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Ilens. PeTpoCTIEKTUBHO OIICHUTH PE3yJIbTaThl JICYCHUST OCIOXKHEHWI 9HIOCKOIMMYECKUX PETPOTPATHBIX TPAHCTIATIUII-
JISPHBIX BMEIIATEILCTB.

Marepuan u metoapl. C 01.01.2008 o 01.01.2019 BeimoaHeHo 5701 peTporpaiHoe 9HAOCKOIMYECKOe BMEIIATEILCTBO.
OO01mas yacToTa OCIOXHeHU cocraBuwia 1,5%, neraabHocTh — 0,24%. KpoBoTeueHne Iocie SHI0CKOIMYECKOM
nanuuiocuHKTepoToMun pa3smiioch B 13 (0,22%) HaOIIOIEHUSIX, OCTPHIN MTAHKPEATUT OCIOXKHUII TEUCHHE MOCIIe-
orepanroHHoro nepuona B 49 (10,85%) HabmoaeHUSX, pETPOoAyoAeHaIbHAs iepdopaius pousonnia y 24 (0,42%)
OOJIbHBIX.

Pesyabratel. KpoBoTeueHME TTOCIIE SHIOCKOTMYECKOM MAMMLIOC(UHKTEPOTOMUN B OOJIBITMHCTBE HAOIIOICHUI OCTa-
HaBJIMBAJIM SHIOCKOMMYECKN — WHGOWIBTPAIIMEI KpaeB aMITyJIbl OOJIBIIOTO COCOYKA MBEHAMIIATUTIEPCTHOW KUIIKU
pacTBOpPOM ajpeHaMHa W TOYeYHOU Koaryisiueil. B 1 HaOmMoneHNM pa3BWIOCh MAaCCMBHOE WHTPAOTICPAIIMOHHOE
KPOBOTEUEHUE, IHIOCKOIMMIESCKUI reMocTa3 01 Hed(hekTuBHEIM. [TarmeHT onieprpoBaH, HACTYITAJIO BBI3IOPOBIIE-
HUe. PenmuinmBoB KpoBoTeUeHUsT He ObLTO0. JIeTaIbHBIN MCXOM OTMEUEH Y MallieHTa ¢ MACCUBHBIM KPOBOTEUCHUEM Ha
3-u CyTKM TIOCJIe BMeIIaTelbCTBA. PeTpomyomeHanbHas mepdopanus pasBmwiack y 24 (0,42%) mamueHTOB.
DHIOCKOMUYECKOE JIeUeHUE TIPEANPUHSTO B 16 HaOOIEeHUSIX, 0Ka3atoch addekTuBHbIM B 15 (93,75%). JletanbHOCTh
B rpymie nepdopanmii coctaBuia 20,8%. CTeHTUpOBaHWE ITPOTOKA MOKETYIOYHON JKeJIe3bl MMPU MTOCTMAHUITYJISIIN -
OHHOM IMaHKpeatute mnpeanpuHaro B 30 (61,2%) HaGmOmEeHUAX, TEXHUYECKU OCyIlecTBieHOo — B 28 (93,3%).
V 26 (86,7%) GONBHBIX IIPOLIEAYpa IIPUBEJIA K BEI3IOPOBIEHNIO. B 2 HAOIIOIEHMIX, HECMOTPS Ha YCIIELITHOE ITAHKPE-
aTMYecKoe CTEHTUPOBAHUE, OTMEYSHO MPOrPECCUPOBAHNE OCTPOTO IMAHKPEeaTUTa U JIETAJIbHBIN KcXo. JleTaTbHOCTh
coctaBwia 25%.

3akmouenue. JleueHre nipu ocoxHeHusx DPXIIT sBiseTcs MPOIOKUTEIBHBIM, TPYIOEMKIUM W JTOPOTOCTOSIIITUM.
KpaitHe BaxkHa cBoeBpeMeHHas TMarHOCTHKA OCIOXKHEHUST, OIIeHKa eTo TspKecTr. HeoOoXxommmo BeIOpATh aeKBaTHBIM
croco® ero JuKBUmanuu. sl COKpalIeHus] YUciia OCIOXHEHUN CIIeayeT TIIATeJIbHO YIUTHIBATh (DAaKTOPHI pUCKa,
yeTko omnpeneasarh nokazanust K OPIIXIII, crporo cobmonaTh TeXHUKY BMelateabcTBa. CuutaeM HEOOXOIMMbBIM
CTPEMUTHCST YCTPAHATH OCJIOXXHEHWS! MUHUMHBA3UBHBIM 3HIOCKOIMMYECKUM CIIOCOO0M, MTOCKOJIbKY XUPYPIHUECKOe
JIeYeHUE COMPOBOXKIAETCS 00JIee BEICOKOW MOCAEONEPAIIMOHHOM JIETAIbHOCTBIO, YBEIUYEHUEM MTPOAOIKUTEIBHOCTA
W CTOMMOCTH JICUCHMSI.

KimroueBble cj10Ba: neyers, scenunvie npomoKu, nooxceay0ouHas ycene3a, nPOMmoK nooxHcesy0oUHOL Jceaesvbl, 60AbUIOL COCOUEK
deenadyamunepcmuoil kuwku, DPXIII, DIICT, kposomeuenue, nankpeamum, nepghopayus, eemocmas, CMeHmuposanue,
KAunupogatue.

Ccebuika aas murupoBanus: Lllamosanesinn C.IL, Bymsunackuii C.A., ®enopoB E.J., bopmukoB M.B., 3axapoBa M.A.
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Objective. Retrospective analysis of the treatment of complications after endoscopic retrograde transpapillary
interventions.

Material and methods. There were 5701 endoscopic retrograde interventions for the period from 01.01.2008 to
01.01.2019. Overall incidence of complications was 1.5%, mortality rate — 0.24%. Bleeding after endoscopic
papillosphincterotomy developed in 13 (0.22%) cases, acute postoperative pancreatitis in 49 (10.85%) cases, ERCP-
associated perforation in 24 (0.42%) patients.

Results. Endoscopic approach (epinephrine injection into the edges of major duodenal papilla and cautery) was
usually effective for bleeding after endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography. Massive intraoperative bleeding
required surgical treatment in one case with favorable outcome. There were no cases of recurrent bleeding. One
patient died due to severe bleeding in 3 days after surgery. ERCP-associated (“retroduodenal”) perforation occurred
in 24 (0.42%) patients. Endoscopic treatment was undertaken in 16 cases and was effective in 15 (93.75%) cases.
Overall mortality among patients with ERCP-induced perforation was 20.8%. An attempt of pancreatic duct stenting
for postoperative pancreatitis was made in 30 cases; successful procedure was in 28 (93.3%) cases. Surgery resulted
recovery in 26 (86.7%) patients. Progression of acute postoperative pancreatitis followed by death occurred in 2 cases
despite successful pancreatic duct stenting. Mortality rate was 25%.

Conclusion. Treatment of ERCP-associated complication is lengthy, time-consuming and expensive. Timely diagnosis
and assessment of severity of complications is essential. It is necessary to determine an adequate surgical approach.
Everyone should keep in mind all possible risk factors, clearly define the indications for ERCP and follow the
technique of the procedure strictly in order to reduce complication rate. In our opinion, endoscopic approach is
advisable for post-ERCP complications, because conventional surgery results higher postoperative mortality,
increased duration and cost of treatment.

Keywords: /iver, bile ducts, pancreas, pancreatic duct, major duodenal papilla, ERCP, EPT, bleeding, pancreatitis, perfora-
tion, hemostasis, stenting, clipping.
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BBenenne

DHIOCKOMUYECKUE PETPOrpaHble TPaHCIIAMuI-
JIIpHbIE BMEIIATeJbCTBA IIMPOKO TMPUMEHSIOTCS
B MOBCEIHEBHON MPaKTUKE B AUArHOCTUKE U Jeue-
HUU Pa3UYHBIX 3200Ji€eBaHUI OpraHOB TrernaTonaH-
kpeatonyoneHaabHoil 30Hb1 (I'TIJI3) u nipu psine us
HUX SIBJISTIOTCS CTAHIAPTOM. DTO CBSI3aHO B TEPBYIO
odepenb C TEM, UYTO SHIOCKOIMYEeCKass peTporpami-
Hasl xojlaHTMonaHkpearukorpadus (OPXIID) u ne-
yeOHble BMeEIlaTeIbCTBA Ha OOJBIIOM COCOUKE
nBeHaguarunepctHoit kuiku (BCHITK), xemue-
BBIBOISIIINX IIPOTOKAX M IIPOTOKOBOM CHCTEMeE
nokenynouHoi kenesnl (I12K) xapakrepusyioTcst
BBICOKOI 3(P(eKTUBHOCTHIO, MAJION TpaBMaTUIHO-
CThbI0O U KOPOTKHUM pPeadUIUTALIMOHHBIM TePUOIOM
110 CPaBHEHUIO C TPAAUIIMOHHBIMHA XUPYPTUICCKH-
MU BMelllaTesbcTBaMHu [1].

K HacrosmemMy BpeMeHM yoeauTeTbHO JOKa3aHo,
yTO 0a30BbIii TpaHCHANWLISAPHBINA JIeueOHbId Me-
TOI — DHAOCKOIMYECKAsT MaTMLIOC(PUKTEPOTOMMUST
(BIICT) — texHmuecku BHITTOMHUM B 83,9—97,6%
HabmoneHuit. dpdexruBHocTs DTICT npu 3ab60s1e-
BaHUSX TEPMUHAILHOTO OTAENIa OOIIIEero KeTYHOTO
nporoka (OXKIIT) u BCAIIK gocturaer 82—98,1%.
IIpu 3TOM, KaK M JIFOOOMY IPYroMy WHBa3UBHOMY
BMmemateabcTBy, DIICT Hensz0exHO COIMyTCTBYIOT
oIpelieJiecHHbIe CITeIMDUUIEeCcKre OCIOXHEHUS,
B psiie HAOMIOACHWI TIPUBOISIINE K JIETATLHOMY
ncxony. K Hambojee 4acThIM OCITOXKHEHUSIM OTHO-
caT KpoBoTeueHue (yactora 1—10%), nepdopauuio
ATTK, nepunanuasspHOM 30HBI WM KETYHBIX
mpoTokoB U mpoTokoB 12K (0,1—0,6%) u ocTpslii
ITOCTMAHUTTYJISTIIUOHHBIN maHkpeatut (1,6—15,7%)
[2—11]. TIpu 3TOM JIeTaTbHOCTh B pe3yjbrare pas-
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BUTHUS TOJOOHBIX OCJIOXHEHUI MOXET JOCTUTATh,
o AaHHBIM JuTepatypsl, 0,3, 4,5-31 n 3,1-22,5%
COOTBeTCTBEHHO [4, 10—12].

MmMeHHO 3TO 3acTaBWIIO HAC TIIATEIBHO U3YYUTh
¥ IpOaHAIM3UPOBATh IIPUYMHEI pa3BUTHUS HauboJiee
YaCcThIX M CEPbE3HBIX OCJIOKHEHUI peTpOrpamgHbIX
TpaHCHANWJUIIPHBIX BMEIIATEILCTB B HAIlEUH KJIM-
HUKE, a TakKKe OLIEHMTb PE3yIbTaThl pa3IMIHBIX
BUIOB UX KOPPEKIINMN.

Matepuan u METOAbI

C auBaps 2008 no ssuBapb 2019 1. B KIIMHKUKE rOC-
nuTtaibHou xupypruu Ne2 PHUMY um. H.U. T1u-
poroBa Ha 6a3ze ['Kb Ne31 BeimosiHeHo 5701 petpo-
rpamHOEe SHAOCKOIIMYECKOEe BMEIIaTeIbCTBO Ha
OuIMapHOM TpakTe W TMPOTOKOBOH cucteme ITXK.
OO61ras 9YacToTa BO3HUKIINX OCIOKHEHU COCTaBH-
na 1,5%, neranpHocTb — 0,24%.

Kposoreuenne u3 3oubl DIICT B mocieomnepa-
IIMOHHOM TIeproe pa3Buioch B 13 (0,22%) Habro-
neHusIX. MyxamH 66110 5 (38%), skeHIUH — 8 (62%).
Bospact BapeupoBan ot 31 go 79 ner (cpemHuii —
53,5 = 11,77 roma). Ilokazanmem k ODIICT
B 4 (30,8%) HabIOmeHUAX OBIT XOJETOXOJWUTHA3,
B 4 (30,8%) — creno3 BCAIIK, B 3 (23,1%) — omy-
xoJib TosioBku 12K ¢ opmupoBaHuemM CTPUKTYpbI
mucraiabHoro otaena OXII, B 2 (15,4%) — HOBOOO-
pazosanue BCJITK. Ilpu aHanuze cpokKoB pa3BU-
THSI KPOBOTEUEHUST YCTAHOBJICHO, YTO OCJIOXKHEHME
pPa3BUIIOCh MHTPAOTIEPAIIMOHHO B 1 HaOIIONEeHUN,
B l-e CyTKM mocjie BMellaTeabCcTBa — B 2, Ha 2-€
CYTKU — B 3, Ha 3-U CyTKU — B 6, a e1e B 1 HaOJI0-
JIEHWHU — Ha 6-¢ CyTKU ToCJe IEPBUIHOM OTTepalini.
Kimauko-naboparopHass KapTWHA KPOBOTEUYCHUS
JIETKOM CTeTIeHW OTMeuYeHa Y 6 OOJbHBIX, CpeaHeit
crerneHu — y 4, TsSKenou — y 3 malueHToB.

[Mepdoparus, cBs3aHHas C BHITIOJTHEHUEM TPaHC-
MaIMIISIPHOTO BMeEIIIaTeIbCTBa, TPOM30Iia B 24
(0,42%) nadbmonenusx. B atoii rpyme 66110 20 (83%)
>keHIIUH ¥ 4 (17%) MyXunHBI B Bo3pacTe 29—85 et
(cpenunit — 60,2 = 17,7 roga). [NokazaHusiMu K pe-
TPOTPaTHBIM BMEIIATEILCTBAM CUYUTAIN XOJIEI0XO-
mutnas y 13 (54,2%) 6ombHbix, creHo3 BCATIK —
v5(20,8%), B 1 (4,2%) HAOMIOOCHUN — B COYCTAaHUM
C XPOHMYECKUM WHAYPATUBHBIM ITaHKPEATUTOM.
Onyxons BCHIIK Oblna mokazaHueMm K TpaHCIa-
MAISIPHOMY BMeIIaTeIbeTBY Y 2 (8,3%) OONBHBIX,
oryxoJib TojioBku 12K — y 1 (4,2%), XpoHUUeCKUit
MMAHKPEAaTUT C KOMIIPEeCCHel MUCTAIbHBIX OTICIIOB
OXIT —y 1 (4,2%). CTeHO3 TPOKCUMAJIBHBIX OTIIE-
JIOB OOIIIero MeYeHOYHOTO MPOTOKA C pacIpocTpa-
HEHWEM Ha TIPOTOK IPaBOil W JICBOI IOJIM TEeUeHH,
MPUYUHON KOTOPOTO ObLIa KOMIIpeccHs TMMdOoy3-
JJaMU TIeYeHOYHO-IBEHAMIIATUTICPCTHOM CBSI3KU,
ObUI TTOKa3aHUeM K BMelnaTenbeTBy Y 1 (4,2%) ma-
MeHTa, KOMITpeccus TMMGbOY3TaMi CTCHKY JTBeHAI -
maturepcTHoi kummku (AIK) — takke y 1 (4,2%)
6016HOT0. OCHOBHBIM KIIMHUYECKUM MPOSBICHUEM
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y OOJIBHBIX 3TO¥ TPYIIIBI ObLIa MeXaHMYeCKast XKell-
Tyxa, otMedeHHas B 22 (91,7%) HabmOneHUSIX.

[pw omnpeneneHnM TIPUINH U XapaKTepa mepdo-
paiuii, cBsa3aHHbIXx ¢ DPXIII, npumeHsuin peko-
meHgoBaHHyio ESGE knaccudukanuio M. Stapfer,
O0BEIMHSIONIYIO JIOKAIM3AlNI0 ITOBPEXKICHUN
C KIMHHWYECKOW KapTUHOM, CTEIEeHBI0 TKECTH,
a Takxke TakTuKoi JsedeHus. Kraccudukanus
BKJTIOYAET 4 Tuma rospexaeHuii [13]:

e tun | — mepdopauusi nuieBoaa, Xeayaka,
MeauajJbHOM WM JlatepanbHoil creHku HITK nHa
(hoHe MpoBeneHust SHIOCKOIIA;

» tun Il — nepuamnynsipHas nepdopanusi;

e tun Il — nepdopaiyst qucTaabHBIX OTAEIOB
JKETIEBBIBOAAIINX ITPOTOKOB;

» tun IV — ra3 B 3a0pIoIIMHHON KJeTyaTke 0e3
KIMHUYECKUX ¥ SHIOCKOTTMIECKIX IIPU3HAKOB TIep-
¢opamun.

Takum obpaszoM, y 1 (4,2%) nanyenta nepdopa-
LIMsl TTpOM30I1IIa BO BpeMs MPOBENEeHUS AYOJeHO-
cKora yepe3 rpyoo nepopMrUpOBaHHBIN OyJIL001y0-
JIeHaJIbHBIN Tiepexol Ha (hOHE OITyXOJM TOJOBKU
IK (I Tum). ¥V 22 (91,7%) GONBHBIX peTpomyose-
HajlbHasi nepdopalius MPou3oliia BO BpeMms Ia-
mumtotomuu (11 tum), a y 1 (4,2%) manuenTa —
B pe3yJibTaTeé HEKOPPEKTHON MaHMITYJISILIUU CTpPY-
Hoit ipu KaHasuuu OXKIT (111 tum).

V21 (87,5%) manuenTa nepdopalus Oblia T1ar-
HOCTUpOBaHa BO BpeMsl WM cpasy Tocje BMellla-
TeabeTBa, a B 3 (12,5%) HaOMIOOEHUSIX — TO3IHEE
24 yacos. Ilpu stom B 17 (70,8%) HabIOmeHUSIX
nedeKkT 0OHapyXeH MPU 3HI0CKOMUYECKOM OCMOT-
pe,B3(12,5%) — npu xonanruorpacdvu, B3 (12,5%) —
npu KT, a emie B 1 (4,2%) — nulib TIpU JIaIapoOCKO-
TN,

OCTpBIii TTOCTMAHUMYJISIIMOHHBIA TTAaHKPEaTHT
(OIIMII) pasBmicsa B 49 (0,85%) HaOMOOCHMSIX.
XKenmun 66u10 42 (85,7%), Mysxunn — 7 (14,3%),
Bo3pacT cocraBusl 29—85 ner (cpegnmii — 57,3
+ 13,05 roma). OCHOBHBIM KJIMHUYECKUM IIPOSIBIIC-
HUeM Oblla MexaHudeckas skearyxa — 45 (91,8%)
HaOmoneHMA. Y ocTambHEIX 4 (8,2%) OOJBHBIX OTME-
yeH 00IeBOM CUHAPOM Ha (hoHEe OMIMApHOI rumep-
teH3uu. [1pu MpoBeneHNN peTPOrpagHbIX TPaHCIIA-
MAIISIPHBIX BMEIIATEIBCTB OB BBISIBJICHBI CIIEIY-
IolllMe MMaTOJIOTUYEeCKUE W3MEHEHUsI OUIMapHOro
tpakta, BCIIIK u nepunanuuisipHOl 30HBI.
Xonegoxonutua3 obOHapyxeH B 20 HaOIIOIEHUSIX
(B TOM yncie y 3 60JbHBIX B COUETAHUN CO CTEHO30M
BCIIIK, y 2 — ¢ nepunanuuisipHbIMU AUBEPTUKY-
namu), creHo3 BCITK — Taxke B 20 HaOIIOAEHUSIX
(B TOM unciie B 1 HabMOeHUY B KOMOMHALIUU C UH-
TpaJAuBEPTUKYJISIpHBIM pacrionioxeHueM bCTTK).
HoBooOpazoBanue BCIIIK nuarHoctupoBaHO
y 4 60oabHbIX (B 1 HabmoneHun — pak BCJIITK), pe-
creHo3 mocie ODIICT — y 2 mauueHToB,
MOCTTpaBMaTUUECKUI ManWuUIUT Ha (hOHE TMpolLea-
mrero kamHs OZKIT — B 1 HabOmonenuu. IlepedyeHb
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Ta6auma 1. CTpyKTypa SHIOCKOITMYECKUX BMEIIAaTeIbCTB, ITOCIe KOTOphIX pa3Buicss OTTMIT
Table 1. Endoscopic interventions followed by postoperative pancreatitis

DHI0CKONMYECKOE BMEIATEILCTBO

Yucno nadmonenwmii, aoc. (%)

W3zomuposannasa DIICT

OIICT c¢ auTaKcTpakuuei

BIICT ¢ gomoIHUTEILHON BUPCYHTOTOMMUEH

OIICT ¢ 6a/IoHHON AUIaTallMe U IUTIKCTpaKIei
IMommwitka kantonsuuu BCATK mrs DPXIIT

VnaneHue MHKpyCTUpOBaHHOTO cTeHTa U peBusust OXKII

22 (44,9)
16 (32,6)
4(8,2)
3(6,1)
1(2)
1)

BMEIATEIbCTB, Moce KOTopbix pasBuiics OTTMII,
MIpeAcTaBieH B Ta0OI. 1.

IMokazaTenbHo, uTO B 31 (63,3%) HaGMIODEHUN
knuHudeckass Manudecrauuss OITMIT 6bu1a oT™Me-
YeHa B TeueHue 12 4 rmocjie SHIOCKOMMYECKUX PeT-
poOrpamHBIX BMeIIaTedbcTB. B To Xe Bpems
B 6 (12,24%) nabmoaenusx mpossiaeHnss OITMII
ObUIM OOHApy:KeHBI uepe3 12—24 4, B 8 (16,3%) —
Ha 2-e cytku nocie nepsuaHoit DIICT, y 2 (4,1%)
OGOJIBHBIX — Ha 3-U CyTKH, a y 2 (4,1%) mayeHToB —
yepe3 S5 AHeH Tocie BMelIaTeabcTBa. JmarHos
OCTpOTO TMaHKpeaTUTa ObLT MOATBEPKICH adbopa-
TOPHBIMU M MHCTPYMEHTATbHBIMA METOIAMM IHa-
THOCTMKY (ITOBBIIIIEHWE YPOBHS aMMJIA3bl, XapakK-
tepHble u3MeHenus npu Y3U, KT, a takke mpu
9H10-Y3U). CreneHb TSKECTU pa3BUBIIETOCS
OITMII B GosbIIMHCTBE CUTYallMii Oblla paclieHeHa
Kak cpenHsst — 28 (57,2%) nabmoneHuii. B To xe
BpeMsI JieTKasl cTereHb otMedueHa y 11 (22,4%) nma-
nreHToB, Tskemas —y 10 (20,4%).

Pe3yabTatsl u 00CyxneHue

KimHuimeraM XopoImo M3BeCTHO, YTO CYIIe-
CTBYeT MENBIA psa (aKTOpOB, YBEIWUMBAIOIINX
PHUCK pa3IWYHBIX OCIOXHEHWI pPeTPOTpagHBIX
TpaHCIIANMJUIIPHBIX BMemIaTteabcTB. Cpenn (akro-
pPOB, YBEIMUMBAIOIINX PUCK KPOBOTEUYCHUS ITOCTE
SHIOCKOTTMYECKUX TPaHCTAMMJUIIPHBIX BMeIa-
TEJIbCTB, MOXXHO BBIACIUTH cienytommue [7]:

* KoaryjonaTusi;

* MpUMEHEHNE AaHTUKOATYJISHTOB B TeUCHUE
72 g9 iociie DIICT,

* XOJIAHTUT;

* CTeHO3 TepMUHaibHOTO oTaesna OXKIT;

* aTUINUYHAs HEKaHIOJSLMOHHAS TanuaoTo-
MUS;

e MaJIbIii OMBIT 2HAOcKomucTa (1 WiIm MeHee
OPXIIT B Heneno);

* MIPOBONMMBIN B OIMKAKMIINE CPOKH IO SHIIO-
CKOTIMYIECKOI OTTepaliiii TeMOINAIINA3;

* BBICOKMI YPOBEHb MEXaHUYECKON KEITyXU
(ommpy6ouH >200 MKMOJIB/T);

* kpoBoTeueHue Bo Bpemst DIICT,

* IpMMEHEHUE TOJIbKO pexuMma “pe3aHue” BO
Bpemsi DIICT.

Bnpouewm, S.S. Bae u coaBt., npoBeas MyJbTH-
BapMaHTHBIN aHamu3 (HakToOpoB, OTMETIJIM, YTO
TOJIBKO TIPOTSKEHHOCTh MAMUIOTOMUN 3HAYNMO

BJIMSIET HA PUCK pa3BUTUs KpoBoTeueHus [14].
B obGcyxmaeMoM MccienoBaHUN TIpeapacIioaraio-
M (HaKTOPOM KPOBOTEUEHUS Y 9 TTAIIMEHTOB ObLiIa
MexaHnJecKas XenTyxa (YpoBeHb OMIMPYOMHEMUU
B 8 HaOmoaeHusIX > 150 mmonb/in). ITpu aTom y 1 na-
LIMEHTa OJIOK JKEJYHBIX MPOTOKOB, OOYCIOBJIEHHbIN
XOJIEIOXOJIUTUA30M, OCJIOKHUJICSI THOWHBIM XOJIaH-
rutoM. Takke B 4 HabGIOAEHUSIX BO BpeMsl BMellla-
TEJBCTBA OBLTO OTMEUEHO MHTPAOIIEPAIIMOHHOE KPO-
BOTE€UCHIE, KOTOpOe B 3 HAOMIONCHUAX OBUIO OCTa-
HOBJICHO WHQUIBTPAIMOHHBIM METOIOM, a B 1,
VYUTHIBAST MHOTOKpATHBIE O€3yCIEITHbBIE TTOTBITKU
9HJI0CKOMMUYECKOTO TeMOCTa3a pa3juyHbIMU METO-
JaMd W HWHTPaAoIlepallMOHHYI KPOBOIIOTEPIO
>800 mu1, moTpebdoBaIo XUPYPTUUECKOIo JIeueHHUs B
o0beMe JyOoAeHOTOMMU W TpPaHCAYOJAEeHAJTbHOM
cuakTeporuracTuku. [ToMuMo 3TOTO y 6 GOJTBHBIX
kpoBoTeueHue paspuioch npu DIICT (B 2 Habt0-
JIEHUSIX — HEeKaHIOJISILMOHHOM) Ha (oHe cTeHo3a
BCIIIK.

IToxazaTenbHO, YTO y 7 MaLIMEHTOB U3 9 ObLIO CO-
yeTaHWe HEeCKOJIbKUX (PaKTOPOB pHcKa Tocieorepa-
LIMOHHOTO KpOBOTeUeHMs1. BoipaxkeHHast runepomnin-
pyOMHeMUsl ¢ THTpaoNepallMOHHBIM KPOBOTEUeHUEM
oTMeueHa B 2 HaOmoneHusx (B 1 — ¢ THOMHBIM XO-
JIAaHTUTOM), HEKAHIOJIILIMOHHAS TIAITWJIJIOTOMUS TIPU
creHoze BCAIIK — B 2 HabmogeHWsIX, MeXaHU4IeC-
Kasi xxenryxa >230 MMoJib/11 Ha HOHE CTEHOTUYECKUX
usMmeHeHuit BCAIIK — y 1 maimeHTa, a KomOuHa-
uust creHoda BCIIIK ¢ HapymeHusiMu (yHKLIUU
CBEPTHIBAIOLLEH cuCcTeMbl KPOBU — y 1 OOJILHOTO.

OO0uIenpu3HaHO, YTO OTHUM U3 OCHOBHBIX METO-
0B MpoduyiakTuKu KpoBoTeueHus: mocie DIICT
MpU TOBBILIEHHOM pUCKE SIBJISIETCSI MU3MEHEHUe
IJlaHa BMellarejabcTBa. Cpeau Takux MpUEeMOB —
BBITIOJNTHeHMe OayutoHHo# munatanmu BCIAITK
¢ mocjenywlei JUTIKCTpaKIUed Uiu couyeTaHue
nmosupoBaHHoi DIICT m OamioHHON aMIaTALIAN
30HbBI BBIMOJIHEHHOTO pacceueHusi C(PUHKTEPHOIO
anmnapata BCIIIK ¢ ganbHeimM yaaaieH1ueM KOH-
KPEMEHTOB U3 XeJIUHBIX MPOTOKOB. [TomMrMo 3Toro
MpU BBbIPAXXEHHOU MeXaHUUEeCKON XKeJaTyxe WIu
THOMHOM XOJIAaHTUTE BO3MOXHO ABYX3TalTHOE BMe-
1IaTeJIbCTBO — MEePBUYHOE HA300UIMapHOe U OU-
JIMONlyoieHaJIbHOE JpeHUpPOBaHUE, HaIpaBIeHHOE
Ha HOpMaJM3alMIO0 OTTOKa XeT4yu, IMocjeaytolas
BITCT u npu HEOOXOAMMOCTU JTUTIKCTPAKIIUS B OT-
CpoyeHHOM Topsiake [15].
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Puc. 1. Dunodoro. IMpomomkarolieecss appo3MBHOE KPOBO-
teueHue u3 30Hb1 DIICT.

Fig. 1. Endoscopic image. Ongoing arrosive bleeding from the
area of EPT.

[Ipu pa3BuTHM KPOBOTEUEHMS IIOCTIE PETPOTPA/I-
HBIX OI€paliii CYIIeCTBYeT HECKOJBKO METONOB Ie-
MOCTa3a — SHIOCKOITMUECKUE, PEHTTeHIHI0BACKY-
JISIpHBIE M Xupyprudyeckue. M3 sHIoCKOMMYECKUX
METOIOB OCTAHOBKM KpoBoTeueHUsI 13 30HbI DIICT
MOXHO BBIIETUTH [15, 16] KoMIIpeccuio cocynma
MHCTPYMEHTOM, OPOIIEHNE XOJOMTHBIM PacTBOPOM
¢ agpeHanmnmHOM, KoMIpeccuio 30Hb DIICT guma-
TAallMOHHBIMM WJIA PEBU3NOHHBIMU Oa/UIOHAMU, MH-
(umIbTpaIuio MOACIM3UCTOTO CJIOST (DU3UOJIOTHYEe-
CKMM PacTBOPOM C afpeHaINHOM, KOATyJISIIINIO CO-
cyna (puc. 1), KiunupoBaHUe cocyna, OuInapHoe
CTEHTUPOBAHUE TTOKPHITBIM CaMOPACLINPSIOIIUMCS
MeTaJUIMYeCKUM CTeHTOoM. Hambonee pacmpoctpa-
HEHHBIMU U HAIEeXHBIMU CIOCOOAMU DHIOCKOMU-
YeCKOI OCTaHOBKM KPOBOTEUEHMUSI IOCJE SHIOCKO-
MUYECKUX PETPOTPAIHBIX MAaHUMYJISILNNA SBIISIOTCS
MHGWIBTPAUMOHHBIMN M KOATyJISILIMOHHBIN, a TaKXKe
KJIUIIUPOBAHUE COCYIa.

B oOcyxxmaemoM uMcciemoBaHUM IIPpU IIOIO3peE-
HUM Ha KpoBoTeueHue 13 30HbI DIICT Bo Bcex Ha-
OMI0JEHUSIX BBIMIOJHSUIA HEOTJIOXHYIO ITOBTOPHYIO
BTI'AC, ipu KoTopoii B 7 HAOIIOAEHUSIX ObLIO JUar-
HOCTUPOBAHO MPOAOJIKAIOIIEeCsI KPOBOTEUYCHUE,

B 6 — ocTaHoBUBIIeecss. BceM GOJBHBIM OCYIIIECTB-
JIeH SHIOCKOIMYECKNI KOMOWHMPOBAHHBIN TeMo-
cTa3, BKJII0YaBIIUI MHBbEKLIIMOHHYIO MH(PUIBTPALIUIO
30HbI DIICT pacTtBOpoM ajpeHaJiMHAa U TOYEUHYIO
3JIETPOKOATYJISILIUIO COCYIa B MOHOTIOJISIPHOM PEXU-
Me. B 1 madbmonennu mocne DI1CT, momoaHUTEND-
HOI OaJIJIOHHOM aujaTaluu 06JacTy pa3pesa u yjaa-
JieHust KpynHbix KoHkpemeHToB OZXKII pazBusioch
MacCHBHOE WHTpaoIlepallMOHHOEe KpPOBOTEUEHMUE.
MuUHUMHBA3UBHBIN TeMocTa3 OblT Hed(hheKTUB-
HbIM, BBITTIOJTHEHO XUPYPTruyecKoe BMEIIaTeIbCTBO.

PeumnuBoB KkpoBoTeueHust He ObUTO. B 1 HaOmo-
JIEHUU JieTaJbHbIM MCXOA HACTYMUJ B pe3yJbTaTe
MaccuMBHOIro KpoBoteueHust U3 30Hbl DIICT, pas-
BUBILIETOCsI Ha 3-U CYTKU MOCJIe MePBUYHOTO TPaHC-
ManWIJISIPHOTO BMelaTeIbCTBa Ha (hDOHE BbIpaxkeH-
HBIX COIYTCTBYIOIIMX 3a00JeBaHUN U TSIXKEI0n
MOCTreMOPpParuvyeckKoi aHeMuu.

ITo naHHBIM MUPOBOI TUTEPATYPhI, PUCK OJHOTO
M3 CaMbIX Tpo3HBIX ociaoxHeHuir DPXIIT— mepdo-
paluy Takke YBeJUUMBaeTCsl MpU HAJIMUMU U OCO-
OEHHO TpY covyeTaHuu psiga akTopoB (puc. 2, 3).
ITpu aTOM MHOTHME aBTOPBI BBIACISIOT IBE T'PYMIIbI
(hakTOPOB pHUCKa ITOTO OCIOXKHEHUS IHIOCKOIINYE-
CKMX TpaHCHANWUISIPHbIX BMellatreabcTB [17—19].
IlepBas rpynma — (akTopbl, CBSI3aHHBIE C MALlUEeH-
TOM: 3aI10J03PEHHbIE WU MOATBEPKACHHBIE CTEHO-
nayeckue ndmeHeHuss bCIIIK, B Tom uncne muc-
dyskuus chunkrepa Onau, KeHCKUHN TOJ, TMOXU-
JIO BO3pacT, WM3MEHEHHasi aHaTOMMsI BEPXHUX
otnenoB XKKT (B ToMm uucie B pe3yabrate Xupypru-
YyecKoro BMenaTeabcTBa). Bropas rpynmna — ¢pakro-
pbl, HEIMOCPEJACTBEHHO CBSI3aHHbIE C TpaHCIAMUI-
JISPHBIM BMEIIATEILCTBOM: CJIOXHAsI KaHIOJISILIMS,
WHTpaMypajibHOe BBelleHHWE KOHTPACTHOIO Iperna-
parta, OoJiblliasi MPOAOJKUTEIbHOCTh BMeEIIATENb-
CTBa, BBIMOJHEHUE C(PUHKTEPOTOMUU U HEKAHIOJISI-
LIMOHHON MaNnwuUIOTOMUM, MexaHudyeckass M Oai-
JIOHHas1 JAuJiaTallusd  OWJIMApHBIX  CTPUKTYD,
b6amnonHas muiaatauus 30HbBL DIICT, HeOobIION
OITBIT DHIOCKOITUCTA.

AHanu3upysl aHaMHeCTUYecKre U MHTpaoriepa-
LIMOHHBIE JaHHbIE TIAlLIMEHTOB ¢ Mepdopalneit B pe-
gynbrate DPXIII, npunuiu K BeIBOLY, YTO B Tojaa-

Ta0mma 2. Pakropsl pricka mephopal Ipyu dHIOCKOMMYECKUX TPAHCITAMIIISPHBIX BMEIIATETbCTBAX
Table 2. Risk factors of perforation after endoscopic transpapillary interventions

DakTop puUcKa

Yucao Habdmoaenuii, aoe. (%)

Tlepu- v napananwiIsipHble AUBEPTUKYJIbI

Omnyxonb BCATIK ¢ rpy6oii gedopmaiiyeit IpogoIbHOM CKIIaIKIA

Hapyiennsie Tonorpago-aHaTOMUYECKHE OPUEHTUPDI
Hekantonsiiimonnast DIICT

KpynHeiit xonegoxonnTuas 1 y3kuii TepMuHaabHbIN otaen OXKII
Creno3 BCIAITK u xpoHUYecKuii MHAYPAaTUBHbBII MaHKpeaTUT

Creno3 BCAITK u nancexkatomast SI1CT
Creno3 BCAITK

Boipaxennas kommnipeccust ATTK mumboysnamu
bes pakTopoB pucka

7(29,1)
2(8,3)
2(8,3)
6 (25)
2(8,3)
1(4,2)
1(4,2)
1(4,2)
1(4,2)
1(4,2)
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Puc. 2. Danodoro. INepdopaTuBHOE OTBepcTHE (CTpeEKa)
nocie HekaHtomsiuuoHHoi DIICT.

Fig. 2. Endoscopic image. Perforation hole (arrow) after EPT
without cannulation.

Puc. 4. Ounodotro. Knunuposanue nepdopaTuBHOIO OTBEp-
cTus (CTpeKa) Mmocjie NanuUISKTOMUM.

Fig. 4. Endoscopic image. Clipping of perforation hole
(arrow) after papillectomy.

BJISIIOLIEM OOJIBIIMHCTBE HAOMIOACHUI Takue (ak-
TOPBI pUCKA UJIM UX coueTaHue ObLUIM (TabJ. 2).
TakTnyeckue Moaxoibl K JEYEHUIO TMAllUEHTOB
¢ nepdopalmeit mocjie 3HA0CKOMUIECKUX TpaHCIIa-
MUJUISIPHBIX BMELIATEILCTB 3aBUCST OT psijia Kitove-
BbIX (bakTOpoB. K HUM OTHOCST CBOEBPEMEHHYIO
IUArHOCTUKY (I0 24 4), TUIT M1 MeXaHU3M 00pa3oBa-
Hus nedekTa, ero JoKaaM3alnio, pa3Mepbl U CTeNeHb
TOBPEXACHNSI, BO3MOXHOCTb SHIOCKOITNIECKOTO
JIeYeHUsI TIpU BBIABICHUU Tepdopaliuu, TIXKECTh
KJIMHUYECKOTO TeUeHMsI, BIPAXKEHHOCTb U JIOKAJIU-
3alMI0 3aTeKa, HaJluuuhe IPU3HAKOB MEPUTOHMUTA,
a Takxe oOuiee cocTrosHue mamueHta [20—25].
Cpenun BHAOCKOMUYECKUX METOJ0B JUKBUIALIUU
nepdopalMi MOXHO BBIAEIUTh Ha300UIMapHOE
IpeHupoBaHue [26, 27|, KaunmMpoBaHUe aedekTa
[24, 28—31] (puc. 4), GuronyoaeHaaIbHOE IMTPOTE3U-
poBaHME TJIACTUKOBBIM WJIM, MPEANOUYTUTEIbHO,
METALJIMYECKUM MOKPBITHIM CAMOPACIIUPSIOIIUMCS

Puc. 3. PerporpanHasi xojaHruorpamma. PetponyoneHaabHas
nepdoparys.
Fig. 3. Retrograde cholangiogram. Retroduodenal perforation.

Puc. 5. DHnodoTo. YcTaHOBKA YACTUYHO MOKPHITOTO CaMO-
PaCTIpaBIISTIONIETOCST CTEHTA U TOTIOTHUTEIFHOE KIITMITUPOBA-
HUE TIPU PETPOAYOJIeHATIbHOM Tiepdopalnu.

Fig. 5. Endoscopic image. Installation of partially covered
SEMS and additional clipping for retroduodenal perfora-
tion.

CTEHTOM C IIepeKpPBLITUEM 30HBI moBpexaeHus [11,
32—-36] (puc. 5), ykpoitre nepdopanmu AITK ¢u-
OpuHOBBIM KieeM [31, 37].

XapakTepHO TO, YTO TIpU JIFOOOM THUIIE TTOBPEXK-
nenuit crenku JITK nnu nporokos neuenu u 12K
KpaliHe BaXXKHbIM SIBJISIETCSI KOMIUJIEKCHBIN TOAXO
K UX ycTpaHeHuto. [locjie ycrnemHoro aHa10CKonu-
yeckoro ycrpaHeHus nepdopauuu I tuna, a Takxke
BceM naiueHTaM c nepgopauueit 11, 11T u IV tunos
B KQU€CTBE HAYaJIbHOTO 3Tara MOKa3aHO KOMILIEKC-
HOE KOHCEpBaTUBHOE jieueHue. OHO JOJKHO BKIIIO-
yaTh roJiojl B TeueHue 72 4, BHYyTPUBEHHOE BBEICHUE
aHTUOaKTepualbHBIX MpernapaToB (Ledanocrnopu-
Hbl 3—4-T0 MOKOJIeHUsI, (PTOPXUHOJOHbBI, METPOHU-
J1a30J1), UHTUOMTOPOB MPOTOHHOI MOMIIbI B BBICO-
KUX J103aX, KOPPeKIMIO HapylIeHU BOJIHO-3JIeK-
TPOJIMTHOTO U KUCJIOTHO-ILEJIOYHOro OajaHca,
00e300/1MBaHUE, MOJTHOE 3aMECTUTEIbHOE TTApeHTe-
pajlbHOE THTaHWE W Ha30TracTpaJibHbIA WJIM Ha30-
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Tab6uma 3. Pe3ynbraTel JedeHUst 00JbHBIX ¢ iepdoparueii mpu DPXIIT

Table 3. Treatment of ERCP-associated perforation

Yucio nadmoaenmii, aoc. (%)
Merton neyenust -
BCEro BbI3/IOPOBJIEHHE | JIETAJIbHbIIA UCXO

DHIOCKOMUYECKUIA KJIUMAPOBaHUE 4 4 (100)

KJIUMAPOBaHUE U TUIACTUKOBBIA 2 1 (50)

OMIMAPHBINA CTEHT 1(6,25)

kaunupoBaHue u ounuapusiiit CPC 2 2 (100)

ounuapHbiii CPC 8 8 (100)
Xupypruaeckuii 5 1 (20) 4 (80)
KoHcepBaTuBHBII 3 3 (100) —
Hroro: 24 19 (79,2) 5(20,8)

Tlpumeuanue: CPC — caMmopactvpsitoniniics: (caMopacrpaBJIsIiOLIANCS) CTEHT.

IyodeHAIbHBIN 30HI Ijisd aekommpeccuu [38, 39].
ITpu IV Tune nepdopaiimu MeauKaMeHTO3Has Tepa-
ST MOXET OBITh OCHOBHBIM U TaxkKe €TMHCTBEHHBIM
MmeTomoM Koppekuuu [40].

CBoeBpeMeHHasT MHTpaoTlepallMOHHas TUarHoO-
CTHKa OCIIOXKHEHMS TTO3BOJIMIA TTPUMEHUTH SHIO-
CKOTIMYECKUE METONBI TepMeTH3alny TepdopaTuB-
Horo otBepcTus B 16 (66,7%) n3 24 HaOTIOTCHWIA.
Eme B 3 (12,5%) nHaGmogeHUSIX IPOBOIMIM UHTEH-
CHBHYIO KOHCEpBaTUBHYIO Tepanuio. [1ate (20,8%)
OOJILHBIX OBITM OTMEPUPOBAHBI — BHITTOJHUIN
yimmBaHue nepdopalud U pa3IndHbie BapUaHThI
IpeHUpyoInX omepanuii. O6IIas JIeTaIbHOCTh
cocrasuia 20,8%.

Paznmuunabie BapmaHTBI SHIOCKOIIHMYECKOTO
ycrpaHeHust niepgopauuit nocie DPXIIT Britovanu
KJIMTpoBaHue nedekra B 4 HaOIIOAeHUSIX, KOMOM-
HaIMIo OWIMOAYOACHATBLHOTO IPeHUPOBAHMS TIia-
CTUKOBBIM CTEHTOM U KJIMITMPOBAHUS — B 2, KIIH-
MMMPOBaHNE M YCTAHOBKY ITOJHOCTBIO ITOKPBHITOTO
OMIMAapHOTO CaMOPACIIMPSIONIETOCS MeTaTae-
CKOTO CTeHTa — TaKXKe B 2, U30JIMPOBaHHOE OMIMap-
HOE BHIOIPOTE3NPOBAHKE TIOJTHOCTHIO MOKPHITHIM
caMOpacIIMPSIOIINMCS CTEHTOM — B 8.

[MompITKa 3HIOCKOIMMYECKOTO YCTpaHEHUsS TIep-
(opatmm mocie TpaHCIANMJUTIAPHBIX BMEIIIaTeIbCTB
Ob1a yenerrHo#t B 15 (93,75%) n3 16 HabmomeHWIA.
OtmeueH 1 (6,25%) neTanbHBIN UCXOM TTOCe Head-
(heKXTUBHOTO SHIOCKOIMMYECKOTO KITUTTUPOBAHMS Je-
(exkTa M OMIMOMYONEHATBLHOTO ITPOTE3UPOBAHMS
TJIACTUKOBBIM CTEHTOM Ha (hOHE pa3BUTHS CeTicuca
Y TIOJTMOPTaHHOM HemoCcTaTOUYHOCTH. OCTabHBIC Ta-
LIMeHTBl B pe3yJbTaTe ageKBaTHOM 3HIOCKOIYE-
CKOM KOPPEKLIMU U MOJHOLEHHON KOHCEPBATUBHOM
Tepanuu BeI3nopoBesu. [1pu aToM ITpoBeneHIEe KOM-
IJICKCHOTO MEIMKAMEHTO3HOTO JISUeHUsT Oe3 XUPYpP-
TMYECKUX U SHIOCKOTTMYECKHUX BMEIIATETLCTB OBLIO
3¢ GEKTUBHO BO BCeX 3 HAOMIONEHUSIX, U JIeTATbHbIX
MCXOIOB OTMEUYEHO He OBLIO.

B cBoto ouepenb TpU BBITIOJTHEHUU XUPYPTH-
YECKUX OTepaInii 1Mo MmoBoay mepdopamnuii mocie
SHIOCKOMMYECKNUX PETPOTPATHBIX BMEIIATETbCTB
JeTanbHOCTh cocTaBmwia 80% (4 U3 5 OONBHBIX).

80

Bunbl u pesynsraThl JedeHust 60JbHBIX ¢ nepdopa-
LIMEN Moc/e SHIOCKOMMYECKUX TPaHCHATMILISIPHbIX
BMEIIATEIbCTB MpeACTaBIeHbl B Ta0. 3.

OCHOBBIBasICh Ha MOJYYEHHBIX pe3yJibTaTax, co-
[JIACYIOLIMXCS C TaHHBIMU MUPOBOM JIMTEpaTyphl,
MOXHO YTBEpXIaTb, YTO KOMOWHALIMs 3HAOCKO-
MUYECKUX U TepareBTUUYEeCKUX MOJIXOA0B IpU Mep-
(opanuu mociae peTporpagHbIX BMeIIaTeIbCTB
sIBJIsIeTCs1 O0siee MPeAnOYTUTENLHON IO CPABHEHUIO
C XUPYPruuyeckKMMU BapuaHTaMU KOPPEKLUM.
HckitoueHuem siBisieTcsl pa3BUTHE KIMHUKO-1a00-
pPaTOPHBIX MPU3HAKOB MEPUTOHUTA U KPYITHBIX 3a-
OPIOLIMHHBIX CKOTIJIEHUI KUJIKOCTH, KOTra mpuMe-
HEHME XUPYPruyecKrUX METOIOB JICUSHMUS SIBJSETCS
nepBoouepeaHbIM [41].

Eie oqHUM 4acTbIM M TPO3HBIM OCJIOXHEHUEM
9HJIOCKOMUYECKUX TpaHCHAMUISIPHBIX BMella-
teabeTB sBasiercs: OIMMIT. Heobxonyumo y4uThI-
BaTh, YTO PUCK 3TOTO HEXeJaTeJbHOTO COCTOSHMS
TakKe CYIIECTBEHHO YBEJIMYMBAETCS MPU HAIMYUU
psiiia TPOBOLIMPYIOLIUX (PAKTOPOB UM UX COBOKYTI-
HocTu. [To ananoruu ¢ DPXIIT-accormnpoBaHHOM
nepdopalueii BO3SMOXHbIE TPUUYUHBI pUCKA OCTPO-
ro MaHKpeaTUTa pa3ielisiioT Ha JIBe TPYIIbI: Hero-
CPEeACTBEHHO CBSI3aHHbIE C SHIOCKOMUYECKUM BMe-
1I1aTeJIbCTBOM U He OTHocsiuecs: K HUM. K nepsoit
IpyIIe MNPUHITO OTHOCHUTH 3HIOCKOTIMYECKYIO
bayutonnytlo muaatanuioo BbCJIIK, atunuaHbii
(HekaHtoJsILMOHHBIN) xapakTep DITCT, BupcyHro-
ToMHIO, Oosee 5 mombIToK KaHtomsanouu BCJITTK
U TIOMbBITKY JIMTIKCTPAKILIMU U3 KETUHBIX MTPOTOKOB
KPYITHBIX KOHKPEMEHTOB WJIM UX (hparMeHToB [4, 5,
42—44]. BausiHue pexxuma paboThbl 3JEKTPOXUPYP-
ruyeckoro 0jioka Ha yactoty OIIMII B psime panmo-
MU3UPOBAHHBIX MCCEIOBAHUN HE MOATBEPXKIECHO
[45]. Ko BTOpOi#i rpyrine ¢akToOpoB OTHOCST CTEHO3
BCIITK wnu nuchyHkimto chunkrepa Oaau, XKeH-
CKUI MOJI, MEPEHECEHHbIMA paHee OCTPbIN MMaHKpea-
TUT, MOJIogoI Bo3pacT (mo 50 Jier), HepacIIUpeH-
HbII XKeJTYHBbIM MPOTOK U HOpMaJibHbIe MoKa3aTeau
OMOXMMMYECKOTO aHaIn3a KpoBH |5, 42—44, 46].

B pesynbrare aHanuza pe3yJbTaTOB COOCTBEH-
HOTO MCCeOBaHUs, COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX JaHHBIM



AHHAABI XHMPYPTUUECKOM TEITATOAOTHH, 2019, om 24, Ne2

ANNALS OF HPB SURGERY, 2019, Vol. 24, N 2

Tab6uma 4. Xapakrepuctuka dhaktopoB prucka OITMII u ux coueTanuit
Table 4. Risk factors of postoperative pancreatitis and their combinations

DakTopsl pucKa

Yucno Hadmonenuii, aoc. (%)

Kenckuii mon, mosnonoii Bospact, creHo3 BCIATIK, HekaHtonsumonHas SIICT

Kenckuii moj, monoaoii Bo3dpact, cteHo3 bBCITIK

Kencknit mon, creno3 BCIIK, nekantonsumonnas DIICT

Kenckwnii o, creHo3 bBCATTK
Mononoii Bo3pact, creHo3 BCATIK

KeHckuii moJji, mapamnanwuisspHble IUBepTUKYJIbI, cTeHo3 BCIATIK

Mostomoii Bo3pacT, mapananuIsipHbIN TUBEPTUKYJT

2KeHcKMIT T10J1, MOJIOJOI BO3pacT, NapanalvUISIPHBINA TUBEPTUKYI,

MHTpaamItyJisspHbie oopazoBanuss BCATTK
Mononoii Bo3pact, ”HTpaaMITyJIsipHOe 00pa3oBaHUe

WMurpaamnynsipHoe oOpazoBaHue, HekaHwosiinoHHast DI1CT
ZKeHckuii o, pecteHo3 30HbI paHee BbinoaHeHHOH DITCT

ZKeHckuii 1oJj1, MoJIOJ0ii BO3pacT
Kencknuit nmon, HekaHwoagunonHas DIICT

KeHckuii o1, MOJIOAOI BO3PACT, SHAOCKOIIMYECKAST
oayonHas nunatauus bBCATTK

Kenckuii non

ZKeHckuii 1moJj1, mapamanvuIIpHbIN IUBPETUKYT
Mononoii Bo3pact, 6ajuioHHast JuIaTalust
OcTphblil TAaHKpPEaTUT B aHaMHe3¢e

3(6,1)
8 (16,3)
1(2,03)
7 (14,3)
2(4,1)
2(4,1)
1(2,03)
1 (2,05)

1 (2,05)
1(2,05)
2(4,1)
9 (18,4)
3(6,1)
1(2,03)

3(6,1)
2(4,1)
1 (2,05)
1 (2,05)

MHOTHX aBTOPOB, OBIJIO OTMEUYEHO, YTO B OOJIBIIIH-
ctBe cutyauuit OITMII pazBuBasics ipyu coueTaHUU
HECKOJIBKUX TTPOBOIUPYIONINX (DaKTOPOB. 2KeHIITNH
ob110 42 (85,7%); 28 (57,1%) 60OMBHBIX OBUTH MOJIO-
xe 50 snet. [Tomumo storo, v 39 (79,6%) GoMbHBIX
¢ OITMIT ob11 cteHo3 BCITIIK, a mapananumisp-
HBbIe TUBEPTUKYJIBI OBLTN BBISIBICHHI B 4 (8,2%) Ha-
omoneHusix, coderaBmecss y 2 (4,1%) GOJNBHBIX
¢ pubpo3HbMu usMeHeHusmMu bCATIK. YV 4 (8,2%)
MAaIlMeHTOB TUAarHOCTUPOBAH PECTEHO3 ITOCTE BHI-
nojHeHHo# paHee DIICT, a uHTpaammysipHble 00-
paszoBanust BCIK BeisiBieHBI B 3 (6,12%) Habmome-
Husgx. B To ke Bpemsa HekaHiojssumoHHass DIICT
6b1a BeITTONTHEHA 8 (16,3%) 00IBHBIM, GaTOHHAS
nunatanus — 2 (4,1%) CodyeTanve pa3TuIHBIX TIPO-
pouupytomux pazsurue OIIMII ¢axkropoB npuse-
JIeHOo B Taou1. 4.

B xavecTBe MpOPMIAKTUKHY TTOCIIEOTIEPAITTOHHO-
TO OCTPOTO IMaHKpeaTUTa IallMeHTaM Ha3HaJauCh
cuHTeTnyeckue aHasorn ComatocratuHa (OKTpeo-
™) o cxeme 100 MKT MOJKOXKHO IIpeaoIiepalioH-
HO, 3aTeM U 25—50 MKI/4 BHYTPUMBEHHO-KaIleJIbHO
B TeueHue 3—5 nHeli. B Hacrosiee Bpems, HapsiLy
¢ MEIMKaMEeHTO3HOH MPOoPUIaKTUKON (peKTaJbHOE
BBeJICHME HECTEPOUTHBIX TTPOTUBOBOCITATUTETBHBIX
TperaparoB, BBeleHUe aHamoroB ComarocTaThHa),
sHpocKonuuyeckoe creHTupoBaHue TTIT2K sBnsercs
OITHMM M3 HanboJee HAIeKHBIX M TIPU3HAHHBIX Me-
tonoB mpodunaktuku OIIMII. DdbdekTuBHOCTD
MeTOJIa TIOATBEPKIeHA B PSAIe MeTaaHAIM30B: TOKa-
3aHO, YTO TPOGMIAKTUYECKOE IMaHKPEaTUIeCKOoe
CTEHTHUPOBAHME YMEHbBIIIACT BEPOSITHOCTh PA3BUTHS
OIIMII y nauumeHTOB Tpynnbel pucka. Yacrtora
OIIMII nocne mpoduIakTUIECKOro CTeHTUpOBa-

Hus cocTasisieT 3,2%, 6e3 creHTupoBaHus — 13,6%
[45—49]. B TO Xe BpeMsi B MUPOBOI KJIMHUYECKOM
MPaKTUKe He CYIIeCTBYeT EAMHOTO MHEHMS O CTEH-
tupoBanuu ITITK nipu yxe paszpusiuemcss OITMII.
HecMmotpst Ha TO 9YTO OCHOBHOI TIPUYMHONM pa3BU-
tust OIIMII siBnsieTcst HapyllleHUe OTTOKa MaHKpea-
TUYECKOTO CeKpeTa Ha (hOHE IPOrpecCHUPYIOINIETo
oteka 30HbI DIICT c¢ BomieueHueM yctbst [TITK
[7, 8], MHOTME cIEMAIUCTBI OTTACAIOTCS BBITIONHSTH
9KCTPEHHOE MaHKpeaTUYecKoe CTeHTUpoBaHue [4].
B nepByio ouepenb 3TO MOXHO OOBSICHUThH 3HAYM-
TEJbHBIMU TEXHUUYECKUMU CJIOKHOCTSIMU TMPOBeE/e-
HUSI MaHKPEaTUKOIYOIeHAIbHOTO JIPEHUPOBAHUS B
YCJIOBUSIX HapacTalollero oreka Ha (oHe yxe pas-
BUBILIETOCSI OCJIOKHEHUSI B BUAE OCTPOro IMaHKpea-
TUTA, a TaKXe MOTEHIIMAIbHbIM YCYTYOIeHUEeM K-
Huyeckoil kapTuHbl OITMIT Ha hoHe JOMOJHUTENb-
HbIX MAHUITYJISIAM TTPY TEXHUYECKU Oe3yCrelrHon
nonbiTke aHaonpotesupoBanust [TITK [49—51].

B kinMHuYeckoil mNpakTUKe TpUIepKUBAEMCS
CTpaTeruu psijia aBTOPOB, PEKOMEHIYIOIIMX MaKCH-
MaJIbHO paHHee (0T 12 U 10 3 CyT rmocJjie IepBUYHOIO
peTpOrpagHOro BMeIlaTeIbCTBA) SHIOCKOIUUECKOe
creHtupoBaHue [MIT2K mpu mosiBieHUM KIMHUKO-
J1abopaTOpHOW M MHCTPYMEHTaJbHON KapTUHBI
OIIMIT [52, 53] (puc. 6). I1omMBITKY HEOTIOXHOTO
sHIockonuyeckoro apeHupoBanus [MTT2XK npennpu-
auManun B 30 (61,2%) mnHaOmomeHusax wu3 49.
BMeliiatebCTBO y1aaoCch BHINOJHUTH B TTIOJTHOM 00b-
eMe 28 (93,3%) GonbHBIM. B 26 HabGmogeHUSIX 3TO
MO3BOJIMJIO JOCTUYb BOCCTAHOBJIEHMSI aleKBaTHOTO
OTTOKA MaHKPEaTU4eCKOro CeKpeTa 1 MpuBeso K Bbl-
3IOPOBJICHUIO TTalleHTOB. B 2 HaOmomeHUsx, He-
CMOTpS$I Ha YCTEITHO BhIMOJHEHHOE MPOTE3UPOBaHE
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Puc. 6. CTeHTUpOBaHME MTPOTOKA MOMKETYIOUHOM XKeJe3bl: a — 9HA0(OTO; 6 — peHTreHorpaMMa.

Fig. 6. Pancreatic duct stenting: a — endoscopic image; b — X-ray-scan.

TITTXK v mpoBeneHUe UHTEHCUBHOM Teparuu B YCJIO-
BUSIX peaHUMAIIMOHHOTO OTHEJICHUS, OTMEUEHO TIPO-
rpeccupoBaHre KIMHUYIECKOM KapTUHBI OCTPOTO
MaHKpeaTuTa ¢ TOCIEAYIOIINM JIETATbHBIM UCXOIOM.
[Ipw BBEITTOTHEHNN TTAHKPEATUKOIYOACHATHLHOTO
MPOTE3UPOBAHUS TIPUMEHSUTM PEHTTeHOKOHTPACT-
HbIE TUIACTUKOBBIEC CTEHTBI ¢ OOKOBBIMU OTBEPCTUSI-
MU U KpbUTbsiMU-(pukcaropamu (Olympus, Wilson—
Cook, Boston Scientific) 5 u 7 Fr, nnunoit 3—5 cM.
CpoKM CTEeHTHPOBAaHHWSA BapbUPOBAIM OT 5 O
12 nueti. OcIOXHEHUI, CBI3aHHBIX C ITAHKPEaTUKO-
IYOIeHATbHBIM TIPOTE3MPOBAHNEM W M3BJIeUCHUEM
SHIOIpeHaXel, OTMeUeHO He ObI10. B rpymre cpaB-
HeHus 13 20 00JIbHBIX, KOTOPEIM CTEHTUPOBAHUE HE
BBITTOJTHSITH, BRI3IOPOBIIEHNME HACTyrmwio y 15 (75%),
B 5 (25%) HabM0AeHUSIX OTMEUEH JICTAaTbHbBIN UCXO/.
B 1 (2,04%) nabmoneHU TOMHUMO WHTEHCHBHOMU
KOHCEPBAaTUBHOM Teparuu IOTpedoBaIOCh XUPYp-
rM4ecKoe BMeEIATeIbCTBO MO TOBOAY ITaHKpEOHe-
Kkpo3a. HecMoTps Ha 3TO, MallMEHT CKOHYAJICS.

3akiouyenne

PCTpOI‘pELI[HHC TpaHCIIAITMJIJIAPHBIC BMEIIATCJIb-
CTBa MMCIOT pPALd CEPLE3HLIX, 4 MHOTda 1N (baTaJ'[B—
HbIX, HO THUIIMYHBIX OCJ'[O)KHCHPIﬁ, B IICPBYIO OYC-
p€ab TAaKMWX KakK OCTpBII71 HOCTMHHHHYJ'IHHI/IOHHHIZ
MaHKpeaTuT, nepdopaiirsi 1 KpoBOTeUeHUE.

MO)KHO BBIACINTL pdAa OCHOBOITOJIAraroimnx
IIPUHIUIIOB, CO6J'IIOI[CHI/IC KOTOPbIX ITO3BOJIAACT CO-
KpaTuTb 4UCIO OCJIOXKHEHUM TpaHCIAITUJIIIAPHBIX
TMPOLETYyp W YAYUYIIUTh TIPOTHO3 MPU WX PA3BUTHM.
K HUM OTHOCYAT YECTKOEC CO6J'IIO,I[CHI/IC MoKa3zaHUuM
K SHIOOCKOIIMYCCKUM PpPETPOrpaJHbIM BMEIIATECJIb-
CTBaM, HaJICXKAIIYIO TEXHUKY BBLINMTOJTHCHHWA MaHUN-
NyJasiMii, TPaMOTHYIO OLIEHKY (aKTOpOB pUCKa,
CBOCBPEMCHHYIO IMAarHOCTUKY Pa3BUTUA OCJIIOXKHE-
HUN U BbI60p OINTUMAJIBHOU TAKTUKU UX JIMKBUOA-
UK. DHIOCKOINYECKNIA KOMOMHUPOBAHHBIN TFeMO-
cTa3 (MHBEKLMS COCYIOCYKMBAIOIIMX IperapaTos,
AnaTepMOoKOaryaluma 1 SHAOCKOIINMYCCKOE KINIIN-
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poOBaHUe) B ITOAABJISIIONIEM OOIBIIMHCTBE HAOJIIOAE -
HUI SIBJISETCS HANEeKHBIM M 3(POEKTUBHBIM METO-
JIOM OCTaHOBKM KpPOBOTEUEHUsI, Pa3BUBIIETOCS
ITOCJie SHIOCKOIMMYECKUX PEeTPOTpaIHbIX BMellla-
TeNBCTB. B TIpeacTaBlieHHOM MCCIeTOBAaHUU SHJIO-
CKOTIMYecKasi OCTaHOBKAa W TPOGUIaKTHKAa MHTpa-
U TIOCJIeoNnepaliOHHOIO KPOBOTeUeHHUs Oblia 3d-
dexrnBHa y 92,3% manneHTOB.

ITpu nHTpaonepaumoHHoi auarHoctuke DPXIIT -
acCOLIMUPOBAHHON mepdopaluy cuuTaeM HeoOXo-
JUMBIM CTPEMUTbCSI JTUKBUIMPOBATH OCJIOXHEHUE
SHI0CKOMNMYECKHU (KIUTIUPOBaHUE AedeKTa 1 OUIU-
apHOE€ CTEHTUPOBAHUE TOJHOCTBIO TMOKPBITHIMU
OMJIMapHBIMU CaMOPACIIUPSIOIIMMUCS SHIOIPOTE-
3aMM), YTO, COTJIACHO TOJYYEHHBIM pe3yJibTaTram,
BO3MOXHO B 93,8% HabmogeHuii. Xupypruiaeckoe
JKe JIeUEeHUE ITOM KaTeropuu OOJIbHBIX COMPOBOX-
naetcsi 6oJjiee BBICOKOH IOCJIeONepallMoOHHON Jie-
TaJIbHOCTbIO.

DHIOCKOMUYECKOe TMaHKPeaTUYeCKoe CTeHTU-
poBaHuE B TIPOBEIEHHOM UCCJIEIOBAHUMU CTaJlO
93¢ GEeKTUBHBIM KOMIOHEHTOM KOMIUIEKCHOTO Jie-
yeHus u npodunaktuku OIIMII. BmelarenbcTBo
TEXHUYECKU BBITOJHUMO B 93,3% HaOm0neHNIT
U JOJKHO OCYIIECTBJSATHCS B MUHUMAaJIbHbIE CPOKU
MpU Pa3BUTUM KIMHUKO-TA00OPATOPHOI KapTUHbI
9TOTO OCJOXHEHUSI.
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