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Pe3ome: Baxnyto mpobiemMy MpH BBIIOJHEHUH MaHKPEAaTONLYyOACHATBHOW PE3EKIIMH MPEICTABIA-
eT GopMHpoBaHME MAHKPEATUYECKOTO aHACTOMO3a, TaK KAaK OCHOBHOM MPHUYMHON TOCHUTAIBLHON
JIETAbHOCTH SIBJIAETCS €r0 HECOCTOSATENbHOCTh. CyIIecTByeT MHOXKECTBO HCCIIETOBAHMI, MTOCBS-
IICHHBIX U3YUYEHHUIO IPUYMH HECOCTOATEIBHOCTH TAHKPEATHYECKOI0 aHacTOMO3a. BrIsiBiieHb! (hak-
TOPBI PUCKA — «MSATKAs» MOJKETYJOUHasl XKeJle3a U THaMeTp NaHKpeaTHIecKoro NpoToka MeHee 5
MM. IIpensoxkeHsl BApHaHTHl MAaHKPEATOracCTPOCTOMHMH U MAHKPEATOIHTEPOCTOMUH U NX BapHaIUH.
OpHako eMHOTO0 MHEHHSI OTHOCUTENIBHO (DOPMHUPOBAHUS «UEaJIbHOT0» aHACTOMO3a B IUTEpaType
HET.
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ABSTRACT: Pancreatoduodenal resection is associated with high frequency of complications
such as leakage of anastomosis and lethality. There are lot of studies due to variants of pancreatic
anastomosis. «Soft» pancreatic tissue and diameter of pancreatic duct less than Smm are the main
features of unfortunately results. In this paper we analysed variants of pancreatogastrostomy and
pancreatojejunostomy. However we have not found a significant differentiation between results of
surgical approach.
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HecMmotps Ha pa3sBUTHE XUPYPrUUECKON TEXHHU-
KM TIOSIBJIEHUE HOBOT'O IIOBHOTO MaTepuaa, arma-
paroB LigaSure m TrapMOHHYECKOTO CKaJbIIes,
OCTAIOTCA HE PEHIEHHBIMU BOIPOCH 00pPaOOTKHU
KYJIBTH TOIKETYAOYHON KeJe3bl MPHU BBINTOJIHE-
HUM TaHKpeaTtomyoneHanbHou pesekiuu (ILP).
ITockonbKy HECOCTOATENBHOCTh IMAaHKPEATOIHTE-
poaHacToMoO3a SIBJISETCS OCHOBHOW MPUYHUHOM To-
CIIUTAJBHONW JIETAaJHHOCTH TAIMEHTOB, IMepeHec-

mwux TP [12; 20]. Oxkit034st IPOTOKA MOMIKETY-
nouHoit xenessl (IDK), mpumensBmasics panbiie
(HepaccachIBalOMIEHCS HUTHIO WU KICHKOBUHOU
¢ubpuHa) 6e3 mocneayonIero aHacToMo3a, B Ha-
CTOSAIIEE BPEMsS WrpaeT JUIIb HCTOPHUYECKYIO
posib. MHOTOYHCICHHBIC UCCICAOBAHUS MOKA3aTH
HETIOJTHOIIEHHOCTh JTOTO METONa, TaK Kak TP
ATOM 4YacTO Pa3BUBAIIUCH MAaHKPEATUYECKUE CBHU-
mu [25; 40; 41]. YacTtora HECOCTOSTEIBHOCTH
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LIBOB MaHKPEATOAUI€CTUBHOIO aHACTOMO3a IOCJIe
peinoniHeHus IT/IP nocturaer 53% [6; 13; 22; 33].
B TO e BpeMs HEKOTOpbIE aBTOPBI 3TOTO OCJIOXK-
HEHUs MpaKTU4YeCKH He Habmronamu [19; 34].

BrimensroT aBa 0CHOBHBIX (akTOpa pucka 00-
pa3oBaHusl NaHKPEATUYECKOrO CBUILA — MATKYIO
ctpykrypy IDK m orcyrctBue pacmmpenus eé
nporoka. [lpu ¢puOpo3HBIX H3MEHEHUSX TKaHU
IDDK u pacmmpennu e€ npoToka pucK BO3HUKHOBE-
HHUSI [OCJIEONEPALIMOHHOIO MMaHKPEaTUTa M IaHK-
peaTH4eCcKoro CBUIA CYIIECTBEHHO CHMIKAETCH.
VYV nauuenToB npu miotHod tkaHu IDK u guame-
Tpe e€ mpoToKa 5 MM u 0oJiee BOSHUKHOBEHHE TI0-
CJIEOIEepaIMOHHOI0 MaHKpeaTuTa U MaHKpeaTuye-
CKOTO CBHIIA HEe OBLIO oTMedeHO [5; 7; 37]. Xots,
no naHHeIM A.B. Ckymca u coast. (2009), npu
markoit Tkaau [1DK u nmamerpe e€ mpotoka 2 MM 1
MEHee MaHKPeaTHYeCKHil CBUII 00pa30BHIBAJICS B
7,3 % [12].

[Mocne II/IP cymiectByroT nBa BapuanTta ¢op-
MHpPOBaHMS MAHKPEaTHYECKOT0 aHacToMo3a. AHa-
CTOMO3 MOJDKEIIYIOUHON KENE3bl C KEIYIKOM —
MMaHKPEaTOracTpOCTOMUSL WM C TOHKOM KHII-
KOH — naHKpearoeroHocToMUsA. Ecnu ¢ TOHKOM
KHUIIKOW CIIMBAIOT HenocpeacTBeHHO npotok 11K,
TOBOPSAT O IMaHKpeaTukoeroHocToMuu. Ecnm ana-
cTOMO3 (hOPMHPYIOT CO BCEH MOBEPXHOCTHIO Cpe3a
MOJIKEJTYTOUYHOM KeJe3bl, TOBOPAT O MaHKpeaToe-
oHOCcTOMHH. O0a TMOHATHSA B JUTEpaType 4acTo
ucnonb3yrrest cuHoHumudecku [20]. Ilpu dop-
MupoBaHuu aHactomosa IDDK ¢ ToHko#N Kuiikon
NPUHLUINAIBHO OTIMYAIOT WHBarMHalMOHHBII
aHACTOMO3 M OTJeNIbHOEe BIIMBaHHE IpoToka IDK
(«duct-to-mucosa») [35]. B mensx CHWKEHHs pH-
CKa BO3HMKHOBEHHUS HECOCTOSITEIBHOCTH IIBOB
MMaHKPEaTOJUTe€CTUBHOTO aHACTOMO3a HEKOTOpHIE
ABTOPbl PEKOMEHIYIOT CO3[JaHHWE WHBATMHALIMOH-
HOTO MaHKpeaTroeroHoanacTomosa [8; 9; 19; 34], a
TAKXE JIOMOJHUTEIBHOE CTEHTUPOBAHUE WJIU Ha-
pyxxHoe npenuposanue nporoka IDK [32]. Ogna-
KO TIO JaHHBIM MPOCTEKTUBHOTO DPAaHIOMH3UPO-
BAHHOIO HCCIIEOBAaHUS, CTCHTUPOBAHHUE MPOTOKA
ITX He crmocoOCTBYET YMEHBIICHUIO YaCTOTHI BO3-
HUKHOBEHHMI MaHkpeaTuuyeckoro caumia [43]. He-
KOTOpBIE aBTOPBI CUYHUTAIOT, YTO BBIOOpP MeToaa
(hopMupoOBaHUS MaHKPEATOAUTECTUBHOTO aHACTO-
MO03a, a TAaK)KE YaCTOTa OCIOKHEHUMN, CBSI3aHHBIX C
HUM, HE 3aBHCSIT OT aHATOMHYECKHUX YCIOBHH, a
TOJIBKO OT OIbITAa XUPYpra U COBEPILEHHOrO Bja-
JICHUSI TEM WJIK UHBIM MeTojaoM [12; 26].

OCHOBHOH TIpUYNHOU 0Opa3oBaHUs TAaHKpea-
THUYECKOro cBHUILA nociie BoinosHenus [1JIP saBis-
€Tcsl IOCIEONEePalOHHbINA TAHKPEATUT, KOTOPBIN
Bo3HUKaeT y 50% ManueHToB MPU HECOCTOATENb-
HOCTH IIBOB MAaHKPEATOAUT€CTUBHOTO aHACTOMO-

3a [9].

B mocrnenHue roael HaMeTHUIACh TEHICHIUS K
Ooyiee 4acCTOMY HCIIOJIB30BAHHIO B PEKOHCTPYK-
tuBHOM 3Tane [1/[P nankpearoractpoanactomosa,
Kotopslid Obl1 onucan Waugh u Clagett B 1946 1.,
a 3aTeM pa3BUT B BOChbMUAECATHIE roabl. OH Tpen-
CTaBJIAeT COOOM MIMPOKO NPUMEHSIEMYIO albTep-
HaTUBY MaHKpeaToeroHoaHacTomo3y. llpenmyime-
CTBa JJaHHOTO METOJIa B CJIIEIYIOIIEM: OTCYTCTBYET
HaTsDKeHHE I0 JIMHWM IIBa, Tak Kak KynbTsa DK
BIIMBAETCA B 3aJHIOI0 CTEHKY JKEIyJKa TaM, TIe
JKeJjle3a aHaTOMUYECKH MPUIIEKUT K HEel; He aKTH-
BHPYIOTCSl DH3WMBI TAHKPEATHYECKOTO CEeKpeTa,
MTOCKOJIbKY HET KOHTAaKTa C JKeTYHBIMU KHCIIOTa-
MM, KAILIEYHOU dHTEpOKHHa30, u pH xenynka no-
CTAaTOYHO HH3Ka IS aKTHBAaMH (hepMEHTOB; XO-
polee KpOBOCHAOKEHHUE JKEITYKA C HE3HAUYUTEIb-
HBIM PHUCKOM HIIIEMHH; XOpOIIas TOCTYITHOCTh
aHAaCTOMO3a TPHU TACTPOCKONMHM, JIETKas JEKOM-
rpeccust 00JacTH aHaCTOMO3a Yepe3 KeTyIOTHBINH
30H]], a Tak’ke BO3MOXKHOCTh aHAaCTOMO3WPOBATh,
«morpyxarb» DK mocrarouyno mmpoko B xkeiy-
oK. B Takmx cirydasx BO3HHKaeT HEOOXOIUMOCTh
B Mpo(UIaKTHKE pedIioKca KeayIouHOro Cofep-
JKUMOTO B TIAHKPEATHMUECKHUI MPOTOK BCIEICTBUE
BO3MOXKHBIX HAPYIICHHH ABaKyallddl W3 KeIyIKa.
B pesynprare 3a0poca Kelryl0uHOTO COEePKIMO-
ro B npotokoByto cuctemy IDK onacHocTh pa3Bu-
THS OCTPOTO TOCJIEONEPAMOHHOIO MaHKpeaTuTa
Bo3pactaer [10; 11; 14; 28; 38]. B HexoTOpHIX
KJIIMHAYECKUX MCCIEJOBAaHUAX IPH HCIOJIb30Ba-
HUU TaHKpeaTroracTpoaHacToMo3a J0Ka3aHO CHHU-
JKEHUE YacTOThl 00pa30BaHUS MAaHKPEATHIECKOTO
ceuma a0 2,5-4%, 4To, HECOMHEHHO, CII0CO0-
cTBOBaNIO TomyisipHoctn Metona [31; 39]. Onna-
KO, IO MHEHHUIO aBTOPOB, OTMEUAIOTCS KPOBOTEUE-
HUA U3 00JIaCTH aHACTOMO3a, a IMEHHO — U3 Cpe-
3a Tkanu [K [29]. Kak nis mankpeaToeroHo-, Tak
U U1 TaHKPeaToracTpoaHaCTOMO3a CYIIECTBYIOT
MHOTOUHWCJIeHHbIe Bapuanuu. OHU OTHOCATCS K
TEXHUUECKUM JIeTalsIM: WHBarMHaIlMOHHBIN aHa-
CTOMO3 WJIH OTHeNbHOE BmMBaHue mnpotoka IDK,
TEXHUKH HaJOXEHUS IMBa (KUCETHBIA WIJIM TpaHC-
MMaHKPeaTHYeCKNii MaTpacHbIN), JOCTYN K 3aJHEH
CTEHKE JKeIy/Ka WM 4Yepe3 MepPeIHIOI0 TacTpoTo-
muto [1-4; 15; 24; 30].

Pesynbrarhl pa3auyHbIX UCCII€IOBaHUM, TOCBS-
HIEHHBIX TEXHUKE aHACTOMO30B MOKEITyA0YHON
JKeJIe3bl, HE BCET/Ia MOKHO KOPPEKTHO CPAaBHUBATH
JpyT € APYroM. DTO CBSI3aHO C MHOXKECTBOM pas-
JUYHBIX METOAOB (DOPMUPOBAHUS aHACTOMO30B U
WHIUBUyallbHBIX aHaTOMUYeCKuX Bapuamuii. [lo-
9TOMYy MaHKPEeaToeloHO- M IaHKpeaToracTpoaHa-
CTOMO3 HE MOTYT TOJTHOLIEHHO CPaBHUBATHCS IPYT
C IpyroM, TaK Kak MpUMEHsieMble 11 uX (HopMu-
pOBaHUS TEXHUKH 3HAYUTEIBHO Ppa3nyaroTCs
[23]. Apyras mpobiemMa COCTOUT B IPOTHBOPEUH-
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BOH OIIEHKE ITOCJIEOIEePAIMOHHBIX OCIOKHECHUN,
TaKUX, KaK CBHILIU TOKEIyIOYHOH >Keye3bl, ra-
CTpOCTa3 M KPOBOTEUEHHUS, YTO OOBICHSIETCS pa3-
JUYHEM OMpEeNeICHUI, KOTOPbIe 3HAYUTEIBHO OT-
JUYAIOTCS IPYT OT Jpyra B Pa3HbIX HCCIIEIOBAHU-
sx [16; 17; 36]. U Bcé-Taku 3HaYMTEIbHAS YaCTh
Hay4HBIX J1e0aTOB ()OKYCHUpPYeTCs CErOjHS Ha BO-
mpoce, Kakod BapHaHT MaHKPEeaTOdHTEPOaHACTO-
Mo3a syuiie. Ananu3 M.N. Wente u coagt. (2007),
B KOTOpBIN OBUTM BKIIOYEHHI 13 HabOmomeHWit u
3 paHIOMHU3UPOBAHHBIX KOHTPOJIUPYEMBIX HCCIIE-
JIOBaHUs, TIOKAa3aJl YBEJIWYCHHE BO3HUKHOBECHHS
MMaHKPEeaTUYeCKOro CBHINA Tocie (popMUpoBaHUS
MAaHKPEaTOdHTEPOAHACTOMO3a I10 CPABHEHHUIO C
[MaHKPeaToracTPOaHaCTOMO30M  COOTBETCTBEHHO
16,5% u 3,7% [42]. Kpome TOro, Mokaszareib mo-
CJIEOTIEPAIIMOHHON JIETATHFHOCTH OBLT HE B TIOJB3Y
[HEA (9,1% u 3,0%). Takum oOpazom, aBTOPHI
MPUIILIK K BBIBOJLY, YTO HH OJMH U3 JIByX METOJIOB
HE TI0Ka3ajl CBOE IPEBOCXOICTBO IO OTHONICHHIO K
CHIDKEHHIO 3200J1€Ba€MOCTH U CMEPTHOCTH.

B pangomusupoBanHoMm ucciegoBanuu L. Fe-
rnandez-Cruz u coast. (2008), cpaBHHBarOTCS
MAaHKPEaTUKOIHTEPOAHACTOMO3  (C  OTJIEJIbHBIM
pmmBanueM mporoka IDK) m mankpearoractpoa-
HACTOMO3, PH (OPMHUPOBAHUN KOTOPOTO BBIACIIS-
€TCS yJacTOK JKeIyIKa CO CTOPOHBI OOIBIION KpH-
BH3HBI C IOMOIIBIO CINMBAKOIIETO armapara, Hc-
MOJIb3yeMOTO  JUISl  HaJOXKEHHUSI  JIByXPSIHOTO
«duct-to-mucosa» MmaHKpearoracTpoaHacToMo3a
KOHEI-B-00K Ha TpaHCAHACTOMOTHYECKOM BHY-
tpeHHeM cterte [21]. IIpu Takoii metomuke Gop-
MHUPOBaHUS AaHKPEaTOracTpoaHacToMo3a OTMeya-
FOT CHIDKEHHME 9acTOTHl oOpaszoBanus cuma [1DK
[0 CPaBHEHHUIO C MAaHKPEaTOIHTEPOAHACTOMO30M
(c 18,2% no 3,8%), cHrbKkeHHe 00IIero ypoBHS OC-
noxaeHu# (¢ 44% nmo 23%). B wucciemoBaHumn
S.V. Shrikhande u coast. (2008), mokazano npewu-
MYIIECTBO MNaHKPEAaTOPHTEPOAHACTOMO3a Tepen
MAaHKPEeaToracTpoaHacTOMO30M B aCIEKTE 4YacTo-
Tl pa3Butus ceuma [1K (3,2% mporus 16,0 %).
[To naHHBIM aBTOPOB, TAHKPEATOIHTEPOAHACTOMO3
npumMeHnsiercsi vame. OtTaalleHHbIe pPe3yJbTaThl
P CPAaBHEHHWH NaHKPEATOPHTEPOAHACTOMO3a W
MaHKPEeaToracTpoaHacToM03a OCTalOTCS HESICHbI-
MU, HallpEMepP, OTHOCHUTEIHHO 3aJePIKKH OMOPOK-
HEHUS KENYAKa, DHJAOKPUHHON M SK30KPHUHHOU
¢ynaxmuit [IDK. MEOrnmMu aBTopamMu naHKpeaTHKo-
C€I0OHOAHACTOMO3 KOHEI-B-00Kk (duct-to-mucosa),
KOTOPBIN B HACTOSIIIEE BPEMS CUUTACTCSI IOBOJILHO
CTaHJApTHBIM, CPAaBHUBAJICSA C APYTHMH, aJbTep-
HaTUBHBIMHM, TEXHUKAaMU MaHKpPEaTOdITHEPOaHa-
cromo3a [17; 18; 27]. I[Ipu aTom B pabote C. Bassi
u coaBT., (2003) ObLIIO NPOW3BENCHO CpPaBHEHUE
JBYPSITHOTO C OJTHOPSIAHBIM aHACTOMO30M KOHEII-
B-0OK, TIPH KOTOPOM IIIOB HAKIIABIBAETCS TOIHKO

MEXK]ly CTCHKON TOHKOM kuiuku u Kamncynoud IDK,
BKJIIOYAsl YacCTh MapeHXMMBI MOJKEITYIOYHOM XKe-
Jie3bl. ABTOpaM HE yIajloCh HAUTH pa3audusi Mex-
Jy 9TUMH JABYMsI METOJIaMH TI0 4acToTe 00pa3oBa-
HUsI CBHIIA TTOKETymoIHOM xeme3bl. A.C. Berger
u coaBrt. (2009) uccnenosanu 197 nanuenTos [18].
BrepBrle cpaBHUBaJINCh MaHKpPEATOdPHTEpOAHA-
CTOMO3 KOHEL-B-OOK C OTAEIbHBIM BIIMBAaHHEM
npotoka [DK ¢ aBypsiiHBIM KOHEL-B-O0K WHBaru-
HALMOHHBIM ITaHKPEATOIHTEPOAHACTOMO30M, IZe
MIPOU3BOJMIIOCH [I€J€HHE T'PyNI Ha MOATPYIHIIbI
10 KOHCUCTEHIUHU (MSTKast/»KECTKAs) MapeHXUMBI
IDK. OOGHapyXuioch NPEUMYLIECTBO B IOJb3Y
WHBAarMuHAIMOHHOTO MaHKPEaTO’HTepOaHaCTOMO3a
¢ obpaszoBanuem cauma IDK B 12% nabnroneHuit
npotuB 23,7% mocie aHacToMo3a «KOHEI-B-00K»
mo mertomuke «duct-to-mucosa». Ciemgyer oTme-
TUTB, 4yTO KoHcucTeHuus [DK Obuta Gonee 3Hauu-
MBIM (paKTOPOM pHCKa I 0Opa30BaHMsS CBUINA,
YeM THII MTaHKPEaTHYeCKOro aHacTomo3a. Takxe
CYLIECTBYIOT HMCCJIEJIOBaHMs, B KOTOPBIX CpaBHU-
BAeTCsl BHYTPCHHEE U HAPYKHOE CTEHTHUPOBAHHE
MMaHKPEaTHYEeCKOro MPOTOKA MPU MaHKPEaTUKOIH-
Tepoanactomose. B ucciaenopanuu J.M. Winter u
coaBT. (2006), He BBIABIEHO HUKAKUX MPEUMY-
miecTB B npodunaktuke cpuma 1K nmpu BHyTpeH-
HEM CTCHTUPOBAHUH IMAHKPEKATHKOAHTEPOAHACTO-
mo3a [43], B To Bpems kak R.T. Poon u coaBt.
(2007), oTmMedanu CHIKEHHE 00pa30BaHUS CBUIIA
IDK ¢ 20% mnpu BHyTpeHHEM CTEHTHPOBAHHHU /10
6,7% Tpu BHEIIHEM YIPaBIIEMOM CTEHTHpPOBA-
Huu. Bompoc, kakas mertonuka (HOpMHUpPOBaHMS
MMaHKPEeaTH4eCKoro aHacTOMO3a MpPECTaBIsAETCs
«uJeanlbHON», 0cTaércsi OTKPHITHIM. [10 Bcel BU-
JUMOCTH, B HACTOsIIIIEE BPEMsI HE CYILIECTBYET J0-
CTaTOYHBIX JI0KA3aTeIbCTB OJHO3HAYHOTO MTPEBOC-
XOJICTBA TOTO MJIM MHOTO crocoba (GopMUpOBaHUS
aHactomo3a. [Ipu cpaBHEHNN MEXIy MaHKpearoe-
FOHOCTOMMEN U MAaHKPEeaToracTpoCTOMHUEH, a Tak-
e MPU CPaBHEHMH MEXAY BapHalUsIMH 3TUX Me-
TonoB («duct-to-mucosa» W WHBAarMHAITMOHHOTO
aHACTOMO3a) CETOAHSIIIHUE UCCIIEJOBAHUS HE MO-
T'yT MOKa3aTh OYEBH/IHBIE MPEUMYIIECTBA IS OT-
JeJIBHBIX METOH0B. BeposTHO, «uaeanbHbI aHa-
CTOMO3» — 3TO TOT, KOTOPBIM JIydIlle BCEro u C
MaKCUMaJIbHOM  0€30MacHOCTbI0 MOXXET OBbITh
c(hOpMHUpPOBaH TEM HJIM UHBIM XUPYPIOM Ui KOH-
KpETHOTO TaIfeHTa.
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