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PE3IOME

Llenb. CpaBHUTb pa3nunyHble Cnocobbl PopMMPOBaHMSA YPETPOBE3MKaIbHbIX aHACTOMO3O0B NPV PaarKkanbHO
npocTaTakTomMmn. MaTtepuran u metogbl. MNpoaHann3npoBaHbl pe3ynbTaTbl IaNapPOCKONMUYECKON paguKanbHom
npocTaTakToMUn y 65 nauneHTos (T2b, Gleason < 7, ISUP < I, MCA < 10 Hr/mJ1) C 04aroBbIM TUMOM POCTa OMyXOJIN.
MauvieHTbl pa3aeneHsl Ha 4 rpynbl B 3aBUCUMOCTY OT MeTOAa GOPMMPOBaHUA yPETPOBE3MKaIbHOTrO aHaCTOMO3a:
OfVIHOYHbIE Y3/10Bble LIBbI, 06BUBHOI LIOB, OAVHOYHbBIE LWBbI C LIMAHAKPUIIATHBIM KNEeeM 1 aHacTOMO3 ABYMA
HuTAMU. OueHuBanucb ocnoxHeHus (Clavein - Dindo), cpokm yaaneHna katetepa, IPSS, QoL u lIEF (3-11 mecAues
nocne onepauun). CTaTUCTUYECKUI aHann3 NPOBOAWICA C UCNONb30BaHNeM KpuTepueB Kpackena-Yonnuca,
MaHHa-YnTHn n BunkokcoHa (Statistica v.17.0). Pesynbratbl. B 1-11 rpynne naymeHToB KaTeTep Obin yaaneH yepes 4,5
CYTOK, BO BTOPOW rpyrnne B CPeAHEM Ha 4-e CyTKY, B TPETbEN rpynne noslyueHbl Hanbonee paHHUE CPOKU yaaneHvs
KaTeTepa cocTaBnaowume 3,9 CyTOK, B UETBEPTON rpynne CPOKU yganeHus coctasunu 5,2 aHa. Cpasy nocne
yAaneHusa Katetepa BO BCeX rpynn BOCCTaHOBUIOCb MOYENCIYCKaHWe, HY B OBHOW 13 Fpyni He noTpe6oBanach
NoBTOPHanA KaTeTeprauma. Mpn nccnegoBaHny KauyecTsa XKmn3Hn n modeuncnyckaHua (QOL, IPSS) okaszanock, uto
HaunyuyLume NnokasaTtesiv Okasanuch B 3-i rpynne 60nbHbIx (p<0,05). KauecTBo »un3HM 6051bHbIX B 1-7 1 3-11 rpynnax
Yyepes 12 MecsLeB Noc/e onepaLuy CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUYMMO He OTAnYanuch. Npu ncciefoBaHny BIAHWA Ha
SPEKTUNBbHYIO 1 OPrasMmnyeckyto GYHKLUNM CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUMMOW 3aBUCUMOCTM OT CMOCO6a HanoMeHuA
ypeTopoBe3M1KaibHOro aHaCTOMO3a He 0OHapyxeHo (p=0,05). 3akntoueHye. Micnonb3oBaHMe LnaHakpunaTHoro
6ropasnaraemoro Kfiea npv HanoXXeHnn ypeTpoBe3nKabHOro aHaCcToMo3a NPU NPOCTaTIKTOMUMN YMEHbLUIAeT
CPOKM CTOAHUA ypeTpanbHOro KateTepa, COKpallaeT CPOKM peabunuTauuy, ynyyluaeT KauyecTBO XU3HU 1
MOYeuncnyckaHua B OThasieHHOM nepuoge.

KnioueBble cnoBa: paK npocTaThbl, BeSMKO-ypeTpa.ﬂbelﬁ aHacToMoO3, nanapockonun4yeckas
NMPOCTaT3IKTOMMUA, uwaHoaprnaTHblﬁ KIen, Ka4eCTBO XNU3HU

INFLUENCE OF URETROVESICAL ANASTOMOSIS METHODS IN RADICAL
PROSTATECTOMY ON THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN MEN
Mikhailichenko V. Yu.!, Eremenko A. N.!, Parshin D. S.2, Dolgopolov V. P.!
"Medical Institute named after S. . Georgievsky of Vernadsky CFU, Simferopol, Russia
Astrakhan State Medical University, Astrakhan, Russia

SUMMARY

Purpose of the resesrch. To compare different methods of forming urethrovesical anastomoses during
radical prostatectomy. Material and methods. The results of laparoscopic radical prostatectomy in 65 patients
(T2B, Gleason <7, ISUP < I, PSA <10 ng/ml) with a focal type of tumor growth. Patients are divided into 4 groups,
depending on the method of forming urethrovezical anastomosis: a single nodal seam, an indignant seam and
single seams with cyanacrilation glue and anastomosis with two threads. Complications were evaluated (Clavein-
Dindo), the deadlines for removal of the catheter, IPSS, QoL and IIEF (3-11 months after surgery). Statistical
analysis was performed using the Kruskal-Wallis, Mann-Whitney and Wilcoxon tests (Statistica v.17.0). Results.
In the first group of patients the catheter was removed after 4.5 days, in the second group on average on 4 days,
in the third group the earliest catheter removal times were 3.9 days, in the fourth group the removal times were
5.2 days. Urination was restored immediately after catheter removal in all groups, and no re-catheterization was
required in any of the groups. When studying the quality of life and urination (QOL, IPSS), it turned out that the
best indicators were in the 3rd group of patients (p<0.05). The quality of life of patients in the 1st and 3rd groups
12 months after the operation did not differ statistically significantly. When studying the effect on erectile and
orgasmic functions, no statistically significant dependence on the method of applying uretovesical anastomosis
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was found (p=0.05). Conclusion. The use of cyanacrilate biodegradable glue in case of urethrovesical anastomosis
during prostatectomy reduces the deadlines for the urethral catheter, reduces rehabilitation and improves the

quality of life and urination in the remote period.

Key words: prostate cancer, vesicoureteral anastomosis, laparoscopic prostatectomy,

cyanoacrylate glue, quality of life

B 2023 rony Ha tepputopun Poccnn 3apeructpu-
poBaHno 213,8 cityuaeB paka npeAcTaTeIbHON JKeJe3bl
Ha Kaxaple 100 Teicsy yenmoBek. M3 3TuX ciaydaes
49,7% OBUTH TOABEPTHYTHI PaJUKaIHLHOMY JICUCHHIO
C IPUMEHEHUEM XUPYPIHMUECKOI0 BMEIIATEIbCTBA
[1]. PagukanpHast IpOCTATIKTOMUS, OCYIIECTBIS-
eMasi Kak OTKPBITHIM CII0COOOM, Tak M C HCIIONb-
30BaHMEM MaJIOMHBA3UBHBIX JIAIIAPOCKOIIMYECKUX
WA POOOT-aCCHCTHPOBAHHBIX METOMOB, SIBISICTCS
OCHOBHBIM XHUPYpTHUYECKUM pemieHueM [2; 3]. XoTs
mpocTaTdaKToMuA Obliia pa3padorana 6onee 120 net
Ha3aJl, TEXHUKA OMEPaIlH MPOIOIDKAET H3MEHSTHCS C
LEJIBbI0 CHIDKEHUS YHUCIIAa OCIIOKHEHUH U YITydIIeHUs
COCTOSIHUS TTALIMEHTOB TOCIIE onepauuu [4].

KadecTBO MoUencnyckaHus Mocie Xupyprude-
CKOTO BMEIIATEIIbCTBA SBIISETCS OJHUM M3 KITFOYEBbIX
(hakTOpOB, BIMAIOLUINX HA KAUECTBO KU3HU MallleH-
Ta MocJie TOCTUKEHUSI OHKOJIOTHYECKOTO pe3ynbTara
nedenus [5]. BepoITHOCTh BOSHUKHOBEHUS HEIEP-
YKaHMsI MOun cocTaBisieT 10 15% [6]. CoBpemeHHbIE
HCCIIeJOBaHMS IT0Ka3bIBAIOT, YTO ATOT [I0KA3aTEN b HE-
VKIIOHHO CHIDKAETCsI Oaromaps TydqiieMy TTOHIMa-
HUIO aHATOMHH U (PU3HOJIOTHH MIPOIIECCOB yIepKa-
HUSI MOYM U YCOBEPILIEHCTBOBAHUIO XUPYPIUUYECKUX
TexXHUK [7; §8].

B nmocnenHue roapl cTano SCHO, 4YTO COXpaHEHHE
MaKCHUMaJbHOW JJIMHBI IPOCTATUYECKON ypEeTpHhI,
BKJIIOYAIOIIEH MBILIIEYHBIEC JIEMEHTHI CPUHKTEPOB,
UTPAIONINX KIIOYEBYIO POJb B yAEpKaHUHM MOYH,
HuMeeT nepBocTeneHHoe 3HaueHue [9]. He menee Bax-
HBIM CUHUTAETCS UCIIOIBb30BaHUE HEPBOCOEPETatOIINX
TEXHHUK TaM, TJIe 3TO BO3MOKHO C yYETOM OHKOJIOTH-
YEeCKOW CHUTYyalllHu, MMOCKOJBKY COCYIHUCTO-HEPBHBIE
MyYKH CYIIECTBEHHO CIOCOOCTBYIOT YIyYIICHUIO
kauecTBa mMouencnyckanus [10; 11]. Dtu meToab!
MIPUMEHSIOTCA Ha CTaAuM yAaJeHUs IpeicTaTellb-
HOM JKeJIe3bl, II0CJIe YEro CIEAYIOT PEKOHCTPYKTUB-
HBIE Pa0OTHI IO BOCCTAHOBIICHUIO CTPYKTYPHI MO-
YeHCITyCKaTeJIbHOI0 KaHaia. AKTUBHO BHEAPSIOTCS
METO/BI MTEPEAHEN U 3alHEW PEKOHCTPYKIUU CTPYK-
Typ, HOAJIEPKUBAIOIINX YPETPY, U BOCCTAHOBJICHUS
MEPHUIIPOCTATUYECKOTO MTPOCTPAHCTBA, AEMOHCTPHU-
pytoiue xoporue pesynsrarsl [12]. Tem He MeHee,
KITFOYEBBIM 3TAIlOM OcTaeTcs (popMUpPOBaHHE BE3UKO-
ypeTrpaibHoro anacromosa [13]. [(paMOTHO BBIMOII-
HEHHBI aHACTOMO3 YMEHbBILAET PUCK MOCIeonepa-
LUOHHOTO HeJlep)KaHUs MOYH, a ero repMeTUYHOCTh
TIO3BOJISIET YCKOPHUTD YaJIeHHUE KaTeTepa U COKPAaTUTh
BpeMsl peabmMTauy nanueHTa [ 14].
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HCJ’[L HCCJICAOBAHUA — CPABHUTD Pa3JINYHBIC CII0-
COOBI (I)OpMI/IpOBaHI/ISI YPETPOBE3UKAJIbHBIX aHACTO-
MO30B IIpU pa[lHKaJ'[LHOﬁ MIPOCTATOKTOMMUMU.

MATEPVAT N METO[bl

B manHOM mMcciemoBaHUM OYyOyT OIEHUBATHCS
MAaLMEeHTBl, KOTOPHIM BBINOIHSAIACH paJuKaIbHAsA
IIPOCTATIKTOMUS C COXPAHEHUEM U PEKOHCTPYKLHU-
€l MPOKCUMAJIBHON M AUCTAIBHOM MPOCTAaTHYECKON
ypetpsl. Texauka omnepanuu onucana panee [15].
Kpurepun nns orbopa ManueHTOB CIEAYIOIINE:
04YaroBbIH THUII POCTa OIYyXOJM — IO AAHHBIM Mar-
HUTHOPE30HAHCHOW ToMorpaduu, ctaaus He 6osee
T2b, mxana Gleason < 7 6amnoB (3 + 4), ruCTOIOTH-
yeckas kiaccuduxanus [SUP (International Society
of Uropatologists) < II rpynma, mpocTaToceneKTuB-
HBII aHTUTeH KpoBHU < 10 Hr/mi. akTU4eCcKH, Ipu
JTAHHOM TEXHMKE ONEpalMi U COXPAaHEHUH MaKCHU-
MallbHOH JIJIMHBI ypeTphl, GopMuUpyercs yperpo-
ypeTpajibHblii aHACTOMO3, OHAKO JUIS YIPOIIEHUs
U TIOHIMaHMS MBI OyZIeM €To Ha3bIBaTh «ypETpO-Be-
3WKaJBHBII aHACTOMO3, TIOCKOIBKY (OopMUpyeTcs
MEXKAY OUCTAIBHON YPETPOM M Y4aCTKOM IPOKCHU-
MaJIBHOW YPETpPhI OT MIEHMKH MOY€EBOro my3bips. Mc-
CJI€ZIOBaHHE BBIIIOJIHEHO B COOTBETCTBUU IIOJIOKEHHU -
siMA X eITbCUHKCKOM JIeKIaparuy (IepecMOTPEHHOM B
dopranese, bpaswius, B okTa6pe 2013 1.). Bee na-
LUEHTHI TTOANUCAIN HH(OPMHUPOBAHHOE COTIIacHE Ha
ydacTHe B UCCIICJIOBaHUU U 00pabOTKy MepcoHab-
HBIX JaHHBIX. FIMeeTCs MOI0KUTENBHOE 3aKITIOUCHUE
JIOKAJIbHOTO 3TUYECKOro KoMuTeTa (mpoTtokon Ne21
or 22.11.2024 1)

Jlnst uccnienoBanust ObUTA OTOOpPAHBI 65 ManueH-
T0B. Bo3pact ot 43 o 85 ner. [lockonbky BceM ma-
IIIEHTaM BEINTOTHSIIACH HEPBOCOEperaromas mpocra-
TOKTOMHUS C PEKOHCTPYKLIKEH YpeTpbl, OHU COOTBET-
CTBOBAJIM KPUTEPUSIM 0TOOpA IS TAHHOH OTIepariii.
TexHuKa BMENIaTeIFCTBA OBITA HACHTHYHA BO BCEX
ciydasx. BeimonHsmace pagukansHas poOoT-accH-
CTUPOBAHHAs JIalapoCKONUYECKasi IPOCTaTIKTOMUS
C COXpPaHEHUEM U PEKOHCTPYKIIMEN MPOCTATUYECKON
ypeTpsl. Ha 3Tarne BblfiesieHust ypeTphl OT IEHKHU 10~
CJIE/IHSS HE TEePECEKAETCsl, MPOUCXOIUT JUCCEKIINS
B/JI0JIb MBILIEYHBIX BOJOKOH JIETPY30pa, MPOI0JIKa-
FOIIUXCS 10 CepeUHBI MpocTarhl, Ha 1,52 cm muc-
TajbHee HIEHKU. 3aTeM ypeTpa MepeceKaercs: Ha
katerepe Foley. Brigenenue 3anneil 1 60KOBBIX MO-
BEPXHOCTEH MPOU3BOAUTCS CTAaHIAPTHBIM METOJIOM,
C COXPAaHEHHEM MaKCHMaJbHO BO3MO)KHOTO KOJIMYe-
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CTBa COCYMCTO-HEPBHBIX IyYKOB. B anukanbHON ya-
CTH BBIIIOJIHAETCA COXPAHEHHE MAKCUMAaJIbHOM 1po-
TSHKEHHOCTH JAMCTAIBHOTO OTJelNa MPOCTaTHUECKOM
YPeTpHI A0 2 ¢M, IpU HeOOXOAMMOCTH pacceKast Bep-
XyIIKY MPOCTATHI 110 TIepeIHeld MOBepXHOCTH. PekoH-
CTPYKTHUBHBIH 3Tan — (JOPMHUPOBAHUE YPETPATHLHOTO
aHaCcTOMO3a, UMEET OTJIUYHSL.

[NanenTs! Ob1TH pa3zaesneHsl Ha 4 rpynmsl. [pyn-
TIBI SIBJIAIOTCSL CONIOCTABUMBIMH 110 OOLIMM KPUTEPH-
sIM, TAKHM Kak Bo3pacT, ucxoansie 3HaueHus [1CA,
o0wveM mpocTarel. B mepBoit rpymme cocrosuio 20
nmaruenToB. [t opMupoBaHUs aHACTOMO3a TIPH-
MEHSUIUCh OJIMHOYHBIE Y3/I0Bble LIBBI. Vcnonb3oBa-
nack HUTH Bukpwun, 4-0, unra 13-17vm, u3rutd 1/2.
HaxkmanpBanocs B cpegrem 6-8 mIBOB, HAUMHAS OT
3aJTHEeH MOBEpXHOCTH. Bo BTOpOIi rpyrime oToopaHo
19 manuenToB. Ucnonp3oBaiicss 0OBUBHOM II0B € OJI-
HOU HUTHIO. [lepBblil y3en 3aBs3bIBAJICS Ha 3aJHEH
MOBEPXHOCTH OJIKE K MPaBOMY Kpato, Ha 4 yacax
yclIoBHOTO 1udepOnara, 3aTeM yUIMBanIach 3aaHss
MOBEPXHOCTh AaHACTOMO3a, C MOCIEIYIOIIUM IIepeXxo-
JIOM Ha TiepeiHio. HUTh GpukcnpoBanach 3a nepBblii
y3en 1mBa. B TpeTbio rpynmy Bouun 16 nanueHTos,
HCTIOJIb30BAIMCH OAMHOYHBIE IIBBI, & TAK)KE aHACTO-
MO3 JOTOJHUTEIHFHO (PUKCHPOBAJICS [THAHAKPUIIAT-
HBIM OHMOpasnaraeMbIM KiteeM (Puc. 1.).

Puc. 1. 'epmeTH3anus 30HbI YPeTPOBE3UKAJIbHOIO
aHACTOMO3a HIUAHOAKPHUJIATHBLIM OHopa3iaraeMbIM
KJIeeM
Fig.1. Sealing of the urethrovesical anastomosis
area with biodegradable cyanoacrylate glue

YetBepras rpymnmna coctosia u3 10 manueHTos,
HCIIONB30BAJICA aHACTOMO3 JBYMsI HUTAMHU. 3aBs3bI-
BAJIKCh 2 y3Ja MO 3aJIHeH MOBEPXHOCTH, U KAXKIAOU
HUTBIO BBITIONHSIICS] aHACTOMO3 OOBUBHBIMHY IIIBAMU
10 CBOEH MOJIyOKPYKHOCTH JI0 ITEPEAHEN TOBEPXHO-
CTH, TJI€ HUTH CBSI3bIBAIIUCH.

B nocneonepannonHOM niepro/ie MaueHThl Mo-
Jydajau CTaHAapTHOE JICYCHHE, BKITIOUAIOIIee aHTH-
OakTepUuallbHYI0 M CHMIITOMAaTHYECKYI MeIuKa-
MEHTO3HYI0 Tepanuto. O1eHKa pe3yabTaToB HCCle-
JIOBaHUS MPOBOIMIIACH 110 HAMYUIO OCIIOKHEHUH B
paHHEM TOCIEONEPAlOHHOM TEPUOE, COTIACHO
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mkane Clavien—Dindo (CD). OuenuBanoch Hamu4ne
3aTEKOB KOHTPACTHOTO BELIECTBA Ha PETPOrpagHOi
MepPUKATETEPHON ypeTporpaduu, BhIMOIHIEMON Ha
4-5 cyTKu 1moclie onepaluy, a Takke CPOKH yjane-
HUS KaTeTepa.

W3ydenne pa3inuyuHBIX CTOPOH KayeCTBa JKU3HH
MAIMEeHTOB MOCIIE ONepalnil BKIOYAI0 CleayIolee
oOcnenoBanue: uccnenoBanue nokasareieil IPSS n
QoL — ot 3 mo 11 mec. mMecsiIeB mociie onepanu;
OIICHKA TIOJIOBOH (PYHKIHMH C TIOMOINBIO aHKCTHI
ITIEF — ot 3 no 12 mec. mocne omnepanuy.

CoracHo aHaIH3y ¢ TOMOIIbI0 KpuTeprs Lllamm-
po-Yuika pacrpeescHue BCeX HCCIIETyeMBIX KO-
9YEeCTBCHHBIX IPU3HAKOB OTIMYAIOCH OT HOPMaJIbHO-
T0 THIIA, IO3TOMY JJISl UX OMUCAHHS HCIIOIb30BAHbI
Menuana (Me), HmxHuii (Q25%) u Bepxuuit (Q75%)
KBapTUIU, MUHUMaJbHOE (Min) U MakcuMallbHOE
(Max) 3HaueHus NPU3HAKOB, KOJTUYECTBO MAI[MECH-
TOB (1).

CTaTuCTUYECKHU 3HAYMMOM CUMTANU Pa3HUILY
Mexay rpynnamu npu p < 0,05, u B aToM ciydae
MPOBOJIMIIM TTApHOE CPaBHEHHE TPYIIT OOJIBHBIX C
npumenenneM U-kputepusi Manna- Yutau. CpaBHe-
HEE TTOKa3aTeNel 10 U MOCIIe JICUSHHS IPOBOIIIIH C
UCTIONB30BaHNEM KpuTepus Bumkokcona. Ctatuctu-
Yeckast 00pabOTKa JIAHHBIX TIPOBOUIIACH C ITOMOIIBIO
MakeTa MPUKJIAJHBIX TIporpamm «Statistica v.17.0»
MIPOU3BOJICTBA KOMITaHUH «StatSofty.

PE3YJbTATbI

B pesynbrare crparudukaniy U B COOTBETCTBUH
C TAaHHBIMU TIPEONIEPAInOHHOTO 00CIIeIOBaHS TTa-
IIEHTOB B TPYIIax OBUTH COTIOCTABIMBI ITO BO3PACTY
U TshKecTH martonorud. Tab. 1.

TsKembIX MOCIEONEePAMOHHBIX OCIOKHEHAN B
I10JIEONIEPALIMOHHOM IIepuojie He oTMedeHo. Vme-
nock 1o 2 ocnoxkaenust CDI u CDII B 1T u IV rpymi-
max MCCIEeNOBaHUs, KOTOPbIC OBLIN IPEICTABICHBI
JUXOPaIOYHBIMH PEAKIHSIMU.

KoHTponb ynanenus: karerepa OCyIECTBISIICS C
TIOMOIIIBIO TIEPUKATETEPHON ypeTporpaduu, KoTopas
MIPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAJIa OTCYTCTBUE 3aTEKOB U e(heK-
TOB YPETPOBE3UKAILHOTO aHACTOMO3a, MTOCJIe Yero
MIPUHUMAIIOCH pellieHre 00 ylaJIeHUu! KaTeTepa.

B rpynmnax Il u I He ObUTH BBISBICHBI 3aTEKH
KOHTPACTHOTO BEILIECTBAa HA CHUMKaX, TEM CaMbIM
MOJTBEpXKAask LEIOCTHOCTh aHacToMo3a. Karerep
OBUT yAalieH B TOT ke JieHb. B rpymmax I u IV 6pu10
OTMEUEHO HaJINYWe 3aTEeKOB KOHTpacTa 'y 2 u 3 ma-
[IMEHTOB cooTBeTCTBeHHO. Karetep ynamnsics na 1-2
1Hs rto3xke. Tad.2.

B 1 rpynme, ¢ ucnoiab30BaHUEM OJUHOYHBIX
mBoB, KareTep Doest ObIT yaalaeH B cpeHEM uepes
4,5 cyTOK; MUHUMAaJbHBIN MOKa3arenb — 3 cyTok. B
TpyIie TalueHTOB C OOBUBHBIM IIIBOM KaTeTep yaa-
JISICS B CPEJHEM Ha YeTBEPThIE CYTKH, C MUHHMAaJb-
HBIM CPOKOM — 2 CyTOK. B TpeTheil rpymnre nanueH-
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Tadmuua 1. Pe3yibTaThl NpeonepanMoHHOr0 06cj1e0BaAHUS.
Table 1. Results of preoperative examination

3HaueHus nokasaTesnel no rpynnam
MNokasaTenb P
I I M v
Bo3spacrt, net: 64 67 65 62
Me [Q1-Q4], [43; 81], [48; 801, [44;81], [50; 82], >0,05
Min-max 52-84 54-83 55-85 48-83
IPSS, 6annbi: 19 20 19 20
Me [Q1-Q4], [15;22], [15; 23], [14; 24], [13;25], >0,05
Min-max 4-32 5-37 5-30 5-37
Qol, 6annbi: 5 5 5 5
Me [Q1-Q4], [4; 5], [4; 6], [3; 6], [4; 6], >0,05
Min-max 4-6 4-6 4-6 4-6
JdpeKTnnbHaa GyHKLMA
(IIEF Bonp. 1-5, 15),
6annbl: 21 22 23 24 >0,05
Me [Q1-Q4], [15; 23] [18; 22], [17;28], [20; 26],
Min-max 7-30 10-30 11-31 12-31
Oprasmmnyeckas guc-
oyHuwma (IIEF Bonp.
9-10), 6annbi: 6 6 7 5 >0,05
Me [Q1-Q4], [4; 8], [4;11], [5;,12], [3; 71,
Min-max 2-10 2-19 2-8 1-10

Tabauua 2. JIuTeAbHOCTh CTOSIHMS YPETPAJIbHOI0 KaTeTepa MmocJjie onepanuy B rpynnax uccjiegoBaHusl.
Table 2. Duration of urethral catheter in place after surgery in study groups.

lpynnbl nccnegoBaHmA
3HaueHunA
| Il rpynna Il rpynna IV rpynna
N 20 19 16 10
CpenHee 4,50 4,05 3,94 5,20
MepgunaHa 4,00 4,00 4,0 5,00
CranpaptHoe 147 131 1,06 1,55
OTKJIOHEHMe
MuHumMmym 3 2 3
Makcumym 7 8
MeKKBapTUNbHbIN 3-525 3_5 3-4 4-6
NHTepBan

TOB, IPUMEHSIOIINX OAMHOYHBIC LIBBI U LIMAHAKPH-
JIATHBIN OMopasnaraeMblil KJIeH, KaTeTep yaaisics
B cpegHeM uepe3 3,9 CyTOK, MAaKCUMYM COCTaBUJI
7 nHell, a MUHUMYM — 3 n1Hs. B ueTBepToil rpynmne
MAIMEeHTOB, MMOJYYaBIINX aHACTOMO3 C HCIIOJIb30Ba-
HHEM JBYX HUTEW, CPETHUI CPOK YAAJICHHS KaTeTepa
cocTaBmI 5,2 JHS; MAKCUMAJIBHBIN CPOK — 8 JTHEH,
MUHUMATBHBINA — 3 CYTOK.

Cpa3y nocie ynaneHusl KateTepa BO BCEX IpyII-
I1aX BOCCTaHOBMJIOCh MOYEHCITyCKaHUE, HU Y OJTHOTO
MarnyeHTa He MoTpeboBaiach MOBTOPHAS KaTeTepH-
3amms. B cpennem 2 — 3 manmenTa B KaK10# rpymmne
OTMEYalli JIETKUE JU3yPUUECKHE SIBICHUS U HE3HA-
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YHUTEIbHOE TIOATEKaHHe MOUH (10 1 yponoruueckon
MIPOKJIAJIKU B CYTKH). OJJHAKO IPUPOCT CPEAHEH CKO-
POCTH MOYEHCITyCKaHUs Yepe3 OAUH MeCsAL Iocie
omepanmu coctaBmi 10,3% B rpymnmne ¢ 0OBHBHEIM
mBoM, U 14-16% B rpynmax ¢ y3j10BbIMH ILIBaMH.
JlocToBepHOE H3MEHEHHE CyMMBI 0aJIIoB Yepe3 12
Mec. [Tocre onepanuu B rpynmax UCCIEI0BaHUS OTMe-
yeHo B 11 rpymre o mkaie IPSS (p<0,05) (Puc. 2.).
[Tpu nccnenoBannu naaekca QOL B mocneomnepa-
nnoHHOM nepuoze B I rpymnmne ormeueHo cTaTucTu-
YEeCKH 3HaYMMOE YIIydllIeHHe TIoKa3aTeNei kadyecTBa
xu3HH (p<0,05). OgHAKO CleyeT OTMETUTB, YTO Ye-
pe3 12 mecsues 3Hauenus unnexkca QOL B 111 rpyn-
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Puc. 2. Ilunamuka nokaszareis IPSS B rpynnax ucciaenoanus (6auinl, Me [Q25%; Q75%]); * — 3nauve-
Hus npu p < 0,05
Fig. 2. Dynamics of the IPSS index in the study groups (points, Me [Q25%; Q75%]); * — values at p < 0.05

e CTaTHCTUYECKH HE OTIIMYAJIUCh OT MoKa3arenei |
TPYIIIIBL.

[Ipu uccnenoBaHuM IPEKTUILHON M Opra3mMuye-
cKo#t (DyHKLHMH, OKa3aloCh, YTO OHA HE 3aBHUCENA OT
crocoba ypeTpoBe3UKaJIbHOTO aHACTOMO3a U CTaTH-
CTHYECKH HE OTJIMYajach B IPYMINAax UCCICAOBAHUS
(p=0,05).

OBCYXOEHUE

Croco6 ¢opMHupOBaHUS aHACTOMO3a IOCIE
yAaJeHUs TIPECTaTeIbHON JKeJle3bl CYIIeCTBEHHO
orpe/essieT 0COOCHHOCTH BOCCTAHOBJICHHUS M TO-
crenyromiee Oaromnoiydne nanneHra. Pe3ynprarsl

KOHTHHCHIIUH 3HAYMMO HE OTJIMYAIUCH I10 FPYIIIaM.
CuuTaeTcs, YTO BOCCTAHOBICHHUE KaueCTBA MOYCH-
CIyCKaHHsI B OOJBIICH CTEIECHH 3aBUCUT OT MPOTS-
KEHHOCTH COXPAHECHHOU ypeTphl ¢ (PyHKIIHOHAIb-
HBIMU DJIEMEHTAMH, YYaCTBYIOIIUMHE B YICPKAHUU
MOYH, YeM OT MeToaa (hOPMUPOBAHUS aHACTOMO3A.
Briaromapst pa3iM4HBIM TEXHUKAM HaJIOKECHUS
IIIBOB UMEETCSl BOBMOJKHOCTh COKPATUTh CPOK Kare-
TepU3al{H, TEM CaMbIM YCKOPSISl BOCCTaHOBJICHHUE
nanuenTa nocie onepanuu. CornacHo uccienosa-
HHSIM, BOCCTAHOBJICHHE YPOTEJINs 3aHUMAaeT 72 Jaca
[16]. Takim 00pa3oM OOIIETIPHHSATHIM SBJISETCS, YTO
ypeTpaibHbIil KaTeTep yCTaHABIMWBACTCS Ha TPOE

Tadnuua 3. lunamuka unaexca QOL, B rpynnax uccienoanus (6amianl, Me [Q25%; Q75%)).
Table 3. Dynamics of the QoL Index in the study groups (scores, Me [Q25%; Q75%]).

Cpokn 06cnego- lpynnbl NccneaoBaHms
BaHNA I 1l v

[lo onepauun 5[4; 5] 5 [4; 6] 5(3;6] 5 [4; 6]
p 0,9141* 0,9149* 0,9805* 0,9147*

3 mecAua 2,9[4;5] 3,7 [4; 5] 2,0[1;3] 3,8[3;71]

p 0,7154* 0,8497* < 0,0001** 0,7154*

6 MecaLeB 2,5 (3;4] 3,2[3;4] 1,6 [0; 2] 2,4[0; 3]

p 0,0488 0,0467 < 0,0001** 0,0327

12 mecAueB 1,2 [0; 2] 3,5[2; 4] 0,7 [0; 2] 3,112;4]

p < 0,0001** 0,6881* < 0,0001** 0,9132*

Mpumevanus: * CTaTHCTHYCCKH HE3HAUNMOE PA3IIIIIE MEXKTY ABYMS COCETHUMH CPOKAMH HCCIICTOBAHHS
(p=0,05); ** CraTuCcTHYECKH 3HAYMMOE Pa3InIne MEXTy IBYMsI COCETHUMHE cpokamu rccienoBanus (p<0,05)
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CyTOK. JI0OUTBCS TaKMX PE3yIBTATOB MO3BOJISET HC-
I0JTb30BaHIE OOBUBHOTO IITBA, C BO3MOKHOCTBIO CO3-
JIaTh JYYIIYI0 TePMETHYHOCTh aHacTomMo3a. OHaKo
TaKOW BapHaHT yIIMBAHUS Yallle MOXKET IPUBOIUTH K
(hOpMHUPOBAHUIO CTPUKTYP aHACTOMO3a M PYOLIOBBIX
MU3MEHEHUH YpeTphl, 4TO CIIOCOOCTBYET CHHKEHHIO
NoKazaresel CKOPOCTH MOYEHUCITYCKaHHsA. DTO MOXKET
OBITH CBSI3aHO KakK ¢ OOJbLICH HIleMHU3aleld TKaH!
B 30HE IIBa, TAK U C PagHalbHBIM MPUIOKEHUEM
YCHJIHS CTTHBAHUS IIBA, KOTOPBIA CTATUBACTCS JI0
nuameTpa karerepa [ 17]. B To ke BpeMs oqiHOYHbBIE
Y3JIOBBIC IIIBBI JIUIICHB! STUX HEIOCTAaTKOB, OKA3bI-
BasI HIIEMIYECKOE BO3/ICHCTBIE HA MEHBIIYIO YacTh
TKaHU yPETPHI, U HE CyXas MPOoCBeT ypeTpsl. OxHa-
KO OHH 00JIaIal0T MEHBIICH TePMETHIHOCTHIO, UTO
VIUINHSIET CPOK CTOSIHUS YPETPaNbHOTO KaTeTepa.
[annas mpobiemMa ycTpaHseTcsl IIOCPEACTBOM IpH-
MEHEHHS LIMaHOAKPHJIATHOTO a/Are3uBa, 00ecneyun-
Baronero ukcamnuio anacromosa. OH odecriedynBaeT
YUYy T€PMETHYHOCTb, HE BIUSA HA MPOXOAHU-
MOCTB YPETpHI.

3AKJTIOMEHME

Hcrnonp3oBaHue IMaHAKPUIIATHOTO OMopasiara-
€MOT0 KJiesl TIPU HAJIOKEHUH YPETPOBE3UKAIBLHOTO
aHaCTOMO3a MPH MPOCTATIKTOMHH YMEHBIIIAET CPOKH
CTOSIHHSL YPETPATBHOTO KareTepa, COKpaIaeT CPOKH
peabuITUTAINH, YITy4YIaeT KaueCTBO KU3HH U MOYe-
HCITyCKaHMs B OTJAAJICHHOM TEPUO/IC.
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