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AkmyansHocms. HecMoTpsi Ha COBEpLUEHCTBOBAHME XMPYPrUYECKUX METOAMK W 3HAUUTENBHOE YyuLleHne QYHKLMOHAb-
HbIX pe3ynbTaToB OMepaTMBHBIX BMeLLATeNbCTB M0 MOBOAY paKa NpeacTatesibHOi enesbl HeepiaHue Moun nocie pagu-
KanbHOM NpOCTaTIKTOMUM 0CTaeTCs Hanboree BaXHbIM GaKTOPOM, OTPULIATENTbHO BAUAIOLLMM Ha KAa4YeCTBO JKM3HU NaLMEHTOB.

Llene — oueHKa addeKTMBHOCTM 1 6e30MacHOCTM HOBOW METOAMKM 3afiHEN PEKOHCTPYKLMM Manoro Tasa C UCcnosib-
30BaHMEM ayTOTKaHW — JIOCKYTa BHYTPWUTa30BOW (acuuv — npu BbIMOJHEHUM POBOT-acCMCTUPOBAHHOW pafuKanbHOM
NPOCTaTIKTOMMMU.

Mamepuaner u Memodel. B vccnefoBaHue BKIOUEHbI 28 NALMEHTOB C JIOKaNM30BaHHBIM PAKOM NPeACTaTeNlbHON He-
nesbl, KOTOPbIM MpoBefeHa poboT-accMCTUPOBaHHas pajuKanbHas NPOCTaT3KTOMMSA MO0 MOAMGULMPOBAHHON METOAMKE.
Bo Bpems onmepaummn nocne ygnaneHus npencraTenbHON Xene3bl BbIMOMHANM 3a[HIO PEKOHCTPYKLMIO Manoro Tasa nyTeMm
MCCeYeHUs JIOCKyTa BHYTPUTa30BoM hacumu ¢ OJHOM CTOPOHbI, MOMELLEHUS €0 C3aAM LIEMKW MOYEBOr0 My3blpsi U YpeTpo-
LMCTOAHAcTOMO3a € nocneyrollei duKcaumen AaHHOTO JIOCKYTa K aHaloruyHoi CTPYKType C MpOTMBOMONOXHOMA CTOPOHbI
B opMe NEeTNM, YKPENNSIOLLEN aHacToMo3 c3aau. OLeHMBanM 0CHOBHbIE MHTPAONEPALIMOHHBIE MOKA3aTe M, OHKOMOTMYECKUEe
1 QYHKUMOHANbHbIE Pe3ynbTaTbl.

Pesynemamei. AHanu3 pesynbTaTtoB MccnefoBaHWs MOATBEPAMN BbICOKYID 3hdEKTUBHOCTL NPEAIOKEHHON XUPYPru-
yeckoi MeToamku. CpeaHas AAMTeNbHOCTb onepaummn coctaBina 145 MuH (120-170 MuH), cpefiHee KOHCOJSIbHOE BpeMs —
68 MUH (55—102 MuH), cpeLHAS ANMTENLHOCTb 3Tana 3aAHel PeKOHCTPYKUMM — 6 MuH (3,5-8,5 MuH). MHTpaonepauuoHHas
KpoBoMnoTeps cocTaBuna B cpegHeM 55 Mn (25-175 mn). Y Bcex NaumMeHTOB ypeTpabHblii KaTeTep Obln yaaneH Ha 7-e CyTKH
nocne onepauuu. Bo BpeMs onepaTuBHBIX BMeLLIATENLCTB HU B OAHOM Cilydae He bbiio KoHBepcui 1 ocnoxHeHui 1=V rpynn
no knaccudumraumm Clavien — Dindo. HeMenneHHoe yaepxaHue Moum Habnoganm y 23 (82,1 %) naumneHToB, paHHee yaepa-
Hue Moun oTMevanu y 26 (92,8 %) nauneHToB.

Bbigodel. Pe3ynbTaThl NpoBeeHHOr0 UCCNe[0BaHNSA MOKa3anK, YTO NMPUMEHEHNE HOBOW TEXHUKM 3a[iHe PeKOHCTPYKLM
npu poboT-accMCTMPOBaHHOW PaAMKabHOW MPOCTATIKTOMUM MPW MOMOLLM JIOCKYTOB BHYTPUTa30BOM (acuun sensetca ad-
(eKTUBHBIM 1 6e30MacHbIM, JEMOHCTPUPYET XOpOLUME paHHWE QYHKUMOHaMbHbIe pe3ynbTaTbl, B YaCTHOCTU, HEMELJIEHHOe
yAepKaHue Moy, be3 yuiepba OHKONOrMYECKUM UCX0LaM.
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A new method for posterior pelvic reconstruction
with autologous tissue in robot-assisted radical
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BACKGROUND: Despite the improvement of surgical techniques and a significant improvement in the functional results of
surgical interventions for prostate cancer urinary incontinence after radical prostatectomy remains the most important factor
that negatively affects the quality of life of patients.

AIM: Evaluation of the effectiveness and safety of a new technique for posterior reconstruction using autologous tissue an
endopelvic fascia flap in robot-assisted radical prostatectomy.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: 28 patients with localized prostate cancer who underwent modified robot-assisted radical
prostatectomy at one medical center were included in the study. During the operation after removal of the prostate a posterior
reconstruction of the small pelvis was performed by excising a flap of the endopelvic fascia on one side, placing it behind the
bladder neck and urethrocystoanastomosis, followed by fixing this flap to a similar structure on the opposite side in the form
of a loop, strengthening the anastomosis from behind. The main intraoperative parameters, oncological and functional results
were evaluated.

RESULTS: Analysis of the results of the study confirmed the high efficiency of the proposed surgical technique. The aver-
age operation duration was 145 min (120-170 min), average console time was 68 min (55—102 min), the average duration
of the posterior reconstruction stage was 6 min (3.5-8.5 min). Average intraoperative blood loss was 55 ml (25-175 ml).
The urethral catheter was removed on the 7th day after the operation in all patients. During surgery there were no conversions
and any complications of lll-V groups according to the Clavien — Dindo classification. Immediate urinary continence was noted
in 23 (82.1%) patients (82,1%), early urinary continence was noted in 26 (92.8%) patients.

CONCLUSIONS: The results of the study showed that the use of a new technique for posterior reconstruction in robot-
assisted radical prostatectomy using endopelvic fascia flaps is effective and safe, showing good early functional results,
in particular, immediate urinary continence without compromising oncological outcomes.
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OPTNHATIBHBIE CTATBN

AKTYAJIbHOCTb

Pak npeactatensHon ene3bl (PMH) — oaHo U3 Hanbo-
nee 4acTo AMarHoCTMPYeMbIX OHKONIOrMYeckux 3abonesaHuni
Y MY}UMH U MSITas Mo 3HaUMMOCTU NpUYMHA CMEPTH OT 3710~
Ka4yecTBeHHbIX HoBOObpa3oBaHuin [1-3]. [na 6onblmHcTBa
BonbHbIX NoKanu3oBaHHbIM Pl pagukanbHas npocTaTakTo-
mus (PM13) obecneunBaeT XopoLumMe OHKONOrMYECKUE pe3yib-
Tathl [4]. B HacToswee BpeMs pe3ynbtathl P13 oueHuBatoT
Mo TaK Ha3sblBaeMol TpudeKTe, KOTopas BKIYaeT B cebs
OHKOJNOTMYECKWI KOHTPOJTb, YAEPKaHUe MOUM 1 3PEKTUIIbHYIO
¢yHKumio [5] n pocturaetcsa Tonbko y 62—70 % nauueHToB
[5, 6]. HecMoTps Ha MOCTOAHHOE YNyuLIeHWe U COBEpLLEH-
CTBOBaHME TEXHWKM BbinonHeHus P13, Hepepxanue Moun
BCE eLLle 0CTAETCAA OCHOBHbIM (haKTOPOM, BIUSIOLLMM Ha Ka-
YeCTBO XM3HM Y BonblwKMHCTBA MyXunH mocne PI3 [7, 8].
Yepe3 12 mec. nocne onepaunn HegepaHue Moum 0TMeYa-
toT B cpeaHeM y 16 % nauuenTos [9]. PoboT-accuctupoBaH-
Haa paaMKanbHas npoctataktomusa (PAPI) pemoHcTpupyet
nyylwMe NOKa3aTeNn yAepXKaHUs MOUM Mo CPABHEHMIO C Nla-
MapoCKOMUYECKUM W OTKPbITHIM MeTo4amu Npy ConocTaBy-
MbIX OHKOMornyeckux pesynbtatax [10-12]. [nga ynyyiieHuns
(YHKUMOHANbHBIX Pe3yNbTaToB, B YaCTHOCTW, HEMELNEHHO-
0 W paHHEro yAepXKaHus Moy, NpeLiaralTca pasfinyHble
MoaM®bMKALMM METOAMKM OnepaTUBHOrO BMeLIaTeNbCTBa.
[epcneKTUBHLIM NPeACTaBNAETCA YCOBEPLLEHCTBOBAHME TEX-
HWKW orepauuy, HanpaBfieHHOe Ha COXpaHeHWe aHaToMuYe-
CKMX CTPYKTYp Manoro Tasa [13-15].

Llens uccnedosarus — oueHKa apdeKTUBHOCTH 1 be3-
0MacHOCTU HOBOM METOAMKW 3afHel PeKOHCTPYKLMM C UC-
Mosb30BaHMEM ayTOTKaHW — JIOCKyTa BHYTpUTa30BoM dac-
UMM npw BbinoaHeHun PAPTI.

MATEPUAJIbI U METO/bI

B maHHoe npocneKTMBHOE McCNefoBaHWe Bbinn BKIOYe-
Hbl 28 NaLmMeHTOB ¢ lokanusoBaHHbIM PIK, KoTopbIM 3a ne-
puog ¢ anpens 2020 r. no sHeapb 2021 r. bbina BbINONHEHa
PAPT1. MaumeHTbl bbiM NpOUHPOPMMPOBaHbI 0 NPOBEEHNM
UCCNEAO0BaHUA U NOLNMUCANM COOTBETCTBYHOLME (OpMbI Co-
rnacus. Bce onepaumu Gbinn BbINOAHEHB! OLHAM OMbITHBIM
poboTuyeckuM xupyproM (onbit Gonee 1000 poboT-accu-
CTUPOBaHHBIX BMeLLUaTenbCTB). AHAMHECTUYecKWe AaHHble
y HabniofaeMbIx NauMeHTOB Oblv COMOCTaBUMbI: CPeAHUIA
BO3pacT cocTtaBun 65,5 net (0T 57 Ao 74), cpeaHuMin MHAEKC
Maccbl Tena — 26,3 kr/m? (ot 22,7 no 29,4), cpeHuit npe-
L0MepaLmoHHbIA YpOBEHb NpOCTaTMYeCKoro cneuuduye-
CKOro aHTureHa — 7,6 Hr/mn (5,4-13 Hr/mn). MepBuyHas
(NpeponepaunorHas) cymma bannoB no wkane [nucoHa
cocTaBnisina B cpesHeM 6,8 (0T 6 no 9 6annos), B TOM uuc-
ne cymma bannoB 3+ 3 =6 (rpynna 1 no Knaccuduka-
umm International Society of Uropatologists — ISUP 1) —
y 12 (42,9 %) yenosek, 3 +4=7 (ISUP 2) — y 8 (28,6 %),
3+4=7(ISUP 3) — y 5 (17,8 %), cymma bannoB no LuKa-
ne TnucoHa =8 (ISUP 4, 5) — y 3 (10,7 %) naumeHToB.
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CpenHuii  06beM npefcTaTeslbHOW JKenesbl COCTaB-
nan 46,5 cM® (ot 23 fo 96 cm3). CpepHas cymma 6annos
no onpocHuky IPSS (International Prostate Symptom Score)
coctapnsna 8,3 6anna (o1 3 po 17 6annoB), no onpoc-
Huky IIEF-5 (International Index of Erectile Function) —
20,5 6annoe (ot 15 no 24 bannos). PacnpeaeneHue na-
LIMEHTOB MO KIMHMYeckuM ctagusam cT: cTlc — 5 (17,8 %)
nauueHTos, cT2a — 8 (28,6 %), cT2b — 7 (25 %), cT2c —
8 (28,6 %) uenoBex.

Bce onepaTuBHble BMeLLaTeNbCTBa OblM BbIMOSIHEHDI
TpaHcnepuTOHeanbHbIM JOCTYMOM C MCMOSIb30BaHUEM aHa-
TOMO-cbeperaioLLel TEXHUKK, 3aK/I0YaloLLeiics B CoXpaHe-
HWW BHYTpUTa30BoM dacuuu, MybonpocTaTMUeCKMX CBA30K
W PeKToypeTpanbHbIX Mbiwy. CpeaHuii neprog HabnwaeHus
cocTaBun 6,5 Mec. (MMHUManbHbI — 3 Mec., MakcuMarb-
Hblii — 11 Mec.).

B HacTosLeM Mccne0BaHUM OLEHMBANM nepuonepauy-
OHHble MoKasaTenu (BAMTENbHOCTb OMepaLyu, KOHCOJbHOE
BpeMsl, A/MTENbHOCTb 3Tana 3afHel PeKOHCTPYKLMKM, 06beM
MHTpaomnepaLMOHHON KPOBOMOTEPH), AAMTENBHOCTb FOCTHU-
Tanusauuu (nocneonepauMoHHbIi KOWKO-A€eHb), NpOAO-
JKUTENbHOCTb HaX0XJEHWUS YPeTpasbHOro KateTepa, OLEeHM-
Ba/IX NepuonepaLmoHHble OCIOXHEHUS MO KnaccuuKaLmum
Clavien — Dindo, OCHOBHbIE OHKONIOTMYECKUE PEe3YyNbTaThl
(cymma bannos no [nucoHy u ctagms pT No faHHLIM NaToru-
CTONOMMYECKOr0 MCC/el0BaHMsA OMepaLMOHHOr0 MaTepuana,
MONOXUTENbHBIA XMPYPrUYECKUA Kpaii, BUOXMMUYECKMIA pe-
LMAMB), a TaKXKe MoKasaTenu yaepxanusa Moun. Hemeanex-
HOe y[epXaHue MouM Onpefensyiv Kak oTCyTCTBME MoATe-
KaHWs MOYM B MepBble CYTKU MOCHe yLaneHUs ypeTpanbHoro
KaTeTepa Ha OCHOBaHUM CYOBEKTMBHOM OLEHKU MaLMeHTa,
MOATBEPKAEHHOE pe3ysibTaTaMu KallneBoi npobbl; paHHee
yOEPKaHUe MOYM OMPEeeNsiv KaK OTCYTCTBME MOATEKaHWS
MOUM B MOKOE, @ TaKXe Mpu Kalune, cMexe, U3MUeCKoi
Harpyske, xonbbe 1 Apyron GM3nN4ecKon aKTUBHOCTH, MOJ-
TBEPKAEHHOE pe3ynbTaTaMi aHKETUPOBaHWA C UCMOJb30-
BaHMEM OMPOCHWKA MO OLEHKE KayecTBa XM3HU BOJIbHbIX
PIMXK EPIC-26 Short Form (Expanded Prostate Cancer Index
Composite — 26) He no3e 3 mMec. nocne onepauwm. OTcyT-
CTBME YLEPKAHUA MOUM OMPEAENSIM KaK Hanuune NoATeKa-
HWS MOYM MM Kalune, cMexe, BU3NYECKOI HarpysKe n/unm
ApYroi ¢u13nyecKoii akTMBHOCTH, KalLieBom npobe, ykasaHue
Ha HefiepXKaHne Moy No AaHHbIM onpocHuka EPIC-26 Short
Form, a Take HeobxoaUMocTb MCMONb30BaHUs bonee 0fHOM
YPONOr1yecKoii NPoKIIaaKu B AEHb.

OnucaHve MeToAMUKM onepaLmm

Mocne ocyliecTBneHns JocTyna B Npeany3bipHoe (peT-
LiMeB0) NPOCTPAHCTBO BbIAENAKT BEHTPasIbHYI0 MOBEPXHOCTb
npeacTaTesnbHOM Menesbl W MOYEBOro My3bips, MpU 3TOM
He BCKPbIBAOT BHYTPUTa30BYH GacLmio U He NepeceKatoT ny-
bonpocTaTyeckue cBA3KM. CreayoLLmM 3TanoM Npou3BoLAT
0TCeYeHMe NPeLCTaTesbHOM JKese3bl OT LUEKU MOYEBOro Ny-
3bIps, MOC/IE YEro BbIAENAIOT 3a[HI0K NOBEPXHOCTb NpejcTa-
TENbHOI JKene3bl, CEMEHHBbIX My3bIPbKOB W CEMSABBIHOCALLMX

35



36

ORIGINAL ARTICLES

Urology reports (St. Petersburg)

Puc. 1. PeKOHCTPYKUMA OCHOBHbIX 3TanoB onepaumn. @ — Jloxe npencTatenbHoW xenesbl. [lpefcTaTenbHas Kenesa yaarneda.
I — ypeTpa, 2 — LweliKa MoYeBOro ny3bipsi, 3 — BHyTpUTa30Bas dacuus. NYHKTUPOM C ABYX CTOPOH OTMEYeHa SIMHUS Pe3eKLnM BHY-
TPMTa30BOM dacuymm, U3 KOTopom byneT chopMMpoBaH JIOCKYT; b — ypeTpoumcToaHacTomo3s (1), ¢ BYX CTOPOH COPMUPOBaHBI JIOCKYThI
13 BHYTPUTa30B0M dacumm (2); ¢ — NOCKYT BHYTPUTa30BoI hacumm (2) npoBeAeH nof, YpeTpoLMCTOaHacToOMO30M (a), PUKCUPOBaH K aHa-
NIOTMYHOMY NOCKYTY BHYTPUTa30BO hacLym ¢ NPOTUBOMONOMKHON CTOPOHSI B BULE NET/M, YKPENNAIOLLE YPeTPOLMCTOaHACTOMO3 C3aM

Fig. 1. Reconstruction of the main stages of the operation. a — The prostate bed. The prostate gland has been removed. 7 — urethra,
2 - bladder neck, 3 - intrapelvic fascia. The dotted line on both sides marks the line of resection of the intrapelvic fascia, from which the flap
will be formed; b — urethrocystoanastomosis (7), flaps from the intrapelvic fascia are formed on both sides (2); ¢ - a flap of the intrapelvic
fascia (2) was passed under the urethrocystoanastomosis (7), fixed to a similar flap of the intrapelvic fascia on the opposite side in the form

of a loop reinforcing the urethrocystoanastomosis from behind

Puc. 2. 3tan onepauuw. MpowwnsaHue chopMUPOBaAHHOIO JIOCKYTa
13 BHYTPUTa30BO hacumu crpaBa paccachblBaloLLMMCS LLOBHBIM
MaTtepuasnoMm

Fig. 2. Sewing of the formed flap from the intrapelvic fascia on the
right with absorbable suture material

npoTokoB. CeMABBIHOCALLME MPOTOKM KOArysMpylT MpOK-
CMManbHO M MepeceKaloT, CeMeHHble My3bIPbKW BblAENsoT
nomnHocTblo. [pefAcTaTenbHylo Kenesy BbIAENSIOT OT OKpYy-
MaloLmx TKaHeW BLOMb ee COBCTBEHHOM Karmcynbl (nceB-
LOKancynbl) ¢ 3agHel (nop3anbHoi) U GOKOBLIX NOBEpX-
HoCTeii ¢ coxpaHeHueM Qacumm [leHoHBunbe. Cocyamctblie
HOXKM NpeAcTaTeslbHOi Xene3bl KIUMUPYIOT U NepeceKaloT.
3aTeM Npou3BOLAT AasbHENLLYH AMCCEKLMIO NaTepanbHbIX
MOBEPXHOCTEN MPOCTaThbl C COXpPAHEHMEM COCYAMUCTO-HEPB-
HbIX Ny4yKoB. [lanee BbINOMHAT anMKabHYK AMCCEKLMIO,
B X0Ze KOTOPOM MpyW BblpaXKEHHOM reMopparum BO3MOXHa
nepeBs3Ka [Op3a/bHOT0 COCYAMCTOr0 KOMMJIEKca ANS MU-
HAMM3aUMKM KpoBOMOTepUW. 3aTeM MpefcTaTeNlbHYl0 Xenesy
OTCEKAKT OT YpeTpbl M NOTpyXakT B CreuuanbHbli Nana-
poCKonMYeckuin aBakyartop. [locne TwaTensHoro remocra-
33 NIOXKa YAaAneHHOW NpefcTaTeNlbHOM Xese3bl BbIMOJHAT
3aHI00 PEKOHCTPYKLMKO Majoro Tasa C MCMoJb30BaHWUEM
HaACeYeHHOr0 JIOCKYTa BHYTPMTA30BOM (acLymm ¢ OAHOM CTO-
POHbI 1 PACcMONOXKEHNS €ro C3aaM LLEWKN MOYEBOTr0 My3blps
C mocnepyroLlen huKcaumel aHHOMO JIOCKyTa paccacblBa-
IOLLMMCA LUOBHBIM MaTepuanoM K aHanoruyHol CTpYKType
C MPOTUBOMOJIOXHOW CTOpoHbl [16]. Cnepytowmm 3tanom
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Puc. 3. 37an onepaumu. JlockyT BHyTpMTa30BO# (acumm NpoBeeH
MOZL YPETPOLIMCTOGHCTOMO30M, BbINOSTHEHA (UMKCALMA NOCKYTa K aHa-
JIOrVYHO CTPYKTYpPE C MPOTUBOMONIOKHOMN CTOPOHbI B BUAE NETU
Fig. 3. A flap of the intrapelvic fascia was placed under urethro-
cystostomosis, the flap was fixed to a similar structure from the
opposite side in the form of a loop

Ha Katetepe Q@ones 18 Ch dbopmupyloT Moyeny3bipHo-ype-
TPaNbHbIi aHACTOMO3 HenpepbIBHbIM LUBOM C UCMOMb30Ba-
HMEM paccacbiBaloLLErocs LWOBHOTO Matepuana. TakuM 06-
pa3oM, chOPMMPOBaHHAsA NETNS U3 JIOCKYTOB BHYTPUTA30BOM
dacumm yKpennseT aHacTOMO3 C3aAM MO TUMY CIIMHIA, MUHM-
MW31pYs BEPOSTHOCTL 3aHEr0 Mposlanca MoYeBoro Ny3bips
W CTPECCOBOr0 HeyLEepKaHUs MOYM B NOCNE00NePaLMOHHOM
nepuoge. YpeTparbHbli KaTeTep 3aMeHSIIOT Ha aHaNorUyHbIiA,
NMPOU3BOJAT KOHTPOSIb FEPMETUYHOCTM aHacToMo3a MyTeM
BBEZIEHWA M0 KaTeTepy B Mo4eBoii nysbipb 100 Mn usmo-
NornyecKoro pacteopa. B Manblii Ta3 K 30He Moyeny3bIpHo-
ypeTpanbHOro aHacToMo3a MOABOLSAT CUIMKOHOBYK Ape-
HaXXHYt0 TpybKy. OCHOBHBbIE 3Tarbl PEKOHCTPYKLMM MOKa3aHbl
Ha puc. 1-3.

PE3Y/IbTATHI

AHanu3 pesynbTatoB MCCEeAO0BaHWs MOLTBEPAUN Bbi-
COKYI 3((EKTUBHOCTb MPeasIOKEHHON XMpYPruyecKom
MeToaMku. OCHOBHbIE MepuonepauyoHHble MoKasaTeu
npeAcTaeneHbl B Tabn. 1. CpesHee KOHCOMbHOE BpeMs CO-
CTaBWNO 68 MMH, a CpeaHss ANMTENbHOCTL 3Tana 3aaHei
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Ta6nuua 1. OcHoBHble NepyonepalMoHHbIe NOKasaTesu NauMeHToB nocsie poboT-accMCTUPOBaHHON paavKanbHOM NpocTaTaKToMMK (n = 28)
Table 1. Main perioperative parameters of patients after robot-assisted radical prostatectomy (n = 28)

lNokasatenb | 3HayeHune
[avTenbHoCTb onepaumm, MUH (MUH.—MakKc.) 145 (120-170)
KoHconbHoe BpeMms, MUH (MUH.—MaKc.) 68 (55-102)
[lnutenbHocTb 3Tana 3afiHel PEKOHCTPYKLMM, MUH (MUH.—MaKC.) 6 (3,5-8,5)
06beM MHTpaonepaLmMoHHON KpoBonoTepH, M (MUH.—MaKC.) 55 (25-175)

JMTenbHOCTb rocnmTanm3aLmnm, KOMKo-aHu

[InutenbHocTb peaﬁMﬂMTaUMM B YC/10BMAX OHEBHOro CTaunoHapa, cyT

YnaneHue ypeTpasnbHOro Katetepa rocsie onepaumu, cyT

4 (o BCeX cnyyasx)
5 (Bo Bcex cnyyasix)
7 (B0 BCEX Cryyasx)

lepuronepaumoHHble ocnoxHeHns no knaccuukauum Clavien — Dindo, n (%)

| rpynna
Il rpynna
-V rpynne

7(25,0)
2(7,1)
0

PEKOHCTPYKUMM OKasanacb paBHOW 6 MuH. OnepaTtusHoe
BMeLLaTeNbCTBO COMPOBOXAANOCh HW3KOM  KpoBomnoTe-
pei, B CPedHEM COCTaBMBLUEN 55 MA. Y Bcex onepupoBaH-
HbIX MaLMEHTOB AJMTENbHOCTb FOCMMTANM3aLMW COCTaBWa
4 KoWKO-JHA, BK/OYas OAMH NpeaonepaLyoHHbIA KOWKO-
JEeHb W OfHU CYTKW B PEaHWMaLMOHHOM OTAENIEHUM B JeHb
onepauuun. Ha TpeTbK CyTKM MocneonepalMoHHOro nepuoaa
BCEX MALMEHTOB BbINUCLIBANM AN HabmogeHus B yCoBU-
X OHEBHOrO CTaLMOHapa, e OHW HaXoZWIMCh eLue 5 AHei
[0 YAANeHus ypeTpanbHOro KareTepa U B TEUEHWE 0JHUX Cy-
TOK Mocre ero yaaneHus. Bo Bcex ciydasx ypeTpanbHbIA Ka-
TeTep ObiN yoaneH Ha 7-e cyTku nocne onepauuu. Bo Bpems
OnepaTVBHbIX BMELLATENLCTB HU B OAHOM Clyyae He 6Gbiio
KoHBepcui 1 ocnoxkHenni |ll-V rpynn no Knaccudmkaumm
Clavien - Dindo.

Mo [aHHLIM NaTOrMCTONOMMYECKOr0 UCCIeL0BaHUS One-
paLUMOHHOr0 MaTepuana CpefHss cyMMa 6annoB no LuKane
[MucoHa cocTaBuna 7,2, 40 OMepauuv CPepHss BennuuHa
[LaHHOT0 NoKa3saTens Mo pesynbTataM UccefoBaHus bruonTta-
TOB MpefcTaTeNbHOM Xene3bl bbia HECKONBKO MeHbLLe —
6,8 banna. Murpauus cymmbl 6annoB no wkane [nucoHa oT-
Meyvanach B 46,4 % cnyyaes. Murpaums ctagun T— B 28,6 %
cnyyaeB. MonoXMTENbHBIN XUPYPrYecKuii Kpai bbin BbisSB-
NeH B OJHOM Cfyyae W CBSi3aH C MUrpaumeii ctaguu 3abo-
NeBaHus, Npy 3TOM He BbINO BLISBIEHO HW OJHOMO CNyyas
ATPOreHHOr0 MOJIOXUTENBHOMO Kpas. 3a nepuof Habmioge-
HWSA He 3adMKCMPOBAHO HU OJHOrO Ciyyas BO3HWUKHOBEHMS
broxummyeckoro peumavea. OCHOBHbIE OHKOMOrMYECKME
MoKa3aTenu OnepupoBaHHbIX NaUMEHTOB MpeACTaBlieHb
B Tabn. 2.

B nocneonepauuoHHOM nepuosie HeMe[IeHHOe YaepKa-
Hue Moum oTMeyanu y 23 (82,1 %) onepupoBaHHbIX NaLmeH-
TOB, paHHee yaepxKaHue Moun — y 26 (92,8 %). ¥ octanbHbIx
MaLMEeHTOB COXPaHAIOCh MOATEKaHWe MOuM Mpu GU3NYECKUX
HarpysKax, Kalune, CMexe, B CBA3Y C YeM OHU MCMOJIb30BaITH
bonee ofHOW YpoNOrniecKon NPOKNAAKW B LeHb, NPy 3TOM
CBOE KayeCTBO XU3HU OHU OLEHMBAM KaK «XOpOLLEe».

B0l https://doiorg/ 10

Tabnuua 2. OcHOBHbIE OHKOJIOTMYECKIE MOKA3aTeNn onepupo-
BaHHbIX NaLMEHTOB C paKoM NpeAcTaTesbHOl xenesbl (n = 28)
Table 2. Main oncological indicators of operated patients with
prostate cancer (n = 28)

MNokasatens | 3HaueHue
Cymma 6annoB no wkane Mnucona, (MuH.—Makc.) 7,2 (6-9)
B ToM uucne, n (%):
6 6 (21,4)
7(3+4) 7(25,0)
7+3) 8 (28,6)
8 5(17,9)
9 2(7,1)
Matonornyeckas ctagusa T (pT), n (%):
pT2 25(89,3)
pT3a 2(7,1)
pT3b 1(3,6)
MonoxuTenbHbIA XMpyprudeckuii kpai, n (%): 1(3,6)
Buoxummnyeckmii peumnans 0

ObCYXOEHWUE

Hanbonee u3BecTHble TeXHMYeCKMe MoouduKaLum, Ha-
npaBfeHHble Ha YNyylleHWe yOepxaHus Moy, cremyioLme:
3aJHAA peKoHCTpyKums — woB Rocco [17], nepuypeTpans-
Has cycneHsus — woB Patel [18], koMbuHaums nepeaHeii
CYCMeH3WM M 3afHen peKoHCTpyKumu [19], paclmpeHHas
PEKOHCTPYKLMS MKCUPYIOLLIEro annapaTta Mo4eBoro nysbi-
ps u ypetpbl (Advanced Reconstruction of VesicoUrethral
Support — ARVUS) [20], ToTanbHas aHaTOMMYecKas pe-
KOHCTpYKUMA [21], coxpaHeHWe AOCTaTOMHOM ANMHBI Ype-
Tpbl [22], TaKXKe COXpaHeHMe LeliKn Mo4YeBoro nysbipsa [23].
0pHuM U3 Hambonee YacTo UCMONb3YHOLLMXC METOAO0B 3aj-
Hei peKoHcTpykuuu npu PAPI1 saBnsetca woB Rocco —
peKoHCTpyKuma dacumm [leHoHBUNbE NOCPEACTBOM He-
MpepbIBHOrO LIBA B MOMEPEYHOM HanpasfieHun. [laHHbIN

17816/uroved89659
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METOA, Ha Hall B3rnsf, A0CTaTOYHO TpaBMaTWUYHbIA, BBULY
HaJM4MA pUCKa NMOBPEXAEHUA NPAMON KULLKU B XOA€ Npo-
wuBaHus dacumm [leHoHBuNbe. B cpaBHEHWM € M3BECTHBIMU
paHee METOAMKaMW NpeACTaBfieHHbIA HaMK crocob 3aaHei
PEKOHCTPYKLMM Majoro Tasa MNpeACTaB/iSeTCS He MeHee
3QhEKTUBHLIM B OTHOLIEHWW PaHHUX Pe3ynbTaToB yhep-
)KaHMA MouM, B TOM YMCe HEMEMJIEHHOTO ee YAepiKaHus,
MpW 3TOM PUCK TPaBMaTU3aLMM NPAMON KULLKK OTCYTCTBYET.
He 6binio 0TMEYEHO CTAaTUCTUHECKM 3HAYMMOTO YBENMYEHMS
DJIMTENBHOCTU BMeELLIATeNIbCTBA B CBSA3U C MPOBELEHUEM
PEKOHCTPYKLMK. TpeanoXeHHbIM HaMU MeToq, npeanona-
raeT MUCMoJb30BaHMEe aHaTOMO-cbeperatoLLen TeXHUKK, [0-
CTaTO4HO MPOCT AJ1S BbIMOSIHEHWS, NOCKOJIbKY MCMOSb3YH0T-
CA COOCTBEHHbIE TKaHW, @ He CUHTETMYECKUE MaTepuarbl,
1 He YBENNYMBAET PUCK BO3HUKHOBEHUA NEpUOonepaLm oHHbIX
OCJTOMHEHWIA.
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CUCTUPOBAHHOM pafivKanbHOM MPOCTATIKTOMUM NPU NMOMOLLY
JIOCKYTOB BHYTpMTa30Boi Qacumm 3ddeKTnBHa, besonacHa
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W LEMOHCTPUPYET XOPOLLME paHHUe (YHKLMOHaNbHbIE pe-
3yNbTaTbl, B YaCTHOCTH, HEMEAJIEHHOE YAEepIKaHue Moy,
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AanbHedLLMe UCCNEef0BaHus, B TOM YUCNE CPaBHUTESIbHBIE,
¢ bonbLUMMKM KoropTamu, a Takxke ¢ bonee AnUTeNbHBIM ne-
proaoM HabnofeHus.

A0NOJIHATENIbHAS UHDOPMALIUA
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