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eab. CpaBHUTH OvKalIIMe U OTIAJICHHbBIE PE3YJIbTaThl OTKPBITHIX U JIAMAPOCKOMUYECKUX MapEeHXUMOCOEpEraromux
pe3eKIluii MeYEHHU MO MOBOAY METacTa30B KOJIOPEKTAIBHOIO paKa.

Martepuan u Metoasl. [1poBeieH pETPOCIIEKTUBHBIN aHAIN3 PE3YJIBTATOB MMAPEHXMMOCOEpEraInMX pe3eKIMi MeYeH ,
BIMOTHEHHBIX ¢ 2015 mo 2024 r. 54 mamueHTaM ¢ MeTacTa3aMu KOJOpeKTalbHOro paka. [lpu aHanuse mpuMeHsIu
METOJ1 00paTHOTO B3BelIMBaHUS BepossiTHocTU JieueHus (IPTW). B kauecTBe mepeMeHHbBIX UCIOIb30BaIN KO3hduUIim-
€HT OITyXOJIEBOM Harpy3ku, rmopaxkeHue neyeHu Ha (poHe xumuoTtepanuu, pacrojoxenue B VII wiu VIII cermeHTe
MEeYEHU, CUMYJIbTAHHbIN XapaKTep onepaiuu, Oua00apHbIil XapakTep MOpakKeHMsl, YUCIO0 METACTa30B.

Pesynbratbl. [Ipy cTaHmapTHOM CTaTHCTUYECKOM aHAJIM3€ 3HAYMMBbIX Pa3IMUYMi B PAHHUX IMOCIEONepallMOHHBIX
pe3yJibTaTax B CpaBHUBAEMBIX TpyInax He ObU10. [1poaoKUTeIbHOCTD JJaapoCKOMMYECKUX ONepaliii U CpOK Mpe-
ObIBaHMSI B CTallMOHApEe MOCJE JIAMAPOCKOMMUYECKUX OIepaluii ObLIA MEHbIIEe, HO JTOCTOBEPHO HE OTIMYAIHUCh.
ITo pe3ynbraram OMHAPHOTO JIOTMCTUYECKOTO PETPECCUMOHHOTIO aHa/Il3a C UCIOJAb30BaHUEM METO/Ia OOPATHOTO B3BE-
IIMBAaHUS BEPOSITHOCTHU JIEUEHUS YCTAHOBJIEHO, UTO Jlanapockonuieckuii foctyn (OL 0,754; p = 0,039) u pacnosno-
xxenue B VII wim VIII cermenTax neuenu (OLL 1,294; p = 0,027) ctaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMO BJIUSUIA Ha BEPOSTHOCTb
ocinoxHeHui. [1pu aHanuse BbKrBaeMocTu MetonoM [PTW cratuctruecku 3HauMMOI pa3HUIIBI B 0O1IEi U Oe3pe-
LIMIVMBHON BBIXKMBAEMOCTHU HE MOJTYYEHO.

3akiouyenue. Jlamapockonuiyeckast mapeHXuMocOeperarolast pe3eKITus eYeH! SIBIISIeTCST JOCTOWHOW albTepHATUBOM
OTKPBITOI Pe3eKIIMU, KOTOpash He BJIUSET HA OTHAJIEHHbIE PE3YJIbTAThl U MOTEHIIMATBHO CIIOCOOHA YJIyUYIIUTh HEMO-
CPENCTBEHHbIE.
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Comparison between laparoscopic and open parenchyrma-sparing
liver resections

Baliev Z.E. *, Akhaladze G.G., Goncharov S.V., Ragimov V.A.

Russian Scientific Center of Roentgenoradiology of the Ministry of Healthcare of the Russian Federation;
86, Profsoyusnaya str., Moscow, 117997, Russian Federation

Aim. To compare the early and long-term outcomes of open and laparoscopic parenchyma-sparing liver resections for
colorectal cancer metastases.

Materials and methods. A retrospective analysis of the outcomes of parenchymal liver resections performed from 2015
to 2024 in 54 patients with colorectal cancer metastases is carried out using the inverse probability of treatment
weighting (IPTW). Variables included the tumor burden score, chemotherapy-related liver injury, location in liver
segments 7 or 8, a simultaneous operation, bilobar involvement, and the number of metastases.

Results. Standard statistical analysis revealed no significant differences in the early postoperative outcomes between
the compared groups. The duration of laparoscopic surgeries and hospital stay after these operations were shorter but
differed insignificantly. Binary logistic regression analysis using the IPTW demonstrated that laparoscopic access
(OR 0.754; p = 0.039) and location in liver segments 7 or 8 (OR 1.294; p = 0.027) statistically significantly influenced
the likelihood of complications. Survival analysis using the IPTW showed no statistically significant differences in
overall survival and recurrence-free survival.

Conclusion. Laparoscopic parenchyma-sparing liver resection provides an effective alternative to open resection,
having no influence on long-term outcomes and the potential to improve immediate ones.
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BBenenne

Bo3MoXXHOCTb coxpaHeHusi 0oJjblIero oobema
(GYHKIIMOHUPYIOMIEH MapeHXUMBI TIedeH! 0e3 yXyI-
LIEHUs OTHAJIEHHBIX Pe3yJIbTaTOB (MapeHXumocohe-
perarloliiasi ctpaterus) siBasieTcsl BaXHbIM (DaKTOpOM
B XMPYPTrUYECKOM JIeYEHU ! TTalIMEHTOB C MeTacTasa-
MU KosiopekTaibHoro paka (MKPP). Y nmanmenTos ¢
MKPP B nmeueHr oTMedeH OOJIbIION PUCK PELIIN-
Ba, KOTOPBII, IO TaHHBIM HEKOTOPBIX aBTOPOB, JTO-
cturaet 70% [1]. [ToBTOpHBIE Pe3eKIINN Y TaKMX T1a-
LIMEHTOB YBEJMYMBAIOT OOIILYI0 BBLKUBAEMOCTh [2, 3].
JokazaHo, 9TO TTapeHXNMOCOeperaroIIne pe3eKIInm
(ITCP) cBsi3aHbI ¢ MEHBIIMM YUCJIOM MOCeonepalm-
OHHBIX OCJIO)KHEHUI MpPU COMOCTaBUMBbIX OTHaJIeH-
HbIX pe3yibraTtax [4, 5]. B cBoto ouepenb, 10Ka3aHO,
YTO BbIOOP AOCTYIa HUKAK HE BJMSIET HA OTAaJIeHHbIE
pesysbTathl. Ha000poT, Janapockonuueckue pe3ek-
LIMM TeYEHU aCCOLMUPOBAHbI C MEHBIIUM YMCIOM
MOCJEONEPALIMOHHBIX OCJOXHEHUN U YCKOPEHHbBIM
BOCCTaHOBJIEHHEM MAaIlMeHTOB [6, 7|. McTionib3oBaHMe
Jlanapockonuueckoro goctyna ajas [TCP noreHiu-
aJIbHO TTO3BOJIMT JAOCTUYb ONTUMAJIbHBIX Pe3yJibTa-
TOB: COXPaHUTb MaKCUMaJIbHbI/ 00BEM MAPEHXUMBI,
YMEHBIIUTD XUPYPTUUECKYIO TPABMY, YCKOPHUTH BOC-
CTaHOBJIEHME MallMEeHTa MPU aJeKBaTHBIX OHKOJIO-
TMYECKHUX pe3ysibTaTax.

Matepuan u MeTOAbI

ITpoBeneH peTpoCneKTUBHBINM aHaIu3 54 UCTO-
puii 60sie3HU MaMEeHTOB, KOTOpbIM ¢ 2015 Mo 2024 1.
B ®I'bY PHILPP Munsnpasa Poccuu 1o moBomy
MKPP B neuenu BoinosHeHa [1CP. TTox T1CP no-
HUMAaJIN PEe3eKINIo C COXpaHEHHEeM MaKCHMAaJlbHO
BO3MOXHOTO 00BbeMa MapeHXUMBI TICYeHU C ameK-

Tao6mmma 1. XapakTepHrCTUKa ITAllIEHTOB
Table 1. Patient characteristics

BaTHBIM KPOBOTOKOM M OTTOKOM KE€JTUM TTPU MUHU-
MaJbHO BO3MOXHOM Kpae pesekiuu. Jlamapo-
ckornuueckyto pesekuuio nedeHu (JIPTT) Bwimos-
HuaM 21 60JbHOMY, OTKPBITYIO PE3eKIIMI0 MeueHU
(OPIT) — 33. PaccmaTpuBajii HEMOCPEACTBEHHbIE
pe3yJbTaThl XWPYPTUUECKOTO JieueHUs, BKJIoYast
MPOAOKUTENbHOCTh ONepaluu, 00beM UHTPAOIIE-
pallMOHHON KPOBOIOTEPU, MNPOAOJKUTEIbHOCTD
npedbiBaHUS B CTallMOHApe Iocje olepaluu,
YacTOTy IOCJEOINepallMOHHbIX OCIOXHEHUM, Mo-
cJieornepalMoOHHYI0 JIETaTbHOCTh (CMEPTh MallMeHTa
B TeueHue 90 qHel rmociie onepauuu WK 10 BbITTHA-
cku). ITpoBeneH aHaIu3 OTAAJIEHHBIX PE3YJILTaTOB
¢ oueHkoit obmeil (OB) u 0e3peanBHON BBLKM-
BaeMocTu (bB) B 00eux rpymnmnax. XapakrepucTuka
IpymIl MpejcTaBiieHa B Taol. 1.

M3HavyaibHO MpOBEJM CpaBHEHME TPYI C MC-
MOJIb30BaHUEM COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO CTATUCTUYECKO-
TO KpUTEPUS B 3aBUCUMOCTHU OT TUIIA U pacripesesie-
HUs JaHHBIX. [TpoBeaeH OMHAPHBI JIOTUCTUUECKU T
perpecCMOHHbIN aHaJIU3 JJIsi OLIEHKM (haKTOPOB,
BJIUSIIONIMX Ha YacTOTY TOCJIeOTNepallMOHHBIX OC-
JIOXKHEHUU, aHAJIN3 BbIXKUBAEMOCTH C IMOCTPOEHUEM
KpuBbIX 10 Karutany—Meliepy U perpecCUOHHbBIN
a”anu3 Kokca. YuutbiBast HEOMHOPOIHOCTb pacipe-
JieJIeHUs] TIPU3HAKOB B IpyMIiax W Hajauyude CTaTu-
CTUYECKU 3HAYUMOI Pa3HUIIBI IO PSIAY OMYXOJIEeBbIX
XapaKTepUCTUK, a TAKXKE JIJIs1 yCTpaHEeHUsI KOH(bayH-
IUHT-2hdeKTa najJbHENIIMNA aHaJIU3 BBITOJHSIIN
METOJIOM OOpPaTHOTO B3BELIMBAHUSI BEPOSITHOCTU
neueHus (Inverse Probability Treatment Weighting,
IPTW) [8§—10]. Ha kaxnmoro nmauueHTa ¢ UCIoJib30-
BaHMEM MOJEIM OWHAPHOIO JIOTMCTUYECKOIO pe-
TPECCMOHHOIO aHaJIu3a BBIMOJHEH pacueT OLIEHOK

ITapametp JIPIT OPII y

Bcero mamnuenTos, abc. 21 33 —
Bospacr, et 63 (55—67) 66 (55-71) 0,466
UMT, xr/m? 28 (22-29) 26 (22—30) 0,533
KOH 3,16 (2,23-5,58) 5,38 (2,82—6,88) 0,061
Yucio mauueHToB, ade. (%)

¢ MKPP B S, wnu Sy, 7 (33,3) 26 (78,8) <0,0001

C TIOpaXkeHUEM TTe4eH Ha (hOHE XUMUOTEPATTN 10 (47,6) 22 (66,7) 0,165

MepPeHEeCIINX CUMYJIbTaHHbIE OMepaluu 8 (38,1) 11 (33,3) 0,141

¢ cuHxpoHHbIMU M KPP B nieueHu 10 (47,6) 11 (33,3) 0,294

¢ omrobapasiMu MKPP 5(23,8) 18 (54,5) 0,026

¢ MHOXecTBeHHbIMU M KPP 4 (19) 17 (51,5) 0,023
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CKJIOHHOCTHM C WCIOJIb30BaHUEM ClIeyIolux hak-
TOPOB: KoadduimeHT omyxosieBoit Harpy3ku (KOH),
TopaxkeHue TeYeHn Ha (hOHe XMMUOTEepaITii, pac-
MOJIOXKEHUE B Sy WIK Sy IEYEHU, CUMYJIBTAHHbI
XapakTep orepaluu, 6unobapHbIil XxapakTep nopa-
KeHus, ynucyio MetactazoB. KOH paccuuTeiBanu no
(opmyne a? + b2 = ¢?, re a — pa3Mep HauOObIIETO
OITyXO0JIEBOTO y3J/1a, b — YKCJI0 MEeTacTa3oB B MEUeHU
[11]. Tanee Ha OCHOBaHWUM OLIEHOK CKJIOHHOCTH ObLI
paccuuTaH Bec nauueHTa B BbiOopke. Eciu marueHT
ObLT U3 OCHOBHO¥ TPYTIIIbI, €r0 BEC pACCUMUTHIBAIU 10
(opmysie: Bec mauueHTa B BbIOOpkKe = 1 /olieHKa
CKJIOHHOCTHU. J1J1s1 TallMeHTOB U3 KOHTPOJIbHOU IpyIi-
bl BeC paccuMThIBaIU 1o dopmyne: Bec = 1/1 —
OlIEHKAa CKJIOHHOCTU. PaccuMTaHHbIN BeC yUUTbIBAIN
npu gajibHeleM aHanuse. CTaHAapTHBINM CTAaTUCTU-
YECKUI aHaJM3 MPOBOAWIM C TTIOMOIIIbIO ITPOTrpaMM-
Horo obecrieueHus: SPSS 27 Bepcun (IBM). Ananus
Ha ocHoBaHUU MeToja [PTW BBINOJIHSIA C UCTIONb-
30BaHMEM sI3bIKa IIporpaMMupoBaHusI Python
B cpeze Jupyter Notebook. DOta cpena ObLia UCTONb-
30BaHa JJIST CTAaTUCTMYECKOTO pacueTa M rpadude-
CKOT0 OTOOpakeHMsl TaHHbIX. YacTh NaHHBIX Mpea-
crapieHa B Buae Me (Q25—Q75). Paznuuus cuuranu
CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HaYUMbIMU 11pu p < 0,05.

Pe3ynbTaTsi

[Mpw ananm3e MepBUYHON BHIOOPKH CTATUCTHYE-
CKU 3HAYMMBbIX Pa3IUUUil IO BO3PACTY, MTOJY, UHAEK-
cy macchl Tesia (MMT) BoisiBieHO He Obuto. B rpyIi-
ne JIPII ObutO mOCTOBEpHO MEHBIIE ITALIMEHTOB
¢ OMIoOapHBIM TTOpPaKeHNEM M MHOXKXECTBEHHBIMU
meTactazamu redeHu (p = 0,023). Takke maliieHTOB
¢ pacnosioxxeHuem MKPP B S, unu S, ctatucru-

YECKU JOCTOBEPHO Yallle OTIEPUPOBAIIN U3 OTKPHITO-
ro goctyna (p < 0,0001). KOH 6bL1 6oibiiie B TpyIi-
e OTKPBITOro JocTyma, omHako p = 0,061.

[lpn cpaBHEHMHM HEIMOCPENCTBEHHBIX PE3yiIbra-
TOB YCTAaHOBJICHO, YTO TTOCJICOTIepallMOHHAsT KPOBO-
roTepst 3HAaUMMO He oTjindajiach B rpynmnax (300 mo;
p=0,185). BpeMst onepaniny TakKe CyIeCTBEHHO He
OTJINYAJIOCh B CpaBHMBaeMbIX rpyrnnax (p = 0,217).
Yacrora rnociieornepaioHHbIX OCTOXHEHUH B IpyTI-
me oTkpeIThIXx [ICP Obuta Gombire (33,3%), deMm
B rpyrme JIPIT (14,3%), omHaKo pa3HUIIA CTATUCTH-
YECKHU HeIOCTOBepHA. JIeTaIbHBIX MCXOI0B He OBLIO
(tabus. 2). Jlust BbisiBIeHUSI (DAKTOPOB, BIMSIIOIIMX
Ha pPa3BUTHE ITOCICOTIEPAITMOHHBIX OCIOXHEHMIA,
MpOBeIeH OMHAPHBIN JIOTUCTUYECKUIT perpecCOH-
HBIIM aHamu3 (Tab. 3). MakTopoB, 3HAYNMO BIIHUSTIO-
IIMX Ha YacTOTy TIOCIIeOIEePallMOHHBIX OCIOXHE-
HUIi, HE BBISIBJIEHO.

PesynbraThl yHUBapMaHTHOIO OWHAPHOIO JIO-
IMCTUYECKOT0 PErPeCCUMOHHOIO aHaJlu3a ¢ MCMOJIb-
3oBaHneM Metona IPTW mpencraBieHbl B Ta0I. 4.
Pacrionoxenue omnyxonu B Sy, uiu Sy, Jamnapo-
CKOTTMYECKUI TOCTYII, MHTPaOoTIepallmOHHAs KPOBO-
norepsd 1 KOH Obliu cTaTMCTUYECKU 3HAYMMBIMU
¢axkropamu. Tlpu MyabTUBapUaHTHOM aHaIu3e
YCTAaHOBJICHO, YTO PACITOJIOKEHHWE MeTacTa3a B Sy
Ui Sy, @ TaKXKe JOCTYIT COXPaHUIU 3HAYMMOCTD,
a KOH u uHTpaomepanmoHHass KpPOBOIIOTEPS —
HeT (Tab. 5).

[Mpw ananm3e BBLDKMBAEMOCTH CTAHIAPTHBIM Me-
tonom Kannana—Meliepa yCTaHOBJIEHO, UTO MEIU-
ana OB manmeHTOB, TIepeHECITNX JIATapOCKOTTIIe-
ckyto TICP, cratuctuuecku OOCTOBEpPHO OOJbllIe
(58,8 mec; 25,3-92,2), 4yeM NaLMEHTOB TIPYIIIHI

Taomma 2. HenmocpenctBenHsble pe3ynbraThl ITCP meyenn
Table 2. Immediate outcomes of parenchyma-sparing liver resection

ITapametp

HpOZ[OIDKI/ITCJIBHOCTB ornepaiuvnu, MMH

TTponomKUTETbHOCTD TOCTIUTATU3AIIMY TIOC]IE OTlepalliu, CyT

O0BbeM KpOBOIOTEPH, M
Yucno BMelnatenbetB R+, ade. (%)
[TallMeHTOB ¢ OCIOKHEHUSMH TTOCIIe omepaLyu, ade. (%)

JIPTI OPIl p
210 (180—300) 245 (185-410) 0,217
11 (11=17) 14 (11-17) 0,243
300 (125—500) 300 (200—775) 0,185
- 3(9,1) 0,274
2(9,5) 8 (24,2) 0,284

Taomna 3. AHanu3 BIUSIHUS (DAKTOPOB Ha YaCTOTY MOCIIEONEePAIMOHHBIX OCIOXKHECHUIA
Table 3. Analysis of the influence of factors on the incidence of postoperative complications

dakTop B p OIII [95% AN]
MHoOXeCTBEHHbIE METACTA3bI -0,614 0,361 0,541 (0,145-2,022)
bunobapHoe nopaxeHue 0,015 0,981 1,015 (0,297-3,472)
CuMyJibTaHHAs OIepaLust 0,031 0,962 1,032 (0,289—3,680)
IMopaxeHue neueHn Ha (OHE XMMUOTEPATTUK 1,119 0,098 3,317 (0,802—13,171)
KOH 0,031 0,324 1,021 (1,001—1,124)
Pacnionoxxenne MKPP B Sy, uinut Sy 1,099 0,130 3,000 (0,725—12,417)
Jlamapockonuyeckuit 10CTyIl -1,099 0,130 0,333 (0,081—1,380)
WM HTpaonepalimoHHasi KpOBOIIOTEPst 0,002 0,053 1,002 (1,000—1,003)
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Tabmuua 4. YHUBapuaHTHBIN OMHAPHBIN JJOTUCTUYECKUI perpeccuoHHbIi aHanu3 (IPTW)
Table 4. Univariate binary logistic regression analysis (IPTW)

®akTop B P OIII (95% AN)
MHOXeCTBEHHbIE METACTa3bl -1,333 0,319 0,261 (0,025-3,65)
bunobapHoe nopaxkeHue -9,570 0,932 0,910 (0,121-8,321)
CuMyJbTaHHAas ONepaiust 1,723 0,428 5,600 (0,08—398,69)
[TopaxkeHue neyeHn Ha (OHE XUMUOTEPATTIN 1,119 0,289 3,060 (0,390—24,28)
KOH 2,022 0,040 1,365 (1,021-3,847)
Pacnionoxxenne MKPP B Sy, unu Sy, 2,792 0,040 16,320 (1,125—-237,22)
Hocryr -8,741 0,043 0,799 (0,121-0,857)
HMHTpaonepalimoHHast KpOBOIIOTePsI 2,813 0,036 1,584 (1,124—3,254)

Tabmuua 5. MyabTMBapraHTHBINA OMHAPHBIN JOTUCTUYECKUI perpeccuoHHbINM aHanu3 (IPTW)
Table 5. Multivariate binary logistic regression analysis (IPTW)

®dakTop B P OIII (95% AN)
KOH 2,627 0,168 1,524 (-1,154—6,487)
Pacnonoxenne MKPP B Sy, unu Sy 0,258 0,027 1,294 (1,031—1,486)
W HTpaorepalilioHHast KpOBOIIOTEPST 0,004 0,073 1,00 (0,001—1,001)
Hoctym —6,247 0,039 0,754 (0,248—0,931)

OPII (27,9 mec; 20,8—35). I1pu ananuze bB oTme-
YEHO OTCYTCTBME JOCTOBEPHBIX paznnuuii (p = 0,528):
menuaHa B rpynme JIPIT coctaBuna 17 mec (11,1—
24,2), B rpynne OPIT — 14 (10,1—18,4) mec. YacTtoTa
pelMIrBa B TPYMIIaX TAKKe 3HAYMMO HE OTINJaIach
(14,3u12,1%; p=1).

I[lpn amanmmu3e BBEDKMBaeMoOCTH IO Karuramy—
Meiiepy ¢ ucnonb3zoBanueM wmeroaa IPTW OB
B rpynre JIPIT (58,8 mec; 28,7—93) cTratuctuuecku
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sHauuMo (p = 0,306) He oTaMYANMach OT TPYITITHI
OTKpHEITOTO nmoctyma (34 mec; 25,6—61; puc. 1).
BB 6ompabIX TpyTIer JIPIT (18,6 mec; 13—37) He oT-
mmyanack ot rpynnsl OPIT (21,2 mec; 12,7—47,4;
p = 0,848; puc. 2).

[Ipu BEHITIOJTHEHWU pPETPECCUOHHOTO aHaIM3a
Kokca cTtaHmapTHBIM METOIOM YCTAaHOBJIEHO, YTO
JIAITapOCKOMMYECKUI JOCTYIT OBIJT CTaTUCTUYECKH
3HaunMBIM IIpeaukTopom OB (p = 0,045); B oTHOIIIE-

Kannan—Meiiep ¢ IPTW
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=
=)

i
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Puc. 1. Auarpamma. 3aBucumocts OB manuenToB ot noctyma: a — 6e3 IPTW; 6 — ¢ IPTW. 3nech u Ha puc 2. JIPI1 o6o3HaueHa

opaHxkeBbIM 11BeToM, OPIT — cuHuM.

Fig. 1. Diagram. The relationship between overall survival of patients and access type: a — without IPTW; 6 —with IPTW.
Here and in Fig. 2, laparoscopic liver resection is marked in orange, while open liver resection is marked in blue.
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Puc. 2. Iluarpamma. 3aBucumoctsh bB maiimeHToB oT noctyna: a — 6e3 IPTW; 6 — ¢ IPTW.

Fig. 2. Diagram. The relationship between recurrence-free survival of patients and access type:

a — without IPTW; 6 — with IPTW.

Huu BB cratmcTryeckast mOCTOBEPHOCTh HE JOCTUT-
Hyta (p = 0,530; Tabm. 6). PerpeccmoHHBIN aHaMM3
Kokca ¢ ucrnons3oBanueM meronma IPTW mokaszan
oTcyTcTBUe BiMsiHUS goctyna Ha OB u bB (ta6i. 7).

O0cyKneHne

IICP Obuin pa3paboTaHbl TSI JOCTVKEHUS OII-
TUMAaJIbHbBIX PE3YJIBTATOB MPU MAKCUMAaJIbHO Oepex-
HOM OTHOIIIEHUMU K (YHKIMOHAJIBHOMY pe3epBY
nedyeHu. M3HaYaibHO 3TOT TUM pe3eKiiuii ObLT BOC-
MPUHST CO CKETICUCOM, OJIHAKO B IOCJEIHUE TOIbI
OH TIOJIYYWJI IIIMPOKOe pacnpocTpaHeHue [12—14].
B cBoto ouepenb, JlanapoCKOMUYECKHUE Pe3eKIIUn
Mpu3HaHbI 0€30TTACHBIMU 1 HE BJIMSIIOT HA OTJAJIeH-
Hble pe3yabTaThl [15].

B mpencrtaBieHHOM HcCCleIOBaHUU TIOKa3aHO,
YTO BbINOJHEHUE Jarapockonuyeckux [TCP sBsi-
eTcsd OeszonacHou anbrepHatuBoit OPII. Yacrtora
MocJieornepalMoOHHbIX OCJIOXHEHUI Oblla OOJIbllie
B rpyrme OPII (33,3 n 14,3%). He BoIsIBICHO 3HA-
YUMBIX pa3iMuuii B 00beMe WMHTpaomnepaliMOHHON

Tabauna 6. Pe3ysraThl perpecCMOHHOTO aHaIM3a
Table 6. Results of regression analysis

KPOBOIIOTEPH U B MPOAOKUTEIbHOCTU OTIEpalIUu.
JIPTI monyyuna mumpokoe pacnpocTpaHeHue IMpu
MasioM KOH — mpu HebGosblInx pazMepax y3joB,
MPEeUMYILECTBEHHO COJIMTAPHBIX, PACOJOXKEHHbIX
Ha nepudepun opraHa. BblMmosHeHUE CIIOXHBIX
[ICP gBnsieTcsl TeXHMYECKM HEIIPOCTON 3amayeid,
TpeOyroIIeit OT XUpypra MpOCTPaHCTBEHHOTO MOHM -
MaHUs aHATOMUU TIeYeHU W OPMEHTAIUX OTHOCH-
TEJTBHO €€ COCYIUCTBIX CTPYKTYp [16, 17].

B npoBeneHHOM aHaiM3e BbIXKMBAEMOCTH CTaH-
JIapTHBIM METOJOM Obljia ToJlyueHa CTaTUCTUUECKU
3HaumMas pasHuia B OB namuenToB. OgHako y4u-
ThIBasi, YTO MHOXECTBEHHBbII U OMI00apHbIA Xapak-
Tep mopaxkeHMsl yailie BbisiBsiM B rpynne OPTI,
MOXHO CITPaBeJIMBO TMPEANOJOXUTh, YTO 3TU (pak-
TOPbI 3HAUMMO BJIMSIIOT Ha BbIXKMBA€MOCTb TallMEH-
TOB. [ ycTpaHeHus1 3Toro KoHgayHauHr-3¢hdexTa
ObLT MPUMEHEH METO/1, CXOXKUU ¢ MCeBIOpaHI0MMU3a-
uueit, — [IPTW, KoTopblil MO3BOJIMII YCTPAHUTD YKa-
3aHHbIN 3pdekT. [Tpu nanpHeiiemM aHaaIu3e BbLKU-
BaeMoCTHU c rpuMmeHeHueM IPTW He oTmeTwin cta-

BbkuBaemocTh ®dakrop B P OIII (95% AN)
O6as Hoctym -0,817 0,045 0,442 (0,199-0,981)
BespenyauBHas -0,216 0,530 0,806 (0,411—1,581)

Ta6auna 7. Pesynbratel perpeccuoHHoro aHanuza (IPTW)
Table 7. Results of regression analysis (IPTW)

BbiKMBaeMoCTb dakTop B P OIII (95% J1N)
Oo6mas HocTtym -0,315 0,319 0,729 (0,391—1,357)
BespenyausHas —-0,044 0,854 0,956 (0,591—1,544)
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TUCTUIECKY 3HAYMMOM pa3HUIIBI B oTHOIIeH OB 1
BB, uTo cooTBeTCTBYET IAHHBIM JIUTepaTyphl [ 18, 19].

Crenyer y4uThIBaTh HEKOTOpPbIE OCOOEHHOCTH
nanapockonuueckux [TCP neuenu. B o6cyxknaemom
KUCCJEN0BaHUU ObLIO MPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAHO, YTO
MMaIIUEHTOB C MHOXECTBEHHBIM 1 OMI00ApHBIM Xa-
pPaKTEepPOM TTOPAKEHMS Yallle ONepUPYyIOT OTKPHITHIM
CrMocoOOM, UTO COOTBETCTBYET JaHHBIM JIUTEPATYPhI
[20]. CuuraeM, 4TO 3TO CBSI3aHO C HECKOJILKUMMU
npuunHamMu. Bemonanenue JIPIT mpu 6umob6apHoM
MOpaXXeHN TpeOyeT pa3HOTO MO3UIIMOHUPOBAHUS
MalyeHTa — 3TO 3aBUCUT OT PACIIOJIOKEHUS OTYXO-
JIe B MpaBOW WU JIEBOKM J0JIE, a TAKXKE OT mopa-
>KeHHOTO cerMeHTa. [IoMMMO 3TOTO, BEHITIOJTHEHHE
cioxHbiX TICP mpu MHOXECTBEHHOM ITOpaKeHUU
MeYeHU TpeOyeT MOACTUPOBAHUS TIJIOCKOCTH Pe3eK-
LIMA U OCOOEHHO YETKOTro MOHMMAHUSI CUHTOIUU
COCYIUCTBIX CTPYKTYp 1 onyxojiu. [TapagokcaibHbIM
00pa3oM B OMpPEICIEHHBIX CUTYAlIMSIX BBITTOJTHUTD
pacIIMPEeHHYIO TeéMUTeNaTIKTOMUIO JIATapOCKOTIH -
yeckH jerde, yem cjoxHyo I[TCP npu MHOXeCTBeH-
HOM TTOpaXK€HUU TMeUeHU.

3akioyenue

Jlanapockonuyeckue IICP 103BOJISIOT YMEHb-
IIUTh BEPOSITHOCTb PA3BUTUS TTOCJIEONEPALIMOHHBIX
ocJoKHEeHU. JIocTyn He sIBsieTCsl CTaTUCTUYeCKU
3HAYMMBbIM (DAKTOPOM, BIMSIIOIIMM Ha O0IIyIO 1 6e3-
peLUOVBHYIO BbDKMBaeMOCTh. OQHAKO ero BBLIOOD,
0COOEHHO IMPU MHOXKECTBEHHOM U OMJI00apHOM I10-
PAKEHUM TICYEHU, SBJISIETCH HEMPOCTOM 3adayei.
HMHorna npeanoutuTebHee MOXEpPTBOBATh Janapo-
CKOIMUYECKWM JIOCTYIIOM ISl COXPaHEHMS OOJIbILIETO
00beMa TapeHXMMbl TNeYeHU, YeM XKepTBOBaTb Ma-
PEHXMMOMN pajy JIanapoCKOMUYECKOro JOCTyTa.
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