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Iens. M3yunth aHaTOMUYECKME BAPUAHTBI apTEPUAILHOTO M BEHO3HOTO KPOBOCHAGXKEHMS MIEYCHHU Y TTOTEHIIMAIbHBIX
JIOHOPOB MeueHu ¢ momoinbio KT-anruorpadun.

Marepuan u metoabl. 3a nepron ¢ 01.01.2016 mo 01.01.2018 paccmorpeHst pedyabratel KT-anruorpaduu 151 moreH-
IIMAJIbHOTO JOHOpa IevyeHu. [IpuMeHsIM KOHTpacTHBI HEMOHHBIM Tpemapar ¢ coaep:kaHueMm ioma 320 mr/mi,
no3a — 1,4 MJI/KT, CKOpOCTb BBeieHUsI — 4 MJ1/c. BapuaHThI apTepuaibHO aHATOMUU paCTIPeeIsUIM MO Kiaccubuka-
uu N. Michels, BopoTHoi BeHbI — 10 Kiaccudukanuu T. Nakamura (2002).

Pesynsratel. Hanbonee pacmpocTpaHeHHBIM BapUMaHTOM apTepUaIbHOTO KPOBOCHAOXKEHHUs IO Kiaccu(pUKaIuy
N. Michels sgBnsiercs tum 1, BoisiBaeHHbIA B 108 (71,5%) nadomonenusx. Tun 11 u tum 111 o6Hapyxuau B 8,6 u 7,9%
HabmoaeHuir cooTBeTcTBeHHO. Tumbl IV u IX ompeneneHbl y OAMHAKOBOIO 4Mcjiaa AOHOPOB (mmo 2,6%). Turbl
VII u VIII — nan6onee peakue (0,7 u 1,3%). Tunst V, VI, X He 6GbuU1n BoIsiBIeHb. OTCYTCTBYIOIINE B KIacCU(UKAILIAN
N. Michels BapuaHThl aHATOMMM apTepuii MeYeHU MAeHTUGULIUPOBaHLL B 7 (4,6%) HAOMIONEHMIX, U3 HUX 3 TUIIA
He OIMCaHbI paHee APYTrMMU aBTOPAMM.

3akimouenne. BoJIbIIMHCTBO BapuaHTOB KpoBocHaGXeHus rmeuenn (95,4%) coBnanaioT ¢ kiaccudukanueir N. Michels.
Tonbko 4,6% BapuaHTOB aHATOMHUU HE BXOAST B YKa3aHHYIO KJIACCU(DUKALIMIO U IeTaTbHO OIMCAHbI OTACIBHO.

KioueBsblie ciioBa: neuenv, mpancnianmauus, apmepuu, 60pOMHAsL 8eHA, KOMNbIOMEPHAS momoepaus, aneuoepagus.
Ccebuika mas uutupoBanusi: baiiryncosa [1.3., barramosa I'A., MyxamemkaHoBa A.H., Haymenko 0.A., OmkabaeBa A.K.,
BbaitmaxanoB b.b., baiimaxanoB 2K.b. AHanu3 apXUTeKTOHMKHU MEYEHOYHBIX COCYIOB Y MOTEHLUMAIbHBIX TOHOPOB. AHHa1bl
xupypeuueckoi cenamonoeuu. 2018; 23 (4): 86—92. DOI: 10.16931/1995-5464.2018486-92.

ABTOpl;l MOATBEPKIAANT OTCYTCTBUE KOHd)J'Il/lKTOB HHTEPECOB.

Analysis of the hepatic vessels structure in potential liver donors
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Aim. To analyze anatomic variants of arterial and venous blood supply of liver in potential liver donors by using of
CT-angiography (CTA).

Material and methods. CTA data of 151 potential donors have been examined for the period 01.01.2016-01.01.2018.
Non-ionic iodine-containing (320 mg/ml) contrast agent was used at a dose of 1.4 ml/kg and infusion rate near
4.0 ml/s. Variants of arterial anatomy were classified according to N. Michels, portal vein anatomy — according
to T. Nakamura classification (2002).

Results. N. Michels type I was the most common variant of arterial structure (n = 108, 71.5%). Types II and I1I were
observed in 8.6% and in 7.9% of cases, respectively. Types IV and IX included the same number of donors (2.6%).
Types VII and VIII were the rarest (0.7% and 1.3%). Types V, VI, X were absent. There were 7 cases (4.6%) with
arterial variants which are not described by N.Michels classification. Moreover, 3 types were not previously described
by other authors.

Conclusion. Hepatic artery variations coincide with the classification of N. Michels as a rule (95.4%). Other anatomic
variants not described in this classification were observed only in 4.6% of cases.
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Bsenenne

TpaHcraHTauMs MeYeHu OT POACTBEHHOTO N10-
HOpa — omepalusl, TIIAaTeJbHO TUIaHUupyeMasl 3apa-
Hee. OT TOYHOCTU oMpeneSieHus Ha J100nepaluoH-
HOM 3Tale TUIla aHaTOMUWYECKOT0 CTPOEHUs apTe-
pUii TeyeHU 3aBUCUT TAKTHUKA BBITTOJTHEHUS U3bATUS
TpaHCIJIaHTaTa U (OopMUpPOBAHUE apPTEPUATBLHOTO
a"Hactomo3sa [1]. ITocTtpoeHnne TpexmepHoro n3odpa-
JKEHUS COCYIIOB TI€YEHM SIBJSIETCS BaXXHBIM B MO~
TOTOBKE M BBITIOJHEHUM PE3eKIIMU (DparMeHTOB Te-
YEHU BO BPeMsl TpaHCIUIAHTALMU, TTIO3TOMY OJHUM
U3 BaXHBIX TMpeIoNnepallMOHHbIX METOIOB Jauar-
Hoctukm siBisercss KT-anruorpadpus. DTo mocro-
BEpHbII MUHUMHBA3UBHbIU CI1OCOO, MO3BOJISIOIIN I
BbISIBUTb BAPUAHTbI apTePUAIbHON U BEHO3HOI aHa-
ToMuM y noHopa [2]. Llenbio paboTsl ObLIO N3yYeHNE
AHATOMWYECKUX BapUaHTOB apTepUaIbHOTO U Be-
HO3HOTO KPOBOCHAOXEHMsI TIeYEHU Y MOTEeHIUAIb-
HBIXIOHOpOBIIeueHU c ToMoIbio KT-anruorpagumn.

Marepuaa u METObI

Hao6asze HHII X um. A.H. Ceizranosac01.01.2016
no 01.01.2018 mist cpaBHUTENIHLHOTO aHAIM3a ObLIO
OpOBeACHO MHcciaenoBaHue 151 MOTEHUMAIbHOIO
noHopa. MyxuuH Obuto 60 (39,7%), XEHIIMH —
91 (60,3%). Bospact o0ciieOBaHHBIX BapbUpOBa
o1 19 1o 54 net (cpemHuii Bo3pact 49 net). [TmoTHOCTD
MMapeHXUMbl TIeYeHM COXpaHeHa y 94 moHOpOB
(HopMma +55...+65 en. H), xxupoBoii rermaro3 1—2-it
cTerneHu BbisiBaeH y 53 noHopoB (+35...+54 en. H),
3—4-ii crenenn — y 4 noHopoB (MeHee +35 en. H).
ITpocThle KUCTHI 10 6 MM BBISIBIEHBI y 17 TOHOPOB,
KaBepHO3Has TeMaHruoMa a0 11 mm — y 8, kamui-
JisspHasi reMaHruoma ao 11 MM — y 5, aHruonu-
nmoma — y 1 moHopa.

HccnemoBanme BBIMMOJHSIIM Ha  armapare
Aquilion 64 (Toshiba). [TpumensIM MyIbTUdAZHBIN

Tab6auma 1. BapraHThl apXUTEKTOHUKU apTepuii TleYeHU
Table 1. Liver arteries architectonics variations

MIPOTOKOJI CKAaHMPOBAHMS, BKITIOUYAIOIINIT HATUBHOE
HCClieIOBaHMe, apTepHabHYIO, BEeHO3HYIO, IMapeH-
XMMAaTO3HYIO M OTCPOYCHHYIO (ha3bl CKAaHUPOBAHMSI.
Jnamna3oH CKaHMPOBAaHUS — OT KyIToya auadparmbl
0 ITHa Majoro Ttasza. MccremoBaHue MpOBOMVIIN
C 3alepKKOI IbIXaHus Ha Broxe. [1puMeHsum KOH-
TPacCTHBII HEWOHHBIN IIpermapar ¢ CoAaepKaHWueM
oma 320 mr/mi B no3e 1,4 MJ1/KI, CKOPOCTb BBelIe-
Husg — 4,0 mu/c. a1 BHYTPUBEHHOIO BBEACHMUS
KOHTPACTHOTO IIperiapaTa TPUMEHSIA IITIPUII-
nxekTop Ulrich—Mississippi. OcyliecTBIsuIn aB-
TOMaTUYECKOE OTCJIeKMBaHWE Oo0Jfoca KOHTPACT-
HOTO Ipenapara ¢ MOMOLIbI0 Iporpammbl Bolus-
track ¢ ycTaHOBKOI TpUTTepa Ha HUCXOISIIINI OTIEI
aopTHI HA YPOBHE NHadparMbl.

BoisiBIeHHBIE BapWaHTBI apTepUabHOM aHaTO-
mun kinaccupunupoBanu 1mo N. Michels [3, 4],
BopoTtHyio BeHy — mo T. Nakamura (2002) [5].
Heormicannbie BapuaHThI TIPeICTaBICHBI OTACIBHO,
MIPOBENICHO ITOCTPOSHNE TPEXMEPHBIX M300paKeHUIA.

Pe3yabratsl

Pacxoxnenus pesyinsratoB KT-anruorpapun
C MHTPAOIIePAlIMIOHHBIMA TAaHHBIMU HE BBISBIICHO.
OnucaHue BapMaHTOB apTepUaJbHOIO KPOBOCHA0-
JKEHUS TIeYeHN M CpaBHEHME Pe3yJIBTaTOB C JaHHbBI-
MU JIUTEePATypPhl IIPEACTaBICHBI B Ta0d. 1.

Haun6onee 94acTo BBISBISUTM TUIMTUIHOE CTPOE-
nue — I tum, 108 (71,5%) nabmoneHuii. BropeiM 1o
yacrote sBisiercst T 11 (8,6%). B 7,9% Hab6mone-
Huit ooHapyxeH I1I T aHaTOMMYECKOro CTPOeHUS
apTepuii. YeTBepTHIMU 1O YaCTOTE SIBJISTIOTCST TUTTBI
IV u IX — 1m0 2,6% na6monenuii. Tunsl VII u VIII
OKa3aJauch HamOoJee PeIKMMM, 9acTOTa MX COCTa-
Bwia 0,7 u 1,3%. He onmucannbie B KiraccurKaum
Michels BapmaHTBI aHATOMUM apTEepUil MEYeHU
naeHTUGUIIMPOoBaHbI B 7 (4,6%) HaOMIOICHUSIX:

Yacrora, %
Tun Onucanue N. Michels | M. Coskun | E.JI. Bopucosa | T.H. Tansm | CoOCTBenHbIe
n=200) | (n=48) (n=200) (n=140) | PE3YIBTATHI
(n=151)
1 Tunnanas aHaToMusa 55 54,1 57 56,7 71,5
II | 3amematomras JITTIA ot JIZKA 10 - 5 10 8,6
1II | 3amematomas I1ITA ot BBA 11 6,3 7,5 12,9 7,9
IV | 3amewarownue JITTIA u ITITA 1 — 2,5 1,4 2,6
V | Ho6aBounas JITTA 8 16,6 9,5 5,7 -
VI | Hdo6aBounas ITITA 7 2,1 0,5 2,1 —
VII | Hdo6aBounsie JITTA u TTITA 1 4,2 1 - 0,7
VIII | 3amemaromag INITA n no6aBounas JITTA 2 — 0,5 3,5 1,3
nnu 3amentatomas JITIA
u no6apouHas ITITA
IX | OITA or BBA 4,5 — 2 1,4 2,6
X | OITA ot JIZXKA 0,5 — 0,5 - —
Jpyrue BapuaHThI — 16,6 14 7,1 4,6

IIpumeuanue: JIXKKA — neBas xenynouHasi aprepusi, OITA — oOiast neyeHouHast aprepust, [1I[TA — npaBasi medeHOYHast
aprepus, JIIIA — nmeBasg neyeHouHas aprepusi, BBA — BepxHsIst OpboKeedHast apTepus.
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Puc. 1. KT-anruorpamma, 3D-pekoHCTpyKiusl. ApTepuu
reyeHn. 1 — upeBHBIN cTBON, 2 — OITA, 3 —JIXKA, 4 — T1I1A,
5 — XeJNyaouHO-IBEeHaaaTuIepcTHas aprepust, 6 — JIIA,
7 — TIpaBasi XKeJxyJouHasT apTepusl.

Fig. 1. CT-scan, 3D reconstruction of liver arteries. 1 — celiac
trunk, 2 — common hepatic artery, 3 — left gastric artery,
4 — right hepatic artery, 5 — gastroduodenal artery, 6 — left
hepatic artery, 7 — right gastric artery.

Puc. 3. KT-anruorpamma, 3D-pekoHCTpyKLus. Aprepuun
neuyeHu. 1 — ceneseHouHast aprepusi, 2 — JIZKA, 3 — npaBast
xkenynouHast aprepust, 4 — JITTA, 5 — IITIA, 6 — xXeymo4HO-
JBEHALIATUTIEPCTHAS apTepus, 7 — YPEBHBII CTBOJL.

Fig. 3. CT-scan. 3D reconstruction of liver arteries. 1 —
splenic artery, 2 — left gastric artery, 3 — right gastric artery,
4 — left hepatic artery, 5 — right hepatic artery, 6 —
gastroduodenal artery, 7 — celiac trunk.
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Puc. 2. KT-anruorpamma, 3D-pekoHCTpyKIUs. ApTepun
nmeyeHu. 1 — ceneseHouyHas aprepust, 2 — OITA, 3 — xeny-
JIOYHO-ABEHaALATUIIEpCTHas apTepusi, 4 — aptepus IV cer-
MeHTa niedeHu, 5 — JITIA, 6 — apTepust KeJTTHOTO TTy3bIPS,
7 — nononuutenbHas IMITA, 8 — TTITA.

Fig. 2. CT-scan. 3D-reconstruction of liver arteries. 1 —
splenic artery, 2 — common hepatic artery, 3 — gastroduodenal
artery, 4 — artery of liver segment IV, 5 — left hepatic artery,
6 — cystic artery, 7 — additional right hepatic artery, 8 — right
hepatic artery.

— OT YPEBHOTO CTBOJIA OTXOHST Cele3eHOYHas
aprepusi, o6Omass medyeHouHast aptepus (OITA),
JeBas kenynodHas aptepus (JIZKA), nmpaBas nede-
HouHas aprepusi (ITITA); ot OITA orxomsar kemy-
JIOYHO-JIBEHAILIATUTIEPCTHAsl apTepus U JieBas ITie-
yeHoyHast aprepusi (JIITA), or KoTopoil OTXOOUT
IpaBasi xkeayaodHas aprepus (n = 2, puc. 1);

— OT YPEBHOTO CTBOJIA OTXOMAT Cele3cHOYHAs
aprepusi, OITA, OoT KOTOpOil OTXOHAT KEIYZOYHO-
JIBeHalIaTUTIEPCTHAs apTepusi, apTepus [V cermeHTa
u JITTA; ot aprepun IV cermeHTa OTXOmST apTepus
JKEJTIHOTO TTy3BIPs U MOTIOJTHUTEIbHAS TIpaBast Tieue-
HouHas aptepus (SVII); ITITA otxogut ot Xenynoud-
HO-JIBeHaAaTUIIepCTHOM apTepuu (n = 1, puc. 2);

— OT YPEBHOTO CTBOJIA OTXONST CEJIe3eHOTHAas
aprepusi, OIIA u xxenymounas aprepust; ot OITA ot-
XOIAT KEJIyIOUYHO-IBEHAAIATUTIEPCTHAST apTepus,
COOCTBeHHas TTIeYeHOTHAST apTePUsI, OT Hee OTXOIAT
[IITA u JIITA; ot JIITA oTXOAUT HOMOIHUTEIbHASI
npaBasi XejyjaouHas apTepusi (BapuaHT [ Turma;
n=1, puc. 3);

— OT YPEBHOTO CTBOJIA OTXONST CeJIe3eHOYHAas
aprepus, OITA, neBas xenynounas aprepust; ot OITA
OTXOMSAT BEPXHSAS TTOMKETYIOUHO-TBEHAAIIATH-
nepctHas aptepus (ot Hee — IIITA), ractpomyone-
HajbHasg aprtepusi, aprepus IV cermenta m JIITA
(n=1, puc. 4);
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Puc. 4. KT-anruorpamma, 3D-peKoHCTpyKilUsl. ApTepuu
revyeHu. | — YpeBHBIN CTBOJ, 2 — ceJle3eHOYHas apTepusl,
3 — JIXKA, 4 — OIlA, 5 — JITIA, 6 — aprepusa IV cermeHra
neueHu, 7 — T1ITA, 8§ — BepxHssl MOKEITYIOUYHO-ABEHA -
LIATUTIEPCTHAST apTEPUSI.

Fig. 4. CT-scan. 3D reconstruction of liver arteries. 1 — celiac
trunk, 2 — splenic artery, 3 — left gastric artery, 4 — common
hepatic artery, 5 — left hepatic artery, 6 — artery of liver
segment IV, 7 — right hepatic artery, 8§ — superior
pancreatoduodenal artery.

— OT YPEeBHOIO CTBOJA OTXOIAT CeJie3eHOYHas
aptepust, OIIA, meBas keaymoyHas apTepus; OT
OITA otxomar JIITA, XenmymoyHO-ABEHaAlaTU-
TepcTHas apTepus; OT KeIyIOYHO-IBEHAMIATH-
nepctHoii apTepun otxoaut IITIA (n = 2, puc. 5).

ITo knaccudukauum T. Nakamura (2002) Bet-
BJICHWE BOPOTHOM BEHBI IMMOAPA3ACIIAIOT Ha 5 TH-
1MoB. B mpoBenmeHHOM HCCIeqOBaHUM BEHO3HOTO
KPOBOCHAOXKEHUS MEYSHN y TMOTEHIIMATbHBIX JT0-
HOpPOB HaOI0Jaau TOJbKO 3 Tumna: OudypKauuio
(Type A), tpudypkauuio (Type B) m Tpancmo-
3ULMI0 mpaBbiXx IapamenuaHHbix BeH (Type C,
Ta6a. 2). He onmcanHBIX B yKa3aHHOU KJlaccudu-
Kallii BapHaHTOB BETBJICHUS BOPOTHOUN BEHBI
cpeny o0ceq0BaHHBIX TTOTEHIIMAIBHBIX TOHOPOB
HE BBISIBJICHO.

Ta6auna 2. BapuaHThl BEeHO3HOM aHATOMUU
Table 2. Hepatic veins variations

Puc. 5. KT-auruorpamma, 3D-pekoHCTpyKIus. ApTepun
neyeHu. 1 — upeBHBIi cTBOM, 2 — JIXKA, 3 — OI1A, 4 — JITIA,
5 — XenyIo4yHO-ABeHaaaTuIepcTHas aprepust, 6 — ITITA.

Fig. 5. CT-scan. 3D reconstruction of liver arteries. 1 — celiac
trunk, 2 — left gastric artery, 3 — common hepatic artery, 4 —
left hepatic artery, 5 — gastroduodenal artery, 6 — right hepatic
artery.

Oo0cyxaenue

ApTepraabHOe KPOBOCHAOXEHME TIeYeHU OTIIM-
yaeTcs BBIpAKeHHON BaprabeIbHOCTBIO, OIHAKO
COTJIaCHO TIPOBEICHHOMY MCCIICIOBAHMUIO OOJTBIITIH-
cTBO BapmaHTOB (95,4%) apXUTEKTOHUKU apTepuii
TeYeHN Y TIOTCHIMATbHBIX TOHOPOB COBITAIaeT
¢ knaccudukannreir N. Michels n Toiabko 4,6% Ha-
OJIfoIeHMIT He BXOMAT B 3Ty KilaccuduKamnuio. B oT-
HOIIIEHWW aHATOMUM BOPOTHOM BEHBI OTMEYEHO
nojiHoe coBnajaeHue ¢ kiaccudukauueir T. Naka-
mura o TurtaM A, B u C. Tumter D 1 E, a Takke Ba-
pPUAHTHI, He BOIIEAIINE B TaHHYIO KJIaCCU(UKAIINIO,
He BBISIBIICHBI Y OOCIIEIOBAaHHBIX IMOTEHIIMATBHBIX
JIOHOPOB.

B pesynbrare ucciiemoBaHus 0OHApyXeHO 5 Ba-
PUAHTOB apTepUaTbHOTO KPOBOCHAOKEHMS TICUCHU,

Yucao
Tun Onucanue HAO0.II0IeHMI,
aoc. (%)
A JleeH1Ie BOPOTHOI BeHBI Ha IIPABBIA U JIEBBIA CTBOJI 177 (77,4)
B UcTtunHas tpudypkauus, 6e3 OCHOBHOTO CTBOJIA ITPABOI BOPOTHOI BEHBI 9(5,9)
C BHeneueHOUHOE OTXOXIEHME MepeIHell BETBY ITPaBOil BOPOTHOI BEHEI 25 (16,5)
D BHyTpunieueHOUHOE OTXOXIeHWE TIepeaHel BETBU ITPaBOil BOPOTHOI BEHbI —
E OTXOXIEHUE OTACIbHBIX CETMEHTAPHBIX BETBE OT BOPOTHOI BEHbI —
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He omnMcaHHBIX B Kiaccuduxkauuu N. Michels. Tpu
W3 TIATH ONTMCAHHBIX TUTIOB HE BCTPEUaInCh B pabo-
Tax JIpyrux aBTopos [6—17].

[ns mmaHupoBaHMs 3a0opa I€YeHW IUIST PO-
CTBEHHOU TpaHCIJIAaHTAIIMM OIICHKA aHAaTOMUM CO-
CYIMCTOTO pycjia MIEUYEeHU SIBJISICTCS TIPUOPUTETHOIM,
TTOCKOJIBKY TIO3BOJISIET 3a0J1arTOBPEMEHHO CITJIaHM-
pOBaThb XUPYPTMUECKYIO TAKTHUKY, TEM CAMBIM ITIpe-
JTOTBPATUB BO3MOXKHBIE OCJIOXHEHUS B TTOCIIEOIIe-
pallMOHHOM TIEpHOJIe.

Heobxommmo axkIileHTUpPOBaTh BHMMaHWE Ha
TUIIaX apTepuajbHoOi aHatromum medenu 11, I1I, V
n IX, mockoiabKy OHU TpeOYIOT HECTaHAAPTHOTO
¢dopmupoBanusa aHactoMo30B [18—19]. Takxke 31O
OTHOCUTCSI M K HETUITWYHBIM BapHaHTaM COCYIH-
CTOTO pycJia JTOHOPCKOM TIeYeH!, He BCTPpEeUYalOIIM-
csa B knaccudukauuu N. Michels. Ux ooHapyxeHue
¢ nomombio KT-anruorpaduu mo3BosieT Xupypry
OTIPENeUTh TIPOTUBOTIOKA3aHUS K TpaHCIUIaHTa-
MW TIe9eHU, OLIEHUTh PUCK U TIPUHSATH pelleHUe
O TaKTUKE OTIePAITH.

3akJoueHne

TunmyHyo aHATOMMIO apTePUiA TTEYEHHN BBISIBH-
mu B 71,5% nabmonenunii. Hambomnee yactbiM Bapu-
antoM ObL1 Tum 11 (8,6%), TpeThbUM MO 4acTOTE ObLI
tur 111 (7,9%). BapuanTsbl, He OIKMCaHHbIE B KjIac-
cudukanuu, obHapyxeHbl B 4,6% HaOIIOIEHNIA,
YTO SIBJISIETCST YeTBepTHIM TT0 4YactoTe. C ommHa-
KOBOIi yacTotoii (2,6%) BbisiBiasin tum 1V (3,4%)
u it 1X (1,7%). Hanbonee penkumMu TUTIaMK OBLITN
VII u VIII (0,7 1 1,3% cOOTBETCTBEHHO).

[Mpn n3ydeHN aHATOMUU BOPOTHOI BEHBI HaW-
Oosiee yacto BbigBIsuM TN A (77,4%), pexe —
tun C (16,5%), turt B BuisiBneH B 5,9% nHabmone-
auii. Tuner D, E, a Takke He onrcaHHBIEe B KJIACCH -
(bukanuym BapraHTHl HE OOHAPYKEHEI.

YuacTtue aBTOpOB:

baiiryucosa JI.3. — pa3paboTka KOHILEHLUHN
¥ Au3aiiHa uccaemoBaHmsI, cOOp MaTepuaia, aHaIu3
TTOJTYIeHHBIX NTaHHBIX, TTOATOTOBKA TEKCTa, pelak-
THpPOBaHME.

barranoBa I['A. — pa3paboTka au3aiiHa uccieno-
BaHUs, COOp MaTepuaja, aHAIU3 TTOyYeHHBIX TaH-
HBIX, TIOATOTOBKA TEKCTA.

MyxamemxkanoBa A.H. — pa3paborka au3zaiiHa
McclienoBaHus, cOOp MaTepuaia, aHaJIu3 TTOTyJdeH-
HBIX JaHHBIX, CTAaTUCTUYEeCKas 00paboTKa MaHHBIX,
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