HEY HENPOXUPYPIUS

YAWAR Russian Journal of Neurosurgery

)

OpuruHanbHas pabora | Original report

DOI: https://doi.org/10.63769/1683-3295-2025-27-4-46-55 (D)BY 40 |

OueHKa 3 (heKTUBHOCTM KOHCEPBATUBHOMO
N XMPYPrYeCcKoro METOA0B JIeYeHNs NOCTPaAaBLLKX
C HecTabunbHLIMK NepesioMaMu KpecTLa

KoHTaKTbI: 3.b. Xapxwes, A.A. Tpunb, A.B. Mpupogos
3ayp baxmynosuy
Xamxues
zaur.xadzhiev@mail ru

[bY3 2. Mocksb! «Hay4Ho-uccnedosamernsckul uHcmumym ckopol nomowu um. H.B. Ckaughocosckozo
Jlenapmamerma 30pasooxparenus 2. Mockasl»; Poccus, 129090 Mocksa, bonswas Cyxapesckas ni., 3

BBepeHue. JleyeHre NaLmeHToB ¢ COYETaHHOW TPaBMOW W HECTabUNbHLIMW NepenoMaMm KpecTLia NpefcTaBseT cobow CNOXHY0 MeXAMCLM-
MAMHapHYy0 NpobieMy BBUIY BLICOKOrO PUCKa NETanbHOCTW, HEBPOMOTMYECKUX OCTIOXHEHUIA W ANUTENLHON peabunutaumm. AKTyansHoCTb
“ccneaoBaHKa obycnoBneHa oTCYTCTBUEM EAMHOI0 MHEHUS 06 ONTUMANbHBIX BPEMEHW WM METOAE XMPYPruYeckon cTabunmusaumu, a Takke
[anbHenLLIeM NeYeHU NaUUeHTOB € HeCTabUbHBIMY NEepenoMamMu KpecTua.

Llenb uccnenoBaHus — NPOBECTU aHaNU3 Pe3y/bTaToB eYeHs NOCTPaAAaBLUMX C HeCTabubHBIMU NepenoMamu Kpectua (tn C no knacecudu-
Kauwmwm AO (Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir Osteosynthesefragen)).

Matepuanbl 1 MeTofbl. B peTpocneKT BHOE UccneoBaHue Obinv BKIYeHs! 67 NaLMeHToB B Bo3pacTe ot 18 4o 65 neT ¢ AnarHo3oM Hecra-
bunbHoro nepenoMa kpectua (20142023 rr.). B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT TaKTUKM NiedeHuns b1 BblgeneHbl 2 rpynnbl: 1-8 rpynna — XMpypruyecKkoro
neyenus (n = 54), BKMtoumBLLIAA nogrpynnbl 1A — KpecTLOBO-NOAB3A0LIHOM BrKCcaumm (n = 26), 16 — TpuaHrynapHon dukcaumm (n = 25),
1B — mekoMnpeccum KpecTLLoBOoro KaHana (n = 3); 2-A rpynna — KOHCepBaTMBHOMO NieveHus (n = 13).

OueHKa 3hhEeKTUBHOCTU IeYeHNS BKIIOYANa NOKa3aTeN: CPOKM aKTUBM3aLMM, OCNOKHEHUS, QYHKLMOHaMBHBIE Mexoms! (Mo Wkane Majeed),
HeBpOnorMYeckuin ctatyc (no wrane Gibbons).

PesynbTatbl. CpoKmM aKTMBM3aUmu B 1-1 rpynne (XMpyprveckoro neyeHms) coctasunm 6,2 + 3,8 oHa (noarpynna 1A), Bo 2-# rpynne (KoHcep-
BaTMBHOTO NeveHns) — 31,4 + 8,3 oHa (p <0,01). HacTtoTa ocnoxHeHWi B rpynne KoHcepBaTMBHOMO NevenHns gocturna 100 %, Hanbonee pacnpo-
CTPaHEeHHbIMU U3 OCNOXHEHWI bbinu TpoMbo3bl rybokmx BeH (100 %), nHeBMoHUA (84,6 %) v nponexHu (76,9 %). B rpynne xupyprude-
CKOro NeyeHuns obLLye 0CNoXKHeHNs oTMeveHbl y 61,1 % naumeHToB, Npy 3TOM B NOArPYNne TPUaHryNAPHOM GUKcaLmMK UxX Yactota bbina
BoiLe (60,0 %), yem nocne M30nMPOBaHHOM KPecTLL0BO-NOAB3LOLHOM duKkcaumm (46,1 %). B rpynne Xmpypryeckoro neyeHms OTINYHbIe
1 xopolume GyHKUMOHabHbIe pe3ynbTaThl Mo Wwkane Majeed 3advkcvpoBaHbl y 84,0 % naumeHToB, B rpynne KOHCEPBATUMBHOIO NleYeHUs —
nmwb y 46,2 % naumeHToB.

3aksoueHme. Hanbonbluas adhdeKTMBHOCTb MPM OCNOXKHEHHbBIX NepenoMax kpecTua tuna C3 no knaccudmkaumm AQ 4OCTUrHyTa npy Ucnosb-
30BaHUWN TEXHUKM TPUAHIYNAPHOM BUKcaLmu, KoTopas obecneynna HannmyyLime HeBPOMOrMYecKue ncxompl Nevenus. Mpy HEOCNOKHEHHBIX
MOBPEX/AEHUSX OTIMYHbIE pe3yNbTaThl MOyYeHbl MOCAE U30MMPOBaHHON KPeCTLOBO-NOAB3A0LIHON GuKcaumm. KoHcepBaTvBHoe nedeHue
COMPSIKEHO C BbICOKMM PUCKOM OCTIOHEHWIA U ABNSETCA BbIHYXAEHHON MEPOA.

KntoueBble coBa: HECTabUIbHBI NEpenoM KpecTLa, NepenoM Tasa, NoMTPaBMa, XMpYpruyeckoe neyeHmne, KpecTLOBO-NOAB3A0WHAs (UK-
Cauus, TpUaHrynsApHast GUKCaLMs, HeBPOIOrMYECKOe OCNOMXHEHME
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Background. Treatment of patients with combined injury and unstable sacral fractures is a complex interdisciplinary problem due to high risks
of mortality and neurological complications, and long rehabilitation. The study is important because of the absence of a consensus on the optimal
time and technique of surgical stabilization, as well as on further treatment of patients with unstable sacral fractures.

Aim. To analyze results of treatment of patients with unstable sacral fractures (type C per the Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir Osteosynthesefragen
(A0) classification).

Materials and methods. The retrospective study included 67 patients aged 18 to 65 years with diagnosis of unstable sacral fracture (2014-2023).
Depending on treatment tactics, 2 groups were identified: group 1 received surgical treatment (n = 54) with subgroup 1A undergoing sacroiliac fixation
(n=26), group 1B - triangular fixation (n = 25), group 1B — sacral canal decompression (n = 3); group 2 received conservative treatment (n = 13).
Assessment of treatment efficacy included analysis of the following parameters: time to mobilization, complications, functional outcomes
(Majeed scale), neurological status (Gibbons scale).

Results. Time to mabilization in the group 1 (surgical treatment) was 6.2 + 3.8 days (subgroup 1A), in the group 2 (conservative treatment) —
31.4 + 8.3 days (p <0.01). Complication rate in the conservative treatment group reached 100 %, with the most common complications being
deep vein thrombosis (100 %), pneumonia (84.6 %), and bedsores (76.9 %). In the surgical treatment group, general complications were reported
in 61.1 % of patients, and in the triangular fixation group complication rate was higher (60.0 %) than in the isolated sacroiliac fixation group
(46.1 %). In the surgical treatment group, excellent and good functional results per the Majeed scale were observed in 84.0 % of patients, while
in the conservative treatment group only in 46.2 % of patients.

Conclusion. The maximal efficacy in treatment of type C3 per AQ classification complicated sacral fractures was achieved using triangular
fixation technique which allowed to achieve the best neurological outcomes. For uncomplicated fractures, isolated sacroiliac fixation showed
excellent results. Conservative treatment is associated with high risk of complications and is the last choice.

Keywords: unstable sacral fracture, pelvic fracture, polytrauma, surgical treatment, sacroiliac fixation, triangular fixation, neurological complication
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BBELEHUE

HecrabmipHable neperoMbl Kpectiia (tutt C mo Kiiaccu-
dukamm AO (Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir Osteosynthesefragen))
coctaBisiioT 26,1 % Bcex noBpexneHuii Ta3a [1]. Hecmo-
TpS Ha Pa3BUTHE METOMOB (DMKCAIIMH, YACTOTA OCIOXKHE-
Huii mocturaet 60 % [2], a HeBpoJOTUYECKUIA NePULIUT
Habmonaercs y 42,6 % nauueHTos [3].

JleyeHne MALIMEHTOB ¢ COYETAHHOI TPaBMOM 1 HECTa-
OMJIBHBIMU TIEpPEeJIOMaMU KPECTIa MPeacTaBisIeT CO0OM
CIIOXHYIO MEXINCIUILIMHAPHYIO IIPO0JIeMY BBUIY BEICO-
KOTO pHCKa JIeTaIbHOCTH, HEBPOJOTMICCKIX OCIOXKHEHMI
U JUTUTeIbHOM peabuymmTauuu [4, 5]. B HacTosiee BpeMs
OTCYTCTBYET €IMHOE MHEHME 00 OITHMMAJIbHBIX BpEMEHU
1 METOIIEe XUPYPTUUECKON CTAOMIM3AIINK, a TAKKE JaJTh-
HeIeM JIeYeHUH Y TTAlIMEHTOB ¢ HeCTAaOMIIBHBEIMHU TIEpe-
JIoMaMmu Kpecria [6].

Iean nccnenoBannsa — IPOBECTU aHAIN3 PE3YJIBTaTOB
JICYCHUS TIOCTPAdaBIINX C HECTAOMIbHBIMU TIepeIOMaMM
kpectua (tum C no kinaccudpukaum AO).

MATEPWAJTbI U METOLbI

IIpoBemeHO peTpOCIEKTUBHOE HEPAaHIOMI3UPOBAHHOE
CpaBHUTEIBHOE HCcienoBaHme. PaboTa BRITOMHsIIACH Ha Oa-
3¢ OTHOEJICHUM HEMPOXUPYPTUM W OTHEICHUSI COYCTaHHOM
tpaBMbl HWUU ckopoii nomoinm M. H.B. CximndocoBckoro
n Toponckoit kimmunueckoit 6ombHULB nM. C.I1. BotknHa
(Mockega) B riepron ¢ 1 ssuBapst 2014 . o 1 ssaBapst 2023 .

Kpurepuu or6opa nanuenTos. B uccienoBanue Obl-
JIM BKJIIOYCHHI MMAIIMEHTH 000eTo MMoja B BO3pacTe OT

18 mo 65 neT ¢ BepudUIMPOBAHHBIM AMAarHO30M HECTa-
OownbHOTO TIepesioma Kpectia tuma C mo kiaccudukanumn
AO/OTA (Orthopedic Trauma Association), ITOCTYIIBIIIHE
B CTAllMOHAP B PaHHEM WM OTCPOYEHHOM TepPUOJIe TPaB-
Mol (2014—-2023 11).

Kpurepnu nckimodeHus: 1) cTaOMIBHBIC TIEPEIOMBI
kpectra (turel A 1 B 1o knaccudukaimm AO); 2) BBITION-
HEHUE U30JIMPOBAHHON (hUKCALNK MepeioMa armapaToM
BHEIIHEe! (ukcanum 6e3 MmociieyIonero BHyTpeHHETO
OCTEOCHHTE3a; 3) HaJTM4Ue TSKEI0 COMaTUYeCcKOl maTo-
JIOTUM B CTaIuU JeKOMIIeHcaluu; 4) JeTaJbHbIA UCXOT
Ha 3Tarne peaHMMAalMOHHOTO JICYeHUSI 10 BHITIOTHEHUS
OTIEPATUBHOTO BMENIATETHCTRA.

B cooTBeTCTBUY € yKa3aHHBIMU KPUTEPUSIMU U3 TIEP-
BOHAa4aJIbHOM KOropThl (260 malueHToB) ¢ HECTAOMIbHbBI-
MU TIepeIOMaMM KPECTIa Ui OKOHYATEIbHOTO aHaIn3a
ObLIO OTOOPaHO 67 MAIMEHTOB.

XapakTepucTHKAa rpynin u TAKTHKA Jiedenns. Bece manu-
€HTBI ObUTM pa3fesieHbl Ha 2 TPYNIbI B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT TIPUMEHSIBIIIEHCS] TAKTUKY JICUCHUST:

* 1-grpymma (n = 54) — XUpypru4eCKOro JICYeHNS: I1a-
IIUEHTBI, KOTOPHIM ObUIA BHITIOIHEHA CTAOUIU3AIUS
repesioMa KpecTiia. B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT TPUMEHSIBIIIE-
rocsi METO/Ia OCTeOCHHTe3a 1-51 rpymma Oblia pa3mnene-
Ha Ha 3 IO PYIIIIbI:

— noarpymra 1A (7 = 26): METOI OCTEOCUHTE3A — U30-

JINPOBAaHHAST YPECKOXHAsT KPECTIIOBO-TIOAB3IOIII-
Has ¢ukcamusa (KI1P) kaHOIMpOBaHHBIMU BUH-
TaMmu;
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— monrpymma 1b (n = 25): KoMOMHUPOBaHHBIM OCTEO-
cuHTe3, BKmodaBmmit KIT® m moscHuYHO-TION-
B3IOIIHYIO (PUKCAIINIO (TPUAHTYIISIpHAS (DUKCALINST);

— monrpymma 1B (7 = 3): n3omupoBaHHAs JEKOMIIPEC-
CHSI KPECTIIOBOTO KaHama 6e3 mocienyoneit Guk-
caIuu, BHIIIOJIHEHHAS B OTCPOYSHHOM IIEPHOJIE;

* 2-s TpyIma — KOHCepBaTUBHOTO jiedeHMs (1 = 13): ma-
LIUEHTHI, Y KOTOPBIX B CHJTY HAJTUYWS TIPOTHBOITOKA-
3aHMI ObUIA IIpMMEHEeHa KOHCEpBaTHMBHAsI TaKTHKA,
BKJTIOUABIIASL CTPOTHU ITOCTEIBHBIA PEXUM CPOKOM
o 8 Hen.

AHaIM3 TSZKECTH COCTOSHMS. [IJ15T OLICHKM COITOCTaBH -
MOCTH TPYIIII IIPOBEICH aHAIN3 pacIIpeaeIcHNS TTallueH-
TOB IIO TTIOJTY, BO3PACTY, CTETICHH TSDKECTH COCTOSTHUS TIPU
IOCTYIUICHUM W TsKeCTH TpaBMEI 110 mKaie ISS (Injury
Severity Score, mmKaa TSoKeCTH MOBpeXaeHMIA) (Taour. 1).
CratucTrdecKuii aHaan3 He BBISIBII JOCTOBEPHBIX pasiiv-
yuii Mexxmy rpyrmamu (p >0,05). AHanm3 TaHHBIX O CTeTIe-
HU TSDKECTH COCTOSTHUSI IIPH TIOCTYIUICHUH TTOKAa3aJI, 9YTO
B 1-i1 rpymnme (XUpyprudecKoro JISUSHUsT) ObLUTH MAllMeHTI
B KpaiiHe TsikesoM coctostHuu (n =9, 13,4 %), B To BpeMst
KakK BO 2-i1 Tpymiie (KOHCEPBAaTUBHOIO JICUCHMS) TaK1e
IMAIIMEeHTHl OTCYTCTBOBAIN. AHAJIN3 JaHHBIX 110 mKaie ISS
rnokasai, uro B 1-it rpynne 10 (14,9 %) nalmeHTOB UMeIn
olieHKy >40 0amIoB (KpUTUYeCKasl TpaBMa), ToTda Kak
BO 2-11 TpyIIIIe IMAIIMEHTOB C TAKMM ITOKa3aTeJIieM He OBLUIO.
TakuM 00pa3oM, TPYIIIa XUPYPTAIECKOTO JICUCHHUSI XapaK-
TepU30BajIach 0oJiee TSKEIBIM COCTOSTHUEM MAalleHTOB,
U BBIOOpP KOHCEPBAaTUBHOI TAKTUKU JedeHUSI ObLI 00-
YCJIOBJICH HAJIMYKMEM ITPOTUBOIIOKA3aHUH K OIIepaTUBHOMY

Tabnuua 1. CpaBHuTeNbHAsA XapaKTEPMUCTVKA MPYNN NaLUMEHTOB

Table 1. Comparative characteristics of the patient groups

1-s rpynna (Xupyprudeckoe JedeHue)

BMEIIATENBCTBY (OTKPHITHIE TTePEIOMBI, ITPOHUKAIOIIIIE
paHeHMSsI, THOIHO-CeNTHYECKIE OCIIOXKHEHMSI 3aHETO Ta-
30BOTO MOJTYKOJIbLIA U KPECTLA, TOCTYIUIEHUE MALUCHTA U3
IPYTOTO CTAallMOHApa B OTCPOYCHHOM IIEPHONIE TPABMBI —
>3 Hem), a He OOJIBIIEH TSTKECTHIO OOIIET0 COCTOSTHUS.

MeToapl TMATHOCTHKH W ONeHKH. BceMm manmeHTaM
TIPY MOCTYIUICHUH BBITIOJHSUIM KOMIUIEKC KIMHUKO-WH-
CTPYMEHTAJILHBIX 00CIeI0BAHMIA ITO CTAHIAPTHOMY ITPOTO-
Kouy: 1) KIMMHUYECKIIA OCMOTP: OIICHKA OOIIIETO COCTOSTHUS
no mkaine ASA (American Society of Anesthesiologists,
AMEpHUKaHCKOE OOINeCTBO aHECTE3MOJIOTOB), OIleHKA
HEBPOJIOTUYECKOTO cTaryca; 2) peHTreHorpaduio Tasza
B IepenHe3amHelt, BxomHolt (inlet) m BeIxomHoit (outlet)
MPOSKIMAX; 3) MYJIBTUCIINPATBHYIO KOMITBIOTEPHYIO TO-
morpaduto (MCKT); 4) yabrpa3ByKoBoe MCCIEIOBAHNE
OPraHOB OPIOITHOI ITOJIOCTH, 3a0PIOIIMHHOTO TIPOCTPAHCT-
Ba ¥ MAJIOTO Ta3a ISl BBISIBJICHMSI XKIIKOCTHBIX 00pa30BaHUIA
(remMaToM); 5) CTUMYJISIITMOHHYO 3JIEKTPOHEHPOMIOTpaduio:
TIPOBOIMIIN TPAHCPEKTAIBHYIO WY TPAHCKOXKHYIO CTHMYJISI-
LIMIO TI0JIOBOTO HEpBa B 00JIaCTH CETAMIITHOM OCTHU C PETH-
CTpalleli TBUTATeIbHOTO OTBeTa (M-0TBeTa) ¢ Hapy>KHOTO
aHAJIPHOTO C(UHKTEPa 1 OyIH00KaBEPHO3HOM /UIIIMOKA-
BEPHO3HON MBIIIIIIHI.

TsokecTh TpaBMBI OIICHMBAIM 1o Ikane 1SS, nAaTeH-
CHBHOCTBH 00JICBOTO CHHApPOMA — IT0 BU3YaJIbHOI aHAJI0-
TOBOM LIIKaJe.

OLIEHKY UCXOI0B (HAa MOMEHT BBIIIMCKU 1 Yepe3 6 Mec)
OCYIIECTBIISUIM C MCITOJB30BAHUEM COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX
IIKa: (PyHKIMOHAIBHBIN MCXOA OLECHWBAIM TI0 IIKAJIe
Majeed, HeBpoJoTHMUeCKUN AehUIUT (HApYIISHUS

2-g rpynna (KoHcep-

IToka3arenn BaTHBHOE JieYeHHe) P
IToarpynna 1A Iloarpynna 1B IToarpynna 1B
Ilon, n:
Sex, n:
MYKCKOM 14 13 2 6
male >0,05
XEeHCKUH 12 12 1 7
female
Boapact, ser 33,8+ 13,1 352+ 14,0 37,3+10,2 38,1+ 12,5 >0,05
ge, years
Tsxects TpaBMBI 1o 1iKaje ISS, 6amibt 26.5+7.8 314492 270+6.1 292 +81 >0.05
Injury severity per the ISS scale = e e O ’
OCIIOXKHEHHOCTD TpaBMbL, 1 (%) 9 (34,6) 14 (56,0) 3 (100) 5(38,5) >0,05

Complicated injury, n (%)

*Kpumepuit Kpackena—Yoaneca.

Ilpumenanue. Ilooepynna 1A — kpecmiy060-node3downas ukcayus; nooepynna 1b — mpuaneyaspuas guxcayus; 1B — dexomnpeccus kpecmyo6020

xanana. 1SS — wkana maxcecmu nogpesxcoenuii (Injury Severity Score).
*Kruskal—Wallis test.

Note. Subgroup 1A — sacroiliac fixation; subgroup 1B — triangular fixation;

IC — sacral canal decompression. 1SS — Injury Severity Score.
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(YHKIINIT Ta30BBIX OPTAaHOB, YYBCTBUTEIIHLHEBIE PACCTPOIi-
ctBa) — 110 mKajie Gibbons, ociaoxHEHNST GUKCUPOBATIN
B cooTBeTcTBUU ¢ Knaccudukaumeit Clavien—Dindo.

MeTobl JIe4eHHSA B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT XapakTepa mepe-
JioMa Kpectna. JIaHAbBIe 0 TpUMEHEHHBIX METOIaX JICUCHUST
IIpeCTaBJICHBI B TA0O. 2.

KoHcepBaTrBHOE JIeUeHME UCITONB30BAIN OTPAaHNICH-
HO (v 19,4 % nauueHTOB), IPEUMYLIECTBEHHO IIPU MEHEe
TsKeTbIX moBpexkneHusIX (tumbl C1—C2 1o Kinaccuduka-
i AO, I—II — mo Roy-Camille) mpn HaTmIuu IPOTHBO-
ITOKa3aHUH K OIIepaIlvi.

KpecTtuoBo-noas3goniHas ukcauust 0blia OCHOB-
HbIM MeToaoM mnpu noBpexaeHusx [—II Tunos mo Denis
(34,3 %), C1-C2 — no kinaccudukamuu AO (19,4 %),
III Tuma — mo Roy-Camille.

Ypeckoxnyo KIT® BEITIOIHSIIN B OCHOBHOM ITPH T1e-
penomax I—II tumoB o Denis, C1—C2 o xmaccuduka-
i AO, a TakKe Y 4aCTH NAllMEHTOB C MOBPEXICHUSIMU
III Tumra mo Roy-Camille.

TpuaHTYIIpHYIO /TIOSCHUYHO-TIOAB3IOIIHYIO (prKCca-
LIVIO, KaK TIPaBUJIO, BRITIOTHSIIHN IIPH TSIKEIBIX TTOBPEXKIC-
Hugx: Denis — III tum, AO — C3, Roy-Camille — III tim.

M30mmpoBaHHYIO IEKOMIIPECCHIO KPECTIIAa IIPOBOMIUIN
B OTCPOYCHHOM IIepHOIe HeOOIBIIOH TPYIITE MAallEHTOB
(4,5 %) co cTOKIM HEBPOJIOIrMYECKUM Ae(DUILIUTOM B OT-
CPOYEHHOM TIEPUOIE TPABMEL.

C yBeIMUYeHUEM TSKECTU TTOBpexXAeHUs (10 BCeM
KJIaccU(UKAIIASIM) BO3paCTaeT MO CIIOKHBIX XUPYPIH-
YeCKHMX BMEIIATE/IBCTB (TPUAHTYJIIPHOM /TIOSICHIIHO-TTOI -
B3IOIIHOM (PUKCAIINK) M CHIKACTCS YaCTOTa MAJIOMHBA-
3UBHOI METOIMKM, TaKO# KaK n3onmpoBaHHas KI1D.

Tabnuua 2. MeTofbl SiedeHnst B 3aBUCUMOCTY OT XapaKTepa noBpexaeHna Kpectua

Table 2. Treatment method depending on the type of sacral injury

Onucanne MeTo10B Jieuenns. Koncepsamuenoe aeve-
Hue (2-a epynna). MeToauKa: CTPOTHIA MOCTEBHBIN pe-
KMM B TedeHUE 5—8 Hell, CUMIITOMaTHIecKasl IIPOTUBO-
BOCTIAJIMTEIbHASI TePaTIHSI.

Pannsas nmpoduiakTka OCIOKHEHUN: 31aCTHICCKOE
OMHTOBaHME HIDKHUX KOHEUYHOCTEH, aHTUKOATyJISTHTHAS
Tepanus, IbIXaTeIbHasI TMMHACTHKA, TTACCHBHAsI JIeueOHasT
(uskyneTypa.

AKTUBHM3AIUS: TPUCAaXXUBaHNUE B KPOBATH pa3pelain
B cpemHeM depe3 17 4,9 cyT, BepTUKAIU3aLMIO C 03U~
pOBaHHOI Harpy3Koii — 4epe3 31,4 £ 8,3 cyT.

H3zoauposannas KII®D (nooepynna 14). Meronuka:
o[ OOIIIeHt aHeCTe3nelt Ha OIepallMOHHOM CTOJIE BBITION -
HSITA 3aKPBITYIO PEITO3UIIMIO TIepejioMa KpecTiia ImyTeM
TpaKIINK 3a HIDKHIE KOHEYHOCTH. [1ox KOHTpoIeM 3J1eK-
TPOHHO-ONTUIECKOTO IIPeOOPa30BaTEIISI B PEXKIME «BXOI-
BBIXOMI» 1 CTPOTO B OOKOBOIT IIPOSKIINHU Yepe3 HeOOIbIITIe
pa3pe3bl KOXM ITPOBOAMIN HAMPaBJISIONINE CITUIIHL.
ITo H¥M B Tesla IO3BOHKOB S, 1 S, yCTaHaBIMBAIM KaHIO-
JIMPOBaHHBIE BUHTHI AuaMmeTpoM 7,0—7,3 Mm. JITuHY BUH-
TOB OIPEIEISIIN 10 JAaHHBIM ITPEeI0IIePAIIMOHHOTO TUIAHH -
POBaHMS C TIOMOIIBIO KoMIbIoTepHOI ToMorpadnu (KT)
(puc. 1).

Tpuaneyaapnasn u nosacHuuno-noossdownasn guxca-
uus (noozpynna 1b5). Meronuka: orepamuio BEITIOTHSIIN
B 2 atana. Ha 1-M aTane aHajmornyHo moarpyrme 1A mpo-
BOIMJIM 3aKPBITYIO PEIO3UIINI0 M upecKoxHyo KIID.
Ha 2-m sTame (depe3 1—5 cyT) maumeHTa paciiojaraim
B TOJIOXKEHUH Ha XMBOTE, BHITIOHSUIA CPEAMHHBIN TOpCaTb-
HBII JOCTYII, TIPOBOMVIIN OTKPBITYIO PETIO3UIINIO TTepeioMa,
TP HEOOXOIUMOCTH — JIAMHMHIKTOMUIO W IEKOMITPECCHUIO

1-s rpynna (Xupyprudeckoe JedyeHue)

Tun (xapakTep) NOBpexKIeHAS

2-s rpynna (KOHCepBaTHBHOE

JICYEHHE)
IMoarpymna 1A ITonrpynna 16 Iloarpynna 1B
ITo xmaccupukamuu AO, n (%):
Per the AO classification, n (%):
Cl1 2 (3,0) — — 1(1,5)
C2 11 (16,4) 8 (12,0) — 7 (10,4)
C3 13 (19,4) 17 (25,3) 34,5 5(7,5)
Bceeo 26 (38,8) 25(37,3) 3(4,5) 13(19,4)
Total
Io xnaccudukanuu Roy-Kamile, n (%):
Per the Roy-Kamile classification #, (%):
2 (3,0) — — 1(1,5)
11 11 (16,4) 8 (12,0) — 7 (10,4)
111 13 (19,4) 17 (25,3) 34,5 5(7,5)
Bcezo 26 (38,8) 25(37,3) 3(4,5) 13(19,4)

Total

Ilpumenanue. [lodepynna 1A — kpecmyo60-node3douwnas guxcayus; nodepynna 156 — mpuaneyaapuas gukcayus; 1B — dekomnpeccus kpecmiy08020

xanana. AO — Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir Osteosynthesefragen.

Note. Subgroup 1A — sacroiliac fixation; subgroup 1B — triangular fixation; 1C — sacral canal decompression. AO — Arbeitsgemeinschaft

fiir Osteosynthesefragen.
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Puc. 1. KomnetomepHas momozpagpus nayuesma c HecmabusieHbIM NepesioMoM Kpecmuya do Xupypauyeckozo sieqeHus (a, 6) u nocse Hezo (8, 2): @ — KOPOHAPHAS NPOEKYUS
(3D-pexoHcmpykyus): nesocmopoHHUU NPodosIbHbIl nepesoM 60Ko8ol MAccsl Kpecmuya, pa3pbie /188020 KPeCMU080-N008300WHO20 COYJIHEHUS), NepesloMbl /1e8bIX JIOHHOU
U cedanuuwHbIX Kocmel; 6 — GKCUG/ILHAS NPOEKYUS: 0CKOLYambIU nepesioM npasol 6oKosol Maccel Kpecmuya ¢ uHUel nepesloMos, NPoXodsWux Yepe3 boKosyo Maccy
Kpecmua u kpecmuyosbil KaHa cnpasa, u duacmas Mexcdy 6okosol Maccoli Kpecmuya u nod8300WHOL KOCMbIO C/1e8a; 8 — GKCUA/IbHAS NPoeKYUs (KOCMHbIU pexcum): npaesil
Kpecmyo60-nod8300wHeild 6UHM yCMaHos/eH Yepes No0s300LWHYI KOCMb 8 MesI0 S,-N0380HKT; 2 — AKCUA/bHAS Npoexyus (KocmHsill pexcum): fesbill Kpecmuyogo-nod-
8300WHbI 8UHM YCMAHO8/1eH Yepe3 Nod8300WHYI0 KOCMb 8 MeJI0 S,-N0380HKA

Fig. 1. Computed tomography of a patient with unstable sacral fracture prior to surgical treatment (a, 6) and after it (8, 2): a — coronal projection (3D reconstruction): left-sided
longitudinal fracture of the lateral mass of the sacrum, rupture of the left sacroiliac joint, fractures of the left pubic and ischial bones; 6 — axial projection: comminuted fracture
of the right lateral mass of the sacrum with a line of fractures going through the lateral mass of the sacrum and sacral canal on the right, and diastasis between the lateral
mass of the sacrum and the ilium on the left; 8 - axial projection (bone window): right sacroiliac screw is installed through the ilium into the body of the S, vertebra; 2 — axial

projection (bone window): left sacroiliac screw is installed through the ilium into the body of the S, vertebra

KPECTIIOBBIX KOPEIIKOB, 3aTeM YCTaHABIMBAIM TPAHCIIE-
JUKYJISPHYIO CUCTEMY B M03BOHKM L,—L, 1 nmons3noniHbie
KocTH (puc. 2).

H3oauposannas dexomnpeccuss Kpecmuyo6o2o Kanaia
(noodepynna 1B). [JanHyI0 TaKTUKY TIPUMEHSIIN B UCKITIO-
YUTEIBHBIX CITy4Jasx (B OTCPOYCHHOM IIEPUOJIE TPABMBI) —
y OOJIBHBIX CO CTOMKMUM HEBPOJOTHMIECKUM Oe(PUIIATOM
(HapymeHnsT GyHKIMI Ta30BBIX OPTaHOB, THITECTE3US
B IIepHaHAJIbHOM 00JIaCTH) TIPU OTCYTCTBUU BBIPAXKEHHOTO
00JIEBOTO CMHAPOMA M HECTAOVITbHOCTH.

MeTomyKa: OTKphITasI JAMIHIKTOMIS Ha YPOBHE TTOBpE-
JKIEHHBIX TTO3BOHKOB (S —S.), HEBPOJIU3 U JIEKOMITPECCHS
VIIIEMJIEHHBIX KOCTHBIMHA OTJIOMKAMM KPECTIIOBBIX KOPEII-
KoB. PUKcaINIO He BHITOIHSUIA BBULY C(HOPMHUPOBABILICHCS
KOHCOJIMIALINK B 00JIaCTH TIepeioMa KpecTiia (puc. 3).

Craructndecknii anaim3. CTaTUCTUIECKYIO 00pabOTKY
MaHHBIX TPOBOIIIN C ITOMOIIBIO MaKeTa MPUKJIIaTHBIX

nporpamm STATISTICA 22.0 for Windows (StatSoft
Inc., CIIIA). st cpaBHEHUS He3aBUCUMBIX TPYITI IIPH-
MeHsuIU t-xputepuii CTbiofeHTa (IIp1 HOpMaJIbHOM pac-
npenejeHuy TaHHBIX) U HemapameTpudeckuit U-kpu-
Tepuit ManHa—YutHu (IIpu pacnpeaeieHUun JaHHbIX,
OTJIMYHOM OT HOpMajibHOro). CpaBHEHME KauyeCTBEHHBIX
MPU3HAKOB MIPOBOAIIM C UCTIOJNIB30BAaHUEM KPUTEPUS >
IMupcoHa ¢ nompaskoii Merca. JI1s1 OLIEHKN B3aUMO-
CBSI3ei MeXIy IMapaMeTpaMU MCIIOJb30Balud KOppes-
OUOHHBIN aHann3 (KoadduimeHT Koppensoun Crup-
MeHa). Pasnuuus cunTaiy CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMBIMK
pu p <0,05.

PE3YJTbTATHI

CpaBHUTEJIbHbBII aHATW3 OCHOBHBIX MoOKa3aTelei
3¢b(HeKTUBHOCTU pa3IMYHbIX METOIOB JIeYEHUs HecTa-
OMJIBHBIX NIEPEJIOMOB KPECTLia MpecTaBeH B Tadl. 3.
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Puc. 2. KomnslomepHas momoepagpus (KT) u peHmaeHozpaus masa nayueHma ¢ U-06pasHbiM nepenoMoM Kpecmuya do onepamusHozo eMewiamenscmaa (a, 6), nocie
1-20 3mana (8, 2) u 2-20 a3mana (9, e) onepayuu: a — KT kpecmua 8 kopoHapHol npoexyuu (3D-pekoHcmpykyus): dsycmoporHul U-06pasHeill nepesioM kpecmua ¢ npodoste-
HbIMU JIUHUAMU NepesioMoe Yepe3s obe 60Kosble Maccel U 20pu30HMansHol uHUel Ha yposHe no3goHKos S~S,; 6 — KT kpecmua & cazummarnbHoll npoeKyuu: Kugomudeckas
decpopmayus Kpecmua Ha yposHe S~S,c KoMnpeccuell KPeCmUoBbIX KopewiKos Ha yposHe S,=S,; 8 — 0630pHas peHM2eH0ZpamMMa: Kpecmuyogo-node3dowHsIe UHMb!
68 mesie S,-n0380HKa ¢ 2 cmopoH; 2 — KT 8 cazummaneHol npoexyuu: 4acmuyHoe 60CCMAHO8/IeHUe 0CU Kpecmud, 0eKoMnpeccus Kpecmuyoeo20 KaHa/a 3a c4em 3aKpbi-
moli penosuyuu; 0 — 0630pHas peHM2eH02paMMa: MPaHCNeIUKYASPHbIE 8UHMBbI, YCMAHOB/1eHHbIe 8 N0380HKU L ~L ; u node3dowHsle kocmu; e — KT (3D-pexoHcmpykyus):
OKOHYaMebHas cMabuau3ayus Ma3oeo20 KoMbUa — 2-CMOPOHHSS KPecmuyo80-nod8300wHas ukcayus, 0onosHeHHas mpaxcnedukyspHol cucmemoli (mpuaxaynsp-
Has ¢ukcayus)

Fig. 2. Computed tomography (CT) and X-rays of the pelvis of a patient with U-shaped sacral fracture prior to surgery (a, 6), dfter the 1* stage (s, 2) and the 2 stage (9, e)
of the surgery: a — CT of the sacrum in coronal projection (3D reconstruction): bilateral U-shaped sacral fracture with longitudinal fracture lines through both lateral masses
and horizontal line at the S =S, vertebrae level; 6 — CT of the sacrum in sagittal projection: kyphotic deformation of the sacrum at the S-S, level with compression of the sacral
roots at the S =S, level; 8 — survey X-ray: sacroiliac screws in the body of the S, vertebra on 2 sides; 2 - CT in sagittal projection: partial recovery of the sacral axis, decompression
of the sacral canal through closed reposition; d - survey X-ray: transpedicular screws installed in the L ~L vertebrae and iliac bones; e — CT (3D reconstruction): final stabilization
of the pelvic ring - 2-sided sacroiliac fixation with additional transpedicular system (triangular fixation)
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Puc. 3. KomnelomepHas momozpaghusi kocmel masa (kpecmua) ¢ 8epMUKA/LHO U POMAUUOHHO HECMABUITbHLIM NepesioMoM Ma308020 KObUA 00 XUPYPaU4ecKo20 Jeye-
Hus (g, 6) u nocnie Hezo (8, 2), UHMpaonepayuoHHas Gomozepagus (0): a — cazumMmMasbHAs NPOEKUUS: OCKObYambIl NEPesioM KPecmua Ha yposHe S,=S, Co cMeweHueM
0MJIOMKO8 8 NPOC8EM KPecmuy08020 KaHA/ U KoMnpeccueli Kpecmuyo8six Kopewkos; 6 — aKcuabHas NPoeKyus: 0CKoIbYamelli nepesioM s1esol 60kosol Macckl Kpecmuya
C HanuYueM KOCMHO20 (hpazMeHma 8 KpecmuyosoM Kawasne (menio S,-no3goHka). Busyanusupyemes duacmas Mexcdy KpecmuyoM u node30owHol KoCmblo cnpasa; 6 — ca-
2UMmasnbHas Npoexyust (nocsie IAMUH3KMOMUU Ha yposHe S,=S,): 8biN0/IHeHb! deKoMNpeccust KPeCmy08020 KAHA/IA, PeBU3US U HE8POIU3 KPECMUO8bIX KPEWKOS; 2 — aKCU-
Q/IbHAS NPOEKUUS: KOCMHbIL (hpaeMeHm mesia S,-no3eoHKa yoasieH, Kpecmuossill KaHa He de)opMUpPOBAH; 0 — 3man HegposIu3a U deKoMnpeccuu Kopewkoe S, u S, cnpasa
U c/lega noc/ie IAMUHIKMOMUU

Fig. 3. Computed tomography of the pelvic bones (sacrum) with vertically and rotationally unstable fracture of the pelvic ring prior to surgical treatment (a, 6) and dfter it (s, 2),
intraoperative photo (0): a - sagittal projection: comminuted fracture of the sacrum at the S S, level with displacement of the fragments into the sacral canal and compression
of the sacral roots; 6 — axial projection: comminuted fracture of the left lateral mass of the sacrum with a bone fragment in the sacral canal (body of the S, vertebra). Diastasis
between the sacrum and the ilium on the right is visualized; & — sagittal projection (after laminectomy at the S-S, level): decompression of the sacral canal, revision and
neurolysis of the sacral roots; 2 - axial projection: bone fragment of the S, vertebral body is removed, sacral canal is not deformed; d - stage of neurolysis and decompression
of the S, and S, roots on the right and left after laminectomy

HauGonee BbICOKHIT ypOBEHb OCJIOXHEHU, CBI3aH-
HBIX C IUIMTEJIPHON MMMOOWIN3aIeil (TpoMOO3HI, ITHEB-
MOHUH, TIPOJIEXKHU ), HAOJIOAAJICS B TPYTITIE KOHCEPBATUB-
HOTO JieueHus. B moarpymnmax Xxupyprudeckoro JiedeHust
WX 4acTOTa OblIa CTaTUCTUUYECKK 3HaYMMo Huxke (p <0,05).
OnHako nocje TpUaHTyISIpHON (PMKCALTUY YUCIIO OCTIOXK-
HEHUIl ObUIO BBIIIE MO CPAaBHEHUIO C U30JUPOBAHHOM
KIT®, uTo cBA3aHO ¢ GOIBIIIM 0GBEMOM 1 TPABMAaTUUHO-
CTBIO BMEIIATEbCTRA.

00a MeToma XUPyprudecKoi CTabMIM3aINI TTO3BOJIIIIN
3HAYUTEIBHO COKPATUTh CPOKU aKTUBU3ALIUU TALIEHTOB

10 CPaBHEHUIO ¢ KOHCEpBAaTHUBHOM TakTHKOM (p <0,001).
Hawubonee OpicTpble cpoky Havasa JeuedHoM PUKyIbTY-
PBI ¥ TPUCAXKWBAHUS B KPOBATU OTMEUEHBI B TPYTITIE U30-
smpoBaHHo KIT®D, 94T0 MOXHO OOBSICHUT €€ MUHUMAJTh-
HOI MHBa3UBHOCTbHIO. HeckoybKo 6oJiee Mo3aHue CpoKu
TTOTHOY BEPTUKAJIM3AIINU B TPYIIE TPUAHTYJISIPHON (hUK-
calny CBSI3aHbI C HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO BBITTOTHEHUST 2-3Tall-
HOTO BMEIIATeIbCTRA.

Yepes 6 Mec HabGMIOICHHS HAWITYYITe (DyHKIIMOHATb-
HbIe pe3ynbTaThl To mkane Majeed (cymMMa OTIMYHBIX
U XOPOUIMX MCXOMOB) ObUTM 3a(UKCUPOBAHBI B TPYIIIE
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Tabnuua 3. OueHka 3hOERTUBHOCTY Pa3NIMYHbIX METOAOB JIeYeHNs HeCTabMITbHBIX NEPEIoMOB KpecTLa

Table 3. Effectiveness of various treatment methods for unstable sacral fractures

Moxazates i‘;‘gﬁfg ?;":Hlo;i Kpectnoso-nons3nom-  Tpuanrynspras pukcamus
Had dukcanus (n = 26) (n=25)
Ocnoxuenus, %: 100 38,5 40,4
Complications, %:
TPOMOO03 BEeH HIKHUX KOHECUHOCTEM 100 46,1 60,0
deep vein thrombosis
ITHEBMOHUS 84,6 36,9 36,0
pneumonia
TIPOJIEXKHU 76,9 11,5 12,0
bedsores
CpoK aKTHBU3AIIMU TOCTPAAABIINX, JTHU 314483 6.2+38 82424
Time to mobilization, days T e e
OTAMIHBIN /XOpOoTNii PYHKITMOHAEHBIN UCXOJT
JieyeHus 1o mkaie Majeed
J 46,2 73,0 84,0

Excellent and good functional results
per the Majeed scale

TpuaHrysipHoii hukcauuu (84,0 %), HECKOJIbKO HUXKE
oKasareJib ObUI B TpyIire u3onarpoBaHHou KIT® (73,0 %).
Hauxyniine pe3ynsraThl OTMEUEHbBI B IPYIIIe KOHCEPBa-
TUBHOTO JieueHus (46,2 %).

JlunaMHKa perpecca HeBPOJOTHYECKHX PACCTPOICTB.
HaubGonee 3HauMTeNbHAs IMOJIOXMTEIbHAS IMHAMUKA
B BOCCTAHOBJICHNY (DYHKIIMI Ta30BbIX OPTaHOB HAOJIOAA-
JIaCh B IPyIIIe TPUAHIyIsIpHO# pukcaumu. K 6-my mecsiry
IIOJIHOE BOCCTAHOBJIEHKE IPOU30LLIO0 Y 84,6 % MaLneHTOB
9TOI MOArPYIIIIHI, IEPBOHAYAILHO MMEBLINX HEBPOJIOTH -
yeckuii gepunut. B rpynme n3onuposanHoit KIT® stor
rokasatesib coctaBui 50,0 %, a B rpyTine KOHCEpBaTUBHO-
ro jeyeHust — auib 14,3 %. D10 CBUAETENLCTBYET O TOM,
YTO aKTMBHAsl XMPYpPrUYecKasi TAKTUKA, OCOOEHHO C MC-
I10JIb30BaHKEM KOMOMHMPOBAHHOI'O JOCTYIIA U JEKOMIIPEC-
CHUM HEPBHBIX CTPYKTYD, SIBIISIETCSI KIIIOYEBBIM (PaKTOpOM
JUISI BOCCTAHOBJIEHUSI HEBPOJIOTMYECKUX PACCTPOMCTB (Ha-
pylieHus GYHKLMU Ta30BbIX OPIaHOB).

OBCYXIEHUE

Bompocsl IMarHOCTUKU OCTAIOTCS KpaeyroJIbHBIM
KaMHEM B BeICHUM MALIMEHTOB ¢ TpaBMOIi Ta3a. Kimaccu-
yeckue padbotel E Denis 1 coabt. (1988) 1 M.A. Montana
u coaBT. (1986) moka3bIBalOT, YTO MPU MCIIOIb30BAHUM
TOJBKO 0030pHOI peHTreHorpaduu 1o 30—50 % mnepe-
JIOMOB KpeCTIIa OCTAIOTCS HepaCIIO3HAHHBIMM Ha TaIre
MIepBUYHOTO 00CIef0BAaHMUSI, 0COOCHHO IIPH ITOJIUTPABME
[7, 8]. «3010TBIM CTAaHAAPTOM» TUATHOCTUKHU, COTIIACHO
coBpeMeHHBIM pykoBoacTBaMm (J.Y. Shyu u coasr., 2020),
sisitorcst MCKT wm KT Beero Tena (man-KT), koto-
phIe TTO3BOJISIOT HE TOJIBKO BBISIBUTH BCE COITYTCTBYIO-
e MOBPeXAeHNUSI, HO U TOYHO KIAacCU(PHUIIMPOBATH
xapakTep nepenoma Kpectua [9]. Poccuiickue aBTOpbI
(H.A. AranecoB u coaBT., 2022) TakxXe aKIIEHTHPYIOT
BHMMaHMWE Ha HU3KOW MHMOOPMATHBHOCTH CTaHIAPT-

HOI peHTreHorpadu M HEOOXOOIMMOCTH MPOBEACHUS
KT BceMm manmeHTaM ¢ BRICOKORHEPTETHUECKOM TpaB-
Mmoii [10].

Pesynbratel Halllero mcciemoBaHUs ITOAYCPKUBAIOT
AKTYaJIbHOCTh 3TOI Mpo0JeMbl: Y 34,2 % MmaluueHTOB UMe-
JIaCch 3a7eprkKKa B IMArHOCTHKE KOCTHOM TPaBMEI OT 1 110 7 CyT,
npuueM y 26,8 % nocrpagaBlinX 3TO ObUIM IIE€PEIOMBI
KoCTeil Ta3a 1 Kpectua. B HameMm uccnengoBannn MCKT
ta3a 1 MaH-KT y 00JbHBIX C BBICOKOHEPTETUICCKIM Me-
XaHU3MOM TPaBMBI TTO3BOJIMUIN BEpU(PUILIMPOBATH KOCTHBIC
noBpexaeHus B 100 % ciiyyaeB U BbISIBUTD JOMOJTHUTEb-
HBbIC TIOBPEXICHUS, HE BUAMMBIC Ha peHTreHOrpaMMax
(v 26,8 % maimeHTOB).

B oTHOIIIeHNM METOIOB JICYCHMST COBPEMEHHBIEC aBTO-
pet (H. Vallier u coasr., 2019; G.E. Gaskey u coaBnr., 2014)
YKa3BIBAIOT, YTO KOHCEPBATUBHBIN IMOIXOH MOXKET OBITH
PacCMOTPEH TOJIBKO TP He3HAYNUTETbHOM CMEIICHUH OT-
JTOMKOB (<10 MM) ¥ OTCYTCTBUM HEBPOJIOTMUECKOTO edu-
muta [11, 12]. OCHOBHBIM HEJOCTATKOM KOHCEPBATUBHOM
TaKTUKHU JICUCHUS SIBJISICTCS BRICOKUI PUCK OCITOXKHEHUIA,
CBSI3aHHBIX C JUTUTEIBHOM MMMOOMIM3alIMei, YacToTa pa3-
BUTHSI KOTOPBIX MoxeT gocturate 80—100 % [7, 13].
A.B. bormapenko u coasnT. (2018) oTMe4aroT, 4TO ITUTEITh-
HBIM MOCTEJILHBINA PEXXUM CIIYKUT OOJHOW M3 BEAYIIUX IPH-
YUH Pa3BUTHS TUIIOCTATHYECKNX OCIOXHEHUI y TaHHOM
KaTeropuu 0OJIbHEIX [14].

[MonyyeHHBIe HAMY JTaHHBIE TTOJTHOCTHIO ITOITBEPXKIA-
10T 3T BBIBOJBI: B TPYIIIe KOHCEPBATUBHOTO JICUCHUS MBI
3acuxcupoBain 100 % yacTory TpOMOO30B IIyOOKHMX BEH,
84,6 % — mHeBMOHMIA, 76,9 % — mpoJieXXHe pa3TuuyHON
JIOKaJIU3alliH.

CoBpemeHHbIe ncciaenoBanus (S. Romoli n coaBT.,
2023; T.A. Schildhauer u coast., 2006) 1EMOHCTPUPYIOT
MIPEeuMYyIecTBa aKTUBHON XMPYPTrHIeCKON TaKTUKU
1 MaJOMHBa3MBHBIX METOMOB ocTeocuHTe3a [15, 16].
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IMpeumymectBa upeckoxHoii KIT® n tpuanrynsgpHOi
(prKcanmy BKITIOYAIOT BO3MOXKHOCTD 00JIee paHHEIH aKTH -
BU3anuu maunmeHToB. CorracHO pe3yjapraraM padoThI
T.A. Schildhauer u coasr. (2003), TpuaHryIsipHast huKca-
1M1 06ecrieYnBaeT GOJILIYI0 OUOMEXaHMUYECKYIO CTAOMITb-
HOCTb IT0 CpaBHEHUIO ¢ n3onupoBaHHoi KITD [17].

PesynbraThl Halllero MccieqoOBaHMUS TaKKe ITEMOH-
CTPHUPYIOT IIPEUMYIIECTBA XUPYPTUUECKOTO TTOAX0IA: CPO-
KU aKTUBU3AIINH B XUPYPIrUICCKUX TPYIIIaX OBLIN TOCTO-
BepHO Kopoue (6,2 = 3,8 u 8,2 + 2,4 ausa nporus 31,4 £
8,3 mHS B TpymIe KoHcepBaTUBHOM Teparmu, p <0,001).
Hawnyuiive dyHkumoHaabHble (84 % OTIMYHBIX/XOPO-
X UCXOmoB Mo Majeed) 1 HEBPOJIOTUIECKIE PE3YIBTATHI
(84,6 % cnydaeB MOJIHOTO perpecca HEBPOJIOIrMYECKOTO
nedumTa) OBUTM TOCTUTHYTHI B TPYIIIIe TPUAHTYIISIPHOMN
dukcaumn.
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