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Munucmepcmea 30pasooxpanenust Poccuiickou Dedepavuu, 2. Mockea, Poccutickas Dedepayus

Leno wuccnepoBaHusa. lpoaHanm3vpoBatb 3aKOHOMEPHOCTM W3MEHEHUS OCHOBHbIX Moka3aTtenem pH-
MMMNESAHCOMETPUM N MAHOMETPUN MULLLEEBOAA BICOKOIO padpeLuenuns y naumeHtTos ¢ HOPB, OPb u Nb B cpaBHeEHUN
CO 3,0POBbIMU JIMLLAMU.

Martepuan un metogbi. O6c¢cnenoBaHo 69 naumeHToB. Cpean HUX 19 naumeHToB ¢ HOPE, 16 nauneHToB ¢ OPB,
14 naumeHToB c B, a Takke 20 340POBLIX SIML,, KOTOPbIE COCTABMUAN KOHTPObHYIO rpynny (KIM). B reHaepHon CTpyK-
Type npeobnaganu My>XxdnHbl (n = 44) No cpaBHEHUIO C XeHLwwmHamu (n = 25). CpegHuii Bo3pacT o6cnenoBaHHbIX
naumeHToB cocTtaBwun 46 net. Bcem nauneHTam npoBoamiack CyTodHas pH-umMnegaHcoMeTpus 1 MaHOMETPUS M-
LLLEBO/IA BbICOKOIO Pa3pELLEHNS.

Peaynbratbl. 10 AaHHLIM cyTO4YHOM pH-MnegaHcomeTpum obliee Bpems ¢ pH < 4 B nuweBoge coctaBuio 2,4 %
B KT, 9 % B rpynne naumeHtoB ¢ HOPB, 20,25 % B rpynne naumenToB ¢ OPb n 23,5 % y naunerTtos ¢ Nb (p < 0,05).
CpegaHee KonnyecTBo kncnbix pedniokcoB coctaBmno B KM 22,5, B rpynne c HOPE 61, OPB 77 n 86 y nauuneHTos ¢ Nb
(p <0,05). Bpems xummnyeckoro knupeHca B KI 1,7 MuHyTbI, B rpynne naumeHToB ¢ HOPE 2,2 munHyThl, B rpynne 9Pb
2,9 MnHyTbI U 3 MUHYTLI B rpynne M6 (p < 0,05). CpeaHuin HouHoM 6a3anbHbl vneaaHc B KIM 2483,5 Owm, B rpynne
HOPB 1775,0 Om, OPB 771,0 OMm n M5 911,0 Om (p < 0,05).

HopmanbHble nokadatenn ctpoeHns n gyHkummn MXKMN no gaHHbIM MaHOMETPUK BbICOKOro pa3pelueHns B KI 85 %,
y naumeHToB ¢ HOPE 63 %, y naumeHToB ¢ OPB 25 % n b 36 %. Hanuyne MO v/vunu rmnotoHnm HIMC otmevanucb
y 15 % naumnentoB KT, 37 % naumeHTtoB ¢ HOPB, 75 % nauneHTtoB ¢ OPb 1 64 % naumeHTos ¢ INb. HopmanbHble noka-
3aTenu gpuraTenibHo GyHKLMU FpyOHOro otaena nuwesona Habnoganmck y KI (85 %) n naumeHtoB ¢ HOPE (79 %).
Y naumenToB ¢ OPb u lNb HopmanbHasa MoTopuka oTMedanach B 25 1 29 % cny4aeB COOTBETCTBEHHO. HapyLuieHus
OBUratenbHon GyHKUMKM rpyaHoro otaena nuuesoaa B KIM 6biiv npeactasnieHbl B 10 % cnyvaeB HeapdekTUBHOM
NEPUCTaNBTUKON U FMMMNEPCOKPATUMOCTLIO B BUAE AMCTanbHOro a3odarocnasma B 5 % cnyyaes. B rpynne HOPB
y 16 % naumeHToB BbiSBASNach HeaddeKTUBHASA NepucTanbTnuka, y 5 % naumeHToB rmnepcokpaTMMoCcTb B BUAE M-
NEPKOHTPAKTULHOrO nuwesoga. B rpynnax nauneHToB ¢ OPB v MNb paccTpoicTBa ABMraTenbHOM OYHKLMN FPpya-
HOro oTgena nuLuLeBoaa NPenMyLLecTBEHHO Oblnv NpeacTaB/ieHbl HeaPPEKTUBHOM NepucTanbTukon —y 75 n 50 %
nauueHToB COOTBETCTBEHHO. Kpome Toro, B rpynne naumeHToB ¢ B B 21 % cnyyaeB Habntoganncb paccTponcTaa
MOTOPHOM DYHKLMM B BUOE OTCYTCTBUS COKPALLEHNM FPYAHOr0 OTAENA MULLEBOAA.

BbiBOAbI. YBENMYEHME YPOBHS 9KCMO3ULMN KMCOTbI, KOMMYECTBA KUCTbIX PEQIOKCOB, 3aMeAJIEHNE XUMNYECKO-
ro KJIMPEHCa, CHUXEHNE 3HAYEHWI CpeaHEro HOYHOro 6a3anbHOro NMNeaaHca, a Takke paccTpomcTBa CTPYKTYpPbI
1 QYHKLN NMULLLEBOLHO-XENYA0YHOI O NEPEXOAA M MOTOPUKM FPYAHOr0 OTAENA NMLLEBOAA 2CCOLMMPOBAHbI C TSXe-
cTbio NOPB.

KnioueBble cnoBa: ractpoasodareasnbHas pedniokcHas 6ones3Hb, nuwesod bappetTa, cytoyHas pH-nMmnegaHco-
MEeTpUS NULLEBOAA, MAHOMETPUS NMULLLEBOAA BEICOKOrO Pa3peLLleHms

KoH®NUKT nHtepecoB. ABTOPbLI 3asBNSIOT 06 OTCYTCTBUN KOHDANKTA MHTEPECOB.
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cTBa 3apaBooxpaHeHnsa Poccurickon @epepaumnm (N2 rocpernctpaummn AAAA-A16-116042810060-3).
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Indicators of Esophageal pH-Impedance Monitoring and High-Resolution
Manometry in Patients with Various Forms of Gastroesophageal Reflux Disease

Igor V. Maey, Elena V. Barkalova, Maria A. Ovsepyan, Dmitry N. Andreeyv, Yury A. Kucheryavyi

A.l. Yevdokimov Moscow State University of Medicine and Dentistry,
Ministry of Healthcare of the Russian Federation, Moscow, Russian Federation

Aim. The aim of the study is to analyze the regularities of changes in the basic indicators of esophageal pH-imped-
ance monitoring and high-resolution manometry in patients with non-erosive reflux disease (NERD), erosive reflux
disease (ERD) and Barrett’s esophagus (BE) in comparison with healthy individuals.

Materials and methods. 69 patients were examined, including 19 patients with NERD, 16 patients with ERD, 14 pa-
tients with BE and 20 individuals comprising the control group (CG). The gender structure was as follows: 44 male
and 25 female patients. The average age of the examined patients was 46 years. All patients underwent 24-hour
esophageal pH-impedance monitoring and high resolution manometry.

Results. According to the data of 24-hour pH-impedance monitoring, the total time in the esophagus with pH < 4
was 2.4 % in the control group, 9 % in the NERD group, 20.25 % in the ERD group and 23.5 % in the patients with BE
(p < 0.05). The average number of acid refluxes was 22.5 in CG, 61 in the NERD group, 77 in the ERD group and 86
in patients with BE (p < 0.05). The time of chemical clearance was 1.7 minutes in CG, 2.2 minutes in the group of
patients with NERD, 2.9 minutes in the ERD group and 3 minutes in the BE group (p < 0.05). The mean nocturnal
baseline impedance was 2483.5 Ohm in CG, 1775.0 Ohm in the NERD group, 771.0 Ohm in the ERD group and
911.0 Ohm in the BE group (p < 0.05).

The normal parameters of the esophagogastric junction (EGJ) structure and function according to the data of high-
resolution manometry were observed among 85 % of the control group, 63 % of patients with NERD, 25 % of pa-
tients with ERD and 36 % of BE group. The presence of hiatal hernia (HH) and/or hypotension of lower esophageal
sphincter (LES) was observed in 15 % of patients from the CG, in 37 % of patients with NERD, in 75 % of patients with
ERD and in 64 % of patients with BE. The normal parameters of the motor function of the esophagus were observed
in CG (85 %), as well as in patients with NERD (79 %). In patients with ERB and BE, normal motor activity was noted
in 25 % and 29 % of the cases, respectively. Disturbances of the motor function of the thoracic esophagus in CG were
represented in 10 % of the cases by ineffective peristalsis and hypercontractility in the form of distal esophagospasm
in 5 % of the cases. In the NERD group, 16 % of patients had ineffective peristalsis and 5 % of patients had hypercon-
tractility in the form of a hypercontractile esophagus. In patients of ERD and BE groups, the disorders of the motor
function of the thoracic esophagus were predominantly represented by ineffective peristalsis, in 75 % and 50 % of
the patients, respectively. In addition, in the group of patients with BE, in 21 % of the cases, motor function disorders
were observed in the form of absence of thoracic esophagus contractions.

Conclusion. It is shown that such indicators as increased level of acid exposure, increased amount of acid reflux,
slowed chemical clearance, lowered mean nocturnal baseline impedance, as well as disorders in the structure and
function of the esophageal-gastric junction and motility of the thoracic esophagus are associated with the severity
of GERD.

Keywords: gastroesophageal reflux disease, Barrett’s esophagus, diurnal esophageal pH-impedance monitoring,
high-resolution esophageal manometry
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Beeaenue Huit [2]. CorsacHo ompenenenuto Poccmiickoil ra-
crposnHreposorndeckoii  acconmanuu (PTA), TOPB
lacrpoasodareanbuas  pedumiokcHast — G0JIE3Hb — MPeEJCTABJSET COGOM XPOHUYECKOE PEIUIUBUPYIOLIEE

(I'9PB) 3anmMaer 3HaYMMOe MeCTO cpean 3aloseBa-
HUIT JKeJTy/I0YHO-KHUIIIEYHOTO TPaKTa, HMes PpacIpo-
CTpaHeHHOCTb 8—33 % MO BCeMy MHPY U OXBATbIBas
BCE BO3pACTHbBIE IPYMITbI (€3 TeHAePHbIX oTauymii [1].
CoraacHo omnpezenernio MoOHPeaTbCKOTO KOHCEH-
cyca (2006 r.), racrpossodareanbras pedoKcHas
60JIe3Hb — 3TO COCTOSIHWE, pas3BHUBAloleecs B CJIy-
yagx, Korjga 3a6poc COAEPIKIMOro JKesly/iKa B IHIIe-
BOJI BBI3bIBAaeT y OOJIHHOTO MPUUYUHSIONINE HEY/I00CTBO
CHMIITOMBI U/ WJIH TPUBOAUT K Pa3BUTUIO OCJOXKHE-

3a6osieBanne, o06yCIOBIECHHOE HAPYIIEHUEM MOTOPHO-
9BAKyaTOPHON (DYHKINN OPraHOB TacTpoa3odareasb-
HOIl 30HBI M XapaKTepU3YIOleecs PEeryJsPHO MOBTO-
pSIOIMMCs 3a0PachbIBAHNEM B IHIIEBOJL JKeJIY0UHOTO
1/UIH  yO/leHATbHOTO COZEPKUMOr0, YTO IIPHBO-
[T K HOBPEX/IEHNIO JINCTANBHOTO OT/eJa MHIIEBO/A
C PasBUTHEM B HeM (DYHKIMOHATBHBIX HapyIIEeHHi
n/ua AUCTpo(pUYECcKX M3MEHEHHI HEeOoPOroBeBalO-
I[ero MHOTOCJIOMHOTO IIJIOCKOTO 3IUTEIHs, IPOCTOrO
(karapasbHOro), SPO3UBHOTO WJIM SI3BEHHOTO 330(a-
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ruta (pedunokc-azodarnra), a y dactu GOJBHBIX €O
BpEMEHEM — IUJIMHAPOKIETOUHON (5KesmesncToi) Me-
ramtasuu (nmiesoga Bapperra (I1B)) [3].

I'9Pb npencrasiena MHOXKeCTBOM (PEHOTUTIOB B 3a-
BUCHMOCTH OT KJIMHUYECKUX IPOSBJIECHUN, 3HIOCKO-
MMIYECKON KapTUHBI, COMYTCTBYIONINX MOTOPHBIX pac-
CTPOUCTB M T.[. IDHJIOCKOINYECKH MOXKHO BBIIEJUTH
e ocHoBHBIE (hopmbr [IOPB [3]: HeaposuBHyo ped-
mokcuyio 6osestb (HOPB), cocrasistiontyio 60—65 %
BCceX CJIydaeB, W 3IPO3UBHYIO PpedioKcHyo 60Jie3HDb
(9PD), soisBasiemyo y 30—35 % manueHToB. AHAIN3
AMUIEMUOJOTUIECKUAX  MCCIEOBAHUN  JI€MOHCTPHUPY-
€T, 4TO pacrnpocTpaHeHHOCTh cuMntoMoB ['OPB cpenn
B3pocsoro Hacemenust gocturaer 40 % [3]. B Poccun
pacnpocrpaneHHoctb 'OPB cocraBisier B cpemneMm
13,3 % [4], omHaKO B MOCKOBCKOM PETHOHE JOCTUTAET
23,6 %, 4TO ABJLETCS OJHUM U3 CaMbIX BBICOKUX IO-
KazareJsieil cpein 3amaiHoil momysimn [S].

AxkTyaspHOCTb U3ydeHust ocobernocreit [P 06y-
CJIOBJIEHA HE TOJBKO CTPeMJICHUEM YJIyUITUTh JHArHO-
CTHUKY, JieueHHe M, KaK CJeJICTBUE, KAueCTBO >KU3HU
MAIMEeHTOB, HO M €€ POJIbI0 B PAa3BUTHH aJ€HOKAPITH-
oMbl numiesoga (AKII). MeTtaaHanius MOILYJISIIMOH-
HBIX HccyaeqoBaHuil, nmpoBegeHHbIX K 2010 roxy, mo-
Kazaj, 4To IPH eXXKeHeleJIbHOM HAJIUYMKM CHUMIITOMOB
I'9PB puck passurus AKII yBeamunBaercs mpuMepHO
B O pa3 [6]. Cuuraercss, uTo y npeapacrosiosKeHHbIX
JIUT] TIATOJIOTHYECKUT TacTpoa3odarea bHbIil pedJIioKe
MOJKET IIPUBECTH K 9PO3UBHOMY 3930(haruty, a 3aTeM K
dopmuposanmio kumewynoii Meramtasun (I1B) Beea-
CTBHE HapYyIIEeHNS 1IpOolleccoB (PU3UOJOTHYECKOIl pere-
HepaIyn CAN3UCTON 000JI0UKN TrTeBoa. Kak mpasu-
g0, AKII pasBuBaercs TOJbKO KaK OCJOXKHEHHE IIPU
I1b, xOTOpBIil SBJASETCS CJEACTBHEM XPOHUYECKOI
I'9PB. Ilpu arom y mamuentoB ¢ IIB puck passurns
AKII B 30—125 pa3 BbIe, 4eM B OOIIel MOMyJISAINN
[7].

Cpemt METOZIOB MCCJIEIOBAHUS TMOMUMO KJIMHUYE-
CKOTO, 3H/JIOCKOIHMYECKOr0 BCe MIUPE HCIOJIb3YIOTCI
cyrouHasi pH-ummnenancoMerpuss u MaHOMETpHUS TIH-
II€BO/Ia BBICOKOTO paspelleHuss. ITH COBPEeMeHHbIE
METO/Ibl 3aHUMAIOT 3HAuNMoe MecTo B auddepeHtm-
ampHOll  auarHoctuke 'OPB m gpyrux cocrostamii,
B OTIpe/IeJIEHIH TaK HAa3bIBaeMbIX (DeHOTUTIOB GOJIE3HM,
B BBISABJIECHUM IATOT€HETHYECKUX MEXAaHU3MOB, JIeXa-
X B OCHOBE BO3HUKHOBEHWSI CHUMIITOMOB, a TaKKe
00y CJIABANBAIONINX pPe3ncTeHTHOe TeueHne [DPDB, B
orpesieJIeHUN TTPOTHO3a JIeYeHWS TTAIlMeHTOB KaK KOH-
CepBaTUBHOTO, TaK U Xupyprudeckoro [8, 9].

Cymounass pH-umnedancomempusi siBjasiercsi 30-
JIOTBIM CcTaHAapToM BbigBieHus peduiokcoB. C 1o-
Momibio pH-31eKTpoIOB W psifla UMIEaHC-TATYNKOB
Mbl UM€eM BO3MOYKHOCTb OGHAPYIKUTH BCe PeJIIOKCHI
(GKUIKWI, TA30BBIH WM CMENIAHHBI) HEe3aBUCUMO OT
KICJOTHOCTH ¥ OIpPEIeJUTh BBICOTY MX PacHpoOCTpa-
nenus [10]. Takum o6pasom, uccieqoBaHUE TO3BOJISI-
€T C BBICOKOI TOYHOCTBIO YCTaHOBUTH anarno3 [OPB
MyTeM BBISBJICHUS MATOJOTHUECKUX Pe]IIOKCOB B M-
eBo/ie, UYTO MMeeT ocoboe 3HA4YeHUe B cjydae Ipejl-
nomaraemoit HOPB. Kpome Toro, ¢ momomipio pH-

UMTIIeIAHCOMETPUN MOXKHO OTIPE/IEUTH, €CTh JI CBS3b
UMEONNXCA y MAlieHTa CUMITOMOB ¢ PedJIIoKCaMH,
KaK TUIEBOJHBIX, TaK U BHEMUIEBOJHBIX, a TaKKe
o1eHUTH I(PPEKTUBHOCTD TPOBOANMOI aHTHCEKPETOP-
HOIT Teparmu, 4To TaK)Ke BaXKHO B CIy4YasX OCJI0KHEH-
Horo teueHust I'OPDB, Tto ectp mns mamuenrtos ¢ 11D
[11]. Onnako ciexyer OTMETUTH BBICOKYIO CTOMMOCTD
HCCIEIOBAHNS, OTPAHWYEHHYIO JJOCTYITHOCTh WM HE0O-
XO/IUMOCTh ~ HAJNYMSl  BbICOKOKBATM(UITMPOBAHHBIX
CHEIMATICTOR JIJIsi WHTEPIPETAITNH JJAHHbIX.

Cormacno pexomenpaiusiMm PTA, mman  o6ceno-
BaHug mammeHToB ¢ [OPDB BKIOUaeTr mpoBeneHNE
manomempuu nuuesoda |3]. Manomerpudeckoe uc-
CJIe/IOBAHIE HE SIBJISIETCS TPSMbIM METOJIOM JIMATHO-
cruku 'OPD, omHako Mosker [aBaTh [[OIOJIHUTE]Ib-
Hyto WH(OPMAINIO O COCTOSHUM MOTOPHON (DYHKIMN
MUINEBO/IA ¥ CPUHKTEPHOTO armapaTa, 4To TO3BOJIIeT
OTIpE/IeJINTh TPOTHO3 TeuyeHusi 3a00JI€BaHUsI, a TaK¥Ke
HCKJIIOYUTh COCTOSIHUSI CO CXOJHOHM CHMIITOMATHUKOI
[12]. B mepByio oyepenb MaHOMETPUS CTAHOBUTCS aK-
TyaJIbHOH 1TpU Hea(EKTUBHON MJIN HEJOCTATOUHO A-
(pexTHBHOIT Tepant UHTUOUTOPAMU TIPOTOHHON TTOMITBI
(UIIII) u oco6eHHO B ciydae pelleHus Bompoca 06
aHTUPEeIIOKCHOM XUPYPruyecKoM JICYeHUH TIallieH-
ToB ¢ pasmnunbiMu dpopmamu 'OPB u IIB [11, 13].
[Ipm nepcuctupytomux cumnromax '9PB manomerpus
MO3BOJISIET BBISIBJISATH PA3JUYHble MOTOPHBIE PACCTPOIi-
CTBA TMHUIIEBO/IA U, KPOME TOTO, MCKJIIOYATh [[PyTue 3a-
60JIeBaHMs TIMIIEBO/IA, COMPOBOXKIAIONINECS CXOXKen
¢ 'OPB cumnroMartukoil, a Tak:ke IIOMOTaeT B JIMHA-
MUKe OlleHUBaTh 3(PPEKTUBHOCTD TEPANN, HATPABJIEH-
HOIl Ha KOPPEKINIO MOTOPHBIX Hapymernii [11, 14].

Ilen» uccaemoBaHus — TPOAHAIU3UPOBATH 3AKO-
HOMEPHOCTH W3MEHEeHNS OCHOBHBIX mokasateseii pH-
UMTIIe/IAaHCOMETPUN U MAaHOMETPUU MHUIIEBO/A BBICOKO-
ro paspemennst y namuentos ¢ HOPbB, 9Pb u IIb
B CPAaBHEHUU CO 3/IOPOBBIMU JIUIIAMH.

MaTepHaJl H METOoAbl UCCJIEJOBAHUA

B naGopatopun (pyHKIIMOHAILHBIX METOIOB UCCJIe-
JoBanus B racrposnteposiornt MITMCY um. A.U. Es-
JIOKMMOBa Ha 0a3e OT/AEJICHUS TacTPOIHTEPOJIOTHN
n naymarnshoii repanu HY 3 ITKB Ne 2 um. H.A. Ce-
Maiko OAO «PK/I» npocrekTuBHO ObLIO 06C/IE10BA-
Ho 69 nmanmenTtoB. Cpenu nux 19 narnuentos ¢ HOPB,
16 nmamuentos ¢ OPDB, 14 mamuentos c¢ IID, a taxxe
20 3/10pOBBIX JIHIl, KOTOPbIE COCTABUJIM KOHTPOJIHHYIO
rpymny (KI). B remgepmoii crpykrype mpeoGaaja-
i My>Runibl (n = 44) 10 CPaBHEHUIO C JKEeHIIMHAMU
(n = 25). Cpeannii Bo3pacT 06CIeJOBAHHBIX MaldeH-
TOB cocraBua 46 jer (tabm. 1).

Pacripesiesierrie  manueHToB Ha  IPYNIbl  6asu-
pOBAJIOCh HA OCHOBAHUU IPEADbIBISIEMBIX Kajio0,
aHaMHe3a 3a00JIeBaHUsI, Pe3yJbTaToB 330¢arora-
crpoayomenockonun (B caydasx mogospennst Ha I1B
C MHOKECTBEHHOW 4-KBaJ[paHTHOIl OHWOICHell u3Me-
HEHHOIl CIM3UCTOI), a TaKyKe JAHHBIX CyTOUYHOro pH-
UMIIEe/IJAHC-MOHUTOPUPOBAHUSI.
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Tabauya 1. Pacupe/esieHre MaiueHToB MO BO3PACTY ¥ TIOJY B IPYIIIax

Table 1. Patient distribution according to age and gender in groups

KT H9Pb 9Pb I1b Bcero
CG NERD ERD BE Total
[Manumentot, n (%)
Patients, n (%) 20 (29) 19 (27,5) 16 (23,2) 14 (20,3) 69 (100)
Cpennuii Bo3pacr
(auanason), Jer 40,3 (22—58) | 49,1 (30—82) | 47,8 (29—69) | 46,5 (37—68) | 45,9 (22—82)
Average age (range), years
Mysxunnbt, 1 (%)
Men, 1 (%) 10 (50) 12 (63,2) 11 (68,8) 11 (78,6) 44 (63,8)
JKenmutpt, n (%)
Women, 7 (%) 10 (50) 7 (36,8) 5(31,2) 3(21,4) 25 (36,2)
KI' — xomrposmbHas rpymna; HOPB — nesposuBnas peduiokcuas 6osesub; IPB — sposusnas pedumokcuas 6omesnn; [1b —

IIUIIEBO BappeTTa; N — KOJIMYEeCTBO IMAIlMCHTOB.

CG — control group; NERD — non-erosive reflux disease; ERD — erosive reflux disease; BE — Barrett’s esophagus; n —

the number of patients.

B coorBercTBUM ¢  NPOTOKOJIOM  HCCJIE0Ba-
HUS BCEM IIallMeHTaM IIPoBojMjach cyrtounas pH-
UMIIEAHCOMETPHST U MAaHOMETPUS IHUIIEBO/Ia BBICOKO-
ro pa3perieHus.

[lng  mpoBemenus 24-yacoBoit pH-mMmemanco-
MEeTpHUHU UCHOJIb30BaJcsT aMOyaaTopublii pH-pekopaep
qiag  cytouHoit pH-ummemancomerpun OHMEGA
(Medical Measurement Systems, Hugepaamgpr).
MonunrtopupoBaHue BCeM MalMeHTaM IIPOBOUIOCH
6e3 npuema umu MIIII.

[lepBuunoii 1esbio  cyrouyHoro pH-ummemanc-
HccIeJ0OBaHUs SIBJIsLIach AuarHoctuueckasi. OQHUM U3
IJIABHBIX MOKa3aTesieil OleHUBAJICs MPOIEHT BPeMeHU
¢ pH < 4 3a cyrkn (9KCHO3UIMS KUCIOTBI B IHIIE-
BoJIe), KOTOPBIl B Hadaje HACTOSIIEr0 NCC/IETOBAHMUS
cuntasicst kpurepueM auarnoza 'DPbB npu 3navenun
> 4,5 % [15]. Ograxo, coriiacHO HOBBIM MeK/IyHAPO/I-
HBIM PEKOMeH/IalUsIM B paMKaX JIMOHCKOrOo KOHCEH-
cyca, omy6amkoBaHHbIM B 2018 Tomy, ObLIO TPUHSATO
CUMTATh HKCIO3ZUIIMIO KUCJOTbI MATOJOTUYECKOH IMpu
sHaueHnn > 6 % [8]. B cBgsu ¢ wem Gbuim mepecMo-
TpeHbl JgaHHble pH-uMnexancomerpun 25 nanueHTos,
COCTABJISIBITMX HA TIPOMEKYTOYHOM 3TAIle UCCIEI0BA-
nug rpymiy ['DOPDB. Bce manuentsl umesnu mpoiieHt
Bpemenn ¢ pH < 4 3a cytku > 6 %, 4TO MO3BOJIWIO He
UCKJII0YaTh UX U3 uccaegoBanusa. [Ipu panbreiinem
Habope MaIMeHTOB TaKyKe JUATHOCTUYECKUM KPUTEPH-
eM 'OPD cunranach sxCcrosuimsd KUCJOTHI B ITUIEBO-
ze > 6 % 3a CyTKH.

Tak>ke OIlEHMBAJIOCh KOJIMYECTBO KHUCJBIX ped-
moxkcoB (¢ pH < 4), XoTsg JaHHBIA OKa3aTeab HMeeT
JIMIIb JIOTIOJIHUTEIbHOE JUArHOCTHYECKOe 3HAYEHHeE.

O6o6mieHHbIfl  mokazatenb DeMeester,  yunTbI-
BaBIIMIICSI Ha HAvyaJIbHOM 3Talle MCCJIe0BaHus, ObLIO
MPUHSTO UCKJIOYUTD U3 OIIEHKU BBUJY €ro pacyera Ha
OCHOBAHWK HE COOTBETCTBYIONIETO JIMOHCKOMY KOHCEH-
CyCy 3HAYEHUST SKCIO3UIUU KUCJIOTHI > 4,5 %, a TaKyKe
B CBSI3U C YK€ PEJIKUM €r0 UCIOJIb30BAHUEM B IEJIOM.

BaskHBIM IHAaTHOCTUYECKUM KPUTEPUEM BBICTYIIATIO
HaJIM4Ke CBI3U CUMITOMOB ¢ pedutiokcamu [16], ko-
TOpask ONpe/eNisiylach Ha OCHOBAHWM 3HAYEHWI TaKUX

nokasaresei, Kak mmagekc cumnroma (SI, symptom
index) 1 BEPOSATHOCTD ACCOLMAIMU CHMIITOMA C ped-
mokcoM (SAP, symptom association probability).

Ha ocHoBanum nanHbIX KpuTepueB 49 maimeHToB
n3 69 6blTH OTHeceHBI B IfesioM K rpymnme ¢ [OPbB
¢ pacnpejesnenueM Ha nogarpymnnst HOPB, 9PB u 11B
B COOTBETCTBHH C pe3yJbTaTaMu 330(haroracTpoayo-
nenockonuu (¢ 6uorncueil mpu nogospennn Ha I116).

CoracHo 1eJi UCCJIeIOBAHNUS, TAKKe TI0 Pe3yJIbTa-
TaM cytouHoil pH-mmmemancomerpum B Tpe/iCcTaBJIeH-
HBIX TPYTINax TMalUeHTOB MTPOBO/IUIICS CPAaBHUTEIbHBIN
aHAJN3 TaKUX IIOKazaresell, Kak IIPOIEHT BpeMeHu
¢ pH < 4 3a cyTKH, KOJMYECTBO KUCJBIX PedIIOKCOB
(c pH < 4), BpeMs XUMHYECKOTO MULIEBOAHOTO K-
peHca W CpeiHnil HOUHOM 6Ga3aIbHbII MMIIE/IaHC.

s mpoBeseHnss MaHOMETPUHU TIMIIEBOJA BBICO-
KOTO pas3pelieHusi WCIOJb30BATICS TBEPAOTETHHBIN
Katerep ¢ 36 KPYroBbIMU JIATYNKAMK JIABJEHUSI, Pac-
MOJIOKEHHBIMU Ha paccTosiHuu 1 ¢M JApyT OT Apyra,
a aHaJIM3 JAHHDBIX TPOU3BOAUJICS C HOMOIIBIO CIIEIH-
AJM3UPOBAHHOTO TporpaMMuoro oGecnedenusi Medi-
cal Measurements Systems (MMS, The Nether-
lands). WcenenoBanne TPOBOAUIOCH B OTCYTCTBHE
pueMa IpPernapaToB, BAUSIONUX HA MOTOPHYIO (DYHK-
IUI0 TUIEBO/a, Y BCeX manueHToB. Mcmosb3oBanach
crangapruas Meroguka ¢ 10 rjorkamMu BOJABI 10 S
MJI B TIOJIOKEHWH TIaliieHTa Jeska Ha cnuHe. OTeHKa
JIBUTATENbHON (PYHKIIMK MUIEBOJA U ero cUHKTEP-
HOTO ammapara IPOW3BOAMJIACH MMyTEM aHAJIN3a aBTO-
Matmvecku paccuutanubix napamerpon: IRP, DCI,
CDP, DL, Breaks (ta6.1. 2) ¢ nocaemymoieil oneHkoi
pe3yJibTaToB corjiacHo YwuKarckoi kjaccuduranuu
3 mepecmotpa (2015 1.) (puc. 1) [17].

Crarucrtndeckast 06paGoTKa MPOBOAMIACH C TTOMO-
IO CIEIUATM3NPOBAHHOTO TIPOTPAMMHOTO obecrieye-
nua MedCalc 14.8.1 (Benbrusi) B cpege Microsoft
Windows 10 Pro (CIIIA). Ilposepka HOpMaJibHO-
CTU pacripe/iesieHusi BaPUAIUOHHBIX DPSIZ0B OCYIIECT-
BJISIIACH C WUCIOJH30BAHUEM COCTABHOTO KPHUTEPHS
Il Aroctuno — Ilupcona. IIpoBepka craTucTUYeCKuX
TUIIOTE3 OCYIIECTBJSAIACh C TOMOIIBIO HElapaMeTpH-
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Ta6auua 2. OcHOBHBIE HapaMeTPbl MAHOMETPHUH IIMIEBO/A BbICOKOTO pasperuenus [17]
Table 2. Basic parameters of esophageal high-resolution manometry [17]

[IporpamMMHubIe TTapaMeTpPhbI 3Havenne napameTpos Hopwma
Program parameters Parameter meaning Norm

IRP, Integrated Relaxation [Tokazare b MPOXOAMMOCTH TTHIIEBO/THO-
Pressure JKEJIYIOUHOTO Tepexo/ia ) 10 28 MM pr. cT.*
CyMMapHOe [aBIeHne Index of the patency of esophagogastric up to 28 mm Hg*
paccrabaenusi, C/IP junction
DCI, Distal Contractile Integral [Tokazaresib COKPATUTETBHOI CIIOCOGHOCTH 450—8000 MM pt. cT. X
WHuTerpanbHasg COKPaTHMOCTD JIICTATHHOTO OT/IeJIa MUIIEBO/Ia c XcM

puctaigbHoro cermenta, MCJ/IC Index of the contractility of distal esophagus | 450—8000 mm Hg x s x cm

Touka, B KOTOPOH MIPOMCXOAUT 3aMe/|JIEHIe
: 3 PacIpOCTPaHEHUS MEPUCTATBTHYECKOH BOTHDI
%(])Dnll)t, Contractile Deceleration L s S
The point where the distribution of
peristaltic wave in the distal direction
decelerates

Touka 3ame/IeHNs COKpallleHn:A

Bpems or navana packpsitus BIIC go Toukn
3aMe/IJIeHNsT COKpallleH!sl TPYAHOro oTAesa

DL, Distal Latency MUAIIEBO/IA
- . . P >4.5¢

JlaTeHTHBII TIEPUO TUCTATBHOTO Time passing from the beginning of S 45
cermenTa, JIIIJIC disclosure of upper esophageal sphincter =208

to the point OP deceleration of thoracic

esophagus contraction
30Ha MUIEeBOA C JaBJIECHUEM

MeHee 20 MM PT. CT., KOTOpasi CYUTAETCS
Breaks «BBITIABIEN» M3 COKPAIEHUST <5cMm
PaspbiBbl IE€PUCTATIBTUKH Esophagus zone with pressure less than <5 cm

20 mm Hg, which is considered excluded
from the contraction

* ]It TBEPAOTENBHOTO KaTeTepa.
* For solid-body catheter.

Axajazust
> ° A .

CAP > nopmbr u 100 % A | Tun I: orcyrcTBHE coxpamenmit

HeyAaBIasicst | Tum II: > 20 % ogHOMOMEHTHOE ITOBBIIICHHE

NePUCTATBLTHKA HIH CIA3M J——
Tumn III: > 20 % cnasm (JIIIAC < 4,5 ¢) 3260 IeBAHNIS C
HET
v HapyuIeHUueM
A npoxogumoctu IIKC
C/IP > HOpMBI U HET A O6cTpyknus IIKC
JaHHBIX 32 | — HauasnbHas cTanus axajaasuu
I-I1I Tuns axana3uu — Mexann4eckasi 06CTPyKIHUst
HET
v JucranbHblii 330¢arocnazm
* > 20 % mpeXACBPEMEHHBIX COKPAIICHUH
C/IP HOpMa u yKOpoYeHue JIA (JIIAC < 4.5 ¢) OcHOBHBIE HAPYIIECHHSI
JIIJIC, uiau BbIcOKast »| TunepxonrtpakTnaLHLIT MHIEROR NepUuCTAIbTHKH
HCIC, nau 100 % « >20 % HUCJC > 8000 MM pT. CT."C*CM (He BBIABJISIIOTCSI
HeyAaBLuasicst OTCcyTCTBHE COKPAILEHHI Y 310POBBIX JII0/1eii)
* OTCYTCTBHE COKPAILCHUI
HET

v He>dpexTHBHASI HEPUCTAILTUKA

A He3nauurenbHble
CJIP nopma 1 > 50 % * > 50 % nHen((heKTUBHBIX TIIOTKOB HapymIeHust
= o o
| @parMeHTHPOBAHHAS MEPHCTAIBTHKA
HedPPEeKTHBHBIX IVIOTKOB .
b * >50 % ¢parMeHTHPOBAaHHBIX COKpAICHHH NEPHCTAILTHRH
. (CHMIKeHHe KJIMpeHca)
HET
v
JA
CJIP Hopma u > 50 % . HopmanbHnas
3¢ peKTHBHBIX IIOTKOB NepHUCTAIbLTHKA NHIEBOAA

Puc. 1. Ynkarckasa xkraccudukarmsa 111 mepecmotpa [17]

Fig. 1. The Chicago Classification of esophageal motility disorders, v3.0 [17]
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yeckoro U-kputepust ManHa — YWTHH U mapaMeTpu-
yeckoro kpurtepus Dumrepa. [Tonyuennbie pedyibra-
TBI PACIIeHNBATNCDH KakK JocTtoBepHble mpu p < 0,05.

Pe3y ibTaThl HCCIeIOBAaHHS
U UX 00Cy:XK/eHue

Cpasnumenvrovie  OdanHvie no
24-uacoeotl pH-umnedancomempuu

OaHUM W3 TJABHBIX KPUTEPHEB B JIMarHOCTHKE
I'9PB aBasnock 3navenue obuiero spemenu ¢ pH < 4
> 6 % 3a cyrku [8]. B KI' ganmnbiii mokasaresib B cpej-
HeM cocrasunt 2,4 % (95 AU: 1,20—3,08). Coorser-
CTBEHHO, B OCTAJIbHBIX TPYIINAX IKCIIO3UIIUS KUCTOTbI
MpeBbITazia HOpMabHble 3HaYeHns Kak Auddepen-
uaabtbiii kpurepuii TOPDB. Ilpu cpaBHenun oOiero
BpeMenu ¢ pH < 4 B nuiieBo/ie B 11esioM HAGJIIOAT0CH
MOBBIIIIEHNE €r0 3HAYeHUsI OT MeHee K OoJiee TsKe-
aeiM popmam TOPB u cocrasumo 9 % (95 % JIU:
7,86—12,89) B rpynue naumentos ¢ HIPB, 20,25 %
(95 % JIN: 13,55—27,42) B rpynmne naunentos ¢ IPB
u 23,5 % (95 % JAN: 9,79—40,10) y nauuentos ¢ 116
(puc. 2). JlocroBepHblE Ppas3anmums ObLIM OTMEYe-
bl Mexxay KI' u rpynmamun HOPB, KI' u OPb, KT
u IIB, a takxxe HOPB u OPbB (p < 0,05).

Bo Bcex rpymmax oIeHMBANIOCh KOJMYECTBO KHC-
JBIX PedIIOKCOB 32 CYTKH U IIPOU3BOMJICS CPABHU-
TeJIbHBIN aHaan3. COrjlacHO OTeYeCTBEHHBIM JIaHHbBIM,
HOPMAJIbHOE KOJTMYECTBO PehIIOKCOB He JOJIKHO TIpe-
Boimnath 50 B cytku [16]. 1o MexayHAPOIHBIM PEKO-
MEHIAINSIM TPUHSTO CYUTATh HOPMAJbHBIM KOJHUe-
CTBO KHCJBIX pedurtokcoB 3a cyTku g0 40, a cBbiire
80 — wnecomuenno mnarosiorndeckuM [8]. B cpennem
y KI' xommuectBo peduiiokcoB ¢ pH < 4 cocrasuso
22,5 (95 % J: 14,51-35,98). B ocranbHbIx TpyTI-
Max JIaHHbII MMOKa3aTe b PEBbIIa] HOPMaJbHble 3HA-
yeHns. Tak, TPU CPaBHUTENBHON OIleHKE CpPeIHero
KOJIMYECTBA KUCJBIX PEDIIOKCOB OTMEYAJIOCh 3HAUU-

pe3yitomamam

60 |- <0,0001
I p=0,0032 |
X - 1
< p < 0,0001 &
v 50 ! p<0,0001 ' A
5
] 0
<S40 ——
v:
0_3
v g 8 )
x b
§_§30 K 0 &
m$ L o
vc
5= 20}k -
Ss 0 #
IS N
£ &
= 10 —h—
e | o a
o :%n I T I
Kr/CcaG H3PB / NERD SPb /ERD N6/ BE

TeJbHO GoJIbllee NX 4ucio B rpynmax ¢ IPB (77 ped-
mokcos; 95 % JIN: 56,20—139,70) u 11B (86 ped-
mokcoB; 95 % JIN: 65,44—103,77), To ectb nipu Gosee
TspKeapix opmax [OPDB, wem B rpymie manueHTOB
¢ HOPB (61 pedumokc; 95 % JAUW: 39,78—74,09)
(puc. 3). Pazmnuus mexay KT u rpynmamu HOPB,
OPb u IIB, a taksxke HOPDB u rpynmoii 115 okazammch
craTuctmueckn gocrosepusr (p < 0,05).

[Ipu orenke BpeMeHU XMMHYECKOTO KJIUPEHCA OT-
MEYaJIoCh €r0 yBeJMueHne B cpegHeM 10 2,9 MUHYTHI
(95 % [IN: 1,76—4,48) B rpynne OPB n 3 Mumnyrt
(95 % JAN: 2,54—4,71) B rpynme IIB, B To Bpems
kak B KI pganubri nokasarenb cocraBua 1,7 MuHYy-
1 (95 % JAW: 1,21—2,43) u B rpynme NalWeHToB
¢ HOPB 2,2 munyrer (95 % AW: 1,47—2,74), uro

P <0,0001
[ p=0,0302 1

300 p < 00001
I p<one01 |
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Acid reflux number per 24 hours, n
I
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Kr/cCaG H3PB / NERD

I I
JPB/ERD M6 /BE

Puc. 3. CpaBHI/ITeJII)HI)Ie JIaHHbIE T10 OIlEHKE KOJIM4YeCTBa
KHCJIbIX pE(bJIIOKCOB 3a CYyTKHN

Fig. 3. Comparative data on the assessment of the acid

reflux number per 24 hours
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Puc. 2. CpaBHurebHbIe JaHHBIE 1T0 OIEHKE OOIIEro
Bpemenu ¢ pH < 4 B numieBojie.

Fig. 2. Comparative data on the assessment of the
total time in the esophagus with pH < 4

Puc. 4. CpaBHuTesbHbIE JJAHHDBIE TIO OTIEHKE BPEMEHU
XUMHUYECKOTO MUIIEBOHOTO KJINPEHCA

Fig. 4. Comparative data on the assessment of the
time of esophageal chemical clearance
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He TIPEBBIIIAN0 HOPMAJIbHBIX 3HaueHiT (2—3 MUHYTbI)
[18] (puc. 4). IIpu cratmcTIdaeckoil 06paboTKe JaH-
HbIX pasmmuus Mexay KI m rpynnamun OPbB u IIB,
a raxke Meoxay HOPB u rpynnamu 9Pb u IIB oxa-
3aMCch crartucTuyecku gocrosepusl (p < 0,05).

[To pesyabratam cyrtouHoit pH-ummenancomerpun
OIIEHUBAJICSI HOBBIII TapaMeTp: CpPeJHuil HOUHOW Oa-
3aJIbHBINT MMIIEIAHC, KOCBEHHO OTPAKAIONIHMIl COCTO-
SJHUe CJAU3UCTON O0OJIOYKU IUIEBOJA B JUCTAJIBHOM
ornesie. CpefHuli HOUHOW Oa3aJbHBIN UMITEAHC Pac-
CUNTBIBAETCS KaK Cpe/lHee 3HAUYeHUE B TeYeHUE TPex
10-MUHYTHBIX MEPUOZOB C WHTEPBAJIOM B Yac B HOY-
HOe BpeMs Ha YpPOBHe 3 M O CM OT BepxXHero Kpas
HIIC [19]. B memoM oTMedasoch CHIDKEHNE 3HAYEHNH
B rpymmax mnaruentoB ¢ 'OPbB no cpasuenunio ¢ KT
(2483,5 Om; 95 % JIN: 2333,0—2596,6). IIpn stom
6oJiee 3HAYUTEIbHOE CHUXKEHHE BBISBISAIOCH B TPYII-
nax ¢ IPB (771,0 Om; 95 % AW: 586,9—1189,0)
u IIb (911,0 Om; 95 % AW: 737,2—1223,6) oTHO-
cuTeTbHO Tpynmbl manuentos ¢ HOPB (1775,0 Ow;
95 % JI1: 1034,4—2126,6) (puc. 5). Pasmmuusa mo
MOKA3aTeJI0 CPEHEr0 HOYHOTO (Ga3aTbHOTO UMITEaH-
ca Ha YPOBHE [UCTAJBHOIO OT/esa IHUIEeBoJa MEKIy
KT un rpynnamun HOPB, 9Pb u IIB, a takske mexmy
H3PB u rpynmamu OPB u IIb okazanuch cratucru-
ueckn gocroBepHbl (p < 0,05).

Cpasnumenvhole OanHvle NO Pe3yavmamam Md-
HOMEeMPUU NUUEe800a 8blCOK020 PA3PEUleHUs.

B xome wuccienoBaHuS HAa OCHOBAHUU JAHHBIX
MaHOMETPUU  TUIIEBOJA  BBICOKOTO  Pa3perieHws

1 S
YposeHb / Level

O3cm W@5cm

N
v
o
o

D | -

1500

1000

Mean nocturnal baseline impedance, Ohm
wv
o
o

CpefHuin HouHoW 6a3anbHbIi MMNeaaHc, Om /

Kr/CaG H3PB/NERD  3Pb/ERD Mb/BE

* p < 0,05 npu cpaBuennn ¢ rpynnamun HOPB, 9Pb u IIb
** p < 0,05 npu cpasuenuu c rpynuamu HOPB, 9Pb u I1b
*#% p < 0,05 npu cpasuenuu ¢ rpynnamu OPb u I1b

#ixx p < 0,05 npu cpasuenuu ¢ rpyumoit 9Pb

* p <0.05 as compared to NERD, ERD and BE groups
** p < 0.05 as compared to NERD, ERD and BE groups
**#% p < 0.05 as compared to ERD and BE groups

*EE% p < 0.05 as compared to ERD group

Puc. 5. CpaBHUTEIbHbBIE JaHHbBIE TI0 OIEHKE CPETHETO
HOYHOTO 6a3aJbHOTIO MMIIELaHca

Fig. 5. Comparative data on the assessment of the
mean nocturnal baseline impedance

Tabauya 3. Mopdosorus MUIIEBOHO-KEJTYA0YHOIO epexoa

Table 3. Morphology of the esophagogastric junction

Mopdomnornaeckuit Tun [I7KIL
EGJ morphological type

Xapaktepuctuka [T7KIT
EG]J characteristic

. eJIMHasi 30HA BBICOKOTO AaBJjienus, npesacrapaennas HIIC u H/L
- single-peaked pressure zone, represented by the lower esophageal sphincter

+ 2 30HBI BbICOKOTO JaBjenus, npejacrasiennnvie HIIC u H/I, paspenenue
He GoJiee 2 €M, JaBIEHUE MEXK/Y 30HAMH BbIIIE, YeM B JKETy/IKe

- double-peaked pressure zone, represented by LES and CD; division not
more than 2 cm, pressure between zones is higher than in the stomach

(«closed» hiatal hernia)

1116 T
(«orkpbitas> TIIO/)
Type I1Ib
(«open» hiatal hernia)

- pasaenue Mexxay HIIC u H/I Hioke niay paBHO /IaBJIEHUIO B JKeJy/Ke
- pressure between LES and CD is lower or equal to the pressure

TI TIEHI (LES) and the crural diaphragm (CD)
yp - TU* — y npokcumanbHoro kpast HITC
- RIP* — near the proximal edge of LES
I Tun
Type 11
- T/ — na yposue H/{
- RIP — at the CD level
- pasnenenne HIIC — H/I 6oee 2 cm
la i - LES — CD division is more than 2 cm
(«3axpprras» TTIO]T)
Lyroe Uik in stomach

- TU/I — na yposue H/|
- RIP — at the CD level

- pazgenenne HIIC — H/JI Gosee 2 cm

- LES — CD division is more than 2 cm

- pasienue Mexxay HIIC u H/I paBHO maBieHuio B »kesy/ke

- pressure between LES and CD is equal to the pressure in stomach
- TU/] — na yposue HIIC

- RIP — at the LES level

* Touxka MHBEpCHN JIBIXAHUS.

* Respiratory inversion point (RIP).
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6bLIO  TIPOAHATNU3UPOBAHO | pup
690 rmorkos. IlpomsBomm- | "o a
Jach oleHka Mopdosorun | |
U JIBUTATEJbHOU (DYHKITH
HUIIEBOHO-3KeJTYJA0YHOr0 |
nepexoga (IIKII) u cocto-
SHUSI MOTOPUKU TPYIHOTO
oT/iesia THTIEBO/IA.

B 3 mepecmorpe Yukar-
cKoil kmaccuduranuu ObLH |
OTPa’KEHBI Pe3yJIbTAThl Ha-
YUHBIX paGoT, H3y4alOIUMX | |
0c06eHHOCTI CTPOEHYS,
yuxumo [1KII n BinsHMe
HA BEPOSITHOCTb BO3HHUKHO-
BeHUs  ractpoasodareasb-
HbIX peduiokcoB. Pabouas
rpynmna Mo W3yYeHW 0 MO-

1]

1o 8

B

-~
1w
(Azmasphenc

ITRRRRIRRER

IRRRRRERREIREDR

e "

TOPUKH paccMoTpesia U CO-
riracoBana 4 MopdoJsornye-
ckux tuma TDKIT (ta6a. 3).
Manomerpnus MT03BOJIACT
BU3YJIN3UPOBaTh 00a KOM-

BIIC — Bepxnwuii numieBoanpiii chuuxrep; HIIC — mmxuuit numnesoaustii cunkrep n HJ/I —
HOXKHN JuadparMbl HAXOAATCsl HA pasHbix ypoBHax — [TIO/ 1,5 cwm.

Upper esophageal sphincter (UES); Lower esophageal sphincter (LES) and crural
diaphragm (CD) are located on different levels — hiatal hernia (HH) 1.5 cm.

nonenta IIJKII, a umeHHO
HIIC n noxkku nuacdparmbi
(H/M), dopmupyromnme 1as-
genne nokost TIKIL. Ilpm
aToM pasJyienne mokoss HIIC oTHocuTeabHO MOCTOSH-
Hag BesquvynHa, a jasienne HJ[ yBesmuuwBaercss Ha
B/IOXE, YTO YCHJIUBAET Gapbep W MpeIOTBPAIIAET BO3-
HUKHOBeHMe pedJIioKca, Korja BHYTPUTPY/IHOE [1aB-
JieHue CTaHoBHUTCsS orpuiiateabHbiM. CliesoBarebHO,
pedokent vaie peructpupyercs npu 11 u 11T mop-
osormaecknx tumax [7KII, korga mMeercs pasmee-
une HITC u H/I B o6nactu II7KII, uto cooTBETCTBYET
rpouKke TmimeBoanoro orsepetns anadpparmor (IO /)
[17]. Ha ocHOBaHUM JaHHBIX MaHOMETPUYECKUX KPU-
TepueB oleHuBaIoch Hanuyue unu orcyrersue I'TIO/]
B uccaepyeMbix rpynmnax (puc. 6).

[To moy4eHHBIM [MaHHBIM, HOPMAaJbHbIE TOKa3a-
teru crpoenust u pyuknun [IZKIT npenmymnectBeHHO
nabmogamuch B KI (85 %), a takxe y GobImmHCTBA
naientos ¢ HOPB (63 %), B To BpeMsi Kak y ma-
uentoB ¢ OPB u IIB smumb B 25 u 36 % ciay4aeB
coorserctBenno. Hammune TTIO/] u/man runoronnu
HIIC ormeuasnuch y 15 % nammenros KI' u 37 % na-
numenToB ¢ HIOPDB, torga xak B rpymmax ImareHToB
¢ OPb u IIb pamable paccTpolicTBa BCTPEUAINCDH
3HAYMTEJbHO Yame — B 75 U 64 % ciy4aeB cooOT-
BercTBenno (puc. 7). IIpu cratucTnaeckoil o6paboTKe
pPe3yabTaToOB ObLIN BBISBIEHDBI [JOCTOBEPHBIE Pa3JIH-
YUsl 110 YaCcTOTe€ PErucTpaliud HOPMAJIbHOU MOTOPH-
ku Mexay KT u OPB (p = 0,000506), KT u IIB
(p = 0,004752), KT u HOPB + 3PB (p = 0,004857),
Kl u HOPB + 9PB + IIB (p = 0,004857).

B 1enom, HapylleHHblE TIOKa3aTequ CTPOEHUS
n pynkmuu TIKID apasauch nezaBucuMbiMu (hakTo-
pamu pucka kak IPB, tak u IIb ¢ komMGuHupoBaH-
HBIM oTHoIIeHHeM mancos 13,22 (95 % JIN: 3,0869—
56,636) (puc. 8).

Puc. 6. TTIO/I. TTanuent K., 46 n. [Tumesox Bapperra.
Fig. 6. Hiatal hernia (HHH). Patient K., 46 years old. Barrett’s esophagus

C 1esnpio OIEHKW JIBUTATEIbHON (DYHKITMH TPYI-
HOTO OT/leJIa MUIIEBOJa MCHOJb30BAJUCh TaKUe Ma-
HoMeTpwdeckme mapamerpsl, kak DCI, CDP, DL,
Breaks (ta6i. 2), Ha OCHOBaHMM aHAIM3a KOTOPBIX
corsacHo Uwmkarckoil kiraccmuKanm 1aBajoch 3a-
KJIIOYeHNEe O HAJWYUU WM OTCYTCTBUU MOTOPHBIX
paccrpoiictB. IlonyueHHbie gaHHbIE TTO3BOJSIOT Cle-
JIATb BBIBOJI O JIOCTOBEPHOM PAa3JIMYUU 110 CPeIHEMY
MOKA3aTe 0 WHTETPAJBHON COKPATUMOCTH JUCTAJb-
noro cermenta mexxy KI'u OPbB, KI' u 1IB, a takxke
KT u Bceit nomynsgiueit mammentoB ¢ '9Pb u IIb
(puc. 9) (p < 0,05).

O HopmanbHble napametpbl HMC / LES normal parameters
| oA/ HH B unotoHua HIMC/ LES hypotension
O TunotoHrua HIMC + MOJ / LES hypotension + HH
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Puc. 7. Manomerpudeckue JaHHbIE TIO OlleHKe MOpPdO-
gorun u asuraresbHoit pynkimu TIKIL.

Fig. 7. Manometric data on the assessment of EGJ
morphology and motor function
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Puc. 8. Accormaiisi HapyIeHHbBIX TTOKasareseil cTpoe- Puc. 9. MaHoMeTpuyeckue JlaHHbIE TI0 OIlEHKEe MOKa3a-
wug u gynkuun [I7KIT ¢ puckom pazButust pasiamaHbIX tesa DCI (unTerpanbHasi COKPaTUMOCTD JUCTAIBHOIO
BapuantoB 'OPb B cpaBuenun ¢ KI' CerMeHTa) MexK/y IpyIaMu

Fig. 8. Disturbed parameters of EGJ morphology and func-  Fig. 9. Manometric data on the assessment of DCI
tion associated with the risk of the development of various (Distal Contractile Integral) between the groups
GERD forms in comparison with the control group (CG)
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BIIC — Bepxmuuil nnmesBoanbiii cuukrep; HIIC — mmmknuii numesoaHbiil cunkTep; 1 — cyMMapHoe JgaBieHue paccuaale-
mus HIIC B otser Ha raotok 10 Mm pr. cr. (HOpMa 10 28 MM pT. €T.); 2 — HHTErpajibHast COKPATUMOCTD JAUCTAIBHOTO CETMEHTa
244 ym pr. ct. x ¢ x M (mopma 450 —8000 MM pT. CT. X ¢ x M) — crabas MepucTaTbTHKA.

Upper esophageal sphincter (UES); Lower esophageal sphincter (LES); 1 — Integrated Relaxation Pressure of LES is
a response to a swallow of 10 mm Hg (normal up to 28 mm Hg); 2 — Distal contractile integral of 244 mm Hg x s x ¢cm
(normal 450—8000 mm Hg x s x cm) — weak peristalsis.

Puc. 10. Headdexrupras nepucranprika. [lammentka K., 67 ger. TOPD, aposusHas gopma

Fig. 10. Ineffective peristalsis. Patient K., 67 years old. GERD, erosive form
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HopmasibHble nokas3aresyn ABUTATENbHOH (PyHKINN
TPYJHOTO OT/esla TUIEeBOJa HAOTIONATICh Y GOJb-
nmmHeTBa nanuento KT (85 %) u marmmenTtos ¢ HOPH
(79 %). Y matmentos ¢ IPB u 1B HopMaibpHas MOTO-
pHKa oTMedasnach B 25 u 29 % ciydaeB COOTBETCTBEH-
HO. Hapymenusi nsurarenbHoOll (YHKIMU TPYIHOTO
orzpena mumesoga B KT 6buin npeacrasiensr B 10 %
ciaydaeB Hea(PEKTUBHON MepHCTATbTHKON W THIep-
COKPATUMOCTBIO B BH/IE JAUCTAIBHOTO 330¢arocraszma
B 5 % caydaes. B rpynme HOPB y 16 % marmeH-
TOB BbIsABJIANIAch HeapeKkTuBHAS NepUCTAIbTHKA,
y 5 % MAIMeHTOB — TUIEPCOKPATIMOCTD B BUJIE THIIEP-
KOHTPAKTUJIBHOTO IIMIIEBO/A. B Tpylmax HalueHTos
¢ OPb u IIb paccrpoiicTBa ABUTATEIbHON (DYHKINN
IPYAHOTO OT/e/a NMUIEeBoJa IPEeUMyIeCTBEHHO ObLIN
npeacTaBiaeHbl HeahdEKTUBHOW TepUCTasbTUKON —
y 75 u 50 % maruentos coorserctenHo (puc. 10).
Kpome Toro, B rpymme nanuentos ¢ I[Ib B 21 % cay-
YyaeB HaOJIOJATHICDh TSXKeJble PACCTPOIICTBA MOTOPHOM
(yHKIIMT B BUE OTCYTCTBUS COKpPAIEHWIl I'PYIHOTO
orgena numesoga (puc. 11). Ilpu cratucTnueckoii 06-
paboOTKe TOJTYYEHHBIX JAaHHBIX ObLIO OTMEYEHO, YTO
HOpMaJIbHblE IIOKA3aTeJu [JBUTATeJbHON (QyHKINN
TPYHOTO OT/esa THIIEBOA JOCTOBEPHO PA3INYaINCh
npu cpasuenun KT u rpynn 9PB (p = 0,000506),
16 (p = 0,001390) u ux coueranun (p = 0,032319).
[ToMuMo 3TOrO, JOCTOBEPHBIE PA3NIU4Hs ObLIN OTMe-
YeHbl TIPU peTucTpanuu HeaGPeKTUBHON MepHCTaTb-
muku Mexxay KU u OPB (p = 0,000104), KT u IIb
(p = 0,016818), KI' u HOPB + 3PB (p = 0,000311),
KT u HOPB + 3PB + IIB (p = 0,000280).

CornacHo pesyJbTataM [aHHOTO WMCCJEOBAHMUS,
Hea(eKkTUBHASA MEepUCTAJbTUKA TPYJAHOTO OTAesa
MUIIEBO/Ia SABJSIACH HE3aBUCUMBIM (haKTOPOM pH-
cka kak IPB, Tak u [IB ¢ KOMOUHMPOBAHHBIM OT-
HomrenueM mancos 15,54 (95 % JIU: 3,019—80,043)
(puc. 12).

[lenpio HACTOSAIIETO WCCAETOBAHUS OBLIO BBLISBUTH
3aKOHOMEPHOCTH M3MEHEHMSI OCHOBHBIX IIOKa3aTeJieil
cyTouHol pH-mMIerancoMeTpun M MaHOMETPUU TIH-
IeBO/Ia BBICOKOTO paspelenns y nanueHtos ¢ HOPDB,
9Pb u IIb B cpaBrennn ¢ KI.

Pesyabrarpt cyTounoro pH-umnegancMonuTopupo-
BAaHUS BBIABJSAIOT 00Jiee BBICOKHE MOKA3aTeaN IKCIO-
3UIIMK KUCJOTBl B IIUIIEBOJE U KOJIUYECTBA KUCJIBIX
pedToKCoB, a TakKe yBeJWYeHWE BPEMEHHW XUMUYe-
ckoro kiupenca B rpymme '9PbB no cpasuenuio ¢ KI'.
[Ipu asToM 3HaUYeHHS ITHUX TMOKa3aTeseill ycyryOJasiorT-
cs 1o Mepe Bospacranus Tsokectn ['OPB: or HOPB
k IPB u IIB, uro oTpaskaeT B3auMOCBS3b MEXIY 6O-
Jiee JITUTEIbHBIM BO3/1efiCTBHEM KUCJIOTO pedIioKTara
U CTEMEHDbI0 TOBPEXICHUS CJAU3UCTOH OOOJOUKHU TIH-
mesona. ITo manupiM Savarino E. et al. Takyxe 6bL10
oTtMeueHo, 4to BpeMsi ¢ pH < 4 O6bLI0 JAOCTOBEPHO
6osbite B rpymme DPB (7,4 %) 1o cpaBHEHUIO ¢ TPyTI-
moit HOPB (4,2 %) u KT (0,7 %). Takxe OBLIO BbI-
SABJICHO yBeJMYEHHUE KOJINYECTBA KUCJDBIX PeIIoKCOB
B rpymmnax ¢ IPB (51) u HOPDB (34) nmo orHoueHuo
k KT (17), a BpeMsi XUMUYECKOTO KJIMPEHCA TIPEBbI-
1laj0 HOpMaJjbHble 3HaueHus y nauuentos ¢ IPbB

O HopmanbHas moTopyika / Normal motility

[0 HeadpdektnsHas nepuctanstuka / Ineffective peristalsis
B OrcyTcTBue cokpalyeHnit/ Absence of contractions

B [unepcokpatumocTb / Hypercontractility
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MNauwveHTbl / Patients
w
<
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Kr/CaG H3PB / NERD SPb/ERD M6 /BE

Puc. 11. ManoMeTpuueckue JaHHbIE 110 OlEHKE JBUTA-
TeJbHON (DYHKIUU TPYAHOTO OTAEJ]A MUIIEBOAA

Fig. 11. Manometric data on the assessment
of the esophagus motor function
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Puc. 12. Acconmanus uHeap@eKTUBHOI MepUCTANTbTUKH
TPYZHOTO OT/leJTa MHIIEBO/A C PUCKOM Pa3BUTHS Pa3JIny-
HbIX BapuantoB 'OPDB B cpaBuenuu ¢ KI'

Fig. 12. Ineffective peristalsis of the esophagus associated
with the risk of the development of various GERD forms
in comparison with the control group (CG)

orHocutespro Tpyniel ¢ HOPBH [20]. Cxoxnbie pe-
3YJIbTATbl JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT U JAPYTHE WCCIEOBAHUS
namuenros ¢ I9PB [18, 21, 22].

Kpome Toro, B HacTosIeM WCCIeIOBAHUU OTICHU-
BaJicd CPeHUI HOUYHOHN 6GaszanbHbINl uMIegaHc. bBblia
BBISBJICHA TEHICHINSA K CHIDKEHUIO 3HAUECHUH JTAHHOTO
nokazaresst y narnuentoB ¢ HOPB ornocurenpno KI
(1775,0 u 2483,5 OM coorBeTcTBeHHO) U ewe Gojee
BbIPAsKEHHOE CHIKeHKe B rpytmax ¢ IPB (771,0 Om)
u IIB (911,0 Om). TakuM 06pa3soM MOKHO IIPEIIIO-
Jlarath, 4YTO CPEIHWNA HOYHON Ga3ajbHBIN HMIIETAHC

Poc ypu ractposuTepoJ rematon koaonpokros 2018; 28(4) / Rus J Gastroenterol Hepatol Coloproctol 2018; 28(4)



www.gastro-j.ru

OpuruHanbHble UccnegoBanus / Original articles

KOCBEHHO CBUJETEJbCTBYET O HAJIUYUM IIOPasKeHUS
CIM3NUCTOH OGOJOUKN WHINEBOJA, UYTO COTJIACYeTCs
C JQHHBIMHU PsIa HMCCIEIOBAHMN, B KOTOPBLIX OblLIa
OTMeueHa CBS3b HU3KUX 3HAYEHWI TOKasaresst ¢ Ha-
JIN4NEeM BOCHAJUTENbHBIX U3MEHEHUN CAU3UCTOH 060-
JIOUKHU TIUIEBO/a, B ToM umucie npu [DPBH [23—-27].
Takoke IIpU KOMIJIEKCHOM aHajn3e HoJay4deHHbIX pH-
UMTIE/IJAHC JIAHHBIX MOJKHO OTMETHTH, 4YTO YPOBEHD
CPEeIHEr0 HOYHOro 6a3ajbHOr0 HUMIefaHca 0O6pPaTHO
TPOTIOPIMOHAJIeH 3HaueHusIM BpeMenn ¢ pH < 4 —
YyeM [I0JIblIle OKa3bIBAeTCsl arpecCUBHOE BO3JeHcTBHE
COJISTHOH KMCJIOTBI Ha CAM3UCTYIO MUIIEBOMA, TeM 00-
Jiee BBIDQXKEHDBI ee U3MEHEHs, YTO OTpakaercs: B 60-
Jiee HU3KUX 3HAYEHWSX CPEJHETO HOYHOTO 06a3aibHO-
ro umnezganca. /laHHple 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH OTPasKEHbI
u B apyrux ucciaepoBanusix [10, 27, 28]. Caemyer
OTMETUTb, YTO cOrJIacHO EBpomeiickoMy KOHCEHCyCy
CTEIUATNCTOB PEKOMEH/IOBAHO MCIOJb30BaTh OIEHKY
CPEe/IHET0 HOYHOTrO 6a3aJTbHOTO MMIIEJAHCA B AHAJIN3E
pesyabraroB pH-ummenancomerpun [8]. U xors B Ha-
cTosiiiee BpeMs JaHHBIN TI0Ka3aTesb He UMeeT [PUHS-
TBIX HOPMATUBOB WM TpeOyeT AANbHEHIero n3ydeHns,
B 1I€JIOM €ro OlleHKa I03BoJisgeT auddepeHnpoBaTh
nareHToB ¢ [OPB u 6e3 TOPB B ycmoBuax orcyt-
CTBUSI 9HIOCKOIMYECKNX JaHHbBIX [29].

[To pesysibraTaM MaHOMETPUHU MHUIIEBO/IA BHICOKOTO
paspeliienust GbLIO BBISIBJIEHO, YTO YACTOTA BCTPEYAE-
Moctn Hapymernii co croponsl IIJKII B Buge T'TIO/]
u/ i runioronnn HIIC pacrer ot 15 % B KI' 10 37 %
y marmentoB ¢ HOPB, 75 % B rpynne 9Pb u 64 %
B rpymme ¢ IIB. B 1enom naubGosee vacto rumnoro-
wusa HIIC u T'TIO/l Bctpeuanucs B rpynmne ¢ IPb.
B uccaenosanuu Savarino E. et al. (2011 r.) Tak-
JKe HaGJII0IAJIOCh YBeTMYeHNe YacTOThI OOHAPY KeHUS
MO/ u runoronnn HIIC B rpynnax ¢ 9PB u I1b
B cpaBHeHnu ¢ mamumeHTamMu ¢ HIPD, ommako man-
Hble paccTpoiicTBa mpeobiasanu y nanueHtoB c¢ 11B
[25]. Tlo mamneim Hoeij F. et al. (2015 r.), momy-
YEeHHDBIM IIPH CPAaBHUTEJBbHOM aHajuse 69 IannueHToB
¢ '9Pb u 40 3710poBBIX JOOGPOBOJILIEB, MAIMEHTDHI
¢ TOPB uMenu Gosiee HU3KUE 3HAYCHUS JABJICHUS 10~
xoga HIIC u 3naunTesbHO yallle B 9TOW I'PYIIIE BbLAB-
agnack ['TIO/] B cpaBHeHUM ¢ KOHTPOJbLHOM TPYHIIION
[30], uTo OTHOCTBIO CcOTJIacyeTCs ¢ pe3yJabTaTaMu Ha-
CTOSIIIEr0 UCCIeOBAHMS.

[Ipn omenke aBuraTeabHON (DYHKIUU T'PYIHOTO
oT/ieJia TIMIIEBO/IA TaKXKe OTMEYeHO, 4TO MOTOPHbIE
Hapymenns B KI' manmenroB n mammentoB ¢ HOPH
BCTpeYaloTcs cpaBHUTENbHO peske (B 15 u 21 % ciy-
YaeB COOTBETCTBEHHO), yeM B rpynmax ¢ OPb u IIB
(B 75 u 71 % cayuae coorsercTBeHHO). HauGoJee
YacTBIM MOTOPHBIM PACCTPOICTBOM B TI€JIOM SIBJISIACDH
HeadeKTuBHAA NepUucTalbTUKA IHINEeBoJa, KOTopas
3HAYNTEJBHO Tpeobajiaia B Tpynmax MalieHToB

¢ OPBb u IIB (75 u 50 % COOTBETCTBEHHO) MO CPaB-
neanio KI' n manmenramu ¢ HOPB (10 1 16 % coort-
serctBenno). Ilo manubiM Rerych K. et al. (2017 r.),
a TaksKe JPYTUX ucciaepoBateseil, HeaddekTuBHas TIe-
pucCTaIbTHKa — HanboJiee YacToe PAcCTPOIICTBO JABH-
raTeJbHON (PyHKINN MUINeBo/a y namuertoB ¢ [OPDB,
KOTOPOE aCCOIMUPOBAHO C BEJUYNHOW 3IKCIO3UIINN
kucsoTel [31, 32]. B HacrosmeM ncciegoBaHuN MOJK-
HO OTMETHTb, YTO B rpyImax mnaiuentoB ¢ IPH u IIb,
Yy KOTOPBIX 9KCIO3UIUS KUCIOTHI ObLIa CPABHUTEH-
Ho Bbimte, yeM y KI' u nmanuentoB ¢ HOPDB, rtaxxke
yaie BBIABIsJIACh Hea(dEeKTHBHAS MepUCTATbTHKA,
a B rpynmne ¢ IIB B 21 % ciy4aeB BBISBIISLIOCH OTCYT-
CTBHE coKparieHnii. Takxe cymiecTByeT B3aMMOCBSI3b
MEK/y HapyHIEHUsIMH MOTOPUKH W BpPEMEHEM XUMHU-
yeckoro kampenca [20]. Tak, B rpymnmax HaiieHToB,
rjle dJaimie BCTPEYANNCh HapylIeHUs] BUTATETHHON
¢ynxknnn B Buge Hea(PMEKTUBHON TEPHCTATBTHKI
u orcyrersus cokpamenunii (OPB u I1B), orMeuancs
3aMeJIJIEHHBII KJIUPEHC, YTO MPOCJEKUBAETCS TaKKe
u B onmyGJIMKOBaHHOM mucciaegoBannn Sanagapalli S.
et al. (2018 r.) [33]. Ilo maHHBIM psga HCCAELOBATE-
Jieit, cpe/ili MOTOPHBIX HAPYIIEHUIN CO CTOPOHBI I'PY/I-
HOTO OT/lesia muieBoja y namueHTos ¢ [Ib gacto BbI-
aBygercd pparMeHTUPOBAHHAsT MepucTaiabTuira [34],
OJTHAKO B XO/Ie HACTOSAIIETO WCCJIEOBAHUS B TPYIIIIE
nainuenTos ¢ [IB panmnoro Tuma paccrpoiictBa MOTO-
PUKH He HaOI0AT0Ch.

BoiBo b1

B mesioM yBesnmueHue ypoBHsS 9KCHO3UIIUN KUCJIO-
TBI, KOJUYECTBA KUCIBIX Pe(IIOKCOB, 3aMe/IeHNe X1~
MHUYECKOTO KJIMPEHCa, CHIKEHNEe 3HAaYeHHUH CpeaHero
HOYHOTO 0a3albHOTO MMITEAHCA, a TaKKe PacCTpPOii-
CTBa CTPYKTYPBI U (DYHKI[UH MHUIEBOIHO-JKETYI0UHO-
ro Tepexoja ¥ MOTOPHUKH TPYAHOTO OTJENa THIIEBO-
Jla acCOIMUPOBaHbI ¢ TskecTbio [IPDB, o ueM Takske
CBUIETENBCTBYIOT PSIJI WHOCTPAHHBIX HCCIETOBAHUI
[21, 25, 32, 35]. BepositHo, uem GoJiee BbIpasKeHbI Ha-
PYIIEHHUST MOTOPUKHN TIAIIEBOA, TeM OoJiee 3aMe/TeH
KJIUPEHC KHCJIOTHI. B cBOW ouepe/b, 3aMeJIeHHDBIN
kaupenc n cHmkenue tonyca HIIC BexyT k yBesnde-
Huo BpeMenn ¢ pH < 4 B numesoze, 4o 06ycJiaBJim-
BaeT TSKECTb BO3JEHCTBUSI KHUCAOTO pedJIioKTaTa Ha
CJIU3UCTYIO 00OJIOUKY.

Takum o6pa3oM, cJeyer OTMETHTb BasKHOCTD
1 HEeOOXOAMMOCTh TPUMEHEHUsI COBPEMEHHBIX BBICO-
KOTEXHOJIOTUYHBIX METO/0B UCCAEL0BAHNS, TAKUX KaK
cyrounasi pH-uMIeaHCcOMETPHST ¥ MAHOMETPHUST BbI-
COKOTO pasperneHus:, s 6ojiee TOUHON AMArHOCTUKN
n onpexaeneans Tsokectn ['OPDB, uto takske HesaMe-
HUMO B CJIydastX PeIeHusi BOMPOCa O XUPYPIUIECKOM
JICYEHUN HaI[UEHTOB.
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