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AHHoTaUMA

ArTyanpHOCTE. O0HUM U3 NOZOHUX OCAOHCHEHUT MPAHCNAGHMAYUU NeyeHU S8AAeMCL NOCALONePAYUOHHAL 2PbLIHCA
OprowHol cmenku, Komopas ecmpeuaemcs Yy 5—46% peyunuenmos. MHYUusuOHHAS 2PbIdHCA CHUNCAETM KAUECTNEO
JHCUSHU, CONPOBOHCOAELMCA DPASAUUHBLMU OCAONCHEHUAMU: CNaewHas O004e3Hb, HAPYWeHUe KUWEeUWHO20 mnaccaxid,
ywemnenue. ITomumo 0pyzuxr haxmopos, srusrowuxr Ha Popmuposarue pyodya OPOWHOU CmeHKU, NPedurmopamu
2PbLICe00PAZ0BAHUSL CHUMAIOMCA MPABMAMULHBLE 0OCMYNDBL.

Marepraa n merogsr. Oyenenvl pe3yavmamsl sevenus 77 peyunuenmos nocie nepecadxku neuenu 8 nepuod 2018—
2025 22. Podcmeennas mpancnaaumayus 6vira npogedena 5 u mpynnas — 72 nayuenmant. J-o6padusvlii docmyn 6bvin
ucnoavzosan y 75 (97,4%), muna “Mercedes” —y 2 (2,6%) peyunuenmos.

Pezyaprarsl. IHYu3uoHHas 2pblica OPOWHOU CMEHKU OCAOMCHUAL NO30HULU MocaeonepayuoHHslll nepuod & 38,9%
Hnabarodenutl. I'povlocesvie Oeghexmovbl OvLau ebvlsisnensvt ueped 0,5—7 aem mocae mpancnaaumayuu newenu. B 50%
Habaro0enull OuazHo3 MOCACONEPAYUOHHOU 2PbLdcU Obll YycmaHnosren 6 meuenue 6—12 mecsayes mocae onepayuu.
Carabvim mecmom J-06pasnozo docmyna fasasemcs 0eaas AUHUSL HUBOMA U Y204 LOCALONEPAYUOHHO020 PYOYa, 20e wawe
NoABASIOMCA 2Pblicesble Deghexmut.

Sararodenme. OOHOU U3 NPUUUH 2PbLIHCE0OPA308AHUA NOCAE MPAHCTIAGHMAYUU NeUeHU ABALEMCA PA3SHOHANPABAEHHBLI,
00804bHO MpPasmamuurslil J-0ocmyn, ¥mo npednosazaem ONMUMUSAUUIO MemOoO08 YKPENAeHUSL «CAa0BLL» MeCT UAU
npumererue 0PY2uUx, nPeumyu,eCmseenHo nonepeurHslr 0ocmynos.

KirodeBble ciioBa: TpaHCILUIAHTAIMA IIedYeHN, JAlapoTOMus, J-00pasHbIil JOCTYI, IIOCJeOoNepalOHHasA BeHTPaJIbHAA
I'PBIXKa
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Ahstract

Background. One of the late complications of liver transplantation is postoperative hernia of the abdominal wall,
which occurs in 5—46% of recipients. An incisional hernia reduces the quality of life, and is accompanied by various
complications, such as adhesive disease, intestinal passage disorder, entrapment. In addition to other factors affecting
the formation of an abdominal scar, traumatic surgical approaches are reviewed as predictors of herniation.

Material and methods. The results of treatment of 77 recipients after liver transplantation in the period 2018-2025 were
evaluated. Related living donor transplantation was performed in 5 and cadaveric one in 72 patients. J-shaped approach
was provided to 75 (97.4%) and “Mercedes” was used in 2 (2.59%) recipients.

Results. An incisional hernia of the abdominal wall complicated the late postoperative period in 38.9% of cases. Hernial
defect was diagnosed 0.5—7 years after transplantation, and in 50% of cases, the diagnosis of incisional hernia was made
within 6 to 12 months after surgery. The locus minoris resistentiae of the J-shaped access is the white line and angle of
the postoperative scar, where hernial defects appear more often.

Conclusion. One of the factors of herniation after liver transplantation is the multidirectional, relatively traumatic
J-approach, which implies the optimal methods for strengthening "weak" points or the use of other, mainly transverse

approaches.
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NMT — nHpekc maccbl Tena
HIMB — HWXHAS nonas BeHa

Tpaucnnanranua nedenu (TII) — BeicOKOTEX-
HOJIOTMYHBI ¥ 9acTO eQVMHCTBEHHBII MeTOJ pany-
KaJIbHOT'O JIeUeHUs IIallieHTOB C TepPMMHAJbHOM
cranueil 3aboseBannii neuenyu. CorJacHO perucTpy
Poccuiickoro TpaHCIJIaHTOJOTMYECKOr0 00IIecTna,
38 LIeHTPOB B CTpaHe e)KeroJHO BBINOJJIHAIT IOPAL -
ka 800 TII. 3a 10 jeT KosM4YeCcTBO MAIMEHTOB, IIepe-
gecimmx TII, yBesmmuniiocs B 2,6 pasa 1 cocTaBJIsgeT
5150 [1].

Ilocneonepannonnaa rpeixka (III') aBaaerca
YacTbIM OTAAJIEHHBIM OocJioskHeHmeM TII, cHu:kaet
Ka4eCcTBO SKV3HU U CO3JIaeT PUCK M3BECTHBIX OCIIOMK -
HeHuil. Berpewaemocts IIT' mocsie TpaHcIyaHTa-

M — nocneonepaunoHHas rpbbka
TM — TpaHcnnaHTauma neyexHu

OUM II€YEeHM JOCTOBEPHO HEM3BECTHA UM BapbUpPyeT
oT 5 1o 46%. Ha o6paszoBaHMe IPbIKM OKa3bIBAIOT
BJIMAHME MH(PEKIUA B paHe, peJjamnaporoMmusa [2].
Crnennduueckumu (akTopaMy, BIAUAOIMMU Ha
dopmMupoBaHne pydIla repenHell OPIONIIHOI CTEHKN
Yy TPaHCIJIAHTMPOBAHHBIX AlMEHTOB, CUUTAIOTCA!
acIuT ¢ IeKOoMIIpeccuell B aHaMHe3e, MIMMYHOCY-
Ipeccusi, HeCOOTBETCTBYE 00beMa IIedeHN LOHOpa
00beMy OPIOIIIHOI IIOJIOCTY penunuenTa [2—5].
IIpenukTopamu rpelxeobpa30BaHNA MOSKHO CUM-
TaTh JCIIOJIb30BaHME IIVMPOKMX, JOBOJBHO TPaBMa-
TUYHBIX HocTynoB (J-obpasusblii, "Mercedes") [3, 6].
IIporesmupoBaHne OPIOIIHOM CTEHKM MMILJIAHTOM
y HalMeHTOB, IOJYy4YaKIIUX MMMYHOCYIIPeCCuIo,
COIIPSAYKEHO C BBICOKMM PUCKOM JMH(PEKIVOHHBIX
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OCJIOJKHEHMII, HO BTOT MEeTOoJ HepeJKo ObIBaeT 0e3-
aJbTEPHATUBHBIM U B JUTepaType OIMCHIBAIOTCHA
YIIOBJIETBOPUTEJIbHBIE PE3YJIBTATHI IIPUMEHEHN
CeT4YaToro SHAOIPOTE3A KaK AJA IPOMUIaKTUKH,
Tak n nasa gedenusa 1T [3, 7].

enap. VI3yunTs BOBMOYKHBIE TPEAVKTOPDL Pa3BU-
TV TIOCJIEOIIEPAIMOHHBIX BEHTPAJILHBIX IPHIK I10CJIE
TPAHCIJIAHTAIIUN IeYEHIL

Marepuan 1 meToAbl

C 2018 mo 2025 rox B I'BY3 «lpryTrckaa
obJiacTHasA KJIMHMYECKas OOJIbHMUIA» ObIJIO BBIIOJI-
HeHo 120 TII. B ogHOIIEHTPOBOM PETPOCIEKTIBHOM
JCCJIEIOBAHNM C IIPOCIEKTUBHBIM HaOOPOM JaHHBIX
OBLIV OLlEHEHBI Pel3yJIbTaThbl 00CJIeqOBAHUA U OIle-
PaTUBHOIO JledeHNus: 77 peluINeHTOB II1e4eHOYHOTO
TPaHCILJIAHTATA.

Kpurepun Brimtouenna — oproronmdeckas TII
B oTAeJieHUM moprajsbHOi runepren3un JVIOKBE.
Kpurepnu HeBRJIIOUEHNA: CPOK HAOJIIOAEHUA TIOCTe
TpaHCIIAHTAM [IeYeH) MeHee 6 MecsAleB, BO3PacT
peLunreHTa MeHee 18 jieT, cMepTeJIbHBIN MCXOI.

Henmma 6ew10 50 (65%), Mmysmunu — 27 (35%).
Meanana Boapacra mammentTo — 50,0 (45,0;59,0)
Jet. ITokazaumamu k TII aBuinch: IMPPO3 B UCXO-
e BUPYCHBbIX renatutoB — 33 (42,8%) maumenra,
MepBUYHBIN Ouimapubil 1mppos — 10 (12,98%),
KpunroreHHbIi 1uppo3 — 10 (12,98%), askorosbHbIiL
unppo3 — 6 (7,79%), renaTone ITIOJIAPHBIN Pak — 6
(7,79%), mepPBUYHBIN CKJIEPO3UPYIOIINIA XOJAHTUT —
4 (5,19%), ayroummyHHbIA 11ppo3 — 4 (5,19%) u asb-
BEOKOKKO03 reuenu — 4 (5,19%).

Mepanana cymmbl 6a0110B 110 mkase Child—Pugh
Y KaHAMOATOB Ha TPAHCIJIAHTAIMIO IIeYeH) Oblia
pasHoit 8 (7;10), mo mkame MELD — 16 (11;17).
Mennana ypoBHA ajnbbyMuHa IJIa3Mbl KPOBU — 35
(31,2;39) r/o. Y 33 (42,85%) manmeHTOB ObLT aCIIAT,
sty (15,15%) 13 HUX BBIMOJHAJICH JeKOMIIPECCUOH-
HBII JIaIlapOI[EeHTES.

B crpykType commyTcTBYIOIIEN IaTOJIOTUY IIPe0d-
Jamasy 3aboJIeBaHUA CEPAEYHO-COCYAVCTO CcucTe-
Mbl — 27 (35%) u caxapusii guaber — 9 (11,6%).
Kypsammux 6bu10 16 (20,7%), [IUTeIbHO IPUHUMAK0-
X aJaxkorosb — 12 (15,5%). Ha MOMEHT BbIIOJIHEe-
HUA TpaHcmanranun nedenn 16 (20,8%) naumen-
TOB MMeJIN TPBIKY IIepefHell OPIOIIHOM CTEeHKM, U3
KOTOPBIX 12 (75%) — mynounsie u 4 (25%) — mocJieo-
IIepaliOHHbIe CPeIVHHbIE BEHTPaJIbHbIE (BOSHUKJIN
TII0CJIe paHHEe IIPOBEJIEHHBIX BMEIIATEeJILCTB Ha Opra-
HaX OPIOIIHOM IIOJIOCTY M3 AOCTyIa — CpeluHHAA
JanapoTOMUA).

Mennana nanexca maccel Tesia (MIMT) mo Tpanc-
manTaimm — 25,2 (23,08;29,32) kr/m% Y 30 (38,9%)
raneHToB VIMT cooTBeTCTBOBAJ HOPMAaJIbHBIM 3HA-
uenuaM. IIpenosxupenue 6bw10 y 27 (35%) perumnm-
eHTOB, oykupenne I crenenn — y 12 (15,58%), osxupe-
e II crenenn — y 2 (2,29%), oxupenne 111 creme-
uu — y 1 (1,29%). OJedurur maccol Tesa HabJIIOLaJIML
y 5 (6,49%) naumeHTOB.

Poxcreennasa TII Owiia BbimosaHesa 5 (6,5%)
maIMeHTaM, TpyHnHasA (BKJHOYasd 2 CIJIUT-TPaHC-
wrasTanum) — 72 (93,5%). J-o6pasHblit focTyI Ipu-
menusn B 75 (97,4%) HabmoOOeHNAX, TOCTYII TUIIA
"Mercedes" — B 2 (2,6%). Pesexiusa HUKHEN I0JI0M
Benbl (HIIB) Obuia npoeeena B 45 cayyanax (58,44%).
Bunmobunmapusit anacToMo3 ObLI CPOPMUPOBAH ¥
66 (85,71%) GOJIBHBIX, TEIIATUKOCIOHOAHACTOMO3 — ¥
11 (14,28%).

CxeMbl UMMYHOCYIIPECCUBHOI Tepanmun: 0HO-
rommoHeHTHas — 51 (66,3%) manueHT; ABYXKOMIIO-
wentHasg — 10 (12,9%), TpexkomnonenTHas — 16
(20,8%). OmHOKOMITIOHEHTHAsA — MHIUOUTOP KaJjblie-
HeBpVHA, IBYXKOMIIOHEHTHAA — MHTUOMTOP KaJiblle-
HeBpMHA + MMKO(PEHOJIOBAA KUCJIOTA, B TPEXKOMIIO-
HEHTHOJI cxeMe 00aBJIAJICA MUTHUIIIPETHI30JIOH.

Vlexona mn3 obpas3oBaHMA MHIMBMOHHBIX T'PBIK
nocsie TII manyeHTb! OBLIV pPa3eJieHbl Ha TPYII-
I[IbI; B [IEPBYI0 BRJIOYNIIN PEIUIIMEHTOB, Y KOTOPBIX
cropMUpPOBaJIaCh IOCJIE0ePAIIOHHA A BeHTpaJIbHAa A
IPBIKA, BO BTOpYyIo — 6e3 00pa3oBaHmsA IPBIK.

Krnaccudnuiimposanu BuIABIIeHHbIE NedeKTH B
coorBeTcTBUM ¢ SWR-classification (Chevrel J.P.,
Rath AM, 1999).

JonosHNTEeNbHO K OOIeNpU3HAHHON KJacCu-
puraIMy Iyid OeTaJbHOM JoKaau3auuy nedexTta
paszesnan KosKHBIN pyOer J-oOpasHoro gocryrma Ha
CEerMeHTBbI: BepTUKAJIbHBIN, OOKOBOIT 1 yroJ pybia
(MecTo mepexonia BEPTUKAJIBLHON JIAIIAPOTOMUU B
0OKOBYI0) (PUCYHOK).

%

3

2

PucyHok. Cxema nocneonepauuoHHOro pyéua nepegHem

GPIOLLIHON CTEHKU. 1— BepTUKAJILHBI CETMEeHT, 2 — G0KOBOL
CEerMeHT, 3 — yIoJI

Figure. Schematic layout of the postoperative scar of the
anterior abdominal wall. 1, the vertical segment; 2, the
lateral segment; 3, the angle
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B obsaacti yraa rperky 6 y 18 (62,1%) namm-
€HTOB, BepTMKaJbHOro cermenta — y 9 (31,1%), 6oko-
Boro — y 2 (6,8%).

CraTucTuueckuil aHaJ M3 JTaHHBIX OBLI IIPO-
BeJleH C IIOMOIIbIO makeTa mporpamm Statistica
10.0 for Windows. Onpenenany TUII JaHHBIX C
ucnosb3oBanueM Kputepusa lanupo—Yuaka uan
Koamoropoa—CmupHoBa. Bo Bcex mccieoBaHHBIX
BbIOOpKaxX pacIpenelieHVe OTJIMYAJOCh OT HOp-
maJibHOro. HenmpepbIBHBIE KOJIMUECTBEHHBIE NTaH-
Hble IPeJCTAaBJIEHbl B BIJe MEAVAHbI C HIUKHUM U
BEPXHUM KBapTUIAMMU (25-71 u 7H-71 TPOIIEHTIIIN).
OmnpenesnieHue CTAaTUCTUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTM pa3-
Juunii (p) B CpaBHMBAEMbIX BBIODOPKAX IIPOBOINIIN
o kpureputo Maunna—Yutun (U). Kateropmuanbanie
JlaHHbIE [IPEeICTABJIEHBI B BUE YMCJIa HAOJIIOIe T 1
4acTOThI B r1porieHTax. Craructuiyeckasd 3HAUMMOCTD
pas3auunii onpejeseHa ¢ UCIOoJIb30BaHEM KPUTEPU-
eB ITupcona (y*) u Tounoro Kpurepus Puiepa A
YeThIPEXIOJIbHON Tabsuisl. KopperanumoHHbIii aHa-
JIM3 TIPOBOIAJIY C IIPYIMEHEeHNeM HellapaMeTPIUIecKo-
ro koadpdurnentra Crmmpmena (Rs). 1A BbIABIeHUA

IIPUYMHHO-CJIEACTBEHHBIX OTHOIIEHNII MICIIOJIb30Ba -
JIVI MHOTO(DAaKTOPHBIN HEJIVMHEHBIN (JOTMCTIYecKasd
perpeccus 1 (PUKCUPOBaHHAA HeJMHENHaA perpec-
cusA) aHa 3. Pas3nnumsa cumTaay CTaTUCTUYECKHU
3"aunMbIMK I1pu p<0,05.

Pe3ynbrarnl

ITocneonepanyonnbie IPhIKYU CPOPMUPOBAINCH
y 30 (38,9%) marmenToB nocse TII. Meanana cpoka
BBIABJIEHUA T'PBIXKEBOro nedekTa cocraBmuia 12
(6;24) mecaues. B Teuenne nepsoro roga mnocse TII
rpoika ycranossgeHa y 16 (53,3%) nammueHToB, Ha
BTopoM — y 8 (26,6%), Ha Tpetbem — y 5 (16,6%), Ha
gerBeprom — y 1 (3,5%).

Cpenuunbix rpbik (M) 66110 26 (86,6%), 60KOBBIX
(L) — 3 (10%) n coueranue GOKOBOM U CpeIUHHOI
(M, L) — 1 (3,4%). Pasmep rpbLKeBBIX BOPOT: 110 5
cm (W1) — 13 (43,33%) mabmrogenuit, ot 5 1o 10 cm
(W2)—7(23,33%), cbimte 10 cm (W3) — 10 (33,34%).

Jl1a ompeneJieHNsa BO3MOXKHBIX IIPEIVKTOPOB
obpazoBanua III' omeHuaM mnepuolIepanyioHHbIE
XapaKTePUCTUKY PeIMINeHTOB (Tadur. 1—3).

Ta6nuua 1. [laHHble NaLMeHTOB NepPBOM U BTOPOW FPynn [0 TpaHCMAaHTauum
Table 1. Comprehensive data of patients from the first and second groups before transplantation

MapameTpbl
Bogpacr, net
My>4uHbl, n (%)
XKeHLwmHbl, n (%)

Mon

Linppo3a neyeHw, BbI3BaHHbIN BUPYCHbIMW renatutamu, n (%)

[enatouenntonsapHbIv pak, n (%)
ANKOronbHbIV LMPPO3 neyeHn, n (%)

[MepBuYHbIV GUMapHbIN LMPPO3, N (%
[MokasaHwue k onepauumn P P H1pp (%)

[MepBrYHBI CKNEpO3VPYOLLMIA XONaHruT, n (%)

KpunToreHHbIvi LMppo3 nevexu, n (%)
AyTOMMMYHHbIV LMPPO3 neyenu, n (%)
AnbBEOKOKKO3 neyeHu, n (%)

LLikana Child—Pugh, 6annsl

LLikana MELD, 6annbl

KoHueHTpaums anb6yMmrHa KpoBw, r/n

Acunt
MHpekc maccbl Tena

Kypenuve
Ankoronb
CaxapHbivi gnadet

JNlanapoTtomus

MepBasi rpynna Bropas rpynna

(n=30) (n=47) p

53 (47:58) 48,5 (44;59) 0,20

13 (43,4%) 14 (29,3%) 022
17 (56,6%) 33 (70,2%) ’

12 (40%) 21 (44,7%) 0,68

3 (10%) 3 (6,4%) 0,56

1 (3,4%) 5 (10,6%) 0,24

5 (16,6%) 5 (10,6%) 0,44

1 (3,4%) 3 (6,4%) 0,55

5 (16,6%) 5 (10,6%) 0,44

1 (3,4%) 3 (6,4%) 0,55

2 (6,6%) 2 (4,3%) 0,64

8 (7;9) 9 (7:10) 0,39

16 (11;16) 16 (11;19) 0,59

35 (32;39) 35 (30;39) 0,54

aa, n (%) 11 (36,7%) 22 (46,8%) 038
HeT, n (%) 19 (63,3%) 25 (53,2%) ’

25,7 (23,3;31,4) 24,4 (23,03;27,04) 0,13

na, n (%) 4 (13,4%) 12 (25,5%) 019
HeT, n (%) 26 (86,6%) 35 (74,5%) ’

aa, n (%) 3 (10%) 9 (19,2%) 028
HeT, n (%) 27 (90%) 38 (80,8%) ’

aa, n (%) 3 (10%) 6 (12,8%) 071
HeT, n (%) 27 (90%) 41 (87,2%) ’

nepsuyHas, n (%) 3 (10%) 6 (12,8%) 071
nosTopHas, n (%) 27 (90%) 41 (87,2%) ’
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Ta6nuua 2. MHTpaonepaunoHHble Noka3aTenn B NepBOWM U BTOPOM rpynnax
Table 2. Intraoperative data in the first and second groups of patients

MNoka3aTtennb
J-06pasHbiit, N (%)
Tuna "Mercedes", n (%)
OnutenbHOCTb onepauum, MyH
XonopoBas nemus, MUH
Tennosas nwemusi, MUH
O6bemM KpoBOMOTEPU, M1
O6bem acumta, Mn
O6BbemM penHdy3uu, mn
O6BEeM TpaHCHy3UN 3PUTPOLIUTAPHON MaccChl, M

Ooctyn

BapwvaHT kaBanbHon
PEKOHCTPYKLMU

C pe3eKumen HXKHEN Nonon BeHbl, N (%)
Be3 pesekunmn HKHEW Nonow BeHbl, n (%)

Ta6nuua 3. MNoka3aTenu NaunMeHTOB NepBOW U BTOPONM rpynn nocne TpaHCMaHTauum nevyeHu
Table 3. Data of the patients from the first and second groups after liver transplantation

MapameTp

O6beM OTAENSEMOrO MO OpeHaXxaM Ha 1-e CYTKM nocne onepauuun, min

leMorno6uH Ha 1-e cyTKu nocne onepaumu, r/n

Cxema MmMMyHocynpeccum

OOHOKOMMOHEHTHas, N (%)
[ByXKOMMNOHEHTHas, n (%)
TpexkomnoHeHTHas, n (%)

Knacc ocnoxHeHui no Clavien-Dindo

I, n (%)
I, n (%)

A, n (%)
B, n (%)
IV, n (%)
MA-IV, n (%)

OcnoXxHeHusi

Penanapotomus, n (%)

Jlanapockonus, n (%)

CTeHTUpOBaHWNe CTPUKTYPbI GUIMAPHOro aHacToMo3a, n (%)
CTeHT1poBaHWe apTepuasibHOro aHacTomo3sa, n (%)
HarHoeHve nocneonepaumoHHol paHbl, n (%)

lemaToma nepepgHer 6PIOLLHON CTEHKU, N (%)

Cepoma nepepHew 6proLLHON CTEHKM, N (%)

VI3 Tabis. 1 BUAHO, YTO 3HAYMMBIX Pas3JIMYNIA II0
IIpeoIIePalIOHHBIM [I0Ka3aTeJAM B CPaBHIBAEMbBIX
IPYNIIaxX He BBISABJEHO.

CorJiacHO faHHBIM TabJI. 2 IINTEJIbHOCTD TEII0-
BOJI MIIeMny 1 00'beM KPOBOIIOTEPY B IIEPBOII I'PyIIIIe
ObLIM CTATMCTUYECK) 3HAYMMO BBIIIE, Y€M BO BTO-
poit (p<0,05). ¥ mammenToB ¢ coxpanennem HIIB
rpeka obpasoBasack B 53,1% nabitonenuii, a mocJie
ee peserkiyu — B 28,8% (p=0,031).

T'peoxra copmupoBasacs y 10 nmammeHToB U3
33 (30,3%) c acuurom mo onepauun u 'y 20 us 44

MepBas rpynna (n=30) Btopas rpynna (n=47) p
29 (96,6%) 46(97,8%) 074
1(3,4%) 1(2,2%) ’
330 (290;370) 310 (270;360) 0,25
165 (145;191) 177 (150;230) 0,23
40 (30;45) 34 (25;39) 0,004
1000 (800;1500) 800 (500;1500) 0,034
100 (50;500) 100 (50;100) 0,77
682 (330;920) 479 (300;702) 0,24
630 (310;1720) 880 (560;1210) 0,59
13 (43,4%) 32 (68,1%) 0,031
17(56,6%) 15 (31,9%)
MepBas rpynna Bropas rpynna

(n=30) (n=47) P

400 (250;700) 375 (200;850) 0,99

95,5 (89;107) 97 (86;110) 0,97

19 (63,3%) 32 (68,1%) 0,66

5 (36,7%) 5(10,6%) 0,44

6 (20%) 10 (21,3%) 0,89
0 0 —

1(3,3%) 2 (4,2%) 0,55

5 (16,6%) 3 (6,4%) 0,27

5 (16,6%) 5(10,6%) 0,44

2 (6,6%) 0 0,20

12 (40%) 8 (17,02%) 0,024

4 (13,3%) 3 (6,4%) 0,30

2 (6,6%) 1(2,1%) 0,64

1(3,3%) 1(2,1%) 0,74

1(3,3%) 0 0,20

3 (6,6%) 0 (0%) 0,027

0 (0%) 2 (4,2%) 0,25

1(3,3%) 1(2,1%) 0,74

(45,4%) 6e3 uero (p=0,089). Vicreuenne acrurude-
CKOJI *KMIKOCTM depe3 KOKHbIe IIIBbI HAOJII0/1aJI0Ch
y 42 (54,5%) onepupoBaHHbIX. [locseonepanonHass
rpeika obpazoBajsack y 16 us mux (38,1%) u y 14
n3 35 (40%) ¢ repMETUYHBIM II0CJIEOIEPAIMOHHBIM
urBoM (p=0,074).

CoruracHo TabJ. 3, B mepBbIe CYTKMU ITOCJIE OIIepa-
LY YPOBEHb reMOTJIOOMHA M KOJIMYIECTBO OTHeJde-
MOTO II0 JIpeHaskaM 13 OPIOIIHOI ITIOJIOCTY B IIEPBOIL 1
BTOPOJI TPyNIIax 3Ha4YMMO He pasyndasmucs (p>0,95).
Co BTOpPBIX CYTOK CTATMCTUYECK) 3HAYUMMBIX pas-
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JVUMI TI0 NaHHBIM IIOKa3aTeJssaM TakKsKe He ObLIO
BbIABJIEHO (p>0,05). SHAUMMBIX Pa3JIMUMIl B CXEMAX
MMMYHOCYIIpeCCUM B II€PBOI M BTOPOI Ipymnax
Takxke He ObL10 (p>0,05).

TTocneonepalioHHbIE OCJIOYKHEHNUA YCTaHOBUIIN
B 23 (29,9%) nabmonenusx, 20 (86,9%) us KOTOPBIX
coorBercTBOBaJIM KJjaccy IIla-IV Clavien-Dindo.
Tak, ocsiosxuennii kyacca 11la 6s110 8 (34,8%) coryga-
€B: 2 CTPUKTYPHI OMIMapHOTo aHACTOMO3a, 1 cTeHO3
apTepraJIbHOTO aHACTOMO3a, 2 CEepPOMEBI IIepeaHelt
OPIOLIHOV CTeHKM, 2 reMaTOMbI IlepeiHeli OPIOIIHOM
CTEHKM ¥ 1 HarHoeHMe IIOCJIeOIIEePAIMOHHON PaHBbL
Ocaosxuennii kimacca IIIb BeisaBuim y 10 (43,8%)
MAIIEHTOB: 5 BHYTPUOPIOIIHBIX KPOBOTedeHM, 1
HECOCTOATEJIbHOCTD OMJIapPHOTO aHACTOMO3a, 3 YKeJI-
JeyctedyeHusa u 1 dpyiermoHa mnepenHei OPIONIHOM
crenkn. Ocyosxuennii IV kmnacca Habionann y AByx
(8,7%) maueHTOB: y OAHOrO pas3BMJIACH JUCHYHK-
YA ITeYeHOYHOT0 TPAHCILIAHTATa Ha (POHE IT03THETO
TpomMb03a IeUYeHOYHON apTepul, ¥ IPYyroro — oCTpoe
IIOYeYHOe IMOBPeXKJeHMe B paHHeM II0cJeolepaly-
oHHOM Iepuoge. IlocyeonepalMOHHbIE OCJIOMKHE-
mua IITa-IV ksacca mpeobnagany y HaIeHTOB C
VHIM3MOHHbIMK TpblKamu (12 (40%)) B cpaBHEeHUM
¢ 6osabHBIMI Ge3 Hux (8 (17%)) (p=0,027).

Pesmanaporomns Obuia Beimosnesa 7 (9,1%)
amyeHTaM, 10 [IOBOAY IIOCJIEOIEePAIIOHHOIO KPO-
Boreuennusa — 5 (6,4%), sxemuencreverus — 1 (1,2%),
HapylIeHnA (PYHKIUM OMIMapPHOTO aHACTOMO3a —
1 (1,2%). CanaiMoHHas JAMapPOCKONNUSA 10 TOBOLY
JKeJIYeNICTeYeH)A [I0CJIe YAaJIeHNUA OMIIMapHOTO Ipe-
HasKa ObLia nposegeHa 3 6osbabIM (3,9%). Passrani
B HAaCTOTe pejalapoTOMMII ¥ CAHAIMOHHBIX Jalla-
pocKommit B IIepBOIi M BTOPON Ipynnax He ObLIO
(p>0,05). MecTHBIE OCJIOKHEHNA OBLIM BbIABJIEHBI B
7 (9,1%) nabmronennsax: cepombl — 2 (28,5%), remaTo-
MBI MATKMX TKaHel nmepegHelt OPIOITHOM CTeHKM — 2
(28,5%) n HarHOEHMS IOCJIEOIIEPAIMOHHONM PaHbl — 3
(43%). TlociemHuUii IIOKa3aTeJb OKa3aJiCA 3HAYMMO
BBIIIIE B IIEPBOII I'PyIIIe, YeM Bo BTopoi (p=0,027).

00Gcy:xaeHune

Tpeixku mocye TII B Hammx HaOIIOIEHMAX
obpazoBaJjuch B 38,9%, 4To B ABa pas3a IpEBbIIIAET
STOT IIOKA3aTeJb II0cje ODIIeXMPYypPTrUIecKUX oIre-
paumii Ha 6promHoi mosioctu [8, 9] IIpm atom 50%
I'PBIXK Pa3BIMJIVICH B IIEPBBIN I'OJ, OCTAJBbHbIE ObLIN
BBIABJIEHBI B TedeHNE CJeAYIOIINX 4YeTbIpeX JeT.
CrnenoBatesnbHo, 1/3 manmenTtos nocie TII vysxaa-
eTCsA B IIOBTOPHBIX OIlePalyAX B OTJaJIEHHOM IIepIo-
ze. ITocToAHHAA MMMYHOCYIIPECCHUSA IIOBBIIIIAET PUCK

IIOCJIEOTIEPALIVIOHHBIX OCJIOXKHEHNII IT0CIIe XMPYPT-
YeCKOro BMelaTegbcTaa [4, 10].

Cpean M3ydeHHBIX JOOIEPAIMOHHBIX II0Ka3a-
Tejieit — VIMT, TsaKecTb MeYeHOYHO HeJJ0CTaTOYHO-
CTM, aCILIAT, COILYyTCTBYIOIIA S IIATOJIOTUA, JIaNapoTo-
MMA B aHAMHe3e, YPOBEHb aJbOyMMHA U IIpo4yne —
IIPEIVKTOPHBIX (PAKTOPOB I'PhIKE00pa30BaHNsA He
Obw10 BhIABJEeHO (cM. Taba. 1.). E. Piazzese et al,
N. Garmpis et al., J.V.V. Ferri et al. ycranoBuan
CBA3b MEXKIY ABYCTOPOHHUM HOAPeOEePHBIM JOCTY-
IIOM C BEPTUKAJbHBIM paCIIVPEHMEM, MY>KCKUM
osiom, VIMT>35, MELD>22, nMMyHOCYIIPEeCCUBHO
Tepamnmeil ¢ UCIIOJIb30BAHMEM CTEPONOB, CAXaPHBIM
nrabeToM 1 pasBUTHUEM II0CJIEOIIEPAIIIOHHON TPBIXKI
[6, 12, 13].

Y naimenToB ¢ ocyoxkHeHuamu [1Ia—IV kjaccos
no Clavien—Dindo rpepxm BCcTpedasnch dHallle.
3aKOHOMEPHO, II0CJIEOIIePAIVIOHHbIE I'PBIKY Pa3BlU-
BaJIUCh IIOCJIe IIePeHeCeHHOl paHeBOV MHQEeKIUU
4alile, 9TO TaKyKe HaOJI0aeTca ¥ IpU JPYTIUX BUAAX
BMeIIaTeJbCTB Ha OpIONTHOI rmostocTy [13, 14].

H. Maki et al. oTHOCAT TOBTOPHBIE BMeIIaTEIb-
cTBa (peJyamnapoToMusA, pesanapocKonusa) K dar-
TOpaM PUCKA HECOCTOATEJBHOCTM PyOIIOB Iepes-
Heli Opro1Hoi cTenku [14]. B Hammx HabMIOAeHMAX
IO00HO 3aBMICHMOCTHU He ObIJIO.

B craTbe MBI cpaBHMIM (DaKTOPBI pUCKa 06paszo-
BaHMA II0CJIEOIIEPAIVIOHHBIX I'PBIXK B KOTOPTE Maly-
eHTOB, ItepeHecnx TII, mpy 9TOM 1A TaJIbHEIIIEr0
o0CysKIeHNs 9TOoV IPOobJIeMbl Hy KHa IPYIIIIa KIVHN-
YEeCKOT0 CPaBHEHMS — JIAIIaPOTOMUM 110 IIOBOLY IPY-
IMX Npu4MH. JacToe pa3BUTHE MHIM3VOHHBIX IPBIXK
riocsie TII BepOATHO CBA3AHO C MCXOAHBIM CTATYCOM
peunnmenTos [7, 11, 12].

MpbI He BBIABMIIM YETKUX IIPEIUKTOPOB Pa3BUTIA
IIT cpenu naimmenTos nociie TII, HO MOKHO TIPEAIIO-
JIOKWUTB, YTO OTHVIM 13 3HAUMMBIX (DAKTOPOB ABJIAET-
ca dopma paspesa AyA POPMUPOBAHUA IOCTYIIA.
T'peisxn B G0KOBOM ero cermMeHTe 00Pa30BBIBAJICE B
13 pa3s pesxe (6,8%), uem B BepTuraiabaoMm (31,1%) u
B yruy paHsl (62,1%). Mepamu npopmIakTUKY MOTYT
OBITH JIOIIOJIHMUTEJIbHOE YKpeIllJeHue 0esioi JIMHUNI
JKMBOTA U yIJa, Jub0 OTKa3 OT CPeAVHHOTO KOMIIO-
HEHTa U UCIIOJIb30BaHMe JOCTYIIOB ¢ IIpeobJiajaHyeM
IIOIIePEeYHOr0 HaIllpaBJeHUA. B MoJib3y 3TOTO TOBO-
par uccaenosanua M. Donataccio et al., a Takske
J.V.V. Ferri et al, KoTOpble CYUTAIOT CJIIOKHYIO KOH-
durypaimio JocTymna, MMEeIIIero pa3HoHAIIPaBJIeH-
HOe pacTsAMKeHNe C MAKCUMaJIbHBIM HaIIPAKEeHNEM B
objacTty yria, OpeauKTOpaMy IpblKeo0pa30BaHMIA
[6, 15]. VIzBecTHBI pabOTEI, IAe AOKA3aHbI IIPEUMY-
I1ecTBa IIOIIepedyHbIX JOCTYIIOB HaJ IIPOAOJIbHBIMI
[16, 17].

TPRHCNNAHTONOIKA 2'2026 Tom 18

TRANSPLANTOLOGIYR 2'2026 vol. 18
The Russian Journal of Transplantation



ARTVANDBHLIE BONPOCHI TPAHCNNAHTONOTHH

ACTUAL ISSUES OF TRANSPLANTOLOGY

1. VIHnum3MoHHbIE TPBIKM IIOCJIE TPAHCILJIaHTa-
UM edYeHu ObLIM BbIABJIEHbI ¥ 39,8% mnaimeHTos,
IpUYEM B IIOJIOBUHE HAOJIIOIEHNII B TEYUEHNE IIEPBOTO

roza.

nocJieonepanyonsoro pyb6ia (93,2%) (locus minoris

BbiBoAbI resistentiae).

3. HacroTa pa3BUTUA II0CJIEONEPAIVOHHBIX

ocyosxkHeHu Kiacca [Ila-IV Clavien-Dindo n pane-
BOI1 MH(eKUM Ipeodiagalia y NalieHTOB ¢ II0CIe0-
IIePalVIOHHBIMI IPBIXKaMV B CPaBHEHNY C DOJIbHBIMI

6e3 Hux (p=0,024 u p=0,027 cOOTBETCTBEHHO)

2. ITocye J-00pas3HOro HOCTyIIa TPBIXKEBOI Te(peKT
obpasyeTcs Jalle B BEPTUKAJIbHOM CETMEHTE U YIJIy
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