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AxHoTaUMA

Bgegenne. B xauecmee memoda anecmesuu npu KapomudHot aHOapmepIKmomMul UCNOAb3Yyemcs KoMOUHUPOBAHHAS
andomparearvras anecmesus, PecuoOHaAPHasL anecmesus, @ MakKice covemanue KomOUHUPOBAHHOU IHOOMPAxeaLbHOU
anecme3uu ¢ peeuoHaprol. Vccaedosarus noxasdvlearom, 4mo couemanue KOMOUHUPOBAHHOU IHOOMPAXeabHOU aHe-
cMme3ul ¢ PecuoRaAPHOL CMAMUCTIULECKU 3HAUUMO CHUNCALT NOMPEOHOCMb 8 AHAAbZEMUKAX NOCAe ONePpayul, a Uc-
N0AB308AHUE 8 KAULCNEE MECTNHOZ0 AHECMEeMUKA Ae600YNUBAKAUHA CHUNCALTN YACTOMY HEHCeAAMEALHBLL SABAeHUN.
Ilesb. Cpasrums npeumyujecmsa U Hedocmamyru couemarnHol anecmesun (KOMOUHUPOBAHHOU IHOOMPALEANbHOT C
PecUOHaAPHOU aHecmesuell) U pecuoHapHoll anecmesuu ¢ cedayuell, C UCNLOAb308AHUEM AL80OYNUBAKAUHA.

Marepmaur u meTogel. B npocnexmugiom 00HOUEHMPOBOM UCCAe008AHUU NAYUEHMBL Oblau Pa3ddenenbl Ha 08e epYynnbl.
B 1-1 epynne (n=40) nposoduau 06w yro arecmesuio ¢ uCNoAb308aHUeM 0ecHAOPAHA 8 COUeMAHUU C PeUOHAPHOU aHe-
cme3uetl n08ePIrHOCMHO020 Welihozo cnaemenus. Bo 2-1 epynne (n=40) evinoansaau 640K n08ePLHOCMHOZO WellHO20
cnaemenus u 2ay60K020 wetiho20 cnaemenust. B xauecmee mecmmnozo anecmemuka 8 obeux epynnax NPUMeHsIAU Le80-
OYNUBAKAUH.

Pezyaprarer Vccaedosanue cmamucmuiecku 3Hauumo noxadano (p<0,05) 6oavwee wucao anu3odos sunepmerH3un
(AL, 60aee 170 mm pm.cm.) y nayuenmos 1-ii epynnvt — 10 (25%) npomus 4 (10%) 6o 2-ii epynne, a maxdice Hatsuuue y
5 nayuenmos (12,5%) 1-i epynnot eunomonuu, AJl  menee 90 mm pm.cm. 60 6pems onepayuu. Kpome moeo, 6 1-i epyn-
ne cmamucmuuecku sHarumo vauwe (p<0,05) pecucmpuposaru maxuxapouro, vacmomy cepoeuHvlr COKPaweHUl boree
90 yodapos 8 murnymy: y 8 (20%) npomus 4 (10%) eo 2-1i epynne. Kax & 1-1i, max u 80 2-U 2pynne 0mmeuaiucs Hexiceat-
menvHble seaerus: 604b 8 odaacmu emewamenvemsa — Yy 4 nayuenmos (10%) 2-i epynnwt, OuckomgPopm nosoxcerus — y
3 nayuenmos (7,5%) 2-1i epynnot, uyecmeo Hexsamxu 86030yxa u mpesoxcrocms —y 1 nayuenma (2,5%) 2-i epynnwt, no-
caeonepayuortas mownoma — y 3 nayuenmos (7,5%) 1-1i epynnwvt u nocaeonepayuonnas pgoma —y 2 nayuenmos (5%)
1-% epynnuvi. Bpems, nposedenioe 8 onepayuonnoil 8 1-u epynne, 6vi10 cmamucmuyecku 3hauumo (p<0,05) 6oavwe, wem
60 2-u: 110+15 mun npomus 75+12.

BsiBogbl Pecuonaphas anecmesus cokpaujaem 0AumesbHOCmMsd Npedvleanus nayuenma 8 onepayuoriol, 00HaKo Ha-
auuue «agPexma npucymemeus 8 OnNePayUOHHOU» cHUdNcaem yo0o8aemeopenHoCmsd NaYUeHmos no cpasgHeruto ¢ oowel
aHnecmesuetl 8 cCoOuemanuu ¢ pecuoHaprol. Jlesobynusaxaur agpghexmusen u bezonacer 04 nposederHus KaK U30AUPOBAH-
HOU PecUOHAPHOU aHecme3uu, max u 8 Kxaiecmee KomMnoHenma KomouHuUpPosanHHot aIH0ompaxrearvHol anecmeauu npu
KAPOMUOHOU IHOAPMEPIKMOMUL.

KumodeBble cioBa: KapoTuaHad SHAAPTEPIKTOMUSA, PervoHapHas aHecTe3)d, OJOKaJa MOBEPXHOCTHOTO M TJIyOOKOro
LIEHOTO CIJIETEHN s, JIEBOOYIMBAKANH

KOH®INMKT MIHTEPECOB ABTOpPBI 3aABJAT 00 OTCYTCTBUY KOH(JIMKTA MHTEPECOB
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Abstract

Background. Anesthesia for carotid endarterectomy can be used as a combined endotracheal anesthesia, regional
anesthesia, and also a combination of combined endotracheal anesthesia with regional anesthesia. Studies have shown
that the combination of endotracheal anesthesia with regional anesthesia significantly reduces the need for analgesics
after surgery, and the use of levobupivacaine as a local anesthetic reduces the incidence of adverse events.

Aim. To compare the advantages and disadvantages of the combined anesthesia (the combination of endotracheal with
regional anesthesia) and the regional anesthesia with sedation using levobupivacaine.

Material and methods. In a prospective single-center study, patients were allocated into 2 groups. In group 1 (n=40),
a general anesthesia was performed using desflurane in combination with the regional anesthesia of the superficial
cervical plexus. In group 2 (n=40), a blockade of the superficial cervical plexus and deep cervical plexus was achieved.
Levobupivacaine was used as a local anesthetic in both groups.

Results. The study showed a significantly (p<0.05) greater number of intraoperative hypertension (BPsys more than
170 mm Hg) episodes in patients of group 1 making 10(25%) versus 4(10%) in group 2, and the presence of hypotension
defined as blood pressure less than 90 mm Hg in 5 (12.5 %) patients of group 1 during surgery. In addition, tachycardia
(heart rate more than 90 beats per minute) was significantly (p <0.05) more often recorded in group 1: in 8 patients (20%)
versus 4 (10%) in group 2. In both groups 1 and 2, adverse events were noted: pain in the intervention area in 4 (10%)
patients of group 2, positional discomfort in 3 (7.5%) patients of group 2, sensation of shortness of breath and anxiety
in 1(2.5%) patient of group 2, postoperative nausea in 3 (7.5%) patients of group 1, and postoperative vomiting in 2 (5%)
patients of group 1. The time spent in the operating room was significantly longer (p<0.05) in group 1 than in group 2:
110%15 minutes versus 75+12, respectively.

Conclusion. Regional anesthesia reduces the patient's time in the operating room, but the presence of "operating
room effect" reduces patient satisfaction compared to general anesthesia in combination with regional anesthesia.
Levobupivacaine is effective and safe for both the isolated regional anesthesia and as a component of the combined
endotracheal anesthesia for carotid endarterectomy.

Keywords: regional anesthesia, carotid endarterectomy, blockade of the superficial and deep cervical plexus,
levobupivacaine
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Al — apTepuanbHoe faBneHve PA - pervoHapHas aHecTesus

BALL — Bu3yanbHo-aHanorosas Lukana
KBA - kapoTmgHas aHAapTepaKTOMUs
KOTA — KoMbMHUpOBaHHaa SHOOTpaxeanbHas aHecTeaus

Kaporugnaa supmaprepsrromnsa (KOA) — ogHo
U3 CaMbIX PACIIPOCTPAHEHHBIX OIlePaTVBHBIX BMe-
IaTeJIbCTB B cocyaucton xupypruu. Tax, B HVU
CII mm. H.B. CrandoCcoBCKOro BBIMIOJHAIOT 0oJiee
400 Takmx omeparuii B rog. Onepanysa Ha COHHBIX
apTepusax I0 CyTU ABJAETCA MaJIOTPaBMaTUYHBIM
XUPYPIUIECKVM BMeIIaTeJ bCTBOM I He aCCOLUNPY -
€TCs CO 3HAYNUTEJbHOI 60JIbI0, TUIIOBOJIEMMIEN MJIN

TUO - TpaHckpaHuanbHas uepebpanbHas OKCMMeTpuUs
YCC - yacToTa cepaeyHbIX COKpaLLeHui

MaCCHUBHOII KpoBomoTepeil. B HacTodAlee Bpemsa
IIpU oIlepalMy Ha COHHOJ apTepUM MCIOJb3YIOT
KOMOMHMPOBaHHYIO DHAOTPAXEAJbHYIO0 aHEeCTe3UI0
(K3TA), permonapuyto anecresuio (PA), a Taxsxe
couertanue KOTA u PA [1, 2]. Pax uccaenosareseit
YTBEPIKIAIOT, UTO BBITIOJHEeHNEe KOA B yCJIOBUAX
permoHapHOI, a He 00IIeil aHecTe3uM MMeeT Ipe-
UMYII[ECTBO, IIOCKOJIbKY «OOMPCTBYIOIIMIT» ITal[y-
€HT FABJIFAETCA «30JI0ThIM CTaHAAPTOM» MOHUTOPMH-
ra 1epebpasbuoit pyurkunu [3—5]. IIpu saTom nosa
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PA B o0mieil cTpykType obeszdbonmBanna npu KOA
[0 JaHHBIM JIMTEPATYpPbl Kosebisercsa or 6 mo 74%
Y JIMIIb B HEKOTOPBIX KJIMHMUKAX A0X0muT 10 99%.
Taxoit 6osb1107 Pa3dbpoc 00bACHAETCA BO MHOTOM
CJIOKMBIIVMMUCA IIPEeAIIOYTeHMAMN B IeHTpaX, a
TaKKe OTCYTCTBMEM HABHBIX NPEMMYIIECTB WJIN
HEeJIOCTAaTKOB TOTO MJM MHOTO MeTOJa aHeCTe3UM.
Kombounarma KOTA ¢ PA mo3BoJsieT CTaTUCTIYEeCKI
3HAYMMO CHUBUTH IIOTPEOHOCTH B MCIIOJIL30BaHUNU
aHAJBIeTMKOB B ITIepHONepaIioHHOM Itepuone [6—11].

B nocyegaMe rogpl oTMedaeTcs POCT MHTepeca K
JICTIOJIb30BAHMIO B KaYeCTBE MECTHOTO aHEeCTeTMKa
npu PA nepobynuBakanHa. JIutepaTypHble TaHHbIE
TIOITBEPIKIAIOT 0€30IIaCHOCTE (PAaPMaKOJIOTMIECKOTO
npodpuiia JIeBoOyIIMBaKayHa 110 CPAaBHEHMIO C OyIm-
BaKaMHOM, IIOCKOJIbKY 4acTOTa Pas3jIM4HbIX Hebsaro-
IIPUMATHBIX VICXOAO0B ITPU VICIIOJIb30BaHNMMN II0OCJIEJHETO
BBIIIIE, YeM IIPM MCIIOJIb30BaHMM JIEBOOYIMBAKAIHA.
YcremHoe npuMeHeHMe JieBOOyNMBaKarHa B aKy-
LIIEPCKO-TMHEKOJIOTUYECKO, OPTOIIeJMUEeCKOI IIpaK-
TUKe, abJOMMHAJBHON XUPYPIUY, 0PTAaJIbMOJIOIUN,
a Takske cpaBHeHVe 3(p(eKTOoB JeBoOynMBaKaMHA
¢ OynmuBaKayHOM ¥ PONMBaKaMHOM IIOKa3aJl, YTO
JeBOOyNMBaKayH He yCTyIaeT Mo 9PQPEKTUBHOCTA
IPYTUM MECTHBIM aHeCTeTMKaM, objazasa Ipy STOM
MEeHbIIIEeN KapAyo- ¥ HEePOTOKCUYHOCTBIO, Y€M €ro
IpaBOBPAIAONNI M30Mep OynuBakamu [12—14].

Iens. CpaBHUTE NIPENMYII[ECTBA ¥ HEJOCTATKN
COYEeTaHHOJ aHeCcTe3MN: KOMOVHMPOBAaHHOM 3HI0TPa-
XeaJIbHOVI aHeCTe3UM C PerroHapHON aHecTe3ueil 1
pernoHapHOl aHECTe3MN C ceslalyiell, BBIIOJTHAEMO
C JUCIIOJIb30BaHMEM JIeBOOYIVBAKAHA.

Marepuan 1 meTobl

B mpocnexkTMBHOE NMJIOTHOE OJHOLIEHTPOBOE
uccJsenoBanyre BrIOUMIM 80 mamueHTOB, KOTOPBIE
OBLIM pas3/iesIeHbl Ha JIBE TPYIIIIbL

Kpurepun BrIOYeHNA:

— IlnanoBasa kKapoTUAHAA DHAAPTEPIKTOMUSA

— Bapocsible manueHTs! B Bo3pacTe MeHee 80 jieT

Kpurepun nckmoueHns:

— OrTKa3 oT IpeAJsIoyKeHHOr0 BUJa aHeCTe3Un

— OcTpblil UHCYJIBT

— BocniasmresibHble MI3MEHEH)A B 00J1aCTY IPei-
roJlaraeMol IMyHKIUM

— Aunneprus B aHaMHe3€ Ha MECTHbIE aHeCcTe-
TUKIL.

B 1-i1 rpynme (n=40) mpoBoanim o0IIyIo aHecTe-
3MIO C VICIIOJIb30BaHMEM Jlec(pJIIOpaHa B COYETAHUN C
PernoHapHON aHeCcTe3Mel ITI0BEPXHOCTHOrO IeTHOTO
crtetenus. IIpoBOAHMKOBYIO aHECTE3UIO BBITTOTHAIN
B orepaimonHoit pactsopoM 0,5% seBoOynMBaKamHa

(He Oosee 50 Mr) mocje MHTyOauMM Tpaxeu, B CTe-
PUJIBHBIX YCJIOBMAX C VICIIOJIb30BAHMEM YJIbTPA3BY-
KOBOJI HaBUTALIVIL.

Bo 2-11 rpynme (n=40) BbIONHAMM OJOK ITOBEPX -
HOCTHOT'O IIIE/fHOTO CIIJIeTeHUA (IOAKOKHA A KIeTdaT-
Ka BJOJb 3aJHEro Kpas IpyAMHO-KJIIUNYHO-CcoCIe-
BUJIHOI MBIIIIIBI) U TJIyDOOKOrO HIEHOTO CIIJIETEeHNA
(mpeBepTedpasbHOE IPOCTPAHCTBO, HA ypoBHe C2—
C4) pactBopoMm seBobymnuBakansa. Obmas gosa 0,5%
MeCTHOTO aHeCcTeTMKa He npesblmaja 150 mr. Bo 2-11
IpyIle IocJie pa3pesa KOKU U BbIeJIeHNUA COHHOM
apTepuy AOMIOJHUTEJLHO OCYIIEeCTBJIANN OJIOKAIY
HepBa KapOTUIHOTO CUHYCA, KOTOPBIN ABJAETCH
BETBBIO A3BIKOIJIOTOYHOTO HepBa. MoHnTOpupoBam
YCC, HacebllleHMEe KPOBU KUCJOPOAOM, a TaKsKe
TPaHCKPaHMAJbHYIO IlepeOpasIbHyI0 OKCUMETPUIO
(TIIO). Cumxenue TITO menee 50% cuuranu Kpu-
TUYECKNM, YTO ABJIAJIOCH ITOKa3aHMEeM JJIA MCIIOJIb-
30BaHMs MHTPAONIEPAI[MOHHOTO IITYHTA.

Bo 2-ii rpymnme ¢ 1esbio cemanuy BHYTPUBEHHO
BBOAUJM JNEKCMeIeTOMUAVH B HATPY30YHOI N03e
o 1 Mrr/kr/4 B Tedenne 10 MMHYT, BO BpeMsd olle-
PATMBHOTO BMeIIATEJIbCTBA MCIIOJIb30BAJM II0J-
IEepsKUBAIOIIYI0 TT03Y JIEKAPCTBEHHOTO CPEeJCTBA
0,2—0,4 mrr/kr/4. I'nyOuHy cenmaimm moamep K-
BaJIM Ha ypoBHe 3—4 bGasioB 1o mkase Ramsay.
MonpeaJsbCKyIO IIKAJYy MCIIOJNb30BaJN IJIA OL€HKU
KOTHUTMBHBIX (DYHKIIMII [0 ¥ IIOCJIE ONEPaTUBHOTO
BMeIIaTeJbCTBA.

Peructpuposasy Bpemsa 3aHATNA OIIEPALVIOHHON,
YIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTb aHecTe3uell, HeyKesaTebHbIe
ABJIEHUA, OCJOKHEHMA, KOJUYECTBO CYTOK, IIPO-
BeJEeHHbIX 0OJBHBIM B CTallIOHApe, KOTHUTVBHBIN
craryc. IIpu cpaBHeHNM MAIMEHTOB B MCCIenye-
MBIX I'PYIIIaxX II0 IIOJIOBOMY HIPU3HAKY, BO3PACTY
¥ HAJMYMIO COIIyTCTBYIOILE IaTOoJIOTMM He OBLIO
BBIIBJIEHO CTAaTMCTUYECKY S3HAYMMBIX pPa3JIUUIUi
(Taba. 1).

Ta6bnuua 1. XapakTepucTuka nauueHToB Mo Mojsy U BO3-
pacty

Table 1. Patient characteristics by gender and age

Napamer KJTA + PA PA
pamerp (n=40) (n=40) P
Bospacr, net 69 (66;73) 71 (68;74) >0,05
28/12 31/9
My>XUMHbI/XKEHLLUMHBI, % 70/30 77113 >0,05

CraTucruyeckruii aHaIm3

Cratuctudeckyio o0pabOTKy ¥ aHAJIMU3 JAHHBIX
BBINIOJIHANM B Iporpamme Statistics mma Microsoft
Windows (CIIIA). PesyabTaTbl IIpeAcTaBJIEHbI B
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BUJle CPeJHMX 3HAaUeHU+CTaHIAPTHOE OTKJOHE-
HIIe NPV HOPMAaJIbHOM paclipesieJIeHnM WM Menya-
HbI 1 niepcenTuieit (25%;75%) npu pacrnpeneseHnmy,
OTJIMYHOM OT HOpMaJIbHOTrO. JIJ1 cpaBHEHN 3MeHe-
HUJT KOJIMYeCTBEeHHbIX II0Ka3aTeJIell B Pa3HbIX IPyII-
nmax ucnoabsoBaau U-xpureputt Manna—YuTHN.
CpaBHeHIe KadeCTBEHHBIX NAHHBIX BBIIOJHAIN C
MCIIONIb30BaHyeM y2-kpurepus [Inpcona 6o TouHO-
ro kpurepusa Pumrepa. CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYMMBIMI
pasmrana cunramch npu p<0,05, TeHgeHINA K cTa-
TUCTUYECKO 3HAUMMOCTHY ollpeesanach kak p<0,1.

Pe3ynbTarbl

B npoBeneHHOM HaMM MccIIeJOBaHUM BCE IIaIly-
€HThbI IIepPeHeCII OlepPaTUBHOE BMEIATEeJJbCTBO U
ObLIVM BBINVCAHBI M3 CTAIMOHAPA, HEe ObLIO BBIABJIEHO
CTATUCTUYECKY 3HAUMMON Pa3HUIIBL 110 ITPOJOJIMKI-
TeJIBHOCTY TOCHUTaJIM3aluy (BBIIMCKA B CpeJHEM
Ha D-e CyTKN).

Bo Bpemsa omepaTuBHOrO BMeNIaTeJIbCTBA IIOKa-
3aresns IIOM npu mepesKaTuUy COHHOM apTepum He
cHMKaJICA MeHbIlle yeM Ha 50% u mokasaHmii nJsa
IpUMEHEeHNA NHTPAOIEePAIMOHHOTO ITyHTa He ObLIO
y BCeX BKJIIOUEHHBIX B MCCJIEJIOBAHME MAIVIEHTOB.
B nociieonepanyonHOM nepuosie He MCIOJIb30BaJIN
HapPKOTUYECKVE aHAJIbTETIKY, TaK KaK YPOBEHb 60
10 BU3yaJIbHO-aHaJIOroBoi mkajse (BAIIT) He mpe-
BBIIIAJ b 0aJIIOB.

B 1-1t rpymiie perucTpupoBasn SIM304bI TUIIOTO-
Hyy B 5 cay4aax (12,5%) npu npoBeneHnn MHAYKII
B anecreauto (Al ~wmenee 90 MM pT.CT.), & TaKKe
BIM30Ibl TAXMKAPAUM M 3HAUMMON TUIIEPTEH3UU Y
10 mammenToB (25%) (AL, Gosee 170 MM pT.CT. 1
YCC 6ogee 90 ynapoB B MUHYTY) IIPU BbIIOJHEHNN
sKcTyOarmm Tpaxen (tadir. 2).

Ta6nuua 2. WHTpaonepaunoHHblie USMEHEHUs reMoANHaMU-
KU “ nocneonepauynoHHble OCJIOXKHeHUsa

Table 2. Intraoperative hemodynamic changes and
postoperative complications
K3TA+PA PA

(n=40) (n=40) P
VIHTpaonepawumoHHBbIN LLyHT 0 0 >0,05

XapakTepucTuka

Onun3oabl rMNOTOHUMN,

0O,
AL,.. MeHee 90 MM pT.CT. 5 (12,5%) .

<0,05
Onn3oabl rMNepTeH3nu,
AL___6onee 170 MM pT.CT.

'onet

10 (25%) 4 (10%) <0,05

3nu3opbl Taxvkapaum 8 (20%) 4 (10%) <0,05
MpexopsLume HapyLLEHWst MO3ro- 1(25%) 1(25%) >0,05
BOro KpoBOOGpaLLeHus

[emaTtoma B o6nacTtu onepauum 5(12,5%) 2 (5%) <0,05

Bo 2-71 rpynne nanmeHTbl HAXOAUJINCh Ha caMO-
CTOATEJIbHOM IObIXaHUN U OBILJIN IIOJIHOCTBIO AOCTYII-
HbI KOHTaKTYy.

HesxenaTesbHble ABJIEHNA, OTMEYEHHbIE Y ITAIV-
€HTOB BO BPEMs OIlepaliy, IIpeiCTaBJIeHbI B Ta0JL. 3.

Ta6nuua 3. HexxenatenbHble SIBNEHUA U YOOBJIIETBOPEH-
HOCTb aHecTe3unemn

Table 3. Adverse events and patient satisfaction with
anesthesia

K3TA + PA PA

XapakTepucTuka (n=40)  (n=40)
():i_(rggo&l Ha 605b BO BpeMsi BMeLLaTeb- 4 (10%)
YHyBCTBO HEXBATKWN BO3AYXA, TPEBOXHOCTb — 1(2,5%)
[nckoMdopT NonoxeHus — 3 (7,5%)
TowuHoTa 3 (7,5%) —
PBoTa 2 (5%) —
MonHoCTblO yOOBNETBOPEHbI (OTHANN Obl 32
npeanoyTeHvie aaHHoMmy Buay aHectesmn 38 (95%) (80%)

npwvi NOBTOPHOW orepaLum)

B oxgHOM corydae manyeHT IOKaJIoBaJICA Ha UyB-
CTBO HEXBATKM BO3MIyXa, MOABUJIACH TPEBOYKHOCTD,
0eCIIOKOIICTBO, B CBA3M C YeM BBIIIOJHIIIN II€PEX0],
Ha oburyro anectesuio. Hanbosiee BepoATHONM Ipmdan-
HOJI ABMJIOCH pacIpesieieHNie aHeCTeTIKa B 00J1acThb
IradparMaJJbHOTO HepBa.

Kak Buguo 13 TabJr 3, »xasiodsl Ha 60Jib B 00J1aCTI
onepalmy ObLIV 3aPErMCTPUPOBAHb! y 4 IIAIEeHTOB
(10%), ayBcTBO mucKOMQOpPTa BCJIEICTBUE HEY00-
HOTO MOJIOYKeHUs — y 3 nauueHToB (7,5%) 2-it rpym-
IIBL

B 1-if rpynme nmaimeHTOB IIOCJIEOIEPALVIOHHBIN
IIePMOoJ, COIPOBOXKIAJICA TOLIHOTON y 3 UeJOBEeK
(7,5%) n'y 2 (5%) — pBOTOIL

HaproTnueckne aHaJbreTHKM B IIOCJIEONIePaIV-
OHHOM IIep1oJie He IIPUMEHHANN, TAK KaK YPOBEHb
6osn He mipeBbIIal 5 6asoB o BATIIL

B rpymnnie KOTA 38 nanmenTtos (95%) ObLiu 1ioJ-
HOCTBIO YJOBJIETBOPEHBI aHeCcTe3Mell, BO 2-71 IpyI-
e — 32 nmanuenTa (80%) (cm. Tabur. 3).

ITpnunnoit HeynosaersoperHocty KOTA Oblim
IocJIeolepalyioHHasA TOIIHOTA M PBOTA, & TaKiKe
[IpexoAIIe HapYIIIeHN MO3IrOBOr0 KpoBooOpaIe-
Hus (cm. Taba. 2, 3).

IIpyunnamn HeypmoBaerBopeHHOCTH PA Oblin
VHTPAOIIePAIMOHHAA 00Jb ¥ 4 MalVeHTOB, MHTPAO-
IIePaIIOHHBIN AVCKOMQOPT ¥ CTpecC y 3 IAIMeHTOB
¥ MHTPAOIEPAIVIOHHbIE ITPOOJIEMBI C AbIXaHUEM Yy
1 mamuenTa (cm. Taba. 3).

U3 rpynner KOTA 38 naunentos (95%) npexmo-
uju ObI TAKOI jKe BIJ aHEeCTe3UM Ipu HeoOXOoau-
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MOCTM ellle OJHOTO OIIEPATVBHOIO BMEIIATEeJbCTBA.
32 nmarmenta (80%) n3 rpynns! 2 npeanodnn 6e1 PA
IIpM IIOBTOPHON omeparuu (cM. Tabs. 3). Pasuura B
MIPEeIOYTeHNAX CTAaTUCTUYECK) OKa3aJach 3HauMa
(p<0,05).

Mer orteHMIM BpeMsdA, IPOBeJeHHOe ITallIeHTOM B
OIlepalOHHOM, KOTOpoe BO 2-i1 rpymme (70+12 MuH)
ObLI0 cTaTuCTHUYecKM 3Ha4dmMo Ha 31,8% mensblie,
yeM B 1-11 (110%=15 muH) (p<0,05).

He 6pw10 craTucTMUecKM 3HAYMMON Pa3HUIIBI
(p>0,05) B rpynnax B IPOJOJISKUTETBHOCTY TOCIIATA -
Jauzanuy — 6=*1 cytku B 1-11 rpynne n 51 Bo 2-71, a
TaKyKe YPOBHE KOTHUTVBHBIX HAPYIIIEHNI, BbIABJIEH-
HBIX IIpY rToMoII MoHpeabCKOI IIIKAJIbI (PUCYHOK).

| I I
0 I I
PA

OA+PA
= I0CJIe0TIepAIN

N
=)

—
3]

—
o

o

= JI0 onepaimmn

PucyHok. OueHka KOrHUTMBHOW AUCHYHKLUA C NMOMOLLbIO
MoHpeanbCcKou LKanbl

Figure. The assessment of cognitive impairment by using
the Montreal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA) test

0Gcy:rnenue

OnHMM 13 OCHOBHBIX HeJOCTaTKOB PA sABJseTcs
Ppas3BuUTHE HEMKEJATEJbHbIX ABJIEHNII, KOTOPbIE Tpe-
OYIOT CPOYHOTO Iepexoaa Ha ODIyI0 aHeCTEe3UI0 BO
BpEeMsI OIIEPATMBHOTO BMEIIIATEJIbCTBA, UTO B HAIIIEM
nccyenoBannm norpebosasiocs B 2,5% ciaydaes.
ITpmumHaMy MOryT OBITH KaK BJIMAHME HEKOTOPBIX
9TAlOB XMPYPrUIECKOr0 BMeNIaTeJIbCTBa (IIoTepsa
COBHAHUA IIPU MIEePeKaTUM COHHOW apTepun, Heob-
XOAMMOCTb HLIYHTUPOBAHUA U CBA3aHHbIE C HUM
ocJyoskHeHMsA) [9, 11], Tak ¥ IPOBOIHNKOBAA aHECTE-
31 (HeJOCTaTOYHOCTD DJI0Ka b, 6yIoKaga nuadppar-
MAaJIbHOTO HEpPBa JJIN TOJIOCOBBIX CBA30K, CUCTEMHAA
TOKCUYHOCTb MECTHBIX aHECTEeTMKOB, O0CTPYKIMA
JIBbIXaTeJbHBIX ITyTell, caydaiiHada cydapaxHOugaib-
Hasd nHBbeKIMA) [11]. B Hamem HaOJIIOOEeHUN TOJBKO
B OJHOM cJydae rorpeboBajiach KOHBEPCUA aHECTE-
3UN, KOTOpad He BbI3BaJIa TEXHIYECKNX CJIOKHOCTEIN.
B T0 xe Bpema TaAKeJbIE COILYTCTBYIOIIVE 3a00J1e-
BaHUA CO CTOPOHBI CEPMIeYHO-COCYIUCTON CUCTEMBI

ABJIAIOTCA OCHOBHBIMM (DAKTOPAMM, BINAIOIIVMI HA
BoIOOp PA. Tak, panee MbI IIPUBOANIIN COOCTBEHHBIN
YCHEIIHBI OIBIT McnoJab3oBauua PA npu KOA y
ImaleHTa C HU3KON (ppakument Beibpoca [15]. Emre
OIHVIM IIPEMMYII[ECTBOM OCTaeTCA COKpallleHye IV~
TeJIbHOCTY IIpeObIBaHNMA IIAIVIEHTa B OIIEPAIIOHHOA,
4TO IIpY OOJIBIIOM KOJIMYECTBe OIlepalyil MMeeT
HeMaJloBaskHOe 3HadeHue. [Ipu aToMm MBI n3beraem
ITOTEHIVAJIbHBIX OCJIOKHEHNI MHTYOaIn Tpaxen, B
TOM 4NCJIe U TeEMOAVHAMIYECKIX 3MEHEeHN, KOTO-
pble CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAUMMO Hallle PerycTpPpoBa-
Juch B 1-17 rpymIte.

B niesiom orrpoc manmeHTOB nokasasi, 9To yAoBJe-
TBOPEHHOCTb aHecTe3uell Obljla BBIIIIE B IPYIIIE C
obireir anecre3ueit B couetanuu ¢ PA. OcHOBHbIE
IPUYNMHBI HEYJOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH B 1-Ji rpynmne —
IocJjeonepanoHHasa TOIIHOTa U PBOTa, BO 2-11 —
ompejeseHHbI AUCKOMMOPT MOJIOXKEeHNA B MHTPAO-
IIepalIOHHOM IIeprojie, 60JeBble OLIYIeHNs, CTPecC
OT IIPUCYTCTBMA HA COOCTBEHHOII OIlepalyy, Kalleyib
U 3aTpyAHEHMe IJIoTaHnusAa. Kak MoKa3bIBaloT IIpeibl-
ZIyllyie MCCJIeI0BAHA, IIEPCOHM(UIIVIPOBAHHBIN IO/~
X0Jl mpuodpeTaeT Bedylllee 3HAUeHUe IIPU BbIOOpE
anecrte3un npu KOA. IITuporkoe BHeIpeHME yIbTPa-
3BYKOBOJI HaBUTAIMM B IIPAKTUKY aHECTE3M0JIOTa
3HAYNTEJIbHO IOBLICUIIO 3(P(PEKTUBHOCTD IIPYIMEHe-
uusa PA [4, 9, 12].

JleBoOynmBakamH X0pouIo cedsa 3apeKoOMeHI0BaJI
npu KOA B obenx rpynnax. [TogrBepsxieHreM TOMy
ABJsETCA MUCIOJNb30BaHNe HAPKOTUYECKNUX aHaJb-
TeTUKOB B 1-ii rpyIIe TOJIbLKO BO BpeMsa MHIAYKLINUN
B aHecTe3um. [Ipu sToM ypoBeHb OOJIM IO ILIKAJIE
BAIIT 6611 MeHee 5 6aJiIoB B IIOCJIEOIIEPAIIIOHHOM
nepuogie. Kak rokasaJm paHee IIPOBeEeHHBIE JICCIIe-
JIOBaHNHA, JeBOOYIIMBAKaVH VIMEET MEHBIITYIO TOKCIY-
HOCTB IT0 CpaBHEHMIO ¢ OyBaKayHOM 1 He yCTYIIaeT
B aHAJbTeTUYECKOM dpdeKTe ponmBakanny [13, 16].

sKanober Ha GoJb B pAzle caydaeB MBI CBA3BI-
BaeM C OIIpefiesJIeHHBIMM VMHAVBUAYAJIbHBIMI aHa-
TOMMYECKNMMM 0CODEHHOCTAMM, HAIIPpMUMeEpP, BbICOKA
61 yprala COHHOM apTepui, a TaKyKe IIepeKpecT-
Has MHHepBalUA.

Vlcnosb3oBaHME perMoHapHOl aHeCTe3UM MIPU
KapOTUAHON DHAAPTEPIKTOMUN y HAIMEHTOB C
BBIPAsKEHHOJ COIYTCTBYIOIEN [IaTOJIOTHEN II03-
BoJigeT 130eKaTb PUCKOB Pa3BUTUA BEPOATHBIX
OCJIOKHEHUI IIPY HPOBEIEeHUN KOMOMHMPOBAHHOM
SHJIOTpaxeasbHOM aHecTe3un. Ilpm aTom B 060Ux
caydaax d(P@eKTMBHBIM MECTHBIM aHECTETUKOM
ABJIAETCH JIeBOOyIIBaKaH.
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BbiBOAbI

Kpome Toro, mpumeHeHne B Ka4eCTBE MECTHOTO
aHeCTeTMKA JIEBOOYNMBaKalHa [IOATBEPIKIAET €ro

XOPOIIIMe aHAJbIeTUUECKNE CBOMICTBA U IPUBOINUT
K CHIUIKEHUIO HeoOXoImMoro o0OIlero KoJmdecTBa
HapPKOTUYECKUX aHAJIbIEeTMKOB BO BPEM:A U IIOCJE

OIIepaTMBHOI'O BMellaTeJbCTBa.

1. PernonapHas aHecTe3usl CTATUCTUYIECKM 3HA-
uyMo B 1,6 paza (p<0,05) coxkpaiiaer JumuTeIbHOCTb
Hpe6bIBaHI/IH IIaljyieHTa B OHepaLU/IOHHOf/I " II03BO-

JseT u36eaTh IOTEHIMAJbHBIX HEMeJaTeJIbHbIX
ABJIEHNII KOMOMHMPOBAaHHO HHIOTPaXeaJbHOI aHe-
CcTe3Uy IPY KapOTUIHON SHAAPTEPOIKTOMMUNL.

2. Y 10BJIeTBOPEHHOCTD IIAllIeHTOB IIPY IIpoBeie-
HUM 001II1ell aHecTe3UM B COYETaHUM C PETMOHaPHONM
anecresueil Ha 15% Bblllle, YeM NP PETMOHAPHOI

aHeCTe3UI.
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