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Peszrome. Tpancnaanmayus mneueHu C PACNPOCMPAHEHHBLM CMEAMO30M UPesama msaHesol MNeweHowHOU
He0OCMAMOYHOCDBIO U BbICOKOU JAemaabhocmblo. M3yuena poav axcnpecc-6uoncuu 8 000MepayuorHolL OyeHKe
NeYeHOUH020 MPAHCNAAHMAMA.

Marepnas u meToasl. Viccaedosarue ocHO8aHO HA pe3yavmamax 341 opmomonuueckot mpaHCNAGHMAYUU NeweHU
(OT1I). Iayuenmut 6vtau pacnpedesensvl Ha 08e 2pynnsl: nepsas epynna — 163 peyunuenma, y KOmopwvLr 6biAA 8bINOAHEHA
aKcnpecc-buoncus newenu; emopas pynna (cpasHerus) — 178 OGOALHBIL, Y KOMOPHLL CPOUHOE 2UCMON02UUECKOe
uccaedosarue ve npogoduau. Kpumepuem omxaza om mpancnaaumama 6viau maxpocmeamos 6oaee 50% napenxumsvl
mpancnaawmama, 2pybovie CMmpyKmyprovle udmeHeHUus neveru U Haiuiue MACCUBHBLL HeKPO308.

Pesyaprater. Yacmoma msicenozo uuemuieckozo penepPysuonnozo nogpexcdenus (VPII), nepsuunoti masicerol
QUCPHYHKUUU MPAHCTIAAHMAMA U NEePEULHDBIL HeYHKUYUOHUPYIOW UL MPAHCIAACHMAM 68 NePBOlL 2pYNnne 6CMPeraiucs
CMAMUCTIUYLECKU 3HAYUMO Pedice, uem 8 zpynne cpasHerus. Cmamucmuyecku 3HAYUMBLL PA3AULUU 8 2PYNNAX NO
npodoadcumesbHoCmu xoa00080U UULLMUU MPAHCIAAGHMAMA He 8bLABAEHO.

BriBogbI: cpounoe 2ucmoso2uueckoe uccaedosgarue mno3goasem npedomsepamumsd B03HUKHOBEHUE MAKUL
scusneyzpodxcarowuxr ocaoxcnenutt OTII, wxax masxcence VIPII u mepsuuno HePYHKYUOHUPYIOWUL UAU NAOLO
PYHKYUOHUPYIOW UL MPAHCNAAHMAM.

KuroueBsble ciioBa: TpaHCILIAHTAIWA [IeYeH), perepdy31oHHOe IOBPEXKIEHNE, KIPOBOI cTeaTos3, (DYHKIWA TPaHC-
[JIaHTaTa.
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Abstract. Using a steatotic graft in liver transplantation (LT) can lead to a poor function and high mortality. The
role of the rapid liver graft biopsy processing was studied. The liver grafts of potential donors were assessed for hepatic
steatosis.

Material and methods. The study included 341 cases of cadaveric donor liver transplantations. Patients were divided
in two groups: the study group where the rapid graft biopsy processing was performed (n=163) and the comparison
group (n=178) without biopsy processing. Livers with macrosteatosis of over 50% of graft parenchyma or with severe
necrosis and structural damage were discarded.

Results. The rates of ischemic reperfusion injury (IRI), initial poor graft function (IPGF), and primary graft non-
function (PNF) were significantly lower in the study group. There were no significant differences between two groups
in cold ischemia time.

Conclusion: rapid histological examination provides a useful tool to avoid life threatening LT complications such as
severe IRI, IPGF, and PNF.

Keywords: liver transplantation, repefusion injury, steatosis, graft function.
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TpaHcIIaHTAINA ITEYEHY — €IMHCTBEHHBI MeTO
PaIMKaJIbHOTO JIedeH!A DOJIbHBIX C TEPMUHAJLHBIMMI
cranuamMu I @ys3HBIX U PALA 09aroBbIX 3a0oJseBa-
HUI TedeHn. HecMoTpsa Ha 094eBUIHBIN POCT KOJIMde-
CTBa €KEroJHO BBINIOJIHAEMBIX OIepaluii, morped-
HOocTM Jlmcra oskmpmaHmusa peasmayloTcsa He OoJsee
4yeM Ha onHy TpeTb. OcTpeimuii neduunT JOHOP-
CKIX OpPraHOB MHMIIMMPOBAJI IIOVICKM HOBBIX pellle-
HUI IPOo0JIEMBbI OPTaHHOIO JOHOPCTBA. B HacToAlee
BpeMs JJOHOPCKMIA IIyJI MOXKeT OBITh CYyIIleCTBEHHO
yBeJMYeH 3a CYeT TpaHCIUIAaHTAIMu (pparMeHTa
IIeYeHy, HAIIpUMep, IPY POACTBEHHOM JOHOPCTBE
Uy canuT-TpaHcnantanyy. ONHAKO B IIPAKTUKe
TPAHCIIJIAHTOJOTUY OoJiee BEPOATEH U Hallle OCy-
IeCTBUM JPYTroM IIyTb — JMCIIOJIb30BaHME OPraHOB
OT JOHOPOB C TaK Ha3blBa€MBbIMIM PACIIMPEHHbIMU
KpuTepuaMu. Bmecte ¢ TeM M3BECTHO, UTO Iepe-
caZiKka OPraHOB OT JOHOPOB C PaCIIMPEHHBIMM KPU-
TEPUAMY COIPOBOYKIAETCS IIOBBIIIEHHBIM PUCKOM
OCJIO>KHEHMI, BILIOTh J0 IIOJHOTO OTCYTCTBUA (PYHK-
nuu TpaHciiantarta [1—4) OpHuM n3 BasKHeENIINX
haKTOPOB, OIPENeSAIINX TEPBUYHYIO (DYHKIINIO
TpaHCIJIAHTATA IIeYeH!, ABJIAETCA BBIPAYKEHHOCTH
ee sKkupoBoit nuctpodgpun [5, 6]. IIpennosxkeHHbIE
NPMHIMIIBI BU3yaJbHOM OLIEHKM OpraHa CcJenyeT
OTHECTH K CyO'bEKTVBHBIM METO/IaM, UTO B CBOIO OYe-
penb MOXKeT IIPMBECTH KaK K IMIIePANArHOCTUKE, TaK
U K HeJOCTaTOYHOV KPUTUIECKOI! OlleHKe opraHa [7].
VIubIMUI coioBaMM, MeTOJ, BUBYAJIbHOM OLIEHKU B pAje
CJIy4aeB MOJKET KaK CII0COOCTBOBATH HEODOCHOBaH-
HOMY OTKa3y OT U3BbATUA JOHOPCKON IeUeHM, TaK
Y TIOZIBEPTaTh KOJIOCCAJIBHOMY PUCKY $KM3Hb Pel-
IMEeHTa B ciydae OmMOOYHON TPAKTOBKM KadecTBa
TPaHCIJIaHTaTa.

Ilens JaHHOrO MCCIENOBAHUS: M3YUYUTb POJIb
CPOYHOI'0 MOP(OJOTUYUECKOI'0 aHaJJM3a B OIleHKe
KadecTBa IIeUeHl, IJIAaHNPYeMOoii K Ilepecaike.

Marepuas u MeToabl. VlccienoBaHnue OCHOBaHO
Ha PETPOCIEKTVBHOM aHAJIM3e Pe3yJbTaTOB OPTO-
TONIMYECKO} TPAHCIJIAHTAILIMM TPYIHON IeYeHMN,
BBIIIOJIHEHHOV ¥ 341 0OJBHOrO B IIepMOJ C HOAOPA
2000 r. mo mexabpb 2015 r. BosbHbIE OBLIN pacIpene-
JIeHbI Ha JIB€ I'PYIIILI OTHOCUTEJIBHO METO/IA OILE€HKN
KadecTBa IIOTEHIMAJbHOTO JJOHOPCKOTO OpraHa.

IlepByto rpynmny GosabHbIX (N=178, nun 52,2%)
COCTaBMJIM PEelUIIMEeHThI, OIIePUPOBAaHHbIE B II€PV-
oz ¢ 2000 r. o oxTaAOpb 2011 I., ¥y KOTOPBIX OLIEHKY
JIOHOPCKOJI IIeYeHM OCYIIECTBJIAN II0 COBOKYIIHO-
CTU pe3yJbTaTOB O00BEKTUBHBIX (OOILIEeKJIMHUYE-
CKMX, J1aD0OPaTOPHBIX, MHCTPYMEHTAJbHBIX) METO-
IoB o0cjenoBaHMA M JAHHBIX BU3YaJIbHON OIleHKMU
IIOTEHIVAJILHOTO JIOHOPCKOTO OPTaHa.

Bropyo rpynny 60JIbHBIX COCTABUJINM IAllVIeH-
1ol (n=163, nin 47,8%), onmepupoBaHHbIE B IEPUOL
c oxkTabpa 2011 r. mo mexabpp 2015 r., y KOTOPBIX
IIOMMMO YKa3aHHBIX METOZIOB B OIleHKe JOHOPCKOII
IIeYeHN VICIIOJIB30BaJIM CPOYHOE MOPOJOrIIecKoe
JICCcIIeJOBaHME TPAHCILJIAHTATa.

Buornicuto BemostHAMM 10 Havasa X0JI040BO ITep-
ysun, bmonraT mosydasiu yTeM MuccedeHus par-
MeHTa TkaHu u3 III cermenTa neuenn. IlonyueHHBIN
obpasel] IIe4eHOYHO TKAaHM TOTYAC IOTPYKaJy B
10% pacTtBop popmasinHa, IIOCTE YEro OTIIPaBJIIA-
JJYI Ha CpPOYHOE TUCTOJIOTUYECKOe JCCJIelOBaHUeE.
OxpacKy mperapaToB IIPOBOAVIIV TeMaTOKCUJIVH-
D03VHOBBIM METOJOM C JICIIOJIb30BAaHMEM I'eMaTOK-
cunuHa ['appuca [ CPOYHOIO TMCTOJIOIMYECKOTO
nuccyenosanusa (Bio-Optika, VTanmus), 4To mo3Bosmiio
COKPaTUTh BPEMdA ero NposeeHud. JI1a BeIABIEeHNA
JIMIINIOB IPUMEHANN KPacuTeJIb KUPOBO KPaCHBIN
(Bio-Optika, Jranua) ¢ ucrosb3oBaHMeM CTaHIap-
TU3UPOBAHHOI METOAVKN OKPAIINBAHYA. X0JI0LOBYIO
epy3uio TPaAHCIIJIAHTATa OCYIIECTBJIANN TOJIBKO
TI0CJIe TIOJIYYEeHMA TUCTOJIOTMYECKOr0 3aKII0YeHNA.

OCHOBHBIMN ITapaMeTpaMM, aHAJU3UPYEeMbI-
MU TIPpU MOPQOJIOTUYECKOM MCCJIEeNOBAHUM, OBLIN
COXPaHHOCTD TMICTOAPXUTEKTOHMKY [TIeUeHY, HaJIdne
WUJIV OTCYTCTBIE IPYOBIX CTPYKTYPHBIX M3MEHEHNA,
HaJIM4Me MJIM OTCYTCTBIUE MEJKO- U KPYITHOKAIeJJIb-
HOTO CTeaTo3a M ero pacIpOoCTPaHEHHOCTb OTHOCHU-
TEeJIBHO ILJIOLIaAy 0MOITaTa B IPOLIEHTHOM BBIpa-
SKEHUL.

Kpurepuammu orxkaza oT ZOHOPCKOrO OpraHa
ABJIAJNNCH I'PyOble HapPYIIEHUA apPXUTEKTOHUKN
nedyeHn un (M) KPyMHOKAIIEJbHAA *KMUPOBAA IUC-
Tpocpus cBoitre 50% MmapeHXUMbI TPAHCIIJIAHTATA,
BBIABJIEHHBIE NIPU dKcrnpecc-6moncun. IIpu oreyT-
CTBUM TPYOBIX MOPOJIOTNYECKUX U3MEHEHNI JOIIy -
CTMIMOJ CTEIleHbIO »KVMPOBOI JUCTPOMUM CUUTAIN
KPYIHOKaIleJbHbII CTEaT03 PaclIpOCTPAaHEHHOCTbHIO
110 50% mapeHXMMbI TPAHCIIJIAHTATA.

B nocsieoneparioHHOM nepnosie Ka4ecTBO TPaHC-
IIJJAHTATa OILIEHMBAJY I10 (DYHKIVIOHAJBHOM COCTOS-
TeabHOCTU NeueHM 1 crenenu VIPIL Tawkects VIPIL
KJIaCCUMUIMPOBAJII B COOTBETCTBUY C YPOBHEM hep-
MEHTEeMI, [IMKM KOTOPOI PErMCTPIPOBAJICH B Teue-
HIe IIePBOJ IocJieonepanioHHo Henemn. Ilogbsem
aKTUBHOCTI aJaHMHaMuHOTpaHcdepassl (AJIT)
meHee 1000 En/n paccmarpusainu kak VIPII serkoit
crenenn Tsaxecty, oT 1000 mo 2500 Ex /o — cpenneit
crenenn. ITorkazarenn AJIT, nmpeBrlaromiye ypoBeHb
2500 EJI /a1, oTHOCM M K Tsskesomy VIPIL

CraTuctudyecknuii aHaJM3 OCYLIECTBJAJJU C
JCcTIoJIb30BaHMeM nakera Statistica 10.0 ¢ mpumene-
HIIEM METOJIOB OIMCATEJbHONM CTATUCTUKI, KPUTEPU-
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eB — y* u t-xpurepusa Croroonenta. CTaTucTudecKkn
BHAYMMBIMM cuyTasm passaraus npu p < 0,05.

Pe3ynbratbl

Boapact noropoB BapeupoBaJga otr 18 no 69 Jser,
cpenHue rokasaTtesy coctaBuin 39,7 = 11,5 roga.
B 77 mabmogennsax (22,8%) uz 341 (100%) moHOpPBI
6bwm crapie 50 JseT. IIpofoOIIKITEIBHOCTD X0JI0H0-
BOJ1 MIIIeMNY TpaHCIJIaHTaTa Bapbuposasa oT 180 1o
810 MmHYT, a ee cpelHMe ITOKa3aTeJ ObLIVM PaBHbI
444 = 108 muuyT. CpenHue moxkasaTesy paclpo-
CTPaHEHHOCTY KPYIIHOKAIIeJIbHON YKUPOBOM IVICTPO-
dun cocraBmsm 16 *+ 14%, Bapbupysa or 0 mo 50%
(pmc. 1).
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Puc. 1. PacnpepeneHune pe3yfnbTaTtoB rMCTONIOrM4YeCcCKoOro
nccnefoBaHUs B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT CTEMEHU XXUPOBOW AuUC-
Tpochum B 6MonTate JOHOPCKOW NeveHu

IIpn perpocnekTuMBHOM aHaJJ M3e AMHAMUKU
nocJeonepanMoHHbIX nokasarteseli AJIT ycraHOB-
JIEHO, YTO B IPYIIIIE HAIMEHTOB C IPEeIBAPUTELHOM
I'UCTOJIOTMYECKOI OlleHKol TpaHcmyiaHTtata VIPII
cpefHell U TsKeJIOl CTelleHell PerucTpupoBaiiCh
C MEeHbIIIell YacTOoTOol, YeM B IIEPBOI rpyIe 60Jb-
HBIX. Tak, cpeay nanueHToB [IePBOV IPYIIILI 4aCTOTa
cpenneit u tsreson gopm MPII cocrasuna 24,7%
n 12,9% cOOTBETCTBEHHO, B TO BpeMs KaK B IpPyIl-
e OOJIBHBIX C IPeABAPUTEJILHOM IMCTOJIOTYECKON
OIIeHKOJ TpaHCIJIaHTaTa DTU IIOoKasaTesy Oblim
paBubl 14,7% u 5,6%, pasan4ns B rpynnax ObLIn
CTATUCTUYECKY 3HAYMMEI (TabJ. 1).

OTU JaHHbIE ObLIM IIOITBEPIKIEHEI IPOBEIEHIIEM
t-TecTa, IpM KOTOPOM CpefHMe IoKas3aTeyn dep-
MEHTEMUM IJIA IePBOI U BTOPOI IPYHIl OOJIbHBIX
cocraBuau 1312,6 u 775,6 Ex/sn cooTBeTCTBEHHO
(puc. 2).

HeobOpaTumasa medeHOYHas HEIOCTATOYHOCTD,
pasBuUBIIAACA B pPaHHEM IIOCTTPAHCIIJIAHTAIIVIOH-
HOM mepuoze, BblsgBjeHa y 15 perunmenTos (4,4%).
Kpurnueckoe HapyiieHne (pyHKIIMM I€Y€HOYHOTO

Ta6nuua 1. PacnpepeneHne 60nbHbIX B NOcneonepawmoH-
HOM nepuofe B COOTBETCTBUM C TAXKECTbIO MLLEMUYECKOro
penepdy3noHHoro noepexpaeHus (p = 0,001)

Bes JloonepauunoHHas
Crenenb TaxecTn UPN  2Xenpece- sKenpecc-
6uoncuun 6uoncus
(n=178) (n =163)
Jerkas o o
(ATT meree 1000 Ex/n) 111 (62,4%) 130 (79,7%)
CpepHss o o
(AT 1000-2500 Eg/n) 44 (24,7%) 24 (14,7%)
cas 23 (12,9%) 9 (5,6)

(AJTT cBbiwe 2500 Ep/n)
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Puc. 2. 3kcnpecc-6uoncus u yposeHb hepMeHTEMUM NOCHe
OpPTOTONMYECKOMW TpaHcnaHTauumn neyvenu (p = 0,001)

TPaHCILIAHTATa KOPPeJMpoBaJo ¢ TasKecTbio VIPIL.
Taxk, uz 15 (100%) B 11 Habmogenusax (73,3%) uey-
JIOBJIETBOPUTEJIHHON (DYHKIMY TpaHCILIaHTaTa (Iep-
BIMYHO He(PYHKUVMOHMPYIOIMI TPAHCIIIAHTAT, IIep-
BIYHO IJIOXO (PYHKUVIOHMPYIOIMI TPAHCIIJIAHTAT)
umeJsio Mmecto Tsskesoe VIPII (taba. 2).

Ta6nuua 2. BnusiHue mwemunyeckoro penepcgy3noHHOro
noBpeXaeHUsi Ha (PYHKLMIO NMeYEeHOYHOro TpaHcnnaHTaTta
(p = 0,00005)

YpoBneTBo- UG
puTenbHas SUER RIS
CteneHb Tsxectu UPT yHKLMS ne4yeHo4yHo- Bcero
neyeHn ro Tpauc-
nnaxTaTa
Jlerkas 239 241
(ATTT menee 1000 Ea/n)  (99,1%) 2 (09%)  (q00%)
CpepHss 68
(ANT 1000-2500 Eg/n) 96 (97%)  2.(3%)  (4900;)
Tsxenas 21 32
(ANT cebiwe 2500 Eg/n)  (65,7%) 1 343%)  (100%)

IIpu peTpocHneKTUBHOM aHalM3e yCTaHOBJE-
HO, YTO B TpYyIIIe NaleHTOB ¢ IpenolepallOHHON’
TUCTOJIOTMYECKO) OLIeHKOM TpaHCIJIaHTaTa KpU-
TUYeCKOe HapylleHre (PYHKUMM IIeYeHNM BCTpeda-
JIOCh CTATUCTMUECKN 3HAUMMO Peske, YeM B II€PBOI
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rpymie, u cocrasuyio 0,6% u 7,8% cooTBeTCTBEHHO
(Tabu. 3).

Ta6bnuua 3. Ponb pgoonepauyoHHOro rucTosiornyecko-
ro uccnepoBaHUsi B NPOrHOCTUYECKON oueHKe (PyHKLUMn
TpaHcnnaHTaTta (p = 0,001)

[oonepauunoHHas
OTI 6e3 aKcnpecc-
MepBuyHasn yHKUUA akcnpecc- 6uoncus
TpaHcnnaHtara 6uoncun ne4yeHo4YHOro
(n=178) TpaHcnaHTaTa
(n=163)
YooBneTBoputenbHas 116 162 (99,4%)
(92,2%) ’
MepBuyHO
HeYHKLMOHNPYIOLLMIA
WA NJI0XO 14 (7,8%) 1 (0,6%)
PYHKLNOHUPYHOLLNIA
TpaHcnnaHTar
Bcero 178 (100%) 163 (100%)

CrenyeT OTMETUTB, YTO B IPYIIIE NAIMEHTOB C
IpeBapuUTeJIbHBIM T'MCTOJIOTMYECKMM McCIesoBa-
HMEM JIOHOPCKOJI IIedyeH He ObLJIO HY OJHOTO CJIydas
KPUTUYECKOJ IIe4YeHOYHOJ HeIOCTaTOYHOCTM Opra-
Ha, IOJyYeHHOr0 OT JOHOPOB CTapIllell BO3PaCTHON!
rpynnsl (ctapite 50 Jser).

IlokazaTenn IMPOJOJIKMUTEIBHOCTH XO0JIOZOBOI
UIIeMUM Yy MallMeHTOB U3 TPYNIObI C BKCIpecc-
Ouoricyelt n rpynnsl cpaBHeHMA cocTaBmit 403 = 103
u 444 = 112 MMHYT COOTBETCTBEHHO, CTATUCTUUECKU
BHAYVMMBIX Pas3JIM4YMii B IPYIIAX BbIABJIEHO HE OBLIO

(puc. 3).
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Puc. 3. NpoaosmKNTENbHOCTL XONOA0BON ULIEMUMN TpaHC-

nnaHtara (p = 0,9)

0Gcy:kaenve

DyHKIMOHATBHAA COCTOATEIBHOCT JOHOPCKOTO
OopraHa OCTaeTCs BasKHENIMM yCJIOBMEM yCIIEIITHOM
TPAHCIIJIAHTAIMM TIeYeHM, B CBA3M C 4eM OOBbeK-
TUBHAA OIIeHKa KadecTBa TPaHCIJIAHTAaTa ABJAETCHA
IIePBOCTEIIeHHON 3aJaveil B IPUHATUY IPaBUJILHO-
ro pelreHusa o0 MCIOJIb30BaHUM opraHa. Tsaskesnas
IncyHKIUA IedeHOYHOTO TPaHCIIaHTaTa pPeru-
crpupyercs He meHee yeMm B 10% wuabiomenmii,
YacTOTa Pa3BUTHA IEPBUYHO He(DYHKIVIOHNPYIOIIe-
ro tpancmantarta (ITHPT) cocraBiuser ue menee 5%.
Hecmorpsa Ha MHOKECTBO ITpeJIOKEHHBIX KPUTEPU-
€B, TEPMIHBI «PaHHAA AUCQPYHKIIMA TPAHCIIJIAHTATA
WU TIJI0X0 (PYHKIMOHMPYIOIINI TPAHCILJIAHTAT» B
HacTosAIlllee BpeMs He MMeeT YeTKOTO M OOIIerrpn-
3HAHHOTO OIIpeJiesIeHNs, a CTeleHb HapyIIeHu:d
bYyHKIMY TPaHCILJIaHTaTa B PaHHEM IIOcJeonepany-
OHHOM Ilep1OoJie MOYKeT BapbMPOBATb OT YMEPEHHO
OpraHHOM JUCYHKIMM C MeIJEeHHBIM BOCCTaHOBJIE-
HJIEM JI0 TIOJIHOTO €€ OTCYTCTBNA, YTO OIIPEeeAeTCA
kak ITH®T [1]. Cormacuo pexomenganmam UNOS
(United network for organ Sharing), ITH®T -
HeoOpaTuMasa yTpaTa (PYHKIMM IIedeHU, TPpebyro-
I1as DKCTPEHHOJ peTpaHCIJIaHTAlluM B TedeHle
repBbIx 10 cyTok nocse OTIL g ITHDT crenyer
CUUTATb XapaKTePHBIMM 3HAUNTEJIbHOE IIOBBIIIIEHNE
aKTMBHOCTU achapraTaMuHoTrpancdepassl (ACT)
(> 5000 En/m), ypoaa MHO (mesxkIyHapOIHOIO
HOPMAaJIM30BaHHOI'O OTHOIleHUdA) (> 3,0), a Taksxe
Hasmune anygosa (pH < 7,3 uay noBbIIIeHNEe YPOB-
HA JakKTaTta 0oJjiee 4eM B 2 pas3a OT HOPMAaJIbHBIX
3Hauennin) [8].

Crenens Taxectu VIPII aBigeTcsa 10CTOBEPHBIM
MapkepoM (PYHKIUM IT€YeHOYHOI'0 TPAaHCIJIAaHTAa-
Ta. Hambosbitaa MHMOPMATUBHOCTE B OIIpeese-
Hym TsokecTy VIPII npuHaznmiesxkut jgabopaToOpHBIM
TecTaM: MapKepaM HUToJM3a (IMKOBble 3HAYEHUs
AJIT n ACT B nepBele 24—72 4aca), IIOKa3aTeIIM
IVHaMMKM OMJIMPYOMHEMMM ¥ KOaryJIAalOHHOTO
craryca (MHO) k ncxony 7-x ImocjieoreparyioHHbIX
cyTok. CieqyeT OTMeTUTh, YTO Tpajaluy IIoKasa-
TeJiell IUTOJN3a, a TaKKe BPEMEeHHOV MHTepPBaJ UX
oneHKu B onpegnesienny tasxecty VIPII moryT cyime-
CTBEHHO Pa3JIMyaThCs B PA3JIMIHBIX IPEIJIOMKEHHBIX
kJaaccudpuranmax [9—141]

BospimHaCcTBO aBTOPOB NPU3HAIOT, UTO B reHe3e
TAMEJION MepPBUYHON AMCPYHKUMM TPaHCIJIaHTaTa
HeJIb3s BBIJEJUTDH OAVH JOMMHUPYIOUNM (PaKkTop
pucka. MuorodakTopHocTs mpobsemsl ITHOT non-
TBEP)KAAeTCA BIMUAHMEM TAKUX JOHOP-aCCOIMMIPO-
BAaHBIX (DAKTOPOB, KAK BO3PACT, ITapaMeTpPhI TeMOV-
HaMMKJ, 0COOEHHOCTY KOHCTUTYLIMIOHAJILHOTO CTpOe-
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A ISSUES OF TRANSPLANTATI

HIA, HAPYLUIeHUA TOMeoCcTasa, IPOJOJIKUTEIbHOCT
XOJIOMOBO uiteMun u T.71. [4, 8, 9, 15]. Bae BcAKMx
coMHeHUM, MOP(POPYHKIMOHAJIBHOE COCTOSHUE
JOHOPCKOJ IeYeHU fABJSAETCS BasKHENIIIell cocTaB-
JISIOIINEN, OT KOTOPOJ 3aBUCUT yCIIeX MJIM Heyna-
ya IIpejcToAllell TpaHcIlaHTauuyu. HeraTtmsHOe
BJIMSIHMIE PaCIIPOCTPaHEHHOM KPYIIHOKAaIlleJbHOM
SKUPOBOI AucTpopuy Ha (PYHKHUIO IT€YeHOYHOIO
TpaHCIIAaHTaTa IOATBEPIKIEHO MHOTOYVCJIEHHBIMU
JICCJIEIOBAHUAMM: PaCIpPOCTPaHEeHHBIVI MaKpocTea-
TO3 ABJAETCA HEe3aBUCUMBIM (PAKTOPOM PUCKA Pas-
BUTUA TAMKEJION, a IIOpoli HeoOpaTuMoil AUCPyHK-
umu — crenedb Tsakectu VIPII OymeT TeMm BbIle,
4eM BBIpaskeHHel OymeT sKupoBasd KPYITHOKAIIEJIb-
Haa nuctpodusd nedenu [2, 9, 15—18]. Taksxke BasKHO
OTMETUTb, YTO IIPU CPOKax XOJIOHOBOIZ NIeMmnm,
IIPEeBbINIAIMNX CTaHAapPTHBIE 3Ha4YeHUdA, TPaHC-
IIJIAHTAT C PacIpOCTPaHEHHON (pOpMOI MaKkpocTe-
aTosa 0yIeT MUCKJIIYUTEJIbHO YA3BUM JJIA TAMKe-
JIOTO UIIIEMMUYECKOro HoBpeskneHud [1, 2, 4, 8, 19].
OKCIlepTHaA OIleHKa, OCHOBAaHHAA Ha BU3YaJIbHOM
OCMOTpe€, He BCerzia B COCTOAHMUY OOHAPYKUTh yMe-
PEHHYIO U CPEeTHIOI (POPMBI *KMPOBOI1 AvcTpocun. B
CBfA3Y C 3TUM JaHHbBIE BY3YaJIbHOTO OCMOTpA Ilede-
HI HeJIb3dA CUNTATh O6’beI{TI/IBHbIM MEeTOOOM OLIEHKU
OpraHa, M JIUIIb TUCTOJIOTUYECKOE MCCJIeLOBAHME
criocoOHO 1aTh OTBET Ha BOIPOC O CTEIEHU KUPO-
BOJ JUCTPO(UM ITOTEHIMAJIBHOIO TPaHCIIIaHTaTa. B
HaCToslllee BpeMs TMCTOJIOTMYECKoe JcceoBaHye
IIeYeHY ABJIAETCA 30JI0TBIM CTAHIAPTOM B oIpene-
JeHny MopPoPYHKIVOHATIBHON IIPUTOJHOCTI Opra-
Ha K nepecajke [7, 20, 21]. BmecTe ¢ TeM, HeCMOTPA
Ha BCe IIPEeVMYII[eCTBA CPOYHOTO I'VICTOJIOIMYECKOTO
aHaJM3a, STOT METOJ JIOOIIEPAIVIOHHON OIIeHKN He
JICIIOJIB3YIOT PYTHUHHO [21—23].

Kakasa crenmenb »XMpoBOiI nucTpouy TpaHC-
IIJIaHTaTa ABJIAETCA NOILyCTMMON IPU ILJIAaHMPOBa-
uuu OTII, ocraeTca npengmerom auckyccuii. Tak, B
nccaenosanmu Dutkowski et al. (2012) oTHOCUTE B~
HO OesomacHO Oblla KPYIHOKAIleJIbHAsdA SKUPOBas
nuctpocus, He npesbinaoimas 30% napeHXMMBbI
TpaHcmantaTta. [lo manmasim M. Angelico (2005),
pacIIpoCTpPaHEeHHOCTb MaKPOBE3UKAJJIBLHOTO CTEaTO3a
6osiee 25% saABIseTCA (PAKTOPOM MaprUHAJIBLHOCTH,
OTPUIIATEJILHO CKa3bIBAIOIMMCA Ha BBIXKMBAEMOCTI

TpaHCIJIaHTAaTa U pelunneHToB. B padorax R. Ploeg
et al. (1993) 1 A. Nanashima et al. (2002) ucmosb-
3YIOTCA TPMU Irpajaliyy KPYIHOKAIeJbHO KMPOBO
IucTpodui, IIpU 3TOM yMEPEHHO BhIPasKeHHO cTe-
IIEeHBIO CYMTAETCH TellaTo3 PACIIPOCTPaHEHHOCTBIO OT
30 1o 60%, Tsoxesnon — Gosee 60%. B Haieit pabore
OIHVIM 13 KPUTEPMEB OTKAa3a OT OIlepalyy ABJIAJIACE
sKMpoBas gucrpodus, npesbimnaomas 50% napen-
XMMBI TPaHCIJIaHTaTA.

PesysbTaTel JaHHOTO MCCJIEI0OBaHNA TOATBEPAV-
JIVI VICKJIFOUMTEJBHO BBICOKYIO MH(POPMATUBHOCTD U
KJIVHMYECKYI0 3HAa4YMMOCThb BKCIIpecc-Omoricum B
MIPOTHO3MPOBAHNY (PYHKIIMM IT€YEHOYHOIO TPaHC-
nJaHTata. BHenpeHne MeTona CPOYHON I'MCTOJIO-
I'MYEeCKOl OIeHKM II03BOJMJIO OoJiee ueM B 2 pasa
CHIU3UTB dacToTy Taxenblx JIPII. TmartenpHasa
ceJIeKIMA JOHOPCKUX OPraHOB, OCHOBaHHAs, B TOM
4yclie, Ha pe3yJibTaTaX dKcIpecc-6morncuy, npu-
BeJla K COKPalLeHMIO HYacTOThl TAMKeJ0M AUCHYHK-
uun tpascmiaanTata ¢ 7 go 0,6%. Vicnosnb3oBaHne
CPOYHOTO TMICTOJIOTMYECKOTrO JICCJEIOBAHNUA B KJIV-
HIYECKO} TPAHCIJIAHTOJIOTUM HEe YBeJVYMBAET
MIPOZOJIKUTEILHOCTD XOJIOLOBOI MIIIEMUY TPaHC-
IJIaHTaTa, 4To, OEe3YCJIOBHO, CJIeIyeT OTHECTU K
IIpeuMyIIecTBaM dTOro MeTona. B aTom oTHOmEHNN
HaIM JaHHbIE IIOJIHOCTBIO COIVIACYIOTCA C JaHHBIMU
qurepatypsl [19]. Kpome Toro, mprMeHeHMe CPOIHOI
TYICTOJIOTMIYECKOJ OI[eHKM IT03BOJIMJIO 0DOCHOBAHHO
¥, KaK II0Kas3aJy Halllyl pe3yJbTaTbl, 0€30IacHO
pacimpuTh JOHOPCKMII IIyJl 3a CYET BO3PAaCTHBIX
JIOHOPOB, YTO 0CODEHHO BajKHO B YCJIOBUAX KPUTU-
YeCKOro AeUIUTa JOHOPCKUX OPTraHOB.

JaKmoueHne

CpouHbIT MOP(POJIOTMYECKUIT aHAJINS B KaUeCTBe
PYTMHHOIO MCCJIEIOBAHNA B KOMILJIEKCHO OLIeHKe
[1eYeHOYHOT0 TPAHCIJIAHTaTa [103BOJIAET CHUBUTH
YaCTOTY BOBHMKHOBEHUA TAYKEJION IUCYHKIUNI
TpaHcmaHTara, B ToM unucie ITH®T, Tem cambim
TIOJIOXKUTEJBHO BIMAA Ha MICXOJ OIIePAIN B IIEJIOM.
Heobxonnmel maJabHeIe nccjiefoBaumss B o0Ja-
CTU BHEOPEHUA HEMHBA3UBHBLIX METOIMK B OIEHKY
(PYHKIIVIOHAJIBHOI COCTOATEIHLHOCTY TPAHCILJIAHTATA.
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