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(X1 LEJIb NCCIIELOBAHNA: usyyums HenocpedcmseHHble u omoaneHHsle pe3yasmamsl npumeHeHus 3D u mpaduyu-

OHHoU 2D nanapockonuyeckoli BeHMpPaAabHOU peKmonekcuu 8 e4eHUU NAYUeHMos C pekmouesne U sbinddeHuem
npamoll KUWKU.

MTALWMEHTBI M METO/bI: nposedeHo paHoomu3suposaHHoe npocnekmusHoe uccnedosarue (NCT 04817150), sknio-
yuswee nayueHmos 8 sozpacme om 18 0o 70 siem, KOMOPbLIM BbINOJHANACH IANAPOCKONUYECKAS BEHMPAbHAS PeK-
monekcus no nogody pekmouese u/unu ssinadeHus npamoli Kuwku. [Ipogodunacs oyeHka npodoxumenbHocmu
8MewiamesibCmaa, 06beMa UHMPAoNepayuoHHoL Kposonomepu, Yacmomsl OCJIOKHeHUU U cmeneHu ux msxecmu
no wkane Clavien-Dindo, sbipaxeHHocmu 601e8020 cuHOpoMa, 06bemMa KUAKOCMHOU nosocmu 8 obaacmu UMNaaH-
ma Ha 2-3 deHb nocse onepayuu u Yepe3 2-3 Hedenu. Takxe npoBoOUNACH OUEHKA KoMopma u 3p2OHOMUYHOCMU
paboms! xupypaa npu ucnoab3o8axuu 3D cucmem ¢ nomowbto onpocHuka POMS. OueHka omoaneHHbIx pe3ynbma-
mos BKAIK0YANa Yacmomy peyuousos, a Makxe yHKUUOHANbHbIe pe3yabmamsl sMewamenscmsa no wkanam CCCS
score, Incontinence scale score, P-Qol u PGII.

PE3YJIbTATbI: 8 uccnedosaHue 6bi1u 8KI0YeHbI 29 nayueHmos ocHOBHOU U 32 nayueHma KoHMposbHoU 2pynn.
Mepuod HabnwdeHus cocmasun 21 + 20,3 mecayes. OCOXHeHUe passuiocs 8 KOHMpoabHoU 2pynne y 1 nayu-
eima (p = 1,0). CpedHAs OnumenbHOCMb ONepaMuUBHO20 BMewamenbCmsa 8 OCHOBHOU epynne cocmasuna
74,1 + 14 munym, 8 KoHmponsHoli — 87,1 + 24,3 mun. (p = 0,01). MHmpaonepayuoHHas kposonomeps 8 0CHOBHOU
epynne 6bina 19,8 + 9,6 M (8 koHmponsHol — 55 + 39,2 ma; p = 0,001). BeipaxeHHocmb 60/1€8020 cuHOpoMa
6b11a 0ocmosepHo Huxe 8 ocHosHol epynne (18,0 npomus 22,5 6annos, p = 0,03). Ha 2-3 cymku cpedHuli 06vem
JKUOKOCMHOU nosmocmu 8 ocHosHol epynne 6bin 21,2 + 9,7 cm’, 8 KoHmpoabHol — 30,7 + 25,6 cv® (p = 0,02).
CpedHuti 6ann no wrane POMS 05 xupypea 8 0CHOBHOU 2pynne cocmasun 56,4 + 33,5 6a108, 8 KOHMPOILHOU —
87,3 + 30,8 6anna (p =0,004). Cnycmsa 12 mecayes nocie onepayuu peyudussl 8 0beux apynnax 8bisseHsl He 6biau
(p =1,0). JocmogepHbix pazauquli no ¢yHKUUOHANbHbIM PE3YbMamam noy4eHo He Obiio.

BbIBO/JbI: npumeHeHue 3D nanapockonuu npu 8bIN0JHEHUU BEHMPAIbHOU peKmonekcuu cemyamsiM UMNAGHMOM
conocmasumo no omoaseHHbIM AHAMOMUYECKUM U (DYHKYUOHAIbHLIM pe3ysbmamam ¢ mpaouyuoHHbIMU 1anapo-
ckonuyeckumu onepayusmu. O0HAKO conpoBoXOaemcsa ymeHbWeHUeM BpeMeHU onepamusHo20 8MeLamebcmad,
CHUXeHUeM BbIPaXeHHOCMU NocaeonepayUuoHHo20 601e8020 CUHOPOMA, CHUXeHUeM 06beMa UHMPaonepayuoHHol
Kpogonomepu, MeHblWUM 06bEMOM IKCCydama 8 061aCmMu UMNAAGHMA, 60NbWUM YOOGCMBOM U 3P20HOMUYHOCMbIO
paboms! 015 xupypeaa.

KJIIOYEBBIE C/I0BA: pexmouene, sbinadeHue npamol Kuwku, 3D-nanapockonus, pekmonekcus
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AIM: to assess results of 3D laparoscopic ventral mesh rectopexy versus traditional 2D laparoscopy for rectocele and
rectal prolapse.
PATIENTS AND METHODS: a prospective randomized study (NCT 04817150) included patients aged 18 to 70 years who
underwent laparoscopic ventral mesh rectopexy for rectocele and/or rectal prolapse. The assessment included opera-
tion time, intraoperative blood loss, complications rate and their severity by Clavien-Dindo scale, the pain intensity
by VAS, the volume of the fluid collection in the implant site 2-3 days and 2-3 weeks after the procedure. The
surgeon’s comfort and ergonomics when using 3D systems was evaluated using POMS questionnaire. The late results
were assessed by recurrence rate, functional results — by Cleveland Clinic Constipation scale score, Incontinence
scale score, P-Qol, and PGIL
RESULTS: the study included 29 patients of the main and 32 patients of the control group. The follow-up was
21 + 20.3 months. One complication developed in the control group (p = 1.0). The operation time in the main group
was 74.1 + 14 minutes (87.1 + 24.3 minutes in controls, p = 0.01). The intraoperative blood loss was 19.8 + 9.6 ml
in the main group (55 + 39.2 mlin controls, p = 0.001). The pain intensity was significantly lower in the main group
(18.0vs 22.5 points, p = 0.03). The volume of fluid collection 2-3 after surgery mesh site was 21.2 + 9.7 cm® in the
main group (30.7 + 25.6 cm® in the control group, p = 0.02). The POMS scale assessment for a surgeon in the main
group was 56.4 + 33.5 points (87.3 + 30.8 points in the control group). A follow-up examination 12 months postop
revealed no recurrence in both groups (p = 1.0). The main and the control group showed no significant differences
in functional outcomes.
CONCLUSIONS: the use of 3D laparoscopic ventral mesh rectopexy for rectocele and rectal prolapse is comparable in
late results with traditional laparoscopic procedure. However, it takes less operation time, lower pain intensity, less
intraoperative blood loss, smaller fluid collection at mesh site, better comfort and ergonomics for surgeon.
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BBEOEHWE

B cBAi3u ¢ 06LWEMUPOBLIM POCTOM NMPOAOIKUTENBHOCTY
KU3HU HaCeneHus, a Takxe noBbllleHUeM TpebGoBaHMil
K ee KayecTBy, Npo6iema Ta30BOro Nposianca, 4 B 4acT-
HOCTM, peKToLeNe CTaHOBUTCA BCe Gonee aKTyanbHOIA.
Mo AaHHLIM 3NMAEMUONOTUYECKUX UCCNeA0BaHUN, pas-
JINYHbIE CTEMeHW Ta30BOro nponanca OonpefeneHHbIX
KOMMNapTMEHTOB MOXHO 0OHAPYXNTb Y 41-50% KEeHUNH
NpY r’MHEKONOrMYeCKOM OCMOTPE, OAHAKO, KINHUYECKue
CUMNTOMbI BbIABAAKTCA TONbKO Y 3% 13 HUx. Cpeau noa-
rpynnbl NauMeHTOK, NepeHecIlnX rMCTEP3IKTOMUIO, PUCK
pa3BUTUS peKToLene, TpeOyiolLero XMpypruyeckoi Kop-
peKunm, cocTaBnseT yxe npumepHo 12,6% [1,2], a npw
HaIMYUKU KAWHUYECKUX CUMNTOMOB Mponanca 3ajHero
KOMNapTMeHTa Kaxpas 5-f XeHWMHa UMeeT pUCK ObiTb
npoonepuposaHHoit Kk 80 rogam [1]. Oxupaetcs, 4To
B CBA3M C HapacTawlleil TeHAeHUMel K yBenn4yeHuto

Ectb n1 npeumywectea 3D nanapockonmueckmux TeXHONOrmi
NPM1 XMPYPrU4ECcKOM NIeHeHMM PEKTOLLENE M BbINAAEHUS NPSMOM KMLIKME

NPOAOJ/IKUTENBHOCTU KU3HKU, K 2050 rogy uacTota
BcTpeyaemoctu MNTO cocTaBuUT 46% XeHCKOM nonynaumum
[3]. JleyeHue nponanca Ta3oBbIX OpPraHOB, HECOMHEH-
HO, TpebyeT KOMMIEKCHOr0 U MyNbTUAUCLUNIUHAPHO-
ro MNOAXOAa, B3aWMOAENCTBUA BpPayen-ruHeKonoros,
YPONIOroB 1 KONOPeKTanbHbIX XMPYpros. BaxHas ponb
B (DOPMMPOBAHNM TaKTUKN BefeHUA AaHHOW KaTeropuu
naLWeHTOB OTBOAMUTCA TaKKe Bpayam-CrneLnanncTaM uH-
CTPYMEHTANbHON AMArHOCTUKM [4-5].

Ha ceropHAwWwHWA [eHb NpOBefEeHO 3HayuTeNbHoOe
KONMYeCTBO  UCCNef0BaHUIA, NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAB-
WKUX NpeuMyliecTBa TpaHCabAOMUHANBHBIX JNanapo-
CKOMMYECKUX U PoBOT-aCCUCTUPOBAHHBIX METOAMK
Npu NeYeHUn peKToLene n BbiNnafeHns NpPAMON KULWKK,
B CpaBHeHMM C Ta3o0BbiM goctynom [6-8]. Haubonee
pacnpocTpaHeHHbIM TpaHCab[OMUHAbHEIM  BMeLLa-
TeNbCTBOM, MPUMEHAEMbIM ANA KOPPEeKLUU BblpaXeH-
HOro peKToLene, 0CO6EHHO B COYETAHWUU C aNUKANbHBIM
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Ta30BbIM NPONANCOM, @ TaKXe A8 YCTPAHEHUA MONHO-
CNOMNHOTO BbINALEHUA U MHBArMHALMKU MPAMON KULIKK,
ABMAGTCA NanapocKonuyeckas BEHTPanbHas peKTo-
neKcus ceTyaTbiM UMNNAHTOM. [laHHas MeTofuKa Obina
BMepBble NpeanoxeHa benbruiickum xupyprom D’'Hoore
B 2004 rogy B KayecTBe TEXHUKW, NO3BONAIOLWEN BbINOJ-
HUTb KOPPEKLMIO PEKTANbHOrO Nponanca 6e3 ysennye-
HUS YacTOTbl OOCTPYKTUBHONM fedeKalnu U KOHCTUNa-
LMOHHOTO cUHApoMa de novo 3a cYeT OrpaHUYeHus
NNOWAaAN [UCCEKLMN TKAHe BAONb MPAMON KULWKN UC-
KNIOUMTENbHO ee nepefiHel MOBEPXHOCTbIO U, KaK cnef-
CTBME, COXpaHEHMA aBTOHOMHOW WHHEPBALWUM CTEHOK
knweyHuka [9]. Cytb MeToaa 3aknioyaeTcs B AUCCEK-
LM B 061aCTU PEKTOBArMHaNbHON NepPeropofKu oT ca-
MOV FNyOOKON TOUKM NPSMOKMILEYHO-MATOYHOTO Yrly-
ONeHNs BAONb PEKTOBArMHanbHOM (acyuu Ao YpoBHA
MbILL, TA30BOr0 AHAa C NOCieAyiolen yCTaHOBKOW CeT-
4aTOro MMNNaHTa B GopMme NeHTbl M (QuKcaLuen ero
MPOTMBOMNOIOXKHOIO KOHLUA K NepeAHen npojonbHON
CBsI3Ke MO3BOHOYHMKA B 0611aCTU Mblca KpecTua, Kak
n3o6paxeHo Ha pucyHke 1. MeToauKa npu3HaHa mano-
TpaBMaTUyHON, 3¢ (DEeKTUBHON, MMelOLLell Manyio YacTo-
Ty PeLMAnBOB, U UCMONb3YEeTCA NOBCEMECTHO.

Mo paHHBIM NUTepaTypbl, NanapocKoNMyecKas BeH-
TpanbHasn PeKTONeKCUs ABNAETCA BbICOKOI(D(HEKTUBHON
npouefypoit [ns aHaTOMUYECKON KOPPEeKLMUM 3afHero
Ta30BOro nponanca, UMeeT HU3KUIA PUCK OCNOXHEHUN

PucyHok 1. Cxemamudyeckoe u306paxeHue pacnosnoxeHus
cemKu npu nanapockonuyeckol 8eHmpansHol pekmonexcuu
cemyamsiM UMNAGHMOM

Figure 1. Schematic representation of the mesh position during
laparoscopic ventralmesh rectopexy
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M KOPOTKMA peabunutaumoHHoit nepuop [10-26].
OpnHako BbINOMHEHME AaHHOW onepauuu npegnonaraeT
[OCTaTOYHO ANUTENbHYIO KPUBYIO 06YYEHUS ANs XUpYp-
ra BBMAY TEXHWUYECKON CNOXHOCTU AUCCEKLMU TKaHei
B OrpaHWUYeHHbIX MPOCTPAHCTBAX MaNoro Tasa u Heobxo-
LUMOCTU HaNOXeHUA HU3KWUX IHROKOPNOPanbHbIX WBOB
ANa uKcaummu ceTyaToro npoTesa K MbllLaM Ta30BOro
[Ha U Me30peKTanbHOW tacuuu no nepefHeit nosepx-
HOCTM NPAMOW KUWKKW. B cBA3M C 4em, Cc MOMEHTa BbINOJ-
HEHUs NepBOi POOOT-aCCUCTUPOBAHHOW PEKTOMEKCUU
B 2004 rofy aKTUBHO BeAyTCA UCCNEA0BAHUA NO U3yye-
HUIO NPEeNMYLLECTB HOBOrO BbICOKOTEXHONOTMYHOrO A0-
ctyna [27,28]. Mo paHHbIM psAfa paHLOMU3UPOBAHHBIX
CPaBHUTENbHBIX KIMHUYECKUX UCCNeA0BaHMA, poboT-
aCCUCTUPOBAHHbINA [OCTYN UMEET COMOCTaBUMYIO C na-
NapoCcKonu4yeckUM [ocTynoM 3PheKTUBHOCTL B BOC-
CTAHOB/IEHUN AHATOMWYECKOrO B3aMMOPACMONOXKEHNA
OpraHoB Manoro Tasa. B pspy npeumywects poboTu-
4YeCKON BEHTPaNibHOW PEeKTOMEKCUU aBTOPbl BblAENAOT
MeHblWKIA 06BEM MHTPAONepaLMoOHHON KpoBOMOTEpH,
NyYlYI0 BU3yanu3aumio B OrpaHWYeHHbIX aHaToMuye-
CKMX MPOCTPAHCTBax Ta3a M GOMbLUYI0 3PrOHOMUYHOCTD
Ans onepatopa [27-33] (Ta6n. 1).

OpHaKko K HepocTaTKaM AaHHOM METOMKM MOXHO OT-
HECTW BbICOKYI0 CTOMMOCTb 060py[0BaHMUSA, HEOOXOAM-
MOCTb MOJIHOW peopraHu3aLnm onepaLmnoHHo, a TaKKe
Oonee AnUTeNbHOE BpeMs onepauumu, KOTOpoe NOMUMO
HeNnoCpPeACTBEHHbIX MCXOA0B OTPAXaeTCs TakXke Ha Co-
OTHOLWEHNUM «3aTpaThl — 3P PEKTUBHOCTLY 3a cyeT 6o-
Nlee Npojo/IKUTENbHON paboThbl BCei OonepaLuoHHOI
Opurafbl Ans BbINOAHEHWS OAHOTO BMELATENbCTBA
[29-33].

Ha MOMeHT HanucaHua [aHHOM CTaTbW B OTeYeCTBEH-
HOM W 3apybexHON nuTepaType Mbl He OBGHApPYXUNU
COOOLLEHMIT O NPUMEHEHUM NANapOCKONUYECKOI BeH-
TpPanbHOW PEKTOMeKCUMM CeTyaTbiM MMNNAHTOM C WUC-
nonb3oBaHuem 3D-060pyfoBaHNA. HeCOMHEHHbIM Npe-
MMYLWECTBOM AAHHOrO [OCTYNa ABNAETCA TPexMepHoe
“306paxeHne onepayMoHHOro Mofs, no3sonsioliee
NPOBOAUTL MPELU3NOHHYI0 anddepeHunaLmno n auc-
CeKLMIO TKaHell U 0GHapyKeHne aHaTOMUYECKUX OpH-
€HTUPOB — rMnNoracTpanbHbIX HEPBOB, NPABOro Moye-
TOYHMKA, NPaBbiX 0OLEN U BHYTPEHHEe NOAB3AO0WHOI
apTepuun, CpepuHHbIX CaKpanbHbIX apTepuu U BeHbI,
NpoAoAbHOI cBA3KM KpecTua. Kpome Toro, 6onee Tou-
Hble MaHUMyAALMM B OrpaHUYEHHOM MNPOCTPAHCTBE
Manoro Tasa obecneyuBaloT TWATENbHbIA TeMocTas,
YTO B LieJIOM CO3AaeT yCNoBusA Ans 6onee 6e30nacHoro
BbINOJIHEHWA BCEX 3TanoB BMelaTenbCTBa B CpaBHe-
HWUW C TPAAULMOHHBIM NaNapOCKOMMYEeCKMM LOCTYNOM.
3D-cuctema no3sonser COKpaTWTbL BPeMA onepauuu
NpyW CyLECTBEHHO MEHbLEN CTOMMOCTM 060PYA0BAHNS
M OTCYTCTBUM BPEMEHHbIX 3aTPAT Ha «AOKMHI» po6OTU-
YeCKOM YCTAHOBKM B CPaBHEHUW C Po6OT-accMCTMPO-
BaHHbIMW BMeLaTenbCTBAMM.
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Tabnuua 1. (BoOHas mabauya pesysbmamos cpasHUMenbHbIx uccaedosarull sanapockonuyeckol u pobom-accucmuposaHHol

BEHmpaﬂbHOﬁ pekmoneKkcuu

Table 1. Studies of laparoscopic and robotic-assisted ventral mesh rectopexy

Bpems onepayuu
Yucno naymeHToB,
Peyugue aée., 6e3 yueTa AOKUHra,
obuwee Nepuop
po6oTuueckas / MUH., OCnoXHeHus,
WUccneposaxue, astopbl | lFog (po6oTuyeckas/ HabniopeHus,
nanapocKonuyeckas poboTuyeckas / n (%)
nanapockonuyeckas mec.
noArpynnbi nanapockonuyeckas
noArpynnbi)
noArpynnbi
'[”Zag'aela"(a‘kk""e" etal la016| 30 (16/14) 0/0 202/195 5 (31)/1 (7) 3
Mehmood et al. [30] 2014 51 (17/34) 0/0 138/115 0/6 (17) 12
gallaela"(a‘kkone" etal | o014 40 (20/20) 1/1 231/234 2 (10)/1 (5) 3
Mantoo et al. [32] 2013 118 (44/74) 3/6 191/163 5(11)/15 (20) 16
Faucheron et al. [33] 2016 20 (10/10) 0/0 94/52,5 0/1 (10) 1

LESTb MCCIEOOBAHMA

Llenb HacToAWero uccnefoBaHna — CpaBHUTENbHOE U3-
Vy4yeHue HenoCpefCTBEHHbIX U OTAANEHHBIX Pe3ynbTaToB
npumeHeHus 3D u TpaguumoHHoit 2D nanapockonuye-
CKOW BEHTPanbHON PEKTONEKCUU CeTYATbIM UMMNNAHTOM
B JleYeHUM NALMEHTOB C PeKToLene 1 BbiNageHnem nps-
MOV KMLLKHU.

MALUMEHTBI M1 METObI

HacToswee nccnenosaHue ABnseTca paH4OMU3UPOBAH-
HbIM NPOCMNEKTUBHLIM CPaBHWUTE/IbHbIM [ABYFPYNNOBbIM
nccnegosaHmem (NCT 04817150): 29 naumeHToK —
B OCHOBHOM M 32 MauyMeHTKM — B KOHTPONbHOI rpyn-
ne, B Bo3pacte ot 18 go 70 neT, KOTOPbIM BbINONHANACH
Nanapockonuyeckas Koppekuus pektolene u/wuau Bbl-
nageHus npsamoit KUWKKW Ha 6ase XuMpypruyeckoro oT-
penenus YY3 Kb «PX[-MepnunHa» r. PoctoBa-Ha-[oHy
B nepuog ¢ 2015 no 2020 rr.
Kputepusmm  BKNtoYeHUs
COCTOAHMA:

pekTolene 3 cTeneHu (COrNacHo poccuiickoii knaccu-
tukaumm [34]) u 3-4 ctapgum no POP-Q [35] u/unu
BbiNafleHNe NPAMON KULWKK;

— JKEHCKUiA non;

— Bo3pacrt ot 18 fo 70 ner.

B kayecTBe KpuTepues MCKlOYeHUs Oblnu onpepene-
Hbl TAXeNnas U [eKOMMEeHCUMPOBAHHAA COMYTCTBYIOLWAA
natonorus (III-IV knacc no ASA [American Society of
Anesthesiologists]), oHKonoruyeckue, rematonoruye-
CKue 3ab0/1eBaHms, BOCNANUTENbHbIEe 3a60/1eBaHNA TON-
CTOIi KALWKM U OPraHoB Manoro tasa, 6epeMeHHoCTb.
MauneHTbl GblAK Cly4YalHbIM 06pPa3oM pacnpefeneHs
B 2 rpynnbl: 0CHOBHYO rpynny (3D-nanapockonuyeckas
KoppeKuus, 29 XeHIWNH) 1 KoHTponbHyto (2D-nanapo-
cKonus, 32 xeHWwuH). [Ina pacnpeneneHus ucnob3o-
BaNCA METOJ NpOCTOl (PUKCMPOBAHHON PaHLOMM3ALUM
C NOMOWbIO KOMMbIOTEPHOW reHepauun CcayyaiHbix

nocnyxunun  cnepgywume

Ectb n1 npeumywectea 3D nanapockonmueckmux TeXHONOrmi
NPM1 XMPYPrU4ECcKOM NIeHeHMM PEKTOLLENE M BbINAAEHUS NPSMOM KMLIKME

yucen. Bce onepayuu BbINONHAANUCH OfHUM XUPYPTOM,
OMbIT KOTOPOro cocTtaBnsn Gonee 50 nanapockonuye-
CKUX PEKTOMEKCUN K MOMEHTY Hayana uccnefoBaHus.
[na TpexmepHoii BU3yanusauuu B OCHOBHOW rpyn-
ne onepaTMBHOE JieYeHWe BBINOJHAAN C UCMONb30-
BaHuem cucrtembl Olympus VISERA ELITE II (Olympus
Corporation, inoHus).

MpenonepaunoHHoe obcnefoBaHWe NALMEHTOB BKIIO-
yano B cebs CTaHAApPTHOE KNMHWUYecKoe obcneoBaHue,
OCMOTP B TMHEKONIOTMYECKOM Kpecse, a Takke yHK-
LMOHaNbHbIE NPOOLI BanbcanbBbl, Kalnesyl, OCMOTP
B MOJIOXKEHUW HA KOPTOYKAX, CTaAMPOBaHWE Ta30BOrO
nponanca no cucreme POP-Q, ToHONepuHeomeTpuio,
aHOCKOMUIO, KONOHOCKOMMWIO, UPPUFOCKONUIO C fedeKo-
rpacdueii, a TaKKe TpaHCNepUHeanbHoe, TpaHCBarmHab-
Hoe 1 TpaHcpekTanbHoe Y3U B uccnegosaHnu aecdektos
MbILIL, TA30BOTO AiHA U aHaNbHOTO CHUHKTEpA.

TAXeCTb KNMHWYECKUX CUMNTOMOB U WX BIUsAHUE
Ha KayecTBO }W3HW OLEHMBAAW C MOMOLLbIO ONPOCHM-
ka Prolapse-Quality of Life questionnaire [36] nepep
XUPYPrUYECKUM NIEYEHUEM U HA KOHTPONbHOM BU3UTE
cnycTta 12 MecsueB ¢ MOMeHTa onepauun. Takxke npo-
BOAMNM aHKETUPOBAHME NALWEHTOB MO LWKanaMm OLeH-
kn 3anopos (Cleveland Clinic Constipation Scoring
System) u aHanbHO MHKOHTUHEHLMM BekcHepa (Wexner
Incontinence scale) B aHanoruyHele cpoku [37].

Mpy BLINOJHEHWUM BMeLATENbCTBA (UKCUMPOBANU €ro
NPOLOMIKUTENBHOCTb, 06bEM UHTPAONEpPaLMOHHON| Kpo-
BOMOTEPH, YMCNO OCNOXKHEHWI W CTENeHb UX THKECTU
no wkane Clavien-Dindo. B paHHem nocneonepaynoH-
HOM Mepuofe NPOBOAMAMU OLEHKY BbIPAXXEHHOCTU 60-
nesoro cuHapoma no BALL, cnycta 24 yaca ¢ MoMeHTa
3aBeplleHns onepauuu, M NOTPeGHOCTb MALUEHTOB
B HAPKOTUYECKMUX U HEHAPKOTUYECKUX aHaNbreTuKax.
Ham npepcTtaBnsercs upesBblyaiiHO BaXXHOW OLEHKa
pacnonoXeHus yCTaHOBNEHHOrO CETYaTOro MMMNAHTa,
a TaKXXe COCTOSHUA PEKTOBAarMHaabHOro MpOCTPaHCTBa
B MecTe (uKcauum ceTku. Pamepsl JaHHOrO NpoCTpaH-
CTBA HanpsMylo CBA3aHbl C 06BbEMOM 3KCCynaTa BBU-
[y TKaHeBOM peakuMW Ha MMMNIAHT, aHaTOMUYHOCTbIO

Are there any advantages of 3D laparoscopic technologies
in surgery for rectocele and rectal prolapse?
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Tabnuua 2. 0606weHHbIe NpedoNepayUOHHbIe XapaKmepucmuKu nayueHmos uccaedyembix 2pynn

Table 2. Preoperative characteristics of patients

OcHoBHas rpynna — 3D KoxtponbHas rpynna — 2D Crar.
KnuHuyeckue rpynnel NanapocKoNMYecKas peKToneKcus nanapocKonuyecKas peKToneKkcus
pasnuuus
(n=29) (n=32)
Bospacr, rogsl, Me [Q;;Q,] 58 [50;63] 57 [48;62,5] p =047
Yucno pogos, a6ce., Me [Q;;Q,] 3 [2;4] 2 [1;3] p=0,123
UMT, kr/m2, Me [Q,;Q,] 30,2 [25,1;32,2] 30,4 [28,6;32,3] p=031
MeHonays3a, abc. (%) 16 (55,2%) 19 (59,4%) p=0,741
Onepauum Ha opraHax manoro Tasa 4 3KcTMpnauumu MaTku ¢ npupatkamu, 12 KC, 6 rUCTep3IKTOMMUIA, -
1 aHOpeKTabHOM 061acTH B aHaMHe3e 3 reMopponaIKTOMUN 10 KC,
2 3afiHMX Konbnoppacuu, 1 nepepHAs Konbnoppadus
1 cchuHKTEPO-NEBATOPONIACTHKA. 4 reMoppoVA3KTOMUM

[AnuTenbHOCTb CUMNTOMOB, FOABI, 8 [5;10] 8,5[5;11,5] p=0,58
Me [Q,;Q,]
Cymma 6annos 13[10;19] 11[9;18,5] p=0,58
Cleveland Clinic Constipation score
(max — 30), Me [Q;;Q,]
Cymma 6annoe Incontinence score (max — 2 [1;3] 11[0;3] p=0,066
20), Me [Q,;Q,]
CrpeccoBoe Hepepxaxue moyu, abe. (%) 8 (27,6%) 9 (28,1%) p=0,96
Cymma 6annos no wkane P-Qol (max — 55 [49;71] 65,5 [56;71] p=0,06
115), Me [Q,;Q,]

lpumeyarue: *pasnuqus cmamucmuyecku 3Ha4umsl npu p < 0,05.

YCTAaHOBKM CETKM, afieKBATHOMN ee duKcaumein K meso-
PEKTYMY M MbIlWLAM Ta30BOrO AHA, a TaKXKe Hanuuuem
nocneonepawyoHHON CepoMbl MK remaToMmbl. [lns oueH-
KM 06beMa XKULKOCTHOrO CKONJIEHUs B JaHHOW obnacty
Mbl MCMONb30BANU TPaHCBArMHaabHOE YAbTpPa3ByKOBOE
nccnefoBaHNe KOHBEKCHbBIM JATYUKOM Ha 3 CYTKM nocne
NpoBeAeHHOro onepaTMBHOrO BMelaTenbcTea. [laHHoe
nccnefoBaHue TakKe NOBTOPANN BO BPEMSA KOHTPOSIbHO-
ro oCMOTpa 4yepes 2—-3 HefleNn C MOMEHTA BbINOJHEHUA
N1anapocKONMYECKON PEKTONEKCUM.

OToenbHbIM  acneKToM [AaHHOrO0 MCCNefoBaHUs Obiia
OLeHKa KOM(OpPTa U 3PrOHOMUYHOCTU PABOTHI XMPYp-
ra npu ucnonb3osaHun 3D-cuctem. [Ins onpepeneHus
CTENEHU CNOXHOCTM BMEWaTeNbCTBa A1 OMbITHOMO
3H/I0CKOMMYECKOTO XMUpypra Hamu 6bin BbIGpaH Banu-
LVN3NPOBAHHBIA OMPOCHWUK — LWKana OLEHKM YCTanocTu
W ncuxoamouuoHanbHoro coctosHus POMS (Profile of
Mood States) [38], cocTosawmit 13 65 BONPOCOB C Ba-
puaHTamu oTBeTa Mo nNATMOANNbHOW Wkane JlalikepTa
OT «COBCEM HET» [0 «0YeHb CunbHO». Onepupyiolemy
XUPYPry ObIIO NPeaoKeHo 3anoiHUTL OMPOCHUK He-
NOCPeSCTBEHHO MOCNe BbINMONHEHWUA KaXAOW onepaumu
B paMKax [AaHHOrO MCCNefoBaHUA ANA onpefeneHus
CTEMEHN YCTANoOCTU W HANPSAXKEHUA NOCNE BbINONHEHUS
BEHTPANbHOW PEKTOMEKCUM CETYATbIM MMMAAHTOM Tpa-
AWLMOHHbIM NanapocKONUYeCcKUM AOCTYNOM U C UCMONb-
30BaHueM 3D-cucrtem.

Bce nonyueHHble faHHble 6biiM cOOPaHbI U CTPYKTYPU-
poBaHbl B 0fHy 6a3y AaHHbIX MPU NOMOLWM NPOTPaMMbl
MS Excel 12 (Microsoft, CLLA). OnucatenbHblit 1 cpas-
HUTENbHLIN  CTAaTUCTUYECKUN aHanWU3  OCYLEeCTBAANN
NpM NOMOWM NAKeToB MpUKNafHbiX nporpamm SPSS
Statistic 26.0 (IBM, CLIA) u Statistica 10.0 (StatSoft,

KOJNOMNPOKTOJIOTUS, tom 20, N2 4, 2021

CLLIA). Ha nepBom 3Tane Bce KOJWMYECTBEHHbIE AaHHbIE
NPOBEPANN HA MOAYUHEHUE HOPMANIbHOMY 3aKOHY pac-
npepenenns (H3P) npu nomowwm kputepus Lanupo-
Yunka, Tak Kak o6bembl BCex BbIGOPOK Gbinu MeHee 50
(ocHoBHas rpynna n = 29, KOHTpONbHAA rpynna n = 32).
B cnyuasx, ecnm Beibopka nopumHanace H3P (korpa
YypOBeHb 3Hayumoct p > 0,05), TO onucaHue nnaHu-
poBanoCb NPOBOAUTb B BUAE CPEAHEro U CTaHAAPTHO-
ro otknoHeHus (M + SD), a cpaBHeHWe He3aBUCUMbIX
(Mexpgy uccnegyembiMW rpynnamu) U 3aBUCUMbIX Bbl-
6opok (no/nocne uccnenoBaHus B OfHOM rpynne) npo-
BOAMTb Npu nomolumn kputepus t-CtelopeHTa. B cnyyasx,
ec/nu BbIOOpKa He noguuHanace H3P (ypoBeHb 3HauMMo-
ctn p < 0,05), To onucaHue NiaHMPOBANOCh NPOBOAUTD
B BUAE MeauaHsbl, 25% u 75% keapTuneit (Me [Q;;Q,]),
a CpaBHEHMe He3aBUCUMbIX (Mexay wuccnepyembimMu
rpynnamu) W 3aBUCKUMbIX (Bo/nocne UCCNeAoBaHUSA
B O[JHOI rpynne) BbIGOPOK NPOBOAUTL NPU MOMOLLM KpH-
Tepusa MaHHa-YutHu. [nsa onucaHus KateropuanbHbix
(HOMMHANbHBIX) [AHHBIX WMCMOAb30BaNU aABCONIOTHbIE
(KonnyecTBO) M OTHOCMTeNbHble (MPOLEHTHI) AaHHbIE,
a ANA UX CPaBHEHWA NPUMEHANMN KpuTepuii y2-MNupcoHa.
Mpu cpaBHUTENBHOM aHaNM3e CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYUMBI-
MU Pasnnuyna MeXay UCCNedyeMbIMU Fpynnamm cyuTany,
KOrAa ypoBeHb 3HaUMMoCTH p Obin MeHee 0,05 (p < 0,05).
MpenonepaunoHHbIe XapaKTepuCTUKM MaLUEHTOB UC-
CNefyeMbIX Fpynn NpeAcTaBieHbl B TabauLe 2.

CpepHuit BO3pacT NauMeHTOB UCCNEAYEMbIX Fpynn Co-
ctaBun 55,3 + 10,3 net (32-70 nert, 58 [49;63]), cpea-
Hee yucno popos — 2,4 + 1,4 (0-5 popos, 2 [1;3]),
cpegHuit UMT — 29,26 + 4,49 kr/m? (18,1-36 Kr/m?,
30,4 [28,2;32,3]). PaHee npoBefeHHbIe XMpypruyeckue
BMeLlaTeNbCcTBa OTMEYeHbl Y 36% nalueHTOoB, KOTOPbIM
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BbINONHEHO KecapeBO ceyeHue, y 16,4% npoussepeHa
rucrepakromus, 11,5% — remoppougskromus, 4,9% —
Konbnoppadus, u 1,6% BbINOAHANACE CHUHKTEpone-
BaTOpOMNacTMka NO MOBOAY Ppa3pbiBa MPOMEKHOCTM
3 cTeneHu.

CpefHAA OAWTENbHOCTL CYWECTBYIOWMUX CUMNTOMOB Ta-
30BOr0 nponanca coctaBuna 8,16 + 4 net (2-20 ner, 8
[5;11]). CpegHuit 6ann no wkane 3anopos Cleveland
Clinic Constipation scale cpegu naumenTos — 13,8 + 5,7
(6-28,12[9;19]), cTpeccoBoe HefiepxkaHue MOYM Habo-
panocb y 27,9% naumentos. CpefiHnii cymMapHbiit 6ann
no wkane P-Qol go onepauuu coctasun 61,7 + 15,2 6an-
noB (25-100, 63 [50;71]). CTaTMCTMYECKM 3HAYUMbIX
pasnuyunii N0 UCXOAHBLIM NapameTpam Cpefu NauMeHToB
nccnefyembix KIMHUYECKUX TPYN He BbIABNEHO, BO BCEX
cnyyasx p > 0,05.

Mocne BbLINUCKM U3 CTaLMOHApa 3a NalLMEeHTamMu npo-
BOAMNIOCH AMHAMUYECKoe HabNloAeHWe, CPefHUIA nepu-
oA HabntogeHus coctaun 121 + 20,3 mecsues. Yepes
12 mecsaueB nocsie ONepaTMBHOrO JleYeHUs NaLUeHT-
KaM NpOM3BOLMAN KOHTPOJbHbLI OCMOTP, B X0f€ KOTO-
poro oueHMBaNM aHaToMUyeckue U (YHKLUOHANbHbIE
pe3ynbTaThl NPOBEAEHHOr0 BMewaTenbCTBa. [pu 3ToMm
yuuTbiBanu ctaguto nponanca no POP-Q, noBTopHoe aH-
keTupoBaHue no wkanam CCCS, Wexner Incontinence
scale, P-QOL, Hanuume cTpeccoBOro HeaepKaHUs Mouu
M obWyl VAOBNETBOPEHHOCTb NaLWeHTa JieYeHu-
em no onpocHuky PGII (Patient Global Impression of
Improvement) [39].

YcnewHoNW cyuTanu KOppeKkuuio pekTouene B cChnyyae
BbISIBJIEHUS NPU OCMOTPE Ha TMHEKONOrMYeCKoM Kpecne
¢ hyHKUMOHANbHBIMM NPoGaMu B paHHEM mocieonepa-
umoHHoM nepuogpe ctenenu NTO 0-1 no POP-Q. Mpwu cre-
neHn POP-Q = 2 KOppeKuMiO CYMTaNU HeycnewHoMm.
AHaTOMMYeCKUW peuupuB onpegenanu Kak onyleHue
Ta30BbIx opraHoB POP-Q = 2 npu KOHTPOSILHOM OCMOTpe
Ha FMHEeKONOrM4YecKoMm Kpecne yepe3s 12 mecsues nocne
BbIMOJNIHEHHOW KOPpeKL .

Tak KaK, cornacHo pa3paboTaHHOMY AM3aiiHy WcC-
cnepfoBaHWs, BCe onepauuu NpoBOAUCL B  OA-
HOM LEHTpPe OAHWM XWUPYProMm, C LENblo NOBbI-
WEeHNA KayecTBa MNOJYYEHHbIX [AaHHbIX, OLEHKa
HEeNoCpenCTBEHHbIX M OTAANEHHbIX PE3ybTAaTOB OMNe-
paTUBHOrO BMelaTeNbCTBA NPOU3BOAMAACL OTAENb-
HbBIMW cneyuManucTamMm — JBYMA 3aCAEMIEHHbIMY
BpPayaMu-KONOMNPOKTONOTaMH.

OnepaTuBHaA TEXHMKA

Bce onepauun BLINOAHANMCL NOA  3HAOTPaxeasnb-
HbIM HAapKO30M B CMMHANbHON NO3ULUKU B MONOXKEHUM
TpeHaeneHbypra. ModyeBoil ny3blpb KaTeTepu3npoBau
katetepom ®ones. OnepaTop pacronarancs y rojoBHoO-
ro KOHLA OnepauMoHHOro CTona CieBa, aCCUCTEHT —
y TONOBHOrO KOHLUA CnpaBa, KaK MOKAa3aHO Ha pu-
CyHKe 2. 3aTem ycTaHaBnauBanu 5 Tpoakapos: 10 MM

Ectb n1 npeumywectea 3D nanapockonmueckmux TeXHONOrmi
NPM1 XMPYPrU4ECcKOM NIeHeHMM PEKTOLLENE M BbINAAEHUS NPSMOM KMLIKME

napaymbunukanbHo, 12 MM B NpaBoit rMNoracTpanbHoil
o6nactu 1 3 Tpoakapa 5 MM B JIeBOI rMNOracTpanbHoii
06nacTu, Kak M300paxeHo Ha pucyHke 3.

37an I. NMocne 0630pHOI NAaNAPOCKONMUKU CUTMOBUAHYIO
KWWKy aTpaBMaTMYHbIM 3aXMMOM 4epe3 eBblii 60KO-
BOI NOPT OTBOAMAW BNEBO U NPpOM3BOAUAK J-06pa3Hoe
pacceyeHue napueTanbHON GptoWMHBL OT 061aCTH Npo-
eKLMW NPOA0NbHON NpecakpanbHOi CBA3KM HA YPOBHE
MbiCa KpecTua A0 camoil rny0oKoi TOYKW ayrnacosa
KapMaHa MoHononspHoit Koarynauuei (Puc. 4). NMocne
Yyero BW3yaNM3UPOBANM AHATOMUYECKUE OPUEHTMUPSI
OUCCEKLUMU: TUMOracTpasbHble HepBbl, NpaBblii MOYe-
TOYHMK, NPaBYlO 06LLYI0 U BHYTPEHHIOW NOAB3AOLWHbIE

ACCHCTEHT
G o

i)

ONEPALMHOHHAS
CECTPA

PucyHok 2. flonoxeHue 60/16HO20 U pacnosioxeHue onepayu-
OHHOU 6pu2ads!

Figure 2. Patient position and the location of the operating
team
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PucyHok 3. PacnonoxeHue nopmos Ha nepedHeli 6piowHol
cmeHKe
Figure 3. Port sites on the anterior abdominal wall
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apTepuu, CpeauHHble CakpanbHble apTepuio U BEHY,
M NPOWU3BOAMAM BbIA€NEHME NPOAOIbHON CBA3KM

KpecTua. B o6nact npAMOKMLIEYHO-MATOYHOTO Yriy-
GNeHNA OUCCEKUMIO NMPOM3BOAMAN B MIOCKOCTM pPEK-
TOBArMHaAbHOIO KIETYaTOYHOro MPOCTPaHCTBA Mo ne-
pefiHei NOBEPXHOCTM NPAMON KULWKM 1,0 YPOBHS MbILLL,

kT
PucyHok 4. lumpaonepayuoHHoe pomo: Mamka ¢puKcuposa-
Ha K nepedHeli 6plOWHOU cmeHKe, CUeMOBUOHAS KUWKA omBse-
OeHa UHCMpYMeHmMOoM B/1eB0, HAYA/I0 BCKPbIMUS Napuemars-
HoU 6prowuHbl 8 061GCMU MbICa Kpecmuya

Figure 4. Intraoperative photo: the beginning of the parietal
peritoneum opening in the region of the sacral promontory

o

PucyHok 5. Qukcayus umnaaHma K 1e8amopam ¢ NOMOUbIO
3HO0ocmensepa

Figure 5. Fixation of the implant to the levators using an end-
ostepler

PucyHok 6. Cemyamsiii umnaaHm pacnosnoxeH Heobxooumsim
06pazom, npoussooUMCs UKCayus e2o 1amepasbHbiX Kpaes
K Me3opekmasbHOU gacyuu no nepedHell nogepxHocmu nps-
MOU KULIKU PACCAChIBAIOLYUMCS WOBHbIM MAMEPUAIOM

Figure 6. The mesh implant is positioned as required, its lateral
edges are fixed to the mesorectal fascia along the anterior sur-
face of the rectum with absorbable suture material

KOJNOMNPOKTOJIOTUS, tom 20, N2 4, 2021

NOLHUMAKWMX 33aaHUA npoxon. [onoaHUTEeNbHbIN
KOHTPO/b YPOBHA AWUCCEKLMM W LENOCTHOCTU CNU3U-
CTOI BRaranuiya u npsAMon KUWKKM OCYyLEeCcTBAAAN C NO-
MOLLbIO NaNbLEBOro PEKTANbHOMO U BAarMHANbLHOTO UC-
CNefoBaHUi TPETbUM aCCUCTEHTOM.

37an II. B 6piolHylo NONOCTb BBOAMUAM CETYATBINA 3KC-
NAaHTaT — MNpPOJIEHOBYIO CeTKYy pa3mepamu 3x20 cM.
CeTKy (MKCMpOBanu 3HLOrepHUOCTENNEPOM K JeBaTo-
pam ans yao6CTBa AaNbHENIIEro HanoXeHUs UHTPAKo-
nopanbHbix WBoB (Puc. 5). 3atem dukcuposanu narte-
panbHble Kpas CeTKW Mo nepefHeit NOBEPXHOCTU NPAMOIA
KWLWKKM K Me30peKTanbHON (haclun HenpepbiBHbIM WBOM
Hutblo MAC 2-0 ogHum KoHuom (Puc. 6). Mocne duk-
cauumu TPeTUN acCUCTEHT AOMONHWUTENbHO NMPOU3BOAMUA
nanbLeBoil KOHTPOJIb LeJOCTHOCTU CAIU3UCTOI 060/104-
KW NPAMOIA KWLWIKK W BRarannwa.

3tan III. MpoTMBONONOXHBIA KOHeL, CeTKM (uKcupoBa-
7N K NPOAOJNbHOM CBA3KE KpecTua ABYMS OTAENbHbIMM
y3n0BbIMM Weamu MponeH 2-0 6e3 HaTaxkeHus (Puc. 7).
3tan IV. BplowunHy ywmnBanu HenpepbiBHbIM paccachbl-
BalOWMMCA WBOM Haj cetyaTbiM umnnaHtom (Puc. 8).
[peHnpoBaHue 6pioWHON NOAOCTM TPpybUATLHIMU ApEHa-
XaMy CTaHAAPTHO He BbIMONHANN.

[nsa TpexmepHoii BM3yanu3auuu B OCHOBHOI rpyn-
ne OnNepaTMBHOE JNleYeHWe BbLINOJHANM C WUCMONb30-
BaHuem cucrtembl Olympus VISERA ELITE II (Olympus
Corporation, inoxus).

CBs3Ke Kpecmuya HepaccacsiBarouumMcs Weom
Figure 7. Mesh fixation to the longitudinal sacral ligament with
a non-absorbable suture

PucyHok 8. IpouzsedeHa nepumoHusayus
Figure 8. Peritonization is performed

KOLOPROKTOLOGIA, vol. 20, N 4, 2021
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PE3YJIbTATHI

K yyactuio B uccnepoBaHuu Obino npusneyeHo 87 na-
LMEHTOK, MOAYYaBLLNX XMPYPruyeckoe nevyeHune no no-
BOAY PeKToLene W BbiNafieHus NpsAMoil KUWKKU Ha Gase
xupypruyeckoro otaenenuns YY3 Kb «PX[-MeanunHa»
r. PoctoBa-Ha-[loHy B nepuog ¢ 2015 no 2020 rr. U3 Hux
24 NaLMEHTKN N0 KpUTEPUAM UCKIOYEHbI U3 CCNefoBa-
HUA, @ 2 OTKa3anucb OT yyactua. B pesynbTate npoue-
OYpY paHaomuszauum npowna 61 nauueHTka: 29 6biun
ClyyaiHbiM 06pa3oM pacnpefiefieHbl B OCHOBHYIO rpyn-
ny U 32 — B KOHTPOJIbHYIO, KaK NOKa3aHo Ha fuarpamme
CONSORT (Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials)
(Puc. 9) [40]. Ha 3rtane nocnepytowero HabnofeHus

Brxmouenune

Co0TReTCTRHE
KpUTePILIM
BEITHOYEHIA - 87

0ONBHBIX

HckmoueHue

- HanMHIHE

KpHTEPHER

HCKTI0YeHHA (24
TIALTIEHTA)

- OTKA3 OT YUACTIA
(2 raLyieHTa)

Pacmpegenenue B
2D rpy1uty,
TIOTYUEHHE

JIEYEHHS

Pacnpeﬂeﬂem-{e B
3D rpymy,
IMOITYHEIHE

JIEYEHHS

INocnemyromee
HaOIIOCHHE:
TIOTEPSI KOHTAKTAa,
HCKITIOUEHHE

Ilocnemyromnee
HaOIIOIEHHE!
MOTEPA KOHTAKTa,
HCKITIOYEHHE

Bxrroueno B
AHAIA3 JIAHHEIX

BromroueHo B
dHAIN3 JAHHBIX

PucyHok 9. Juaepamma CONSORT
Figure 9. CONSORT diagram

Ectb nu npenmywectsa 3D nanapockonnyeckmx TexHonoruit
NPU XMPYPru4€CKOM NIEYEHMM PEKTOLLENE M BbINAAEHMS NPSIMOM KMILKME

BbIObIBAHUSA NALMEHTOB He 6biio. TakuM 06pas3om, B Ha-
cToslee NCCnefoBaHNe BKIKOYEHbI laHHbIe O XUPYpru-
yeckom neveHnn 61 naumeHTku. CpeaHuit nepuop Ha-
6niogeHus 3a bonbHbiMM coctasun 1,75 + 1,69 (0-7, 1
[0;3]) ner.

Mo paHHbIM aHanuM3a HenoCpPefCTBEHHbIX pe3ysibTa-
TOB XWPYPruYeckoro NeyeHus, CpefHAs AAUTENbHOCTb
OnepaTMBHOrO BMeLaTeNbCTBa B OCHOBHOW rpynne
coctaBuna 74,1 + 14 mMuHyT, TOrga Kak B KOHTPOJib-
HOW — 87,1 + 24,3 muH. 06bEM MHTpPAONEPALMOHHOI
KposonoTepu B rpynne 3D-nanapockonuu cocTaBun
19,8 £ 9,6 mn, B nogrpynne TpaguumoHHoit 2D nanapo-
ckonun — 55 + 39,2 M. B Tabnuue 4 ykasaHbl Meau-
anbHble 3HayeHunsn, 25% u 75% KBapTunu, Tak Kak faH-
Hble BbIGOPKYM He nopumnHsanuce H3P cornacHo kputepuio
Wanupo-Yunka. CornacHo KpuTeputo MaHHa-YuTHM
CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMbBIX PA3IMYUIA B OTHOLEHWUMN in-
TeNbHOCTU NPebbiBaHNA B CTALLMOHAPE, MEXAY rpynnamu
BbIIBNIEHO He 6bI0 (p > 0,05). HenocpeacTeHHble pe-
3yNbTaThl XMPYPrUYECKOro NeyeHus 6oNbHbIX NpefcTaB-
NeHbl B 06061WeHHOM Buae B Tabnuue 3.

Mo pe3ynbTaTaM TPaHCBAarMHanbHOrO yYIbTPa3ByKoO-
BOTr0 MCCNeAoBaHMA, NPOBOAMMOrO Ha 2-3 CYTKM no-
Cne BEHTpaNbHOW PEKTONeKCUU, CpefHUl 0ObEM KUA-
KOCTHO MnojocTM B 006/MacTM CeTYaToro MMnAaHTa
B OCHOBHOI1 rpynne 6bin 21,2 + 9,7 cm3 (0T 3 go 115 cm3),
a B KOHTposbHOM — 30,7 + 25,6 cm® (0T 5 fo 120 cm®).
Mpu nosTOpHOM Y3-uccnefoBaHunM B CPOKM 2-3 He-
[enu C MOMEHTa ONepaTUBHOrO JIeYEHUs OOBEM KUA-
KOCTHOW MOJIOCTW YMEHbIWCSA, COCTAaBMB 5,4 + 3,6 cm3
u 6,7 £ 53 cM>B OCHOBHOW M KOHTPONbHOW rpynnax,
COOTBETCTBEHHO. TaK KaK BbIGOPKM He MOAUYMHANUCH
H3P, cornacHo kputeputo Wanupo-Yunka, 1o B Tabnu-
ue 3 GblaW NpefcTaBAeHbl MefuanbHble U KBapTUIbHblE
faHHble. 0CNOXHEHUN, TPEBYIOLLMX XMPYPrUYECKOro ne-
YeHWs, CPeAM NaLuUeHToB B 06eUX rpynnax He OTMeYeHo.
B paHHeM nocneonepauuoHHoM nepuofe y 1 60nbHOIA
KOHTPOJIbHOW rpynnbl 6bi1a 06HApYKeHa remaToMa B 06-
NacTW peKToBarMHanabHOU Neperopofku, kotopas Obina
YCMeLHOo 3BaKynpoBaHa NyHKLMOHHO BO BpeMa 0CMOTpa
(3a cteneHb no knaccudukauum Clavien-Dindo).

Mo paHHBIM aHann3a NoyYyeHHbIX Pe3yNbTaToB, CPefHUI
6ann no wkasne ycTanocTv Ans xupypra nocne nposege-
HUA TPaAMLMOHHOM NanapocKoNMYecKOW peKTonekcum
coctasun 87,3 + 30,8 6anna (MMHUMYM 57, MaKCUMyM
160), Toraa Kak nocne NpoBefEHWs Onepauuu C npu-
MeHeHueM 3D obopynoBaHus cpefHuit 6ann coctaBun
56,4 + 33,5 (MMHUMYM 14, makcumym 117). MopoOHble
pas3nuuus HaMu OOBACHAIOTCA MEHbWMUM NCUXO3IMO-
LMOHaNbHbIM HanpsxeHuem onepaTopa B YCNOBUAX
Nydwei BU3yanusauuMm M ynoGCTBA BbLINONHEHUA OC-
HOBHbIX XWPYPruyeckux NpUEMOB NpU MPUMEHEHUN
3D-nanapockonuu.

Mpu aHanu3e OTAANEHHbIX Pe3ynbTaTOB YCTaHOBMEHO,
yTo yepe3 12 MmecsueB nocie ONEpaTUBHOrO NeYeHUs

Are there any advantages of 3D laparoscopic technologies
in surgery for rectocele and rectal prolapse?
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Ta6bnuua 3. CpasHumesnbHas mabauya HenocpedcmaeHHsIx pe3yabmamos sanapockonuyeckol 3D u 2D seHmpansHol pekmo-

nekcuu

Table 3. Early results of laparoscopic 3D and 2D ventral rectopexy

OcHoBHas rpynna — 3D KoHTponbHas rpynna —
nanapocKkonuyeckas 2D nanapockonuyeckas Crar.
PEKTONPOMOHTOPMONEKCUA |  PEKTONPOMOHTOPUONEKCHUA pasnunuus
(n=29) (n=32)
[OnutenbHocTb onepauuu, munyTel, Me [Q;;Q,] 70 [63;80] 80,5 [69;96] p=0,01*
Kposonoteps, ma, Me [Q,;Q,] 15 [15;30] 50 [17,5;90] p=0,001*
[nautenbHoCTb NpebbiBaHUs B cTauMoHape, gHu, Me [Q,;Q,] 4[3;6] 5 [4;6,5] p=0,35
Bonb no BALU uepes 24 yaca nocne onepaTMBHOIO e4eHus, 18 [11;31] 22,5 [8,5;37,5] p=0,03*
mm, Me [Q,;Q,]
TpaHcBaruHanbHoe Y3U, 06beM KUAKOCTHON NONOCTU 20 [14;29,3] 15,5 [8;56] p=002*
B 00/1aCTV UMNNAHTA HA 2—3 AeHb nocne onepauuu, cm®, Me
[0;;Q,]
TpaHcBaruHanbHoe Y3W, o6bem nonoctu yepes 2-3 Hefenu 6[2;8] 5,5[2,3;10,5] p=127
nocne onepauuu, cm?, Me [Q,;Q,]
OcnoxHeHus, TpebyoLne XMPYPruveckoro neyeHus - - p=1,0
06wee uncno ocnoxHeHui, aée. (%) - 1(3,1%) cnyyait rematombl p=1,0
pEeKTOBarMHanbHON Neperopopku

Bannbl no wkane POMS HenocpeacTBeHHO NOC/E BbINONHEHUS 48 [26;93] 74 [65,5;96,5] p =0,004*
onepauuu (max — 160), Me [Q,;Q,]

lMpumeyarue: *pasnuqus cmamucmuyecku 3Ha4umMsl npu p < 0,05 coenacHo kpumeputo MarHHa-Yumuu 013 He3aBUCUMBIX BbIGOPOK.

aHaTOMWUYeCKOro peuuanMBa cpeau nauueHToB obe-
ux rpynn He O6bino. Mpu n3yyeHun GyHKUMOHANb-
HbIX pe3ynbTaTOB BbIBNAEHO, YTO MO AAHHLIM OLEHKM
no wkane 3anopos Cleveland Clinic B 06eux rpynnax
OTMEYEHO 3HAYUTENbHOE YMEHblIeHWe CUMNTOMOB 00-
CTPYKTUBHOI gedekaumuun: 14,3 + 3,5 6annos fo onepa-
UMM 1 6,8 + 1,3 — B OCHOBHOW rpynne, u 13,5 + 4,2 6an-
nos npotve 7,1 + 1,8 — B KOHTponbHOM. CornacHo
KpuTepuio MaHHa-YUTHU oas 3aBUCUMBIX BbIGOPOK pas-
Anuns fo/nocne GblAM CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUUMBI B 0be-
ux rpynnax — p < 0,05 B Kaxpgom cnyyae. [auneHTKn
OTMETUAN 3HAYUTENbHOE Y/yYlleHUe KayecTBa XKU3HH,
4To OTpaxeHo B onpocHuke P-Qol: cpegHuit Gann —
5,6 + 4,1 B ocHoBHOW rpynne u 6,1 + 5,1 — B KOHTPOJb-
HOI Mmocne XMpypruyeckoro neyeHus, npotns 57,9 + 25,3
n 65,1 + 29,3 o onepaumm, COOTBETCTBEHHO (COrNACHO
KpuTepuio MaHHa-YUTHU ons 3aBUCUMBIX BbIGOPOK pas-
An4ns go/nocne GblAN CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUYNUMBI B 06enx
rpynnax, p < 0,05 — B KaX4om ciyyae).

OBbCYXOEHWE

Jlanapockonuyeckas BeHTpanbHas peKTONeKCUs ABNSA-
€TCA Ha CEerofHAWHMUIA AeHb WWPOKO PacnpoCTpaHeH-
HbIM BUJ,OM OMEPaTUBHOIO BMELLATeNbCTBA B KOPPEKLUM
nponanca 3afHero KOMNapTMeHTa, 0 YeM ONoCpeAoBaH-
HO CBMAETENbCTBYET OO0/bILIOE YNCNO UCCAE[OBaHMIA, NO-
CBAWEHHbIX 3QHEKTUBHOCTU M 6E30NacHOCTU AaHHOTO
BMeLaTeNbCTBa, @ TaKXKe COMOCTAaBAEHUIO ero pesyib-
TaToB C Apyrumu cnocobamm koppekuuun NTO [4, 8-31].
MpepnoxeHHas D'Hoore TexHuka  npegycmatpu-
BAaeT BbINOMHEHME [MCCEKLMM TKaHeir B obnactu

KOJNOMNPOKTOJIOTUS, tom 20, N2 4, 2021

pEeKTOBArMHaNbHON NeperopofKku OT camoit rny6oKoii
TOYKM NPAMOKULIEYHO-MATOYHOTO YrayOneHus BAONb
peKToBarnHanbHoM acuum Ao YpoOBHA MbILL, TA30BOr0
[Ha C nocnepyolleil YCTaHOBKOW CeTYaTOro MMNNaHTa
B (OpMe NeHTbl U PUKCcalumeil ero NPpoTMBOMOI0XHOIO
KOHUA K nepefjHei NpoAOoNbHOM CBA3KE MO3BOHOYHMKA
B 06/1aCTM MbiCa KpecTua.

BmecTe c WupokuM BHeApeHUEM pOGOTUYECKON XUPYp-
TMW B MUPOBYIO MPAKTUKY NPOW3OLWN0 OCBOEHWE METO-
OVKN BbINONHEHUA [AHHOW onepaLuu C NpUMEHeHUeM
Xupyprudeckoro po6ota. OLeHKa COOTHOWEHUS «3aTpa-
Tl — 3 HEKTUBHOCTb» He ABNANACH LIeNbl0 HacToALe-
ro UCCnepoBaHus, OAHAKO M3BECTHO, YTO BbINMOJAHEHWE
poGOTUYECKON pPEKTOMEKCUM B CpaBHEHUM C nanapo-
CKOMMYecKoW onepauueil sBnsieTcs Gonee AOPOrocTo-
ALMM 33 CYET BbICOKOW CTOMMOCTU nepeobopynoBaHUs
OMepaLyMoHHOI, a Takxe 6onee ANUTENLHOTO BPEMEHM
BMellaTeNbCTBA M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, TpyA03aTpaT BCew
onepauuoHHO 6Gpuragbl Ha OCYLLECTBNEHUE NEeYeHuUs
opHoro nauwueHTa. lpumeHenune xe 3D-nanapockonuu
NO3BO/IAET PEann30BaTh MpenMylLLecTBa pobOTUYECKO-
ro BMelaTenbCTBa, TakuMe Kak Ny4ylwas BM3yanu3auus
B aHAaTOMWYECKW Y3KUX NPOCTPaHCTBAaX Manoro Tasa,
obecneunBaiolwas 0Oonee TOUHYIO AUCCEKLMIO Hapsagy
C MEeHbLUMM PUCKOM TpPaBMbl aHaTOMUYECKUX CTPYKTYp
M MENKUX KPOBEHOCHbIX COCYAOB, 6e3 CyleCTBEHHOrO
yBeNMYeHUA IKOHOMUYECKMX 3aTpaT.

Opyrum npeumywectsom ucnonb3osaHusa 3D-nanapo-
CKOMWM, C TOYKM 3pEHUA OopraHu3auuu 3apaBooxpa-
HEHUs, sABASETCA BOMPOC obyvawleld Kpusoi Ans
xupypra. Wcnonb3oBaHune pobOT-acCUCTUPOBAHHbIX
XUPYPruyecknx CUMCTeM NoApasymeBaeT CrneuuanbHoe
o6yyeHune He TOJIbKO ONEpUpyIoLLero Bpaya, Ho U BCel
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Tabnuua 4. CpasHumensHas mabauya omoaneHHsIx pe3yabmamos aanapockonuyeckol 30 u 2D senmpansHol pekmonekcuu

(cpedHuti nepuod Habawderus 21 + 20,3 mecayes).

Table 4. Late results of laparoscopic 3D and 2D ventral mesh rectopexy (mean follow-up period 21 + 20.3 months).

OcHoBHasa rpynna — 3D KoHTponbHas rpynna — Crar.
nanapockonuyeckas 2D nanapockonuyeckas

pekTonekcua (n = 29) pektonekcua (n = 32) paznusua
Peunaus yepes 12 mecsaues no POP-Q, a6c. (%) 0 0 -
Cleveland Clinic Constipation scale score nocne onepauuu 7 [6;8] 8[7;8] p=042
(max — 30), Me [Q;;Q,]
Incontinence scale score (max — 20), Me [Q;;Q,] 01[0;1] 1[0;1] p=0,06
CrpeccoBoe Hepepxaxue mouu, % (abc.) 3,5% (1) 9,4% (3) p=0,35
P-Qol score (max — 115 ) yepe3 12 mecsues, Me [Q;;Q,] 6[1;9] 4[2;11,5] p=0,64
PGII (Patient Global Impression of Improvement), Me [Q,;Q,] 1[1;1] 1[1;2] p=04

Mpumeyanue: *pasnuyus cmamucmuyecku 3Hayumbl npu p < 0,05.

Gpuragbl. Hanpotus, npumeHeHue 3D-nanapockonuu
He TpebyeT cneuuanbHoro oOyYeHWUs ANs XUpyp-
ra, BNAAEKLWeEro HaBblKAMWU BUAEO03IHAOCKOMUYECKUX
BMELIATeNbCTB.

B noctynHoit nutepatype nccnesoBaHunin Ha TEMY BbINOJ-
HEeHWS NanapoCKOMMYeCKON BEHTPaNbHON peKToneKcuu
C ucnonb3oBaHuem 3D-060pyf0BaHNA HA MOMEHT Hanu-
CaHWUA [IaHHOI CTaTbM 0BHApyKeHO He 6bino. B HacTos-
lee MccnenoBaHue 6bi1 BKIOYEH 61 NaLWeHT C Bbipa-
JKEHHbIM peKToLene u/unu BoinageHneMm npsamoit KULWKK.
ITM NauMeHTKM COCTaBMAM OCHOBHYIO rpynny (29 nauu-
€HTOK) W KOHTponbHylo (32 nauueHTku). Cpeanuii ne-
puop HabnogeHus coctasun 21 + 20,3 mecaues. OgHUM
“3 NOKa3aHui K BbIOOPY NanapoCKONMYeckoro Metofa
KOppeKuMn pekTouene ObNO OTCYTCTBUS Y MALMEHTKM
BblpaXeHHbIX AedeKToB 3 YPOBHA (UKcaLuuuM OpraHoB
manoro Ta3a no De Lancey, To ecTb 0TCyTCTBUA U3MeHe-
HUS aHAaTOMUKM MPOMENHOCTHU, T.K. TpaHCabaoMMHanb-
Hble MEeTOAMKW He npepnonaraloT KOPpeKUuW AaHHbIX

nedekTos.
MpoBeneHHOE WCCNefoBaHWMe NOKas3ano CTaTUCTH-
YeCKW 3HauyuMMble MNPEUMYLLeCTBA  WCMOJb30BAHMUSA

3D-nanapockonun No COKPalLeHWo BPEMeHW onepa-
uuu, o6bema MHTpaonepaLMoHHO KPOBOMNOTEPH, Bbipa-
KEHHOCTM nocneonepayyuoHHoro 60seBoro CUHApOMA.
CpepHsas [NMTENbHOCTb OMEpaTWBHOTO BMeLATeNbCTBa
B OCHOBHOI rpynne coctasuna 74,1 £ 14 muHyt, Toraa
KaK B KOHTPONIbHON — 87,1 + 24,3 MuH. 06beM MHTpao-
nepauMoHHo kposonoTepu B rpynne 3D-nanapockonuu
coctasun 19,8 + 9,6 mn, B nogrpynne TpaguLMOHHON
2D-nanapockonun — 55 + 39,2 mn. 06bEMHOE U30-
OpaxxeHUe NO3BONANO XMPYPry OCYLIECTBAATb MaHUMNy-
NALMKM B YCNOBUAX Jiydlleil BU3yanusauumu u yno6erea
BbINONHEHWUSA OCHOBHbIX MPUEMOB, YTO OMOCPEAOBAHHO
0Tpa3uNocChb Ha Mpeuu3noHHOCTH YCTAHOBKM U (UKCa-
uuu cetyatoro umnnanTa. OueHKy TpaBMaTUYHOCTY one-
pauuu NpoBOAMAN ONOCPef0BAHHO MO BbIPAXEHHOCTY
6onesoro cuHapoma no BALL yepes 24 yaca nocne Bme-
watenscTea. Meguana 6onu B rpynne 3D-nanapockonuu
coctasuna 18 MM, B noarpynne TpaguLMOHHOW
2D-nanapockonun — 22,5 mm.

Ectb n1 npeumywectea 3D nanapockonmueckmux TeXHONOrmi
NPM1 XMPYPrU4ECcKOM NIeHeHMM PEKTOLLENE M BbINAAEHUS NPSMOM KMLIKME

0co6eHHO BaXHbIM aCMeKTOM NOCNeonepaLMoOHHOro Ha-
OnofeHUs NaLMEHTOB CYMTANU OLEHKY PeKTOBarnHab-
HOTO NPOCTPaHCTBA M 06M1acTU YCTaHOBKM CETYATOro
MMNAHTa NPU HAKOMIEHWUU 3KCcynaTa, hOpMUPOBaHUM
remaTom u cepom no pesynbtatam TBY3W na 2-3 cyt-
KW MOCNe BEHTPaNbHOW PEKTOMEKCUMU, CPeAHMit 06bem
KUAKOCTHO NOA0CTM B 0611aCTM CETYATOr0 MMMaHTa
B OCHOBHOI1 rpynne 6bin 21,2 + 9,7 cm3 (0T 3 go 115 cm),
a B KOHTposnbHOM — 30,7 + 25,6 cm® (0T 5 fo 120 cmd).
Mpu nosTOpHOM Y3-uccnepoBaHunM B CPOKM 2-3 He-
[enu C MOMEHTa OMepaTUBHOTO NleyeHus o6beM Mmono-
CTW yMeHbluMACs, cocTaBus 5,4 + 3,6 cM®un 6,7 + 5,3 cm®
B OCHOBHOI U KOHTPOJNbHOI Tpynnax, COOTBETCTBEHHO.
06beM XKMAKOCTHOM NONOCTM B 061ACTU CETKM KOCBEHHO
YKa3blBaeT Ha TOYHOCTb BbIMONIHEHUA LUCCEKLMM TKAHe
“ (U3MONOMMYHOCTb YCTAHOBKM CETYATOr0 MMMNAHTA
1 OTpaXkaeT pe3ynbTaT BbIMOJHEHUA CAMOr0 TEXHUYECKM
CNOXHOrO 3Tana onepauuu — pasfeNeHns peKToBaru-
HaNbHOM NeperoposKu.

IproHOMMYHOCTb paboThl Xupypra 1 Gonee aydwue yc-
NOBUA ANA BU3yann3auum oTpasnanch Takxe Ha ncuxo-
3MOLMOHaNbHOMN HANPAXEHHOCTW W YCTaNoCTH onepaTo-
pa. Cpeaxuit 6ann no wkane POMS pgns xupypra nocne
TPaAMLMOHHOII pekTonekcuu coctasun 87,3 + 30,8 Gan-
na, Torja Kak nocie npoBefeHNs onepauuu ¢ NpumeHe-
Huem 3D-060pynoBaHua cocTaBun 56,4 + 33,5.

Mpu MAEHTUYHON TEXHUKE OMEpaTUBHOIO BMeELATESb-
CTBa B OTHOWEHUN QYHKLMOHANBHLIX Pe3y/ibTaToB
ornepaLumu CyWecTBEHHbIX Pa3fiMynii He OTMEYEHO, 4TO
M 6blNO MOATBEPKAEHO B UCCNefoBaHUM. [pu KOHT-
ponbHOM ocMoTpe yepe3 12 mecAueB aHaTOMUYECKOro
peuuanBa Cpean nauueHToB obeux rpynn BbisBAEHO He
6b1n10. Mo AaHHBIM OLEHKHM no wkane 3anopos Cleveland
Clinic B obeux rpynnax HaGnOAANOCh 3HAYUTENbHOE
yMeHbLUEHUE CUMNTOMOB OOCTPYKTUBHOW Aetekaluuu:
14,3 + 3,5 6annos fo onepauun v 6,8 + 1,3 — B 0CHOB-
HOM rpynne, n 13,5 + 4,2 6annos npotus 7,1 + 1,8 —
B KOHTPONbHON. [laLuneHTbl OTMETUNW 3HAYUTENbHOE
y/yylleHne KayecTBa XXU3HW, 4TO OTPaXKeHO B ONPOCHM-
ke P-Qol: cpegHuit 6ann 5,6 + 4,1 — B OCHOBHOM rpynne
n 6,1+ 51 — B KOHTPOJILHOW NOCAe XUPYPruyeckoro

Are there any advantages of 3D laparoscopic technologies
in surgery for rectocele and rectal prolapse?
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neyexus, npotus 57,9 + 25,3 n 65,1 + 29,3 — po onepa-
uuu. MNMposefeHne KOHTPOALHOrO oCcMOTpa Yepes 1 rof
nocne onepaTMBHOroO BMeLLATeNbCTBA Mbl CYUTANN afeK-
BaTHbIM NMepMofoM HabnoaeHUs ANs [AAHHOTO CPaBHMU-
TeNbHOrO NCCNefoBaHNA.

Takum o6pasom, npuMeHeHue TeXHONOrnn
3D-nanapocKonuyecKkon Xupypruu pAenaet npouepypy
BEHTPaNbHON PEKTOMeKCUWU CeTyaTbiM WUMMIAHTOM Me-
Hee TPaBMAaTMYHOW MO CPaBHEHWIO C TPaguULMoHHON 2D
NanapocKonuei, 4To OTpaxaeTcs 0ObEMOM MHTpaone-
PaLMOHHOW KpOBONOTEPH, LANTENbHOCTbIO BMeLaTeNb-
CTBA, YMeHbLIEHMEM MOCIeonepaLoHHOro 6onesoro
cuHppoma. 3Tu haKTopbl No3BoNAlT fOOUTLCA Gonee
(hM3MONOrNYHOI YKNAAKM CETKM, O YEeM KOCBEHHO CBUfe-
TeNbCTBYET yMeHblleHe 06bemMa XKUAKOCTHOM NoaoCTy
B 00/1aCTU YCTAHOBKM CETYATOr0 MMMNAHTA.

BbIBObI

MpumeHeHnue 3D-nanapockonuu npu  BbINOJHEHNN
BEHTPA/IbHOM PEKTONEKCUM CETYAThIM WMMMNAHTOM Mna-
UMEHTAM C peKTouene W/Wau BbINAfeHUeM MpPAMOIl
KWLWKM COMOCTABUMO MO OTAANEHHbIM aHaTOMUYECKUM
N (GYHKUMOHAbHBLIM pe3ynbTataMm C TPAAULMOHHbLIMY
nanapockonuyeckumn onepauuamu. OQHAKO B OTHO-
WEHWUN TPABMATUYHOCTW BMELATENLCTBA NepBas MMe-
eT Jiydline pe3ynbTarhl, 06yC/0BaeHHblIe Goee TOYHOM
BU3yanu3auueil aHaTOMUYECKMX OPUEHTUPOB B Orpa-
HUYEHHBIX MPOCTPAHCTBAX MaNoro Tasa, NPeLn3noHHOI
OMCCEKLMEN, YTO MOATBEPXKAAETCA YMEHbLIEHNEM Bpe-
MEHU OMEepaTUBHOIO BMELATENbCTBA, CHUXEHUEM Bbi-
PAXEHHOCTM NOC/NeoNnepaLoHHOro 601eBoro CMHApPOMa
Mo BM3yabHO-aHaNOr0BOI WKA/E, CHUKEHNEM 0ObeMa
WHTpaonepauuoHHoil Kposonotepu. 06 yMeHbLEeHNN
CTENeHU TPaBMbl aHATOMUYECKMX CTPYKTYp u usno-
NIOTUYHOCTU YKNAfIKM CETKM 0NOCpeoBaHHO No3soser
CYOMUTb YMeHblIEHME TKAHEBOM peaKLum, Boipaxarollee-
cA B 06beMe 3Kccynarta B 061acTi yCTAHOBNEHHOTO UM-
nnaHta. K npeumywecrsam 3D-nanapockonuu MOXHO
TaKxe oTHecTU 6Gonbluee yA06CTBO M IPrOHOMUYHOCTb
paboThl 4NA XMPYypra, OTPaKeHHble B CHUXKEHWUW yCTa-
noctu no wkane POMS nocne BbiNnofHEHHON onepauunu,
MpyU HE3HAYMTENLHOM MOBbILEHNM IKOHOMUYECKUX 3a-
TpaT Ha yCTaHOBKY M MCMONb30BaHNe Heobxoanmoro 3D
060pynoBaHms.
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