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Llenb uccnepoBaHus. YnyudlleHne pe3ynbTaToB siedeHnss 60bHbIX C 3nUTeNManbHbiM KOMYMKOBLIM X0A0M (IKX)
nyTeM CTUMYASILUN 3aXKMBEHUS PaH OTKPbITbIM METOL0M.

MaTtepuanbl n meToapbl. B nccneposaHme BkitodeHo 54 naumeHta ¢ OKX. OcHoBHas rpynna Bkatodana 29 naum-
€HTOB C OTKPbITLIM BEAEHMEM U NMOCNenyoLLe BakyyM-Tepanunen, KOHTposbHas rpynna — 25 naumeHToB, KOTOPbIM
0151 NeYeHns NCnoJib30BasINCb Ma3eBble NMOBSA3KM.

Pe3ynbTraTbl. Ha 8-i1 AeHb BakyyM-Tepanum y4acTKu rpaHysLuMOHHON TkaHu onpeaenanuce B 23 (79,3 %) cnyyasx,
a B KOHTposibHoi — B 10 (40,0 %) (p = 0,041). Yepes mecsiL, NonHoe 3aXMBAEHWe paH oTMedeHo y 24 (82,8 %) na-
LIMEHTOB OCHOBHOW rpynnbl, @ B KOHTPOJIbHOM HX B OAHOM U3 HabnoaeHuin He 3adukcmposaHo (p < 0,0001). Linto-
JIOrnyeckm ¢ 8-x CyTOK nocne BakyymM-Tepanumm OTMeYeHO CHKeHne Bocnanenus y 24 (82,8 %) 60s1bHbIX OCHOBHOW
rpynnbl, kK 16-m cytkamy 17 (58,6 %) naumeHTOB B paHe OTMeYeHbl pereHepaTopHble npouecchl (p < 0,05). CpepHas
CKOPOCTb 3aXWBNIEHNS paH B OCHOBHOW rpynne 6biia 4OCTOBEPHO Bbille 1 coctaBuia 2,15 + 0,15 cm?/cyT., B KOH-
TposibHoi — 0,76 + 0,18 cm?/cyT.

BbiBoabl. Bakyym-Tepanusa sensetcs a@deKTUBHbIM CNOCOOOM CTUMYNSILMM penapaTUBHbLIX NPOLLECCOB Npu OT-
KpbITOM criocobe neveHns IKX.

KnioueBble cnoBa: anuTenmanbHblii KOMYMKOBbLIN XOA4, XMPYPruieckoe neveHne, OTKpbITOe BEAEHNE paHbl, BaKYyM-
Tepanusa, VAC-Tepanus
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The Role of Vacuum-Assisted Wound Closure Therapy
after the Surgical Treatment of the Pilonodal Sinus
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Aim. This study is aimed at improving the treatment of patients with the pilonidal sinus (PS) by open wound healing
methods.

Materials and methods. The study included 54 patients with PS. The main group consisted of 29 patients treated by
an open (exposure) management technique and a subsequent vacuum-assisted wound closure therapy. The control
group consisted of 25 patients treated with conventional ointment bandages.

Results. On the 8th day of vacuum-assisted therapy (VAC-therapy), the areas of granulation tissue were identified
in 23 (79.3 %) and 10 (40.0 %) (p = 0.041) cases in the main group and the control group, respectively. Following
one month of treatment, complete wound healing was observed in 24 (82.8 %) patients in the main group, with no
patients in the control group showing signs of complete healing (p < 0.0001). Cytologically, starting from the 8th day
of VAC-therapy, a decrease in inflammation was observed in 24 (82.8 %) patients in the main group, with the wound
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regenerative processes being recorded on the 16th dayin 17 (58.6 %) patients (p < 0.05). The average rate of wound
healing in the main group was significantly higher and equal to 2.15 + 0.15 cm?/day, compared to the value of 0.76 £

0.18 cm?/day in the control group.

Conclusion. Vacuum-assisted wound closure therapy is an effective way to stimulate reparative processes during
the open management of wounds after the surgical treatment of PS.
Keywords: pilonodal sinus, surgical treatment, open (exposure) wound management, vacuum-assisted wound clo-

sure therapy, VAC-therapy

Conflict of interest. The authors declare no conflict of interest.

For citation: Cherkasov M.F,, Galashokyan K.M., Startsev Yu.M., Cherkasov D.M., Pomazkov A.A., Melikova S.G., Katsiyaev V.Yu., Mat-
vienko A.A. The Role of Vacuum-Assisted Wound Closure Therapy after the Surgical Treatment of the Pilonodal Sinus. Russian Journal of
Gastroenterology, Hepatology, Coloproctology. 2018;28(6):58-67. https://doi.org/10.22416/1382-4376-2018-28-6-58-67

SmuTennanbublii KomunkoBbiit xon (OKX) umeer
HMIMPOKOE PACIPOCTPAHEHUE U BcTpedaercs B 26 ciy-
yagx Ha 100 000 nacenenud [1]. Hamre 6oseror juia
MOJIOJIOTO  TpyJocnoco6HOro Bo3pacta n0 30 e,
y My>K4uH 3TO 3a6o0JieBaHUe BCTpPeyaeTcs B JBa pasa
yaiie, 4eM y sKeHnwmH [2].

Iruosorus u narorenes JKX B Hacrosiee BpeMs
CJIyZKAT MpeIMETOM JUCKycCHU. BposkaeHHast Teopus
3a60JeBanus SIBJsIeTCsT HanboJiee PacpoCTPaAHEHHOI,
0COGEHHO B OTEYECTBEHHOI KoJonpokTojoruu. I[Ipn
3TOM MHOTHe 3apy6GeKHble y4eHble CUUTAIOT 3TO 3a-
6oJieBanne proOpereHHbIM [3].

B nacrosiiiiee BpeMsi OCHOBHBIM PaJIMKAJBHBIM CIO-
cobom sieuenns IKX sBisercss Xupypruveckuii, ojHa-
KO HU OJMH U3 CYIIECTBYIOIIUX METOZOB XHUpypruye-
CKOTO JieueHUsI He NMpHU3HaH ujeajbHbM [4]. Apcenas
PAJIMKAJIbHBIX ONEPATUBHBIX METO/IOB JIEUEHUS XPOHU-
yeckoro IKX MOkHO pasziesuTb Ha JBe TPYTIIbI: 1cce-
yenne JKX 6e3 ymmBaHus paHbl U UCCEYEHUE C YT~
BaHueM panbl. CucTeMaTHYecKuil 0630p JUTEPATYPDI,
BKJIOUatomuit 17 paHoMU3UPOBAHHBIX KJINHUYECKUX
UCCIETOBAHUI 3a 24-TeTHUN TIepUo/, TTOKa3aJs, YTo HeT
SIBHBIX PA3JIMUYUil MEXK/Yy OTKPBITBIMU U 3aKPBITBIMU
Merojamu JiedeHust [5]. OTKPBITBIN METO/ UMEET CyIie-
CTBEHHBII HEOCTATOK — TIPOAOLKUTETbHBIN Tepuos
3a’KMBJICHUS] PAHEBOrO JeheKTa, COCTABJSIONIMIA, TI0
JIAaHHBIM JIUTEPATYPbI, OT 2 710 3 MecsiieB [6].

Jl71s1 yCKOpEHUsI TPOIIECCOB 3a3KMBJIEHUST OTKPBITHIX
pan nocJie uccedennss IKX ucrnosnb3oBancs pachoky-
cuposannbiit 1yd CO,-nasepa, yIbTpasByKoOBOE H YJIb-
tpaduoseroBoe o6mydeHne, nHQPaKPACHBIN TUOHBIN
JIazep, 3JIEKTPOCTUMYJISIIUS, a Takxke oOoralieHHas
TpoMbonutamu miaasma [4, 7]. OgHako uMcroJib30Ba-
HUE JIaHHBIX CIIOCOOOB HE MO3BOJISIET JJOCTHYD JKejae-
MBbIX Pe3yJbTaTOB U HE3HAUUTETHHO YCKOPSIET 3a3KUB-
JIEHWE PaH, He OKA3bIBAET CYINECTBEHHOTO BIUSHUS Ha
IpOMPUIAKTIKY HATHOEHUS M IPYTUX OCTOXKHEHWI. 3a
NOCJIeTHUE TO/bI BCE Yallle /ISl YCKOPEHUs 3a’KUBJIe-
HUsI PaH KPECTIIOBO-KOMYMKOBOH 06JIACTU CTaJU HC-
nosb3oBaTh BakyyM-tepanuio (VAC™, NPWT), ko-
TOpasi SABJSETCS OJHOU M3 WHHOBAIIMOHHBIX METO/UK
BO3JIENCTBUS Ha TeueHHe paHeBOTro rnpoiecca [8].

lenp nHacrosmieil paboTbl — yJydllleHUuEe Pe3yJib-
TATOB JieUeHUsT GOJIbHBIX KOMYUKOBBIM XOJOM ITyTeM
CTUMYJIAIN 3aKUBJICHUS TTOCJIEONEPAIIMOHHON PaHbl
nocJsie pagukaigbHoro uccedeHnss KX ¢ OTKpBITBIM
BeJIEHUEM PaHBbI.

Hacrosiiee wucciemoBanue OCHOBAHO HAa aHAIU3e
pPe3yJIbTaTOB JIEYeHUs 54 TAIUEHTOB C 3MUTETUATb-
HBIM KOIYUKOBBIM XO/OM, KOTOPBIM 32 TEPHOJ C SH-
Baps 2013 nmo nmeka6bpp 2017 Toma B XUPYPruvyecKoM
ornenenny kanHukn AIBOY BO PoctIMY Bbimos-
HEHbI OTKPBITbIe omnepannu ncceveHns IKX.

Knunnyeckoe uccienoBanue 0J06peHO 3acelaHu-
eM JlokasbHOrO HE3aBHCHMOTO THYECKOTO KOMMTETA
yauepcutera or 14.11.2013 r. Ne 16/13. ¥ Bcex
MAIUEHTOB TOJYyYeHBl T0OPOBOIbHBIE WHOOPMHUPO-
BaHHbIE COTJIACUS] HA YYacTHe B JAHHOM HAYYHOM HC-
CJIE/IOBAHUMN.

B o6enx Tpymmax wuccief0BaHUS BBITOTHSIACH
PaZUKANbHAS ONEPAIUsl — HCCEYEHHE IMUTETUATHHO-
r0 KOIYMKOBOTO XOJa ¥ IaTOJOTUYECKN N3MEHEHHDBIX
TKanei. Mysxunn G6buio 46 (85,2 %), sKeHIUH —
8 (14,8 %). JlmurenpHOCTD 3a60/I€BaHNS BapbUPOBA-
Jla OT OJ{HOTO Mecsla 10 S JIeT.

BosbHble 6bLM pacipe/ieieHbl Ha OCHOBHYIO TPYII-
my (I rpynma KIMHUYECKUX HAOJMIOEHNH ), BKIHOYA0O-
uyio 29 manuenTtos B Bospacte ot 21 mo 57 net (cpen-
muit Bospacr 32,4 + 5,6, M, = 22), KOTOPBIM IIOC]IE
ncceuenns IKX c ocTaBjieHreM paHBI OTKPBITOH MPO-
BOJINJIACH BAKYYM-TEPAS [IJIST CTUMYJISIIH 3aKIBJIE-
unsi. Konrpospras rpynma (II rpynma KIMHHYECKHX
HaGmofieHnii) BKaovata 25 GobHBIX B BO3pacTe OT
17 1o 50 zer (cpennuit Bospacr 32,7 + 2,4, M, = 21),
KOTOPBIM BBITIOJHEHO pajuKaibHoe uccedenne KX
C OCTaBJIEHHEM PaHbI OTKPBITON U MOCJEAYIONUM Jie-
YeHWeM Ma3eBbIMHU TOBs3KaMu. Paznnumii 1o moJry,
BO3pACTy He OTMEYEHO.

BceMm manumeHTaM BBINOJHSIM PAJAUKAIBHOE HCCE-
YeHWEe KOMYUKOBOTO XOJa TI0 CTAaHJAPTHON METO[H-
Ke: MJAHOBAS ONEPAINs BBIMOJIHSIACH B MOJOKEHUN
60sbHOTO TI0 Jlernaky 1mo/i CIIMHHOMO3TOBOH aHeCTe3u-
eif, TPOBOJIUJIOCH TIPOKPAIITMBAHNE CBUIIEBbIX OTBEP-
ctuit AKX 1 % BOAHBIM PacTBOPOM OPUJLIMAHTOBOTO
3€JIEHOTO, 3aTeM JBYMSI MOJIYJYHHBIMI KOKHBIMU Pa3-
pesamu nccekamn KX ¢ matosormyecku M3MeHEHHbI-
MU TKaHaMEu. Omnepanuio 3aKaHYUBAJIN OCTABJIECHUEM
paHbl OTKPBITON U PBIXJIBIM BBEJEHHEM B PaHy IIOBSI-
30K C JIEBOMEKOJIEM.

Jlnst cTUMyJsiSiiMM - 3aKUBJICHUS PaH  MalueHTaM
OCHOBHOH TPYyHIIBI B TIOCJEONEPAIIMOHHOM TIepro/jie
UCIIOJIb30BAIACh OPUTUHANbHAS METOJUKA BaKYyM-

Poc ypu ractposuTepoJt rematon koaonpokron 2018; 28(6) / Rus J Gastroenterol Hepatol Coloproctol 2018; 28(6)

59



60

OpuruHanbHbele uccnegoBanus / Original articles

www.gastro-j.ru

tepanuu [9]. Bo BpeMs mcceueHsT KOMTYUKOBOTO X0/1a
9JIEKTPOKOATYJISAINEH BBITIOJTHAIN  TIIATEJIbHBIN Te-
mocra3. Coycra 24 dWaca mocjie omneparnyuy TPOBOIN-
JIN TIEPEBSI3KY: Ma3eBOI TaMIIOH HM3BJIEKAJIN M3 PaHbI
U HCIHOJb30BAJIU CMEHHYIO JAPEHAXXHYI0 BaKyyMHYIO
[OBA3KY. YKJAJblBAJIU B paHy TIIATeJIbHO CMOJE/H-
POBAHHYIO CTEPUJIBHYIO TOBA3KY-TYOKY, YCTaHABJIU-
BaJU PaHEBOH JApeHa), HaKJIAAbIBAJIN CTEPUJIbHYIO
NOBA3KY € aHTUCENTUKOM. [Ipu HeoOXomauMoCTH Kpas
PaHbI CBOAMJN W HAKJIEUBAJIU TIEHOYHOE MOKPBITHE.
Hpenaxuyio TpyOKy HOJKIIOYAIN K IHOPTATUBHOMY
amnmapary sl Tepanud KOHTPOJUPYEMBbIM OTpPHIlA-
TeTbHBIM JaBjerreM. Cpady HAUYMHATM BBITOJHSTD
KPYTJIOCYTOUHYIO BaKyyM-TEpaluio IO CJaeaylomeit
cxeMe: B Te4yeHHe IepBbIX 8 CYTOK IPU HayaIbHOM
OTpUIIaTebHOM JaBjeHnn 5O MM PT. CT. ¢ UHTEpBa-
JIOM 2 MUHYTBI ¥ KOHEYHOM OTPHUIIATETbHOM JaBJICHUN
125 MM pr. cr. ¢ uHTepBasiom > MunyT. I[locre 3a-
TOJIHEHUSI PaHbl 370POBOI TPaHYJISIIMOHHON TKAHBIO
u tmepexonoM Bo Il ¢asy paneBoro mpoiiecca Baky-
YM-TepaIuio BBINOJHSJIN 10 CXeMe: IPH Ha4aJbHOM
OTPUIIATEJIbHOM [aBJeHUH 75 MM PT. CT. C HHTepBa-
JIOM 7 MUHYT ¥ KOHEYHOM OTPHIIATETHHOM JaBJICHUU
125 MM pT. cT. ¢ uHTepBaJIOM 2 MUHYTbI. CMeHy Ba-
KYYMHO IIOBS3KHU BBIIOJIHAIN KaK/ble 4 CyTOK MocJIe
Havaja BaKyyM-Teparnn.

BoabHbIM KOHTPOIBHOI TPYTIIBI TPOBOAUIOCH TPa-
JUIOHHOE JiedeHne, BKJIOYaollee IIPOMbIBaHNE paH
anrucentuyeckuMu pactopamu (0,05 % BOHbII pac-
TBOp XJioprekcuanHa, 1 % pactBop Hoamupona u Ge-
TaAUHa), NPHMeHEHHe Masell Ha BOJOPACTBOPUMOMN
(JIEBOMEKOJIB) WM SKMPOPACTBOPUMOiT ocHoBe (Masb
Bumnesckoro) B 3aBucuMoctH oT (hasbl paHEBOTO
mpoirecca.

O1leHKa pe3yJbTaToOB BKJIOYAJA: KJINHUYECKYIO
XapaKTepPUCTUKY 32°KUBJIEHUST TIOCJIE0NePAIMOHHBIX
paH, LUTOJOIMYECKYI0 OLIEHKY Ma3KOB-OTIIEYaTKOB

C OmIpejieJIeHNEM THUIIA IIUTOTPaMM, a TaK)Ke UCCJIeo-
BaHME TJIAHUMETPUUYECKUX TOKa3aTesel, TaKmX Kak
uaMeHeHne miromaau paubt (%) U CKOPOCTb 3a3KMBJIe-
Hust pan (em?/cyT).

Pacuer craTucTiyecKUX JAHHBIX IIPOU3BO/MIICS HA
MEPCOHATBHOM KOMIBIOTEPE € HCIOJIb30BAHUEM TIPO-
rpamMmMHoro o6ectieuennst Microsoft Excel 2016 u cra-
tucTHYecKoii mporpamMmber R (Bepeus 3.2, R Founda-
tion for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria).
B uccremoBanumn GbLiM TPUMEHEHBI CHEAYIONIAE CTa-
THCTHYECKIEe MeTOJbl 06PaGOTKU JAHHBIX: KPUTEPHi
[Mammupo — ¥Ywunaka Ay TpOBEPKH HAa HOPMATHHOCTD
pacrpe/esieHnii, OnucaTebHas CTAaTUCTUKA, TecT Kpa-
ckera — Yommca, meton Hemenbu u Tect Durepa.
Pasmnums mpU3HABAIKNCH CTATHCTUYECKU 3HAYMMBIMHE
Ha ypoBHe p < 0,05.

[Ipn BBINOJHEHUN KJIWHWYECKOW XapaKTePUCTHKU
32KUBJIEHUST IOCTEONEPAMOHHBIX PAH HAMU YUHTHI-
BAJINCH CJIEAYIONINE MapaMeTpbl: HAJMYne BOCIAIEHUS
B pane (orex, runepemusi, 6OJE3HEHHOCTh, XapaKTeP
HKCCYMAIMN), TOSBJIEHHE YYaCTKOB TPaHyJIAIMOHHOIN
tranu (mepexon Bo II ¢asy pamesoro mpomecca), Imo-
sBjenre Kpaesoil amuresmsanun (nepexon B 111 dasy
PaHeBOro Mmpolecca), COKpalleHne pPa3MepoB PaHbI
(penoMen paHeBoll KOHTPAKIIMM) W  HACTYILJIEHHE
MOJTHONM 3NUTeNn3alnu paHbl. JlaHHBIE MapaMeTpbl
(¢ukcupoBasch Bo BpeMs nepeBsi3ok Ha 4, 8, 12, 20
n 31-it nuu sevenusi. CpaBHeHHe YAaCTOT BCTPEUAEMO-
CTH JIAHHBIX MMApaMeTPOB Mpe/CcTaBiIeHo B Tabmie 1.

[IpencraBientbie pe3yJbTaTbl 3AXKUBJIEHUS OT-
KPBITBIX TTOCTEONEPAIIMOHHBIX PaH HATJISHO JI€MOH-
CTPUPYIOT CJeAYIOliue KIMHUYeCKHe HaOTI0 eHs
(puc. 1, 2).

Ta6/luz4a 1. CpaBHeHI/Ie YaCTOT KauyeCTBEHHBIX ITIOKa3aTesJell 3a’KUBJIEHUS TnocJjieonnepainondbIX paH

B I'DYyIIIIaX NCCJIEN0BaHNA

Table 1. Comparison of the qualitative indicators of postoperative wound healing in the groups under

study
OcHoBHag Tpymnma KonTpoJsbnag rpymma
Henp Main group Control group p
Kputepun orenkn HCCIIeI0- n =29 n =25
Evaluation criteria BaHWsI
Day €CTh HET €ecTb HET
present absent present absent
Hannune Bocnasenus 4 10 19 21 4 0.006
Inflammation (34,5 %) | (65,5 %) | (84,0 %) | (16,0 %) 0
Hannune y4acTKOB IpaHy ISIIMOHHON TKaHU 8 23 6 10 15 0.041
Areas of granulation tissue (79,3 %) | (20,7 %) | (40,0 %) | (60,0 %) 2
ITosiBienue kpaeBoil sIHUTEIU3ALUY 19 19 10 6 19 0.02
Marginal epithelialisation (65,5 %) | (34,5 %) | (24,0 %) | (76,0 %) ’
Cokpailrene pa3mMepoB paHbl 23 6 7 18
Wound size reduction A (79,3 %) | (20,7 %) | (28,0 %) | (72,0 %) 0,007
[MosHas anuTeM3aIUsT PAHbI 24 S 9 25
Complete epithelialisation of the wound 31 (82,8 %) | (17,2 %) 0(0 %) (100 %) | = 0,0001
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Puc. 1. /lunamMuka 3a’KUBJIEHUS OTKPBITOH TTOC/€0epa-
LMOHHOU panbl y naiuenta M., 38 ser, 2015 r., ocHOB-
Hag rpynna. A — JIOKaJabHBIN cratyc; B — mocueore-
PAIMOHHBINA BU/T paHbl nocse uccedyenns IKX, mromanb
MOCJIEONIEPAIIMOHHO paHbl coctaBisieT 41 cm?;

B — 4-e cyrku Bakyym-Tepanuu; I' — 8-e cyTku
BakyyM-Tepanuu; /I — 12-e cyTku BakyyM-Tepaiuu;

E — monnas snurenusaiys mocJaeolepaoHHoil paHbl
Ha 29-e cyTku nocJe nccedennss IKX

Fig. 1. The healing dynamics of an open postoperative
wound in patient M., 38 years old, 2015, main group.
A — local status; B — postoperative view of the wound
after the excision of the PS, the area of the postopera-
tive wound is 41 cm?; B — 4th day of VAC-therapy;

I' — 8th day of VAC-therapy; /[ — 12th day of VAC-
therapy; E — complete epithelialisation of the postop-
erative wound on the 29th day after the excision of PS

Puc. 2. /lunamMuka 3a’KUBJIEHUS OTKPBITOH TTOC€e0epa-
nuoHHou panbl y naiuenta K., 21 rox, 2015 r.,
KOHTPOJIbHAS IPYyIIa. A — JIOKaJbHbBIN CTATYC;

b — nocreonepanmonubiit Buj nocie nccedenus IKX,
TJIOMIA/b MTOCTEONEePAIIMOHHON paHbl cocTaBsieT 46 cm?;
B — 4-e cyrku sieuenus; I — 8-e cyTku jedenus: Mmase-
BbIMU TIOBA3Kamu; /I — 12-e cyTKu JieueHus;

E — 52-i1 neunp sevenund nocie ucceyennsa DKX, moi-
Hasl AMUTETN3AINsT PAHbI

Figure 2. The healing dynamics of an open postopera-
tive wound in patient K., 21 years old, 2015, control
group. A — local status; B — postoperative view after
the excision of PS, the area of postoperative wound

is 46 cm?; B — 4th day of treatment; I' — 8th day of
treatment with ointment bandages; /I — 12th day of
treatment; E — 52th day of treatment after the exci-
sion of PS, complete epithelialisation of the wound
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TakuM 06pa3oM, MpH KJIMHUYECKOH OI[EHKe COCTO-
STHAS. PaH Ha 4-U [IeHb IOCJIEONEePAUOHHOTO Jleyue-
HIUSI TUIIEPEMUST KPA€eB, Pa3BUTHE OTE€KA U GOJIE3HEH-
HOCTb, omnpejessioniue $asy BoCaJeHUs, BbISBIEHDI
y 21 (84,0 %) mnammeHTa KOHTPOJBHOI TPYIIIBHI.
Bocnasnurenbabie peakimu y OOJbHBIX IOCTE Ba-
KYYM-TEPAld OTMEYANNCh 3HAUUTEJBHO PEKe
B 10 (34,5 %) cayuasx (p = 0,006).

B TedeHne mepBOil HeJEJSH MOCIEOTEPAIHOHHOTO
JIeYEHHsT OTMEYAETCs] CHUKEHUE YHCJIA BOCIAJIHUTEJb-
HBIX PEAKIHi, 0COGEHHO BBIPAXKEHHO 3TO MPOCJIEKHU-
BAeTCsl B TPYIIIE JIEUEHNsI C UCHOIb30BAHNEM BAKyyM-
Tepanuu. Y:Ke Ha 8-i [leHb MOCJIe BaKyyM-Tepariu
B OCHOBHOUW TPYIIIe CYIIECTBEHHO Yallle, YeM B KOH-
TPOJIBHOI TPYIITie, ONPEAENSIIUCh YIACTKU TPAHYJISI-
uonHoi Tkanu, B 23 (79,3 %) u B 10 (40,0 %) cay-
vasx coorBercTBenHo (p = 0,041).

Ha 12-ii menp snevenus y 19 (65,5 %) GombHBIX
OCHOBHOW TPYIIIIbI MOCJTEOTEPAIMOHHAS PAHA YMEHb-
IIAeTCsT B Pa3Mepax, OTMEYAeTCsl KPaeBasi SIHUTeH3a-
1isi. B KOHTPOJIBHOU TpyIIe KpaeBasi STUTETN3aI[is
or™MedeHa TobKo y 6 (24,0 %) Goabhbix (p < 0,02).

Ha 20-e cytku y GoJibHBIX B 06€MX TPYIHaxX IIpe-
006JIa/IAI0T IPOIIECCH! IMUTENN3ANNN PaH ¢ HOPMUPO-
BanuneM Gubpo3noil Tkanu. OHOBPEMEHHO C KPaeBoOM
ANUTEIN3ANNEN [TPOUCXOJUT PABHOMEPHOE KOHIIEH-
TPUYECKOE COKpAllleHue KpaeB W cTeHOK paubl (de-
HOMEH paHeBOil KoHTpakuuu). IlogoGHbIe sIBJIEHUS
B OCHOBHOI rpymnme orMmedenbl y 23 (79,3 %) 6onb-
HBIX, B TO BPEMSI KaK B KOHTPOJIBHOI I'PyTIIie — JIHUIIb
y 7 (28,0 %) manumentos (p < 0,007).

Yepe3 Mecsil[ 1OCJe XHUPYPTHYECKOrO JIEUEHHs]
MOJTHOE 3KUBJIEHUE PAH 3aPETUCTPUPOBAHO Yy 24
(82,8 %) mareHTOB OCHOBHOIA TPYIIBI, a B IPYyIIIe
CPABHEHUSI C JieYeHIeM Ma3eBbIMU TTOBSI3KAMHE JJAHHBIN
M0Ka3aTejib HU B OJHOM M3 Halo/ieHnii He 3aUKCH-
posau (p < 0,0001).

PestoMupyst KIMHWYECKWI aHAIN3 MECTHBIX TI0-
Kaszaresiell TEYEHUs] PAHEBOTO IPOIECCa B OCHOBHOMN
rpyIie, MOXKHO OTMETHTh, YTO B TE€UEHUE MEPBOU He-

Jenn HabJII0aloch MOCTelleHHOe aKTUBHOE CHUXKEHHe
BBIPAKEHHOCTH BOCTIQJINTETbHOW PaHEeBOW PpeakInu
U [OsIBJIeHNE HAavaJbHbIX IPU3HAKOB pelapaTUBHbBIX
mpoiteccoB. K Hauamy BTOpPOHl HeIeIn OTMEYaJoCh
aKTHBHOe (HOPMUPOBaAHHME 3/J0POBOH I'PAHYJIAIMOH-
HOI TKaHU, YTO MPUBOJWIO K OBICTPON MUTETU3ANNN
paHbl, co3/aBasi K TpeTbell Hezese BaKyyM-Tepalun
6JIATOTIPUATHBIE YCJIOBHS JJISI PAHEBON KOHTPAKITUU
1 06pa30BaHUS COETUHUTENBHON TKAHN.

[Ipn wu3yueHWM AWHAMWKU PAHEBOTO MpoIlecca
BCTPEYAJOCh TOJbKO TpU THUIA IIMTOTPAMM: BOCIA-
JINTEbHBIN, BOCIAJUTENTbHO-PETEHEPATOPHBI U pe-
reHeparopubiii. CpaBHeHHMe 4YacTOT BCTPEYAEMOCTH
JIAHHBIX THUIIOB IIUTOTPAMM TIO3BOJIMJIO BBISIBUTH 3HA-
yuMble passnunsg Ha 8, 12 u 16-it gHM TOcJeonepa-
morHoro jedennst (ta6n. 2). B ocHoBHOI Tpymme
HAGJIIOIAJINCH TIOBBINIEHNE YacTOThI OOGHAPYKEHUS
BOCTIAJTUTEJNbHO-PETEHEPATOPHOTO  THIIA ITUTOTPAMM
Ha 8 JieHb JieueHus, BOCIAJIUTEIbHO-PereHepaTopHo-
TO W pereHepaTopHOro TUMoB Ha 12-i geHb, a Takxe
HOBBIIIEHNE YacTOTbl BCTPEYAeMOCT! PereHepaTopHo-
ro tuma "Ha 16-i geHdb gedenns. [loHMKeHNe YaCTOTHI
BCTPEYAEMOCTH BOCIATUTENbHBIX THUIIOB IIUTOTPAMM
B OCHOBHOW TPYIlle OTHOCHTETHbHO KOHTPOJIHHON
rpynIbl onpeaensiiich Ha 8, 12, 16-e puu mocJe-
orepanuoHHOro Jederusi. CTaTUCTHYECKUH 3HAUU-
MbIX Pa3JUYuil B IUTOTpaMMaX Ha 4-if JeHb JeueHusd
B I'PYIIaxX CPaBHEHUS HE OTMEYEHO.

[TpencraBienHble  pe3yJbTaTbl  IUTOJOTHYECKUX
UCCTEIOBAHUN OTKPBITBIX MOCTEOTEPAITNOHHBIX PaH
HATJIS/IHO JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT CJleAyIolue KJINHIYeCKue
MPUMEPHI.

Ha 4-e cyTku mocJie omnepanuu 0pu IUTOJIOTAYe-
CKOM WCCJEeTOBAaHWMHM Ma3KOB-OTIEYaTKOB CTATUCTHUYe-
CKU 3HAYMMBIX Pa3JNuuil B OCHOBHOW U KOHTPOJIbHOMN
rpynmnax oGHapyskero He 6buio (p = 0,1). IIpu sToM
BOCIAJINTEIbHBII TUII IIUTOTPAMM MPeo6Iaat B 06enx
rpymmax: 22 (76,5 %) n 25 (100 %) cmy4aeB cooTBeT-
crBenno. Y 7 (24,3 %) maluMeHTOB OCHOBHOI I'DYIIIIBI
OTMeYaJsICsl pereHepaTopHbI T nurorpamm (puc. 3).

Tabauya 2. CpaBHeHUE YACTOTHI BCTPEYAEMOCTH IIUTOTPAMM B TPYIIIAX MCCIEA0BAHUS

Table 2. Comparison of cytograms in the groups under study

OcHoBHas rpymnna KonrposbHast moarpyia
Main group Control group
n =29 n=25
Tumn 1urorpaMMbl
Cytogram type Jlun uccaenoBanust / Day

4 nieHb 8 seHb 12 neHp 16 neHb 4 nieHb 8 neHp 12 neunp | 16 xeHbp

4th day | 8th day | 12th day | 16th day | 4th day | 8th day | 12th day | 16th day
BocmaanreabHbIit 22 S5 0 0 25 17 10 S
Inflammatory (75,7 %) | (17,2 %) (100 %) | (68,0 %) | (40,0 %) | (20,0 %)
Bocmanurennno-
pereHepaToOPHbIi 7 24 20 12 0 8 13 15
Inflammatory and (24,3 %) | (82,8 %) | (69,0 %) | (41,4 %) (32,0 %) | (52,0 %) | (60,0 %)
regenerative
Pereneparopubiit 0 0 9 17 0 0 2 S
Regenerative (31,0 %) | (58,6 %) (8,0 %) | (20,0 %)
2 0,1 0,01 0,009 0,03 - - - -
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Puc. 3. IlurorpaMmmMa Ma3KOB-OTIIEYATKOB C TIOBEPXHOCTH PaHbI HA 4 AeHDb JedeHs. DaronuTupyone HelTpo-
¢usbt. Oxpacka o Pomanosckomy — I'mmsze x1000. A — ocHoBHast rpymma. [lanment M., 28 ner, 2015 r.;

b — xontposbnas rpymna. Ilamuent I1., 26 ger, 2015 r.

Fig. 3. The cytogram of imprint smears from the surface of the wound on the 4th day of treatment. Phagocytic
neutrophils. Romanowsky — Giemsa stain x1000. A — Main group. Patient M., 28 years old, 2015; B — Con-
trol group. Patient P., 26 years old, 2015

Puc. 4. IlurorpaMmMa Ma3KOB-OTIIEYATKOB C ITOBEPXHOCTU PaHbl Ha § geHb JeueHuss. Oxpacka no PoMaHoBCKOMYy —
I'mmze x1000. A — ocuosuas rpymma. [lanment M., 28 mer, 2015 r. IIpoaudepupyiomiuii 0 HOSIEPHDII THCTHO-
uuT, psigoM Makpodar u cerMmeHTosiiepHplii Helirpoduwi; b — kourposbhas rpynna. [lanument I1., 26 xer, 2015 .
EnuHnyHbIil oHOSI/IEPHBIN THCTUOITUT

Fig. 4. The cytogram of imprint smears from the surface of the wound on the 8th day of treatment. Romanow-
sky — Giemsa stain x1000. A — Main group. Patient M., 28 years old, 2015. Proliferating mononuclear histio-

cyte with a macrophage and a segmented neutrophil; B — Control group. Patient P., 26 years old, 2015.

A single mononuclear histiocyte

IIpun amanmse Ma3KOB-OTIIEYATKOB Ha 8-U JeHb
JIeYeHNsT B OCHOBHOH TpYyNIle OTMEYaJoCh CTATHCTH-
YeCKU 3HAYMMOE YBeJUYeHHe YHC/JIA BOCHATUTETHHO-
perenepaTopHoro tuma murorpamMm — 24 (82,8 %)
ciaydas. B xourtposbmoit rpymie mpeobsazaga Boc-
najuTe bHas IUTOJOrMYecKas Kaptuna — 17 (68 %)
(p = 0,01) (puc. 4).

Uepes 12 greit mocJie onepanui B OCHOBHOI TPyT-
me npeo6ajiaeT  BOCHATHUTENbHO-PEreHePATOPHBIN
man nurorpaMM — 20 (69 %) ciywaes. ¥V 9 (31 %)
MAI[MEHTOB BIIEPBble OTMEYATIOCH IIOSIBJIEHUE pereHe-
PATOPHON IMTONIOTHYECKO KapTunbl. Ha stoM done
B OCHOBHOU TPYIIIle HAPACTAET YHCIO0 GOJBHBIX, Y KO-

TOPBIX OIPEJENAIOTCS TJIACTbI HE3PEJIOr0o ILJIOCKOrO
AMUTENNST ¢ KPYITHBIMU SI/[paMy, OTMEeYeHbI CKOTITIEHHST
BOJIOKHHCTBIX TsKel ¢ (PMKCHMPOBAaHHBIMU B HUX JieH-
KOIIUTaMM, YTO CBUJETENBbCTBYEeT 06 aKTUBHOM hop-
MUPOBAHUU PBIXJIONW BOJOKHUCTOW COEIMHUTETHHOHN
tkanu (puc. 5).

[Mpu ananusze Ma3koB-oTEeYaTKOB Ha 16-ii jeHb
1ocJjie  OTepanuy  BOCIAJWUTETbHBIH THI IUTOTPAMM
onpeaensiacs toapko y 5 (20,0 %) manueHToB KoH-
TPOJIBHON Tpynnbl. BocnannresbHO-pereHepaTUBHbBIN
i ormevancs y 12 (41,4 %) GOJbHBIX OCHOBHOI
ny 15 (60,0 %) nmanmeHTOB KOHTPOJBHON TIDYIIIBI.
PerenepaTtopnas 1uToJiornueckasi KapTuHa OTIPe/Iesi-
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Puc. 5. IlutorpamMmma MasKoB-OTIIEYATKOB C TIOBEPXHOCTH paHbl Ha 12 feHb 1ocie onepannu. Kierkn Hespesoro
IIJTOCKOTO BIUTEJNST C KPYITHBIMHU siipaMu Ha (DOHE CKOIJIEHUST BOJIOKHHUCTBIX TSKE ¢ (PMKCHMPOBAHHBIMU B HUX
aeiikonmramu. Okpacka o PomanoBckomy — I'mmse x1000. A — ocnosnas rpynna. Ilanment M., 28 ner, 2015 r.;

b — xoutposbnas rpymna. ITamuent I1., 26 ger, 2015 r.

Fig. 5. The cytogram of imprint smears from the surface of the wound on the 12th day after the surgery treat-
ment. The cells of immature flat epithelium with large nuclei against the background of accumulated fibrous
strands with fixed leukocytes. Romanowsky — Giemsa stain x1000. A — Main group. Patient M., 28 years old,

2015; B — Control group. Patient P., 26 years old, 2015

Puc. 6. IlutorpaMmmMa Ma3KOB-OTIIEYATKOB C TIOBEPXHOCTH paHbl HA 16 NeHb JedeHus. I'pynna 3pesbIX KJIETOK
maockoro anuteansi. Okpacka o PomanoBckomy — I'mmse x1000. A — ocnoBHas rpymnna. [lamment M., 28 ger,
2015 r.; B — xontpospHag rpymma. [lamuenrt II., 26 ser, 2015 r.

Fig. 6. The cytogram of imprint smears from the surface of the wound on the 16th day of treatment. A group of
the mature cells of flat epithelium. Romanowsky — Giemsa stain x1000. A — Main group. Patient M., 28 years
old, 2015; B — Control group. Patient P., 26 years old, 2015

nach B 17 (58,6 %) 1 5 (20,0 %) c/1y4asix COOTBETCTBEH-
Ho (p = 0,03). Ha stoM poHe mocsie BakyyM-Teparuu
B paHe MOSBJSAMMCH HEGOJIbIIME IPYIIIbI 3PEJIbIX K-
TOK TJIOCKOTO SIUTEJINS — ITPU3HAKK HAYMHAIOMIENHCsT
SNUTEIN3AIMN, a NPU CTAHAAPTHOM BEJEHUN CKOILIE-
HUSI 3PEJIOTO IJIOCKOTO SIHTEIHS B IOCJAE0NEePAInOH-
HBIX paHaxX BbIABJSLINCH peske (puc. 6). B ocHoBHOI
IPYIITIE Yarie TOSBISAIOTCS PACION0KEHHbIE PA3PO3HEH-
HO WJIM CKOIJIEHUSIMU He3peJible djieMeHTbl (pu6po3HOit
TKaHu — (pUOPOOIACTBI C KPYIHBIME SIIPAME U [[JIUH-
HBIMU OTPOCTKAMH IIUTOILIA3Mbl, UTO CBU/IETETHCTBYET
o nepexoze B asy ¢puéposa (puc. 7).

Ilo pmaHHBIM IIMTOJIOTHYECKOTO MeEToJa HCCJIe-
JIOBaHUSA, yKe ¢ 8-X CYTOK TIOCJ€e BaKyyM-Tepamuu
OTMEYAJIOCh CHI)KEHHE BOCHAJUTEJNbHOI peaxiyu
y 24 (82,8 %) Gosbubix, ¢ 12-to ausa y 9 (31 %) na-
IINEHTOB B PaHaxX OIpeJesisiylach pereHepaTopHas IH-
TOJIOTUYECKAs KAPTHHA CO CKOILJIEHNEeM KJIETOK He3pe-
JIOTO IIUTEJIHSI, YTO TOBOPHUT 06 YCKOPEHUH MPOIECCOB
penapanuu. K 16-M cyrkam y 17 (58,6 %) manuenTtos
B paHe OTMeYaJNCh pereHepaTopHble Ipolecchl. B atn
CPOKU B KOHTPOJIbHOU TIpyTine mpeolIaaiu BOCIIAII-
TeJIbHO-perenepartopubie nurtorpaMmMbr — 15 (60 %)
Ha6II0JeHni.
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Puc. 7. IlurorpaMmMa Ma3KOB-OTIIEYATKOB C TOBEPXHOCTH paHbl Ha 16 neub jevenus. Ckomtenust Gu6pobdaactos
C KPYIHBIMU SII[paMy U JJIMHHBIME OTpOcTKaMu 1uToria3Mbl. Okpacka o PomanoBckomy — I'mmze x1000.
A — ocuoBnas rpymnna. [lanuent M., 28 ger, 2015 r.; b — kourposbHast rpynna. [Mamuent I1., 26 ser, 2015 r.

Fig. 7. The cytogram of imprint smears from the surface of the wound on the 16th day of treatment. The clus-
ters of fibroblasts with large nuclei and long cytoplasmic extensions. Romanowsky — Giemsa stain x1000.
A — Main group. Patient M., 28 years old, 2015; B — Control group. Patient P., 26 years old, 2015

O1eHKa CKOPOCTH 3a’KUBJIEHHUS IIPOBOAUIACH
[0 CPaBHEHUIO ¢ HavyaJbHOW ILIOIAJAbI0 PaHbl Ha
4, 8, 12, 16 u 31-i1 gennb mociae omeparuu. Cpen-
HSAS CKOPOCTD 3aKUBJICHUSI PAHbI B OCHOBHOII TPyTI-
e Obljaa JOCTOBEPHO BbIllle U cocraBuiaa 2,15 =+
0,15 cm?/cyr., xKome6asice ot 0,15 o 3,5 cM?/cyT.,
B KOHTpoabHOH — 0,76 = 0,18 cmM2/cyT. (komeba-

nace ot 0,44 no 1,43 cm?/cyr.). CpaBHeHue cpes-
HUX yPOBHEN CKOPOCTH 3a’KMBJIEHUS PaH B 06enx
TpynIax MO3BOJUJIO BBIABUTDH 3HAYNUMbIC DA3TUYUA
10 BCeM [HSIM HCCJeNoBaHusi. B OCHOBHOII rpyIi-
e HaOJI0/Ia/INCh TOBbIIEHHbIE 3HAYEHUS JaHHO-
ro ToOKasaTesss B TeUeHHe BCETO MePUoja JiedeHUst
(p < 0,0001, Taba. 3).

Tabauya 3. OTHOCUTENbHAS CKOPOCTD 3aXKMBJEHUS B TPYIIAX MCCIEI0BAHUS

Table 3. Relative healing rates in the groups under study

OtHocHTeIbHASI CKOPOCTD 3JKUBJIEHHST DAHBI, CM?/CyT.
Tloc/Ie0nepaIHOHbI CHD JeUeHHsT Relative wound healing rates, cm?/day
Postoperative day of treatment OCHOBHASL TPyIIIa KOHTPOIbHAS TPyIIa p
main group n = 29 control group n = 25
4 nenb / 4th day 2,01 £ 0,69 0,75 £ 0,15 < 0,0001
8 nmenn / 8th day 1,88 + 0,64 0,67 £ 0,17 < 0,0001
12 penn / 12th day 2,01 £ 0,6 0,67 £ 0,14 < 0,0001
16 menn / 16th day 2,51 £ 0,64 0,84 £ 0,21 < 0,0001
31 mens / 31th day 2,6 £ 0,64 0,84 £ 0,21 < 0,0001

Tabauya 4. CpaBHUTEbHBIE U3MEHEHHUST TJIONIA/M PaHbl B 00€UX I'PYIIIaX B Pa3JUYHbIE CPOKH

Table 4. Comparative changes in the wound area in both groups at different treatment periods

V3MeHeHue MUIONIA/M PaHbl, %
[MocieonepaluoHHblii 1eHb JeueHns Change in the wound area, % p
Postoperative day of treatment OCHOBHasl TpyIa KOHTPOJIbHASL TPYIIIa
main group n = 29 control group n = 25
4 nenn / 4th day 16,0 + 4,34 6,29 + 2,49 < 0,0001
8 nenn / 8th day 30,1 + 3,38 12,5 £ 1,55 < 0,0001
12 mennb / 12th day 45,1 + 3,22 18,1 + 2,62 < 0,0001
16 menp / 16th day 61,9 + 3,7 24,1 + 1,8 < 0,0001
31 gens / 31th day 98,3 + 3,43 50,8 £ 2,7 < 0,0001

Poc xypu ractposuTepo renaros komonpokrost 2018; 28(6) / Rus J Gastroenterol Hepatol Coloproctol 2018; 28(6)
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YMeHnbllleHue 1JIOMAAU paHbl 3a 16 gHElt B oc-
HOBHOIl Tpynme TPOUCXOAUJIO B [JiBa pas3a Obl-
cTpee, 4YeM B KOHTPOJIBHOMN, U COCTABHUJIO B CPEIHEM
61,9 + 3,7 % (or 59 1o 65 %) B OCHOBHOI TpyIe
u 24,1 £ 1,8 % (or 21 g0 26 %) — B KOHTPOJbHOIA.
CpaBHeHVEe CpelHUX YPOBHeil M3MEHEHUs IJIONaIn
paH B 06enX IPYIIax MUCCIeTOBAHUS TTO3BOJUIO BbI-
SBUTHh 3HAUYMMbIE PA3JIUUUsl B T€YeHUE BCEX JHEN uc-
CJIeTOBaHUsI, MPU 3TOM B OCHOBHOH TpyIiie HaGJII0-
JIaJICh TTOBBINNIEHHbIE 3HAUEHN JaHHOTO MOKAa3aTesIs
B TeYeHWe BCEro MepuoJa IPOBOANMOTO JIEUEHUS
(p < 0,0001, Tabu. 4).

[Ipn ananu3e TIAaHUMETPUYECKUX JAHHBIX B 00e-
WX TPYIIAX CPEIHSS CKOPOCTb 3a’KMBJIEHUS U YMEHb-
IIeHKe TJIONA/ N PaHbl 3a nepBble 16 aHel JeueHus
JIOCTOBEPHO BbIIIE Y GOJBHBIX OCHOBHOW TPYIIIBI UC-
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