIRS Drop ofhemoglobin Complications . . paumn.
Hospital stay Operative time
Lietal, [49] 2018 Mukpo-MHA  Mukpo-MNHI Conocrasumo Mukpo-MHA Conocrasumo
‘ Micro PCNL Micro PCNL No difference Micro PCNL No difference
PUPX PUPX ConocraBumo Conocrasumo ConocraBumo
Gu et al. [50] 2021 RIRS RIRS No difference No difference No difference
Mukpo-MHA Mukpo- MHN _ Mwkpo-TNHA Mukpo-THI
Zhang etal. (5172020 o peny Mo PO Micro PCNL Micro PCNL

MpumeyaHune. MH/T — nepkyTaHHas HepponutToTpuncus; PUPX — peTporpagHas nHTpapeHanbHas xupyprus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactota

6e3kaMeHHoro cTatyca

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; RIRS — retrograde intrarenal surgery; SFR — stone-free rate

3¢ PeKTUBHOCTb NepKyTaHHON Hedpo-
NANTOTOMUU B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT pa3mepa
MHCTPYMEHTa

B coBpemeHHOI nuTepatype ceMb MeTa-
aHaNN30B CPaBHWBAKT pe3ynbTaTbl CTaH-
AapTHOW v MUHW-TTHT [40 - 46] (Tabn. 8).
Pe3ynbTaThl nogasnstoLiero 60AbLLINHCTBA
MeTa-aHa/N30B CBUAETEeNbCTBYIOT O COMOo-
CcTaBMMOW 3¢ PeKTUBHOCTL MeToL0B, COMo-
CTaBMMOW YacToTe runepTepmMmm 1N 601eBbIX
OLLyLLIeHWI B MocieonepayoHHOM rnepuroge.
MpakTnyeckn Bce MeTa-aHann3bl MOATBEPXa-
tOT 60/1ee BbICOKYH YacTOTy reMoTpaHcdy3nii
n 6onee BblpaXKeHHOE CHUXKEHME YPOBHS re-
MOrn1061Ha Nocse BbINOJIHEHUS CTaHAAPTHOMN
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MH. Mpwn 3ToM cTaHfapTHas MNHJ/1 no3sonaeT
COKpaTUTL Bpems ornepauum, og4HaKo naymeH-
Tbl, NoABepratoweca MUHN-MHJI, npoBoaAT
B CTaLMOHape MeHbLLEe BPeEMEHW.
CpaBHeHMo 3ddeKTUBHOCTY Ccynep-MnUHM-
MH (CMITH) nocsiLeHbl ABa MeTa-aHaNn3a.
MeTa-aHann3 H. Li n coasrT. (2023), oueHUB-
Wi 3¢ PeKTUBHOCTb N 6€30MacHOCTb JaHHO-
ro MeTo/a B CPaBHEHUN C TAKUMWN MeToAamMu
neyeHwus, kak PUPX, ctaHaapTHaa N MUHN-
MH/, nokasan, uto adPpekTBHOCTL CMITH/I
6bls1a CONOCTaBMMa C FPyNMnovi KOHTPOAS, Npw
3ToM CMIMHJ1 6blna accoummpoBaHa ¢ 6onee
BbICOKOW YacCTOTOW NNXOPaAKN U OCIIOXHe-
HuiA (Clavien-Dindo III) [47]. Pe3ynbTaThbl MeTa-
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Ta6nunua 10. CpaBHeHwue MHJT ¢ cnctemMol akTUBHOW acnupaunm 1 TpagnuumMoHHom MH
Table 10. PCNL + active aspiration system vs reqular PCNL

AcnupaunoHHas MHN vs
TpagnumnoHHas MHN SFR
Aspiration vs Regular PCNL

lvneptepmus

OcnoxueHns
Fever Complications

BcriomorartenbHble  Mpogomxutens-
BMeLUaTe/bCTBa HOCTb OrepaLuu
Auxiliary interventions Operative time

TemoTpaHcy3um
Blood transfusions

AcnupauuoHHas TpaguuMoHHasi TpaauLMOHHas TpaanumoHHas
Chenetal.[52] 2021 MHA MH MH/ - ;Eaﬂl":#'ffé;?a” MR

Aspiration PCNL ~ Regular PCNL  Regular PCNL g Regular PCNL

AcnupaunoHHas  TpaguuuoHHas TpagnumoHHas
Zhuetal[53] 2021 THA MHA - ,CVZ'L‘;;:::C“SO - MHA

Aspiration PCNL  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL

TpagnumoHHas TpagnumoHHas TpagnumoHHas
Lietal. [54] 2022 THA - MHA - ,T?Eaﬂl"(';“;',‘c’,*\'l?a”””” MHA

Regular PCNL Regular PCNL 9 Regular PCNL

MpumeyaHue. NMH/T — nepkytaHHas HepponutoTpuncus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactoTa 6e3kameHHOro cTatyca

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; SFR — stone-free rate

Ta6nuua 11. CpaBHeHVe 3dPekTBHOCTU 1 6esonacHocTy MH/1 13 MynbTV U MOHOAOCTYNA
Table 11. Efficacy and safety of multi-tract PCNL vs single-tract PCNL

MynbTu-MHJT vs MoHo-MHN MpogomkutensHocte — MPOAOMKUTENBHOCTD
. . OcnoxHeHus lTemotpaHcysum
Multi-tract vs single-tract access SFR Complications Blood transfusions rocnuTanamsalum onepauuu
PCNL P Hospital stay Operative time
. Conocrasumo  Mynbtugoctyn  Mynbtugoctyn _ _

Jiao etal. [56] 2020 No difference Multi-tract Multi-tract
MoHo-goctyn  Mynbtugoctyn  Mynbstugoctyn ConocraBumo Conocrasumo

Wang et al. [57] 2021 Single-tract Multi-tract Multi-tract No difference No difference
Mono-goctyn  Mynstugoctyn  Mynstugocryn Conocrasumo Conocrasrmo

Song etal. [58] 2022 Single-tract Multi-tract Multi-tract No difference No difference

Mpumeyanue. NMH/T — nepkytaHHas HepponutoTpuncus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactoTa 6e3kamMmeHHOro cTatyca

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; SFR — stone-free rate

aHanusa M. Zeid et al. (2022) nokasanu, 4to
adpdpekTmBHOCTL CMITHJ1 6bI1a CONOCTaBMMa
c 3¢ PekTUBHOCTLIO MUHU-TTH/T 1 6bina He-
CKONbKO Bblwe 3¢pdpekTnBHOCTM PUPX. Mpn
3TOM MPOAO/IKNTENBbHOCTb Onepauuy npu
CMTITH/1 6b1na 3HaYNTENBHO A0/bLUe, YeM Npu
MUHKU-MHJT 1 kopoue, yem npu PUPX [48].

CpaBHeHU0 3¢ deKTUBHOCTU MUKpPO-TTHJI
1 PUPX, nocBsALWeHbl TpU MeTa-aHanunsa, pe-
3yNbTaTbl KOTOPbIX CBUAETENbCTBYOT O 60-
Nnee BbICOKOW 3¢ PekTUBHOCTN MUKPO-THJT Ha
bOoHe conocTaBMMOM YaCTOTbl OCIOXHEHWA
1N MPOAOIKNTENBHOCTM ONMepaTUBHOIo BMe-
waTenbcTBa [49 - 51] (Tabn. 9). TeM He MeHee
Mukpo-NHJ1 accoymmpoBaHa c 6onee Bbipa-
XXEHHbIM CHUXeHMeM remornobumHa n 6onee
ANNTeNbHBbIMW CPOKaMUM rocauTanmsaumnn.

3¢PekTnBHOCTL MNMHJ € cncrtemoii ak-
TUBHOW acnupaumm

BONbLUMHCTBO CyLLECTBYHOLLMX Ha Ceroa-
HALWHUY JeHb MeTa-aHaN30B CBUAETENbCTBY-
FOT O TOM, YTO NpMMeHeHwue MHJ1 ¢ cncTtemon
aKTUBHOW acnmpauun nossonsdeTt J06uTbcs
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6o1ee BbICOKMX NOKa3aTenen n3basneHus ot
KaMHS$, COKpaTUTb BpeMsi ornepawumm, CHU3UTb
4YacToTy MHPEKLMOHHbBIX OCNOXHEHUM U Co-
KpaTUTb KONNYECTBO BCMOMOraTe/ibHbIX BMe-
watenbcTB [52 - 54] (tTabna. 10).

TexHn4yeckne 0C06eHHOCTU BbINO/IHEHNA
MHJ: xapakTep 1 KONM4YecTBo AO0CTYNOB

B coBpemMeHHoOV nnTepaType npeacTaBneH
oAMH MeTa-aHanm3 Z. He et al. (2019) cpas-
HUBaKOLWMM 3$HeKTUBHOCTb 1 6€30MacHOCTb
HagpeébepHOro 1 cybkoCTanbHOro AOCTYMNOB
[55]. PesynbTathl gaHHOro Mmerta-aHanumsa
AEMOHCTPUPYHIOT, UTO HaAPEBepHbIA AOCTYN
conpsixéH ¢ 6onee BbICOKOW 4acTOTOW pas-
BUTUSA rapoTopakca 1 bonee BbipaXXeHHbIM
CHMXEeHNEeM remMorsiiobunHa, Npuv 3ToM JaHHbIN
[OCTYN COMOCTaBUM C Cy6KOCTaslbHbIM B YacTuU
3¢ PeKTUBHOCTY, YaCTOThbl TMNepTePMUL U re-
MOTpPaHCPy3nn.

CpaBHeHUo 3ddekTnBHOCTU 1 Be3onac-
HOCTW MyNIbTU M MOHOZ0CTYMa NOCBALLEHO TPY
MeTa-aHanusa [56 - 58] (tabn. 11).
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H1 04MH 13 yKa3aHHbIX MeTa-aHaAN30B He
NoATBEPXAALOT rmnoTesy o 6osee BbICOKOMN
adpdekTnBHOCTM MHJI, BbINOAHAEMON Yepes
HEeCKO/IbKO JOCTYMOB, KPOME TOro, pe3ybTaThl
BCeX TPEX MeTa-aHaNM30B CBUAETENbCTBYHOT
0 60/1ee BbICOKOV YacToTe OC/IOKHEHW U re-
MOTpaHCchy3nIA Npu OTCYTCTBUM KaKOM-N116o
PasHULbl B NPOAO/IKNTENIbHOCTY OnepaTunB-

HOro BMeLlaTeNbCTBa.

TexHUYecKne 0CO6eHHOCTU BbiNoOJHe-
Husa MH: kom6uHaumnsa NMHN ¢ agpyrumm
3HAOCKONMUYECKUMMN MeToAaMM
EAVNHCTBEHHbLIN B CBOEM poje MeTa-
aHanu3 D.R. Widyokirono et al. (2022), cpas-
HMBaKLWWMIA pe3ynbTatel MH/T n sHAOCKONW-
UYECKOW KOMBVHVNPOBAHHOW MHTPAPEHa/IbHOW
xupyprun (3KNPX) B neyeHnn KopannoBuj-
HbIX KaMHel MoYyku NpoAeMoHCTpMpoBan,
yTO NpuMeHeHue SKNPX npnBoANT K 3HaUU-
Te/IbHOMY yBe/IMYeHNo nokasaTtens nsbas-
JNIeHNA OT KaMHS N COKpaLLLeHNo BCMOMOra-
Te/IbHbIX BMeLLaTeNbCTB, MPY CONOCTaBUMbIX
nokasartesisix NPoAO/KNTENbHOCTU onepaummn
N BbIPaXXE€HHOCTN CHUXEHUSA reMornobrHa
[59].

TexHUYecKme 0Co6eHHOCTU BbiNOJHe-
Hus MH: 3Heprus Bo3aeincTBMA Ha KaMeHb
B meTa-aHanmuse D. Castellani et al. (2022)
npoBeAeHO CpaBHEHWe N1a3epHON N MexaHu-
yeckowm AesnHTerpaunm kamHs [60]. Pe3ynb-
TaTbl MeTa-aHannsa NPoAeMOHCTPMpoOBanu
6onee HM3KMe NokasaTenu nibasneHus oT
KaMHS Npy NPUMeHeHN Na3epHON NNTOTPUN-
CWN MO CPAaBHEHWIO C NaLMeHTaMu, Y KOTOPbIX
Ae3NHTerpaums KaMHs oCyLLLeCTBASANACh MHEB-
MaTUYeCKUM 1N YyNbTPa3BYyKOBbIM METOLOM.
Hapsagy ¢ 3TVM y nayMeHToB, NoABeprmnxca
Na3epHoO MNTOTPUMNCUN, PErnCcCTPUPOBaNOCh
6onee NpoAoXKUTENbHOE BPEMS OnepaTms-
HOro BMellaTeNbCTBa U rocnutanmsaumnm,
1N oTMeYancs 6onee BbICOKNI PUCK pa3BUTUSA
rmneptepmun. B pabote L. Lin et al. (2022) as-
TOPbI CPaBHUAN 3PPEKTUBHOCTb INTOTPUNCAN
BbIMNOHAEMOW pPa3NNYHbIMW NTNTOTPUNTEpPa-
MW — YNbTPa3BYKOBbIMU, MHEBMATUNYECKUMU
n ANTOTpMNTEPaMU coYeTarolWMMn B cebe
oba MexaHu3sMa gericteua [61]. PesynbTaThl
MeTa-aHanunsa npojemMoHcTpupoBann 6o-
nee BbICOKYH 3QdEKTUBHOCTb KOMOBUHMPO-
BaHHbIX MHCTpyMeHTOB. I. Mykoniatis et al.
(2023) B cBOEIN paboTe NPUBOAUT pe3ynbTaThl
CpaBHEHUSA O4HO30HA0BbIX KOHTAKTHbIX JINTO-
TpunTepoB ABOMHOro Aericteusa ShockPulse
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n Trilogy ¢ agpyrummn metogamMm ANTOTPUMNCUN
(nasepHoOW, NHeBMaTU4YeCKOM 1 ABYX30HA,0BOM
KOMbOUHMpOBaHHOW nutoTpuncuein) [62]. Co-
rMacHO AaHHbIM MeTa-aHanm3a, pesynbTaThl
NINTOTPUNCUU NPU NPUMEHEHUN O4HO30HA0-
BbIX KOHTAKTHbIX TNTOTPUATEPOB ABOMHOrO
AelcTBMS 6blIN CONOCTaBUMbI C pe3ynbTaTta-
MW APYrnX BUAOB NUTOTPUMNCUN B YacTu U3-
6aB/IeHNA OT KaMHS, NPOAOIKUTENBHOCTN
ornepaummn, YacToTbl reMoTpaHCcPy3nin 1 no-
cneonepaloOHHbIX OCIOXKHEHWIA.

TexHUn4yeckme oco6eHHOCTU BbiMNOJIHE-
Husa MHN: meToa AvnaTaumm npu popmu-
poBaHMU YPECKOXKHOro AoCTyna

Pabotkl C. Dehong (2013), Y. Li (2013) n P.X.
Peng (2020) npoBOAAT CpaBHUTENbHbIW aHa-
N3 MeToA0B AnnaTtauymm paboyero KkaHana
[63 - 65]. Pe3ynbTaTthl AaHHLIX paboT cBUje-
TeNbCTBYIOT 0 60n1ee BbICOKOW 3dPekTUBHO-
CTW OAHOLLAroBOW AnnaTtaunm no CPaBHEHNIO
C MHOrOLLIAroBOW B YaCTU CHUXXEHNS BpeMeHU
OCyLLIeCTBNIEHUS A0CTYMa, BPEMEHN peHTre-
HOCKOMUW 1 MeHee BbIPaXEHHOr0 CHUKEHWSA
YPOBHS reMorno6uHa.

Kpome Toro, meta-aHanmsbl C. Dehong
(2013) n P.X. Peng (2020) pemMOHCTpUpYyOT
60nee BbICOKYH 3G PeKTUBHOCTb 1 Hesonac-
HOCTb 6aNIOHHON ANNATaALNM MO CPAaBHEHMIO
C Aunatauvein npu nomolm Amplatz 6yxei,
C TOYKM 3pEHNSA MeHee BbIPAaXXEHHOIO CHMXe-
HUSA reMorno6rHa, MeHbLUer NPOAOC/IKNTENb-
HOCTW OCyLLecTBNeHUs A0CTyNna U MeHbLUein
4YacTOTbl reMoTpaHcdy3mii, 0CO6eHHO y naum-
€HTOB C aHaMHEe30M OTKpPbITbIX OrepaTUBHbIX
BMellaTeNbCTB Ha nouke [63, 65].

TexHn4yeckne 0co6e€HHOCTU BbIMNOJIHE-
Hus MH: 6e3ppeHa>kHas MHJ

OavHHaguaTb MeTa-aHaAM30B CPaBHMBA-
0T pe3ynbTaTbl 6e34peHaxXHoN U Tpaanuu-
OHHOW (apeHaxHow) MHJ1[66 - 76] (Tabn. 12).
JlaHHble NogaBnsAoLero 601bWNHCTBA MeTa-
aHaNN30B CBUAETEeNbCTBYOT 06 OTCYTCTBUN
KaKowm-nMbo pasHuubl Mexay ABYMS TeXHU-
Kamu BbinonHeHnA MHJ1 B noka3atenax ms-
6aBNeHNS OT KAMHS, CHUXEHUNS FreMOrn061Ha,
YaCcTOTbl NOC/eonepaLiOHHONM rMnepTepMmm
1 reMoTpaHcy3nii. Hapsagy € 3TMM 60/1bLLNH-
CTBO MeTa-aHaNn30B CBUAETENbCTBYET O TOM,
YTO NMPUMeHeHne 6e34peHaXHOoN TeXHUKN
CBSA3aHO C 601ee KOPOTKMMU CPOKAMU roCrm-
Tann3auum, MeHbLUEe NPOAOMKNTENbHOCTLIO
ornepaunn N MeHbLUeln NoTPebHOCTLIO B MO-
cneonepauMoHHONM aHanbresun. B gononHe-
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Ta6nuua 12. CpaBHeHVe 6e34peHaXXHON 1 APpeHaXXHOM MeToAMK BbliNnonHeHus MHJ
Table 12. Tubless PCNL vs reqular PCNL

[OKA3ATE/TbHOMN MEAVLIMHBI (CUCTEMATUYECKUIA OB30P META-AHA/IN30B)

CHuxeHne TemotpaHcdy- Mpogomxutens-
besgpenaxHas MHN vs Mpogomxutens-
TMneptepmus  remornobuHa  3um Axanbresus HOCTb rocnmuTany-
[JipenaxHas MHN SFR ; HOCTb onepaLmm
Fever Drop of Blood Analgesia 3aumn I
Tubless vs Regular PCNL . . . Operative time
hemoglobin ~ transfusions Hospital stay
Yuan et al. [66] 2011 Conocraumo ~ ComoctaBumo ConocraBumo  [ipeHaxHas MHA  [ipeHaxuas MMHN [penaxHas NH
‘ No difference N difference No difference  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL Regular PCNL
Nietal. [67] 2011 Conocrasumo _ Conocrasumo  JipeHaxHas MHA  [ipeHaxuas MHN ApenaxHas MHA
' No difference No difference  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL Regular PCNL
ConocraBumo ConocraBumo QpexaxHas MHA  [ipeHaxuas MMHN Conocrasumo
Wang etal. [68] 2012 No difference No difference Regular PCNL Regular PCNL No difference
Shen et al. [69] 2012 - ConocraBumo Conocrasumo  flpeHaxHas MHN - [ipenaxHas MHI Conocrasumo
' No difference No difference  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL No difference
Zhong et al. [70] 2013 - Conocrasumo ~ Conoctasumo  Conocrasumo  [lpeHaxHast MHA  ApenaxHas MHN Conocrasumo
getal No difference  No difference  No difference  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL No difference
Xunetal. [71] 2017 Conocrasumo  ConocraBumo  CorocraBumo  CornoctaBumo  [ipeqaxHas MHA - Apenaxuas NMHA [penaxuas MHN
‘ No difference  No difference  No difference  No difference  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL Regular PCNL
Conocrasumo [JipenaxHas MHN
Leeetal. [72] 2017 - B No difference  ~ h RegularPCNL ~ ~
Lietal. [73] 2020 Conocraumo  ConocraBumo  CorocraBumo  ConocraBumo  [ipeqaxHas MHA - Apenaxuas MHA [penaxuas MHN
‘ No difference  No difference  No difference  No difference  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL Regular PCNL
Chen et al. [74] 2020 Conocraumo ~ Conoctasumo Conocrasumo  [lpeHaxHas MHN  [iperaxtas AN
' No difference  No difference No difference  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL
_ ConocraBumo Conocrasumo  [lpeHaxHas MHN  [ipenaxHas MHN [ipenaxHas MHN
Gauharetal. [75] 2022 No difference No difference  Regular PCNL Regular PCNL Regular PCNL
. _ Conocrasumo _ [peHaxHas MHA  [ipeHaxHas MHN [ipeHaxHas NHI
Wilhelm etal. [76] - 2023 No difference Regular PCNL Regular PCNL Regular PCNL

Mpumeyanune. NMH/T — nepkytaHHas HepponutotTpuncus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactoTa 6e3kamMmeHHOro cTatyca

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; SFR — stone-free rate

HUe pe3ynbTaTbl MeTa-aHanm3a V. Gauhar et
al. (2022) ykasbiBatoT Ha 60/1ee HM3KYH0 Bepo-
ATHOCTb GOPMUPOBAHUS MOYEBBLIX CBULLEN
nocne 6esgpeHaxHowm MH/ [75].

YTO KacaeTcs NpUMeHeHVsa remocTatmnye-
CKMX areHToB NP BbINONHEHUN be3apeHaXx-
How TMHJ1, To pe3ynbTaTbl MeTa-aHaAN30B J.
Wang et al. (2014) n C. Yu et al. (2014), npoBe-
AEHHbIX C LeNiblo U3y4YeHns JaHHOro BOMpoca,
CBMAETeNbCTBYIOT 06 OTCYTCTBUM Kakoro-nmbo
s3ddekTa yKasaHHbIX MpenapaToB B YaCcTu CHU-
XXEHWSA YaCcTOTbl reMOTPaHChY3UIA 1 BblpaXkeH-
HOCTWN CHUXEHUSI YPOBHS remornobuHa [77,
78]. FoBOps 0 YacTn4Ho 6e3apeHaxHowm MHIY.
Chen et al. (2018) B cBOeli paboTe NpoAeMOH-
CTPUPOBAsU, YTO BHELLUHN MOYETOYHNKOBbI
KaTeTep MOXeT MCMNo/b30BaTbCs B KayecTse
NOJ/IHOLLEHHOV anbTepHaTNBbl MOYETOUYHUKO-
BOMY CTEHTY, YTO NO3BOJISET MUHUMUN3NPO-
BaTb BbIPaXX€HHOCTb CTEHT-aCCOLIMNPOBAHHbIX
CMMMTOMOB, HUKaK He BAUAA Ha Apyrve pe-
3ynbTathl onepauumn [79].
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TexHU4YecKne 0co6eHHOCTU BbiMNOJIHe-
Husa MNMH/: BUA aHectesnmn

Tpn mMeTa-aHanm3a LOCTYyrMHble B COBpe-
MEHHOW NnTepaType CBUAETeNbCTBYHOT O 60-
Niee HN3KOM YacToTe TOWHOThI, PBOTHI, re-
MOTPaHCPy3nii, MeHbLUEN NHTEHCUBHOCTU
nocneonepayyioHHor 6011 N MeHbLUer no-
TpebHOCTWN B aHanbresnn y nayMeHToB, Noj-
Bepratowwmxcsa MHJ1 nog pervoHanbHoOM (cnu-
HanbHOW) aHecTe3men [80 - 82] (Tabn. 13).
Hapsagy ¢ aTum npMeHeHre permoHanbHoOM
aHecTe3nn NpMBOAMNT K COKpPALLEHUIO Npo-
AOJDKNTENBbHOCTM onepaunm 1 rocnntanmia-
LMW NpX COMOCTaBMMbIX MOKasaTensax nsbas-
NeHnsa oT kaMH4. ChegyeTt Takxke OTMETUTb,
4YTO pe3ynbTaTbl MeTa-aHanmsa H. Hu et al.
(2015) nokaszanu: NHTpaonepauroHHas ru-
NOTOHWMA HabNKAAETCS 3HAUNTENbHO pexe
npwv BbinonHeHWn MHJ/1 nog obuien aHecTe-
3uen [81].
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Ta6nuua 13. CpaBHeHVEe pa3nnYHbIX BUA0B aHecTe3nu nNpu BblinoaHeHnW MHJ
Table 13. Comparison of different types of anesthesia during PCNL

PernoHanbHas
aHecTe3mns vs

06uias aHecte3nst  SFR
Regional vs General
anesthesia

TowHora v pBoTa
Nausea and
vomiting

lemoTpaHcPy3um
Blood transfusions

Mocneonepatnon-
Has 60/b
Postoperative pain

AHanbresus
Analgesia

MpogomkuTens-
HOCTb rocnuTani-
3auuu

Hospital stay

Mpogonxutens-
HOCTb OMepaLuu
Operative time

ConocraBumo
Puetal.[80] 2015 , difference

061(as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

ConocraBumo 061was aHecte3ns 06Las aHecTe3uns

Huetal. [81] 2015 No difference  General anesthesia General anesthesia

ConoctaBumo 06was aHecte3ust ConocTaBumMo

Livetal. (82] 2018 No difference  General anesthesia No difference

0611as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

061an aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

0611as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

061(as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

061as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

061(as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

0611as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

061as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

0611as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

061(as aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

061as aHecTe3ms
General anesthesia

061ias aHecTe3us
General anesthesia

Mpumeyanue. NMH/T — nepkyTaHHas HepponutToTpuncus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactoTa 6e3kamMmeHHOro cTatyca
Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; SFR — stone-free rate

Ta6nuua 14. CpasHeHue MHJT B NONOXEHNM Ha CIVHE U Ha XVBOTe
Table 14. Supine PCNL vs prone PCNL

ﬂpOAOﬂ)KVITEﬂbHOCTb HPOAOH)KVITEHI:HOCTI:

Ha cnuHe vs Ha xuBsote SER Mneptepmua  OUIOKHEHMA KpoBoreyeHus FOCTATAN3aLMAN onenaLm
Supine PCNL vs prone PCNL Fever Complications Bleeding . t paumin
Hospital stay Operative time
Liu et al, [83] 2010 Conocrasumo ~ Conoctasumo ~ CorocraBumo Conocrasumo _ Ha xusore
‘ No difference No difference No difference No difference Prone
Conocrasumo Conocrasumo ~ ConoctaBumo Ha xusore
W etal. [84] 2011y, difference h h No difference No difference Prone
Ha xusore Conocrasumo Conocrasumo Ha xusore
Thangetal.[85] 2004 p 0 - No difference - No difference Prone
Yuan et al. [86] 2016 Ha xuBote ~ ConqaaBMMO Ha xuBore Conqaaammo Ha xuBote
Prone No difference Prone No difference Prone
Li et al. [87] 2019 Conocrasumo  Haxusote Conocrasumo Conocrasumo  ConocraBumo Ha xuBore
’ No difference Prone No difference No difference No difference Prone
Birowoetal. 3] 2020 Ha xuBore ~ Ha xusore ~ Conqaaammo Conqaasumo
Prone Prone No difference No difference
Keller et al. [89] 2021 Conocrasumo  Haxusore Conocrasumo Conocrasumo  Conocrasumo Ha xuBore
' No difference Prone No difference No difference No difference Prone
Conocrasumo ~ Ha xuBore Conocrasumo Ha xusote Conocrasumo Conocrasumo
Falahatkar etal. [30] 2022 No difference Prone No difference Prone No difference No difference

Mpumeyanue. NMH/T — nepkytaHHas HepponutoTpuncus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactoTa 6e3kamMmeHHOro cTatyca

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; SFR — stone-free rate

TexHU4Yeckme oco6eHHOCTU BbiMoOJIHe-
HuA MNMHJ1: nono)XXeHne nayMeHTa

BoceMb MeTa-aHann30B CpaBHMBAKOT pe-
3ynbTaThl [MH/1, BBINONHEHHOW B MOMIOXKEHUN
Ha crrHe 1 Ha xueoTe [83 - 90] (Tabn. 14).
BONbLUMHCTBO MeTa-aHa/IM30B He BbIABUIN,
KaKNX-TM60 pasnuumni mexay AByMs MeTo-
AaMU C TOYKM 3peHuns 3¢deKTUBHOCTN BMe-
waTenbcTBa. CyLecTBeHHbIX pasinyuni He
6b1710 BbISIB/IEHO 11 B YaCTOTE BO3HUKHOBEHUSA
OC/IOKHEHWW, KPOBOTEUEHWIA N MPOAOIXKU-
TeNbHOCTU nMpebbiBaHUSA B cTaumoHape. Og-
Hako B 6O/IbLUMHCTBE MeTa-aHa/nn30B 6bI10
nokasaHo, uto NMHJ1 B NoN0XeHWN Ha XXNBOTe
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CBS3aHO C 60/1ee BbICOKOW YaCTOTOM BO3HWK-
HOBEHMS 3MN13040B rmnepTrepMmun n 6onee
ANNTENbHONV NPOAOIKNTENBHOCTLIO Onepa-
TUBHOrO BMellaTenbCTBa. B meTa-aHanunse
P. Wu et al. (2011) 6611 paccunTaH puck nep-
dopaunm KNLWKN B MONOXKEHNN NaLMEeHTa Ha
CnuHe, KoTopbl coctaBun 0,5% [84].

TexHn4yeckne oco6eHHOCTU BbIMNOJIHE-
HuA NHJ: meTog HaBUraum nNpu ocyllecT-
B/IeHUW A0CTyMna B YalleYyHOo-/10XaHOUYHYI0
cuctemy (Y1C)

O PeKkTMBHOCTb 1 6€30NaCHOCTb pPa3nny-
HbIX METO/Z0B HaBUraum Npu ocyLLecTBAEeHUN
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Tabnuua 15. CpaBHeHVe pasINYHbIX METOAOB HaBUraLyMm Npu ocyLlecTBAeHnn goctyna B YJ1C noyku
Table 15. Comparison of ultrasound vs flouroscopy-quided PCNL access

] POA0IXUTENBHOCTL FoCnK-

Pentren vs Y31 SR Bpems goctyna OcnoxHeHma KpoBoteuenus AL
Flouroscopy-quided vs Ultrasound Access time Complications Bleeding al
Hospital stay
VE PeHtren Penrren PeHtren
Wang etal. [91] 2015 Ultrasound Flouroscopy Flouroscopy Flouroscopy B
. Conocrasumo PeHtren Penrren Penrren Conocrasumo
Letal. [32] 2017 No difference Flouroscopy Flouroscopy Flouroscopy No difference
Conocrasumo Pentren Pentren
tang etal. [%3] 2019 No difference Flouroscopy Flouroscopy B
. Conocrasumo Y31 Conocrasumo Conocrasumo Conocrasumo
Arabeadeh Bahriet ol [54] 2023 No difference Ultrasound No difference No difference No difference

Mpumeyanue. NMH/T — nepkytaHHas HepponutoTpuncus; SFR — stone-free rate | yactoTa 6e3kamMmeHHOro cTatyca

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; SFR — stone-free rate

foctyna B YJ1C nmoyku npoaHanvsmpoBaHa
B YeTbIpéx MeTa-aHanm3sax [91 - 94] (tabn. 15).
BONbLUNHCTBO 13 yKa3aHHbIX MeTa-aHaAn30B
CBUAETeNbCTBYeT 06 OTCYTCTBUW 3HAUVIMOW
pa3sHuLbl Mexay Metogamn Y3U v PeHTreH-
KOHTPOAS C TOYKM 3peHUs rnokasaTtenen us-
6aBneHnss OT KaMHSA N NPOAO/IKNTENBHOCTN
rocnuTanmsaunm, npu 3ToM JoCTyn Nog ynb-
TPa3BYyKOBbIM HaBeJeHVeM CONPsiXKEH C MeHb-
LIe YacTOTOW OCNIOXXHEHWUM, KpOBOTEUEHUI
1 CBA3aH C MEHbLUMMW 3aTpaTaMy BPEMEHMU
Ha nyHkumto Y/1C.

BmecTe € 3TUM B nnTepaType onyb6amko-
BaHbl pe3y/bTaTthbl A4BYX MeTa-aHa/IN30B CpaB-
HMBaowWMe 3pGeKTUBHOCTb OCYLLEeCTBIEHNS
AOCTyrna B Mo4yky NoJ y1bTPa3ByKOBbIM KOH-
Tponem C 1 6e3 NpYMeHeHUs Y3-KOHTPaCTHbIX
npenapaTtos [95, 96]. CornacHo pesynbTatam
AAHHbIX paboT, ocyuwiecTBaAeHMe AOCTyna
B MOYKY NOJ Yy/NbTPa3ByKOBbIM KOHTPOJIEM
C NpMeHeHneM Y3-KOHTPaCTHbIX NpenapaToB
No3BONSeT A0OUTLCA yBENNYEHUSA KOoNnYe-
CTBa ycneLwHbIX NyHKUMIA YJ1C, BBINONHEHHbIX
C NepBOV MOMbITKM, COKPATUTb BPeMs MyHK-
LMK, NPOAOIKNTENBHOCTL roCnmMTann3aunm
1 06UTLCA BoNee BbICOKMX NMoKa3aTenen ns-
6aBneHns OT KaMHs.

MpodunakTmnka ocno>KHEHN Npu Bbl-
nonHeHuun NMNHJ: pyckm remopparmyecknx
OC/IOXKHEHMIA U nx npopunakTmka

CornacHo meTa-aHanmsy H. Hu et al. (2016)
3HaUMMbIM GaKTOPOM pPa3BUTUA remMopparu-
YeCKMX OCNIOXKHEHNIA ABAAIOTCA NpeALLecTBY-
LiMe OTKpbITble ornepaTMBHbIe BMeLLlaTe/b-
CTBa Ha onepupyemoi nouke [97]. B kauecTBe
APYyroro cyLiecTBeHHOro gakropa pucka re-
MOpparnyeckmnx 0CNOXHEeHUn paccMaTpuBa-
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eTCA aHTMarperaHTHas 1 aHTUKOarynssHTHas
Tepanus. B ninTepatype Ha AaHHbIi MOMEHT
npeacTassieH O4UH MeTa-aHanuns, oLeHVBa-
FOLLMIA PUCKW Pa3BUTUA remopparnyeckmnx
OC/NIOXHEeHU Ha ¢oHe aHTMarperaHTHOW
Tepanuu acnmprHom [98]. ABTOpbl AaHHOrIO
MeTa-aHanmsa NpoLeMOHCTPMPOBaIN OTCYT-
CTBME KaKOM-N1M60 pasHMLbl B YacToTe remo-
TpaHCcPy3ni Mexay naumeHTaMmu, KoTopbiM
aHTUarperaHTHasa Tepanua npepbiBanach
nepes orepaumein N naymMeHTaMmm, Kotopble
NPOAO/MKANN NPUHMMATb aClNPUH Ha MOMEHT
onepaTVBHOro BMellaTenbCTBa. YTo KacaeTcs
bapmakonornyeckon NpodUNakTUKN reMop-
parnyeckmnx OCNOXHEHWA, TO Ha CerOAHALLHWIA
JeHb CaMbIM MONYNAPHBLIM CMNOCO60M NpesoT-
BpaLLeHNsi KpOBOTEYEHWNI NPY BbINOJHEHUN
MHJT aBnaeTca npuMeHeHMe TpaHeKcamMo-
BOW KMCNOTbl. BOABLINHCTBO M3 ceMU MeTa-
aHann30B, oueHMBarLWMX 3GPeKTUBHOCTb
NnpUMeHeHNsa JaHHOro npenaparta C Lesfbio
CHVXXEHWS YaCTOTbI reMmopparnyeckmnx 0Cnox-
HeHul [99 - 105] cBuAeTenbCTBYET O TOM,
4YTO NPUMEHeHMe TPaHEeKCaMOBOM KUCAOThI
NPUBOAMUT K MeHee BblpaXeHHOMY najeHuto
YPOBHS remMorniobunHa, yMeHbLUEeHNI0 YacTo-
Tbl reMOTpPaHChy3unii, COKpPaLLEHNIO BPEMEHU
onepauun 1 NPOAOHKUTENBHOCTM FOCANTaNN-
3aumu 6e3 yBennyeHuss pucka TpomM603M60-
NINYeckmx ocnoxHeHun [105] (tabn. 16).

MpodunakTmnka ocnoXKHEHN Npu Bbl-
nonHeHun MHJ: pUckn NHPEeKLMNOHHbIX
OC/IO)KHEHWIA U NX npodunakTmka

JaHHble MeTa-aHanm3a R. Bapir et al. (2022)
CBUAETENbCTBYIOT O COMNOCTaBUMBbIX pUCKax
NHPEKLUMNOHHBIX OC/IOKHEHWIA MPW BbIMOJIHE-
Hun MNMHJT n PUPX, B 3TOM e MeTa-aHanmse
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Ta6nuua 16. OueHKa 3GPeKTUBHOCTU NPUMEHEHNS TPAHEKCAMOBOW KMCI0TbI ANst TPOGUAAKTIKN

remMopparmyeckmnx OC/IOXKHEHWWA

Table 16. Efficacy of tranexamic acid in hemorrhage prophylaxis during PCNL

MprMeHeHVe TpaHeKCaMOoBOIA CHuxenne MpogomkutensHocts  [POAOAXNUTENBHOCTD
TemoTpaHcy3um
KNCnoThl SFR reMorno6uHa Blood transfusions rocrnuTanm3aymumn onepauuu
Tranexamic acid use Drop ofhemoglobin Hospital stay Operative time
ConocraBnMo MeHbLie MeHbLe MeHbLe
Wang et . [99] 2020 No difference Less Less Less
Feng et al. [100] 2020 - MeHblue MeHblLue MeHblue MeHblue
Less Less Less Less
Bbiwwe MeHblue MeHblLue MeHblue MeHblue
Leeetal. [101] 2022 Higher Less Less Less Less
L ConoctaBumo  MeHblue MeHblLue MeHblue MeHblue
Kallidonis etal. [102] 2021 No difference  Less Less Less Less
MacDonald et al. 2022 Conqaasmmo MeHblue MeHblLue _ MeHblue
No difference  Less Less Less
. Bbiwwe MeHblue MeHblue MeHblue MeHblue
Baccaglinietal. [103] 2022 Higher Less Less Less Less
Prasad et . [105] 2023 Bl?lme MeHbLe MeHblLue MeHbLue MeHbLue
Higher Less Less Less Less

MpumeyaHwue. NMH/1 — nepkyTaHHasa HedponuToTpuncus; SFR — stone-free rate | yacTtoTa 6eskameHHOro craTtyca

Note. PCNL — percutaneous nephrolithotripsy; SFR — stone-free rate

yKa3aHoO OTCyTCTBME KAaKOM-NM6O pasHULbI
B BO3HUKHOBEHUW NHPEKLIMOHHbIX OC/I0XKHe-
HWIA Noce BbIMONHEHNS Pa3NNYHbIX MOANDU-
kKauuia MHA (MuHn-TTHA vs CtaHgapTtHasa MHJ
nnn ipeHaxHas MHJ/1 vs besapeHaxkHaa MHJ)
[106]. EANHCTBEHHbIM UCK/TFOYeHVeM ABNAETCA
MHJT ¢ akTUBHOM acnupaumein, NpuMeHeHne
KOTOPOW NO3BONSAET J0O6UTHCA CyLLEeCTBEHHOTO
CHKEHNSA PUCKOB NHPEKLIMOHHbLIX OC/IOXHEe-
HUI. G. Zhou et al. (2022) B npoBeA€HHOM UMK
MeTa-aHanuse naeHTnenunpoBann ABeHas-
LaTb He3aBUCMMbIX GaKTOPOB pUCKa NHPeK-
LLMOHHbIX OCNOXHeHWX nocne MHJ:

1) >XXeHCKWIA non;

2) NenkounTypus;

3) NHPEKLNOHHbIe KaMHW;

4) nenkounTos;

5) Bblcokoe HenTpodunbHo-numboumnTap-
HOe COOTHOLLeHwe;

6) MOUYETOUYHWKOBbIN CTEHT;

7) MHOXeCTBeHHble AOCTYMbl B MOYKY
B paMKax o4HOW onepaunu;

8) BpeMs onepaTMBHOIO BMeLLaTeIbCTBa;

9) pe3sugyanbHble dparmMeHThl;

10) NONOXNTENbHbIA MOCEB MYy3bIPHON
nopumm Mmouw;

11) NONOXUTENBbHBLIN MOCEB NOXaHOUHOMN
nopumm Mmouu;

12) nonoxuTenbHbI noceB kKamHA [107].

Ha 3HauMMoCTb Takoro ¢akropa pucka,
KaK MOJIOXMUTe IbHbIV MoceB Mouu, obpalLa-
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IOT BHMMaHue n MeTa-aHanmsbl M. Liu et al.
(2021) n D. Castellani et al. (2022), noka3aB-
LKe, YTO MO CpaBHEHUIO C pe3ybTaTaMu no-
ceBa Ny3bIPHOW MOPLUM MOYUN pe3ysibTaThbl
MHTPaonepaLmoHHbIX MOCEBOB /IOXaHOYHOMN
MOUYM N NOCeBa KaMHSA ABAAKOTCA ropasgo
6onee YyBCTBUTENbHBIMY NpeguKTOpamMu
CMHAPOMaA CUCTEMHOIO BOCMANANTENBHOrO OT-
BeTa 1 cencuca [108, 109]. 2bdekTnBHOCTL
npegonepaunioHHON aHTUbakTepmanbHOM
NPOPUNAKTUKN NHPEKLMOHHBIX OCNOXHEHUIA
nepes BbinosHeHneM lMHJ1 nsyyeHa tpemsa
MeTa-aHannsamm [110 - 112]. CornacHo pe-
3ynbTaTam 3Tux paboT, npegonepauroHHas
aHTMbakTepuranbHasa NPoPuNaKTKa ABNSETCH
3¢ deKTMBHOM Mepoli, MO3BONSIOLLEN CHU3UTb
4YacToTy NHPEKUMOHHbBIX OCNIOXHEHNI 1N f0-
6UTbCS CTEPUSIBHOIO MHTPaonepaLunoHHOro
nocesa Mouu. lpn 3TOM NpUMeHeHne pac-
LIMPEHHbIX CXeM aHTMbakTepmanbHOM Npo-
bunnakTkm (8o 7 gHeln) No3BONSAET CHU3UTb
PUCKM BO3HUKHOBEHUSA CUHAPOMA CUCTEMHOTO
BOCMaNNTENbHOro oTBeTa M cencuca y naym-
eHTOB C $aKToOpaMu BbICOKOTO prcka NHdek-
LIMOHHBIX ocnoxHeHun [111, 112].

o6wumii npodpunb 6esonacHocTu MHA

MNpeacTaBneHHble B AnTepaType MeTa-
aHanM3bl NOAAEPXKMBAKOT TE3UC O TOM, UTO
MH/ aBnseTcs 6e3o0nacHOM onepauuen, Ko-
TOPYHO BO3MOXHO BbINONHATL 6e3 yuiepba
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OB30PbI
NNTEPATYPbI

3¢ PeKTMBHOCTN 1 6e30MacHOCTH, B TOM Ymncie
n ambynatopHo [113, 114], a Takxe BbINOJ-
HATb NauWeHTaM C e4VNHCTBEHHOW MOYKON
[115, 116], naumeHTam C TKENOW CTeneHbo
oxupeHua [117] n naymeHTamMm NosayyaroLm
aHTMarperaHTHyro Tepanwuio [98].

3aknryeHune

Pe3ynbTaTbl Hawero o63opa nokasanu,
YTO, COMNAacHO CyLLEeCTBYOLWNM fJOKasaTe/b-
HbIM AaHHbIM, TTH/1 aBnseTca s dekTnBHON
ornepauwuer, obecneymBatoLLein 6onee BbICO-
K1e rokasarteniv NosiHoro 13basieHns OT KaM-
HS, YeMm PUPX, B 0CO6EHHOCTM NpU KaMHSX,
pa3mepbl KOTOPbIX MPEBbLILAKT 2 CM N KAMHAX
HVDKHen yawleykun. MNpv atom MyuHK-MHJ cono-
cTaBvMa No 3pPeKTUBHOCTN CO CTAaHAAPTHOW
MHJT n accoymmpoBaHa C MeHbLUen YacTOToM
reMopparmyeckmnx oCIoXXHeHUn. MaBHbIM
npevmyuiectsoM PUPX nepea NHJ1 aBnaetca
HM3Kasa 4yacTtoTa remopparnyeckmnx oC/ioKHe-
HUA N MeHbLLUAs NPOAO/IKNTENBHOCTL FoCnu-
Tanmsaumu naymeHTa.

Mwkpo-INHJ1 obecneumnBaeT 60nee BbICO-
Kre nokasaTenn nsbasneHns OT KaMHs, YeMm
PNPX Ha $oHe conocTaBnUMOM HYacTOTbl OC/I0X-
HEeHWIA N NPOAO/IXXNTENIBHOCTW OMepaTUBHOIO
BMeLlaTe/bCTBa. TeM He MeHee MUKpO-TTH/I
accounmpoBaHa ¢ 6onee BblpaXeHHbIM CHU-
XeHVeM YypoBHS remornobuHa n éonee npo-
JOJ/IKATENBHOW rocnutanmsaumnen.

Jlanapockonuyeckasa nuenonmToTomMus
obecrneymnBaeT 60nee BbICOKME NOKasaTenu
n3baBneHus ot KaMHs, yem MHJ1, 1 conpsxe-
Ha C MeHee Bblpa)eHHbIM NajeHneM ypOoBHSA
remorniobrHa n 6onee AANTENbLHOW NPOAOS-
XUTeNbHOCTLIO onepauyiv U rocnuTanmnsauunn.

Mpw neyeHNN KaMHe BepXHewn TpeTn Mo-
yeToYHMKa MNMHJ/1 obecneunBaeT 60nee BbICO-
Kue nokasaTenn nsbasneHns OT KaMHs, YeMm
YPC, » conoctaByMble nokasaTtenun c nana-
pPOCKOMMYeCcKOW ypeTeponnToToMuen, npm
3ToM MHJ1 cBSi3aHa ¢ 6os1ee BbICOKOV 4YacToTOM
remoTpaHcdysnii, yem YPC n nanapockonumye-
CKas ypeTeposIMTOTOMUA.

MpumeHeHwe TTHJ1 ¢ akTUBHOW acnupa-
uMer NO3BONSAET CyLleCTBEHHO YBEINUYUTb
eé 3¢ beKTMBHOCTb, COKPAaTUTb KONNYECTBO
BCMOMOraTe/ibHbIX BMeLlaTenbCTB U nHbek-
LIVIOHHBIX OC/TOXXHEHWA.

YTo KacaeTca xapakTepa v KoJinyecTsa A0-
CTYNOB Mpw BbinosHeHun MHJ1, To cyLecTByto-
e AaHHble CBUAETeNbCTBYHOT O 6oee BbICO-
KOV YacToTe OCNIOXKHEHUIA U reMOTpaHCcy3nii
NpyY OCyLLecTBAeHUN HeCKONbKUX AOCTYNOB,

BecTHVK yponorum
Vestnik Urologii
2024;12(2):87-107

B.A. ManxacsH, H.K. lagxwves, C.O. Cyxux

SPPEKTUBHOCTL, BESOMACHOCTb N TEXHUYECKME OCOBEHHOCTA
BbIMOJIHEHWA MEPKYTAHHOW HE®POJIMTOTOMWIK C TOYKI 3PEHNA
JOKA3ATE/IbBHOW MEANLINHbBI (CUCTEMATUYECKW OBE30P META-AHAJTIN3OB)

a HagpébepHbln goctyn npu MHJT conpsxéx
¢ 6osiee BbICOKOW YaCcTOTOW PasBUTUSA TMAPO-
TOopakca 1 6onee BbIpaXeHHbIM CHUKEHVEM
remornobuHa.

MpnmeHeHne SKPX npmnBoAnNT K 3Ha4U-
Te/IbHOMY YBe/IMYeHUNIo nokasaTtens nsbas-
NeHNs OT KaMHS 1 COKpaLLLeHWo BComMora-
Te/IbHbIX BMeLLaTe/IbCTB NPU CONOCTaBUMbIX
nokasaTensix NPOAOC/KNTENILHOCTY onepaLmmn
N CHVXXEeHWNSA remMornobuHa.

NpuMeHeHne naszepHoOn NNTOTPUNCUN
obecneynBaeT 6onee HU3KME MoKasaTenu
n36aBeHNs OT KaMHS, YeM MeTOZAbI NHEBMa-
TUYECKOW 1 yNbTPa3BYKOBOW Ae3nHTerpauum
KaMHs, a pyMeHeHne KOMONHNPOBAHHbIX /-
TOTPUNTEPOB, coveTarLmx B cebe oba mexa-
HM3Ma (YNbTPa3BYyKOBOW 1 MHEBMAaTNYECKNiA),
AEMOHCTPUPYeT conocTaBnmMyto 3¢pdekTnB-
HOCTb C HEKOMBUHVPOBaHHbBIMY MOZENSAMN.

CyLiecTByloLe JaHHble CBUAETENIbCTBYHOT
0 6osiee BbICOKOV 3pdekTUBHOCTU 1 be3onac-
HOCTW OAHOLLAroBOM Annataumn rno cpaBHe-
HUIO C MHOrOLIAroBom B YacTU CHUXEHUSA
BPeMeHW OCyLLLeCTB/IeHUA A0CTyna, Bpeme-
HU PEHTreHOCKOMNUN 1 MeHee BbIPaXXeHHO-
ro CHUXXeHUs1 YPOBHSA reMornobuHa, a takxe
0 npevimyLlecTBax 6annoHHON Auniataunm
Nno CPaBHEHWIO C AnnaTtalmen Npmu NoMoLLn
Amplatz 6yxel, B YacTV MeHee BbIPaXXeHHOro
CHUXEHWNSA YPOBHA reMorfiobriHa, MeHbLUewn
NPOAO/IKNTENBHOCTN OCYLLECTBIEHNSA JOCTY-
na v 6onee HA3KOM YacTOTbl FreMOTPaHChy3nA.

Pe3ynbTaThl 6e3apeHaxHor MHJ/1 conocTa-
BUMbI C TPAANLMOHHON ApeHaXKHON TeXHUKON
B YaCTu n3baBneHVsa OT KaMHS, BbIPaXXeHHO-
CTW CHUXKEHUS reMornobumHa 1 4actoTbl Mo-
cneonepauvioHHON runeptepMmmnm, obecneym-
Bas 6o/1ee KOPOTKME CPOKU rocnuTanmnsaunm,
MEHbLUYI NMPOAO/IKNTENIBHOCTL onepauumn
N MeHbLUY MOTPe6bHOCTb B Noc/ieonepaLm-
OHHOW aHanbresnun. NMprMeHeHne remocTa-
TUYECKNX areHToB Npu BbIMOJHEHNN 6e3-
ApeHaxHol MHJ1 He oka3biBaeT Kakoro-1m6o
apdekTa Ha yacToTy reMoTpaHcy3nii 1 Bbl-
PaXeHHOCTb CHUXKEHWS YPOBHSA reMor0bumHa.

BbinonHeHwe MHJ/ noa cnnHanbHOM aHe-
cTe3nein cBs3aHa C 6onee HNU3KOM YaCTOTOW
Pa3BUTUA TOLLHOTLI, PBOTbI, reMoTpaHcdy-
314, MeHbLUEeN NHTEHCMBHOCTBIO Nocseore-
pauyOHHOW 60/ N MeHbLLUEN MOTPE6HOCTBIO
B aHanbresnun. Hapsagy ¢ aTuM nprMeHeHve
CNUWHaNBbHOW aHecTe3nn NpUBOAUT K COKpa-
LLIEHWIO MPOAOIKNTENBHOCTM ONepaLnu 1 ro-
cnuTanmsaumm npm cConocTaBUMbIX Mokasare-
NAX N36aBNEHUS OT KaMHS.
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MonoxeHne naumeHTa Ha onepaLoHHOM
CTOJIe He BANSET Ha rnokasaTenu n3basneHus
OT KaMH$, MPOAO/IKUTENbHOCTL rocnnTannsa-
LMW 1 YaCTOTy reMopparmyeckmx 0CI0KHeHN,
npv 3Tom MNHJ1, BbINOJIHEHHAA B MONOXEHWN Ha
CNVIHe, CBA3aHa C MeHbLUel YacToTOWN 3Mn3o-
A0B rmnepTepMum U MeHbLUer NPoAO/IXUTENb-
HOCTbIO onepauumn. OcyLlecTsieHne focTyna
noJ yNbTpa3ByKOBbIM HaBeAeHVeM NO3BONAET
COKpaTUTb BpeMs AocTyna n obecneymBaet
MEeHbLLYI YacToTy OCNOXHEHWIA MO CpaBHe-
HUO ¢ NyHKumen YJ1C nog peHTreH-KOHTPOoeM.

NpnMeHeHVe TpaHeKCaMOBOW KUCIOThI
agnsetcs 3¢pekTMBHbIM MeTO40M NpodUrnaK-
TUKW reMopparnyeckmnx ocsioxXHeHuin. A rno-
NIOXUTENbHbIA NOCEB MOUU HapAAy C ApYriMin
dakTopamu ABNAETCA CyLLeCcTBEHHbIM pakTo-
POM purcKa MHPEKLMOHHbIX OCIOXHEHWIA, Mpn
3TOM MHTpPaornepaLmMoHHbIe MOCEBbI IOXaHOY-
HOW MOYW 1 MOCeB KaMHS ABAOTCHA ropasfo

REVIEW
ARTICLES

6onee YyBCTBUTENIbHBIMY MPEAMKTOPaMU pas-
BUTUSA CUHAPOMA CUCTEMHOIO BOCMNAINTENb-
HOro OTBeTa 1 cencuca, YeM Noces My3bIPHOW
nopumm Mo4n. AHTMbakTepranbHaa npodu-
naxkTuka asnsetcs apeKTMBHON Mepon, no-
3BONIANOLLEN CHU3UTB YacTOTy MHGEKLIMOHHbIX
OC/IOXKHEHW, a NpUMeHeHne pacLLUMPeHHbIX
CXeM aHTmbakTepuanbHOW NPoPUNaKTUKN
(40 7 AHEeN) NO3BOJISAET CHU3UTb PUCKW BO3-
HUKHOBEHUSA CMHAPOMAa CUCTEMHOrO BOCMa-
NINTENBHOro OTBeTa W Cerncuca y NauneHTos
¢ paKTopaMm BbICOKOrO prckKa MHGEKLMOHHbIX
OC/IOXKHEHUIA.

MH/1 aBnseTca 6e3onacHoO onepauumen,
KOTOPYH BO3MOXHO BbINONHATL 6e3 yliepba
3¢dekTnBHOCTM N Be3onacHOCTV B ambyna-
TOPHbIX YCNOBUSIX, @ TaKXKe NaLyeHTaM C eAnH-
CTBEHHOW MOYKOW, NauneHTaM C TSXKENOWN
CTeneHbl OXMPEHUs, a Takxke naumeHTam,
noy4aroLL MM aHTUarperaHTHy Tepanutio.
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