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The paper presents the results of various studies and meta-analyses which focus on assessing the frequency of
formation of clinically significant pancreatic fistulas in various types of pancreatic-digestive anastomoses.
Pancreatodigestive anastomosis is not an independent predictive factor of pancreatic complications. None of the
modern types of pancreatodigestive anastomosis has proved its superiority. The choice of the pancreatodigestive
anastomosis method is based on the correct selection of the organ with which the pancreatic stump is connected
and the surgeon’s experience and skill in forming the anastomosis.
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IMTankpearonyoneHanbHas pesexuus (I1P) ¢ pe-
3eknueit npuBpatHuka (I'TIJIP) wiu ¢ coxpaneHnem
npuspatHuka (IIITJIP) — emuHCTBEeHHAsT BO3MOX-
HOCTh OOECITeUnTh 00jiee MM MeHee CTOMKYIO pe-
MUCCHUIO TIPH OITyXOJISIX TOJIOBKU TIOMKETyTOUHOM
xkene3nl (I12K) 1 opraHoB mepuaMmyJIsipHOI 30HBI.
HecMmotpst Ha yMeHBIIIeHWE JIETATPHOCTH B CTICIHA-
JI3VPOBAHHBIX KIIMHUKaX 10 <5%, 9acToTa OCIOX-
HeHUii octaetcsd 6obioil — 30—50% [1-3]. Yucno
OCJIOKHEHHI W JIETaTbHOCTh 3aBUCAT B TOM YHCIIC
W OT BpPEeMEHW, TMPOIIEIIIEro II0C/Ie OIepaITnu.
[pencraBnsieTcs cripaBeIMBLIM CUUTATh 90-THEB-
HBII TTEPUOJT CO THS OTTepallny Hanboaee 00 bEKTHB-
HO OTpaxkalollMM €€ HEeIOCPEACTBEHHBIN WMCXOI.
ITo manHbIM MccnenoBaTeneit, 30-gTHEBHAS JIETAb-
Hoctb ntociie ITJIP cocrasiser 1,1%, 90-nHeBHAsT —
3,6%. JletaapbHocTb ¢ 91-ro mo 365-i1 JeHb 3HA4YU-
TeJLHO yBemuuBaeTcs — 10 16,5% [2]. B ctpykType
OCJIOXKHEHMI KaK I10 YMCIY, TaK 1 TT0 KIMHUYECKO-
MY 3HAYEHUIO TIPEBATMPYIOT OCIOKHEHUS CO CTOPO-
HbI Kynbtr [12K 1 TaHKpeaToaureCTUBHOTO aHACTO-
mo3a (ITHA): maHKpeOHEKPO3, HECOCTOSITEIbHOCTh
ITJA, nankpeatnueckuii ceuil (I1C). IIC — naun-
boJiee 9acToe OCIIOXKHEHME, TTOCKOJIBKY SIBIISIETCS
CJIEICTBAEM TTaHKPEOHEKPOo3a, HECOCTOSITETEHOCTH
ITJIA unu — 3HAYUTEIBHO pexke — pa3BUBAETCs BHE
BUANMOU cBsA3U ¢ HUMHA. [1C 110 60JIbIIIEll YacTH OT-
BETCTBEHEH 3a Pa3BUTHE MTOTEHIIMAIBHO JICTATBHBIX
OCJIOXKHEHWI: TIepUTOHNTA, 3a0PIOIITMHHON (hJIeTMO-
HBI, apPO3MBHOTO KPOBOTeUeHNsI. B cTpyKType TIpu-
yyuH JietanbHOCTU Tiocie [IP nmonst centuueckux
OCJTOXXHEHUI, BKITIOYasT appo3UBHOE KPOBOTECUCHMUE,
a0COTIOTHO TIpeBaNMpyeT 1 BapbupyeT oT 50 mo 60%.
Yacrora I[1C B nmocienHue roasl BapbupyeT B LIUPO-
KUX mpeneiax — oT 1 10 64% [4, 5] v ylopHO Iep>KUT-
¢ B OOJNBINIMHCTBE KIMHUK Ha ypoBHe 20% cpemn
Bcex onepupoBaHHBIX [1, 6]. CoBepllleHHO OYEBUI-
HO: yMeHbIIIeHne yacToThl [1C aBisgercst 6eccriopHOi
3amaveii Xxupypros npu pake [12K 1 opranos rmepuam-
MyJsIpHOI 30HBI. Pelrenme 3Toit 3amaum XWpypru
BUIIAT IJTABHBIM 00pa3oM B CITIOCOOAX COBEPIIIEHCTBO-
BaHUs obpabotku Kyiastu IT2K u dhopmuposaHuu
HauoOonee 60e3omacHoro [TJIA.

Ta6auma 1. Kpurepuu I[1C
Table 1. Pancreatic fistula criteria

ITankpeaTudeckuii CBUII

YTto Xe cuMTaTh MaHKPEATMYECKUM CBUIIOM?
ITo onpenenenuto ISGPS, I1C mpearmosnaraer yBe-
JIMYEHNE aKTUBHOCTH aMUJIa3bl B IPECHUPYEMOI 13
OpIOIIHOI MOJIOCTU XUIAKOCTHU B 3 pa3a u 0oJjiee 1o
CPaBHEHUIO C BEpPXHEN rpaHULIEld HOPMBI 3TOTO TO-
KazarteJssl B KpoBH. B mmocienHeit pemakimm Kiraccu-
¢ukanum, onyoaukoBaHHoir B 2017 ., oTpaxeHO
3 tuna IIC: A (temepr — biochemical leak, BL),
B u C [7]. Kpurepun I1C 1 ux Haauuue B 3aBUCH-
MOCTH OT THIIa CBUIIA TIPEACTaBICHBI B Ta0II. 1.

O4YeBUIHO, KITMHUYECKHA 3HAUMMBIMU SIBIISTIOTCS
I1C tumioB B u C. UmeHHO OHU (PUTYPUPYIOT 1 JaIle
BCETO OTOBApPMBAIOTCS B OMYOJMKOBAHHBIX paboTax
KaK OTpakalollle YKa3aHHOe ITOCIeOTIepalliOHHOe
OCJIOKHEHHE B 11eJIOM. [TOBBITIICHHYIO aKTUBHOCTD
aMMJIa3bl B OTHCIISIEMOM TI0 ApeHaXy 0e3 KIIMHIIE-
CKUX W WHBIX JIAOOPATOPHBIX TPOSIBJICHUIT B TeUe-
HHUE 0 3 Hed TocJe OIepalri IMaHKpeaTHdeCKuM
CBUIIIOM TTPaBOMOYHO He cunTaTh. OTHAKO MCKITIO-
YUTh BIUSHUE OTpeleeHNs, KOTOpOoe JaroT IMaH-
KpeaTmJecKoMy CBUIIY, Ha 3HAUMTEJIbHBIe KoJieba-
Hus mokasatens I1C B ormyOnImKoBaHHOM IMTEpaTy-
pe HeBO3MOXHO. Psanm aBropoB B onpenenenue I1C
BKJIIOUatoT Bce Tuibl — A, B u C, apyrue — TojbKO
tunbl B u C.

DakTops! pucka GopMUPOBAHUS

nocJeonepanmuonnoro I1C

W3 mHOXecTBa pakTopoB pucka pa3sutus I1C
(>40) rpynmoii aBTOpoB [8] B MHOro(akTopHOM
aHamM3e Obla JoKa3aHa He3aBHCUMas POJIb JHa-
meTpa mporoka 12K (ITITXK), Tekcrypnr I1K, umc-
XOITHOTO 3a00JIeBaHMS OPraHOB TeTaTOMaHKpeaTo-
IYOIEeHATbHOW 30HBI, TT0 TTOBOAY KOTOPOTO TIpEI-
npunaTa [1P, nHTpaonepainoHHOM KPOBOIIOTEPH.
OOpaiiiaeT ocoboe BHMMaHHWE OTCYTCTBME BUA
IMAaHKPEaTOMUTECTUBHOTO COYCThSI KaK He3aBUCH-
Moro ¢axkropa pa3sutusa [1C, Hapsany ¢ HannIueM
crenta B IITT2K, a Takxe BocnajauTelbHbIX U3Me-
"HeHuit B 12K 1 okpyxaiomux TKaHSIX. ABTOpaMu
npeajaoxeHa mkajga pucka gopmupoBanus I[1C
nocye [P (tadm. 2).

Kpurepuii

BL Tun B Tun C

COIlep)KaHI/IC aMMJIa3bl B ApCHaXKe

B >3 pa3a OoJblile, YeM B KPOBU

HpeHax >3 Hex HET na na
H3MeHeHMe B JIeueHUN HeT na na
YpecKoXHbIE M IHAOCKOMMYECKUE METOIbI TPEHUPOBAHUS HeT na na
CKOIUJICHU# XXUIKOCTH, 00ycsioBaeHHBIX [1C

AHrnorpaguieckre MeTOIbl FeMocTa3a IIpu KpoBOTeueHUH, Bhi3BaHHOM [1C HET na na
Heo06xoamnMocTh MOBTOPHOI Orepalnu HeT HeT na
[Ipuznaky nHdexknun, odyciosiaeHHbie [1C HET ma, 6e3 Ol | ma, c O[]
OpraHHasi HeJOCTaTOYHOCTh, 00ycioBieHHast [1C HeT HeT na
JletanbHblit ncxon, odyciaosneHHbIN [1C HET HET Ia

IIpumeuanue: OJ1 — opraHHas qucHYHKITAS.
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Ta6muma 2. [IIxkana pucka ¢GopMUpPOBAaHUS KIMHUUYECKU
3"Haunmoro I1C nocue TP

Table 2. Risk score for the formation of a clinically sig-
nificant pancreatic fistula after pancreatoduodenal resec-
tion

@ XapakTepucTHka, Yucio
aKTOP PUCKa
3HAYeHne 0asIoB
Texctypa IT2K Teepnas 0
Msrkas 2
3abosieBaHue Pak ronosku ITXK, 0
MaHKpeaTUuT
Pax BCATIIK, 1
nuctaabHoro OXKII,
ATTK
Huametp TTIT2K, mm >5 0
4 1
3 2
2 3
<1 4
KpoBonotepst, M <400 0
401-700 1
701—1000 2
>1000 3

Ilpumeyanue: BCAIIK — GomplIoil cocoyek ABeHaaaTh -
nepctHoil kuiku; OXKIT — oOmumit KeJTuHbI TPOTOK;
JAI1K — nBeHammaTuIepcTHAsI KUAIIKA.

Ha ocHOBe ykazaHHOM IIKaJbl OMPeaeIeH pUCK
pasBuTHs mocieornepaimonHoro I1C: He3HaUNTEITb-
HbIi — 0 OayutoB, HU3KUI — 1—2 0ajuia, MPOMEXYy-
TOYHBI — 3—6 Oa/10B, BbICOKUU — 7—10 GayL1oB.
I1o manHBIM aBTOPOB, TIpu prucke 9—10 GawtoB dop-
mupoBanue IIC nHeumsbexno [8]. Ilo maHHBEIM
I0.C. Tanpuunoii u coaBr., puck IIC Bo3pactaer
B 3 pa3a mpu YMCcIeHHOCTH aimHycoB B [12K >72,5%,
B 1,8 paza — mpu mmotHocTu I12K B HaTuBHYI0 (hasy
KT >33,5 HU, 6onee yem B 2,7 pa3a — npu Kodg-
(utmeHTe HaKOIUIEHWST KOHTPACTHOTO IIperapara
B mapenxume 12K >1[9].

ITankpearoaurecTUBHbIE AHACTOMO3bI

K dopmupyembim TTJIA mpenbsaBIIsSIIOT CIIeoyIO-
IIIe OCHOBHBIC TPeOOBAHUS:

« obecrieueHre OECIIPEITSITCTBEHHOTO OTTOKa
MaHKPEeaTHJeCKOTO COKa B JKEIyOOK WJIM TOIIYIO
KHAIIKY;

* TEPMETUIHOCTD COYCThSI;

+ COXpaHEHWE ameKBAaTHOTO KPOBOCHAOXKECHUS
kynsru [12K u monoro opraHa, ¢ KOTopsIM (popMu-
PYIOT aHACTOMO3;

+ OTCYTCTBUC HATSKCHUS CITMBACMBIX OPTaHOB,
moBpekneHni KyabTu [12K, B yacTHOCTH TIpH cBele-
HUU U 3aBSI3bIBAaHUN HUTEIH;

* CTEHKa XeJIyIKa MU TOIel KUIIKU TIpr hop-
MHUpPOBAaHMU HEe WHBAarMHAIIMOHHOTO aHAaCcCTOMO3a
“KoHen B 00K” IOJDKHA TECHO IPUJIeraTh K pe3eLu-
poBaHHOI1 (paHeBoli) noBepxHocTu 12K m1st ymeHb-
IIeHWsT pUcKa IETTOHUPOBAHUS MMaHKPEaTUIECKOTO
coka [10—12].
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B Hacrosiiiee BpeMsi Ha OO11IeIOCTYTHOM caiiTe
WWW.pancreatic-anastomosis.com rnpeacTasieH 61 By
ITJIA. AHacTOMO3bl CTPYNIIMPOBAHBI B OCHOBHOM
10 TIPU3HAKY COEAMHSIEMBIX OPTaHOB B 3 TPYIIITHIL:
I — mankpearoeronoanactomo3 (ITEA) “konen
B KoHen”; II — I1EA “konen B 60k”; I1I — mmankpe-
aroractpoanactomo3 (I1I'A). YkazaHHBbIe TpyIIIBI
coyctuii BkiodaoT 19 nmonrpynmn. Ha caiite npen-
CTaBJICHBI HE BCE CYIIECTBYIOIINE B HACTOSIIIEE BPEMST
BapUaHTbl COYCTUH, CAlAT TTPOJOJIKAET MOMOTHSIThCS.
Anactomo3 mo Blumgart cipaBeyimBo paccMaTpuBa-
o1 B rpymmne ITEA “konen B O0K”, B IIOATpYyIIIe
“NMPOTOK B CAUBUCTYIO”, NBYpsiAHbIM [10].

Cronpb Oosbiioe yucyio ITJIA cBumereabCcTByeT
00 OTCYTCTBMM OOIIETIPUHITOTO aHACTOMO3a, YTO
KOCBEHHO OTpa)xaeT HepelIeHHOCTb MpoO0IeMbl
yMeHbIeHns 9acToThl [1C Ha ITyTH COBepIIIeHCTBO-
BaHUS peKOHCTPYKTUBHOTO 3Tara orepanui. YToos
ITOKa3aTh 3aBUCMMOCTb 9aCTOTHI KIMHUYECKH 3Ha-
yumoro I1C ot ¢opmupyemMoro anacromo3sa, He00-
XOJMMO TIPEJACTABUTh Pe3yabTaThl CPAaBHUTEILHOIO
aHaju3a TPEeuMYIIEeCTBEHHO PaHIOMM3UPOBAHHBIX
HCClIeIOBaHUM HanboJsiee TUITMYHBIX M Yallle BCEro
KCIIOIb3YeMbIX B HACTOsIIIEE BPEMSI aHACTOMO30B.

ITankpearoracTpoanacToMo3

WM TAHKPEaTOeIHOAHACTOMO3?

IlepBoe onucanue I1TA npencrasieHo B 1946 .
[13]. B mMeTaaHanmu3ax HepaHIOMU3UPOBAHHBIX MC-
cinefpoBaHuii [14—16], MOCBSIEHHBIX CPaBHEHUIO
IITA ¢ IIEA, nponeMOHCTpUPOBAHO yYMEHBIICHUE
yacToThl nocneonepanuonHoro [1C B rpynme I1TA.
OmHOBpPEeMEHHO B 2 paHIOMHU3UPOBAHHBIX UCCIIEH0-
BaHusIX [17, 18] mocTOBepHBIX pa3IMIMii B 4aCTOTE
I1C He BbIsSIBJIEHO.

B meTtaanammse 7 paHmOMU3MPOBAHHBIX HCCIIE-
moBaHuii [19], BkmouaBmux 1121 maumeHTa, ObLIO
TTOKa3aHo, YTO 4yactora Bcex TumoB [1C B rpymire
IT’A coctaBmseT 6—20%, B Tpymre [TEA — 11-34%
(p = 0,002) [17, 18, 20—24]. B 4 13 HuX oTpaxkeHO
JIocToBepHOe IpeumyinecTBo I1IA mo yacrore kim-
Hudyecky 3HaunMbIx [1C: B rpyrme [MTA — 4—11%,
B rpymme [TEA — 12—33% (p = 0,0001) [20—22, 24].
Taxxxe ormedyeHo, uto B rpynme [ITA B panHeMm
MTOCJICOTIepallMOHHOM TIEPUOIE TOCTOBEPHO pexke
MIPOUCXOINT ACTTOHMPOBAHNE XUIKOCTH B 00JIaCTH
anactomo3a (p = 0,02). He orMeueHO 1OCTOBEPHBIX
pa3IMYMii MEXIy TPYIIIaMU B 9acTOTE TeMOpparu-
YECKUX OCJIOKHEHUI, TacTpocTaza, (GOPMUPOBAHUS
JKEJTIHOTO CBUIIA, TTOBTOPHBIX OTEpaIlnii, JieTalb-
HOCTH.

B perpocniekTuBHOM aHanm3e [12] mpocneKTuB-
HO cobpaHHO# nomysinuu 206 10CTaTOYHO OJHO-
POIHBIX IO OCHOBHBIM ITOKa3aTesIM OOJBHBIX,
nepenecmux [1P ¢ ITEA mo Blumgart u ¢ maBaru-
HaumoHHBIM I1TA 3a 10 €T, IpoaeMOHCTPUPOBAHO
npeumyinectBo [1EA 1o cpaBHeHHMIO ¢ MHBaruHa-
MoHHBIM T1TA 10 yacToTe KIMHUYECKU 3HAUMMBbIX
I C. pu markoii [12K — 10% mo cpaBuenmio ¢ 28%:;
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MpY HENPOTOKOBOM pake rojoBku 12K — 10 1 31%;
npu IIT2XK <3 mm — 16 u 58%; mpu KpoBoIoTepe
>400 M1 — 17 u 88%, nipu GombiioM pucke [1C —
14 u 47%. Paznmuuus moctoBepHHl (p = 0,038).
CripaBeUTMBOCTH pajIy CIEAYeT OTMETUTD, UTO, TT0-
MHMO peTpocIeKTuBHOTO aHammsa, I1TA ¢opmu-
poBamu ¢ 2005 mo 2012 r., ITEA mo Blumgart —
¢ 2012 mo 2014 . UupIMu c10BaMu, T€ K€ XUPYPIru
Ha BTOPOM 3Tare, 0e3yCI0BHO, 00J1a1aIu OOIbIINM
OITBITOM XUPYPTUISCKUX TEXHOJOTUI 1 TIeproIiepa-
IIMOHHOTO BeIeHWsI OOJBHBIX, YTO HE MOTJIO HE CKa-
3aThCS Ha HETTOCPEICTBEHHBIX MCXOIaX, He3aBUCH-
MO OT OCOOEHHOCTEe pPEeKOHCTPYKTMBHOTO 3Talla
[12].

K coxanenuio, He IpeACTaBICHO PAHIOMHU3HUPO-
BaHHBIX UCCIICIOBAHUIA, TTOCBSIIICHHBIX CPaBHEHUIO
I1TA u ITEA no Blumgart.

B meTtaananuse [10] 6 paHAOMU3UPOBAHHBIX HC-
ciaegoBaHuil oobeaguHWwIN 1086 GOJIBHBIX; MATKAas
koHcucreHua [12K ormeueHa B 48—66% Haodmo0€e-
Huii, [TIT2K <3 MM — B 33—61%, MeauaHa KpOBOIIO-
tepu coctaBuia 400—972 mi; pak rososku I[T2K vunu
XPOHWYECKUI MAaHKpeaTUT O0bl1 Yy 51—75% GONbHBIX.
[1TA ObLT TIpeacTaBiIeH CICAYIOIIMMKI BapMaHTaMMU:
[ITA “IpoToK B CIM3UCTYIO” C pa3aeeHUEM XKeIIy I~
Ka Ha HeCyIIylo aHaCTOMO3 YacTh 1 9acTh, COepKa-
1Iyto ImporinodeHHyo nuiry; [1TA “npotok B cnm3u-
cTyio” 0e3 pasmesieHusT XelyaKa; MHBarMHAllMOH-
Hbiii TITA. TTEA Obln mipeacTaBieH pas3idyHbIMU
BUJAMM aHACTOMO3a “TPOTOK B CIU3UCTYIO”.
CpaBHUBaeMbIe TPYIIIHI OKa3adCh HECKOIBKO He-
omHoponusl (I> = 61%; p = 0,02) [10]. YacToTa 1mo-
cneonepatoHHoro I1C B rpynne I1TA BapbupoBa-
nma ot 4 1o 20% (cpennee 12%), B rpyme I1EA —
oT 9 mo 33% (cpemnee 20%). Pazmuumsa B yactoTte
I1C, TeM He MeHee, OKa3aIMCh CTATUCTUYECKU He-
nJoctoBepHbIMU (p = 0,05) [20—22, 24—-26].

He BBIIBIEHO CTaTUCTUYECKHM TOCTOBEPHBIX
pa3IMIMii B 4acTOTe MOCJICONEePAIIMOHHOTO KIIH-
Hu4yeckn 3Haunmoro [1C B paHTOMU3MPOBAHHOM
ogHoueHTpoBOM ucciemoBanuu 2020 T ABTOpPEHI
cpaBumnu [1TA ¢ T1EA B rpymie BEICOKOTO pHCKa
I1C (7—10 6a1oB) ¥ IpY HAIUYNU HAPYKHOM BUP-
cyHroctoMbl. B rpymme I1TA gactora I1C coctaBuia
50%, B rpymnme [1EA — 39% (p = 0,11). Ob6pamaer
BHUMaHWE HEOOIBIIOE YMCII0 HAOMIOMEHUH B TPYII-
nax — o 36 [4].

ITEA “npoTtok B cIM3UCTyI0”

Wi uHBaruHanuonHslid ITEA?

IlepBoe ommcanme I[IEA otmenbHBIMU IIBaMU
“IPOTOK B CIU3UCTYIO” MIpeacTaBieHo B 1956 1. [27].
B paHmoMu3MpoBaHHOM OXHOIICHTPOBOM MCCIIEHO-
BaHuM [5], BkIouaBineM 132 OOJBbHBIX, YCTAHOBIIE-
HO: 9acToTa KIMHnIeckn 3HaunMoro I1C B rpyrme
ITEA “mpoTok B cmu3uctyo” coctaBuia 3,1%, B rpyri-
e uuBarnHaunonHoro INEA — 17.6% (p = 0,004).
B moarpymmax ¢ msarkoit ITK n y3xkum ITIT2K gacto-
ta [1C cocrasuna 17,3 u 37,5% (p = 0,013) [5].

B MmeTaanammse 6 paHIOMU3MPOBAHHBIX HCCIIE-
moBaHuii [10] cpaBHMJIM 4YacTOTY OCIOXHEHUI,
Pa3BUBIIMXCS TTOCTIE OMEpalii ¢ pa3IMIHBIMU Ba-
puantamu [IEA “mpoTok B CIM3KUCTYIO”, ¢ OMHOK
CTOPOHBI, M BapraHTaM1 WHBarnHaImoHnHoro [MEA
“KoHel B KoHell” U “KOHel B OOK” — C IpyToii.
Bcero 010 1057 GONBHBIX: MATKAA KOHCUCTEHLIUS
ITXK 6b1ma y 43—65% n3 Hux, [MI2XK <3 MM — y 40—
50% , memrana KpoBoriotepn coctaBuia 300—600 i,
pax rojoBku I12K 1 xpoHnueckuit maHKpeaTUuT ObLT
vy 9—58% manmenToB. YacTora hhopMUpOBaHUS KT -
HUYECKN 3HAYMMOTO TrocieornepanuonHoro I1C
B rpymme [1EA “mpoTox B cau3ncTyo” BapbupoBajia
ot 3 mo 23% (cpenssist 14%), 9TO0 MOCTOBEPHO HeE
oTmIanochk ot yactotel [1C B rpymniie mHBarmHa-
unonHoro [MTEA — 1-18% (cpennsis 10%; p = 0,54)
[28—33]. Cnenyer OTMETWUTb, YTO B PaHIAOMM3U-
POBaHHOM OIHOLIEHTpOBOM wucciaegoBaHuu 2015 r.
TIpeIcTaBlIeHa TPYyIIia ¢ TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIM COCOYKO-
nomooHbM ITEA (n = 155). Yacrora dpopmupona-
HUST KIWHUYecKn 3HaumMoro I1C B aToif Tpytiie
coctaBmia ¢peHoMeHabHBIN 1%. Criocod (popmm-
pPOBaHMS YKa3aHHOTO aHACTOMO3a 00SI3BIBaET OTHE-
ctu ero Takke K moarpynmne ITEA “npoTok B cim3u-
CTy1I0” C TOI1 0COOEHHOCTBIO, UTO IIPY MHBATMHALINN
MPOTOKA B TONIYIO KUIIIKY HUTH Yepe3 caM MPOTOK
He TipoBoamiIn. Cpenn O0IBHBIX ¢ MSITKOM TTapeHXM -
moit I12K 1 y3xkuMm npotokom yacrora I1C mpu sTom
BHIIe aHaCTOMO3a cocTaBmia 9,6%, 4To TOCTOBEPHO
MenbIe yactoTel [1C nmocne ITJIP ¢ hopmuposanu-
eM TpaauimonHoro ITEA “mpoTok B ciu3ucryio” —
27,3% (p = 0,001). Paznmuune HUBEIUPOBAIOCH
B TpyNIlax HU3KOTO PHCKa ITOCIEONePalMOHHOTO
ITC. ABTopnl mokaszaaud He3aBUCHMBbIE (PaKTOPbI
pucka I1C: UMT >24 kr/m?, IpogoKUTEIbHOCTh
onepauuu >300 MuH, Markas KoHcucreHuus [12K
u y3kumi [1T12K, xknaccuueckmii Bapuant [TEA “mpo-
TOK B cim3uctyio” [30].

ITEA no Blumgart nam rpanunuonnsiii [TEA

“IpOTOK B CAM3UCTYIO”?

Paznuuaior I1EA “mpotox B cim3ucrtyio” mo
opuruHanbHoOU [34, 35] u MoguULIMPOBaHHOI [36]
MeTonuke Blumgart. AHaCTOMO3 ITOJTYYMII IIIMPOKOE
pacmpocTpaHeHHEe B TIOCTedHEe MIecCsTUICTHE.
[JTaBHBIM €T0 JOCTOMHCTBOM SBJISIETCS MCITOTb30Ba-
HHE CKBO3HBIX MAaTpAaIHBIX IMBOB Yepe3 KYJIBTIO
I12K, mpu 3aTsaruBaHUM KOTOPBIX 1 (DOPMUPOBAHUM
y3JI0B Ha BEHTPAILHON TTOBEPXHOCTH TOIIEH KUIIIKU
obecrieunBaeTcsa HamexXHas (uKcamus OpraHoOB,
a TakKke OCOOCHHO TUIOTHOE COIPUKOCHOBEHUE
CEpPO3HOI O000JOUYKM KHUINKA M pPe3eIIMpOBAHHOI
noBepxHocty Kyabtu I12K. Yaie Bcero sToT aHa-
cToMo3 TpeOyet creHTrpoBaHms TTI12K.

B HepaHTOMMU3MPOBAaHHOM PETPOCIIEKTUBHOM
uccinengoBanum [37] m3yumnm [IEA mo Blumgart
y 105 6onpHBIX. OTMEUYEHO, YTO BCE THIIBI ITOCIIE-
omneparmonHoro I1C passunuck y 54,3% onepupo-
BaHHBIX, KIMHWYecKH 3Hauumbie [1C — y 12,3%.
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[NocnenHee MO3BOMMIIO aBTOpaM CHeJIaTh 3aKiII0Ye-
Hue o nepcrnektuBHocTtd ITEA mo Blumgart [37].
B Meraananuze [38] 12 ucciaemoBaHuii, MOCBSIIEH-
Hbix cpaBHeHuIo [TEA mo Blumgart ¢ ITEA “mpoTok
B CIM3UCTYIO” TIO0 TPATUIIMOHHBIM METOIMKAM,
Bmovass [TEA mo Kakita [39], aHanuzupoBaiu
2368 omepupoBaHHBIX 0OJBHBIX. CpaBHHBaeMbIe
rpyIsl Ol HeomHopoaHsl (12 = 51%, p < 0,001).
Cpenu 12 uccienoBaHUM TOJBKO 2 SIBJISIIOTCSI paH-
JomusupoBaHHbIMH [11, 40]. YacToTta dhopmuponBa-
HUS KIMHAYECKN 3HAYMMBIX ITOCICOTIEPAITMOHHBIX
I1C B rpymme ITEA mo Blumgart cocraBuna 12,4%,
B rpyme IIEA, chopMupoBaHHBIX TpaguIIMOH-
HbIMU criocobamu, — 23,6% (p = 0,001). YacTora
ocioxHeHuii coctaBuna 39,4 u 43,3% (p < 0,001),
neranbHOCTh — 1,2 1 2,7% (p = 0,258). Ha ocHoBe
MeTaaHajM3a cliejiaH BbiBo o mpeumyiiectse [TEA
no Blumgart.

CremyeT OTMETHUTD, YTO B PACCMOTPEHHOM MeTa-
aHaM3¢e ObUTO TIPEICTaBICHO TOIBKO 2 PaHIOMU3H-
POBaHHBIX MCCIIEIOBAHNS, 1 MMEHHO B OTUX HCCIIe-
MOBAaHMSIX He OBLUTH TTOATBEPKIACHBI IMPEUMYIIIeCTBA
ITEA mo Blumgart. B mepBoM 13 AByX paHOIOMU3HU-
pPOBAaHHBIX MCCIEAOBAHUMA — OTHOIIEHTPOBOM WC-
cnegoBanuu [11] cpaBaunm I1EA mo Blumgart c
I[TEA “mpoToxk B CAM3UCTYIO” IO TPaIULIMOHHONI
meTomuke (n = 208, rpyImIbl OMHOPOOHBI O JEMO-
rpadpUIecKuM, TaTOJIOTOAHATOMUYCCKUM, KITMHU-
YEeCKMM XapaKTepUCTHUKaM, dYacToTe (aKTOpOB
pucka I1C). Yactota (popMupoBaHUs KIMHUIECKU
3gauumoro I1C nocue ITEA mo Blumgart coctaBuiia
10,3%, nocne tpaguunoHHoro ITEA — 6,8%. Ilpu
msarkoil 12K gacrora I1C nocne ITEA mo Blumgart
coctaBuna 18%, mocne TpagumuonHoro [1EA —
12,1% (p = 0,364) [11]. Bropoe panmoMmn3npoBaH-
HO€ MHOTOLIEHTpOBoe ucciemoBanue [40], BKIIIO-
YEeHHOE B PACCMOTPEHHBIN MeTaaHaIn3, BKITIOYAeT
pe3yabTaThl JedeHust 236 6oabHBIX. YacToTa Beex
ceuieid B rpynne ITEA mo Blumgart cocrtaBuia
25%, B rpynne I[NEA 1o TpaIuLIMOHHOI MeTOIUKE
“IPOTOK B caAM3UCTyI0” — 26%. YacroTa KIMHU-
yecku 3HaunMbix I1C B rpymme ITEA mo Blumgart
coctasuia 11,6%, B rpyrme [1EA 1o TpaguiimoHHOM
MeTonMKe “TpoToK B ciamsuctyio” — 11,3% (p =
0,857) [40].

Panee MBI IpeACTaBISIN CBEEHUST O 3aBICUMO-
ctu yactotsl I1C nocae I1P ot TMna mankpeatoau-
recTuBHOro coyctbsiza 19912012 rr. MakcumasnbHast
gacToTa (hOPMUPOBAHUS KIMHUYECKA 3HAYMMOTO
rocieonepamnronHoro [1C ormeueHa B TpyIiie WH-
BaruHauuoHHoro ITEA “koneu B 60k” — 21,4%.
B rpynne ITEA “npoTok B CIM3UCTYIO”, a Takxke
B rpynne [1TA “npoTok B cimM3ucTyto” yactoTa (pop-
MUpPOBaHUsl KJIMHWYecku 3Hauumoro I1C 6buta go-
CTOBEpPHO MeHbliie [41].

3akiouenue
Baxweiinieil cocrassionieil peKOHCTPYKTUBHO-
ro srama ObIO M ocTaercs dopmupoBanue I1JIA.
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Hecmotpst Ha TO 4TO J1F000I 0030p JIUTEPATYPHI 1O
9TOU TeMme SIBJISIeTCSl OrpaHUYEHHbBIM, MOXHO KOH-
craTupoBaTh cieayloiee. OCTaluch B TPOLILIOM
OKKJII03Us TIpoToKa KysbTu 12K, yiuBaHue KyjasTu
IK Hariyxo, BeIBeI€HWE HAPYKHOK BUPCYHIOCTO-
Mbl 0e3 dopmupoBanus I1JA. K coxaneHuro, He
U3XUTa MpakTuka skctupnamuu [TK npu Hannuuum
MPEeIUKTOPOB OOJIBIIIOTO PUCKA OCJIOXHEHUH CcO
croponsl [12K. XoTs1 B mogBeprHyToi aHaIU3y JIUTE-
parype I1JIA He mokasaa CBOIO HE3aBUCHUMYIO POJIb
B MPOTHO3€ MaHKpeaTUYeCKUX OCTOXHEHU, Hapsi-
Jly C BUPCYHTOCTOMHUEN, HajiuuueM OuIMapHou
MH(GEKUINN 1 BOCIAIMTEIbHBIX n3MeHeHuit B 112K,
BCe yKazaHHbIe (aKTOpbl TPeOYyIOT AabHEUIIEero
u3ydyeHusi. Takke HeoOXoauma IOTMOJHUTEIbHAS
OlLIEHKA POJIM OIIbITa Xupypra B mpodunakruke [1C.
Yacrorta ¢popmupoBanus I1C mocne mobdoro u3
mpuMeHsieMbIX B HacTosiiee Bpems I1JIA nocTtoBep-
HO He paznuuaercsd. Ceiiuac MOXHO JIMIIb C 0OJIb-
1IOM OCTOPOXKHOCTbIO TOBOPUTH O HEKOTOPOM Mpe-
nmymectBe IIJA “IpoTok B CAM3UCTYIO”.
VBJIEUEHHOCTb OTAEJbHBIMU BUAAMHU COYCTMH Kak
eIMHCTBEHHO TMpPUEMJIEMbIMU JISI YMEHbIIECHUS
YacTOThl OCJIOXKHEHUN CMEHsIeTCsS MapaaurMon
BbIOOpa PEKOHCTPYKLIMKM MCXOISl U3 KOMILIeKca
(akTopos. TlepBblil cpean HUX — CTeNEHb MacTep-
CTBa U OTMBIT XUPYpra, KOTOPbIi BbIOMpaeT Hanbosiee
yCHEeUIHbIM BUA aHAacTOMO3a B €ro HCIOJHEHUU.
KoHeuHo, 3TOT (hakTOp MoapazymeBaeT OorpeneseH-
HYIO BBOJIIOLIMIO CTAHOBJIEHUS CIelIMaucTa — XU-
pypra-naHKpeaToJiora, 4To ¢ TpyJIOM MOIaeTcsl 00b-
€KTUBHOM olleHKe. BTopoii — 310 (hyHKIIMOHAbHbIE
MOCeNCTBUSl omnepalMu. BbriObop BHMIa MaHKpeaTo-
JIUTECTUBHOTO COYCThSl C MO3ULMUM OOecrieueHus
JIydlieit SKCKPEeTOPHON M MHKPETOPHOU (hyHKIHU
kyabty [T2K Takke ere mpeacTouT MposSICHUTb.

YuacTtue aBTOpoB

KorenbaukoB A.I. — aHanu3 auTepartypsl, HallMCaHUE
CTaTbhU.

INatioTko FO.U. — pegakTupoBaHue CTaTbU.

IMomnyxneiii J1.B. — penaktupoBaHue cTaTbM, OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTb 3a 11eJIOCTHOCTb CTaTbU.

CaaksiH M.C. — cbop u 00paboTKa JUTepaTypHBIX
NIAHHBIX, 0(DOpMJIEHUE U HAITMCAHUE TeKCTa.

KymamkuH H.E. — KoHuenuus, au3aiiH o030pa.

INonsixoB A.H. — musaitH o0630pa, pemakTupoBaHUeE
CTaThH.

Tuxonos I1.A. — KOppeKTUpOBaHNE W PEIAKTUPOBA-
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