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Pesiome

Lienb uccnepoBaHus. B HacTosLee Bpems B IeYEHUM NPOTANKEHHbIX CTPUKTYP U 061MTepaLmii MOYETOUYHUKA CTaa WMPOKO
NPUMEHATLCA anapocKonnyeckan TexHUKa. Mcnonb3oBaHWe MaOMHBA3MBHbIX LOCTYMNOB ByAeT akTyaibHO M NpW Takow
OTHOCUTENIbHO HOBOW OMepaLLMu, Kak byKkKanbHas ypeTeponaacTuKa. B aMtepatype BcTpeyatoTca eguHuyHble nybavKaumm,
NnocBALEeHHbIe 3TOM MeToaMKe. Llesiblo 4aHHOTO MCCNeA0BaHNA ABMIOCH U3YyYeHUe Pe3ynbTaToB CO6CTBEHHOMO OnbITa
/IanapOCKONUYECcKOW PEKOHCTPYKLMN MOYETOUYHMKA C UCMO/Ib30BaHMeM byKKaibHOro rpadra.

MauueHTbl U MmeToabl. Mbl HabnAaNAM 5 NALMEHTOB — 2 MYXKUYMH U 3 XKeHLWUH B Bo3pacTe 30—-62 neT. Bce naymeHTbl
yKe 6bln onepupoBaHbl Ha MOYEBBIX NYTAX, Y YETBEPbIX 60IbHBIX MOYeBble MyTW APEHUPOBaAANCL HeGPOCTOMOM UIn
BHYTPEHHMM MOYETOUYHUKOBbLIM CTEHTOM. [JBOMM NauuMeHTam 6bina BbiNOSHEHA 3aMeCcTUTEIbHAA ypeTeponiacTKa
Ty6yNApM3MPOBAHHBIM BYKKaNbHbIM rpadTom, TPOMM — ayrMeHTaLMOHHAA yPeTeponaacTMka byKKaibHbIM rpadpTom
meToaom onlay.

Pe3ynbTaTbl. Bce onepauuun B faHHOW rpynne nposeaeHbl 6e3 KoHBepcuit. CpegHan o/ nHa gedpeKkta MoYeToYHUKA
coctasuna 4,9 cm (4,0-6,0 cm). Y naumeHTOB He 6bl/10 TAXKE/bIX OC/NIOXKHEHWUI B NOC/eonepaunmoHHOM nepuoae no
knaccudmrauum Clavien-Dindo. OgHOM naumeHTKe NPOBOANIOCH ieyeHne 060CTPEeHUA XPOHMYECKOTO NaHKpeaTuTa,
Y OAHOTO MY}KUYMHbI MPOU3OLLNG MUTPALMA MOYETOYHUKOBOIO CTEHTA, KOTOpasa NoTpebosana pecteHTUpPOBaHuA. Mepurog,
HabntoAeHWA 33 NaumeHTamm coctasua 1-15 mec., y O4HOW KEHLLMHbI BO3HUK HEMPOTAMKEHHbIN PECTEHO3 MOYETOYHUKA,
KOTOpbI 6bl1 yCTPaHEH 3HAOYPETEPOTOMMUEN U CTEHTUPOBAHNEM MOYETOYHUKA. Ha HACTOALLMIN MOMEHT BCE NaLMEHTbI
HE UMEIOT NMOCTOAHHbBIX MOYEBbIX APEHaXKeW, HapyLLUEHUA YPOAUHAMUKM BEPXHUX MOYEBBIX NMYTEl Y HUX He BbISIBEHO.
3aknioueHue. [laHHaA METoAMKA AEMOHCTPMPYET BO3MOMKHOCTb BbINOSIHEHMA 1aNapOCKONMUYecKoi byKKanbHOM ypeTepo-
NAACTUKM NPY NPOTAMKEHHbIX CTPUKTYPAX UK 061MTEpaLMAX MOYETOYHMKA NpK 1060 UX NoKanusauuu. YseanyeHume
KO/IMYecTBa NauMeHTOB M CPOKa UX HabaloaeHUA NO3BOAUT caenaTb 6onee 4OCTOBEPHbIE BbIBOAbI 06 3ddEeKTUBHOCTH
3TOI onepauuu 1 BbipaboTaTb YETKME NOKA3aHWA 1A ee NPoBeaAeHU .

KnioueBble cnosa:
CTPUKTYpa MOYETOYHMKA, 06/IUTepaLyA MOYETOUHMKE, TanapoCKoNMYECKan NNNacTMKa MOYETONHUKA, BYKKaNbHbINA rpadr,
6GYyKKanbHas ypeTeponiacTuKa, 06CTPYKLMA MOYEBbIX MyTeil.
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OPTIMIZATION OF LAPAROSCOPIC URETERAL REPAIR WITH A BUCCAL GRAFT
IN CASE OF ITS EXTENDED STRICTURES AND OBLITERATIONS
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Abstract

Purpose of the study. Currently, laparoscopic technique has become widely used in the treatment of extended strictures
and obliterations of the ureter. The use of minimally invasive approaches will also be relevant for such a relatively new
operation as buccal ureteroplasty. In the literature, there are isolated publications devoted to this technique. The aim
of this study was to study the results of our own experience of laparoscopic ureteral reconstruction using a buccal graft.
Patients and methods. We observed 5 patients —2 men and 3 women, at the age of 30-62 years. All patients have al-
ready been operated on the urinary tract, of these, in four patients, the urinary tract was drained with a nephrostomy
or internal ureteral stent. Two patients underwent replacement ureteroplasty with tubularized buccal graft, and three
patients underwent augmentation ureteroplasty with buccal graft using the onlay method.

Results. All operations in this group were carried out without conversions. The average length of the ureteral defect was
4.9 cm (4.0-6.0 cm). The patients did not have severe complications in the postoperative period according to the Clavien-
Dindo classification. One patient underwent treatment for exacerbation of chronic pancreatitis; one man experienced
ureteral stent migration, which required restentation. The follow-up period was 1-15 months; one woman developed
unextended ureteral restenosis, which was eliminated by endoureterotomy and ureteral stenting. At the moment, all
patients are spared from permanent urinary drains, they do not have upper urinary tract obstruction.

Conclusion. All operations in this group were carried out without conversions. The average length of the ureteral defect
was 4.9 cm (4.0-6.0 cm). The patients did not have severe complications in the postoperative period according to the
Clavien-Dindo classification. One patient underwent treatment for exacerbation of chronic pancreatitis; one man expe-
rienced ureteral stent migration, which required restentation. The observation period for the patients was 1-15 months,
one woman developed short ureteral restenosis, which was eliminated by endoureterotomy and ureteral stenting. At
the moment, all patients do not have permanent urinary drains, violations of the urodynamics of the upper urinary tract
were not revealed in them.

Keywords:
ureteral stricture, ureteral obliteration, laparoscopic ureteral repair, buccal graft, buccal ureteroplasty, urinary tract
obstruction.
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AKTYAJIbHOCTb

B nocneaHve roabl 3HaUUTENbHOE KOMYECTBO C/IOXK-
HbIX YPONIOrMYECKMX BMELLIATE/IbCTB BbINONHAIOTCA 6e3
TPAAULMOHHBIX XMPYPruYeckmMx pas3pesos C UCNO/b-
30BaHWEM NAaNapOCKONUYECKUX U PODOTUYECKUX TEX-
HUK [1, 2]. loCTMXKEHUA B N1anapoCKONMYecKol ypoaorum
AEMOHCTPUPYIOT LUMPOKMIA CNEKTP BO3MOXKHOCTEN ANsA
NPOBEAEHUA C/IOKHOM PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOM XMPYpPrum
MOYETOYHMKOB C CONOCTaBUMbIMW pe3yabTaTaMn No
CpaBHEHMIO C aHa/I0OMMYHOM OTKPbITOM onepauuel [3].

MpumeHeHUe bykKanbHoro rpadTa (Bl) B xupypru-
YECKOM NeYeHUM NPOTAKEHHbIX CTPUKTYP M 0bauTepa-
LM MOYETOYHMKA YIKE He ABNAETCA pefKon onepaumen
B PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOM yposiornu, u 3amelleHune gedekta
MoYeTOYHMKA Bl MOXKeT BbINONHATLCA B N1t06OM ero oT-
nene [4-6]. B ocHoBHOM, onyb61MKOBaHbl pe3yibTaThbl
6YKKaNbHbIX YPETEPONNACTUK, BbINONHEHHbIX MO OTKPbI-
TOoM 1 poboTnyeckoit metogmkam [7, 8]. XoTa gaHHan
onepaumsa He BXOAUT B CTaHAAPTbl N€YEHUA CTPUKTYP
MOYETOYHMKA U MHOTUE raiafaiiHbl HE PEKOMEHAYIOT
€e KaK anbTepHaTuey 60s1ee MHBa3UBHbIM METOLMKAM,
ee OTKpbITas TEXHWKA UCMONb3YeTCA Kak BApUAHT PEKOH-
CTPYKLMM MOYETOUYHUKA NPpU BONbLINX PUCKAX BbINOA-
HEHMA KMLLEYHOW NIACTUKM MOYETOYHMKA U ayTOTPaHC-
nAaHTaumMmn noyvkm [9].

B nuTepaType onucaHbl eANHWUYHbIE CyYaun lanapo-
CcKonuyeckon ByKKasbHOM ypeTeponiacTMKu, KOTopble
NPOM3BOAMIUCH MO NOBOAY CTPUKTYP NPOKCUMANbHOIO
oTAe/1a MOYETOYHMKA NO METOAMKE YaCTUUYHOTO 3amelLie-
Hua aedekTa (onlay) co cpokom bespeunanBHoro nocne-

onepaunoHHoro HabnaeHma ao ogHoro roga [10-13].

Llenb uccnepoBaHma: npoaHanmM3nMpoBaTh COBCTBEH-
HbI OMbIT 1anapoCKoNUYecKux ByKKanbHbIX ypeTepo-
NAAaCTUK Y NALMEHTOB C NPOTAMEHHbIMU CTPUKTYPaMmn
M 0bAnTEepaLMAMM MOYETOYHMKA.

MNAUUEHTbI U METO/ bl

Mbl UMeeM ONbIT XMPYPrUYecKoro fe4eHns n Habnto-
OEHUA NATU NALMEHTOB, KOTOPbIM BbINOJIHEHA /1anapo-
CKOMUYecKaa nNaacTuka moyetodHuKa bl 3a nepuog
c aHBaps 2020 r. no mapT 2021 r. Mbl Habnwganu 2
(40 %) my»kunH 1 3 (60 %) KeHLWMH, CpeaHnit Bo3pacT
KoTopbix coctaBun 35 net (30-62 roaa). Y Bcex nauu-
€HTOB A aHHOWM rpynnbl B aHaMHe3e 6bln pasinyHble
XMpYpruyeckme BMeLlaTenbCTBa Ha BEPXHUX MOYEBbIX
nytax (BMI) n opraHax manoro Ta3sa. YeTeepo naumneH-
ToB (80 %) Ha MOMEHT onepaLMmn MMean NOCTOAHHbIN
MoueBol ApeHaxK (Tabn. 1). AnutenbHocTb 3aboneBsa-
HWA [0 BbINONHEHMA NanapoCKONMYecKon ByKKanbHOM
ypeTeponsiacTuku coctaeuna ot 10 go 48 mec. (cpeagHee
28,4 mec.).

Mepeps onepauueit 1 B pasnYHble CPOKM Noc/ie one-
PaTMBHOIO JieYeHMA, NaLMEHTAM 3TOM rPYNMbl BbINOA-
HANM KOMMJIEKCHOE yposiornyeckoe obcnegosaHue,
BK/IlOYatoLLee B €6 Kpome 0BLLEKANHUYECKUX AAHHbIX
1 NabopaTopHOM ANArHOCTUKM, YNbTPA3BYKOBOE UCC/le-
AoBaHue (Y3M) noyeK ¢ TpMNAEKCHbIM CKaHWPOBaHMEM
NOYeYHbIX aPTEPUIA, LLUCTOCKOMMIO U YPETEPOCKONMIO, pe-
TporpagHyto ypeteponuenorpaduio, MynbTUCIMPaNbHYO

Tabnuua 1. XapakTepucTmka naLMeHToB KOTOPbIM BbINO/IHEHA NanapocKonuyeckan b6yKKanbHas ypeteponiactuka
Table 1. Characteristics of patients who underwent laparoscopic buccal urethroplasty

MapameTpbl / MauneHT 1/ MauneHT 2 / MaumneHT 3 / MauneHT 4 / MauneHt 5/

Parameters Patient 1 Patient 2 Patient 3 Patient 4 Patient 5

Mon / Sex Myskckoit / Male YeHckuii / Female  MeHckuin / Female  MeHckuin / Female Myskckoi / Male

Bospacr, ner / 37 38 46 30 62

Age, years

3Tmnonorua SHAOXMPYPrua OTKpbITas Xupyprusa Tybepkynes OTKpbITan ype-

obcTpyKumm BMIM/  MKB (KoHTaKTHas XUpyprua paka cTpuKTypbl JIMC. MOYETOYHMKA, TEepPOAUTOTOMMUA

Etiology of UUT YPEeTepONUTOTPUN-  MaTKM (NaHru- SHAoxupyprma OTKpbITan SHAoxupyprua

obstruction cusa) / Endosurgery  cTepaktomus), MKB / Surgery of Xupyprusa MKB (KOHTaKTHasn
ICD (contact nydyesasn Tepanua /  PUS strictures. (onepauus ypeTteponnto-

ureterolithotripsy)

Open surgery for

Endosurgery of

Boapw) / Ureteral

Tpuncus) / Open

uterine cancer urolithiasis tuberculosis, open  ureterolithotomy
(hysterectomy), surgery (Boari Endosurgery
radiation therapy operation) of urolithiasis
(contact
ureterolithotripsy)
MocToAHHbIN
MouyeBoM ApeHax / Hedpoctoma / Hedpoctoma / Het / No Hedpoctoma / Crewt / Stent

Permanent urinary
drainage

Nephrostoma

Nephrostoma

Nephrostoma
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KOoMNbloTepHYo Tomorpaduto (MCKT) 3abprowimnmHHoro
NPOCTPAHCTBA C KOHTPACTUPOBAHUEM, BHYTPUBEHHYIO
yporpaduio (NpumeHsanack Kak KOHTPOAb NPOXOAUMO-
CTW BEPXHMUX MOYEBbIX NyTEN Ha 3Tanax nocseonepayy-
OHHOro Hab/lOAEHWS NALUMEHTOB), PAaANOHYKANAHbIE
MeToAbl uccnegosaHma (No nokasaHmam), mopdonoru-
YyecKue nccnefoBaHnA yaaneHHOM TKaHU MOYETOYHMKa.
YpeTepoCcKonuio BbINONHANN C MOMOLLbH PUTUAHOTO
ypeTtepockona N2 8 Ch, npu LMCTOCKONUU NPUMEHS-
INCb pUrngHble umnctockonsl Ne 19-22 Ch.Mbl ncnonb-
30Ba/IM IHAOCKOMUYECKYIO CTOMKY C obopyaoBaHnem
W NPUHAZNEXHOCTAMM ANA sHAoBnaeoxmpyprim. MCKT
3a6pHOLIMHHOMO NPOCTPAHCTBA BbIMO/IHANOCH B pEXXMME
AKCWANIbHOTO CKaHMPOBAHUA C TONLLMHON CPe30B 2 MM
M nocneayolen pekoHcTpyKumer no 0,75 mm c 6ontoc-
HbIM ycuneHuem pactsopom OmHMnak-300 (100 mn).

JBym naumeHTam BbIMOJIHEHA ANapOCKoNMyecKas
6yKKanbHana onlay (4acTMyHOe 3amelleHNEe CTEHKU
MOYETOUYHMKA) NNACTMKA BEPXHEWN TPETU MOYETOUHMKA,
opHOMY — nanapockonuyeckasa bykkanbHas onlay nna-
CTMKa HUXHEN TPeTU MOYETOYHMKA, eLle ABYM —1anapo-
CKOMMYECKana NNacTUKA HUXKHEN TPeTU MOYETOYHMKA
TYbynapusnpoBaHHbIM ByKKanbHbiM rpadTom. Y Bcex
60/bHbIX BI' L,ONONHUTENBHO BACKyAspU3NpoBanca
npsaabto canbHuKa. Mepunog HabaoaeHUA NAaLUEHTOB
coctasun 1-15 mec.

MNocneonepauMoHHbIe OCNIOXKHEHUA B CTaLMOHape
OLEHMBANUCh MO KNaccudUKaLmMm XMpypruyecknux oCNoK-
HeHui Clavien—Dindo, B KoTopoli | cTeneHb —3T0 Ntoboe
OTK/IOHEHWE OT HOPMa/IbHOTO TeYeHMA nocaeonepaum-
OHHOro nepuoaa 6e3 HeobXoAMMOCTN BMELLATENbCTB,

1 obnutepaunax

BKAtOYan paHeBylo UHeKUmto; Il cTeneHb TpebyeT npu-
MeHeHMA cneumanbHbIX NPenapaTos U remoTpaHcdysum;
Ill cteneHb onpeaensetT HEOBXOANMOCTb MHBA3UBHbIX
BMelaTenbCTs; IV cTeneHb yKasbiBaeT Ha yrposkatolime
YU3HWN OCNIOXKHEHUA; NpKM V CTeneHn HacTynaeT cMepTb
6onbHoro.

PE3Y/IbTATbl UCCNEAOBAHUA U UX OBCYXOEHUE

Bce onepaunun B AaHHON rpynne nauneHTos 6bian
ycneLHbl, KOHBEPCUi He Bbl1o. OKOHYaTeIbHAA ANNHA
AedeKTa MOYETOUHMKa 419 CO34aHUs aHacTomo3a 6e3
HaTAMKEHWA YCTaHaBAMBAACb MHTPAONEPALMOHHO, OHA
He COOTBETCTBOBasA AJ/IMHE CTPUKTYpbl/obantepaumm,
KOTOpasA AMArHOCTMPOBaiach Ha AOONEPALUOHHOM
3Tane, U B cpegHeM oHa coctasuna 4,9 cm (4,0-6,0 cm).
B cnyyae peMmnaaHTaLmMmM MoYeTouHUKa ¢ popmmupoBa-
HWEeM HOBOTO YCTbfl, ECTECTBEHHO, A4J/IMHA HEOBX0AMMOTO
TpaHcnaaHTaTa 6yaeT MeHblUe, YemM PEHTIEHOOMMYECKU
onpeaensemasn NpoTAXKEHHOCTb OBCTPYKLUM.

B KauecTBe rpadTta Mcnonb3osBanacb: CAN3UCTanN
wekn —3 yenoseka (60 %), cansumcran rybbl— 1 nauneHT
(20 %), KOMBMHALMA CAN3NCTOM LLLEKM M TyBbl—1 cayyait
(20 %). Bbibop rpadTa poTOBOI NONOCTM ONpeaensnca
WHAVBUAYA/IbHO B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT JIOKaZIbHOTO CTa-
Tyca. Mbl UCnonb30Baau ByKKasbHO-NabuanbHbIA NTOCKYT
C LUeNblo UCNONb30BAHMA YYaCTKa CAN3UCTON rybbl gns
dbopmunpoBaHma HOBOTO yCTbA. MpumeHeHne nabuanb-
HOTO /IOCKYTa B OAHOM c/ay4ae 6bl1o cBA3aHO € 0CObeH-
HOCTAMW aHAaTOMMYECKOrO CTPOEHMUA POTOBOW NOMOCTH
NauMeHTa, YTo 3aTPyAHANO 3a60p TPAHCNIAHTATA LLEKM.

Tabnuua 2. UHTpa- M NnocneonepauMoHHbIe pe3yibTaTbl IaNapoCcKonMueckoi 6yKKabHOM ypeTeponaacTuku
Table 2. Intra- and postoperative results of laparoscopic buccal urethroplasty

Nauunent 1/ NaumneHt 2 / MNaumneHt 3/ . MNaumneHTt 5/

Mapametpsl / Parameters Patient 1 Patient 2 Patient 3 MauueHT 4 / Patient 4 Patient 5
OnuHa cTpuKTypbl/
obamtepauun, cm / Stricture/ 6,0 6,0 4,0 4,5 4,0
obliteration length, cm

Lleka / Lleka + ry6a Lleka / .
Buga rpadra / Graft type Cheek / Cheek +lip Cheek LLleka / Cheek ry6a / Lip
Kposonoteps, mn / 50 200 50 350 30
Blood loss, ml
YpaneHue cTpaxoBoro
ApeHaxa, cytkn / Removal of 2 3 2 3 7
insurance drainage, day
MpoAonKUTEeNbHOCTb
onepaumm, muH / Surgical 210 320 190 280 350
procedure duration, min

ObocTtpeHune MuUroaLms

OcnoxHeHua Clavien-Dindo/ XPOHMYECKOoro CTeF:-nI;/
cteneHb / Complications by Het / No Het / No Het / No naHkpeatuta/ Il / llla / Stent

Clavien-Dindo/ degree

Exacerbation of chronic

pancreatitis/ Il migration/llla

55



Research and Practical Medicine Journal 2021, v.8, N3, p. 52-61

A.A.Volkov*, N.V.Budnik, 0.N.Zuban / Optimization of laparoscopic ureteral repair with a buccal graft in case of its extended strictures and obliterations

MeToaunKa 3abopa 1 06paboTku Bl He oTanyanach oT
cnocoba, NPUMEHAEMOro Npu YPeTPanbHOM XPYPruu.

KposonoTeps Npu AaHHbIX onepauusax bbina B cpea-
Hem 136 mn (30—-350 mn), BKAtoYas aTan nonyvyeHusa Br.
CTpaxoBoW ApeHax yaananca Ha 2—3 CyTKMU, y 0gHOro
nauueHTa gpeHaxk b6bln yaaneH Ha 7 CyTKM, Tak Kak
HabnoAaNnocb NPUCYTCTBUE MOYN B OTAENSEMOMY MO
ApeHaxy, MPUYMHON KOTOPOI ABUACE MUTPaLUA CTEHTA.

Onepaunmn nmenun AoCTaTOYHO 3HAYUTENbHYIO AU-
TenbHOoCTb: oT 190 go 350 MuH. (B cpegHem 270 MUH.),
4YTO Mbl CBA3bIBAEM MpEXKAe BCEro C HOBU3HOM MeTo-
OVKW, HEBO3MOXKHOCTbIO MOIHOCTLIO BbIMOMHUTL 3Tan
3abopa Bl napannenbHO OCHOBHOW onepawumm, Tak Kak
NPUHATUE pelleHMA 06 OKOHYATeNbHOW AJIMHE TPaHC-
naaHTaTa OCYyLLECTBAAETCA MHTpaonepaunoHHo. Oco-
6as NnacTMyHoOCTb Bl ycnoxKHAET ero GMKcaumio K TKaHK
MOYETOYHUKA U YANMHAET Bpema onepauuun. He Bbi3bl-
BAET COMHEHWIA, YTO No Mepe Habopa onbITa U cTaHAApP-
TM3aUUK METOANKM NanapoCcKonmMyeckon ByKKanbHOM
YPETepPOonIacTUKM NPOLOMKUTENBHOCTL ONepauun byaeT
3HAYUTENbHO YMEHbLUEHa.

B nocneonepauyoHHOM Neproae Mbl He Habatoganu
TAXKENbIX OC/IOXKHEHUI B AHHOM rpynne nauueHTos.
Y ogHOM NauMeHTKK, KoTopasa 0 3TOro ANUTENIbHO NpU-
MeHsNa NPOTMBOTYbepKyne3Hble Npenapatsbl, B paHHEM
nocsieonepalMoHHOM Nepuoae NpounsoLuio obocTpeHme
paHee MMEeBLLEroca XpPOHMYECKOro NaHKpeaTuTa, 4Tto
notpeboBano HasHauYeHMA LONONHUTENbHON Tepanuu.
Y O HOrO MYYMHbI ANUCTANIbHO MUTPUPOBAN MOYETOY-
HUKOBbIV cTeHT 4,8 Ch, nauMeHTy ycnewHo BbINoJHEHO
PecTeHTMPOBaHNE MOYETOYHMNKA HE3 TEXHUYECKMX C/IOMK-
HocTelt (Tabn. 2).

AHanusupya otganeHHble pe3ynbTaTbl AaHHOW one-
pauuu B Halwen HebONbLIONM rpynne NaLUeHToB, Mbl
pacueHnBaem nx Kak xopowwue. MauneHTbl nocewatot

KAVHUKY ANS KOHTPONbHOrO 06CcnefoBaHMsA ¢ YacToTon 1
BM3uUT B 3 mec. OcTaTouHbIV rMapoHedpo3 coxpaHaeTca
y oaHow (20 %) naLMeHTKM NPY NOAHOW NPOXOANUMOCTHU
ee BMI B TeyeHue 6 mec. HabntoaeHua. Mo Hawemy
OMbITY, OCTAaTOUYHbIM TMAPOHEDPO3 MOXKET ANATHOCTU-
pOBaTbCA Y HEKOTOPbIX MALLMEHTOB NOCAE onepauumn
N MOMKeT BbITb CBA3AH CO CTOMKUMU PETEHLMOHHbIMMU
nameHeHnamm 4J/1C Ha poHe HecBOEBPEMEHHOrO ee
OpeHnpoBaHuA.

Y ogHOM NaumMeHTKM Yepe3 6 mec. mocae NanapocKo-
nuyecko ByKKanbHOM ypeTeponnacTukm TybynspHbim bl
pa3BuACA pecTeHo3 B 061acTh duKcaLmm rpadta K moye-
TOYHWMKY NPOAONKUTENBHOCTLIO OKOMO 1 MM, KOTOPbIN
6bl/1 yCTPaHEH 3HA0YPETEPOTOMUEN U YCTAaHOBKOM
BHYTPEHHEro MOYETOYHUKOBOTO CTeHTa. B HacToALmIi
MOMEHT CTEHT yAaneH, npoxoaumocts BMI nonHocTbio
BOCCTQHOBJ/IEHA.

Mpu KOHTPOILHOW TMBKOI YyPETEPOCKONUN Y NALLUEH-
TOB BYKKa/IbHAA CIM3MCTAA PO30BOrO LBETA, YTO FOBOPUT
0 xopouwei Backynapusaumm bl. Y ogHoro nauueHTa
OLLeHWUTb OTAANEHHbIe pe3ynbTaTbl He NpeacTaBaseTcA
BO3MOXHbIM NO NPUYNHE PAaHHErO CPOKa nocne one-
paunu (Tabn. 3).

JednunT TKAHWM MOYEBbIX NYTEN ABNAETCA OCHOBHOM
Npo6,1emoi B PeKOHCTPYKTUBHOM yponoruu. AnutensHo
NPOTEKaoLWNN BOCNannTeNbHbIN NpoLecc, npeaplayLine
onepayuun, NpUMeHeHUe Ny4eBOM IHEPrum — BCe 3TO
NPUBOAUT K NOTEPE TKAHN MOYETOYHUKA N HEBO3MOMXK-
HOCTU BbIMNONHEHNA PEKOHCTPYKLUI C UICNONb30BaHMEM
cob6CcTBEHHbIX BMI.

KaK BO3MOXHasA anbTepHATUBA TEXHUYECKU CNOXKHbBIM
KMLLEYHBIM PEKOHCTPYKLMAM MOYETOYHMKA C Npobiem-
HbIM NMoc/seonepaLMoOHHbIM NEPMOLOM ypeTeponia-
CTuKa Bl moskeT peluatb 3Ty npobnemy [14]. BykKanbHan
ypeteponiacTuKa gaeT BO3MOXKHOCTb cpopmMMpoBaTh

Ta6suua 3. OTaaneHHble pe3ynbTaTbl 1ANapOCKONUYECKOI 6YKKaNbHOM ypeTeponnacTuku

Table 3. Long-term results of laparoscopic buccal urethroplasty

MNauunent 1/ NaumneHt 2 / MauuenT 3/ MNauunent 4 / NaumneHTt 5/
MapameTpel / Parameters Patient 1 Patient 2 Patient 3 Patient 4 Patient 5
OCT.aTqubm I'VI,EI,pOHed).p03/ Het / No Het / No Ectb / yes Het / No Het / No
Residual hydronephrosis
PecTteHo3 / Restenosis - + - - He oueneno /

Not estimated

MpoxoaMMocTb aHacTomo3sa /
Patency of the anastomosis

He oueHeHo /
Not estimated

CoctoaHue causncron b/
The state of the mucous
membrane of BG

Pososas / Pink

Pososas / Pink

Pososas / Pink

Pososas / Pink

He oueHeHo /
Not estimated

HabnoaeHue, mec. /
Observation, monthly

15
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aHacToMo3 6e3 HaTAKEeHUs, NO3BOAT BbINONHUTb One-
paumto 6e3 yxyaLweHUs KPOBOTOKA B Y¥Ke CKOMNPOMETH-
poBaHHOM y4acTKke moueBbix nyTen. CornacHo U3BecTHOM
Knaccudukaumm, K BI' oTHOCUTCA TpaHCNAAHTaT CAN3U-
CTO 060N0YKM BHYTPEHHEN NOBEPXHOCTYU LLLEKM U BHY-
TpeHHel NOBEPXHOCTU rybbl, UMetoLLMe OaMHAKOBbIE
XapaKTEPUCTUKN TKaHEM — TONCTbIA SNUTENNIA, BBICOKOE
cofeprKaHune 31acTUYHbIX BOJIOKOH, TOHKasA cObCTBEHHAsA
NAacTUKa, BbICOKaA MNAOTHOCTb Kanuaaapos [15], uTto
NOAXOAMT K TOM BNAXKHOWM arpeccuBHOM cpesie, KOTopyto
C0342eT MoYa B NPOCBETE MOYETOYHMKA.

B peKOHCTPYKTUBHOWM XMPYPrMmM MOYETOUHKUKA onpe-
AeneHbl 6a30Bble NPUHLMMbI, KOTOPbLIX CAeAyeT Npuaep-
YKMBATbCA: CNATYNALMA KOHLOB MOYETOYHMKA, CO34aHNne
HENPOHWUL,AEeMOro A8 MOYM aHAaCTOMO3a, CONoCTaBe-
HUWe C/IM3UCTBIX C UCNONb30BAHNEM PACCaChIBatOLLEroca
LLOBHOrO MaTepunasa, yCTaHOBKA BHYTPEHHErO CTEeHTa,
HaPYKHbIV ApEHaX, CaHaumaA oObIX HEKPOTUYECKMX TKa-
Hel U MCNONb30BAHME CasibHUKA NPY BO3MOXKHOCTK [16].
MpumeHeHwue Bl B ypeTeponnacTMke cOOTBETCTBYET BCEM
3TUm npuHumnam: bI' pukcupyeTca K cnaTynMpoBaHHbIM
KOHL,aM MOYETOYHMKA, CIM3MUCTan 060104Ka POTOBOM
NoJsIoCTU pacnonaraeTca BHYTPb NPOCBETa, B onepauum
NPUMEHAETCA TOHKUI PaccacbiBatOLLMIACA LWOBHbIM maTe-
pvan, BCE NaUMEHTbI CTEHTUPYIOTCA, 06/1acTb onepaunm
Apennpyetca. Mpy MaccMBHOM NOPANKEHUU CTEHKU MoYe-
TOYHMKA OHA pe3eLmpyeTca U NPUMEHSAETCA TYOyNapu3sm-
pyembliii Bl, peKOHCTpYMpPyeMbIi yH4aCTOK LLONOAHUTENIbHO
BaCKynsapu3MpyeTca npaabio canbHKKa [17, 18].

JNlanapockonuyeckunii AOCTYN, aKTUBHO NPUMEHAEMBbI
ONA XMPYPrUYECKOro NeYeHnsa NPoTAKEHHbIX CTPUKTYP
MOYETOYHMKA, B NOCNeAHEe Bpema NoKasan cebs Kak me-
TOZ, NPUBOAALLMIA K MEHbLUEN KPOBOMOTEPE, MEHbLLEMY
CPOKY NpebbiBaHWA NaUMeHTa B CTaLMOHAPE U CXOAHbIM
pe3ynbTaTam Mo 4yactoTe peunanBoB M nocaeonepa-
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1 obnuTepaunax

Puc. 1. MCKT 3a6ptoLMHHOrO NPOCTPAHCTBA C KOHTPACTUPOBaHUEM
naumeHTkn M. BusyanusmposaH ruapoHedpos cnesa.

Fig. 1. MSCT of the retroperitoneal space with contrast of patient
M. Hydronephrosis is visualized on the left.

LMOHHbIX OCNOKHEHUIN NO CPaBHEHUIO C OTKPbITbIMU
onepauymamu [19, 20]. Ucnonb3oBaHWe MasOUHBA3UB-
HOro A0CTYNa ABAAETCA BOSMOMXHbIM U Npu ByKKanbHOM
ypeTteponiacTuke.

MpeacTaBnsiemM KNMHUYeCKoe HabaogeHWe nanapo-
CKONMYECKoM BYKKaNbHOM ypeTeponaacTMKn, Kotopoe
[eMOHCTpUpyeT 3pPEKTUBHOCTb AAHHOM METOAUKM.

KnuHuueckoe HabaoaeHue.

MaumeHTka M., 46 neT, NnoCcTynuaa B xmpypruye-
CKUit LeHTp «IBB» PocTtoBCcKOM 0bnactu ¢ xanobamm
Ha NOCTOAHHbIE 60K B NOACHUYHOM 06nacTu cnesa,

Puc. 2. lanapockonunyeckan ypeteponnactuka bl y naumentkn M.
MouyeToUHMK pacceyeH Ha NPOTANKEHUWN CTPUKTYPbI, YCTaHOBNEH
MOYETOYHUKOBBIN CTEHT. [PoA0MKUTENbHOCTL AedeKTa BblaeneHa
cTpenkamu. 1 — cTeHKa MOYETOUYHMKA, 2 — TKaHb JIOXaHKK.

Fig. 2. Laparoscopic ureteroplasty of BG in patient M. The ureter
was dissected during the stricture, a ureteral stent was installed.
The length of the defect is highlighted by arrows. 1 — ureteric wall,
2 — pelvic tissue.

Puc. 3. Jlanapockonuyeckasa ypeteponnactuka bl y naymeHTkm
M. Bl socTasneH K obnactu onepauuu, Hayata ero pukcauma K
MOYETOYHUKY. 1 — Bl, 2 — CTEHKA MOYETOYHMKA, 3 — TKaHb JIOXaHKM.

Fig. 3. Laparoscopic ureteroplasty of BG in patient M. BG was
delivered to the area of surgery, it’s fixation to the ureter was
started. 1 — BG, 2 — ureteric wall, 3 — pelvic tissue.
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nepuoanYecKyto Npumecb Kposu B mode. M3 aHamHesa
W3BECTHO, YTO Y KEHLLMHbI UMENOCb HEO4HOKpaTHOe
OTXOX/AEHNEe KOHKPEMEHTOB 13 1IEBOM MOYKM, CONPO-
BOXKAaloLLee NoYeyHbIMWU KOIMKaMU. 3a TpU roaa ao
NoCTYN/IeHMA NaLMeHTKe BbINOJIHEHA NanapocKonuye-
cKaA naactuka JIMC cnesa no noBoAy CTPUKTYpbI. Yepes
rog, NoABUANCL NOCTOSIHHbIE 601M B 1€BOM NOACHUYHOWN
obnactu. B Hauane ceHTabpsa 2020 r. 6oan npuobpenu
nepuoanYecKn ocTpblii XxapakTep.

Mpw nocTynneHuu B oTaeneHne y NauneHTKY BbiABIeH
rmapoHedpos cnesa, KOHKPEMEHT 1IEBOTO MOYETOYHMKA.
10.09.2020 r. BbINO/IHEHA YpPETEPOCKONUA CAeBa, NpuU
nccnenoBaHUM AMArHOCTMPOBaHa NPOTAXKEHHAA CTPUK-
Typa BEPXHEN TPEeTW 1IeBOr0 MOYETOYHMKA A/IMHOM 4 cMm.
BbinonHeHa KOHTaKTHaA ypeTepoNnTOTPUNCUA CNeBa,
YCTaHOBNEH CTEHT MoyeTo4yHMKa Ne 4,8 Ch.

Yepes Tpu Heaenu CTeHT yganeH, nocne yero 6o-
NeBo cMHAPOM BO306HOBMACA. MNMaumMeHTKa BbINo-
Huna MCKT 3abploWwIMHHOro NpocTpaHcTBa ¢ 6ontoc-
HbIM KOHTPACTHbIM YCU/IEHMEM: YaLLEeYHO-10XaHOYHaA
cuctema gedopmmnpoBaHa, pacluMpeHa: ioxaHka 36
x 20 MM, Yaweykn go 20 x 12 mm, Npu OTCPOYEHHOM
nccnefoBaHMM KOHTPACT AUCTaslbHee 30Hbl JTIOXaHOU-
HO-MOYEeTOYHMKOBOIO CerMeHTa He BU3yanmsunpyerca
(puc. 1).

MauneHTKe BbICTaBAEH AMATHO3: NPOTAXKEHHAA
peumanBHanA CTPUKTYpPa BEPXHEN TPETU 1EBOrO MoYe-
TOYHMKA. YUNTbIBAA PeLMANBHbBIN XapaKTep CTPUKTYPbI,

ee /I0KaNn3aLmio, NPOTAXKEHHOCTb, NPUHATO pelleHne
BbINOJ/IHUTb 1aNapPOCKONUYECKY ByKKanbHYo onlay
YPEeTeponnacTmKy.

TexHuKa onepauum:

MeTopa, aHecTe3nm —aHA0TpaxeanbHblA HApKO3. Bbl-
NOJIHEHA LMCTOCKONMA, B MOYETOYHUK YCTAHOB/IEHA Ha-
NpaBAALWAnA CTPyHa. B Non0XKeHMM NaLMEeHTKN Ha CNuHe
BbINOJIHEHA NYHKLMA BPIOLHOM NOA0CTM UIMoi Bepela,
nposeaeHa nHcyodnaumna CO2 go 15 mm.pT.cT. 3aTem
B OPIOLLHYIO NONOCTb NPOBEAEHDLI TPOaKapbl. ONTUYECKUIA
nopT 10 MM yCTaHOBJ/IEH B OKOJIOMNYMNOYHOM 061acTu;
JOnoNHUTENbHbIE TpoaKapbl: 10 Mm — B anuracTpanb-
HoM obnactn, 5 Mm — B 1eBOI NOAB3A0LLHOM 0bnacTy,
5 MM —no Kpato NpAMOM MbilWLbl }KMBOTA CNEBa.

BbloeneHbl n BU3yann3npoBaHbl 10XaHKa U BEPXHAA
TPETb MOYETOUHMKA, Haxogalmecs B pybLOBOM KOHIO-
MmepaTe. BbinonHeHa MUHUMaNbHas AUCTaNbHaA Mobu-
NN3auMA MOYETOYHMKA, KOTOPbIM B3AT HA AEPIKANKY.
TkaHb BMI pacceyeHa 0 340poBbIX TKaHel no 0,5 cm
B KaXKAylo CTOPOHyY. PeTporpagHo, no Hanpasaatowei
CTPYHEe YCTaHOBNEH MOYETOYHMKOBbIV CTeHT 6 Ch.Moue-
TOYHWK NOATAHYT 32 AEpPXKajKy.

MpoTAXKEHHOCTb HEOBXOAMMOTO ANS 3aMeLLeHMA
nedekra BMIM cocrasuna 4,0 cm (puc. 2).

BTopow 6puraaoi xmpypros ocyuiectsseH 3abop bI
M3 pOTOBOM NoNoCTU pasmepamu 4,5 x 1,5 cm. JTockyT
obpaboTaH, yaaneHbl 3S1eMeHTbl MOACAN3UCTOTO CNOS.

Puc. 4. PeTporpagHas ypeteponuenorpadpusa cnesa nauneHTkm M.,6
Mec. Noc/e 1anapocKonMUYeckoi ByKKanbHOM ypeTeponaacTuKu.
CTpenkamu oTMeyeHbl rpaHmubl br.

Puc. 5. Ypetepockonua cnesa nauneHTkn M., 6 mec. nocne
fNlanapockonuuyeckoi bykkanbHoM ypeteponnactuku. Ctpenkamm
OTMeYeHbl rpaHunLbl Bl  cA3MCTON MOYeTOUHMKA.

Fig. 4. Retrograde ureteropyelography on the left of patient M., 6
months after laparoscopic buccal ureteroplasty. The arrows mark
the boundaries of BG.
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Fig. 5. Ureteroscopy on the left of patient M., 6 months after
laparoscopic buccal urethroplasty. The arrows mark the boundaries
of BG and the ureteral mucosa.
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BbinonHeH remocTas paHbl poToBoi nonoctu. bl focras-
NeH K obnactn onepaunn yepes 10 mm nopt. Npeasa-
pPUTENbHO HA OAMH U3 Y3KUX KPaeB JIOCKYTa HaNOXKeHbI
2 HATU, KOTOPBIMW NOCNE BBEAEHUA Yepes TpoaKap, OH
NoALWMUT K MPOKCMMasIbHOMY Kpato pa3pesa MoYeBbIX
nytei. C nomoLbio AepKalKM MOYETOYHUK NOATAHYT,
OAHOM U3 HUTEWN TPAHCNNAHTAT GUKCUPOBAH CIN3UCTOMN
BHYTPb HEMpPepbIBHbIM MOHOKPUAOBbLIM WBom 5/0
K MeaunanbHOMY Kpato pa3pesa, BTOPON HUTbIO TPaHC-
NAaHTaT NPULIKT K NaTepanbHON CTEHKE pacCevyeHHOoro
NIOXaHOYHO-MOYETOYHUKOBOTO y4acCTKa Haj, CTEHTOM
BHYTPEHHEro APEeHUPOBaHUA HEMPEPbIBHbIM HaPY»KHbIM
MOHOKpuaosbim 4/0 weom (puc. 3).

BbIKpOEH NI0CKYT Ca/ibHMKa Ha NUTAIOLLEN HOXKKE K-
pWHOM 5 cm, NoaBeseH K aHAacCTOMO3Y U PacnonioKeH bes
HATAXEeHMA HaZ BCel MOBEPXHOCTbIO TPAHCN/AAHTaTa,
dUKCUpoBaH 4 0AMHOYHBIMW MOHOKPUIOBLIMU LLIBAMM
5/0 no Kpaam TpaHCN/aHTaTa C 3aXBaTOM TKaHU MoYe-
TOYHMKA U ABYMA OAMHOYHBIMW LLIBAMW MOHOKPUIOM
5/0 HenocpeAcTBEHHO K camomy B,

CTpaxoBol ApeHaK BbiBeAeH Yepe3 5 mm nopT B noa-
B34,0LWHOM obnacTu.

Obuee Bpema onepauunn coctasmno 190 muH.,
KposonoTtepa 50 ma. UHTpa- n nocneonepauMOHHbIX
OC/IO’KHEHWI ¥ NALMEHTKN Mbl He Habaoganu. B no-
cneonepauvoHHOM Nepuoae NPoBOANAN CTAaHAAPTHYIO
AHTMBAKTEPUASIbHYIO MU CUMMITOMATUYECKYIO TEPANUIO.

1 obnuTepaumax

CTpaxoBoWn gpeHax yaaneH Ha 3-e cyTKM nocse onepa-
UMM HA POHE MUHMMAILHOTO OTAENAEMOrO NO HEMY.
bonbHas BbINUCaHa 13 CTaLMOHapa B Y40BAETBOPUTE b-
HOM COCTOAHWWN Ha 7-& CYTKM.

Mo4YeTOYHMKOBLIN CTEHT yaaneH yepes 6 Heaenb.
BbinosHEHHaA nocsie yaaneHua CTeHTa peTporpagHasn
ypeTeponuenorpadpua cnesa NnoaTeepanaa COCToATENb-
HOCTb @aHAaCTOMO3a U NpoxogmmocTtb BMI.

KoHTponbHoe 06cnegoBaHue NauMeHTKe NpoBeaeHo
yepes 6 mec. Mpu obcneaoBaHUK: XKanob He npeab-
ABnAeT. PeTporpagHan ypeteponuenorpaduma nokasana
NoJIHYIO NPOXOAMMOCTb aHacTamo3sa (puc. 4).

Mpwv BbINOSHEHWUM TMBKOI YpeTepoCKoNun — CAN3ncTan
3aMeLLEeHHOro y4acTKa MOYETOYHMKA PO30Bas, XOPOLLO
BacKynsapusMpoBaHa (puc. 5).

3AK/TIOMEHUE

Takum obpasom, nanapockonmuyeckan byKkKkaibHan
ypeTeponiacTuKa nokasbliBaeT Hapaay C APYrMMn MeTo-
LaMU PEKOHCTPYKUMK BMIT BbICOKYIO 3P PEKTUBHOCTb.
Haw onbIT 3TOM onepaLmn Noka BKAOYaeT B cebs He-
60/1bLWYIO rpynny 60/bHbIX C OTHOCUTENIbHO KOPOTKUM
CpoKoMm HabntogeHnA. HecomHeHHo, No mepe yBenunye-
HUA KO/IMYECTBA NALMEHTOB M MNOAYYEHUA OTAANEHHbIX
pe3ynbTaToB 3TOM onepaunm Mbl NpeacTaBum 6onblue
OaHHbIX 417 oueHKU 3P GEKTUBHOCTM AaHHON METOAMNKM.
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