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BBEJJEHUE: He cywecmsyem eduHo20 MHeHUs O Heo6X00UMOCMU YWUBAHUA PAHbI NPAMOLU KUWKU NOCAe MPaHC-
aHanbHol 3HOomukpoxupypeuu (TIM). Pesynsmamsl uccne0osaHuli no seqeHuto nayueHmos npu sedeHuu paH
OMKPLIMBIM U 3aKPbIMbIM CNOCO6OM npedcmassieHbl 8 0aHHOM Memaaxaause.

LEJIb UCCIIELJOBAHNA: cpasHums 2 memoda BedeHus paHsl npamoli KuLKu y nayueHmos nocie TIM.
MATEPWAJIBI M METOAbI: cucmemamuyeckuli 0630p u MemaaHanu3 8biNOJIHeH 8 COOMBeMCcMBUU C peKoMeHOayu-
amu PRISMA.

PE3YJIbTATbI: omobpa+o 6 uccnedosaruli 3a nepuod ¢ 2002 no 2021 22. B memaaHanu3z skaodeHo 808 nayueHmos:
Y 383 (47%) nayueHmos paHa npamoli KUWKU Besack OmMKpbImsiM cnocobom, y 425 (53%) nayueHmos — ywusa-
nack. Yacmoma nocneonepayuoHHsIx kposomeyeHuii cocmasuna 6% (23/383) 8 epynne ¢ omkpsimsimM 8e0eHuem
paxsl npomus 3,3% (14/425) (Ol 0,47; 95% [N 0,18-1,26). Yacmoma uH@peKyuoHHbIX 0CNOXHeHuUli cocmasuaa
3,3% (14/425) 8 epynne c ywusaHuem npomus 1,8% (7/383) 8 epynne c omkpsimsim gedeHuem parsi (0Ll 1,66;
95% [N 0,69-4,00). CpedHAs npooo/mKuUmMensHOCMb 0nepayuu 8 2pynne ¢ ywusaHuem paHsl npamoll KUWKU Bblwe
Ha 7-8 muHym; 95% [N -2,21-17,6. CpedHss npodo/mxumensHoCms npebbiBaHUS 8 CMAYUOHAPe NayueHmos
B8 2pynne ¢ ywusaHuem paHbl npAMOU KUWKU yBeauyusanacs Ha 12 4acos.

3AKJIIOYEHUE: ywusarue paxsl nocie TEM cyuwjecmseHHo He ysenudusaem npooosKumensHOCMs onepayuu, He
npugodum K cmamucmuyecku O00CMOBEPHOMY CHUXEHUIO KAK 4acmomsl KposomeyeHudl, NnocneonepayuoHHbIX
U UHPeKYUOHHBIX OC/I0KHeHUU NO CPABHEHUIO C OMKPbIMbIM BedeHUeM PaHbl NPAMOU KULIKU.

KJHOYEBBIE C/I0OBA: paHa npamoll KUWKU, MPpAHCAHANbHAA 3HOOMUKpoxupypeus, TIM, omkpsimoe sedeHue paHbl NPAMol KUWKU, YWUBAHUE
PaHbl NpAMOL KUWKU

KOH®JINKT MHTEPECOB: Asmops! 3a58/1510m 06 omcymcmsuu KOHIUKma uHmepecos

NCTOYHUKN ®UHAHCUPOBAHUA OTCYTCTBYIOT

ANA UUTUPOBAHUA: CurunubiH P.K., Anekcees M.B., YepHbiwos C.B., Pribakos E.l'. BesonacHo nu octaBnaTb paHy NpsaMoil KUWKK nocne
TpaHcaHanbHON 3HAOMUKPOXMPYPrUM OTKPLITOI? (cuCTeMaTuyeckuil 063op u metaaHanus). Kononpokmonoaus. 2024; 1. 23, N2 1, c. 181-187.
https://doi.org/10.33878/2073-7556-2024-23-1-181-187

Is it safe to leave rectal wound opened after transanal
microsurgery? A systematic review and meta-analysis.
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INTRODUCTION: there is no consensus on the need for closure of rectal wounds after transanal endomicrosurgery
(TEM). The results of studies on the treatment of patients using open and closed wound management are presented
in this meta-analysis.

AIM: to compare 2 methods of rectal wound management in patients after TEM.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: a systematic review and meta-analysis was performed in accordance with PRISMA guide-
lines.

RESULTS: six studies were selected for the period from 2002 to 2021. The meta-analysis included 808 patients: in
383 (47%) patients the rectal wound was managed openly, in 425 (53%) patients it was sutured. The incidence

BesonacHo nu ocTaensTe paHy NPSMOM KMLWIKM NOCAE TPAHCAHANbHOM Is it safe to leave rectal wound opened after transanal
SHAOMMKPOXMPYPrUM OTKpBITON? (cUcTeMaTHyeckuit 0630p M MeTaaHanus) microsurgery? A systematic review and meta-analysis.
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of postoperative bleeding was 6% (23/383) in the open wound management group vs. 3.3% (14/425) (OR 0.47;
95%(I 0.18-1.26). The infection rate was 3.3% (14/425) in the suturing group vs. 1.8% (7/383) in the open
wound management group (OR 1.66; 95%(I 0.69 — 4.00). Mean operating time in the group with suturing of the
rectal wound is 7-8 minutes longer; 95%(I -2.21-17.6. Mean postoperative hospital stay for patients in the rectal
wound suturing group was increased by 12 hours.

CONCLUSION: wound suturing after TEM does not lead to significant reduction of postoperative bleeding and infec-
tion.

KEYWORDS: rectal wound, transanal microsurgery, TEM, openly management rectal wound, suture rectal wound
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BBEOEHWE

PaspabotaHHas B 1984 r. Buess G. meToauKka TpaHc-
aHanbHon aHpomukpoxupypruu (T3M) nossonuna Bbl-
NOMHATb MPELU3MOHHOe YAaneHue HOBOOOPA30BaHMIA
BO BCEX 0Thesax NpsaMon Kuwku [1,2].

Mo paHHLIM NUTepaTypbl, METOANKA NONHOCTEHHOTO yAa-
JIeHWst HOBOOGPA30BaHMI NPAMOIA KULKYU HUXE NepUTOo-
HeanbHoil cknagkn — 6e30MacHoe XMpypruyeckoe Bme-
WaTeNbCTBO, CBA3aHHOE C HU3KUM YPOBHEM OC0XHEHUN
[20]. Tak, no paHHbIM YepHbiwosa C.B. [19], cymmupyto-
Lwero onbIT BbiNoAHeHUA 600 TpaHcaHanbHbIX IHLOCKO-
MUYeCcKMX onepauui ¢ ywmnsaHuem nocneonepaLmoHHom
paHbl, 4acToTa KIIMHUYECKN 3HAUYMMBIX OCNOXHEHWUIA MO-
cne TIM coctaenset 3,6%. N3 Hux Haubonee 4acTbiM
Obl710 KpoBoTeueHne — 1,2%, a 4acToTa UHGEKLMOHHbIX
0CnoXHeHu coctasuna 1%.

HecmoTps Ha HM3KYK 4acToTy OC/NOXKHeHuit npu TIM,
OCTaeTCA OTKPbITEIM BOMPOC BHEAPEHUA B LINPOKYIO
NPaKTUKY HaHHOW meTopuku [18]. He B nocnepHiwot
ovyepefb 3TO CBA3aHO C POPMUPOBAHMEM IHAOCKONMUYe-
CKOrO LBA B OFPpaHMYeHHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE, YTO ABNAET-
CA TeXHUYECKM CNOXHOW MaHunynsumeir. B 1o xe spems,
€[MHOTO MHeHUs O HeOoOXOAMMOCTM YLWMBAHWUA mocne-
onepauyMoHHoi paHbl nocne TIM Het. OgHum U3 npe-
MMYLLECTB BELEHWSA PaHbl OTKPbITbIM CNOCOOOM ABNAETCS
COKpalleHue BpemeHu onepauuu [5]. C Apyroit cTOpoHbI,
CYMTaEeTCs, YTo ylWKBaHMe AedeKTa NpsAMOii KULWKKM 06e-
cneynBaeT 6onee HafEXKHbIN remocTas W 3axuBieHue
NEPBMYHBIM HaTAXKEHMEM, @ TaKXKe CHUKAeT PUCK pas-
BUTMSA CTEHO3a NPAMOIA KMWKK [6].

[laHHbIA cucTemaTuyecknii 0630p NUTEpaTypbl NOCBS-
leH CpPaBHEHUIO pe3ynbTaToB JleYeHUs NaluMeHTOB no-
CNe TpaHCcaHanbHOW 3HAOMUKPOXMPYPrUN C YILIMBAHNEM

KOJIOMNPOKTOJIOTUS, Tom 23, N2 1, 2024

locne dopabomku — 22.12.2023
Revised — 22.12.2023

lpuHamo k nybaukayuu — 12.02.2024
Accepted for publication — 12.02.2024

HOCHGOHepaLlMOHHOVI PaHbI I'IpﬂMOVI KUWKW U BefeHun-
€M e€ OTKPbITbIM cnoco6om.

MATEPUATTBI 1 METObI

CuctemaTnyecknit 0630p BLINOJAHEH B COOTBETCTBUM
c pekomeHpaumamn Preferred Reporting Items for
Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA)
npu nomowm nouckosbix cuctem Elibrary, Cochrane,
PUBMED B 3nekTpoHHoi 6a3e Medline 6e3 orpaHuye-
HUA AaTbl ny6nukauuu. Mouck u otbop crateit NpoBo-
auncs Ha ocHose PICO-mogenu (Tabn. 1) no KtoyYeBbiM
cnoBaMm: «transanal endoscopic microsurgery», « TEMSy,
«TAMISy, «rectal defect (sutured or open)». B uccnepo-
BaHWe BOLIM NMOJIHOTEKCTOBbIE CTaTbM. bbinu ucknioye-
Hbl U3 NOMUCKA cnepayolue nybénanKaummu: abeTpakTbl, 06-
30pbl IUTEpaTypbl, ONEpaLMn Ha KUBOTHBIX, MUOTHbIE
uccnenoBaHus 6e3 rpynn cpaBHEHUs, ONUCAHNUE KINUHM-
YeCcKMX Cry4aes.

Mocne npoBefeHus noucka 6610 06HapyxkeHo 134 ny-
onukauumn. lMpu NepBUYHOM aHanM3e ObIIM yAaneHsl
33 cTaTbu U fgybnukatel. Mocne otbopa U ynaneHus ay-
61MKaTOB 0blyee KONMYECTBO CTaTeil COOTBETCTBOBANO
101. lanee npoBefieH NOAPOOHEIN aHaNM3, NpU KOTOPOM
6b110 yaaneHo 95 uccnefoBaHuit, He COOTBETCTBYIOLLUX
Lenn metaaHanusa. Takum obpa3om, Ans [JaHHOTO MeTa-
aHanu3a 6bi10 0TOO6paHO 6 CpaBHUTENbHBIX UCCef0Ba-
HWIA — 3 peTpoCneKTUBHbIX [6,7,16], 04HO NPOCNEKTUB-
Hoe [8] 1 fBa paHAOMU3NPOBAHHbIX UCCNeA0BaHMSA [5,9]
(Puc. 1).

Bce aBTOpbl B MCCNEAOBAHUAX, BKIIOYEHHbIX B MeTa-
aHanu3, UCMoNb30BaNM CTAaHAAPTHYIO METOAMKY Bbl-
NONHEHUS TPaHCaHaNbHOW 3HAOMUKPOXUPYPTUYECKO

KOLOPROKTOLOGIA, vol. 23, N2 1, 2024
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Ta6nuua 1. PICO-moden ombopa cmameli Ha aHaAU3
Table 1. PICO model for selecting articles for analysis

BoiGopka (Population)

MaymeHTbl, KOTOPLIM BbINONHEHA TPAHCAHANbHAA IHAOCKONMYECKAA MUKPOXUPYPrus

Bmewatenbcteo (Intervention)

YwwuBaHue paHsl

CpasHeHue (Comparison)

BegeHue paHbl OTKPbITbIM CNOCOGOM

Nexoppl (Outcomes)

YacTtoTa nocneonepaunoHHbIX 0CNOXHEHN (KpOBOTEYEHUE, TPUCOEAUHEHNE NHDEKLUY),
ANUTENBHOCTb ONepaLui U NocNeonepaLoHHOro KOKo-AHA

Tabnuua 2. XapakmepucmuKa BK/IIOYEHHbIX 8 MEMAAaHAU3 Uccne0o8aHull
Table 2. Characteristics of the studies included in the meta-analysis

N uHdpek- .
N KkpoBoTe- CpeaHsas npo- CpeaHwuit nocne-
N ywu- . LMOHHbIX .
. ueHun (ywu- . | momkuTenbHocTb onepauuoHHbIi
[lusaiti uc- | Pasmep paHbl (ywuBa- | BaHue/ 0CNOXHEHUI .
AgTop Top Tas paHa/ onepauuu (MMH) | KoiiKo-aeHb (ywu-
CnepoBaHuA | HWe/OTKpbITas paHa) | OTKpbI- (ywuras
OTKpbITasA (vwwuras paHa/ | Tas paHa/ OTKpbITas
TaA paka aHa) pana/ oTkpe- OTKpbITasA paHa) paHa)
P Tan paHa)
Ramirez 2002 [5] 2002 KM 4,0 (3-6) M/ 4,3 (25— | 21/19 1/1 0/0 93,8 (40-180)/ | 3,8 (2-6)/3,9 (2-7)
10) cMmp=H/p 77,8 (20-180)
Hahnloser 2009- 2015 PKIN* Mnowanb paHsl 40/35 1/4 1/0 90 (+51)/ 34 (£1,9)/
2012 [8] 1218 + 914 mm?/ 62 (+ 16) 34 (£35)
1404 + 1078 MM2p = 0,4
Noura 2004-2015 | 2016 | Petpocnek- | 2,2+0,8(1,0-3,0)cm/ | 21/22 5/0 4/2 72,5 (+51,9)/ 12,6 (+11,5)/
[6] THBHOE 2,6+1,2 (1,5-3,0) cm 72,6 (+ 34,0) 9,9 (+4,9)
p=0.37
Lee 1997-2016 [16] | 2018 | Pertpocnek- 3,4 (1,6) cm/ 2,8 (2,0) | 215/215 3/10 5/3 88 (+50)/ 14 (+1,9)/2 (+3,15)
TUBHOE cm p = 0,04 87 (+46)
Brown 2012-2013 | 2019 PRI 39+0,78cm/33+056 | 28/22 2/5 1/0 54 (+11)/ 0,39 (+0,21)/
[9] cmp=0,19 49 (+12) 0,32 (0,24)
Altaf 2012-2019 [7] | 2021 | Petpocnek- | 3,5(1-10) cm/ 3,0 (2- | 100/70 2/3 3/2 Het paHHbIx 3 (x HA)/4 (+ HO)
TUBHOE 6,5) cm p > 0,05

Mpumeyarue: PKN — pandomu3uposaHHoe KiuHuyeckoe uccnedosarue

onepaumu Ha NPAMOIl KULWKe, 3aKN0YAI0LLYIOCA B NOHO-
CTEHHOW pe3eKUMM CTEHKM MPAMON KUWKW B npepenax

Hafizeno 134 craresn,
COOTRETCTEVIOmME
MONCEOBOMY 34mpOCY

Tepemameri amamns - 134

Vaanemne
cTaredt
 JyOnmxaTos - 33

101 crarsx nogsepraacs
noapofosy amaTHsy

95 crarefi BeETIONEHE
{BecooTEeTCTENE Hean
MEeTA-2MATHIA)

6 crareff BEMIOUSHH B
MET2-aHATHE

PucyHok 1. bok-cxema npoyecca ombopa uccnedosaHuti 0ns
memaaxanusa

Figure 1. Flowchart of the research selection process for meta-
analysis

BesonacHo nu ocraenats pany I'IpﬂMOlji KULLKK nocne TpGHCGHGHbHOﬂ
3HAOMMKPOXMPYPTHMM OTKPLITON? (cUcTeMaTHueckmit 0630p M MeTaaHanM3)

3[,0pOBbIX TKaHeW. B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT CHOPMUPOBAHHbIX
rpynn paHa NpAMON KULKK YIWMBANach MAKM OCTaBanach
OTKpbITOMN.

CTATUCTUKA

MpoBeaeHMe MeTaaHanM3a OCyLWECTBAANOCH C MOMOLLbIO
nporpammbl The Review Manager Software (RevMan,
version 5.4, Cochrane Collaboration). CymmapHoe
3HaYeHMe [MXOTOMUYECKUX [JaHHbIX NpefcTaBieHO
B BuAe oTHoweHus waHcoB (OW) ¢ 95% poseputens-
HbIM uHTepBanom (W) u ctaHpapTu3auunein cpepfHuX.
CraTucTuyeckylo reTeporeHHOCTb Cpefyu UCCNefoBaHuii
OoLeHMBanu ¢ nomolblo x? Tecta. CtaTcTMYeCKU 3HaYm-
MO reTeporeHHocTblo cunTanu 12 >50% u p < 0,05.

PE3YJIbTATHI

XapakTepucTuka oToOpaHHbIX UCCNeA0BaHUI NpuBese-
Ha B Tabnuue 2. Bcero B cuctematuyeckuii 063op nu-
TepaTtypsbl 66110 BKAtoYeHO 808 nayueHToB, y 383 (47%)
paHa npAMOM KWWKW Benacb OTKPbITbIM CMOCOOOM.
B pamkax aHanu3a Benacb oueHKa nepBUYHBIX AAHHbIX
cpefHero pa3mepa fedekta M nocneonepaynoHHbIX
OCNOXHEeHMWIA: 4acToTa KPOBOTEYEHUN, UH(DEKLMOHHbIX
OCNOXHEHMWIA, CPeAHAA NPOLOIKMUTENbHOCT ONnepaLuu
W cpefiHee BpeMms npebblBaHWA B CTaLMoHape nocse one-
pauum (Tabn. 2).

Is it safe to leave rectal wound opened after transanal
microsurgery? A systematic review and meta-analysis.
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Opened Sutured Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Altaf 2021 3 1] 7o 35 o 100 Mot estimable
Brown 2019 3.3 0456 22 39 078 28 20.9% -0.85[1.44,-0.27] —
Hahnloger 2014 374 3328 35 35 Im 40 251% 0.08 [0.38,0.583] ——
Lee 2018 28 i Hs 34 1B 218 3TN -0.33F0.52,-0.14] =
Moura 2016 6 1.2 22 22 08 21 20.3% 038 [0.22, 098] g —
Ramirez 2002 43 ] 18 4 0 21 Mot estimable
Total (95% CI) 383 425 100.0% 4019 [-0.60, 0.22]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=012; Chi*=1083, di=3 (P=001); F=73%
Test for averall effect Z=092 (P = 0.36)

-2

+—

Opened Suture

Pa=

}
1
d

PucyHok 2. Forest plot, demoHcmpupytowuli cpedHuli pasmep Oeghekma 8 epynne ¢ yWuUsaHuem paHsl U sedeHuem paHsl OMKpbI-

mbimM cnocobom

Figure 2. Forest plot showing the mean lesion size in the group with wound suturing and open wound management

Sutured Opened Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  BEvenis Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Altaf 2021 2 100 3 0 19.1% 0.46 [0.07, 2.80] — "
Erown 2019 2 28 5 22 20.0% 0.26 [0.05, 1.51] - 1
Hahnloser 2015 1 40 4 35 14.3% 0.20[0.02, 1.87]
Lee 2018 3 215 10 215 27.8% 0.29[0.08, 1.07] — &
Moura 2016 5 i 0 22 92% 15.00[0.7F7, 290.61] *
Ramirez 2002 1 il 1 19 9.8% 0.90[0.05,15.47]
Total (95% CI) 425 383 100.0% 0.47 [0.18, 1.26] e
Total ewents 14 23
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.47; Chi*= 7.29, df= 5 (F = 0.20); F= 31% =E| 1 D=1 110 1EID=

Testfor overall effect Z=1.80(F=0.13)

Sutured Opened

PucyHok 3. Forest plot, demoHcmpupytowuli yacmomy pasgumus KpogomeyeHul 8 2pynne ¢ yuwugaHuem paHbl U se0eHuem paHsl

OMKPbIMbIM cnocobom

Figure 3. Forest plot showing the rate of bleeding in the group with wound suturing and open wound management

Sutured Opened Odids Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Evenis Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Altaf 2021 3100 2 O 234% 1.05[017, B.46] ——
Erown 2013 1 28 ] 22 Rk 2450010, 63.22]
Hahnloser 2015 4 40 2 35 24.9% 1.83[0.31,10.68] e L —
Lee 2018 5 215 3 M5 ITI% 1.68[0.40,7.13] —
Moura 2016 1 21 ] 22 Rk 328013, 85.44]
Ramirez 2002 I} al a 15 Mot estimable
Total (95% CI) 425 383 100.0% 1.66 [0.69, 4.00] =
Total ewents 14 7
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.48, df= 4 (P = 0.98); F= 0% ID o DI1 1ID 1DDI

Testfor overall effect: £=1.13 (F = 0.26)

Sutured COpened

PUCYHOK 4. Forest plot, demoHcmpupylowul yacmomy pazsumus UHPeKYUOHHbIX OCIOKHeHUL 8 2pynne C ywusaHuem paHsl U se-

deHuem paHbl OMKPbIMbIM CNOCOGOM

Figure 4. Forest plot showing the rate of infectious complications in the group with wound suturing and open wound management

Opened Sutured Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight I/, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Brown 2019 49 132 22 a4 11 28 3ra% -A.00 [-11.46, 1.46] —
Hahnlaser 20145 62 16 34 90 91 40 19.7% -28.00 [-44.67,-11.33] e
Lee 2018 a7 46 215 88 &80 215 323% -1.00 [-10.0&, 8.08] —
Maura 2016 7334 2 73 a2 M107% 0.00[-26.39, 26.38]
Total (95% CI) 294 304 100.0% -7.69 [-17.60, 2.21] =
Heterageneity: Tau®= 47 49 Chi*= 813, df= 2(P=0.04); F=63%

Testfor overall effect 2=1.582 (P=013)

1 1 1 1
20 10 0 10 20
Cpened Sutured

PucyHok 5. Forest plot u funnel plot, demoHcmpupyrowue cpedHio npodoxumensHOCMs onepayuu (MUH) 8 epynne ¢ ywusaHu-

eM paHsl u BedeHuem PAaHbl OMKPbIMbIM cnocobom

Figure 5. Forest plot and funnel plot showing the mean duration of surgery (min) in a group with wound suturing and open wound

management
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Ha nepsom 3Tane Obln1 NpoBeAeH aHanu3 pasanuymii
cpepHero pasmepa Aedekra B rpynnax oTKpbITOro 1 3a-
KpbITOrO BeeHUs paHbl NpAMON Kuwku. He 6bino Bbi-
ABNEHO CTAaTUCTMYECKW 3HAYMMON pasHuubl; 95% [U
-0,60-0,22; (p =0,36) npu 12 =73% (Puc. 2).

YacToTa nocneonepauMoHHbIX KPOBOTEYEHUA B rpyn-
ne, rhe paHa Benacb OTKPbLITbIM CMOCOBOM, cocTaBuna
6% (23/383) npotus 3,3% (14/425) B rpynne c ywu-
BaHuem paHbl (OLL 0,47; 95% AW 0,18-1,26) (Puc. 3).
Mpu 3TOM noayyeHa HWU3KaA reTeporeHHOCTb UCCNefo-
BaHuit (I* = 31%), 4TO yKa3blBaeT Ha UX OAHOPOJHOCTb.
Takum 06pa3om, MeTaaHann3 AaHHbIX NOKa3as, YTo yLiu-
BaHWe paHbl nocne TIM npuBOLMT K CHUMKEHMIO YACTOTHI
nocneonepayMoHHbIX KpOBOTEYEHUI B ABa pa3a, OfHa-
KO, AaHHble pasnnyus CTaTUCTUYECKM He AOCTOBEPHbI
(p=0,13).

06was yvactota MHGMEKLMOHHBIX OCIOXHEHUA no-
Cfle TpaHCaHaibHOW 3HAOMUKPOXMPYPruM cocTaBuaa
3,3% (14/425) B rpynne c ywuToi paHoit npotus 1,8%
(7/383) c oTkpbIThiM BegeHnem paHbl (O 1,66; 95% [N
0,69-4,00 (Puc. 4). CobpaHHble faHHble Takxe UMenu
HU3Kyto reTeporeHHocTb (I? = 0). YwusaHue nocneone-
PaLMOHHOI paHbl He MPUBENO K CTaTUCTUYECKU [OCTO-
BEPHOMY CHUXEHWIO YaCTOTbl MH(EKLMUOHHBIX OCNOXHE-
Huit (p = 0,26).

AHanu3  cpefHeldl  MpPOAOMKUTENbHOCTM  Onepauum
B 2 rpynnax nokasas, 4To Npu yWw1BaHWM nocieonepauu-
OHHOI paHbl BpeMsA onepaLuu yBenu4YnBaeTcs, B Cpef-
Hem, Ha 7-8 muHyT; 95% W -2,21-17,6; (p = 0,13)
npu I2 = 63% (Puc. 5).

Mpu oueHKe cpefHeil NPOJOMKUTENBHOCTH OCNEONepa-
LMOHHOrO NpebbiBaHUs B CTALMOHAPE NALMEHTbI B rpyn-
ne yWWBaHWA paHbl, B CPeAHEM, HaxOAWINUCH AOJblue
Ha 12 yacos, OfHAaKO MOJyYeHHble Pa3IMynA cTaTuc-
TUYecku He poctoBepHbl (-0,47; 95% [N -1,01-0,06;
p =0,08) npu I?=5% (Puc. 6).

OBCYXAOEHUE

TpaHcaHanbHas 3HAOMUKPOXUPYPruA ABNAETCA MUHU-
ManbHO MHBA3MBHbLIM U 6e30MNaCHbIM METOLOM fleYeH!s
C neTanbHOCTbio, cTpemsleiica k 0 [13]. Hactoswmii
MeTaaHanu3 o0beauHseT pesynbTaThl CPaBHUTENbHBIX
“ccnefoBaHWi NaLMeHTOB, MepPeHeCWUX NONHOCTEHHOE
yoaneHue HoBoobGpPa3OBaHUI MPAMON KULWKKM MpU MNo-
MOLLY TPAHCAHANbHOW 3HAOMUKPOXUPYPriK, KOTAa paHa
NpsMoOi KUWKK Obina NGO ywuTa, NMOO OCTaBNEHA OT-
KpbiTOW. Bonpoc 0 HeOOGXOAMMOCTM ylWMBAHWUA noCie-
onepauMoHHO PaHbl NPAMON KUILKW B HACTOALLEE BpEMS
0CTaeTCcA OTKPLITbIM W, 3a4acTyt, 3aBUCUT OT NpeAnoy-
TeHW xupypra. PeweHune B Noab3y 3aKPbITOro BeAeHMUA
paHbl TpebyeT HaMynA y XMpypra HaBblka HaNOXeHUs
3HAO0CKOMMYECKOrO LIBA B OrPaHNYEHHOM NPOCTPaHCTBE
BHYTPU NMPOCBETA NPAMOWA KULLKK, YTO MPUBOAUT K yBe-
JINYEHUIO AAUTEeNbHOCTW onepauuun. Tak, No [aHHbIM
NPOCNEeKTUBHOIO PaHAOMU3NPOBAHHOIO WMCCNEeA0BaHMUA
Hahnloser [8], ywwnBaHue nocneonepauMoHHON paHbl
nocne TpaHCaHanbHOW 3HAOMUKPOXWUPYPTUN YBENUYU-
BaeT JAUTENbHOCTb onepaumn Ha 30 MUH. (62 + 16 vs.
90 + 51 MuH.). B gpyrux nccnepoBaHusx cpefHee Bpems
onepauun B 06enx rpynnax CylWecTBEHHO He pasnuya-
nocb. MonyyeHHas pasHuULA MOXKET ObITb 0OBbACHEHA TEM,
4To faHHble Hahnloser noayyeHbl U3 Tpex LEHTPOB, rae
OTCYTCTBOBaNa efMHas MeTOAMKA MOArOTOBKM KULIKK
K onepauuu, MCMONb30BaNNCh pasHble YCTPONCTBA AN
pesekumMn KWWKK, a CpefHWI pasmep nocheonepauu-
OHHOM paHbl cocTasnsan 3,6 cm B gnametpe. A npu aHa-
Nn3e NPOAOMKUTENBHOCTU MOJYYeH BbICOKWIA YPOBEHb
reteporeHHocTu (I? = 63%). B uenom, k pesynbtatam
MeTaaHanusa cnegyer OTHOCWUTBCA C OCTOPOXHOCTbIO,
NOCKONbKY pa3mepbl chOPMUPOBAHHbIX AeeKTOB B UC-
CNefoBaHUAX OblIM OTHOCUTENbHO HeGoNbWUMU —
B cpefiHeM, 3,0-4,0 cM, YTO MOXKeT ObITb 0OBbACHEHNEM
OTCYTCTBMA CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMBIX Pa3nnNymii.

Cuutaetcs, yTO 3aKpeiTue fedeKkTa KUIWEYHON CTEHKU
CHUXaeT PUCKM MOCNeonepaLyoHHOr0 KpPOBOTEYEHWUS.
B paHee ony6iMKOBaHHOM cucCTeMaTMyeckom o63ope
Khan et al. [11] 4acToTa KpoBOTeYeHWs COCTaBAseT

Sutured Opened Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight I, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Hahnloser 2014 34 18 40 34 34 3m 159% 0.00[-1.30,1.300 I
Lee 2018 14 18 M35 2 315 25 831%  -060[-1.09,-0.11] _._
Maoura 2016 126 1145 1 58 44 22 1.0% 270263, 8.03] *
Total (95% CI) 276 272 100.0%  -0.47[-1.01, 0.06] £ 2
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.03; ChiF= 2.1, df= 2 (P = 0.35) F= 5% 54 52 B é ji

Testfor overall effect Z=1.73 (P =0.08)

Sutured Opened

PucyHok 6. Forest plot, demoHcmpupylowuli cpedHee Konudecmso OHell NOCIEONEPAUUOHHO20 NpebbiBaHUS 8 CMAUUOHaApe
8 2pynne C ywusaHueMm parbl U 8edeHUeM paHsl OMKPLIMbIM cNoco6om
Figure 6. Forest plot showing the mean number of days of postoperative hospital stay in the groups with wound suturing and open

wound management
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2,12% B rpynne € yW1TOM paHoM KULWKK NPOTUB 6,99% —
B rpynne c oTkpbiToit paHoit (OLL 0,26; 95% [ 0,10-
0,68; p = 0,006). B cuctematnyeckom o63ope Menahem
et al. [12] ywuBaHWe paHbl HE CHUXAET YacToTy Kpo-
BoTeyeHns — 5,6% npotus 7,7% (OW 0,83; 95% [N
0,29-1,77; p = 0,63). B HaweMm MeTaaHanu3e Takxe He
OTMEYEHO [OCTOBEPHbIX pa3nnyuii B 4acToTe noche-
OnepawLMoHHbIX KPOBOTEYEHWUI B Fpynnax C yWUBAHUEM
paHbl 1 6e3 Hero — 3,3% npotus 6,0% (O 0,47; 95%
[N 0,18-1,26; p = 0,13), ofHAKO, HYXXHO OTMETUTb, 4TO
yacToTa MocneonepaLUoOHHbIX KPOBOTEYEHUI B OTKPbI-
TOVA rpynne BCe e NoYTu B 2 pa3a Bhllle.

C mpyrot CTOpOHbI, yWMUBAHWE PaHbl MOXET NpUBECTU
K MeHblleid 4acToTe BO3HUKHOBEHUA MECTHbIX MH(eK-
LIMOHHBIX OCNOXHeHMit. 0gHako, no gaHHbeiM Khan et al.
[11], vacToTa MHGEKLMOHHBIX OCNOXHEHUI cOCTaBnseT
3,53% npu ywnBaHum paHsl u 1,84%, ecnn paHy He ywu-
Batb (OLL 1,81; 95% [IN 0,63-5,20; p =0,27). HanpoTus,
B MeTaaHanu3e Menahem et al. [12] yacTota MHbeKUU-
OHHBbIX OCNIOXHEHUI MpPU VIWMBAHUW paHbl 6bina 3,1%,
Npu BeeHUN paHbl NPAMOI KMLWKKM OTKPLITBIM CNOCOHOM
-4,9% (OW 0,62; 95% AW 0,23-1,62; p = 0,33). B Ha-
leM MeTaaHanM3e 4acToTa BO3HUKHOBEHUA NH(EKLMOH-
HbIX OCNOXHeHUN cocTtaBuna 3,29% B rpynne C ywuToin
paHoi npoTtus 1,8% B rpynne C OTKPbITbIM BeAeHUEM
paHbl (OW 1,66; 95% AW 0,69-4,00; p = 0,26). Takum
06pa3om, ylWwmrBaHue NocneonepaLnoHHo paHbl He npu-
BOAWT K 3HAYMMOMY YMEHbLIEHWNIO YACTOTbl MH(EKLNOH-
HbIX OCNOXHeHWN. B page uccnepoBaHuii oTmevaeTcs
6o/ee BbICOKas 4acToTa MH(EKLUM B paHe npu ywnBa-
HUW. [laHHbIA acnekT MOXeT CBUAETeNbCTBOBATb O TOM,
4TO0 OpPMUPOBAHME BHYTPUNPOCBETHOIO WBA NPUBOAUT
K NN0OXOMY LpeHUPOBaHWIO NOCNeoNnepaLMoHHO paHbl,
4yto cnocobcTByeT (HOPMUPOBAHUIO JIOKANBHOFO WH-
(heKLMOHHOro npouecca. Takxe cnegyer OTMETUTb, 4TO
B NMPUBEAEHHbIX UCCNE[OBAHMAX He W3y4ancs BOMPOC
COCTOATENbHOCTW BHYTPUNPOCBETHOIO LWBA, BO3MOXHO,
OTCYTCTBME PA3NUYMUI MEXAY rpynnamu MoxeT ObiTb
CBA3aHO C HECOCTOATENbHOCTbIO WWBA, YTO MPUBOAMNO
K AMacTasy KpaeB paHbl M CXOXWM HENOCPeLCTBEHHbIM
pe3ynbTaTaM NeyeHuns naumeHTos.

CpaBHeHMe cpefHero nocneonepaLmoHHOro KOMKO-HA
TaKXe He BbISBMO Pa3NuUyumnii MeXay rpynnamu: pasHuua
cocTaBuia Bcero nwb 12 yacos. OCOGHAKOM CTOMUT UC-
cnepoBaHue Noura [6], B KOTOPOM MaLUEHTbl OTKPBITO
rpynMbl HAXOAUNUCh, B CPEAHEM, B CTaLMOHape MeHblue
Ha 2,5 [HA, 0fHAKO, cnepyeT OTMETUTb, YTO ANUTENb-
HOCTb rocnuTanu3aLnm nocne MUHUUHBA3UBHON onepa-
LM B JAHHOM UCCNefoBaHUmM cocTaBuna 6onee 10 gHeit,
4TO, BUAMMO, 0OYCNOBNEHO NOAUTUKON KIMHUKK. B aBYX
APYruX WCCNeAoBaHWAX CPEAHAA MPOAOIKUTENbHOCTb
HaXoX[JeHna B CTaluoHape coctaBuna 2-3 OHA U [o-
CTOBEpHbIE Pa3nNyma MeXAyY rpynnamuy oTMeYeHsl Nnllb
B uccnepnoBaHuu Lee [16], rae nauneHTsl Npu oTKase ot

KOJIOMNPOKTOJIOTUS, Tom 23, N2 1, 2024

YWMBAHWUA PaHbl HAXOAUIUCH B CTALMOHAPE HA MONAHSA
MeHblLue.

Cuctematnyecknit 0630p B PYCCKOA3bIYHOW nuUTepa-
Type — CpaBHeHMe pe3y/ibTaToB BEAEHWUA paH nps-
MO/ KMWKKM OTKPLITBIM UM 3aKpbITHIM CNOCO60OM nocie
TpaHCaHanbHOM 3HAOMUKPOXUPYPrUM — NepBblil B CBO-
em pofie. LoCTOMHCTBOM 3TOit paGoThl ABAAETCA TO, YTO
OHa ABNAETCA TPETbUM METaaHann3oM B MUpE MO AaH-
HOW TeMe C HauboNbWWUM KONWUYECTBOM BKIOYEHHbBIX
nayueHTos.

K orpaHuyeHusMm MeTaaHanu3a MOXHO OTHeCTU pe-
TPOCMEKTUBHbIA XapaKTep GOMbWMUHCTBA BKIIOYEHHbIX
MCCNeA0BaHMIA, reTepOreHHOCTb UCCNeA0BaHUIt No He-
KoTopbiM napameTpam. Takum o6pa3om, nposeaeHue
HOBbIX PaHAOMU3UPOBAHHbBIX UCCIEA0BAHUI NO3BOANNO
Obl OLEHWTb NPeUMyLIECTBA U HEAOCTAaTKU BEAEHUS paH
NPAMOI KUWKM OTKPLITHIM UM 3aKPbLITHIM CIOCOBOM MO-
C/1e TPaHCaHanbHOM XMpypruu.

SAKITIOYEHUE

YwusaHue paHbl nocne TEM yBenuyuBaetr npopon-
XWUTENbHOCTb OnmepauuM W He MPUBOAMUT K CTAaTUCTU-
YeCKM [OCTOBEPHOMY CHUXEHMWI0 KaK 4acToTbl mocne-
OnepaLMoHHbIX KPOBOTEYEHUN, TaK U UHGDEKLMOHHbIX
OCNOXHEHUN.
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