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AHHOTaUuA

BBegeHwme. VIcnonb30BaHWe CIM3UCTON POTOBOL MNOMOCTY B ayrMeHTaLMIOHHOM 1 3aMeCTUTe/IbHO ypeTponnacTuke
ABNSAETCHA 30/10TbIM CTaHAAPTOM MO PAAY NPUYKH. Yalle BCero NCrnonb3yeTcs CIN3NCTas LWeKn, HUXKHEN MOBEePXHOCTY
A3bIKa UK ry6bl. OLleHKa Moc/ieonepaLioHHbIX OC/IOXKHEH I B 061aCTW JOHOPCKOV 30HbI IMeeT BaXKHYH PO/b, Tak
KaK 3TO B/INSIET Ha KayeCTBO XM3HW NauneHToB.

Lienb nccneposaHusa. OLeHNTL paHHME 1 NO3AHME MOoC/eonepaLUmoHHble N3MeHeHUs JOHOPCKOW 30HbI nocie
3abopa rpadTa poTOBOM NONOCTY 4151 NPOBEAEHUS YPETPONAacTUKN.

MaTepuanel n metoabl. [poBeiéH PeTPOCNEKTUBHbIN aHaNn3 pe3ybTaToB YPeTponaacTuK C UCNo/b30BaHNEM
cAnsmncTori potosoli nosoctm ¢ 2017 no 2022 rog. B nccnegosaHmve BkaoUeHb! 65 nayyeHToB. CAN3NCTY0 060104KY
POTOBOW NMOAOCTM 3abVpanu ¢ BHyTPeHHe CTOPOHbI Lwekun Y 49 (75,38%) nauneHToB, C 06enx BHYTPEHHMX CTOPOH
Wwék — y 13 (20,0%), HMXKHel rybbl — y 2 (3,07%) n HMXHel noBepxHOCTU A3blka Yy — 1 (1,54%). loHOPCKYO 30HY
YLLVIBaIM TOJIbKO B Clyvae 3abopa CIM3UCTON 3biKa U Iybbl. IHTEeHCMBHOCTL 60/1€BOro CMHAPOMa B 06/1acTv 3abopa
rpadta naumeHTbl OLEeHVBaNM No BU3yasibHO-aHaN0rosow wkane (BALL). BbinonHaam aHanms oyHKUMOHaNbHbIX
M KOCMeTUNUECKNX XapaKTepucTnK JOHOPCKOV 30HbI.

Pe3ynbTaThbl. B nepsble cyTky nocieonepauyioHHOro neproja Mejrada 6onesoi cumntoMatukm no BALL coctaBuna
42 - 7] 6anna, Ha MOMEHT BbINUckn — 3 [1 - 6] 6anna. Ha MOMEHT KOHTPO/ILHOrO 0CMOTpa Yepes 120 AHeli oTMe-
UeH perpecc 6onesor cumnTomaTukn: MegmaHa BALL O [0 - 1] 6annos. B no3gHem nocneonepauoHHOM nepuoje
3apUKCNPOBAHO: HEMOJIHOE OTKPbITUE pTa — Y 2 (3,07%) NaLneHTOB, KOCMeTUYecknii gedekT B 061aCT JOHOPCKO
30Hbl — Y 2 (3,07%), Heya06CTBa BO BpeMs npuéma num —y 6 (9,23%), HapyLLeHVe YyBCTBUTEIbHOCTY B 06/1aCTU
JOHOPCKOW 30HbI — Y 2 (3,07%), 060CTpeHmne XpOHMYeCKoro ctTomatmuTa 1 runepcanmeauusa —y 2 (3,07%).
3aknoueHmne. HacToTa 0C/IOKHEHWIA B 061aCTU JOHOPCKOV 30HbI JOCTAaTOYHO HU3Kast, HO Y HEKOTOPbIX NMaLMeHTOB
3TO MOXeT NPUBECTU K CHUKEHUIO KayecTBa XU3HW. NpaBuibHasa TexHrKa 3abopa rpadTa camsncTon poToBOK No-
JIOCTU CHUXKaeT ypoBeHb 601eBOro CUHAPOMA U BEPOATHOCTb Pa3BUTUS PaHHNX U MO3AHMX NocsieonepaLOHHbIX
OC/IOXXHEHWIA B 3TOV 30He.
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Oral donor site evaluation in the early and late postoperative
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Abstract

Introduction. The use of oral mucosa in augmentation and replacement urethroplasty is the gold standard for
several reasons. Most commonly, the mucous membrane of the cheek, the underside of the tongue or lip is employed.
Assessing postoperative complications in the donor area is crucial as it impacts patients' quality of life.

Objective. To evaluate early and late postoperative changes in the donor area after oral graft extraction for
urethroplasty

Materials & methods. A retrospective analysis of the results of surgical treatment using oral mucosa from 2017
to 2022 was carried out. The study included 65 patients. The intensity of pain syndrome in the graft sampling area
was assessed by patients on a visual analog scale (VAS). The donor area was sutured only in the case of tongue and
lip mucosa sampling.

Results. The mucous membrane of the oral cavity was harvested from different sites in 65 patients. Specifically, it
was taken from the inside of the cheek in 49 patients (75.38%), from both inner sides of the cheeks in 13 (20.0%),
the lower lip in two (3.07%) and the lower surface of the tongue in one (1.54%) patient, respectively. On the first day
after surgery, the median pain level according to VAS was 4 points (range: 2 - 7), at the time of discharge — 3 points
(1 -6). After 120 days, a follow-up examination showed a regression of pain symptoms: the median was 0 points (0-1).
In the late postoperative period, incomplete opening of the mouth was recorded in two patients (3.07%), cosmetic
defect in the donor area in two (3.07%), discomfort during meals in six (9.23%), impaired sensitivity in the donor area
in two (3.07%), exacerbation of chronic stomatitis and hypersalivation in two (3.07%) patients, respectively.
Conclusion. The incidence of complications in the donor area is low, but for some patients this can result in areduced
quality of life. Using proper technique when extracting oral mucosa grafts reduces pain and the likelihood of early-
and late-stage postoperative complications in this area.
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BBegeHue

PofOHa4aNbHNKOM NCNONb30BaHUSA C/IN-
3UCTON LWeKn B KayecTBe rpadta B peKkoH-
CTPYKTUBHOWM YPOSIOrn 6bI1 PYCCKUNN XUpYypr
K.M. Canexko. MeTog 6bi1 onurcaH nv B 1884
rogy, Ho ero paboTa He VIMena LUMPOKOM 13-
BECTHOCTW B MUPOBO InTepaType. NepBoOT-
KpblBaTeneM nprvMeHeHus CAU3NCTON NoJo-
CTV pTa B BUAE TpaHCMaHTaTa B ypeTpanbHOW
Xmpyprumv cumtaetcs G. Humby, koTopbli onu-
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can ceont Meto/ B 1941 rogy, a no3xe nonyns-
pu3npoBan ero.

MNprYMeHeHne CAN3NCTOV POTOBOI MOJIO-
CTWN MOKa3blBaeT BbICOKYH KIVHNYECKYH 3¢-
$EeKTVMBHOCTb B CPAaBHEHWNM C MPUMEHEHVEM
KOXHbIX JTOCKYTOB 1 APYrnX CBOBOAHbIX TPAHC-
NnaaHTaToB.

MpenmyLLecTBa CIN3NCTOM POTOBOW MONO-
CTW 3aK/1IF04aI0TCA B TOM, YTO JOHOPCKUIA yya-
CTOK He COAepXUT BONOCAHbIX GONNNKYNOB,
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NMeeT BbICOKWIA pereHepaTnBHbIN NoTeHLMan,
npoLiecc 3abopa npocT, a JOHOPCKNI yHacToK
CKPbIT, TPAHCMNAHTAT YCTONUMB K MHGEKLNY,
XOpPOLLO aAanTUpyeTCcsa K BAAXHOW cpeje,
a MecTo ero 3abopa 1MeeT XOpPOLLUUIA KOCMe-
TNYeCKUIA pe3ynbTar.

OfHaKO XMpypry CTouUTb yAensTb BHUMa-
HVe He TONbKO YNyYLLIeHWIo NokasaTenel Mo-
YencnyckaHusa 1 cekcyanbHom GyHKLMN No-
c/ie ypeTponaacTnkum, Ho 1 cteneHn 601eBoro
CUHAPOMaA, HapYLUEHUIO YyBCTBUTEIbHOCTH
N PYHKLMOHANBHbIX XapaKTepuUCTUK 1N BO3-
MOXHOMY KOCMeTNYeckoMy JedeKkTy B mecTe
3abopa rpadTa. YKazaHHble napaMeTpbl Takxke
BAVSAIOT Ha Ka4YeCcTBO XWN3HW NaLmeHTa 1 ero
06LLYI0 YA0BNETBOPEHHOCTb ONEepPaTUBHbIM
BMeLLaTenbCTBOM. /IMEHHO nMo3ToMy oueHKa
OC/IOXKHEHWI AOHOPCKOWN 30HbI N X Npodun-
NaKTMKa MMEeKT BaXKHOe 3HayeHue.

Llenb vccnefoBaHVA: OLEHUTb paHHMe
1 No3jHMe nocseornepaymoHHble N3MeHe-
HUS JOHOPCKOW 30HbI nocsie 3abopa rpadTa
POTOBOV NOMOCTU ANS NPOBeAeHNs YpeTpo-
nAacTuku.

MaTepuanbl 1 meToAabl

B YHMBEPCUTETCKOW KJIMHVKE YPOIOrnmn
PHAMY mnm. H. W. NMuporosa 6b1n1 npoBeséH
peTpoCneKTUBHbBIV aHaNN3 pe3ybTaToB XPYp-
rMYecKoro fieyeHns NaLmeHToB CO CTPUKTYPOI
YypeTpbl, KOTOPbLIM MNpOon3BeLeHa ypeTpona-
CTVKA C NCMONBb30BaHNEM C/IN3MUCTOM 060/104KN
poToBoi nonoctn. C 2017 no 2022 roa BbIno-
HeHa 251 ypeTponnactuka. VI3 nccnejosaHmns
WNCKHOYEHbI MaLuyieHTbl C HeayrMeHTaUnoOHHbIM
CNOCO60M NacTUKN YpeTpbl, He 3aBepLUNB-
LLUe MHOrosTanHoe BMeLLaTe/IbCTBO, a Takxe
naumeHTbl, OTKa3aBLlMecs OT Ja/lbHeWLlero
HabnoaeHns. Taknm 06pa3oM B UcCeoBaHMe
6bINV BK/IHOYEHbI 65 NaLVeHTOB.

Ta6nuua 1. Vicnonb3yemas JOHOPCKasi 30Ha
Table 1. Donor area used

Mecto 3a6opa

Donor site " ®

Micosaofoecreck 9o
Mucosaaf ot checls. e
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Bce onepaTvBHble BMeLlaTeNbCTBa MO
noBoAy NAACTUKN ypeTpbl 6blAV BbINOSHEHbI
O4HUM XMpyprom. Kputepuin Bblbopa mecTta
3abopa cnm3ncTor bbln 0bycnoBneH NpoTa-
XXEHHOCTbIO CTPUKTYPbI YPETPbI U C YYETOM
paHee NPoBOAVMOIN NAACTUKON ypeTpbl C UC-
nosib30BaHVeM rpadTa cIM3NCTON pTa. 3abop
C/IN3NCTON NPOU3BOAWNIICA B CieAytoLLen npu-
OpUTETHOW NOC/Ne0BaTe/IbHOCTA: CIN3UCTas
LeKu, CAN3UCTasa HUXKHeW rybbl, cansncras
HUXKHEW NOBepXHOCTU A3blka (Tabn. 1).

NHTEeHCMBHOCTL 60/1€BOro CUHAPOMA Y Ma-
LMeHTOB B 0bnactu 3abopa rpadTa oueHnBa-
NN N0 BU3Yya/libHO-aHANOroBON LLKane 601u
(BALL) B 1-e cyTKm nocne onepaumnmn, 3atemMm
Ha 5 - 7-e CyTKW, KOHTPONbHOe 06c/iefloBaHme
npousBoAWAN Yepes 3 Mecsua nocae one-
pauumn. Takxe BbINOAHANN aHaNN3 QYHKLINO-
HaNbHbIX N KOCMETUYECKNX XapaKTepucTukK
JLOHOPCKOW 30HbI, KOTOPbIE B/INSAIN Ha Kaye-
CTBO XW3HU NaLMeHTOB.

MeToguka 3abopa rpadTa. C uenbto obner-
YeHWsa JoCTyna v AN Ny4dllein BU3yanmsaumm
3abop rpadTa npomssoAUAN NOJ Ha30Tpa-
XeanbHOW aHecTe3vew C pasBegeHvem ryb
naumeHTa peTpaktopamu Farabeuf. HapyxHoe
OTBEpPCTME OKOJIOYLUHOrO MPOTOKa C/IFOHHOW
Xenesbl 0OTMeYanm Mapkepom 1Uav 6puanu-
AHTOBbIM 3€/1€HbIM A1 CHUXEHUS PUCKa ero
TpaBMaTu3aunun. flanee BbIMOJHAIN MapKu-
POBKY rpaHuL rpadTa. Mpu ayrMeHTaLMOHHOWN
ypeTtponnactuke rpadTt nmen pomo6oBUAHYHO
dopmy, a Npu 3amecTUTeNIbHOWN ypeTpornna-
CTUKe — NPAMOYronbHyto [2, 3].

Mogcnnsunctyo nHonnbTprposann 1%
pacTBOPOM ajpeHanunHa (B pa3BefeHunmn
1:200 000 c ¢dm3monornyeckum pacTtBoOpom).
3aTtem BbINOJIHANIN pacceyeHme cKanbne-
nem rpaHuy rpadra, a ¢ MOMOLLBIHO HOXHWULY
OCTPbIM NYTEM MPOU3BOAUNAN NPELMN3NOH-
Hoe OTAeneHue CIN3NCTON OT MbILULL C MUHN-
ManbHOW UX TpaBMaTu3aumeit. lNMocne 3abopa
TpaHcnnaHTaTa AOCTUranu remocrasa c ro-
MOLLIbIO BUNONAPHON 3N1eKTPOKOoArynsaLumm,
a AN19 CHUXXKEHNSA PUCKOB KPOBOTEYEHWS B [10-
HOPCKYHO 30HY YKJ1aZlblBany reMoCcTaTnyeckyo
rybky Ha 1 cyTkm (puc. 1).

[IOHOPCKYHO 30HY YLLUMBANN TONbKO B C/y-
Yyae 3abopa CAM3UCTON A3blKa U rybbl. Bcem
naumneHTam nocne sabopa rpadta NPoOBOANIN
OpoLLIeHVe NPOTUBOBOCNANNTENbHBIM PAaCTBO-
POM C aHeCTeTUKOM.

Cratuctuyeckmin aHanms. Bce aHamHecTu-
yeckune, KNnHnyeckne, nabopaTopHble N UH-
CTPyMeHTa/ibHble JaHHble BHOCUAWN B 6a3y
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PucyHok 1. 3a6op 6ykkanbHOro rpadta Ansa ypetponnactukmi: A — MapKknMpoBKa rpaHunL, rpadTa;

B — BblgeneHne cansunctoid; C — remoctaTnyeckas rybka B JOHOPCKOM 30He

Figure 1. Buccal graft harvesting for urethroplasty: A— marking of graft margins; B — mucosal separation;
C — haemostatic sponge in the donor area

JAAHHbIX Ha ocHoBe Microsoft Office Excel
(Microsoft Corp., Redmond, WA, USA), pas-
paboTaHHy aBTOpaMu, U obpabaTbiBanm
MeToAaMW BapvaLMOHHOW cTaTtucTukn. Cra-
TUCTUYecKas 06paboTka AaHHbIX BbIMOIHEHA
C nomMoLLbto nporpamMmmel Prism 8 for Windows
(GraphPad Software Inc., Graphpad Holdings
LLC, San Diego, CA, USA). ins onncaHusa Ko-
JINYECTBEHHbIX AAHHbIX, IMEKLLX pacrnpese-
JleHVie, OT/INYMOe OT HOPMaJibHOro, npmuMe-
HANM MeanaHy (Me) ¢ yka3aHuem KBapTunemn
[Q1 - Q3]. KauecTBeHHble NoOKa3aTenm 6binm
3aKOAMPOBaHbI YC/IOBHLIMU CMBOJ1IAMU, UX
NOACYET NpeACTaB/ieH B abCOMKOTHbLIX U OT-
HOCUTEeNIbHbIX BenndmHax (n, %). MeanaHa
HabntaeHMa cocTaBuna 3 mecsua.

Pe3ynbTaThbl

MegamnaHa Bo3pacTa naumeHToB CoCTaBuIa
57 [41,5 - 69] neT. CaxapHbln s1abeT 6bINY 14
(21,54%) naymeHTOB, apTepuanbHas runep-
TeH3una —y 30 (41,15%), kypeHne B aHamHese

Tabnuua 2. XapakTepucTrka naueHToB
Table 2. Preaoperative patients’ parameters

oot 0

rlpatens 6 100
Vedamogeig gy s s 60
Dabees melts 25
el persin 0 a1s
Smking 3 4@
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— Yy 3 (4,62%). NpeponepayoHHble AaHHble
npejcTaBfieHbl B Tabnvue 2.

B nepBsble cyTKM nocseonepawioOHHOro ne-
pvoja nayMeHTbl OTMEeTUAN 60NIEBYIO CUM-
NTOMAaTuKy ¢ MeguaHor BALL 4 [2 - 7] 6anna.
Ha 5 - 7-e cyTkn nocneonepaymoHHOro ne-
pvoja MejMaHa NHTEHCMBHOCTY 60/1€BOro
cuHapoma BALL coctaBuna 3[1 - 6] 6banna. Ha
MOMEHT KOHTPOJ/IbHOIO OCMOTpPa yepes 3 Me-
cAla OTMeYeH perpecc MejnaHbl 601eBoli
cumnTomMaTtky BALL 0 [0 - 1] 6annoB. laHHble
oTObpaxKeHbl Ha pUCyHKe 2.

B nocneonepauymoHHOM nepuroge oTme-
YeHbl cregyolme PyHKLMOHaNbHbIe N KOC-
MeTuyeckme HapyLleHUs AOHOPCKOM 30Hbl:
HenoJsIHoe OTKPbITME pTa — Y 2 (3%) naymeH-
TOB, KOCMeTu4Yeckuin gedpekt —y 2 (3%), Hey-
£A06CTBO BO Bpems Npuéma num — y 6 (9%),
HapyLLeHue YyBCTBUTeNIbHOCTU — Y 2 (3%), Tn-
nepcanvBauusa 1 ocTpblii cToMaTuT — Yy 2 (3%).
Takxe y 3 My>UMH 3aPpUKCMPOBAHO Hannume
ABYX 1 6onee HapyLleHWA. Pe3ynbTaThl Npea-
cTaBneHbl B Tabnnue 3, a nocsieonepayyoH-
HOe COCTOsIHMe noc/e 3abopa CN3NCTON ry6bl
0TOBpaXKkeHo Ha pUCyHKe 3.

O6cyxaeHne

C MOMeHTa Havana 1UCnoab30BaHUA CN-
31CTOM POTOBOW NONOCTU B KayecTBe rpadra
AN5 NpOBefeHNs ypeTponaacTUKy BO3HUKAKT
ANCKYCCUW O NyyLleit 1 6e30NacHON TeXHUKe
3abopa TpaHcnaHTaTa, a Takxe o Heobxoan-
MOCTW YLUIVBAHWSA AOHOPCKOV 30HbI.

G. Barbagli et al. (2021) nposenu aHanu3
OCNOXHeHW B MecTe 3abopa rpadTa cnmsum-
CTOV MONOCTU PTa, a TakXXe OLeHUAN yaoBNeT-
BOPEHHOCTb MaLuneHTOB Noc/e npoleaypbl.
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PucyHok 2. MegnaHa gnHaMunkm 60au1 B Noc/ieonepaslMoOHHOM Neproje, no AaHHbIM OnNpocHMKa BALL
Figure 2. Median dynamics of pain in the postoperative period, according to the VAS questionnaire

Ta6bnuua 3. MNocneonepaumoHHble GyHKLMNOHab-
Hble 1 KOCMeTnYeckre HapyLLleHus rnocse 3abopa
rpadTa

Table 3. Postoperative functional and cosmetic
disorders after graft harvesting

Konuuecrso
MocneonepaLnoHHble HapyLLeHUs B 30He 3abopa MauneHToB
rpadra Number
Postoperative disorders in regio’s graft harvesting patients
n %
Bcero nayueHToB
Total patients 65 100
MaLyeHTbl C HapyLIeHNSMU B JOHOPCKOI 30He 14 2154
Patients with disorders in the donor area '
Konnuectso naLneHToB ¢ 2 1 bonee HapyLIeHAMM 3 463
Number of patients with 2 or more disorders '
HenonHoe oTkpbITVE pTa
. 2 3,07

Incomplete mouth opening
KOCMET.VILIeCKVII/I aedext D 3,07
Cosmetic defect
Hey06cTBO BO Bpems Npuéma nuLm

) N 6 9,23
Inconvenience while eating
HapyLueHue 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTH

i 2 3,07
Sensory impairment
lMnepcanuBaLms n OCTPbIA CTOMATUT D 307

Hypersalivation and acute stomatitis

B nccneposaHu npoBeféH aHanm3 AaHHbIX
827 naumeHTOB, KOTOPbLIM MpoOBOAMAACH
ypeTponnacTtuka, B TeyeHune 20 net. Y 739
(89%) naumeHTOB 6biN BbINOJIHEH KJ1AaCCU-
Yeckunin 3abop rpadTa co CAN3NCTON OAHOMN
eku, a y octanbHbix 88 (11%) naymneHTOB
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PrcyHok 3. CoCcTosiHMe JOHOPCKOW 30HbI Nocse
3abopa cnn3ncTor rybbl Ha 14-e cyTkn. OTKpbI-
TVe pTa He orpaHnyYeHo

Figure 3. Condition of the donor area after lip
mucosa sampling on the day 14. Mouth opening is
not limited

NPUMEHANNCL HETUMVYHbIE METOAVKMN 3a-
6opa. B nocnegHtoto rpynny sowwén 51 (58%)
MY>KUMHA, KOTOPOMY BbINO/HEH 3ab0op C/n-
3UCTbIX C ABYX WEK, y 25 (28%) ncnonb3o-
BaH TPaHCMNAaHTAT CAU3UCTOV rybbl, y 6 (7%)
— C/IN3NCTON LWEK C 06enx CTOPOH 1 Can-
3UCTON ry6bl, y 5 (6%) — CAU3UCTOV OAHOW
LeKn ¢ BeCTUBYNAPHBIMU TpaHCNAaHTaTa-
Mu ny 1 (1%) — co CAM3NCTOM OA4HOW ek
N CAN3UCTON a3blka. Knaccnueckunin BapmaHT
3abopa rpadTa c 04HOM CTOPOHBI bbIN Npes-
NOYTUTENIbHBLIM XVUPYPrUYecKnM BapnaHToM,
YTO 6bI/IO CBA3AHO C HE3HAYNTEIbHBIMY PaH-
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AND LATE POSTOPERATIVE PERIODS FOR AUGMENTATION
AND REPLACEMENT URETHROPLASTY

HUMU U NO3AHVMMN OC/IOXKHEHUAMW N fOCTa-
TOYHOW YA0BNETBOPEHHOCTbLIO NMaLMEHTOB.
N HaobopoT, MeHee pacnpoCTpaHéHHoe
N aTUMNUYHOE NCMNONb30BaHMe CAN3NCTON
A3bIKa, rybbl, 06enx WK XxapakTepmn3oBasocb
6onee BbICOKMMU OCNOXHEHUNSAMU U HA3LLEN
YA0BNETBOPEHHOCTLIO ONepaTUBHbLIM BMeELLIa-
Te/bCTBOM CO CTOPOHbI NaLNEHTOB.

Apyrnm BaXHbIM acnekToM sABAAeTCA
pelleHne Bonpoca 06 ylwimBaHUM fOHOP-
CKOW 30HbI Nocne noayvyeHus rpadrta cnum-
3UCTON LeKN. APryMeHTbl K YLLIVNBAHUIO A0-
HOPCKOM 30Hbl — 3TO CHUXEHWe YacToThl
KpoBoTeYeHul, 6oneBoro cMHApomMa. B cto-
POHY HeyLBaHNA AOHOPCKOW 30Hbl — 3TO
CHUXEHUI pUcKa pasBUTUSA KOHTPAKTYpPbI
N OCNOXHEHUSAM NpPU XEeBaHUW, TOTaHUN,
OTKpbIBaHUW pTa.

Y. Guler (2022) npoBén MeTaaHanuns, B KO-
TOPOM OLLeHWNN YacTOTy OCNOXHEHUI 3a60-
pa rpadTa C ywurBaHvem 1 6e3 ylimBaHuA
AOHOPCKON 30HbI. MeTaaHanun3 BKAOYAN
373 naymeHTa B 7 paHAOMM3VPOBAHHbIX UNC-
cnefoBaHMAX. boneson cMHAPOM B Nepsble
CyTKM rocne onepauunmn 6bin HUXe B rpynne
6e3 yLmnBaHuWs, Npu KOHTPOe Ha 7-e CyTKK
1 6onee 6 MecsLeB — JOCTOBEPHOM pa3HULbI
He BblfAB/IeHO. TPYAHOCTb OTKPbIBAHWA pTa
6bln1a nccnefoBaHa B 4 BpeMeHHbIX TOYKax
(aeHb 1, agHN 5 - 7, mecaubl 1 - 3 1 6). Yepes
6 MecsAueB NauVeHTbl OTMeYaan MeHbLUYH
TPYAHOCTb B OTKPbLITUW PTa B rpynne 6e3 ywun-
BaHWSA JOHOPCKOV 30HbI. He 6b1/10 OTMeYeHo
HUKaKNX CyLeCTBEHHbIX Pa3iMynii B OHe-
MEHUM NOJIOCTU pTa, NU3MEHEHNN CcekpeLnn
CIFOHbI N NePEeHOCUMOCTU XUAKUX N TBEPAbIX
BapmvaHTOB MuLLN.

N. Dublin et al. (2004) B cBOEM peTpocnek-
TUBHOM UCCIEA0BAHNM OLEHWIN AONTOCPOY-
Hble Opa/ibHble OCIOXHEHUS rnocse 3abopa
TpaHCNAaHTaTa CAN3UCTOM 060N0UKW LLeKU
ANsA ypeTponnactuku. Bo Bpemsi TenepoHHbIX
NHTepBblo y 16% NaumMeHTOB 6bIJ10 OHEMEHMe
pTa (CpesAHAA MPOAO/IKNTENBLHOCTL 13,6 Mecs-
ua) Ny 32% — 6blna CTAHYTOCTb pTa (CpeaHsas
npoAo/MKnTeNnbHOCTb 20,9 mecaua).

B Hallen npakTnke Mbl He yLIvBaeM [o-
HOPCKY0 30HY TO/IbKO NpK 3abope CIN3NCTON
LLeKW, YTO e KacaeTcs CIN3NCTON rybbl Unm
A3blKa, TO 0683aTe/IbHO NPOV3BOAUM YLLN-
BaHMe. B Hawel paboTe Hanbonee 4acTbiM
OC/IOXKHEHMeM 6bI10 HeyA06CTBO nNprema
nmwmy — 6 (9%) nauneHToB. OHX OTMeYanu
3anagaHve nuwm B cGopMmnpoBaBLUUNIACA Je-
bekT 13 mecta 3abopa rpadTa 1 NpUKyCbiBa-
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HUe KpaéB CIN3NCTON pTa MNpu XXeBaHU.

B pa6ote S. Kamp et al. (2005) 6binn npo-
aHaNM3MpOBaHbl pe3ynbTaTbl Nocaeonepa-
LMOHHbIX OCNOXHEHWA B JOHOPCKOW 30He
MeXAy 3abopoM TpaHCnaaHTaTa CnN3nUCTON
060/104YKN C BHYTPEHHEN CTOPOHbI LLEeKN
1 HUXXHel rybbl. CornacHo AaHHbIM aBTOpPOB,
3abop TpaHcNaaHTaTa C HUXKHew rybbl npu-
BeJ K 3HaYnTeNbHO 60/bLUer 40NrOCPOYHON
3a601eBaeMoCT N MeHbLLEeN Y10BNeTBOPEH-
HOCTU OnepaTMBHbLIM BMeLLaTe/IbCTBOM CO
CTOPOHbI NALNEHTOB.

NccnepoBaHume Y.M. Xu et al. (2011) 3a-
K/H0YaN0Ch B OLLEHKE OC/IOXXHEHWIA B 061aCTn
AOHOPCKOro yyactka nocse 3abopa TpaHc-
nnaHTaTa CIU3UCTON 060NOUKN A3blKa ANA
3amMecTuTenbHOM ypeTponnactukm B 110 cny-
yasax. OTMeueHO oHeMeHMe B 0bnacTu 3a6o-
pa cAn3nNCTOV A3blka y 7 NnaumeHTosB (7,29%),
napares3sus —y 3 (3,13%) n HeBHATHaA peyb
— Yy 3(3,13%). BONbLWMNHCTBO OC/IOXHEHW
B 30He 3abopa rpadta NnocTeneHHO HUBEeNU-
pOBanocb B TeyeHMe NepBOro roga Habnwo-
AeHus.

J.E. Jama et al. (2011) npeacTtaBunan npo-
CNeKTUBHOE paHAOMU3MPOBAHHOE NCCIe0-
BaHWe, B KOTOPOM CpaBHMBaNN NepBuYHOe
3aKpbITVe JI0Xa TPaHCM/aHTaTa N UCnosb-
30BaHue TpaHcnnaHTata "AlloDerm" gnsa 3a-
KpbITUS AOHOPCKOW 30Hbl. ABTOPbI NPULLAN
K BbIBOZY, YTO NPW UCMNOIb30BAHUN TPaHC-
nnaHTaTa "AlloDerm" He nmeeTca HUKAKNX
npenmyLLLecTB.

3akntoyeHue

MeToanka 3abopa rpadTa poTtoBoOi no-
noctu, Bug rpadra (weka, ryba nam a3bik),
3ab0op C OAHOW UAN C ABYX CTOPOH, KOM-
6MHauuns 30H AN 3abopa rpadpToB MMerT
3HayeHVe B YacToTe MocsieonepaLVioHHbIX
OCJIOXKHEHUI N MHTEHCUBHOCTN 601€BOro
CMHAPOMA CO CTOPOHbI POTOBOW MOJIOCTW.
B ponrocpoyHor nepcnektuee 3abonesa-
HUS MOIOCTW pTa B 30He 3abopa rpadTa npo-
XO4AT, @ MHTEHCUBHOCTb 60N CHMXaeTCs
NNV HUBENVPYEeTCs MOJIHOCTbIO. BaxHon
cocTtaBnstoLwen npu becege ¢ NnauneHTOM
ABNSeTCA AOoONnepaunoHHasa KOHCyNbTaums
B OTHOLLUEHMW BO3MOXHbIX Mocaeonepawm-
OHHbIX OC/IOKHEHWI B 30He 3abopa rpadTa,
KOTOpble B 60ONbLINHCTBE CAyyaeB MpPOXo-
4AT Yepes 3 - 6 MecsUeB nocse onepayun,
1 0 crocobax nx NnpeaynpexaeHns 1 CHmXe-
HUS CTeneHU BbIPaXXeHHOCTW.
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