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CpaBHuTEeNbHAA OLEHKA METOA0B NepuonepaLMoHHOro
00e360/1MBaHUA OHKOJIOrMYECKUX 00JIbHbIX
NpyU NaHKpeaToAyoAeHabHbIX pe3eKuuax

10.C. 3axapenkosa', B.3. XopoHenko" 2, B.C. TpudaHos'

! MOCKOBCKMIA Hay4HO-MCCNe0BATENbCKMI OHKONOTMYECKMA MHCTUTYT uMenn M.A. Tepuena, Mocksa, Poccus;
2 PoccuiicKui yHuBepeuTeT apybbl Hapoaos umenu Matpuca Jlymymbel, Mocksa, Poccus

AHHOTALMA

06ocHoBaHue. [aHKpeaToyoieHaNbHbIE PE3EKLMN ABNIAKOTCA OfHUM U3 CaMbIX TPAaBMATUYHBIX M TEXHUYECKM CNOXKHBIX BMe-
LaTesbCTB B abaoMUHabHOM XMpypriv. BepHasi TaKTUKa aHecTe3unonornyeckoro obecneyeHms n 06e3bonueaqus no3sonset
Ha NOPAZOK CHU3UTb PUCK NEPUOMNEPaLMOHHBIX OCTIOKHEHWI, KOTOPBIA COXPaHAETCSA BbICOKUM [axe B hefepanbHbIX LEHTPax
¢ bonbwmM onbIToM NofobHbIX onepauyit. MOUCK HOBbIX KOMMOHEHTOB U METOAVWK aHECTE3UU C OLIEHKOW X 3 PeKTUBHOCTH
1 6e30MacHOCTM OCTAETCS aKTyasbHOM NpobneMoi.

Llenb — oueHuTL 3 deKTUBHOCTb M 630MacHOCTb MPUMEHEHNS NIMA0KaUHA KaK KOMNOHEHTa aHeCTe3WW U NoC/eonepaLyoH-
Horo 06e300/MBaHUA Y OHKONOTUYECKUX DOMBHBIX NPY BLINOSHEHUM NaHKPEaTOAY0AEHANBHBIX PE3EKLNN.

Matepuanbl U MetoAabl. VccnenoBaHo TeyeHue aHecTeswuu, onepauuu W MoceonepaumoHHoOro nepuoaa y 43 6onbHbIX
(cpenHui Bo3pacT 63,2+7,1 roAa), KOTOPLIM BbIMOMHANM MaAHKPEaTOAYOLEHANbHYI0 PE3EKLMI0 MO MOBOAY ONyXoel maH-
KpeaToAyoAeHanbHoi 30Hbl. B pe3ynbrate paHaoMusaumn chopmupoBaHo 2 rpynnbl. B nepsoii rpynne (n=19) B KauecTse
KOMMOHEHTa MepuonepauvroHHoro 06e3601MBaHUA NPUMEHSNN ANMAYPaNbHYK aHanbresuio, BO BTOpoW (n=24) — npofniéH-
HY0 BHYTPMBEHHYIO MH(DY3UI0 NMAOKaUHa B cpeaHeit fo3e 1 Mr/(krxu). MpoBoaniv oLEeHKyY NoKasaTenen TeUeHUS aHECTE3UM.
B nocneonepaumoHHOM nepuofe cpaBHMBanM cteneHb 6onesoro cuuapoma no wkane Numeric rating scale for pain, notpe6-
HOCTb B OMMOWAHBIX aHAbreTUKaXx, CPOKW BOCCTAHOBNEHUS QYHKLMM HKeNYLOYHO-KULIEYHOr0 TPaKTa, 4acToTy U XapaKTep
ocnoxHeHui. C Lenbio npefynpexaeHns CUCTEMHOM TOKCUYHOCTM OCYLLECTBIISNCS JIEKAPCTBEHHbIA MOHUTOPUHI — onpeje-
NIeHMe Na3MeHHON KOHLEHTPaLMK NIMA0KauHa.

Pesynbrartbl. [lepuonepaumoHHas noTpebHOCTb B OMMOMAHLIX aHanbreTUkax bbina conoctaBuMa Mexay rpynnamm, cTatu-
CTMYECKM 3HAUMMBIX pa3ninuuii He Habmoaanock. CteneHb bonesoro cuHapomMa no wkane Numeric rating scale for pain cTa-
TUCTUYECKU He pa3ninyanach, 3a UCKIIYeHWEM LOCTOBEPHOM PasHULbl B KONMYeCTBe 6anioB npu akTUBM3aLMK Ha 3-U CYTKU:
4,00 (95% noseputenbHblid uHTepBan 3,49-4,51) n 3,12 (95% noBepuTenbHbIM MHTEpBan 2,64—-3,61) ang rpynn anuaypancHoi
aHarbre3uu ¥ NPOANEHHON BHYTPUBEHHOM UHPY3uK cooTBeTcTBEHHO, p=0,014. KpoMe Toro, B rpynne anuaypanbHOM aHamb-
reauy BbIN0 OTMEYEHO CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOE MOBbILLEHWE 00BEMA MHGY3UM MO CPaBHEHMIO C FPYNMON BHYTPMBEHHOM
nHby3um nupokanna [8,83 mn/(krxy) (Q1=7,90; Q3=10,06) n 7,33 mn/(krxu) (Q1=6,28; Q3=8,49) cooTBeTcTBEHHO, P=0,034],
a TaKxe NOBbILUEHWE NOTPEOHOCTM Y NaLMEHTOB B Ba30NpECCOPHOM NOALEPKE MHTpaonepaumoHHo [15 (78,9%) n 10 (43,5%)
cootBeTcTBeHHO, p=0,029]. B rpynne uHdy3um nuaoKanHa BpeMs Hayana NepucTanbTUKW BbiIo 3HAYMTENBHO MEHBLUE, YeM
B rpynne anuaypanbHoi aHanbresun [Meamnana 48,0 v (Q1=48,00; Q3=72,00) u menuaHa 60,0 4 (Q1=36,00; Q3=64,50) coot-
BeTcTBeHHO, p=0,042]. YacToTa nocneonepaumoHHbIX OCAIOMHEHWUIA MeXAY rpynnaMu He OTIMYanach.

3aknioyeHue. Ha ocHOBaHWM CpaBHUTENIBHOMO aHanM3a pesyNbTaToB MCCIEL0BaHUSA MOXHO 3aK/4UTb, YTO MPOANEHHAs
BHYTPUBEHHAA MH(DY3UA IMLOKAUHA KaK KOMMOHEHTa NepuonepaLyoHHON aHeCTE3M0N0MMYECKOI 3aLLMTLI NPY NaHKpeaToay-
ofleHanbHbIX pe3eKumsax besonacHa u no apdekTnBHoCTH 06€3601MBaHMSA CONOCTaBUMa C 3NMAYpanbHoii brokagon.

Kniouesble cnoga: NaHKpeaTtoayoAeHanbHaa pe3eKuns; BHyTpUBEHHAA MHd)y3VIF| NIUO0KaWHa; annaypanbHana aHanbre3uns.
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Comparative evaluation of the perioperative
anesthesia methods for cancer patients undergoing
pancreaticoduodenectomy

luliia S. Zakharenkova', Victoria E. Khoronenko 2, Vladimir S. Trifanov'

! P. Hertsen Moscow Oncology Research Institute, Moscow, Russia;
2 Peoples' Friendship University of Russia, Moscow, Russia

ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: Pancreatoduodenal resections are one of the most traumatic and technically complex interventions in
abdominal surgery. The correct anesthetic management and pain relief allow to substantially reduce the risk of perioperative
complications, which remains high even in high-volume oncology centers with extensive experience. Finding new components
and methods of anesthesia combined with evaluation of their effectiveness and safety remains a pressing issue.

AIM: To evaluate the efficacy and safety of using intravenous lidocaine infusion as a component of anesthesia and postoperative
analgesia in cancer patients during pancreatoduodenal resection.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: We analyzed the course of anesthesia, operation and postoperative period of 43 patients
(mean age 63.2+7.1 years) undergoing pancreaticoduodenectomy. For the purposes of the study, patients were randomly
divided into 2 groups, based on anesthesia method: for the first group (n=19) we used epidural analgesia as a component
of perioperative anesthesia, for the second group (n=24) we used prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine at an average
dose of 1 mg/(kgxh). We analyzed the severity of pain syndrome according to Numeric rating scale for pain in postoperative
period, as well as opioid requirement, the time of gastrointestinal function recovery, and post-operative complications
frequency. In order to prevent systemic toxicity, drug monitoring was carried out — the determination of the plasma
concentration of lidocaine.

RESULTS: Perioperative opioid requirement was comparable between groups, with no statistically significant differences
observed. The degree of pain syndrome according to the Numeric rating scale for pain did not differ statistically, except for the
number of points during activation on day 3: 4.00 (95% confidence interval 3.49-4.51) for epidural analgesia group, compared to
3.12(95% confidence interval 2.64-3.61) for lidocaine infusion group, p=0.014. There was also a statistically significant increase
in infusion volume for epidural analgesia group compared to lidocaine infusion group [8.83 ml/(kgxh) (Q1=7.90; Q3=10.06) and
7.33 ml/(kgxh) (Q1=6.28—-Q3=8.49) respectively, p=0.034], as well as a greater need for intraoperative vasopressor support
among the patients [15 (78.9%) and 10 (43.5%) respectively, p=0.029]. In the lidocaine group, the time to onset of peristalsis
was significantly shorter than in the epidural analgesia group [median 48.0 h (Q1=48.00; Q3=72.00) compared to median 60.0 h
(Q1=36.00; Q3=64.50) respectively, p=0.042]. The frequency of postoperative complications did not differ between the groups.
CONCLUSION: Based on a comparative analysis of the study results, it can be concluded that prolonged intravenous infusion of
lidocaine, as a component of perioperative anesthetic protection during pancreatoduodenal resections, is safe and comparable
in terms of analgesic efficacy to epidural blockade.

Keywords: pancreaticoduodenectomy; intravenous lidocaine infusion; epidural analgesia.
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OPUTHAJTBHBIE MCCIELOBAHIA

BBEJEHUE

Xupypruyeckue BMelLaTenbCTBa Ha OpraHax naHKpea-
TOLYOAEHANbHONM 30HbI Yalle BCEro BbIMOHAKTCA MO No-
BOAY paKa MOKeNyA04HON eNne3bl, BXOLAALLEr0 B YUCIIO
Hanbonee onacHbIX M PacnpOCTPAHEHHBIX OHKOMOMUYECKUX
3aboneBaHuit. B MuUpe eXeroAHo AMarHoCTMpYeTcs OKOMO
500 Teic. HoBbIX cyyaes (4,9 cnyyas Ha 100 Teic. Yyenosek)
1 470 TbiC. NeTabHBIX MCXOA0B BCAELCTBUE 3TOro 3abonesa-
HWS, 4TO CTABUT €ro Ha 7-e MecTo B CTPYKType OHKonornye-
CKow cMepTHOCTH [1, 2].

B Poccum pak nofxeny0uHOM Jenesbl LUMPOKO pacnpo-
CTPaHEH KaK CPeAN MyXUMH, TaK 1 CPeay KEHLUWH, U COCTaB-
nset 3,4% B CTPYKTYpe OHKOMOrMYecKoi 3aboneBaeMocTy.
CMepTHOCTb OT paKka noaxenynoyHon xenessl B 2020 rogy
coctaBuna 6,88 cnyyas Ha 100 Tbic. Hacenenus [3].

Onepaumn B maHKpeaToayofeHaNbHOW 30HEe OTHOCATCS
K OAHMM U3 CaMbIX TPaBMaTUYHbIX U TEXHUHECKM CITOMHBIX
B abgoMuHanbHoi xupypru. Mo pagy CTaTUCTUK, pUCK ne-
pUONEepPaLMOHHBIX, B TOM YMC/e NeTasbHbIX, OCIOXHEHMI
Mpu HUX 0YeHb BbICOK M pocturaeT 50-60%. B KpynHbix
MEIMLMHCKMX LeHTpax € B0NbLUMM OMbITOM BbINOJIHEHUS
nofobHbIX BMELUATeNbCTB YacTOTy OC/OXKHEHWH yAaéTcs
cHusuTb ¢ 10-14% po 1-5%, a netanbHOCTL NpK NaHKpea-
TopyoneHanbHbIx pesekumsx (NMOP) coctasnset 3-5% [4-7].

Ycnex XuMpyprudeckoro JieYeHUst AAHHOMO KOHTMHIEHTA
BonbHbEIX BO MHOrOM onpefensieTcs 0Co0beHHOCTAMM BefeHus
nepuvonepauMoHHoro nepuopa. [lnuTensHoe BpeMS «3010TbIM
CTaHAapTOM» NepuonepauroHHoro obesbonmeaus npu MNP
ABNANACck NPOJIEHHAsA aNuaypanbHas aHanbresus (JA). OgHako
B nocnesHue robl NOSIBUIMCL PaboThl, KPUTUYECKM OLIEHMBA-
foLLMe MpenMyLLeCTBa AAHHOTO METOa, B YaCTHOCTU — K3-3a
PUCKA PasBUTUSA MUMNOTEH3UW U rUNePUHPY3MK. HakonneHHbIH
OMbIT BbISBIM BLICOKYIO YaCcTOTy Heyaay U ocrioxHeruii [8, 9],
YTO HampaBWNO MCCriefoBaTeNen Ha MOMCK anbTepHaTUBHbIX
cnocoboB 06e360/MBaHMA 3TOI KaTeropuM NaLMEHTOB.

B HacTosLLee BpeMs MOET aKTUBHOE U3y4yeHne addeKTMB-
HOCTU 1 Be30MacHOCTV NPUMEHEHWUS NPOLLIEHHON BHYTPUBEH-
HOM WMHGY3UN MECTHOTO aHECTETMKA JINJO0KaMHA KaK afblo-
BAHTHOTO KOMMOHEHTA MepUONepaLvoHHON aHanbresuu.
Takoi noaxoa K 06e360nMBaHMI0 XOpoLLO cebs 3apeKoMeH-
[0Ban Npu KONONpoKToNnoryeckux onepauusx [10-12], oa-
HaKO MMEIOLLLerocs OMbITa HeLOCTAaTOYHO, M TpebyeTca fanb-
Helllee WU3y4yeHWe BO3MOXKHOCTM MPUMEHEHUS| METOAMKM
NPy 3HAUMTENbHBIX N0 00BEMY W TPaBMaTUUHOCTU, @ TaKKe
Bonee [MTENbHBIX BMELLATENbCTBAX.

Lenb. CpaBHuTeNbHas OLEHKA pe3ynbTaToB nepuonepa-
LMOHHOro 06e3601MBaHMA € UCNO/b30BaHUEM NPOANEHHOM JA
W NPOAJIEHHOI BHYTPUBEHHOM MHbY3WUM NnaokanHa npu MIP.

MATEPUAJIbI U METObI

Habop 6onbHbIX npoxoaun ¢ Hosbpa 2021 r. no UoHb
2023 r. Bcero B uccnenoBaHum NpuHAM ydactve 43 naumeHTa
B Bo3pacTe oT 34 ao 80 net (cpeaHumi Bospact 63,2+7,1 rofa)

Tom 28, Ne 2, 2023

00l https://doiorg/1017816/0nc0623528

POCCUIMCKI OHKOMOMMHECKIIA KYPHAN

CO 3/10Ka4ecTBEHHLIMW HOBOOOPA30BaHUAMM NaHKpeaToayo-
[eHanbHON 30HbI, KOTOPLIM ObI0 BbINOIHEHO XMPYPrUYecKoe
neyeHve B obbeme M1P.

ITnyeckun KomuTeT

MpoTokon uccnenoBaHua Bbin 0406peH 3TUYECKUM KO-
MUTETOM MOCKOBCKOr0 Hay4HO-MCC/e[l0BaTeNIbCKOr0 OHKO-
noruyeckoro MHcTUTYTa MMenn M.A. TepueHa (npoTokon 3a-
cepaHusa Coseta no 3tuke N2 906 ot 17.03.2023).

KpMTepvm cooTBeTCTBUA

KpuTepuw BKIlOYeHUS B UCCE0BaHME:

« Bospact 18-85 ner;

 [0bpoBonbHOE MH(OPMUPOBAHHOE COrlacue Ha yyactue
B UCCNeL0BaHUK;

e HanuuMe OMYXONM NaHKPeaTonyOAeHaNbHOW  30HbI
T1-3N0-1MO;

*  XMPYpru4yeckoe seyeHne B 06bEME racTpo- Ui NUIopo-
coxpanstiowen MP;

 |-lll knacc no wkane ASA (American Society of Anesthe-
siologists physical status classification system).
Kputepun uckioueHus:

* 0TKa3 MauMeHTa OT y4acTUA B UCCNEA0BaHUM;

* MpPOTMBOMNOKAa3aHUs K UCMO/Nb30BaHMIO MNaHUPYEMbIX Me-
TOL0B aHanbresuu;

* HapyLUeHWe NpOTOKONA UCCNe0BaHNS;

 TepMMHanbHas NoYeYHas HeJ0CTaTO4HOCTb;

 TepMMHanbHas NeYEHOYHas HeJ0CTaTOYHOCTb.

MoaroroBka K uccnepo0BaHuIo

OueHKa @uM3MyecKoro ctatyca nauMeHTOB NPOBOAM-
nacb no Knaccudukaumm ASA, onepauMoHHO-aHecTe3no-
NOruYecKkuin puck ouenuancs no wrane MHOAP (wkana
MoCKOBCKOro HayyHoro obLiectBa aHecTe3uosoroB-pea-
HMMAaTO/I0rOB).

OueHka cTeneHun boneBoro cMHApoMa B nocneonepa-
LIMOHHBIN NEpUOA NPOBOAMIACH MO YUCIIOBON PEUTUHIOBOW
wrane 6o NRS (Numeric rating scale for pain) Ha 3Tanax:
nocne aKkcTybaumm Tpaxeu, cnycta 24, 48 n 72 4 nocne oKoH-
YaHWA onepaLmMu B NOKOE W NpK aKTUBM3aLMK.

PaHgoMusaums naumMeHTOB oCyLlecTBASAacb C NOMO-
LbIO CRy4alHbIX Yucen B 2 rpynnel. B nepsoi rpynne — 3A
(n=19) — B Ka4ecTBe KOMMOHEHTa MepuomnepaLyuoHHOro
06e3bonmBaHNa npuMeHsanack NpofneéHHas JA ponuBakau-
HoM. Bo BTopon rpynne — J1 (n=24) — npoAnéHHas BHYTpU-
BEHHas MHQY3usA NMA0KaWHa.

OnucaHne MeAMLIMHCKOr0 BMeLLaTesIbCTBa

B rpynne 3A ucnonb3oBanu cnepyioLLyto cxeMy nepuone-
paumoHHoro obesbonmBanus:
» roc/ie Nojayn B OMepauMoHHY, OCYLLECTBNIEHUS ne-
puUdepMYECKOro BEHO3HOTO AO0CTYNa W MOLKIIOYEHMS
K CMCTEMaM MOHWUTOPUWHIa MPOU3BOAMIACh MYHKLMA 3MU-
LYpanbHOro MpoCcTpaHCTBa B CPefHe-rpyaHOM oThene
(VII-IX no3BoHKw);
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B0 BPEMSA aHECTE3WM U OMepaLMK, a TaKKE B TEYEHWE Nocre-
AyloLLMX 72 4acoB B 3NMAypanbHoe MPOCTPaHCTBO MPOBO-
AUNach NpoA/IEHHasn UHGY3MA ponnBaKanHa B fose 15 Mr/y;

e B MOCNEONEepaLMoHHbIA NepUoA Npu HeobxoamMocTy
(3 n bonee b6annoe no wkane NRS B nokoe, 4 u bonee
bannoB npu aKTMBM3aLMM) BHYTPUMBILLEYHO BBOAMM
mopdumH B fo3e 10 mr.

MpoToKon nepuonepaLmMoHHoro 0besbonmsaxus B rpynne
J1 BKKOYaN NOCTOAHHYI0 BHYTPMBEHHYO MHY3MIO NIMA0KaNHA
Mo CNepaytoLLel cxeMme:

« Bonioc MaoKanHa (fo KoxHoro paspesa): 1,5 Mr/kr dak-
TUYeCKOI Macchl Tena, Ho He bonee 100 mr;

BHYTpMBEHHas UHQY3usA nnaoKkanHa 1,5 Mr/(krxu) (pacyét
Ha eanbHylo Maccy Tena) Ha BCEM NPOTSKEHWM aHecTe-
3UM 1 onepauuu;

e TMpOAJIEHHAA BHYTPUBEHHAs WHAQY3Us NM[0KaWHa
1,0 Mr/(krxy) (pac4éT Ha UaeanbHyt0 Maccy Tena) B Teye-
HWe cnepylowmx 72 4 nocne onepauum;

PV OLEHKe NocneonepaumnonHoii bonm =3 6annos no NRS
B MOKOe, >4 BannoB Npy aKTMBU3aLMU — BHYTPUMBILLEY-
Ho BBOAMAM MopduH B Ao3e 10 Mr.

KpoMe Toro, nauvmeHTbl 06enx rpynn B nocneonepawmoH-
HOM Mepuojie B NJIAHOBOM MOPALKE Mofy4anu TOPHOKCUKaM
B no3e 16 Mr/cyT u napauetamon B go3se 1000 mr/cyt.

MpefonepauuoHHas NOArOTOBKA M aHECTe3MOoNornye-
CcKoe obecrneyeHne OCYLLECTBIANNCL B COOTBETCTBUM C CO-
BPEMEHHbIMW CTaHAapTaMM U He UMENN OTNIMYKUA B rpynnax
CpaBHEHWSA.

NHayKumio obLueli aHecTe3un NPOBOANIM BHYTPUBEHHBIM
BBEJEHUEM:

» mupasonama — 0,15-0,2 mr/kr (0,17+0,02);

+ nponotona — 1-2 mr/kr (1,2+0,57);

o deHTaHuna — 2-5 MKr/kr (2,30,42);

o KeTamuHa — 0,6—2 mr/kr (0,54+0,35).

[nsa Muopenakcauum NpUMEHANM POKYpPOHUA GpomMua
B fose 0,6 Mr/kr. [Ins npoBeaeHns MHQY3MOHHOM Tepanuu
BONbHBIM YCTaHaBNMBANM LIEHTPasbHBIA BEHO3HbINA KaTeTep
B NOLKIIOUYUYHYIO UM BHYTPEHHIOK APEMHYI0 BeHy. MHTpao-
NepaLMOoHHBIA MOHUTOPUHT BKJTKOYa MHBA3WUBHOE U3MEPEHME
apTepuanbHoro AaeneHus (apTepuanbHblil KaTeTep ycTaHaB-
NMBanCs B IY4EBYI0 apTEPUIO), KOHTPOSIb YaCcTOThbl CEpPAEYHbIX
COKpaLLieHuiA U pUTMa CepALa BO 2-M CTaHAapTHOM OTBefe-
HWM, NYSbCOKCUMETPUIO, KANHOMETPHIO.

MoanepaHue obLen aHecTe3nUn OCyLLECTBNANN Lec-
¢nypanom 0,8—1,0 MUHUManNbHOW aNbBEONAPHONM KOHLIEH-
Tpauuu U BHYTPMBEHHbIM BBeLeHUEM (eHTaHuNa B [03e
1-3 mr/(krxy) (1,6+0,38); MMopenakcaumsa nofaepxuBa-
nacb 60MI0CHBIM BBEJEHWUEM POKYpOHUS bpomuaa B fo3e
0,1 Mr/(krxu). MNpoBoaunack NPOTEKTUBHAA WUCKYCCTBEH-
Has BeHTUNsAUMS nerkux B pexxume Volume control fbi-
XaTenbHblii 00BEM 4—6 MNI/KT, NONOXKMTENbHOE [aBNeHNe
B KOHLe Bblgoxa 6 cM Bog. cT.). [locne onepaumm c ue-
Nblo leKypapu3aunn Ucnosb3oBanu cyraMMajeKkc B 03
100-200 ™mr. 3KcTybaums nauMeHTOB OCYyLLECTBAASACH
B OMepaLMoHHON.
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B nocneonepauuoHHoOM nepuosie OLEHKY Hannuus nepu-
CTabTMKW NPOBOAMNW C MOMOLLbHO ayCKyNbTauuW bpioLLHow
NnonocTu nna BblABNEHMUA NepUCTaNbTUHECKUX LLYMOB, a TaK-
e C MOMOLLbK YNbTPa3BYKOBOW AWArHOCTUKM NS noj-
TBEPXAEHNUA HaNMuMsA NEPUCTaNbTUYECKUX BOJH Kawniple
12 4. OuKcupoBanu NosBNIEHWE NepBOro CTyna nocne one-
pauum. OLeHMBaNM 4acToTy pa3BUTUSA W XapaKTep nocseone-
PALMOHHBIX OCMOXHEHWI (pecnupaTopHble, TPOMO603IMO0AM-
yeckue, MHPEKLMOHHbIE, GOpPMUPOBaHME NaHKPeaTU4eCKoM
UCTYNbI, HECOCTOATENBHOCTL BMIMOAMIECTUBHBIX aHacTo-
MO030B, racTpocTas, napes enyAo4YHO-KULIEYHOr0 TPaKTa,
LEenvpun).

CTaTUCTUYECKUIM aHanu3

CraTUCTUYECKMIA aHaNM3 OCYLLECTBISUM C UCMOMNb30BaHNUEM
nporpammbl StatTech v. 3.1.6 (000 «Crattex», Poccus). Konmye-
CTBEHHbIE NOKA3aTeNM OLEHUBANUCL Ha NPEAMET COOTBETCTBMS
HOpManbHOMy pacrpefeneHmto ¢ noMoLLbto Kputepus LLianmpo-
Yunka (npu uncne uccnepyeMsix MeHee 50).

KonuuyecTBeHHble MoKasaTenu, WMeloWue HOpMalbHOe
pacnpegeneHue, OMUCHIBAIUCH C NMOMOLLIO CPEeAHUX apud-
METUYECKUX BENIMYMH WU CTAHAAPTHBIX OTKIIOHEHUH, @ TaKKe
rpanuny 95% noseputensHoro uHTepsana ().

B cnyyae oTcyTCTBMS HOPManbHOMO pacnpefeneHus Ko-
JIMYeCTBEHHbIE AaHHblE OMUCHIBAIACH C MOMOLLbI0 MeauaHbI
(Me) 1 HxHero n BepxHero keapTunen (Q1; Q3).

CpaBHeHWe ABYX Fpynn Mo KOIWYeCTBEHHOMY MOKasaTe-
1o, UMeloLLLEMy HOpManbHOe pacrpefieneHue, npu ycnoBum
PaBEHCTBA AMCNEPCHIA BbINOJHANOCh C MOMOLLBIO t-KpUTEpUs
CTblofeHTa.

CpaBHeHWe ABYX rpynn Mo KOJMYECTBEHHOMY MOKasaTe-
nio, pacnpefenieHue KOTOpOro OTMYANOCh OT HOPMasbHOMO,
BbINOJHANOCH C noMoLLbo U-kputepus MaHHa—YuTHH.

PE3YJIbTATbI

BceM nccneoBaHHBIM NauMeHTaM bbin BbIMOJHEHD! 3a-
MNaHNPOBaHHbIE XMPYPrUYECKUE BMELLATENLCTBA B MOJIHOM
06BEMe.

BonbHble CcpaBHMBaeMbIX rpynn ObiiM conocTaBu-
Mbl Mo Bo3pacty. B rpynne 3A cpegHuii Bo3pacT cocTasun
65,81 ropa (OW 59,50-70,50), B rpynne J1 — 62,70 roga
(AN 56,25-70,00), p=0,365. PacnpeneneHue 60NbHbIX
Mo noJty, XapaKTepy onepauui U OHKONOrMYecKoMy AnarHo-
3y npepcTaBneHo B Tabn. 1. Kak BUAHO M3 NpeacTaBneHHbIX
[aHHbIX, 3HAYMMbIX OT/IMYMIA B XapaKTEPUCTUKaX BOMbHbIX
FPynN CPaBHEHMA He BbISB/EHO.

CpaBHuTENbHAA OLIEHKa rpynn No ¢u3n4ecKkoMy cTaTycy
W onepauUMoHHO-aHeCTe3noN0rMYecKoMy pUCKY NpeAcTaB-
neHa B Tabn. 2. 0tnumii No GU3nUECKOMY CTaTyCcy U PUCKY
aHecTe3uu B rpynnax cpaBHeHMs He Bbino.

CpenHee BpeMsl XMpYpru4eckux BMELLATENbCTB [OCTO-
BEPHOI pa3HuULbl HE UMENOo, HaxoAAch B npepenax 6-7 u.
B rpynne 3A MegnaHa AnuTeNbHOCTM onepaumi cocTaBuia
5,804 (5,37; 6,96), B rpynne J1—7,12 4 (5,96; 8,04), p=0,050.




OPUTHAJTBHBIE MCCIELOBAHIA

Tabnuua 1. XapakTepucTuka rpynn uccnefoBaHHbIX 6onbHbIX (1=43)
Table 1. Characteristics of the studied patients (n=43)

Tom 28, N® 2, 2023

POCCUIMCKI OHKOMOMMHECKIIA KYPHAN

Yucno 60sibHbIX B rpynnax uccieoBaHus

MNapametpbl 3A (n=19) N (n=24)

Aéc. uucno % Aéc. umcno %
Mon MyunHbl 7 36,8 14 58,3
JeHWwmHbI 12 63,2 10 41,7
A 1 53 0 00
Tvn PaK ronoBKv Noaxenyno4Homn xenesbl 10 52,6 12 50,0
3110Ka4ecTBeHHOr0  Pak bosbLLoro ayofieHansHoOro CocouKa 4 21,1 5 20,8
HOB00GPa30BaHNA PaKk [BeHafLaTMNEPCTHON KULIKK 15,8 3 12,5
3n0KangTBeHHoe HoBoobpa3oBaHue 0 0.0 1 42

BHEMEYEHOYHO0 JKeNYHOro NpoToKa ' '
rnap 9 47,4 1 45,8
nnap 6 31,6 9 37,5
Onepauus IMAP c peseKumeii coceiHUX opraHoB 0 0,0 2 8,3
MMAP c pe3ekumeit coceHUX opraHoB 2 10,5 1 4,2
IMIAP ¢ peseKumeii 1 NNacTMKOM COCYAOB 2 10,5 1 4,2

[pumeyarue. TMOP — ractponaHkpeatoayofeHanbHas pesekuus; J1 — npoanéHHas BHYTpMBEHHaA MHDY3us nnpokanHa; MNP — nunopocoxpaxsiowwas

NaHKpeaToayoeHanbHaa pe3exkuus; A — annaypanbHaa aHanbresus.

Note. I[P — gastro-pancreaticoduodenectomy; J1— prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine; NMMNAP — pylorus-preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy;

3A — epidural analgesia.

Tabnuua 2. CpaBHuUTENbHASA OLIEHKa rpynn no GU3uYecKoMy CTaTycy W onepaLmoHHO-aHEeCTe3U0NI0rMYECKOMY PUCKY

Table 2. Comparative assessment of groups according to physical status and operational and anesthetic risk

Yucno 60nbHbIX B rpynnax uccneposaHusa

MNapametp 3A (n=19) N1 (n=24) p

A6c. uncno % A6c. uucno %
1 1 53 1 4,2

Knacc no ASA 2 9 41,4 17 70,8 0,284
3 9 47,4 6 25,0
3 13 68,4 20 83,3

Knacc no MHOAP 0,295
6 31,6 4 16,7

pumeyarue. ASA — knaccudmkaums dusnyeckoro ctatyca AMepuKaHCcKoro obLuiecTBa aHecTe3nonoros; J1 — NpoAnéHHas BHYTPUBEHHas MHGY3us
nupokanHa; MHOAP — wkana pucka aHectesny MocKoBCKOro Hay4HOro o6LLecTBa aHecTe3no0roB-peaHnMaTonoros; 3A — anuaypanbHas aHanbresus.
Note. ASA — American Society of Anesthesiologists physical status classification system; J — prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine; MHOAP —
Moscow scientific society of anesthesiologists classification system; 3A — epidural analgesia.

WHTpaonepaumoHHas NoTpebHOCTb B OMMOMEHOM aHajlb-
reTvke dbeHTaHune He pasnuyanack: B rpynne 3A coctaBuna
1,69 Mkr/(kr=y) (OWN 1,46-1,93), B rpynne J1— 1,54 MKr/(krxy)
(N 1,39-1,69), p=0,237.

Bo BpeMs onepaLwm Ha GoHe cuMnaTUyecKoi bnoKaabl na-
LmeHTbI rpynnbl A Yalle HyXpanucb B Ba3onpeccopHoii nog-
LEPHKKEe HOpaapeHanuHoM, Y4eM naumeHTsl rpynnsl J1: 15 6onb-
Hblx (78,9%) 1 10 6osbHbIX (43,5%) cootBeTcTBeHHO (p=0,029).
OpHako [03a HopajpeHanuHa [LOCTOBEPHO He pasnnyanach
mexay rpynnamu: 0,19 mkr/(krxmun) (OW 0,14-0,24) B rpynne
3A 1 0,22 mkr/(krxmuH) (O 0,12-0,33) B rpynne J1, p=0,497.

3HauMMble OT/IMUMS MEXK Y PYNNaMu BbISBNEHBI NPU OLEH-
Ke 00bEMAa MHTpaonepaLMOHHON WHQY3MOHHOW Tepanuu:

00l https://doiorg/1017816/0nc0623528

MefuaHa B rpynne 3A coctasuna 8,83 mn/(krxy) (7,90; 10,06),
a B rpynne J — 7,33 mn/(krxy) (6,28; 8,49), p=0,034. Mpu 3tom
no 06bEMY MHTPaAOMEPALMOHHOI KPOBOMOTEPU CTATUCTUYECKM
3HQUMMbIX Pa3nMuMin MeXay rpynnamm He 6bino: B rpynne 3A
cpeaHssa kposonoTepsa coctasnsna 350 mn (N 225-600),
B rpynne J1 — 325 mn (AW 200-725), p=0,971.

Mo notpebHocTu B pononHuTenbHoM obe3bonnBaHuy
MopdUHOM B NepBble 3 CYTOK NOCIIe OnepaLmu CTaTUCTUYECKM
3HaUMMBIX pasnuymii He bbino: B rpynne 3A — 0,21 Mr/(KrxcyT)
(0¥ 0,18-0,29), B rpynne J1 — 0,27 (A4 0,18-0,32), p=0,769.

Mo BbIpaXeHHOCTU nocneonepaunoHHoro 6oneBoro CUH-
OpOMa, oLeHnBaemoro no Lwkane 6o NRS, 3HauuMbIx oT-
NMYMI B rpynnax He BbisiBNeHO. WcknioyeHne cocTaBnsoT
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pe3ynbTaTbl aHanM3a ypoBHsa 6011 Ha 3-1 CyTKM nocse one-
pauuy, MoKasaBLUero focToBepHoe npeobnafaHue B rpynne
3JA npu aktmBu3aumm (Tabn. 3). U3 npeacTaBneHHbIX AaHHbIX
BMHO, YTO Ha doHe NPOASIEHHON MHDY3UW NIMLOKaNHA UMe-
€T MecTo TEeHAEHUMSA K NydlleMy KayecTBy 00e360nmBaHus,
0[JHaKO [,0CTOBEPHbIE Pa3NnuMs, CBULETENLCTBYIOLLME O Mpe-
uMyulecTBax 06e36011BaHNUA NMM0KAMHOM B CPaBHEHUH C A,
Mosy4eHbl NULLL NPU aKTUBM3aLUMM BONbHBIX Ha 3-M CYTKY
nocne onepauun. Bo3moxkHO, npu yBenuueHWn BbIBOPKM
B NMpoLiecce AaNbHENLLIEro UCCeL0BaHNUA 3HAUUMbIE OTANYMS
ByayT BOCTUTHYTLI.

B nocneonepauu1oHHoM nepuofe cpaBHMBaEMble rpynMbl
He OTNMYanuch No 06bEMY MHOY3MKU. MeamaHa B rpynne JA
coctaBmna 3950 mn (3475;4558), a B rpynne J1 — 3900 mn
(3450;4450), p=0,616. [aHHble OLEHKM npeacTaBNeHb
B Tabn. 4.

Mo BpeMeHU NOABAEHMA NEPBOro CTyNa OTAMYUIA MeXay
rpynnamu BbISIBNIEHO He BbiNo, X0TA Ha QOHe BHYTPUBEHHOM
MHOY3UM NMOOKaMHA NepucTanbTUKa KULIEYHWKA BO3HWKa-
Na [OCTOBEPHO paHblLe, YeM Y BOMbHbIX C NPoaaeHHo JA
(Tabn. 5).
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Mpu aHanu3e xapaKTepa W 4acToTbl NOCNE0NepPaLUOHHBIX
OC/IO}XHEHWI, BPEMEHU NpebbIBaHMA B OTAENEHUM peaHu-
MaLuM 1 MHTEHCMBHOM Tepanuu, CPOKOB rOCMMTanM3aLmu,
a TaKKe MCXOJO0B XMPYPrUYECKOr0 JIEYEHUS CTaTUCTUYECKH
3HauYMMBbIX Pa3fnumii MeX Ay rpynnamMu cpaBHeHus He obHa-
pyeHo (Tabn. 6-8).

W3BecTHO, YTO IN0KaMH, KaK M Apyrie MecTHble aHecTe-
TUKM, MOXET OKa3blBaTb CUCTEMHOE TOKCMYECKOE BIMSAHWE
MpYW BbICOKOM KOHLEHTpaUuK B niasme KpoBu. [ns ucknio-
YeHMs HexenaTeNbHbIX No6oYHbIX 3PHEKTOB U OLEHKM be3-
onacHocTu npoduns NPoANEHHOr0 BHYTPUBEHHOIO BBEE-
HWS NMA0KaUHA HaMU UCCNeoBanach AMHaMMKa YPOBHA ero
MNa3MeHHO KOHLIEHTpaLMM Ha BCeX Tanax MHMysum.

CnyyaeB CUCTEMHOW TOKCUYHOCTM NIMA0KAMHA He OT-
Meyanocb, NnasMeHHas KoHUeHTpauus (Tabn. 9) He npe-
Bbllwana pedepeHcHbIX 3HayeHuii (2.00—6.00 MKr/mn) na-
bopatopuu, B KOTOpPOM MCCNe0Banuch 0bpasubl N1asMmbl.
B rpynne 3A He 6GblN0 3aperucTpuMpoBaHo Cily4aeB BHY-
TPMCOCYANCTOr0 BBELEHMA MECTHOIO aHeCTEeTUKa, AMCIO-
Kauuu anuaypanbHOro Katetepa, BbICOKOro CMUHaNbHOro
broka.

Ta6nuua 3. CpaBHuTENbHAA OLEHKa cTeneHu boneBoro cuHapoMa no wkane Numeric rating scale for pain
Table 3. Comparative assessment of pain according to Numeric rating scale for pain

Bannei no wkane Numeric rating scale for pain

Bpems oueHku 3A (n=19) N1 (n=24) p
M+SD 95% U MzSD 95% an
Mocne akcTybaumm 3,44+1,54 2,68-4,21 2,54+1,53 1,89-3,19 0,067
B nokoe B 1-e cyTku nocne onepauuy 3,21+£1,51 2,48-3,9 2,88+1,48 2,25-3,50 0,469
Mpu akTMBM3aUMKM B 1-€ CYTKW Nocne onepawym 511,10 4,57-5,64 4,71£1,52 4,07-5,35 0,344
B nokoe Ha 2-e cyTku 3,111,29 2,49-3,73 2,5421,47 1,92-3,16 0,195
Mpwn aKTMBM3aLMM Ha 2-e CYTKM 4,31+1,44 3,65-4,97 4,30+1,47 3,72-4,88 0,126
B nokoe Ha 3-u cyTku 3474147 2,77-4,18 3,08+1,21 2,57-3,60 0,345
Mpu aKTMBM3aLMM Ha 3-M CYTKM 4,00+1,05 3,49-4,51 3,12+1,15 2,64-3,61 0,014*

lpumeqaHue. I — posepuTenbHbIA HTEPBaN; JT — NPOANEHHas BHYTPUBEHHAA MHQY3UA NMAOKaNUHA; 3A — anuaypanbHas aHanbresus; * — cTatu-

CTUYECKM 3HauMMbII pesynbTaT (p <0,05).

Note. N — confidence interval; J1 — prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine; 3A — epidural analgesia; * — statistically significant result (p <0,05).

Ta6nuua 4. CpaBHuTeNbHAsA OLeHKa 06BLEMOB NOCIE0NEPALIMOHHON MHPY3MOHHON Tepanumn

Table 4. Comparative assessment of postoperative infusion

3A (n=19) N (n=24)
Napametp p
Me Q1; @3 Me Q1; @3
CpeHui 061BEM UHGY3MM B CYTKM, MIT/(Krxy) 2,44 2,09; 2,90 2,13 1,77; 2,55 0,067
CpeaHuit 06bEM MHPY3MM B 1-€ CYTKM, MIT/(Krxy) 3,65 3,22; 4,37 3,20 2,69; 3,91 0,068
CpenHuit 06BEM UHDY3MM Ha 2-e CyTKM, MIT/(Krxu) 2,26 1,66; 3,17 2,80 2,42; 3,42 0,156
CpefHuin 06bEM UHDY3MM Ha 3-M CyTKU, MA/(Krxu) 1,52 1,43; 1,80 1,71 1,33; 2,18 0,379

lpumeyaHue. 11 — npopnEHHas BHYTPUBEHHas MHADY3NA NMAOKauHa; A — 3nuaypanbHas aHanbresus.
Note. 1 — prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine; 3A — epidural analgesia.

00I: https://doiorg/1017816/0nc0623528
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Ta6nuua 5. BocctaHoBneHWe hyHKUMM enyA04HO-KULLIEYHOTO TPaKTa
Table 5. Gastrointestinal function recovery

3A (n=19) N (n=24)
Napametp P
Me | o103 Me 01; 03
BpeMs Hayana nepucTanbTUKK, Y 60,00 48,00; 72,00 48,00 36,00; 64,50 0,042
[ledekauus, cyt 7,00 5,00; 8,00 5,00 4,75; 7,00 0,175

[pumeyanue. J1 — npopnéHHas BHYTPUBEHHAA MHPY3MUA NMAOKaMHA; 3A — anuaypanbHas aHanbresus.
Note. 1 — prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine; 3A — epidural analgesiato.

Tabnuua 6. CpaBHUTE/bHASA OLIEHKA NOCNE0NepPaLMOHHbIX OC/IOXHEHMIA
Table 6. Comparative assessment of post-operative complications

Yucno 60nbHbIX B rpynnax uccnepoBaHusa

Napametpbl 3A (n=19) N (n=24) p

A6c. uncno % A6c. uncno %
. HeT 17 89,5 20 83,3

[envpuii 0,678
JiF: 2 10,5 4 16,7
HeT 12 63,2 15 62,5

lactpocras 1,000
JiF: 7 36,8 9 375
HeT 12 63,2 19 79,2

MaHKkpeaTnyeckas ¢uctyna 0,314
JiF: 7 36,8 5 20,8
HeT 17 89,5 22 91,7

Mape3 xenyno4HO-KULLEYHOr0 TpaKTa 1,000
JiF: 2 10,5 2 8,3
HeT 17 89,5 21 87,5

KpoBoteuenue 1,000
JiF: 2 10,5 3 12,5
HeT 17 89,5 22 91,7

[THeBMOHMA 1,000
Ja 2 10,5 2 8,3
HeT 17 89,5 22 91,7

Cencuc 1,000
JiF: 2 10,5 2 8,3
HeT 17 89,5 23 95,8

HecocTtosaTenbHOCTb aHaCTOMO30B 0,575
Ja 2 10,5 1 4,2
HeT 17 89,5 22 91,7

MNepwuToHuT 1,000
JiF: 2 10,5 2 8,3
HeT 18 94,7 23 95,8

BT30 1,000
na 1 53 1 4,2
HeT 15 78,9 21 87,5

PenanapotoMus 0,680
na 4 211 3 12,5

[Mpumeyarue. BT30 — BeHo3Hble TPOMBOIMBONMYECKUE OCONHEHMS; JI — NpOANEHHAs BHYTpUBEHHas MHQY3WA IpoKauHa; 3A — anuaypanbHas
aHanbresms.
Note. BT30 — venous thromboembolic complications; J1 — prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine; 3A — epidural analgesia.

Tabnuua 7. CpaHuTeNbHas OLEHKa ANUTENbHOCTM NpebblBaHns B OTANEHWM PeaHMMaLIMM U MHTEHCUBHOM Tepaniv 1 rocnuTanmu3aumm
Table 7. Comparative assessment of length of intensive care unit stay and hospitalization

3A (n=19) N (n=24)
MNapametp p
Me a1; a3 Me a1; a3

[lnuTenbHocTb NpebbiBaHUA B OTAENEHUN peaHUMaLIMK
1 MHTEHCUBHOI Tepanuu, cyT

[nuTenbHOCTb rocnuTanM3aumy, cyT 16,00 15,00; 20,50 18,00 14,75; 6,25 0,722

4,00 3,00; 4,00 3,50 3,00; 4,00 0,838

lpumeyaHue. 11 — npopnEHHas BHYTPUBEHHas MHADY3NA NMAOKauHa; A — 3nuaypanbHas aHanbresus.
Note. 1 — prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine; 3A — epidural analgesia.

00l https://doiorg/1017816/0nc0623528
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Ta6nuua 8. AHanus ncxoaoB
Table 8. Postoperative outcomes
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Yucno 6osibHbIX B rpynnax uccieaoBaHus

Mapametp 3A (n=19) N (n=24) p
A6c. uncno % Aéc. uncno %
cMepTb 2 10,5 2 8,3
Wcxop, 1,000
BbINUCKa 17 89,5 22 91,7

lpumeyaHue. J1 — npofnEHHasA BHYTPUBEHHAA UHDY3UA NIMAOKauHa; IA — anuaypanbHas aHanbresus.
Note. 1 — prolonged intravenous infusion of lidocaine; 3A — epidural analgesia.

Ta6nuua 9. NnasmeHHas KOHLEHTpaLMA MA0KaNHa
Table 9. Plasma lidocaine levels

MnasMeHHas KOHLEHTpPaLUA NMAoKanHa, MKr/Mn (n=24)

3Tan uccnepoBanus

M+SD 95% AU min max

WHTpaonepaumoHHo 2,49+0,98 2,08-2,90 0,90 4,30

Yepes 24 4 uHdy3um 2,98+0,87 2,62-3,35 1,59 4,60

Yepes 48 4 nHdy3um 3,07+0,66 2,79-3,35 2,10 4,50

Yepes 72 4 uHdysum 3,66+0,75 3,35-3,98 2,10 4,80
OBCYXXJEHUE

B Hactosiwee Bpems JA ABnseTcs «30/0TbIM CTaHAap-
TOM» AN nepuonepaunoHHoro obesbonueanus npu 06-
LUMPHBIX XMpYprudeckux BmewatenbctBax [13, 14]. OpHako
AaHHbIA METOZ, UMEET pAS, 0rpaHUYeHMiA, NO3BONSIOLLMX NpU-
MeHATb ero B ananasoHe 10-84% cnyuaes MNAP [9, 15-18].
B uacTHocT, NyHKUMS W KaTeTepusauus 3NMAYPasbHOro
MpOCTPaHCTBa He MOKa3aHa NpU HalMyMU TMNoKoarynauum
WA NpU MOpPaXKEHUSX TPyAHOro OTAEeNa MO3BOHOYHWKA,
YTO HEpPeAKo AJ1S OHKOMOTMYECKOr0 KOHTUHTEHTA DOMBHBIX.
Wmetotca ceenenms, uto B 30% cnyyaeB yCreLHOM YCTaHOB-
KM 3NMypanbHOro KaTetepa ero MCrosib30BaHWe HeBO3MOXK-
HO BBMAY PasfIMUHbIX MPUYMH, HANpUMep, AMC/oKaumK, bioka
unm yteukm [19]. B HekoTopbIX UCCNe[0BaHUAX OTMeYeHa No-
NoXMTENbHas B3aMMoCBA3b Mexay 3A u vyacToToi nocne-
0NEpPaLMOHHBIX OCNOXHEHWUH, ANUTENBHOCTBIO HAaXOXEHUS
B OTAE/NEHUM PEaHUMALMU U MHTEHCUBHOM Tepanuu 1 rocnu-
Tanu3auuu. lMpumeHenne JA Ha cpefHe-rpyLHOM yPOBHe ac-
COLMMPOBAHO C rMMOTEH3WEN U M3OBITOYHOM UHY3Meil B ne-
puonepaLmMoHHOM NepuUoje, YTO B CBOK 04epeab NOBbILIAET
YacTOTy OC/IOXHEHWIA BBULY NOSBNEHUS MHTEPCTULMANBHOIO
0TEKa B 30He aHacTomo30B [13, 20].

B MupoBOi npakTMKe B KayecTBe anbTepHaTuBbl JA
Haubonee 4acTo B NocneonepaLoHHOM Nepuosie npuMe-
HAIeTCA NALMEHT-KOHTPONIMpYeMas aHanbresus onuonLamu
W HeCTepOMAHLIMM NPOTMBOBOCNANMTENIbHBIMK NpenapaTa-
Mu. OfHaKO NpUMeHeHWe OMUOMAHLIX aHanbreTUKOB CO-
NPSXEHO C BbICOKOW YacTOTOW nocneonepaunoHHOM ToL-
HOTbI W PBOTbI, MAPE30M XeJly404YHO-KULLEYHOr0 TPaKTa,
a TaKKe BbICOKUM PUCKOM YrHETEHWA [bIXaTesIbHOr0 LieH-
Tpa [21]. UccnepoBaHusa nocnefHUx neT NoKasanu noebl-
LUEHME PUCKA Pa3BUTUS HECOCTOATENbHOCTU aHAaCTOMO30B
M OCTPbIX KOpPOHAapHbIX COOBLITUA Npu NepuonepaLyoHHOM

00I: https://doiorg/1017816/0nc0623528

NPUMEHEHUN HECTEPOUIHBIX MPOTMBOBOCMANMUTENBHBIX
npenapatos [22, 23].

BbilwensnoxeHHoe CO3AaET NpefnochiikK ANd NOUCKa
ONTMMaJbHbIX KOMMNOHEHTOB 06e3601MBaHNsA Npy 0BLUMPHBIX
¥ TPaBMaTUYHbIX OHKOXMPYPrUYECKIUX BMELLATENbCTBAX, K KO-
TopbIM oTHocATCs MP.

C aToi ToukM 3peHns obpawjaeT Ha cebs BHUMaHWe
JMAOKaWH — MECTHbIA aHeCTETUK aMUEHOM rpynnbl, Nony-
YMBLLIMIA B NOCTIEAHEE BPEMS LLIMPOKOE NPUMEHEHWe B abiomu-
HaJIbHOM XMPYPrW B Ka4ECTBE KOMMOHEHTA MY/IbTUMO/ASBHOI
aHecte3uu. Mo pe3yrbTaTaM MHOMOUYMUCIEHHBIX MCCNEL0BaHUN,
NPy NPOLSIEHHOM BHYTPUBEHHON MHY3WUW MOOKaMHa OTMeYa-
I0TCA TaKWe NONOMKUTENbHbIE IPDEKTbI, KaK CHUMEHNE UHTEH-
CMBHOCTW NocCnieonepaLmoHHon 6omm, onvoua-coeperatowmii
3t deKT, yMeHbLLEHWE YacTOTbl TOLUHOTBI U PBOTHI, aKTUBU3a-
LA NEPUCTANbTUKM KULLEYHWKA [24-26].

HecMoTps Ha 3T0, U3BECTHO, YTO NPY BHYTPUBEHHOM BBE-
AeHuM Be30MacHoi NNasMeHHON KOHLEHTpaUMen IMAOKaNHa
ABNAOTCA 3HaueHus B npenenax 1,4—6,0 Mkr/mn. Mpu KoH-
LieHTpaLyMmM IMA0KanHa bosee 8 MKr/MN NosBNAOTCA CUMMTO-
Mbl HEBPOJIOMMYECKON TOKCMYHOCTY (CyA0pory), a KapaMOoTOK-
CUYHOCTb NMPOABASETCS NPU KOHLEHTPALMM Bbille 21 MKr/MA
[27-29]. B Hawwueii paboTe nMpoBOAMNCS NIEKAPCTBEHHBIA MO-
HWUTOPWHI, OLEHKa MNa3MeHHOM KOHLLEHTpaLuW NMA0KamHa
W perucTpaums Haluums/oTCYTCTBUS KIIMHUYECKUX NMpU3Ha-
KOB CMCTEMHO# TOKCMYHOCTW. CneflyeT 0TMETUTb, YTO B UC-
CnefoBaHUM He OblK 3aperucTpupoBaHbl Clydan CUCTEMHOM
TOKCUYHOCTM JIMAOKAMHA, @ ero nja3MeHHas KOHLLEHTpaLms
He MpeBbILIaNa NOpOroBbIX 3HAYeHWA 6 MKI/MN (peKOMeH-
[0BaHHbIX JlabopaTopueid, rae NpoM3BOAMICS aHanu3 06-
pasuoB) U 8 MKr/MN (NpedenbHbIii YPoOBEHb, NpU KOTOPOM
Y 3[0pOBbIX BOJIOHTEPOB OTMEYanuCcb NepBble CUMMTOMbI
CMCTEMHOM TOKCUYHOCTK) [24].
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B nuTepatype cyulecTBylT NpoTMBOpeYMBbLIE CBELEHMSA
06 aHanbreTMyecKoM M onuoua-cbeperatoleM addekTax
/MpoKauHa. TaK, no pesynbtatam uccieposahus A.S. Terkawi
1 coasr. [30], cpaBHUTE/bHAA OLLEHKA YPOBHS NepUonepaLmoH-
Horo 06e36on1BaHMA no Wwkane NRS npy 0OLMPHBIX OTKPbITLIX
onepaumsx Ha opraHax OproLLHOl NONOCTY He BbisiBUNA OT/U-
uni B rpynnax 60nbHbIX ¢ rpyaHon JA U NPOASIEHHON BHYTPK-
BEHHOW MHOY3uei nuooKanHa. OpHako B rpynne nMAoKanHa
noTpebHOCTL B OMMOMAAX bblna HECKOBKO BbiLLE.

B To e BpeMs, BblpaeHHbI onvouma-cbeperarLui
3 PeKT NPOANEHHOW BHYTPMBEHHOM MHBY3MM NIUAOKaWHA
bbin npoaeMoHcTpupoBaH B pabote M.L.J. Ho u coasr. [31].
Mpy cpaBHeHWM CO CTaHAAPTHOM NaLMEHT-KOHTpONMpYe-
MOW BHYTPWBEHHOM aHanbresveil GeHTaHUNOM, B rpynne
NM0KanHa NoTpeOHOCTb B onnonaax obina Ha 40% MeHblue,
ueM B KOHTpONibHOW rpynne. B HegaBHo onybnukoBaHHOM
pabote A. Tejedor u coaBT. npoBoAMNach CpaBHUTENbHAS
oueHka 3A n npoanéHHoM MHQY3UM NUOOKaMHA Yy nauu-
€HTOB, MePEHECLUMX LMTOPedYKTUBHbIE OMepauuu C ceaH-
COM BHYTPMOPIOLLHOM TMNEpPTEPMUYECKO XMMMOTEpanuu
(HIPEC). 06a MeToaa MpoAeMOHCTPUPOBaN COMOCTaBUMBIi
aHanbretMyeckun addekt, bannbl no wkane NRS cratu-
CTMYECKM He pasnuyaiucb Mexay rpynnamu (MeamaHa <2,
p=0,88), a noTpebHOCTb B ONMOMAHBIX aHaNbreTMKax B nep-
Bble 48 4 nocne onepaumv bbina LOCTOBEPHO HUXKE B rpynne
nmaokauHa (p=0,001) [32].

B Hawem wuccnepoBaHuu nepuonepaumoHHas notpeb-
HOCTb B OMMOMAHBIX aHanbreTUKax bbina conocTtaBuMa Mex-
LY rpynnamu, CTaTUCTUHECKW 3HAUMMBIX PasfIMuMiA He Habnto-
panocb. BelpaxeHHocTb boneBoro cMHApoOMa B COOTBETCTBUM
¢ 6bannamm NRS cratuctuyecku He pasnuuanack Ha Bcex aTa-
nax aHann3a, 3a UCKIIOYeHUeM 3-Ux CYTOK Noche onepaumm,
Korga B rpynne AupokavwHa 6onbHble NpU aKTMBU3aALMW UC-
MbITbIBANM MeHbLLYI0 6051b, YeM BoNbHBIE B rpynne cpaBHe-
Hus: JA — 4,00 (O 3,49-4,51), 1 — 3,12 (AN 2,64-3,61),
p=0,014.

Mpu NOP runepuHdysmsa B nepuonepaLmMoHHOM nepuose
MOBLILIAET PUCK HECOCTOATENBHOCTM aHACTOMO30B MO NpH-
UWMHE WHTEPCTULMANBHOrO OTEKA B 30He UX HanoxeHus [33].

B uccneposanuu J. Gilgien u coaBr. [34] uHTpaonepawmoH-
Hblii 06BEM MHY3uM Bonee 4400 mMn accoummpoBancs ¢ yBe-
JINYEHMEM PUCKA PecnMpaTOpHbIX OCNOXHEeHMIA. Bo n3bexa-
HWe nofobHbIX Cyyaes, B CBOEW paboTe Mbl NPUAEPHKMBANTUCH
PECTPUKTUBHOIO NOAX0/A K MH(Y3UOHHOM Tepanun. MeauaHsi
06bEMa MHTpaonepaLvoHHON MH(Y3UKM He NpeBbILanK no-
POrOBOTO 3HAYeHUs U BbuUTM HUKeE, YeM B ApYrUX MOAO0OHbIX
pabotax [35-38], a TeMn MH(Y3MM COOTBETCTBOBA KPUTEPUAM
PEKOMEHYEMOMN PECTPUKTMBHOM TakTUKM [<10 Mn/(Krxy)]: Me-
[AvaHa Temna uHdy3um B rpynne A coctasnsna 8,83 mn/(krxu),
B rpynne nupokanHa — 7,33 mMi/(krxu).

WHTpaonepaumoHHbIi 06BEM UHPY3UM M noTpebHOCTb
B Ba30MpeccopHoii noaaepxke B rpynne A bbina ctatuctu-
YECKY 3Ha4MMO BhILLE, YEM B rpynmne BHYTPUBEHHOW UHY3UHN
nvpoKanHa. 0iHaKo YacToTa NoceonepaLMoHHbIX OCNOXKHE-
HWIN MeX Y rpynnamu He OTAMYanachb.
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BaHbIM acneKToM paHHeil nocieonepaunoHHON pea-
bunutaumn 60MbHBIX U NPOQUNAKTUKU OCIOXHEHUIA ABNSA-
eTcs BpeMsA Hayana paboTbl Xeny[oUHO-KULIEYHOro TpaKTa
[39-41].

bonbluoe KonuuyecTBo uccnefoBaTenbckux pabot ge-
MOHCTPUPYET MOJIOXUTENIbHOE BAWSIHWE 3NWAYPabHON
Gnokapbl Ha pa3pelleHue MOCeonepaLMoHHOr0 napesa
KuweyHuKa [8, 42-44]. OpgHaKo psa aBTOPOB YKa3biBaeT
Ha NpenMyLLeCcTBa NPOAJIEHHOW MHQY3UM NMAOKanHa. Tak,
B uccneposanun W.10. Wonuna v coasrt. [45] BpeMs Haya-
N0 NepuUcTanbTUKWM M nepBon AedeKaunun CTaTUCTUYECKH
He pasnuyanocb Mexay rpynnamu, a B pabote A.S. Terkawi
1 coasT. [30] BoccTaHOBNIEHME NEPUCTANBTUKM KEMYyA04HO-
KMLLIEYHOr0 TPaKTa 0TMEYanoch paHbLUe B rpynmne NpoAnéH-
HOW MHQY3UM NMAOKaUHa No cpaBHeHuio ¢ JA (614 mn 84 y
cooTBeTcTBEHHO, p=0,019). B pabote B.R. Swenson u coasT.
BpPeMsl BOCCTaHOBIEHUS NEPUCTaNbTUKU KENYA04HO-KM-
LUEYHOr0 TPaKTa U AMTENbHOCTb FOCMMTaNU3aLMM He pas-
nM4anucb Mex gy rpynnamu 3A u BHYTPUBEHHOW WUHGY3MKM
nupoKaunHa [46].

B npoBeféHHOM uccnefoBaHMM BpeMs Hayana nepu-
CTanbTUKW Y NaLMEHTOB, NOYYAlOLWMX NPOANEHHYI0 BHYTPU-
BEHHYI0 MH(Y3MI0 NINA0KaUHA, BbINo CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMO
MeHbLue, yeM B rpynne JA (48,0 y n 60,0 4 cooTBETCTBEHHO,
p=0,042).

Takum 0bpasoM, pesynbTaTthl, MOMYYEHHbIE B HalLeM
UCCNef0BaHWM, He NpOTUBOpeYaT 06LLEMUPOBLIM AAHHBIM,
O[HAKO MX MHTEpPNpeTaLms MOXET ObiTb IMMUTMPOBAHA He-
BonbwnM KonnyecTBoM HabmogeHui, a TakKe HeCKONbKO
MHBIMW NMOAX0AaMW B BeAEHWUM AaHHOI KaTeropuu 60NbHbIX,
B YaCTHOCTM — pas3NMYMaMU B NPUMEHSIEMBIX NPenaparax.

3AKJTOHYEHUE

lpoBenéHHoe uccnepoBaHne nokasano 6esonacHocTb
U 3PHEKTUBHOCTb NPUMEHEHWS NMPOAJIEHHON BHYTPUBEH-
HOW WMHAY3UM NMAOKaUHA B KayecTBe KOMMOHEHTA nepu-
onepaLuoHHOro 06e360/MBaHMSA OHKONOMMYECKUX BO0NIBHBIX
Mpu XMpYpPruveckux BMeLLATeNbCTBAaX Ha MaHKpeaTopyo-
AeHanbHoi 30He. MofobHBIM Noaxon NO3BONAET KOHTPO-
nupoBatb 6051eBOM CUMHAPOM NPU CHUMEHWUW NoTpebHoCTH
B OMMOMAOHBIX aHasnbreTuKax, obecneuntb paHHee Hayano
NepucTanbTUKN KULLIEYHWKA W akTuBM3aLmun 6onbHbIX. [lo-
NyYeHHble pe3ynbTaThl CBUAETENbCTBYHT 0 BO3MOMKHOCTH
anbTepHATUBHOIO MCMONb30BaHUS NPOAJEHHON BHYTPU-
BEHHOM MHGDY3MM NMAOKaMHA NpU HanWyMM NpOTMBOMO-
Ka3aHuin UM TEXHUYECKUX CNOXHOCTEW AN NpoBeAeHUs
JA be3 pucKa pasBUTUA CUCTEMHOW TOKCMYHOCTU. OfHaKo
AN NONYYeHWS LOCTOBEPHbIX pe3ysbTaToB HeobxonuMo
AanbHeuLee UccneoBaHue.

AOMO/THUTE/IbHASA UHOOPMALIUA

WUcTouHnk mHaHcMpoBaHMA. VccriejoBaHMe BbINOSHEHO W OMy-
6/MKOBaHO 3a CYET (MHAHCKPOBAHMA MO MeCTy PaboTbl aBTOPOB.
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KoHdnukT mHTepecos. ABTOpbI [JeKNapupylOT OTCYTCTBME SBHbIX
W MoTeHUManbHbIX KOHDIIMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3aHHbIX C NybnnKa-
LiMen HacToALLEN CTaTbu.

Bknap aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbI MOATBEPKAAIOT COOTBETCTBUE CBOETO
aBTOPCTBA MeXayHapoaHbIM kpuTepmaM ICMJE (Bce aBTophl BHeCI
CYLLLeCTBEHHbIM BKa B pa3paboTKy KOHLENuMMW, npoBefeHve mc-
CNefoBaHUs 1 NOArOTOBKY CTaTby, MPOU4AM M 0A06puIn GuHanbHyio
Bepcuio nepes nybnukaumen). Hanbonblumin BKNAZ pacnpenenéH
cneaytowmM obpasom: H0.C. 3axapeHKoBa — pa3paboTka Am3aiiHa
uccnefoBaHus, 0630p NybamKaLwmiA no Teme CTaTby, aHanM3 nony-
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B.3. XopoHeHKo — pa3paboTka [u3aiiHa UCCNeaoBaHus, aHanm3
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cTaTby.
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