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IlepesioMH IMIaTO BEJIUKOIOMiJIKOBOl KiCTKH:
PEeTPOCIEeKTHBHHH aHaJIi3 pe3y/JabTaTiB
JIIKyBaHHSI Ta POJIb MIOCTTPAaBMAaTHYHO1
HeCTa0i/IbHOCTI KOJIIHHOTr O Cyrjioda

AHOpit Cusak OV «IactutyT TpaBMatoJoril Ta opronenii HAMH VYkpainu»
AHOpitl KanawHixos OV «IuctutyT TpaBMatosoril Ta opronenii HAMH Ykpaiuu»
FOpit JlimyH Y «IactutyT TpaBMaTosoril Ta opromnenii HAMH Ykpaiuu»

AxkTyanbpHicTh. [leperoMu TIPOKCHUMAaJBHOTO Bigmimy BenmukKoroMinkosol KicTku (IIBBK)
CTaHOBIIATH 2-5% yCix mepesioMiB i 4aCTO YCKIIaAHIOIOTHCS HeCcTabiIbHICTIO KOIHHOTO CyTiio0a,
110 IPU3BOOUTH OO0 iHBaIimM3alrii.

Marepianu i meTomu. [IpoaHanizoBaHo 87 BUManKiB JikyBaHHA manieHTiB y 2010-2022 pp.
Bukopucrtano kiiHiuHi, #OpoMeHeBi (peHTreH, KT) Ta craTucTuuyHi MeTOOU.
[71a TUIyBaHHS IIePeJIOMiB 3aCTOCOByBaiu Kiacudikarmio Schatzker.

PesynbTaTu. Halivacrimumu Oynmu mepenomu II (n=20), V(n=18) i III (n=15) Tumis.
Xipypriune nmikyBaHHS 3acTocoBaHo y 91,3% Bumnapkis. «[1o6puii» GyHKITIOHATBHUNK Pe3yIbTaT
mocaruyTo y 50% mnamieHTiB, «3apoBinbHUN» y 30%, «HeratuBHuN» y 20%. OCHOBHOIO
MIPUYHUHOIO HE3aI0BiTbHOT0 pe3ynbTaTy Oyiia HecTabinbHiCTh KoniHHOTO cyrinoba (25%). MPT i
V3 gns miarHOCTUKM 3acTocoByBamu pimko (1% i 7% BimmoBigHO), 1110 BKpal HeoOXigHO mmis
VIIKOAXKEHHABU3HAUEHHS M’ IKOTKAaHUHHUX CTPYKTYP KOJIIHHOTO CcyTioba.

3akaoueHHs. [TocTTpaBMaTruYHa HeCTabiTbHICTh KOJIIHHOTO cyriio6a - KiiHiyHa mpobieMa,
siKa MOTpebye LiTbOBOI MiarHOCTUKY Ta JIiKyBaHHSI.

AKTyaabHICTH

IlepenomMu TPOKCUMAaNIbHOTO Bifdiny BenukoroMinkoBoi Kictku (IIBBK) - cknanHi
BHYTPIITHBOCYTJI000Bi TPaBMH, SIKi MOXKYTh CIPUYMHUTH TPUBajIe MOPYIIeHHS (QYHKIIiI KOIIHHOTO
cyrioba. HYacToTa iXx BUHUKHEHHS CTaHOBUTE 2-5% YyCixX mepesioMis, ane yCKIagHEeHHS
(HecTabinbHICTh, HereHepaTUBHI 3MiHU) MOXKYTh cIiocTepiratucs y 5,8-28% Bumnapkis, a piBeHb
imBamimm3arrii carae 9,1% [1,2].

MeToau i MmaTepiaan
Y pmocnigzkeHHs BKIIOUeHO 87 icTopiit xBopoOu marienTiB BikoM Bim 21 go 74 pokiB (cepenHii BiK -
34,6 = 1,6 poky), AKi mpoxoauiu JrikyBaHHs B mepion 3 2010 mo 2022 poku. Cepen nauieHTiB 6yIo

32,8% xiHOK 1 67,2% 40JIOBiKiB.

s Tumisarii mnepenomis O6yna BUKopucTaHa Kinacudikairist Schatzker [1].
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Kpurtepil ouiEku pe3ynbTaTiB: 3pOIIeHHS IIepejIoMy, CTYIIiHb BiTHOBIEeHHS QYHKIIII, peHTreH Ta
KOoMII'I0TepHO-TOMOrpadivHa oIiHKa, Cy6’eKTUBHE BimuyTTs CTabiIbHOCTI.

«J1o6pwuii» pe3ynabTaT acoIlil0BaJIK 3 IIOBHOIO PEMO3UIIEI0 YIIaMKiB, BiICYTHICTIO IereHepaTUBHUX
3MiH Ha peHTreHi Ta KT, moBHUM BimHOBIIEHHSAM (QYyHKIIII KOJIIHHOTO Cyr100a; «3amoBiTbHUI»
pe3ynbTaT 4acTo OB’ I3aHui 3 ITOBHUM BifHOBIEHHSIM OIIOPHOCTI KiHIIIBKH, ajle i3 4aCTKOBUM
BigHOBIEeHHSIM QYHKLiI, 00MeXKEeHHSsI PyXiB, BimuyTTsI HeCTabimbHOCTI, 60JTi, «KIalaHHI»;
«HETraTUBHUMI» PE3yJIbTAT HE BiGHOBJIEHHSI a00 YaCTKOBE BiIHOBIIEHHS OTIOPHOCTI KiHIIIBKHY, HE
BiMHOBIEHHS QYHKIIIL.

Bukopucrasi kiiHiuHi, iHCTpyMeHTasNbHi (PeHTreH, KOMIT'toTepHa ToMorpadis) i craTucTuyHi
MEeTOMU MOCIimKeHHS.

Pe3ynabTaTH Ta IX 00T OBOPEHHS

B pesynbTaTi peTpoCHeKTUBHOTO OOCTIKEeHHSI, IallieHTH OyJI1 PO3IOileH] 3a TUIlaMu ITIePeJIoMiB
3a Knacudikamieio Schatzker (Puc. 1).

200
A
15.0
12.5
10.0

75

KinbKiCTbh NauieHTIB

5.0

2.5

0.0

Type | Type ll Type lll Type IV Type V Type VI
Tun nepenomy

Figure 1. Po3nodia nauieHmia 3a munom nepesomie 3a kaacugpikauiero Schatzker
Ak BumHO 3 puc. 1, HaMbineI yacTo 3ycrpivanuck nepengomu II (20%), I (15,6%) ta V (13%) Tumis.

ITpu mocnigxkenHi B 100% BUKOPHUCTOBYBAIU PEHTTEHIarHOCTUKY, KOMIT IOTEPHY ToMorpadiio B
50%, a yIbTPa3ByKOBY HiarHOCTHKY i MarHiTope3oHaHCHY ToMorpadiio BinmoBigao B 7% Ta 1%.
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HepocraTtre Bukopuctanas MPT ta Y3 nIpu3BOOUTEH 0O HEMOOIIHKY CYIIYTHIX YIIKOAXKEHD 3B 'I30K 1
MEHICKIB, III0 YHEMOXKJIUBIIIOE BCTAHOBJIEHHS BipHOI'O OiarHo3y.

Hamwu mpoaHasizoBaHO MeTOOH JiKyBaHHS, 1110 Oy/IM 3aCTOCOBaHi HAIIMM IallieHTaM. Taxk,

KOHCEepPBaTUBHO JIiKyBanuch 8,7% xBopux i y 91,3% Oynu BuUKOHaHI Xipypriudi BTpy4yanus. [laHi
IpencTaBieHi B Tabmuri 1.

Tun nepenomy 3a Schatzker |n % Mertop nmiKkyBaHHS

Tumn I 10 11,5 KoHcepBaTuBHE NIiKyBaHHSA

Tumn 11 20 23,0 OcreocunTes

Tumn 111 15 17,2 OcreocunTe3s

Tun IV 12 13,8 OcreocunTes

Tun V 18 20,7 30BHIIIHA
dikcamnisi/octeocunTe3

Tun VI 12 13,8 CkagHUM OCTEOCHUHTES

Table 1. Memodu aikyeaHHsA nauieHmis 8i0nog8i0Ho 0o muny nepesoma

Ak cBiguaTh gaHi Tabnui 1, Ha#bGinbI YacTo malieHTaM 6yB 3aCTOCOBAaHUM OCTEOCHUHTES.

HeraTuBHuUi pe3ysbTaT

y 20.0%

50%

30.0%

3a[00BifibHUA pe3ynbTaT

Hobpuin pesynbTa

Figure 2. OuiHka pe3ysabmamis niky8aHHA nauieHmis 3 nepesomMamu NPoKCUMAanbHoz20 8i00iny BI'K

Ak BupHO i3 puc. 2, «mobpi» pesynbraTu oTpuMaHi B 50% BUIafKiB, B TOM ke yac pa3oM 50%

3/5




%=\ IIcuxocomamuuHa MeduuUHad Mma 3dz2dAbHad NPAKMUKa

¢ J Tom 10 Ne 2 (2025)
~=i=~® DOI: 10.26766/pmgp.v10i2.626

CKJapanu «3amoBinbHi» (30%) Ta «HeraTuBHI» (20%) pe3ynbTaTu. Lle 3HAUHMM BiICOTOK, IKUU
notpebye GinbI rIMGOKOT0 BUBYEHHS MPUYMH TaKO0l CUTYAIlii.

Ananisyroun npuuyuHYA BCTaHOBUIH, 10 B 30% Oynu TexHiuyHi momMunku, a B 70% - miarHOCTHUYHI.
HecTtabinpHicTh KOMiHHOTO CyriIo0a Mmicist IepeoMiB IPOKCUMAaJbHOTO Bigainy BEeTMKOTOMIiIKOBOI
KiCTKM BUHUKA€E BHACIIIIOK YCKIaOHEHbD, IPEICTaBJIEHNX Ha PUCYHKY 3.
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Figure 3. IIpuyuHu HecmabinbHOCMI KOAMIHHO20 cy2/100a

K BUOHO i3 puc. 3, Ha IepIINH JlaH BUCTYa€ HETOCTATHS perno3ullia ynaMkiB (30%) i
TIOIIKOMIKEeHHS ITepemHb0ol XpecTononioHoi 3B’ 13kM (25%). B meHmIiil Mipi MatoTh Micue
TIOIIKOMKEHHS 3a0HbOl XpecTornonioHol 3B’ sa3ku (15%), 6okoBux 3B’s130K (10%), MenickiB (13%) Ta
ypaxkeHHs cyriioboBoro xpsita (7%). Bci 11i ¢pakTOpu Npu3BOOATE 40 XPOHiIUHOI HecTabimbHOCTI 3
nopyueHHaM OiomexaHiku cyriioba Ta pO3BUTKY IIBUOKUX OereHEePaTUBHUX 3MiH.

TakuM YMHOM, IIOIIPU BHCOKHM BilCOTOK XipypriuHoro JIiKyBaHHS, JINIIe II0JIOBUHA TAlli€HTiB
mocsAarinu moopux GYHKIIOHAIbHUX Pe3YJIbTATIB, 10 CBIMYUTh PO HEOOXIMHICTh YOIOCKOHAIEHH T
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OiarHOCTHKM (HepmocTaTHE 3acTocyBaHHSI MPT/Y3][l) Ta nmokpalleHHSI TeXHIKU OCTEOCUHTE3Y
(amexBaTHA PEIO3UIlisa KPUTUYHO BazKJIMBA /IS BiTHOBIEHHS CTAabiIbHOCTI).

PanHE BUSIBJIEHHSI 03HAK HeCTabOiIbHOCTI Ta€ 3MOTy CBOEYAaCHO CKOPUTYBAaTH TAKTUKY JIiIKyBaHHSI.
INocTTpaBMaTHYHa HeCTaOiIbHICTE KOIIHHOTO Cyrio0a - KII0YOBUYM YMHHUK, TKUHM CYTTEBO BIIJIMBAE
Ha ¢yHKIIIOHaNIbHi pe3ynabTaTH.

BHUCHOBKH

1. 3a pe3ymbTaTaMu PETPOCIEKTUBHOIO OOCIiAXKeHHS YacTimumu 6ynu nepenomu II, III Ta V
tuniB 3a Schatzker (760%).

2. XipypriuHe mikyBaHHS 0yn0 3acTocoBaHo B 91,3% manienris, ane nmume 50% i3 HUX goCATIN
moOpux pe3ynabTaTiB.

3. TonoBHOIO MPUYMHOIO HE3aA0BiTbHUX Pe3yIbTaTiB Oyiia HecTabinbHICTE KOJIIHHOTO cyriioba,
siKa IMoTpeby€e 3aCTOCYBAHHS AOAATKOBOI AiaTHOCTUKH.

4. MPT ta Y3 noBuHHi OyTH BKIIOYEHI O CTAHAAPTHOI'O aJrOPUTMY OOCTEKEHHS IIPHU
ITig03pi Ha CYIYTHI ITOIIKOMXKEHHS M SIKUX CTPYKTYP Cyrnoba.
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