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BBepeHue. Victopuyeckn cTaHAAPTOM [UCTANBHOMO OTCTYNA NMPU XMPYPrUYECKOM JIeYeHUM paKa NpAMOii KULWKN ABAANOCH
«npaBuio 5 cMy». B HAacTOAWMIA MOMEHT UMeeTCA TeHAEHLMA K COKPALLEHMIO LUCTaNbHOTO XUPypriuyeckoro otctyna. Op-
HaKo WHTpaonepaLnoHHble N3MEpeHUs Npenaparta v faHHble TMCTONOTNYeCKOro UCCIEeA0BaHNA UMEIOT Pa3nnyus. 3Hauu-
TENbHYI0 POJIb UTPAET ABNEHUE XUPYPrUYECKON YCAAKM, B OCOOEHHOCTU NPU ONpPefeNeHnn LUCTaNbHOTO Kpas pe3ekuum,
TaK KaK MHTpaonepauuoHHble LlaHHble MOTYT He COBMafaTh C fJAHHbIMU Noce GuKcaumum npenapara. Bo3moxHble pasnu-
YMA MOTYT NPUBECTU K COMHEHUAM B OHKONIOrMYECKON afleKBAaTHOCTM BbIMONHEHHbIX FPaHML, pe3eKLuu.

Llenb uccnepoBanmsa — nsyyeHue s dekTa ycapku auctanbHoro kpas pesekuuun (DRM) npu konopektansHoMm pake nocne
duKcaumum npenaparta B hopmanuHe.

Marepuanbl u MeToAbl. B npocneKTUBHbII aHann3 Obinn BKNKOUEHb! 20 NaLMEHTOB C TUCTONOTUYECKU BEPUDULMPOBAHHBIM
pakoM NpAMON W CUrMOBMAHON KUWKK (ageHoKapuuHoMa G1-3), KOTOpPbIM BbINO NPOBEAEHO XMPYPTUYECKOE NleyeHue.
BbinonHsnu n3mepeHune paccTosHUsA OT HUXKHEr0 NoJIKCa ONyXou A0 AUCTaNbHOTO Kpas pe3ekLumn cpasy nocne oTceveHus
(in vivo) v yepe3 5-12 MuH nocne nocneaHero n3mepenus (ex vivo). [lanee nposoaunu n3mepeHne faHHOro napameTpa
nocne gukcauuu npenapara B popmanute (in vitro).

Pe3ynbrartbl. [py aHanu3e ObiO BbIABAEHO, YTO MeAWNAHA YCAAKW AUCTANbHOTO Kpas pe3eKLuu oT in vivo fo ex vivo co-
ctaBuna 30,5 MM (25,5 %) (p = 0,0001). CpepgHan ycapka Mexay in vivo u in vitro nocne ukcaumn GopmanmHoM cocTa-
Buna 51,0 mm (44,2 %).

3akntodeHme. 3mepeHne AUCTanbHOTO Kpas pe3ekunn Npu pasanyHbX YCNOBUAX BAUAET HA OLLEHKY OHKONOTMYECKOro
KNMpeHca Npu UHTepnpeTaLuy pe3ynsTaTos NaToMopdoN0rMyeckoro 3akyeHns u onpeaeneHun pesynbTaTtoB NeyeHns.
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Introduction. Historically, the standard for distal margin in rectal cancer surgery has been the 5 cm “rule”. Currently,
there is a trend to reduction the distal surgical margin. However, intraoperative specimen measurements and histological
examination data differ. The phenomenon of surgical shrinkage plays a significant role, especially in determining the
distal resection margin, as intraoperative data may not coincide with measurement after fixation of the specimen.
Possible differences may lead to doubts about the oncological adequacy of the performed resection boundaries.

Aim. To examine the shrinkage effect of distal resection margin in colorectal cancer after organ formalin fixation.
Materials and methods. The prospective analysis included data of 20 patients with histologically confirmed rectal
cancer and sigmoid cancer (adenocarcinoma G1-3) for whom surgical treatment is recommended. The distance between
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the lower edge of tumor to the distal resection margin was measured after resection (in vivo) and after 5-12 minutes
after the last measurement. Then the determination of this distance was made after formalin fixation (in vitro).
Results. The analysis revealed that the average shrinkage of the distal resection margin from in vivo to ex vivo was
30.5 mm (25,5 %) (p = 0.0001). The average shrinkage between in vivo and in vitro bowel samples was 51.0 mm.
Conclusions. Measurement of the distal resection margin under different conditions influences the estimation of the
oncological clearence in interpreting the results of pathological report and determining the results of treatment.
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Beepenue

BHenpeHue TOTaIbHON ME30PEKTYMAKTOMUU, a TAKXKE
pa3BUTHE METOJOB HEOATBIOBAHTHOTO JICYEHUS paKa Mpsi-
MO KUIIIKYA TMPUBEJIO K 3HAYUMOMY CHUKEHUIO YACTOTHI
pa3BUTHS PeLIUIUBOB 3a00neBaHus [1—4].

OnHUMY U3 BEKHENTIINX TIPOTHOCTUIECKUX (DAKTOPOB,
BJIMSIIOIIMX HAa MPOTHO3 JIEYEHHUS MAIMEHTOB C JUarHO30M
«paK MpsIMOI KUIIKU», ABJSIOTCS HUPKYIIpHbIi (CRM)
u nuctanbHbii (DRM) kpast pesekuuu [5, 6]. Jducranb-
HBIM KpaeM pe3eKIMh 0003HAYalOT PACCTOSSHUE OT H-
CTAJIbHOU TPaHULBl PE3EKIUU HEU3MEHEHHOW KHWIIKU
JI0 Kpast oIryxoJiu [6].

Hctopuuecku ompeneneHre ontuMaibHoro DRM
MOXHO pa3feuTh Ha 3 BpeMEHHBIX IpoMexyTKa. [1epBbrit
nepuon (¢ 1910 mo 1953 r) otobpaxeH B pabotax
W.S. Handley [7], P.P. Cole [8], W.E. Miles [9]. K Hemy
OTHOCHUTCS «IpaBuiio 8—10 cM», KOTOpPOE CBUIETENBCTBY-
€T 0 TOM, YTO MUHUMATBHBIN TUCTATBHBINA XUPYPTUUECKUI
OTCTYI NOJXEH OBITh HE MeHee 8 cM. Bropoit mepuon
(c 1954 mo 1985 1) HauMHaeTcs ¢ MyOIUKAMKU PabOTHI
R.S. Grinnell, B kotopoit DRM cokpaiieH no 5 cm [10].
Tpetuit mepron Havasicst B 1986 T. v pookaeTes 1Mo Ha-
crosiee Bpems. B padorax R.J. Heald u R.D. Ryall [11],
u A.M. Abulafi u N.N. Williams [12] orrucaHo «mmpaBuiio
2 cM». ABTOpPBI OTMEYAIOT, YTO PUCK BO3SHUKHOBEHUS BHY-
TPUMPOCBETHBIX PEIIUUBOB HE MOBBILIAETCS TPU YMEHbB-
meHu DRM o 2 em [11, 12].

OnHaKo COXPaHSIUCH MOIBITKYU BBIITOJIHEHUS C(OUHKTE-
POCOXPAHSIOLIMX OMEPALIMI MTPU OMYXOJISIX CPETHE- U HIK-
HEaMITyJISIPHOTO OT/IENIOB MPSIMOM KUILIKY C LIETBIO COXPaHe-
HMS KayecTBa XXKU3HU 60bHbIX. [Tpu aToM DRM 06bL1 MeHee
2 cMm [13]. B pabote N.D. Karanjia u coaBT., onmy0/J1MKOBaH-
Hoii B 1990 1., ObUTM MpeAcTaBiIeHbI pe3yabTaThl Pe3eKIIUA
close shave, rjie AMCTaTBHBIN XUPYPTUIECKHIA OTCTYII IIPOXO-
JTWI TIO «TTAJTBITATOPHO» OMPEesIsieMOI JIMHUW HYDKHETO Kpast
omyxonu [14]. B paboTte olieHMBaIMCh TIperniapaThl Mocie
dopmanuHoBoit pukcaruu ¢ DRM >1 wm <1 cMm. bsiio
MOKAa3aHO, YTO YaCTOTa JIOKATbHBIX PELIUAUBOB B TPYIIIIE
¢ DRM <1 cM cootsetcTByeT 3,6 %, B OTIMYUE OT TPYIIITBI
¢ DRM >1 cwm, rre TIOKaTbHBIX PELUINBOB HE OTMEYAJIOCh.
ITpu 5TOM aBTOPBI HE BBISIBWIN Pa3iUYMil B MOKA3ATENSIX
001IeH 1 0e3peIINBHOI BEDKMBAaeMOCTH [ 14].

B pabore A.M. Vernava u coaBT. OLIEHUBAJIU JaHHbIE
MalKUeHTOB MOocje CPUHKTEPOCOXPAHSIONIUX OMEepalvid.

IMauuenTs! 661K TTOAEIeHBI Ha 2 Tpynnbl: DRM >0,8 cm
u <0,8 cm. MamepeHue qucTaabHOTO OTCTyNa MPOBOAU-
JIOCh Ha mpenaparte, paHee GUKCUPOBAHHOM B (hopMau-
He. YacToTa JIOKaJIbHBIX peuuanuBoB B rpynne ¢ DRM
>0,8 cM cooTBeTcTBOBaja 5 %, a BTOPOI aHAJOTUYHBIA
rokasaresib cocTaBui 8,7 %. ABTOPBI TIPUILLIU K BBIBOLY,
yto DRM <0,8 cM HeraTUBHO BJIMSIET Ha 5-JIETHIOO 00-
1[I0 BBDKMBAEMOCTb U YBEJITUUUBAET YACTOTY JJOKATbHBIX
peuuausos (p = 0,01) [15]. OgHako Tpu UHTEpNpETALINA
JTAaHHBIX PE3YJIBTATOB CTOUT YUUTHIBATh, UTO JICUEHUE MPO-
xoauio B riepuon ¢ 1977 mo 1985 . — no BHeapeHUs To-
TaJIbHOW Me30peKTyMaKToMuUM [15, 16].

B Hopsexckom uccnenoBanuu B.N. Bernstein u coaBT.
TakXe OLEHUBAJIACh YaCTOTa Pa3BUTUS PELUIUBOB paKa
npsiMOil KUIIKU B 3aBUcuMoctd oT DRM. Bceero Oblnu
MPOaHATM3UPOBAHbI JaHHBIEe 3571 manKeHTa ¢ IMarHo30M
«pak mpssMoit kuiiku». [Tpyu DRM <1 c¢M yacTota BO3HUK-
HOBEHUS JIOKAJTbHBIX PELUANBOB cocTaBisiia 14,5 %,
aBrpymme ¢ DRM >1 cm — 9,6 %. [1pu 3TOM He oT™Meue-
HbI BIMSTHUE Ha OOIIYI0 BBDKMBAEMOCTh M BOSHUKHOBEHHE
OTJAJICHHBIX MTPOSIBJICHUI 3a00J1€BaHNUSI, 2 PEKOMEHIOBaH-
Hblii DRM onpenenen BenuunHoi >1 cm [17].

BaxHbiM acniekToM mpu MaToMopdOJTOrMYecKOM UC-
CJIeIOBaHWM Tpernapara rnocjie dbukcauuu B popMainHe
sBJIsieTcd ero ycaaka. OnHako 3 (eKTsl ycaaku Tpaauii-
OHHO HE YYUTHIBAIMCH MIPU UccaenoBaHui [18].

S.P. Kwok 1 coaBT. MpoIeMOHCTPpUPOBATI U3MEHEHUE
DRM po u nocne dbukcauuu mnpenapara B hopMajvHe.
ITpu u3amMepeHUM pacCTOSTHUS MEXITY HUKHUM TOJIOCOM
OITyXOJIU U JIMHUEN pe3eKIM OTMEUYEHO €r0 YMEHBIIEHHUE.
DRM 1o otcedeHms cocTaBisti 4,2 cM, TTOCie YOaTeHUS
npemnapara — 2,9 cM, a nociie ¢pukcanuu oopasua B hop-
manuHe — 2,3 cm [19].

B uccnenosanuu G.-P. Zhao u coaBT. Ipy U3y4yeHUU
JMIUCTATBHOTO UHTPAMYPAJIBHOTO U ME30PEKTAIIBHOTO pac-
MPOCTPAHEHUS OITyXOJIU TAKXKE OTMEUYEHO SIBIICHUE XUPYP-
TUYECKOM ycanku KUIKU. [1py 3ToM cTeneHb ycaakuy nocie
dbopmanHoBoit pukcamu gocturana 85 % [20].

Ha cerognsiiHuii ieHb B MAPOBOIA TUTEpaType HeaoCcTa-
TOYHO NAHHBIX, B KOTOPBIX TIPOBeieHO cpaBHeHMe DRM
in vivo W in vitro TOJICTOX U TIPSIMOM KHUILIKW, HECMOTPSI Ha aK-
TyaJIbHOCTb ucciienoBaHus. Lleablo HacTosIIero aHaimsa
saBnsercsd usydenue adgdekra ycanku DRM npu Konopek-
TJIBHOM pake mociie huKcaluuy npenapara B popMaviHe.
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Martepuanbi u metofbl

Ha 6ase otneneHus abgoMUHAILHOM OHKOI0rMH Ne 3
(xononpokronorun) HMWI onkonoruu um. H.H. bio-
XWHA MPOBEJIEH MPOCIIEKTUBHBINA aHAJIU3, B KOTOPBII ObLIN
BKJIIOUEHBI TAaHHbBIE MTAIIUEHTOB C TUCTOJIOTUYECKU BEPU-
(UM pPOBaHHBIM PAKOM CUTMOBUIHOM U BEPXHEAMITYJISIP-
HOTO OTIesa NpssMoil KMku (ageHokapuuHoma G1-3),
co crtaaueit omyxosieBoro mpoiuiecca T<4 (CRM+/—)
NO0—2M0—1 nocne nposeneHUs1 COUHKTEPOCOXPAHSIONIIE-
0 XAPYPTUYECKOTO JIeYeHUS (pe3eKIMU CUTMOBUIHOM
KUIIIKY, TApIUATbHON ME30PEKTYMIKTOMUM) 0€3 TpoBe-
JIEHUSI HE0aIbIOBAHTHOTO JieueHus1. MiccienoBaHue OCHO-
BaHO Ha BIUSHUY (buKcauuu (popMaiiHa HAa HEU3MEHEH-
Hble TKAaHU KWIIKWA. YUYUTHIBAsl BIUSHUE JY4YE€BOU
Y XUMUOTEPANUU HA CTPYKTYPHI TKAHU KUIIKU, U3 UCCTIE-
JIOBaHUS ObUTW UCKJIIOYEHBI MALIMEHTHI C HUXKHE- U CPe[l-
HEaMITyJISIPHBIM PaKOM MPSIMON KUIIKU B CBSI3U C HEOO-
XOAUMOCTBIO IPOBEICHUS HEOATBIOBAHTHOM TEpaNUU.

Ilepuon Habmonenus — 2021-2022 rr. KnuHuyeckue
JAHHBIE KaXIOTO MAllMeHTa ObUTU COOPAaHBI B 3JIEKTPOH-
HYI0 0a3y JAaHHBIX C TTOCIENYIOIIMM aHATTU30M.

Llenbio Hallero aHaau3a 6bUTO0 U3yyeHue Ko duim-
eHta ycanku DRM B ycnoBusix pukcanuu dopMaiiHOM
U CTAaHIapTHOU 00pabOTKU Mpernapara.

Hi3mepenre DRM kuliky ocyliecTBIsIM TPU TIOMO-
1M METaJUTMYECKON CTepWIM30BAHHOW CAHTUMETPOBOW
JvHelku. [lociie oTceyeHus omepalMOHHbINA Tpenapar
BCKPBIBAJIU B ITPOIOJIBHOM HAMIPABJIEHUH MO MPOTUBOTIO-
JIOXXHOU OTHOCUTEJIBHO OIyXOJIu CTOpoHe. OMMHOYHBINA
moB 3—0 PDS (monuanokcaHoOH) HAKJIaAbIBad Ha CJIU-
3UCTYI0 O0OJIOUKY KHUIIKK HEMocpeacTBeHHO Yy DRM.
HaHHag mpoueaypa mo3poiwia natoMopdoaoraMm cTaH-
JapTU3UPOBATh METOAUKY IMOCJIEAYIOIIEr0 U3MEPEHUS
DRM, 4urto nano BO3MOXHOCTb CBECTU K MUHUMYMY IO-
TpelIHOCTh u3MepeHus. Yepes 5—12 MuH nocne nocies-
HEro U3MEPEHUs] MOBTOPHO OLEHUBAIW AUCTAIbHBINA
XUPYprudeckuii otcrymn. MiamepeHue o0pasLos in vivo Bbl-
TMOJIHSUTU IBaXnabl (in vivo — cpa3y MOCJ€ OTCEUYECHWUS
U ex vivo — 4yepe3 5—12 MUH mociie u3MepeHus in vivo).
HanpHeiiliee rccieqoBaHre oopasla ex vivo TpoBOIUIA
B naToJjioro-aHaroMmuyeckom otaeneHuu HMMHULL onkoso-
ruu uMm. H.H. Brnoxuna. Hape3ka BeINOTHSIACH TaK, YTOOBI
COXPAHUTBH LIEJIOCTHOCTD Tpenapara JJisl TPeJoCTaBICHUS
CTaHAAPTU30BAHHOTO MATOMOP(OIOrMYECKOro 3aKI0ye-
Hus. CTaTUCTUYECKUE PACYETHI MPOBENEHBI C UCTIONIb30Ba-
HueM nporpammbl IBM SPSS Statistic 26. JloctoBepHOCTB
OTIMYMIA OLIEHUBATY ITpU ypoBHe 3Haunmoctu 0,05 (p = 0,05).
KonuyecTBeHHBIE KPUTEPUU CPABHUBAIU C UCTIOJIb30BAHU-
eM TouHoro U-tecta MaHHa—YuTHU.

Pe3synbTathbl

Bcero 6bu10 uccnenosano 20 npenapatos. [Tonpo6Has
XapaKTEepUCTUKA OOTBHBIX, BKITIOUEHHBIX B aHAN3, TIPE/I-
cTaBJjieHa B TaoOuI. 1.

Menuana usmepeHnutii in vivo/ex vivo cocrapuia 0,12 4.
Menvana usmMepeHus in vivo/in vitro (U3MEpPEHUs TOCe

Tabmua 1. Xapakmepucmuka yoanrenHbix onepayuoHHbIX NPenapamos

Table 1. Characteristics of operating material

IToka3arenn n %
Tlon:
Gender:
MYX. 8 40
male
KEH. 12 60
female

OTaen KULKu:

Bowel section:
MpsSMAast KAIIKA 12 60
rectum
CUTMOBHMIHAS KAIIIKA 8 40
sigmoid colon

ECOG:
1 17 85
2 3 15

Pernonapublie TMMdaTuiecKe y3ibl:

Regional lymph nodes:
NO 14 70
N+ 6 30

[TepBuyHas omyxoJb 1o Kiaccuduxa-
uu TNM:

Primary tumor according to TNM
classification:

T2 1 5
T3 16 80
T4 3 15

ukcanmu dhopmanrHoM) coctaBuia 22,9 (18—30) u. Meau-
aHa ukcauu B hopMaimHe coctaBuia 24 4 (puc. 1).
ITpu aHanu3e ObLUIO BBISIBIEHO, YTO MEIMAaHA YCAIKU
DRM or in vivo 1o ex vivo coctaBuina 30,5 mm (25,5 %)
(p = 0,0001) (tabn. 2). MeauaHa ycaaku MexXay in vivo
U (GDUKCUPOBAHHBIMU B (popManivHe obpa3liaMud KUIIKA
cocrauna 51,0 mm (44,2 %) (p = 0,0001) (tabi. 3).

06cyxxaeHune

VYcanka npemnapara nociie hbukcanuu GopMaTuHOM
JTOCTATOYHO U3YYEHHOE SIBJI€HUE, TTPEICTABICHHOE aBTO-
pamMu Ha pa3IMYHbIX Mpenapartax [ 18]. @opmanuH npoHu-
KaeT CKBO3b TKAHU U BbI3bIBAET UX TUCTOJIOTMYECKUE U KJIe-
TOYHbIE U3MEHEHUSI, BKITIOUAsd 00E3BOXMUBAHUE U YCANKY
KJIeTOK. Pe3ynsraTtoM 3TOro npouecca SBisieTcs JUIUTEb-
HOE COXpaHEHUE KJIETOYHOM 1ienocTHoCTH [21, 22].

B ucciienoBaHur He y4acTBOBAIM MALIMEHTHI C paHee
MPOBEJEHHBIM HEOAbIOBAHTHBIM JIEYEHUEM, BKIIIOYAIO-
LIAM PaIlO- WU XMMHUOTEPAIUIO, C LIEJbIO OLIEHKU HETO-
CPEICTBEHHOTO BJIUSHUS (popMannHOBOU dukcanuu
Ha MPSIMYI0 WA CUTMOBUIHYIO KUIIKY U MUHUMU3ALUA
JIPYTUX BO3MOXHBIX BIUSHUN Ha TKaHU. [1o HalmuM gaH-
HBIM, TOJIbKO JIWILIb BIUSIHUE (PUKCALMU Ha YCAOKY in vivo/
in vitro coKpallaeT Xupyprudeckuii orctyn Ha 44,2 %.

[laHHOe uccienoBaHue He BKITIOYAIO OLIEHKY BIUSHUS
MPOBEACHHON TEpamuu Ha XUPYPTrUYECKYIO YCAAKY.
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Puc. 1. lIpenapam kuwiu ex vivo/in vitro

Fig. 1. Bowel ex vivo/in vitro

Taomiua 2. JJucmanvhbiii Kaupenc in vivo/ex vivo

Table 2. Distal clearance in vivo/ex vivo

In vivo, menuana, MM

Ex vivo menquana, mm

DRM
(min—max) (min—max)
In vivo/ex vivo 115.5 (6083’1010)
(80—140) 64,5
In vivo/in vitro (40—100)

B nccaenosanuu T.L. Ghezzi, mpoBenenraoM B 2021 r.,
MNpPOJEMOHCTPUPOBAHO cpeaHee ymeHblleHue DRM
Ha 35,6 % nocne pukcauumn dhopmanrHoM. [Ipu 3TOM
B aHAJTM3 OBLTM BKITIOYEHBI TTALIMEHTHI TIOCJIE TIPOBEACHUS
JrydeBoii Tepanuu. [1py oTneTbHOM aHATM3e JaHHBIX TUX
MMAIMEHTOB aBTOPHI HE BHISIBWIM CYIIIECTBEHHOTO YMEHb-
menns DRM, kotopoe coctasuio 10,9 % [23].

Bo MHOXXeCTBe MccenoBaHMi TOJYePKUBATIOCH BT -
stHre (DOPMaTMHOBOM (hUKCALIMU Ha MBIIIIEYHYIO U B OCO-
OEHHOCTU Ha XUpPOBYIO TKanu [24]. Hanpumep, 3Ha4u-
TenbHoe yMeHblieHne DRM mocne dukcanum
dopManHOM OBUTO OTMEYEHO B MperapaTax MOJOUYHOM
JKeJe3bl CO CPEHUM TT0Ka3aTeieM YMEHbBIIIeHUsT pa3Mepa
Ha 10 % [25].

B HacTos11Ie€ BpeMsT OolleHKa AUCTATEHOTO KIIMpeHCa,
a TaKkKe BO3MOXHOCTh €0 YMEHBIIIEHUST aKTUBHO M3yda-
rored [18, 23—30]. ChopmupoBanHoe B pabote R.J. Heald
«TIpaBUJIO 2 CM», a TaKXKe OIleHKa JUCTAIIBHOTO OTCTYIIa

Ycanka, meauaHa, MM Ycanka no cpaBHeHHI0

¢ IepBOHAYAIbHOI, % y
(min—max)
30,5 26,4
(30—-90) (25,0-21,4)
0,0001
51,0 44,2
(30—-90) (50—71,4)

B BBILIEYMOMSIHYTBIX paboTax NPUMEHSIMCh Ha Mpenapa-
Tax, paHee (UKCUPOBAHHBIX B (hopMannHe. [Ipu 3ToM
U3MEpPEHUE XUPYPTUYECKOTO OTCTYIA MO JAHHBIM TUCTO-
JIOTUYECKOTO UCCENOBAHUS TPOBENEHO 0€3 OLICHKH BJIU-
SHUSI Xupypruuyeckou ycagku. Hampumep, B ciyyae
XUPYPrUYECKOTO OTCTYNA 1 CM ero JeiicTBUTEIbHAS BEU -
YMHA MOXET OBITh OOJIBILIEHA.

3aknioyeHue

Hamm pe3ynbratsl 1mokaszaiu, 4To MeauaHa ycaaKu
DRM in vivo/ex vivo coctaBuna 26,4 %, a in vivo/in vitro —
442 %.

N.S. Goldstein 1 coaBT. TPENIOXKUIIN TTOMTPABOYHBIN
K03 PUIIMEHT, TPUOJIUZUTETHLHO PaBHBIN 2, KOTOPBIM
cJIemyeT YIUTBIBATh Mocie pukcanum hopMainHoMm [28].
Hamr Texymumii aHam3 mpoaeMOHCTpUPOBaT KO3 buim-
eHT ycalIKW, CXoXuil ¢ mpemmoxkeHHBIM N.S. Goldstein
U COABT.
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JlaHHbIe, MTOTyYeHHBIE B COOCTBEHHOM aHaIU3e, SIB-
JISTIOTCS OoJiee aKTyaJIbHBIMU TSI XMPYPTUUECKOTO Jiede-
HUS paKa MpsSMOi KUIIIKH, TIe OCOOEHHOCTH aHATOMUU
MOTYT BJIMSITh Ha onpeneneHue DRM.

Takum 06pa30M, MAHHBINA aHAIU3 HE SBJISIETCS OKOH-

yaTeJIbHbIM B CBSI3U C HEOOJIBIIONH KOFOpTOfI MaleHTOB,

HO

clienyeT OTMETUTD, UTo DRM 3HaunMMo uaMeHseTcs

B pa3/IMYHLIX YCJIOBUAX €€ N3YUYCHUA.
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