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AKTyadpHOCTE: 0Asl Gepuurayuu u onpedeseHus MUNA OMMOPICEHUSL NepecaxrcenHoll mNnodiceaydounol
Jcenesvl mpedbyemces mopgoaozuneckoe uccredosarnue mranu mparncnianmama. IIpogedenue upeckoxicHol duoncuu
mparcnaaHmama nodxceay0ouroll Heaeavbl CONPANCEHO C BbLCOKUM PUCKOM XUPYPIUYECKUX U UHPEKYUOHHBLL
OCAONCHEHUTL U B8ePOAMHOCMBI0 ympamsbl. mpancnaanmama. OmuocumeavnHo 6e3onacHol seasemcs OUONCUL
cauducmoti 06oa0urkU 00HOPCKOU O8eHadyamunepcmHuol KUWKU.

Ileas: oyenxa aPexmusnocmu  mopghoaoeureckozo  uUCCAe008aHUL — CAUBUCTOU  0004A0UKU  OOHOPCKOU
dgenadyamunepcmHoOU KUULKU 8 paHHel OuazHocmuKe 0Cmpozo KPu3a 0mmopiceHus mpancnianmamanoodiceayoourou
Jceneswl.

Marepuama n merogbL B uccaedosanuu npedcmagier pempocnekmugtsvii anaius 35 6uoncuti cAausucmou 060a0uKU
donopcrol 0senadyamunepcmuol KUwKU, 8binoanernsvlr 19 peyunuenmam. C yeavio oyenHKu KOPPesiyuu mexncoy
KAUHULECKUMU U MOPPHON02ULECKUMU NPUSHAKAMU OMMOPHCEHUL NAYUEHMBL Pa3Oeserbl Ha 08e 2pynnbt. B 1-10 epynny
8KA10UeHbL 6 NAYUEHMO8 € KAUHULeCKUMU NPUSHAKAMU OUCPHYHKYUU mPparcnaanmama, 80 2-10 2pynny — 7 604vHbLL 6e3
npusnaxos ommopdrcerus. Cmamucmuueckyro o6padbomry pe3ysbmamos uccaedo8arHUusl NPosoouULU C UCTLOALI0BAHUCM
Memo008 ONUCAMEeALHOU CMAMUCTIUKU.

PesyabrarsL [Ipusnaxu ummynoso2uteckKux ocAoHcHeHuUll 0vtau ommenenst 8 18 6uonmamax (51,4%) causucmoti
o0borouku doHopckol Osenadyamunepcmuol kuwku y 12 peyunuenmos (63,2%). B 6oavwurcmse cayuaes (n = 13,
72,2%) 6bLnu 00HapYIHceHDbL 2UCMOoN0UteCKUS NPUSHAKU OMMOPHCEHUS Le2KOU CMeNneHU, pece — 0mmopiceHust cpedret
u maceaoll cmenenet (n = 3, 16,6% u n = 2, 11,1% coomeemcmasenno). ¥ scex nayuenmos 1-i epynnut (n = 6) 6bau
8bLABNAEHDL MOPPON0ULECKUE NPUSHAKU OCTMPO2O OMMOPIHceHUS Aeekoti cmenenu — 4 cayuas (66,6%), cpednet u msiceaoti
cmenenell — no 1 nabarodenuro (16,7%). Bo 2-u epynne mopgoaozuneckue npusHaku ommopicenus neeKot cmeneHu
ommeuendvl Yy 3 6oavHblr (42,9%). Paszauuus 8 uacmome UmMMyHOL02ULECKUX OCAOHCHEHUT 8 2PYNNAX CMAMUCTNULECKU
sHayumst (p < 0,05).

BpIBogsbI: 6uoncus cauducmou 06040uKu 00HOPCKOU 08eHadyamunepCcmHot KUUKU A8ALeMCA 8ANHCHBLM KPUMePUeM
8 duazHocmuKe 0CMPO20 KPU3A OMMOPACEHUS NAHKPeamo0Yy00eHaAbHO20 KOMNALKCA, & MaKdice ocmaemcs 6e30nacHblm
memodom dadice 8 CAMOM PAHHEM NOCALONePAUUOHHOM Nepuode.
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Background. The verification and identification of the transplanted pancreas rejection type requires a morphological
examination of the graft tissue. The pancreas graft transcutaneous biopsy procedure is associated with a high risk of
surgical and infectious complications, and with the risk of the graft loss. Relatively safe is the biopsy of the donor
duodenum mucosa.

Objective: to evaluate the efficacy of morphological examination of the donor duodenum mucosa in early diagnosis
of an acute rejection crisis of pancreas graft.

Material and methods. The study presents a retrospective analysis of 35 donor duodenum mucosa biopsies performed
in 19 recipients. In order to assess the correlation between clinical and morphological signs of rejection, the patients were
divided into two groups. The first group included 6 patients with clinical signs of graft dysfunction; the second group
included 7 patients without signs of rejection. Statistical processing of the study results was made using the descriptive
statistics methods.

Results. The signs of immunological complications were identified in 18 donor duodenum mucosa biopsies (51.4%)
in 12 recipients (63.2%). In most cases (n = 13; 72.2%), the histological signs of mild rejection were found, the signs of
moderate and severe rejection were less frequent (n = 3; 16.6% and n = 2; 11.1%, respectively). Morphological signs of
acute rejection were found in all the patients of the 1st group (n = 6), including the signs of mild rejection in 4 cases
(66.6%), of medium and severe rejection in 1 case each (16.7%). In the 2nd group, morphological signs of mild rejection
were found in 3 patients (42.9%). Differences between the groups in the incidence of immunological complications were
statistically significant (p < 0.05).

Conclusions: the biopsy of donor duodenum mucosa is an important criterion in the diagnosis of an acute rejection
crisis of the pancreatoduodenal complex, and also remains a safe method, even in the earliest postoperative period.

Keywords: pancreas transplantation, diagnosis of acute rejection crisis
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OMNK — gBeHapguaTunepcTHas KuULka MK - nopxenygo4yHas xenesa

MOA — mexpayofeHanbHbI aHacTomMo3 COMNK — cnusnctas gBeHanuaTUnepCcTHON KULLIKK

MPT — mMarHuTHo-pe3oHaHcHasa Tomorpadus TIMXX — TpaHcnnaHTaT nopXenyao4YHON Xenesbl

OKO — oCTpblIi KpK3 OTTOPXEHUS WLVK - Lndd-rnogHasa kucnota

MOK — naHkpeaToAyoAeHanbHbIi KOMMIEKC OraC - s3odharoractpofyofeHoCKonus
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Beepnenue

TpaHCIIAaHTAIMA IOAKEJNYLOUHOM >KeJe3bl
(IT3K) aByAeTCA OOHUM M3 METOJOB JIEUEHUS Iali-
€HTOB C caxapHbIM AmabeTom 1-ro Tuma ¢ Tepmu-
HaJIbHOM cTajuell XPOHMYECKOl II0YedHO} Hemo-
cratoyHoCTH. IIpy CHMIKEHUM CKOPOCTU KJIyOOUKO-
Boit puabrpanyy < 20 ml/min/1,73 m? nan opu
TOM, YUTO IAIMEHT yiKe II0JIy4aeT 3aMeCTUTEJIbHYO
IIOYeYHYI0 Tepamnio, II0OKa3aHa coYeTaHHAA TPaHC-
IJIAHTAIMA IIOYKM M IIaHKPeaTonyoJNeHaJbHO-
ro komriekca (IIJJK) nmmbo TtpauncnmanrTarusa IIMK
rocJjie MPeAIIecTBYIONIell TPaHCIJIAHTAIIMY TOYKNA
[1]. IIo maHHBIM pPa3HBIX aBTOPOB, 1-JIETHAA BBIKU-
BaeMmocTb TpaHcmyianrtara 1M (TIIMK) gocturaer
95% [2], b-snerusasa — Bapweupyet ot 69 10 80% [3].
IIpm 3TOM OTMeEUEHO, YTO NPUYUMHBI yTPATbI (PDYHK-
nuu IIJJK pazmmuaioTcs B pas3yiMyHble BpeMeHHBIe
IepUOAbI II0CJIe TPpaHCIIaHTauuy. Tak, OCHOBHBIMU
aTmoJiorndeckuMu paxropamu gquchyskimy IIIK B
TeueHNe IIePBOI HeJlesIu II0CJIe OIlePaliy ABJIAITCA
XUpypruieckye (CocyaucTbie TPOMOO3BI) U UMMYHO-
Jorudeckue (OCTpoe OTTOpPIKeHMe TpPaHCIJIaHTaTa)
ocyoskHeHMA. CIIyCcTa HeZeJIro Iocje TPAaHCIJIaHTa-
UM BasKHEMIMMM (paKTOpaMy yTPaThl (PYHKIN
CTaHOBATCA MH(EKIMOHHBIE OCJIOMKHEHNSA, a depes
MecsAl — nporiecchl orTopskenna IIK [4].

ITpu TpascnmanTanym IIJTK quarHo3 oTTOPsKeHNA
YCTaHaBJIMBAIOT HA OCHOBAaHUM KPUTEPNEB, OTparKa-
OIUX QyHKIMOHaJAbHOe cocTogHne TIIFK, Tarkmx
KaK YPOBEHb aMMUJIa3bl U JIUIA3bI KPOBY, IJIMKEMUN,
C-nentupa u np. Jaa qUarHoCTUKY OCTPOrO OTTOP-
JKeHUA II0JIE3HBIMM MOTYT OKa3aTbCA U HEKOTOpPHIE
VHCTPYMEHTAaJIbHbIE MeTO/bI MCCIIENOBAHNA: PaIUO-
HYKJIUIHAA CUMHTUTpaMd, aHTMorpadusd, yabTpa-
3BYKOBad JIONILJIePOrpadrsa, MarHMTHO-Pe30HAHCHA A
(MPT) 1 xomnbioTepHaa Tomorpadpua. Ho Hu ogmu
U3 3TUX METOJOB He fABJAETCA CIeHU(PUIECKNM.
Jiis BepudpmKamm 1 onpeneseHus TUIa oTTopKe-
HuA TpebyeTrca Mop@OJIOTMYEeCKOe JCCJIeN0BaHNE
TKaHM TpaHCIIaHTaTa. IIpoBeseHne YPeCcKOKHON
6uoncun TIIMK compoBoOKAaeTCA BBICOKUM PUCKOM
PasBuUTHUA XUPYPTUIECKUX OCJTOKHEHUI, IIPUCO-
eIVHAIOIIVMUCA MH(PEKIMOHHBIMI OCJIOKHEHUAMNI
¥ BEPOATHOCTBHIO yTPaThI TPaHCIJIaHTaTa. HaMHOTO
OoJiee 6e30IaCHBIM ABJAETCA OMOICUA YHACTKA CIIM-
sucroit neerannaTunepcraon kumky (CAIIR) ITTK.
Panee 5T0 mpeicTaBIIANIOCH BO3SMOXKHBIM TOJILKO TP
JICTIOJIb30BAHUY METOIMKY ITy3bIPHOTO JPEHMPOBa-
HuUA — TpaHcmaHtanuu 1K ¢ oTBenmeHneM 5K30-
KPMHHOIO CEKpeTa B MOYEBON My3bIpb. B Jmrepa-
Type MOYKHO HaTu paboTbl aMEPUKAHCKIUX YYEHBIX,
rae Ha OOJIBIIOM KOJIMYEeCTBEe II0J00OHBIX Oumomcuii

otobpaskaerca koppesanma namenennit 8 CAIIK
IIOTK c¢ pazButuem orropskenud TIIMK [5]. ITo gan-
HBIM MEKIyHapPOIHOro perverpa, oT 10 10 28% 6oib-
HBIX, PaHee ONEePMPOBAHHBIX M0 JaHHOM METOAMKE,
B IIOCJIEIYIOIIEM II0JIBEPTralOTCA PesarapoTOMUN 1
PEKOHCTPYKTMBHOI OIlepaIum JJisi OTBeIeHNs DK30-
KPMHHHOTO CEeKpeTa B KUIIIeYHVK B CBA3M C Pa3BUTH-
€M YPOJIOTMYEeCKUX ¥ MeTaboIMYecKX OCJI0KHEHNI.

Ha ceroguamunii neus B GOJIBIIMHCTBE TPaHC-
IIJIAHTAIMOHHBIX I[eHTPOB, IIPOBOJALIINX IIepecasi-
ku IIMK, ormator nmpenmodurenue 6osee pu3MOJIO-
ITMYeCKOMY, BHYTPUKUIIIEYHOMY CIIOCO0Y OTBene-
HIA DK30KPUHHOTO CEKPeTa, IJIA Uero IPVMeHSAIOT
Pa3/iM4YHbIe BapMaHTBbl KMINIEYHbIX aHAaCTOMO3OB.
HexoTopble Xxupypru nOjd KUILIEYHOTO IPEeHMPO-
Bauua TIIMK ncnosbp3yioT oTKIIOUeHHYI0 1o Roux
IIeTJII0, CDOPMMPOBAHHYIO 13 TOILLE UM faske 0~
B3JIOLIHOM KUIIIKY, IPU 3TOM rojioBka IIMK mosxer
OBITH HalpaBJeHa KPaHMAJbHO, KayJaJIbHO WMJIN
JaTepaJbHo [6].

B 2007 r. Obl1a mpensosKeHa HOBas TEXHMKA
TpaHcnaHTauuy 113K ¢ ee 3a0pIOMIMHHEBIM pacIo-
JIO}KeHMeM ¥ (POPMUPOBAHUEM MEXKAYOEHAJbHOTO
anactomosa (MIOA) mia oTBemeHUA DK30KPUHHO-
ro cekpera. C 2011 r. sTa MmogudmKanma omepa-
1y O6bl1a BHeapeHa u B npaktury HUN CII nwm.
H.B. Cxaudocosckoro [7]. Takaa xupypruaeckas
MEeTOAMKA MMeeT PsJ, O4YeBUIHBIX IIPEVMYILECTB.
IIpesxne Bcero, aTo HamboJsiee (PU3MOJIOTVIUECKUIL
IIyTh OTBEJEHNMA IIaHKPEeaTUIEeCKOro COKa, TaK Kak
CHIIK ycToytunBa K IEeVCTBUIO arPeCCUBHBIX DH3U-
MOB, BXOJAIINX B COCTaB COKa. Takske popMupoBa-
Hre MJA oTamdaeTcsa XUPYPTUUECKOV IIPOCTOTOM
JICIIOJTHEHM A 110 CPaBHEHMIO C IPYTVIMU BapUaHTaMU
MEKKUIIIeYHBIX aHACTOMO30B. 3abpIOIINHHOE Ke
pacnosioskenne TIIMK criocoGcTByeT OTrpaHMYEHNIO
ITATOJIOTMYECKNX OYaroB IIPY PasBUTUN XUPYPTU-
YeCKMX OCJOKHEHUI U He IPUBOIAUT K Pa3BUTUIO
nepuTOHNUTOB. Enle oqHUM BaskHENIIINM IpeuMyliie-
CTBOM ABIJIACH BOBMOYKHOCTb YaCTOTO 1 He30I1acHOr0
IpoBenieHns d30¢aroractpoayonesockonuy (II'IC)
JIJISL OLIEHKYI COCTOSIHIA MEXKKUIIIEYHOTO aHACTOMO3a
n 6uonicuy CHOIIK c 1iespio paHHE! U SOCTOBEPHOI
JIVIaTHOCTYMKY PeaKIM OTTOPKEeHUS.

Ilens HacTOAIIEr0 MCCJIENOBAHUA: OLlEeHKA
3(ppeKTUBHOCTY MOPPOJIOTNYECKOTO UCCIIeLOBAHA
CIIIK B paHHel IMarHoCTUKEe OCTPOTO KPy3a OTTOP-
sxkerus (OKO) TILK.
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Marepuan ¥ meToAibl

B nccnenoBanmum npeacTaBiieH peTPOCIIEKTYBHbIA
anasms 35 ononenst CAITK, npoBengennsIx 19 perm-
meHTaM. KoJim4ecTBO BBITOJHEHHBIX OMOIICUII Ha
PasHbBIX CpoKax rocJe TpaHcrmanTanuy IIJTK npexn-
CTaBJIEHO B TalOJI. 1.

Ta6nuua 1. Konn4yecTBo BbINOJIHEHHbIX GUONCUI CITIU3NCTON
ABEHaaLaTMNEepCcTHON KULLKW B pas3finyHble CPOKMU nocne
TpaHcnnaHTauMM naHkpeaToayoAeHanbHOro Komrnjekca
Table 1. The number of duodenal mucosa biopsies
performed at different time points after pancreatoduodenal
complex transplantation

0-1 1-6
Mecsiy, MecsiLeB

13 7 2 8 5)

6 mecsiLeB —

o 1-2ropa

2-3 ropa

OI'IC BXoAUT B IlepedeHb 006A3aTeJIbHBIX MCCe-
IOBaHUI y IMAllMEHTOB, IIepPeHeCcIIVX TPaHCIIJIaH-
ranuio IIMK ¢ gopmMmpoBaHneM AyomeHO-AYOnIe-
HoaHactomo3a. Haunuasa ¢ 2013 r. 8 HYI CII um.
H.B. Cruudocosckoro d6uoncua CAIIK nna naab-
HeJIIIero IMcTOJOTUYECKOrO MICCIIeJOBAHNA B PaH-
HEM II0CJIEOTIEPAIIIOHHOM TIepHoie ObLIa BBIITOJIHEHA
13 mammenram. VI3 uux Obwio 7 my:xkunH (53,8%) n
6 sxenumH (46,2%). Bosdpact GOJIbHBIX BapbUpPO-
BaJ oT 25 JieT no 51 rozma U B cpeJHEM COCTaBUJI
35,3 (= 6,3) roma. ST IC BeInoHANM Ha 15,5 + 4,56
IIocJeoIIepaIoHHbIe CyTKY (puc. 1).

Puc. 1. QHpoCcKonMYyeckasl KapTMHa KMLLEYHOro aHacTomMo3a

npu 33ocparoracTpoAyoAeHOCKONUMU: 1 — NIMHUSA MEXAYOo-

fleHanbHOro aHacToMo3a; 2 — WHBarMHUPOBaHHas KynbTs
OOHOPCKOW ABEeHaALaTUNEepPCTHOW KULLKK

Fig. 1. Endoscopic view of intestinal anastomosis in
esophagogastroduodenoscopy: 1 — interduodenal anas-
tomosis line; 2 — invaginated stump of donor duodenum

TToxazauuamvmu giia nposegenna II'JIC ¢ 6uomncu-
et CAIIK B oTnajieHHBbIE CPOKM IIOCJIE OIIepPaIUU
ObLIM KJIMHUYECKME (OMCIIeIICUYECKNe SBJIEHMUS,
6o0JIeBOVI CUMHIPOM), MHCTPYMEHTaJIbHbIE (OTEK U
yBeJMUeHNe pa3MepoB TPaHCIIAHTATA, YXYAIIEHE
II0Ka3aTeJiell KPOBOTOKA, IIOJIYUEHHBIX B Pe3yJIbTa-
Te IPOBEAEHHBIX YJbTPa3BYKOBOTO MCCJIEIOBAHNA
¢ poumnyeporpadueiir, MPT, cnupaJJbHO KOMIIbIO-
TepHOII ToMorpacdun) 1 jabopaTopHble (IIOBBIIIEHYE
YPOBHA aMMUJIa3bl, IUIA3bI, caXapa KPOBM) IPU3HAKNA
nucyHKIMM Tepecaskennoir ITMK.

IITecTs manyeHTOB, y KOTOPLIX HA MOMEHT JMCCJIe-
JIOBaHMA VIMEJIICh KOCBEHHbIe IIPU3HAKY OUCYHK-
vy IIJJK, Oblam BKJIIOYEHBI B OCHOBHYIO TPYIIILY, a
7 DOJBHBIX, ¥ KOTOPBIX HA MOMEHT MCCJIeJIOBaHUA
He ObLJIO HMKAKUX KJIVMHNYECKUX MM JIaO0OpaTOPHbBIX
M3MEHEeHM, COCTaBUJIM IPYIILy CPaBHEHUA.

Ormerum, yrto 9 nanumenrtam (47,4%) wus
19 6uoncum BIOJIHANM 2 pasda u OoJiee: 1A OI[eH-
KM 9PPEKTUBHOCTH JeUeHUA UM MIPU 1JIaHOBBIX
obcJieoBaHMAX.

I IMAaTHOCTMKY OTTOPYKEHNA U OLIeHKU CTele-
HJ €er0 THAMKEeCTU B XOJe TVMCTOJIOTMYECKOIO JccJe-
JIIOBaHMA OLIEHMBAJIM PAJ [IapaMeTpPOB, TaKMUX KakK:
COCTOAHVE KUIIIeYHbIX BOPCUH, HaJm4dyue OOkaJjo-
BUIHBIX KJIETOK, COCTOSHME II[ETOYHON KaeMKMU,
HaJin4due U CTelleHb I/IH(bI/IJIpraIH/II/I CTPOMBI, COCTO-
fHME MBIIIEeYHON IJIACTUMHKY CJM3MCTOM, HaJu4due
SA3BEHHBbIX 1e(PEKTOB, COCTOSHNME COCYJIOB, HAJIMUNE
aIlOIITOTUYECKUX TeJIell.

7151 MOPPOJIOTMHIECKOr0 MCCIIeOBAHNA OMOIITATHI
dukcuposasu B 10% pacrBope gopmasinHa, 3aJm-
BaJM B napaduH, cpe3bl OKPALIMBAJIN TeMaTOKCH-
JIVHOM ¥ B03MHOM. IIpOoBOANMIIN TMCTOXUMUYECKYIO
IINK (IIIndd-iiogHad KucaoTa)-peakinio I
OIIEHKM COCTOSAHMS 0as3aJsbHON ItacTuHKM 1 MSB-
PeaxIMIo I BBIABJIEHNA COCYAMCTBIX M3MEeHEeHNI.

Cratucruueckyio o06paboTKy pe3yJsbTaTOB
JICCJIEIOBAHNA BBIIIOJIHAIN C VICIIOJIb30BaAHMEM METO-
JIOB OIMCAaTEJIbHOI CTATUCTUKN. [ PyNIlbl CpaBHM-
BaJIM C IPUMEHEHNEM TOYHOro Kpurepusa Puirepa.
IIoporoBelii ypOBEHb CTAMCTUYUECKON 3HAYUMOCTH
npuHAT paBHbIM 0,05.

Pe3ynbrarhl

ITpusnakn OKO 6blmn ormedens!l B 18 6uonrta-
tax (51,4%) COIIK y 12 peunnuenTtos (63,2%). Haie
Bcero BeIABJAJM snu3oabl OKO Jerkoit cremennu,
nm cyabo Beipaskenusie (n = 13, 72,2%). OKO cpen-
Hell cTelmeHu TAMKeCTH ObLI OTMeYeH B 3 OmonraTax
(16,6%), Tsaxemoii crenenn — B 2 (11,1%). Cpoku Bo3-
uukHoBeHUA OKO mpexncraBieHs! B Ta0JL. 2.
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Ta6bnuua 2. YactoTta pa3BuTUsi OCTPOro Kpru3a OTTOPXKEHUSA
naHKpeaTtoayofAeHasbHOro KoMmnnekca B pasfimyHblie CPOKMU
nocne onepauuu

Table 2. The incidence of acute rejection crisis of pancre-
atoduodenal complex at different time points after surgery

Bpemsi nocne TpaHcnnaHTauuu

0-1 1-6
Mecsl, MecsiLeB
(n=13) (n=7)

6 mecsiueB— 1-2 2-3
1rog ropa ropga
(n=2) (n=8)(n=5)

OKO

Jlerkon
CTeneHu, n

7 3 1 1 =

CpepHei
cTeneHu, n

-
—
—_

Tspkenon
cTenexu, n

IIpu rucTosOrMyecKoM McCJIeOBaHUM OMOIICUII-
Horo Mmatepuajla OKO Jerkoit crTemneHmn TsMKe-
cTu ObLI OMarHoCTMpPOBaH B 13 caydaax mus 19.
Mopdosornueckasa KapTUHaA XapaKTepu3oBajach
caenyoonmM 06paszoM. VI3aMeHeHNA KUIIIEeYHbIX BOP-
CMHOK (MCTOHYEHNe, YIJIOIeH)e, YKOpPOUeHle Bca-
CBIBAIOIIETO BIIUTEJINA) 0OTMedanch B 84,6% caydaeB
(n = 11), BBIpaskeHHBIE N3MEHEHNA C IIOBPEKIEHNEM
BcacbIBaroIero snureans — B 7,7% (n = 1), coxpan-
HbIe KUIIIeYHble BOPCUMHEM — B 15,4% Habsromenuit
(n = 2). BokanoBuaHbIE KJETKM B JOCTATOYHOM
KOJIMYeCTBEe BhIsABJEHBI B 9 uccienoBannax (69,2%),
a B 4 (30,8%) mx uuciio 6bwIO CHMKEHO. IIpn aTOM
mieroyHasa Kaemka (IIIVIK-peaknusa) Obina coxpa-
HEHa B IOJABJIAIEM OOJBIIVHCTBE IPEACTaBIIeH-
uoro matepuadia (92,3%). BeipaskeHHass MHPUIbTPa-
1MA COOCTBEHHOI IIJIACTUMHKM CJM3MCTON 000J1049-
kn moHopckoil JITK MOHOHYKJIeapHBIMM KJIETKAMMU
naburomasacek B 5 cayuaax (38,5%), ymepenuas — B
8 (72,5%). IIpu3HaKOB BaCKyJUTa B IIOJIYIEHHOM
MaTepuajie He oTMedeHO. Bo Bcex ciaydadx OTCyT-
CTBOBaJIM FA3BEHHBbIE MJM PYyOIIOBble M3MeHeHudA. B
2 buonrarax (15,4%) BBIABJIEHBI AlONTOTUYECKME
TeJblia (puc. 2).

IIpu OKO cpenHelt cTeneHn yallle BCTpedaslCh
OBPEKAEHNA KUIIEYHbIX BOPCUH — B 2 cJyda-
ax (66,6%), KMUIIIEYHbI SIIUTEJNI C MCTOHYEHHONM
meTtounoi kaemroil (IIIVIK-peakmnus) npucyTcTBo-
BaJI TOJIBKO B 0iHOM ciry4ae (33,4%), Bo Bcex HabJr0-
JIeHIAX MMeJia MeCTO BhIpaskeHHad JIMMQOLMTaPHO-
njasMonuTapHas nHuUIbTpamsd, B 66,6% — opu-
3HAKM BaCKYJNTA C I€PUBACKYJIAPHOV MHPUIbTPa-
muen OJIACTHBIMM KJIETKaMM, BILJIOTBH JO HEKPO3a
COCYOMCTOV CTEHKM. Bo Bcex ciydasx OTMeYaJiiCh
sA3BEHHbIE NedeKThI CAN3UCTON 060J104KM (puc. 3).

4 iy

Puc. 2. Jlerkas cTteneHb OCTPOro Kpu3a OTTOPXXEHMUS.
YnnolieHue, ykopoyeHne KULLIEeYHbIX BOPCUH, nuMdonnas-
MouuTapHas UHPUNbTPaLMa COGCTBEHHON NNACTUHKK CNK-
3UCTON 06OJIOUKN [OHOPCKOM ABEHaaLaTUNEPCTHOW KULLKU
(oKpacka remaToKCMAMHOM M 303UHOM; yBenuyeHue x 200)

Fig. 2. A mild acute rejection crisis. Flattening, shorten-

ing of intestinal villi, lymphoplasmocytic infiltration of the

mucosa lamina propria of donor duodenum (H&E-stained,;
magnification x 200)

Puc. 3. CpegHsis cTeneHb KJIETOYHOro OTTOPXKEHMUS.

KpynHoo4aroBbii UHPUNLTPAT B KpUNTalbHbIX OoTAenax

CO6GCTBEHHOMW MJIACTUHKU CJIM3UCTON 060JIO4KU [OHOPCKOM

ABeHaaLaTUNepCcTHOW KULLKW, TMnepxpoMus sigep aHpoTe-

NUOLMTOB apTepuosibl (OKpacka reMmaToKCUJIMHOM U 303MU-
HOM; yBenu4yeHue x 400)

Fig. 3. Moderate cellular rejection. Large-focal infiltrate in

the crypta sections of mucosal lamina propria of donor

duodenum, hyperchromia of the arteriolar endotheliocyte
nuclei (H&E-stained; magnification x 400)

IIpn BbraBmenunm OKO TAKeJsON cTeneHM B
O6uonraTax OOHAPYKEHBI BbIPAKEeHHbIE VI3MEHEHUA
KMIIIEYHBIX BOPCUHOK, OTCYTCTBME OOKAJIOBUIHBIX
KJIETOK, pacHpoCTpaHeHHasd MHPUIbTPALUA co0-
CTBEHHOJ IJIACTUHKM CJIM3MCTON 0DO0JIOYKM MOHO-
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HYKJICAPHBIMIM KJETKaMJ, A3BEHHOE IIOpaKeHle
COOCTBEHHOVI MBIIIIEYHO MIJIACTUHKY CJM3UCTO 000-
Joury goHopckoit JIIK ¢ Hamu4ameM rHOiHO-HEKPO-
TIYECKOTO0 feTpuTa, (pMOPMHOMIHOE U TeMopparmude-
CKOe IIPOIUTBIBaHME C HEKPO30M CTEHOK apTepuii u
TpoM0b030M BeH (puc. 4).

Puc. 4. Taxenas cTeneHb KNeTO4YHOro oTropxeHus. Peskoe

ynnouieHue n atpocms BOpCcuH, numcponnasmouutTapHas

UHPUNbTPaLUs NepexoauT Ha COGCTBEHHYHO MbILLEYHYIO

NacTUHKY CIIM3UCTOMN 060JIOMKM JOHOPCKOW ABEeHajLaTu-

NepCcTHOM KULIKU (OKpacka reMaTOKCUJIMHOM U 303UHOM;
yBenu4yeHue x 200)

Fig. 4. Severe cellular rejection. Severe flattening and atro-

phy of villi, the lymphoplasmocytic infiltration that involves

the donor duodenum lamina muscularis mucosa (H&E-
stained; magnification x 200)

JIJ1A OLIeHKM KJIMHMYECKOJ 3Ha4YMMOCTY OMOIICUIL
CIIIK B paHHEM IIOCJEOIEePAIIOHHOM IIePUOAe MbI
CPaBHUJM PEe3YJIbTAThI TUCTOJOTUYECKOTO MCCJIe-
JOBaHMS B OCHOBHOM M KOHTPOJIbHOI rpymnnax. ¥
BCeX IMallIeHTOB OCHOBHOJI rpymiiel (n = 6) Ha coHe
KJIMHMUKO-JIAa00PaTOPHBIX MIPU3HAKOB AVCHPYHKIINN
TpaHcmtantata IIJIK Oblam BbIABJIEHBI MOPQOIIO-
rMyecKue MPM3HAKM OCTPOro OTTopsKeHusA. Ilpnm
sToM ORKO Taxesoil crenenn ObLII AMAaTHOCTMPOBAH
B onHOM cay4ae (16,7%), cpenHeil CTeneHu TsKe-
ety — Takke B ogHoM (16,7%), JIeTKO cTelleHu — B
4 nabmonennsax (66,6%) (puc. 5). B rpymnme cpaBHe-
HUA (0 = 7) y mauneHToB 6e3 KIANMHNYEeCKUX [IPU3Ha-
KOB IUC(YHKI[MM TPaHCIJIAHTATa IIPY MOPOJIOTH-
4ecKoM mcciyefoBauun B 3 caydasax (42,9%) 6buio
OTMeYeHO Pas3BUTUE PEeaKINV OTTOPIKEHUSA TOJIBKO
JIETKOJI cTeneHN. Paznmaua Mesx Iy rpynmnamm oK3a-
JMCh cTaTucTrudecky 3HaummbiMu (p < 0,05).

Il JledyeHMs OTTOPIKEHMSA B OCHOBHOI I'PYyIIIIe
pemnimenTaM Ha3Ha4daJy IIOJIMKJIOHAJIbHblEe aHTM-
TeJla B KOMOMHAIIMM C ceaHcaMm ILIasMmadepesa
B oxHOM ciydae (16,7%), myJsibc-Tepannio MeTuJi-
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Puc. 5. PacnpepeneHne ocTtporo Kpusa OTTOPXXEHus Mo
CTENEHU TSXKECTU Y PELIUMUEHTOB B paHHEM nepuoje nocne
TpaHcnnaHTaLun NOHKpeaToayoAeHanbHOro Komniekca

Fig. 5. Distribution of acute rejection crisis by its severity in
pancreatoduodenal complex recipients in the early period
after transplantation

npegunzosionom (1500 mr) — B 3 cayuasx (50%) u
KOPPEKIMIO MMMYHOCYIIPECCUBHOM Tepanmmuy — B
2 mabmoneanax (33,3%). Torbko B ogHOM HabJIIOIE-
uun (16,7%) npu pazsutun OKO TsoKesion crenenn
IIPOTMBOKPM30BaA Tepanusa okasajsiach HeddeK-
TUBHO, IIepecaskeHHble OPraHbl ObLIN yZAJIeHbI Ha
5-e CyTKU HocJie orepanun. B ocTasbHBIX Cirydaax
dpyurnua TIIMK Obla IOJTHOCTBIO BOCCTAHOBJIEHA.

B rpynmne cpaBuenua y 1 manmenta (14,3%)
rorpeboBajiack KOPPEKIMA MMMYHOCYIIPECCUBHOM
Tepanuy BBUY HEBO3MOKHOCTY TOCTMKEHNS LieJie-
BBIX ITIOKa3aTeJsell KOHLIeHTpaluy KaJblHellp1Ha B
KPOBU (KOHBEPCUS C TAKPOJIMMYCa Ha IIUKJIOCIIOPYH).
Emie 2 penmnuenTa noJsiydasy IPOTUBOKPU30BYIO
Tepanuio 1o nosoxy OKO nouedHoro TpaHCIIaHTa-
Ta, KOTOpoe ObLIO AMATHOCTUPOBAHO HAPALY C MOP-
poJtornueckMy TpU3HAKAMM PEAKIUM OTTOPIKEHNA
B CAIIK. Bo Bcex cayuaax PYHKIMA ITepecaskeHHOTO
IIIK ocraBajach yAOBJIETBOPUTEIILHOIL.

IIpu peTpocCneKTMBHOM aHaJM3e NaHHBIX HaMU
OBILJIO YCTAaHOBJIEHO, YTO Yy IIalIME€HTOB C BbIABJIEHHbI-
vy OKO IIJK x momeHntTy B3aTua 6morncun CHITK
MUMeJIVCh caenyomye npusHaky auchyaxumm TITE:

— KJIMHMYECKMEe NIPU3HAKY ObLIM y 2 IaleHTOB.
B o0boux cayuasax ormeuern OKO TdAKes0ii cTeneHn.
Y omHOro nayeHnTa Kpusa IPOsIBIIAJICA BbIPAKEHHBIM
00JIeBBIM CMHIPOMOM B PaHHEM II0CJIEOIIEPAIMIOHHOM
Iepuojsie, y JPYroro — KJIMHUKOM OCTPOTO IIaHKpea-
TuTa (00JM B 3KMBOTE, TOIIIHOTA, PBOTA);

— IIpU MHCTPYMEHTAJBHBIX JCCIIEIOBAHMAX HaIlle
BCETO OIIPeeIAy N3MEeHeHIA XapaKTEePUCTUK BHY -
Tpuoprarsoro kposotoka B TIIMK c mosbimennem
MHIEKCOB Pe3UCTeHTHOCTH B 4 cayuaax (22,2%);

— cpenu J1aboOpaTOPHBIX MTOKa3aTeJell OTMEeYeHO
IIOBBIIIIEHNE YPOBHEN: 00lell 1 MaHKpeaTUdeCcKon
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ammiIassl KpoBu — y 7 naumeHToB (38,9%), aunassl
KpoBu — y 8 (44,4%), raroro3bl B KpoBu — ¥ 5 (27,8%).
B oxHOM cirydae BBIABJIEHO 3HAYNUTEIBHOE CHIUMKEHIE
ypOBHef/i aMMJIa3bl 1 JIUIIa3bl KPOBM — IIPU AMarHo-
ctuke Ts:kesioro OKO IIIK.

IIpennososKUTs Pa3BUTHIE OTTOPIKEHNU TPAHC-
[IJIAHTATa IOMKEJIyLOUHON KeJie3bl MOYKHO, yUu-
TBIBaA JAHHbIE, IIOJYYEHHbIE PABJIMYHBIMIU CIIOCO-
6aMy. OTO MOTYT OBITH IaHHbBIE KJIVMHUYECKON Kap-
TUHBI, Pe3YJbTATHI Ja00PATOPHBIX MCCIEeOBAHNI
MV MTHCTPYMEHTAJIbHBIX MeToZoB. OJHaK0O OKOHYa-
TEJIbHO IIOATBEPIUTD MJM OIPOBEPTHYTb AMAarHO3
OKO MOKHO TOJIBKO IIOCJIE IIOJIydYeHNsA pe3yJibTaTa
TYICTOJIOTYECKOTO MCCJIEeIOBaHNA OyonTarta TKaHNU
[IAaHKPEeaTOAyOLeHaJIbHOTO KOMILJIEKCA. ¥ YUThIBA S
BBICOKMII PUICK OCJIO}KHEHMI ITyHKIVIOHHON Oyoricum
TPaHCIIAHTATA ITOJIXKEJy JOYHOI KeJie3bl, HauboJee
11eJ1eco00Pas3HOI ¥ COIPSMKEHHO) ¢ HaMMEeHbIIVM
pUCKOM ABJIsAeTCA OMOICKA LOHOPCKOM IBEHAAlla-
TUIIEPCTHO KUINIKM BO BpeMs IIpoBefeHusa 330da-
rOracTpoOAyONeHOCKONMM. BrIoNHeHNe MOL00HBIX
Ouoricnii camsmCcTo 000JI0YKY JOHOPCKOIL IBEHAIIA~
TUIIEPCTHOM KUIIIKY CTAJI0 BO3MOXKHBIM OJsaromaps
BHEAPEHMIO B IPAKTHKY METOAMKI TPAHCIIJIAHTAIN
[MaHKPeaToAyO0IeHAIBHOT0 KOMILJIEKCA C DOPMIPOBa-
HIEM MeXXyOJIeHaJbHOIO aHACTOMO3a.

BosmoskHO, uTO IIpM TakoM criocobe BBIABIEHUA
MMMYHOJIOTMYECKNUX OCJIO}KHEHUII IPUCYTCTBYET
TUIIEPAMATHOCTIKA OCTPOTO OTTOPYKEHMA ITaHKpea-
TOAYOZE€HAJILHOTO KOMILIIEKCA, [IOCKOJIbKY ABEHa A~
TUIIEPCTHAA KUIIIKA HACBIIIeHa JIMMQOUIHON TKa-
HBIO J, CJIeJI0OBaTEeJIbHO, OKa3blBaeTcsa Dojiee MMMYy-
HOTEHHOJI, 4eM IO/KeJlyouHas xejesa. [losTomy,
Iaske Ipy OOHAPYIKEHMM OTTOPIKEHMA IaHKpPeaTo-
IyOoneHaJIbHOTO KOMILJIEKCa JIETKOJ cTelleHy, Ho be3
KJIVHUYECKUX [IPOABJIEHNII, HET HeOOXOAVIMOCTY B
Ha3HAYEHMM IIPOTMBOKPM30BOII Tepammn, a JocTa-
TOYHO KOppeKIny 6a30BOJ MMMYHOCYIIPECCUIL

BbiBOAbI

1. Buornicus cams3nucToi 060JI049KN JOHOPCKOI TBE-
HaIIJATUIIEPCTHOM KUILKY CIYSKUT BasKHBIM KpUTe-
p¥eM B OUArHOCTUKE OCTPOTO KPpMU3a OTTOPIKEHUA
[IAHKPeaTONyOleHAJIbHOIO KOMILJIEeKCa, IPU DTOM
ABJASCH 0€30MaCHBIM MHBA3MBHBIM JIMarHOCTUYEe-
CKMM MeTOJZIOM Jlajke B caMOM paHHeM IIocJieolepa-
LVIOHHOM Ilepuoze.

2. BoimmosiHeHme Omomncuii camsmucTol 000JI0UKMI
JOHOPCKOM ABEHAJLAaTUIIEPCTHOM KUIIKM JOJIKHO
BXOAUTb B PYTMHHOE 00cJieoBaHME ITali€eHTOB,
IIepeHeCHINX TPAHCIJIAHTAIMIO MOIKEJJIYIOTHOM
sKeJie3bl C IyO/IeHO-1yOJeHOaHaCTOMO30M KaK B paH-
HEM, TaK U II03JHEM IT0CJIEOIIEPAIIVIOHHBIX IEPUOJAX.

KOH®DJUKT HHTEPECOB. ABTODDI 3aABNAIOT 00 OTCYTCTBMW KOHIDNMKTA MHTENECOoB.
CONFLICT OF INTERESTS. Authors declare no conflict of interest.

GHUHAHCHPOBAHME. HeccneaoBanue NNOBOAVNOCH 663 COHCONCKOM NOAACKEN.
FINANCING. The study was performed without external funding.

TPAHCNNAHTONOIHA 22018 Tom 10

TRANSPLANTOLOGIYR 2'2018 vol.10
The Russian Journal of Transplantation



AKTVANbHBIE BONPOChI KNHHMYECKOH TPAHCINAHTONOTMH

ACTUAL ISSUES OF TRANSPLANTATION

1. Knoll G.A., Nichol G. Dialysis, kidney
transplantation, or pancreas transplanta-
tion for patients with diabetes mellitus
and renal failure: a decision analysis of
treatment options. J. Am. Soc. Nephrol.
2003;14(2):500—515. PMID:12538753

2. Gruessner A.C., Sutherland D.E. Pan-
creas transplant outcomes for Unit-
ed States (US) and non-US cases as
reported to the United Network for
Organ Sharing (UNOS) and the Inter-
national Pancreas Transplant Registry
(IPTR) as of June 2004. Clin. Transplant.
2005;19(4):433—455. DOI:10.1111/j.1399-
0012.2005.00378.x

1. Knoll G.A., Nichol G. Dialysis,
kidney transplantation, or pancreas
transplantation for patients with
diabetes mellitus and renal failure: a
decision analysis of treatment options.
J Am Soc Nephrol. 2003;14(2):500—515.
PMID:12538753

2. Gruessner A.C., Sutherland D.E.
Pancreas transplant outcomes for United
States (US) and non-US cases as reported
to the United Network for Organ
Sharing (UNOS) and the International
Pancreas Transplant Registry (IPTR)
as of June 2004. Clin Transplant.
2005;19(4):433—455. DOI:10.1111/j.1399-
0012.2005.00378.x

NinTteparypa

3. Drognitz O., Benz S., Pfetfer F., Fischer
C,, et al. Long-term follow-up of 78 simul-
taneous pancreas-kidney transplants
at a single-center institution in Europe.
Transplantation. 2004;78(12):1802—1808.
PMID:15614154

4. Drachenberg C.B., Papadimitriou
J.C., Farney A., et al. Pancreas trans-
plantation: the histologic morphology
of graft loss and clinical correlations.
Transplantation. 2001;71(12):1784—1791.
PMID:11455259

5. Humar A., Khwaja K., Ramcharan T.,
et al. Chronic rejection: the next major
challenge for pancreas transplant recipi-
ents. Transplantation. 2003;76(6):918—923.
DOI:10.1097/01.TP.0000079457.43199.76

References

3. Drognitz O., Benz S., Pfeffer F.,
Fischer C., et al. Long-term follow-
up of 78 simultaneous pancreas-
kidney transplants at a single-center
institution in Europe. Transplantation.
2004;78(12):1802—1808. PMID:15614154
4. Drachenberg C.B., Papadimitriou J.C.,
Farney A, et al. Pancreas transplantation:
the histologic morphology of graft loss
and clinical correlations. Transplantation.
2001;71(12):1784-1791. PMID:11455259
5. Humar A., Khwaja K., Ramcharan
T., et al. Chronic rejection: the
next major challenge for pancreas
transplant recipients. Transplantation.
2003;76(6):918—923. DOI:10.1097/01.
TP.0000079457.43199.76

6. TexHMKa TpaHCIJAHTAIMM IIOHMKE-
Jy[O4HOM »Kejesdbl. MeToauru [diaek-
TpoHHBI Ppecypc] MedUniver.com.
URL: http://meduniver.com/Medical/
Xirurgia/texnika_ transplantacii_
podgeludochnoi_gelezi.html

7. IImauyk A.B., Croposxkes P.B., Baska-
poB AT. u np. IlepBrlit 0OTe4eCTBEHHBI
ONBIT 3a0PIOIIMHHON TpaHCIJIAHTAINN
TIOJYKeJIYy LOUHOI sKejie3bl ¢ (POpMUpPo-
BaHMEM JyOIEHO-IyOAEeHOaHACTOMO3a.
BecTHMK TpPaHCIJIAHTOJOTUM ¥ MCKYC-
cTBeHHBIX opraHoB. 2013;15(1):79—88.
DOI:10.15825/1995-1191-2013-1-79-88

6. Technique of pancreas transplantation.
Methodologies. MedUniver.com. Available
at: http://meduniver.com/Medical/
Xirurgia/texnika_transplantacii_
podgeludochnoi_gelezihtml (In Russian).
7. Pinchuk A.V., Storozhev R.V,
Balkarov A.G., et al. First national
experience of retroperitoneal pancreas
transplantation with the formation of
duodeno-duodenal anastomosis. Russian
Journal of Transplantology and Artificial
Organs. 2013;15(1):79—88. (In Russian).
DOI:10.15825/1995-1191-2013-1-79-88

TPAHCNNAHTONOIHA 2'2018 Tom 10

TRANSPLANTOLOGIYR 2'2018 vol. 10
The Russian Journal of Transplantation

L



