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PaK Xenynka Ha NPOTAXEHAM AONTUX NET ABNAGTCA OJHUAM U3 NUIEPOB CPEAM OHKONOMMYECKUX
3a00/18BaHNI N0 NOKA3aTeNAM CMEPTHOCTM U 3a601eBaeMOCTY. 3a00/18BaBMOCTb PakoM NPOKCH-
ManbHOi TPETY XeNyaKa yBENNUMBAETCA 3a NOCeaHNE rofibl. 3a BECh Nepuo. Pa3BUTHA XUpypriu
paKa Xeny/aka Obino NPean0MeH0 MHOXECTBO CNOCOB0B PEKOHCTPYKLIWIA XENYA0YHO-KULLEYHOMD
TpaKTa nocie NpoKcUManbHoi cy6ToTanbHoi pesekumn xenyaka [ICPX). B muposoit nuTepatype
Hanbonee YacTo BCTPEYAHITCA MATb TUNOB PEKOHCTPYKLMiA nocne MCPX: wHTepnosuuma Tolwein
KULLKY, 330(aroracTpoaHacToMo3, PEKOHCTPYKLMA TUNA «[BOAHONA TPaKT», PEKOHCTPYKLMA TUNa
«[IBOAHOA NOCKYT», MHTEPNO3MLMA TOLLEKMLLEYHOrO Pe3epByapa.

Ha ocHoBaHuu 23 paboT npoBeaeH CPaBHUTENbHbIA aHanu3 1517 ciyuaeB PeKOHCTPYKLMIA nocne
[ICPX u3 uetbipex ctpaH Mupa (Poccusa, AinoHua, Kutaii, l0xHaa Kopea) 3a nepuop ¢ 2010 no 2021 .
Kputepuamu cpaBHEHMA CTanM JSIMTENBHOCTb OMEpauyid, WHTPaonepaLMoHHAA KPOBOMOTEpA,
MPoJ0MKMTENBHOCTL NPedbiBaHNA B CTALMOHAPE, @ TaKXe NOCNEonepaLyoHHbIe 0CNOXHEHUA
[HecocToATENbHOCTL AHACTOMO3a, CTPUKTYPA aHACTOMO3a, PedntoKC-330daruT 1 napea Kynbty
xenynaka). Llenbto uccnenoBaHna — AaTb KPUTUYECKYHD OLLEHKY pe3ynbraTaM B 3aBUCUMOCTY OT
TUna pexoHeTpykumun nocne MCPX 1 BbIABUTL Hanbonee onTMManbHbI CNOCO6 BOCCTaHOBNEHUA
LIENIOCTHOCTY XENYA04HO-KULLEYHOMO TPaKTa.

Knrouesble ¢/10Ba; paK Xenyaka, NpoKCMManbHaA cy6ToTanbHaA pesekunA XenymKa, cnocobb
PEKOHCTPYKLMK, 330()aroracTPoaHacToOMO3, PEKOHCTPYKLINA TUNA «BOMHON IOCKYT», PEKOHCTPYK-
LA TN «[BOWHOA TPaKT», PEKOHCTPYKLIMA C MHTEPMO3NLIMEN TOLLLEIA KWLLKKM, PEKOHCTPYKLNA C
MHTEPNO3MLMEN TOLLEKMILEYHOTD PE3epByapa
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Bsepenue

Pak wenynka (PX) — oauH U3 nuoupytowwmx cpeam 3n10Ka4ecTBeHHbIX 3a601eBaHuIA NO no-
Ka3aTenAM CMEepTHOCTH, YCTYNaeT Nnwb paky nerkoro v neyewu [1; 2]. B Poccuitckoin Mepepa-
unn PX, ABNAACH 0HOM U3 CaMbIX PaCMPOCTPAHEHHbIX 310KAYECTBEHHbIX OMyX0Nei, 3aHUMaeT
BTOPYH0 NO3ULMI B CTPYKTYPE cMepTHocTU. ExkeropHo B PO peructpupytoT okono 36 Thicay
© Komapog P.H., Ocmunnx C. B., Houkos C. C., bunanos U.P., 2023
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HoBbIX cny4aeB PX 1 6onee 34 ThicAY G0MbHBIX yMUPAKOT OT 3TOr0 3a601eBaHNA. MyXumHbl 3a-
6oneBatoT B 1,3 pasa yalle XeHLUMH, a MUK 3a060718BaEMOCTM NPUXOANTCA HA BO3PacT CTapLLe
50 net [3].

PacnpocTpaHeHHoCTb 3n10KaYecTBEHHbIX HOBOOOpa3oBanuiA (3HO) cpeav B3pocoro HaceneHus
P 82020 . coctaBuna 2707,3 cnyyaes Ha 100 TbicA4 Hacenerma, uTo Boiwwe ypoBHA 2010 1. Ha 37,5 %.
Yeenuuenue pacnpoctpaHenHocTu 3HO 06ycnoBneHo pocToM Kak 3a601eBaeMOCTY 11 BbIABNAEMO-
CTW, TaK 11 BbIXMBAEMOCTY OHKoNoruueckix 6onbHbix. B PO B 2020 1. 06bem 6onbHbix 3HO xenynxa
cpeau BCex OHKonoruueckux nauneHtos coctasun 3,5 % (94,8 cnyyaes Ha 100 Thicay HaceneHus),
3aHAB 11-e MECTO Cpeay BCeX NOKanu3aluii 3N0KaYecTBEHHbIX NpoLeccoB. Cpeau oHKOBONbHbIX,
HabntoaBLIMXCA B TeYeHne b 1 Bonee NeT ¢ MOMEHTA YCTAHOBNEHMA [MarHo3a, YOenbHblid BEC
NaLMEHTOB 3/10Ka4ecTBEHHbIMI HOBOOGPa3oBaHuAMM xenyaka coctasun 3,6 % (10-e mecTo cpey
BCEX NoKanu3aaumi) [4].

HecmoTpa Ha To 4To 06wian 3a6oneBaemocTb P B HEKOTOPbIX CTpaHax MMPa CHUXAeTCA, 3a-
60n1eBaEMOCTb KapLIMHOMOI NPOKCUMAaNbHORA TPETH XenyaKka v KapanoasohareanbHbiM pakom B
nocneaHue rofibl YBENMYNBAETCA yrpoxatoLmi Temnamu [5]. Mo mepe pasBUTMA 1 NOBbILLIEHNA
N0CTYNHOCTYA COBPEMEHHbIX AMAarHOCTUYECKUX MEMMULIMHCKMX TEXHONOMWIA, NOBbILIAETCA KONMYe-
CTBO 60NbHbIX PAKOM XENY/KA, BbIABNEHHbIM Ha PaHHUX CTaaMAX. bonee akTyanbHbIMM CTaHOBAT-
CA 0PraHoCOXPaHAOLLME XVPYPrivecKie BMELLIATENBCTBA, K KOTOPbIM OTHOCUTCA NPOKCUMANbHaA
cy6ToTanbHan peaexuua xenyaka (lICPX). Mocne BbInonHEHUA PE3EKLIMOHHOT0 3Tana onepaLi Xu-
pypry HeobxoauMo BbiGpaTh Hanbonee GUaNONOTMYHBIA 1 HAJEXHDIA MBTO/] BOCCTAHOBNEHMA He-
NpepbIBHOCTY XenynouHo-kuweyHoro TpakTa (MKT). 3a Becb nepuop pasBuTIA XMPYpPriv Xenynka
Bbino npeanoxeHo MHOXeCTBO cnocobos pekoHeTpykumit XKKT nocne MICPX, oaHako B HacToALLee
BPEMA XMPYPriA YalLie BCEro AenakT Bbifop B nonb3y GOpMUPOBaHMA 330(haroracTpoaHacToMo3a,
UHTEPNO3NLLM TOHKOIA KMLLKW MW PEKOHCTPYKLMM TUNA «[BOIHOI TPaKT». Mbl npoBenu 0630p akTy-
aNbHOI 0TEYECTBEHHON M 3apy6eXHON NUTEPATYPbI C LIENbIO 1aTb KPUTUYECKYH) OLIEHKY crnocobam
pekoHcTpyKLmn nocne NTCPX no nosoay paka.

Matepuanbi u meToab!

B 6a3ax nantbix PubMed u Google Scholar 6b1n npoBeaeH NOMCK OPUTMHANBHBIX UCCNEN0BAHMIA
11 PENeBaHTHbIX IUTEPATYPHbIX NCTOYHUKOB, KACAOLMXCA Pas3inyHbIX CIOCOOOB PEKOHCTPYKLLAM
(MHTEPNO3ULLMA TOLLEIA KULLKK, PEKOHCTPYKLMA TUNA «[BOAHOI TPaKT», 330haroracTpoaHacToMo3,
PEKOHCTPYKUMA TUNA «IBOWHOA NOCKYT», WHTEPNO3ULMA TOLLEKUILEYHOrO Pe3epByapa) nocne
NPOKCUManbHO Cy6TOTANbHON Pe3eKLMN Xenyaka. B 063op nutepatypbl BKAOYEHb! 23 paboTbl
3 4 ctpaH mupa (Poccua, Anonua, Kutan, H0xHaa Kopea) 3a nepuop ¢ 2010 no 2021 1. (ta6n. 1).
[lpoBeeH CPaBHUTENbHBIA aHANU3 AANUTENbHOCTM ONepaLmi, MHTPaoNepaLmoHHO! KpoBONOTEpH,
MPONOMKUTENBHOCTY NPEdbIBAHNA B CTaLMOHAPE, @ TaKXEe NOCNeoNnepaLMoHHbIX OCNOMHEHW
(HECOCTOATENbHOCTb AHACTOMO3a, CTPUKTYPA aHACTOMO3a, PeQNHOKC-330daruT 1 Napes KymbTu
Xeny/aka) B 3aBUCUMOCTI OT TUNa pexkoHeTpyKumv nocne NMCPX cpeau naLuMeHToB, BKIHOYEHHbIX
B MCCEN0BaHUA.

Tabnuua 1. Kpatkaa xapakTepucTvka ctaTei, BKNHOYEHHbIX B 0630p iuTepatypbl
Table 1. Brief description of the articles included in the literature review

. Cnocobbl Konuuectso
WccnenoBaxue Crpana fon | [ln3ain
PEKOHCTPYKLIMK nauueHToB
Katai et al. [16] finoxma 2010 PKI UTK 128
Masuzawa et al. [17] finonma 2013 PKI IA/NTK 49/32
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OxoHyanme 1a6n. 1

WccnenoBaxue CtpaHa fon | ln3aitn Cnocobe KonuecTao
PEKOHCTPYKLMN NauMeHTOB

Isobe et al. [18] finoHua 2014 PKK ITA/UTK/UTKP 66/23/12
Zhaoetal. [19] Kuraii 2014 PKK UTK 35
Nakamura et al. [20] finoHua 2014 PKK ITA/UTK/UTKP 65/25/12
Yasuda et al. [21] finoHua 2015 PKKN ITA/UTK 25/21
Ohashi et al. [22] finoHua 2015 PKKN UTK 65
Takayama et al. [23] finonma 2018 PKI UTK 32
Nomura et al. [24] finonma 2019 PKN NTP/UTK 15/15
PyukmH 1 coasr. [25] Poccua 2021 PU UTK/3rA 90/47
Ahn et al. [26] finonma 2014 PKN Jilly 43
Hong et al. [27] Kutaii 2015 PKI NP 21
Kim et al. [28] t0xHas Kopea | 2016 PKK QTP 21
Yang et al. [29] t0xHas Kopea | 2016 PKI QTP 16
Kamitaka et al. [30] finoHua 2017 PKK aTe 10
Tanaka et al. [31] finoHua 2017 PKK aTe 10
Aburatani et al. [32] finoxua 2017 PKK NTP/3rA 19/22
Sugiyama et al. [33] finoxua 2018 PKK aTp 10
Zhang et al. [34] Kutaii 2018 PKK A 62
Omori et al. [35] finoHua 2017 PKKN anp 32
Saeki et al. [36] finoHua 2018 PKKN anp 13
Kano et al. [37] finoHua 2019 PKKN anp 51
Kuroda et al. [38] finoHua 2019 PKK anp 464

lpnviedanme: PKN — paHooMnanpoBaHHOE KOHTPONIMpYEMoe uccnenoBanue; P — petpocnekTueHoe
uccnenosanue; UTK — nHtepnoanuna Toweir knwkm; IrA — asodaroractpoanactomos; TP — «aBoiHo#
Tpak™-pekoHcTpyKuua; [1JIP — «nBoIHOI NoCKYT>-pekoHeTpyKumA; UTKP — nHTepno3numa ToLLeKuLLeHo-
ro pesepayapa.

Note: RCT — randomized controlled trial; Rl — retrospective study; JI — jejunal interposition; EGA —
esophagogastric anastomosis; DFR — «double flap» type of reconstruction; DTR — «double tract» type of
reconstruction; JPl — jejunal pouch interposition.

OcHoBHble BapuaHTbl pekoHcTpyKumun XKT nocne MCPX

[1BymA 0CHOBHbIMY 3a1a4amin XUpyprivueckoro nevenna 6onbHbix PX ABnAtoTcA obecneve-
HME MaKCUManbHOIM NPO0MKUTENbHOCTM W a[IeKBATHOI0 KAYeCTBA XM3HM nauueHTos. llpoaon-
XNTENBbHOCTb XN3HKM 60MbHbIX PX B nepByto ouepe/b onpeaenaeTcA BbI6opoM ONTUMAbHOMO
06bema onepaumum 1 o6 IEHMEM OCHOBHbIX MPUHLIMNOB OHKONIOMMYECKOr0 paaukanuama. Ka-
YeCTBO )XM3HW MALMEHTOB NOCE XMPYPrUYecKoro feyeHna P 3aBuCHT OT MHAMBUAOYANbHbIX
KOMMEHCATOPHbIX M aAanTaLMOHHbIX CNOCOBHOCTEN KOHKPETHOr0 601bHOM0 NaLMeHTa, a TaKxe
oT cnoco6a pekoHeTpykuun KT, BbibpanHoro xupyprom. ONTMManbHbIi BapuaHT PEKOHCTPYK-
LK I0/KEH MUHUMU3NPO0BATb NOCEACTBUA aHATOMUYECKOI NEPECTPOINKM OPraH3ma venose-
Ka 1 c03aaTb 61aronpuATHbIE YCNOBUA ANA BO3BPALLEHNA 6ONbHOMO K NPUBLIYHOMY ANA HEro
06pa3y Xu3Hu.
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06bem Xxvpypruveckoro BMELIATENbCTBA 3aBUCUT OT NOKanU3aLuu, pa3Mepa, XapakTtepa u
pacnpocTpaHeHHoCTI onyxonesoro npowecca [6]. Mpu pake NpoKcuManbHbIX OTAEN0B Xemyaka
CYLLLECTBYHOT [1Ba OCHOBHbIX BapuaHTa onepawyii — ractpaktomua v NICPX. B TeueHue nnutens-
HOr0 BPEMEHM racTP3KTOMUA BbiNa CTaHOAPTHbIM 06BHEMOM XMPYPrYeECKOro NEYEHNA NpU pake
NpoKCUManbHbIX 0TAEN0B Xenyaka [7]. 0aHako Ha ¢oHe pocTa 3a60N1eBABMOCTH PaHHUM PaKoM
Xenyaka, ocobeHHo B A3uu, Hanbonee 4acTo B XWUPYPTUYECKOA MPAKTUKE CTana NpUMEHATLCA
MICPX [8]. Hanpumep, B ANOHCKMX PYKOBOLCTBAX MO NEYEHUH paka xenyaka Ha ctaguu cTINOMO
CTaHOAPTOM ABMAGTCA NPOKCUManbHaA cy6ToTanbHaA peekuna xenyaka ¢ D1/D1+ numdboanc-
CEKLMEiA, Npu 3TOM [0MYCKAETCA COXpaHeHue bonee nonoBuHbI 0buiero o6bema xenyaka [9].
B otnnume ot ractpaktomuu NICPX cnoco6eTBYeT noaaepXaHuto pe3epByapHoi v apyrux Gpuano-
Noruyeckux dYHKLWIA opraHa, B TOM YACNE COXPAHEHWHD NAcCaMa MWLM N0 IBEHaALaTUNEPCTHON
kuike [10].

B xone MCPX Hen3bexHo yTpauMBaKITCA HUKHMIA NULLEBO/HbIA (KapananbHblit) CHUHKTED 1
0CTpbI yron [uca, 4To cnocobCTBYET Pa3BuTMIO PEdNHOKC-330(haruTa, YXyaWatLero KaYecTso
Xun3Hn 6onbHoro [9]. Mpu ouekke cnocobos pekoHcTpyKumm nocne MCPX yacToTa pedntokc-33o-
daruta 3aHumaeT ocoboe mMecTo. PednitoKc-330haruT — KPUTHYECKNIA GaKTOpP, OnpeaenatoLLmii
N0NrOCPOYHOE KAYeCTBO XU3HI naLmenToB nocne NCPX, KoTopblit MOXET NPOABAATLCA TaKUMMU
CUMNTOMaMI, Kak 0TPbIKKA, U3XOra, KaLleNb B TEYEHUE NMTENBHOT0 NepUoia BDEMEHM, 10CTaB-
NAA CYLLECTBEHHbIA AMCKOMMOPT nauueHTy. Moatomy npu BoinonHexun ICPX Heobxoaumo nomu-
MO COO/H0IEHNA OHKOMOrMYECKOro paauKanuama BblbupaTb Hanbonee GU3n0NOrYHbIi BapuaHT
BOCCTaHoBNEHNA HenpepbiBHOCTY XKKT, N03BONAOLLMA MUHUMU3MPOBATb PUCK PA3BUTUA NOCTra-
CTPOPE3EKLMOHHBIX CUHAPOMOB. HECKONBKO METaaHaNn30B NOKa3anu, YTo Nyyllie pe3ynbraThl ¢
TOYKI 3DEHUA NOCNEONEPALLUMOHHOT0 HYTPUTMBHOTO CTATYCA NALMEHTOB MOTYT BbITb HOCTUTHYThI
nocne MCPX [11].

3a nocnenxve 20 neT xupypriveckan npakTuka NPeTepnena 3HaunTe NbHble U3MEHEHUA B Ba-
prabenbHOCTY ONEpaTMBHOIO JOCTYNa npu pe3ekuuu xenyaka [7]. Kpome knaccuueckoro nana-
POTOMHOr0 0CTYNA LINPOKYH PACNPOCTPAHEHHOCTb NONYYMNM NANAPOCKONMYECKHE W po6OT-accu-
CTMPOBaHHbIE Onepaumy. iccnenoBaTeny U3 asuaTckux CTpaH BO MHOTOM ONPe/ieNAT MUPOBbIE
TEHIEHLMN XUPYPrUYECKOro NEYEHA paKa EeNy/aKa, Tak Kak MMEHHO B 3TOM PErvoHe HabntofaeT-
CA 3HauMTeNbHbIA pocT 3abonesaemocTyt PX [12]. MouTy BCe BapuaHTbI PE3EKLMN XKENyaKa ¢ no-
CNeMyHLLEA PEKOHCTPYKLME B HACTOALLLEE BPEMA MOTYT ObITb BbINOHEHbI NANapoCKONUYECKUM
nocTynom. [TpeumyLLECTBaMI NanapocKonUYeckKoro NocTyna ABNAOTCA, B YaCTHOCTM, MEHbLUAA
UHTPaoNepaLMoHHas TPaBMa, COKpaLLEHUe CPOKOB NPebbIBaHUA B CTALLMOHAPE W CHUXKEHME YacTo-
Tbl NOC/IEONEPALIMOHHBIX 0CA0XHEHW [13; 14]. Camu nanapockonuyeckine BMeLLaTebCTBa OblBa-
10T «/1anapocKONUYECKN-acCUCTUPOBAHHBIMM», KOra BECh UMW YaCTUYHO PEKOHCTPYKTUBHBIA 3Tan
NpON3BOAMTCA YEPEe3 MUHU-NANapoTOMHBIIA [OCTYN, Y «MONHOCTbH) NanapocKonuYeckuMm», Korna
BCE 3Tanbl ONepaLmy, KPOME U3BMEYEHNA YNaneHHoro npenaparta, 0CyLLECTBAAKTCA Nanapocko-
MUYECKN.

B MupoBoii nuTepatype Haubonee 4acTo BCTPEYAKOTCA NATL TUNOB PEKOHCTPYKLMIA nocne MCPXK
(puc. 1): uHTepnoanuuma Towwen kuwkm (UTK) mexay nuiLesoaom u AUCTanbHON YacTbH) XenyaKa,
PEKOHCTPYKLMA TUNa «aBOAHOA TpakT» ([TP), 330daroractpoaHactomo3 [3rA), pekoHCTPYKLMA
TMNa «aBOIMHOIA NOocKyT» ([/IP], MHTEPNO3MLMA TOLLEKMLLIEYHOTO PE3epBYyapa MEXy NULLEBOOM U
OVUCTanbHOI YacTbro xenynka (UTKP).

B 0630p nuTepaTypbl BKNHOUeHbI 23 paboTbl u3 4 cTpaH Mupa (Poccua, Anoxus, Kutaii, HxHas
Kopes) 3a nepuoa ¢ 2010 no 2021 r. (a6a. 1). Mbl npoBenv aHanu3 AAUTENbHOCTY ONEpaLyii, UHTpa-
0NepaLVoHHOI KPOBOMOTEPY, NPOAOMKUTENBHOCTY NPebbIBaHUA B CTaLMOHAPE, a TaKKe Noc/eo-
NepaLyoHHbIX OCNOXHEHWUI (HECOCTOATENBHOCTb AHACTOMO3a, CTPUKTYPa aHAcTOMO3a, PedtoKC-
330(aruT 1 Nape3 KynbTv Xenyaka) B 3aBUCMMOCTY OT Tuna pexoHeTpykuuu nocne MCPX cpeaw
NaLVWEHTOB, BKMHYEHHbIX B MccnenoBaHna [15].
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Puc. 1. BapuanTbl pekoHcTpykumn KT nocne ICPX:
a— 330()aroracTpoaHacToMO03; 6 — PEKOHCTPYKLYA TUNA </1BOAHOIA JIOCKYT;
B — PEKOHCTPYKLMA TUNA «ABOAHON TPAKT»; I — UHTEPMO3NLINA TOLLIEN KULLIKK;
J1— VHTEpN03uLMA TOLLEKMLIEYHOr0 pe3epByapa

Fig. 1. Types of reconstruction of the gastrointestinal tract after PG:
a— esophagogastric anastomosis; 6 — «double flap» reconstruction; 8 — «double tract» reconstruction;
r— jejunal interposition; 4 — jejunal pouch interposition

Pe3ynbratbl
PeKoHCTpyKUNA ¢ MHTEPNO3NUNEN TOLLEH KHLUKH

Ham ynanocb Haittn 10 pa6oT (cymmapHo 426 nauueHToB), roe aBTopbl U3y4Ynnn peaynbrathbl
XMPYPriyeckoro neyeHns 6obHbIX, KoTopbiM BoinonHAM MICPX ¢ nocnemytoLLei uHTepnosuLmei
Towei kuwku (UTK) mexay nuiieBonom 1 ocTaBLUBACA AUCTaNbHOM YacTbio xenyaka [16—25].
AHanu3 mccnenoBaHuit nokasan (tabn. 2J, uto Haubonee 4YacTbiM OCNOMHEHWEM MpPU PEKOH-
cTpykuum ¢ UTK 6bin napes kynbtv xenynka (o 51,9 % 6onbHbix). Pexe BcTpeyanuch pedntoke-
330tarut (0o 15,5% GonbHbIx), cTpuKTYpbI (10 9,5%) M HECOCTOATENBHOCTL aHACTOMO30B (M0
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4.1%). Takxe Habntoganu AnuTenbHoe npebbiBaHWe nauueHTa B cTauuoHape (B cpegHem 30,2
KOIK0-IHei), 3HauMMble KposonoTepto (B cpeaHem 433,3 Mn) 1 NPOAOMKUTENBHOCTb ONEpaLLm
(B cpenHem 291,4 MuH).

Tabnuua 2. Peaynbratbl MCCNER0BAHNIA UHTEPNO3MLMM ToLLeil KKy nocne MICPX
Table 2. Results of studies of jejunal interposition after PG

e = A S =
© = = S = = = = =
= S s€ | 38 | Bg = 2 2
= 2= =< = < 5. el e =
= fe | £E8 ) EE | £¢ 5 2 2
5 s | B2 | E& | 5% S g 2
Katai et al. B 13/128* B B B B
[16] (10,2) | 1/128(0.,8)
Masuzawa B B
etal.[17] | 5/32(15,6) | 1/32(3) 230+43 | 331+182 | 23+31
Isobe et al. _
[18] 3/23(13,00 | 0/23(0) | 3/23(13,0) 251,7+436 |2304+204,5| 241+177
Zhaoet al. B B
[19] 2/31(6,9) 0/35(0) - - -
Yasuda

etal. [21] 1/23(8) | 3/21(14,3) | 2/21(10) | 17/17(100) |268,8+59,6|3074+264,8 | 29,4+19,8
Ohashi

etal.[22] | 22/65(34) 6/65(9)
Takayama _ _ _ _ _ _
etal. [23] 1/32(31)
Nomura
etal.[24] | 1/15(6,7) | 1/15(33) | 0/15(0) | 4/15(26,7)
Tuwakosa,
PyukuH n - -
ap. [25] 2/44(4,5) 2/50 (4,0) 3181 41016 10,1
Nakamura B B
et al. [26] 7/22(318) | 1/25(4) | 7/22(318) | 281+69 | 393+338

Beero| 36/233 (15,5) | 26/273 (9,5) | 16/362 (4.1] | 28/54 (51,9) - - -

Cpenree B B B B
3Ha4eHmne 2914 4333 30,2

[pnvieyanne; * — 30ech 1 fanee B Tabnuuax Yepes KOCyH YepTy [aHO KONMYECTBO B0MbHBIX C YKa3aH-
HbIM OCNIOXXHEHWEM OTHOCUTENBbHO 06LLEro KONMYECTBA NPOONEPUPOBAHHbIX BOMBHBIX.

PexoHCTpYKUMA THNA «[1BOIHOM TPAKT»

B nesatu pabotax (cymmapHo 171 nauneHT) aBTopbl U3yunnn peaynbTaTbl XMPYPruYecKoro
neveHna 6onbHbIX, KoTopbiM BbinonHAnm MCPX ¢ nocneaytoLien peKoHCTPYKLMeR TUna «IBoi-
HOW TPAKT», MpK KOTOPOA GOPMUPYIOT TPW aHACTOMO3a: OfIMH MEXY MULLEBOAOM W OTBOALLEN
YaCTbH0 TOHKOW KMLLKW, BTOPOI MEX1y OTBOMALLEN YACTbt0 TOHKOWM KULIKK W KYNbTEN XenynKa
11 TPETUIA MEXY OTBOAALLENA U NPUBOAALLEIA YaCTAMM TOHKOA Kuwwku [24; 26—33]. AHanus uc-
Cc/efi0BaHuiA nokasan (Ta6n. 3), 4to Haubonee YacTbIM OCAONHEHWEM NPU «BOAHON TPaKT»-pe-

n
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KoHcTpyKLuu ([ITP) 6bin nape3 kynbTu xenyaka (o 39,6 % 6onbHbIx). Pexe BcTpeyanuch ped-
ntokc-33o¢aruT (10 9,6 % 6onbHbIX), HECOCTOATENBHOCTb aHacTOMO30B (0 3,9 %) v CTPMKTYPEI
aHacTomo308 (10 3,5 %).

Tabnuua 3. Pesynbratbl MCCNEN0BAHNIA PEKOHCTPYKLIMK TUNA «[1BOAHONA TPakT> nocne MICPX
Tahle 3. Results of studies of the «double tract» reconstruction after PG

CrpukTypa HecocToATeNbHOCTD
" Pedntokc-azodarur, MNape3 kynbty
CCNeoBaHue a6c. (%) aHaCcTOMO3a, aHacToMO30B, afc. XenyaKa, abc. (%)
' atc. (%) (%) T
Nomura et al. [24] 1/15(6,7) 1/15(3,3) 0/15(0) 2/15(13,3)
Ahn et al. [26] 2/43 (4,69) 2/43 (4,65) - 21/43 (48,9)
Hong et al. [27] — - - -
Kim et al. [28] 2/17(1,8) 0/171(0) 1/17(5,9) -
Yang et al. [29] - - - -
A I ) - 0/10(0) .
Tanaka et al. [31] 2/10(20) - - -
Aburatani et al.
[32] 2/19(10,5) - - -
e et 2l - 0/10(0) 1/10{10) -
Beero 11/114(9,6) 3/85(3,5) 2/52(3,9) 23/58 (39,6)

J30daroracTpoaHacTomos

B cemu pa6otax (cymmapHo 336 naumeHToB) UCCNEN0BANN NALMEHTOB, KOTOPbIM BbINOIHAM
[ICPX ¢ nocnenytoLLeil pEKOHCTPYKLMeR nyTem GopMupoBaHna 33odaroractpoaHactomosa (3rA)
[17;18; 20; 21, 25; 32; 34]. Avanu3 nybnukawmit nokasan (tabn. 4), yto Hanbonee YacTbIMU OCNOXKHE-
Huamu npu AMA 6binv napes kynbTv xenyaka (no 21,8 % 6onbHbix) v pedntokc-3zodarut (o 18,6 %).
Pexe BcTpeyanuch cTpukTypa aHacTomo3a (10 10,6 % 60nbHbIX) M HECOCTOATENHOCTH aHACTOMO32
(no 4,0%). lnutenbHocTb NpebblBaHMA NaLmeHTa B cTauuoHape B cpeaHem cocTasuna 20,8 Koit-
K0-1Hel, kpoBonoTepA — 347,3 Mn, a cpeHAA NPOAOMKUTENbHOCTb onepauuy — 243,5 MuH.

Tabnuua 4. Peaynbrathl MccnenoBanuil 33ogaroractpoatacromo3a noce NCPX
Table 4. Results of studies of esophagogastric anastomosis after PG

e g N g - = g § g =
= = s 8 S B o = = <
g 28 g€ 588 5% | Bz | 32 %
g ¢g | £Eg | 558 gg  SE | gs =
g e® | Eg§®|gg®| g& | £ -8 £
Masuzawa _ _
etal. [17] 9/49(18,4) | 2/49(4)1) 185+48 | 280+247 | 20+17
Isobe et al. _
[18] 12/66 (18,2) | 2/66 (3,0) | 1/66(1,5) 199-+431 |176,5+144,2| 156+10,4
Nakamura _ _ _
etal. [20] 12/55 (21,8) 12/55(218) | 198+256 | 179+158
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OxoHyanme 1a6.1. 4

§ [+ E (<] < = = =
= g =% 2% S > | g
3 88 | =8 2 g = g =5 £
g s | E2E€|ESE| £g g S 25 E:
5 & EBE |EE g8 | g <8 2
= | & : g% <& & : s
Yasuda _
etal. [21] 1/23(4,3) | 0/25(0) | 0/25(0) 286,4+54,31299,2+334,5/18,6+3,6
Aburatani a 3 B B B
etal. [22] 12/22 (54,5) | 6/22(27,3)
Tuwakosa,
PyukuH n op. -
[25] 6/42 (14,3) | 1/42(24) | 2/47(43) 26410 36013 134
Zhang
etal. [34] | 9/62(145) | 11/62(71) | 5/62(8]) B ~ - -
Beero|  49/264 34/321 8/200 3 _ 3
(18,6) (10,6) (400 | 12/55(218)
Cpenxee
3HayeHne 2435 3473 208

PeKoHCTpyKUMA TUNA «[BOAHOM IOCKYT»

B ueTbipex pabotax (cymmapHo 560 nauueHToB) aBTopbl npoBoaunu aHanu3 NCPX ¢ nocneny-
10LLIEN PEKOHCTPYKLME MyTeM GOpMUPOBaHNA 330(aroracTpoaHacToMo3a B MOANGUKALAK «[BON-
Hoii nockyT» [35—38]. AHanu3 nccnenoBaxuii nokasan (ta6n. 5], 4to Habonee YacTbIM OCNOMXHE-
HUEM NPy <[BOIHOI NOCKYT»-peKoHCTPyKLuK ([IJIP) 6bin pedntokc-a3odarut (no 8,9 % 6onbHbIX).
Pexe BcTpeuanuch CTpMKTYpa aHacToMo3a (o 5,5 % 6onbHbIx), napes Kynstv xenyaka (o 3,9 %)
11 HECOCTOATENIbHOCTb aHacTomo3a (o0 1,4 %).

Tabnuua 5. Peaynbratbl MCCNEN0BAHNI PEKOHCTPYKLMM TUNA «<ABOAHOA nockyT» noche NCPXK
Tahle 5. Results of studies of «double flap~ type reconstruction after PG

p CtpukTypa HecocToATeNbHOCTL Mape3 kynbTy
Wccnenosanve ednioke-asogarT, aHacToMo3a aHacTomo3a Xenyaka
ate. (%) ' ' '
ate. (%) abc. (%) atc. (%)
Omori et al. [35] 0/32(0) 0/32(0) 0/32(0) -
Saeki et al. [36] /13027 - 1/13077) -
Kano et al. [37] 3/51(5,9) 4/51(8) 0/51(0) 2/51(39)
Kuroda et al. [38] 46/464 (10,6) 26/464 (5,5) 7/464 (1,5) -
Bcero|  50/560 (8,9) 30/547 (5,5) 8/560 (1,4) 2/51(39)

PeKoHCTpyKLMA C MHTEPNO3ULIMEH TOLLEKMLLEYHOTO pe3epByapa

NlBe pabotbl (cymmapHo 24 naumeHTa) ObIM NOCBALLEHbI aHANN3Y PE3YNbTaTOB UHTEPNO3U-
LK TOHKOKMLeYHoro pesepayapa (UTKP) mexoy nuiLeBomom 1 0CTaBLUECA AMCTANbHON YaCTbH
xenyaka nocne MNCPX [18; 20]. AHanu3 uccnenosauii nokasan (Ta6n. 6), 4To Haubonee YacTbiM
0CNOXHEHWEM Npu PekoHCTpyKLmun ¢ UTKP 6bin napes kynbtu xenyaka (0o 91,7 % 6onbHbIx). Pexe
BCTpeuanuch pedniokc-3zodarut [no 16,7% 6onbHbix), cTpukTypbl (10 8,3%) U HecocToATENb-
HOCTb aHacToM030B (110 8,3 % 60MbHbIX).
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Tabnuua 6. Peaynbratbl uccnei0BaHUiA MHTEPNO3NLMK TOLLEKNLWEYHOTO pe3epByapa nocne MCPX
Table 6. Results of studies of jejunal pouch interposition after PG

= . B < s s £,
E= S8 1EF8 - B = = “
88 [£2=|5 28 &% g =3 4
liccnenoBanue b I~ = R i e S 5 = &8 =
S |Eg8Egs g= | g S g S
= 5] o © = = <5} o =
§ é g & =3 =
Isobe et al. [18] 2/12(16,7) | 1/12(8,3) | 1/12(8,3) - 270,2+50,0 | 3339+354,4 | 21,7+16,3
Nakamuraetal.[20]] — 1/12(8,3) - |[N/12917) 311+68 402 +385 -
Beero|2/12(16,7) | 2/24 (8,3) | 1/12 (8,3) | 11/12(91,7) - - -
CpenHee 3HayeHne - - - - 320, 552,8 299
06cyxnenue

CpasHenne pe3ynbratos pekoHeTpyKuui nocse lICPK

lpoaHanu3MpoBaB NUTepaTypy, Mbl NPULLAK K BbIBOALY, 4TO PEKOHCTPYKLIMA TUNA «[BOIAHOA No-
ckyT» nocne NCPX o6nanaet paaom NpeumyLLECTB Nepe 0cTanbHbIMU BULAMW BOCCTAHOBIEHMA
HenpepbisHocTv KT (puc. 2). Tak, nocne MCPX ¢ [I/IP MuHuManbHb! nokasaTenu 4acToTbl 0COX-
HEHWA: HECOCTOATENbHOCTM MULLEBOIHO-XENYNouHoro aHactomo3a (1,4 %), pedntokc-33odaruta
(8,9 %), nape3a kynbtvt xenyaka (3,9 %).

HECOCTOATE/IbHOCTb CTPUKTYPA AHACTOMO3A PEO/THOKC-3300ATUT MAPE3 KYJIbTU HENYIKA
AHACTOMO3A

EUTK mJIP m3rA = ATP ®UTKP

Puc. 2. YacToTa ocnoxHenuit nocne [JCPXK B 3aBUCMMOCTY OT TN PEKOHCTPYKLIAM

[Toumeyare: NTK — uhtepnoanwua Towei kuwkm; 1P — pekoHCTpyKLMA TUNa «[BOAHOI NOCKyT»; TA —
330taroracTpoaHacTomo3; [ITP — pekoHCTpYKLMA TUNa «ABOMAHON TPAKT»; UTKP — nHTepno3uuma Towexmiiey-
HOro pe3epByapa.

Fig. 2. The frequency of complications after PG depending on the type of reconstruction

Note: JI — jejunal interposition; DFR — «double flap» reconstruction; EGA — esophagogastric anastomosis;
DTR — ‘double tract’ reconstruction; JPI — jejunal pouch interposition.

PekoHCTpYKUMA TUNA «0BOWHOI NOCKYT» TEXHNYECKM Hanbonee 61n3ka Kk HOPMUPOBAHMID
«KNaCCHYECKOro» 3304aroracTpoaHacToM03a W BbIr0JHO OTMYAETCA OT [PYriX OMUCAHHBIX
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METOMMK OTHOCUTENbHON NPOCTOTOA BbINOMHEHUA, B YAaCTHOCTM 33 CYET MEHBLUET0 KOMnye-
cTBa aHacTtomo3oB. pu atom [IJIP, no cBoei cytv ABRAAc Mogudukaumei rA, ucknoyaet
XapakTepHble ana A 0CNOXHEHNA, COXPaHAA e e NPeUMYLLECTBA B BUIE MUHUMANbHbIX
NPoACXMTENbHOCTY OnepaLm, 06beMe KpoBonoTepy U ANTENbHOCTY NPebbiBaHNA B CTaLm-
oHape (puc. 3).

KOWKO-AEHb, CYT.

KPOBOIOTEPA, M/

BPEMA ONEPALIMKA, MMH.

0 100 200 300 400 500 600

WUTK m OTA m UTKP

Puc. 3. HenocpencTaenHble peaynbrathl [ICPXK B 3aBUCUMOCTY OT TUNA PEKOHCTPYKLMM

lpumeyatrne: UTK — nutepnoauuna Towwei kuwku; IrA — azodaroractpoaqactomos; UTKP — uHtepnosu-
LVA TOLLLEKMLLIBYHOTO PE3epByapa.

Fig. 3. Immediate outcomes of PG by the type of reconstruction

Note: JI — jejunal interposition; EGA — esophagogastric anastomosis; JPI —jejunal pouch interposition.

Takum 06pa3om, peKoHCTPYKLMA TvNa «aBoIHONM nockyT» nocne NICPX o6napaeT cneayrowmmm
MpeuMyLLECTBAMM OTHOCUTENbHO APYIMX METOM0B PEKOHCTPYKLMK: HAUMEHbLUMIA PUCK PA3BUTUA
MOCIE0NEPaLMOHHbBIX OCNOXHEHWIA; NyYLIEe KaYeCTBO MU3HM NALUMEHTOB nocne onepauuu [38];
HaUMeHbLLAA NPO0MKUTENBHOCTb ONEpaLyi 1 NpubbIBaHNE 60NbHbIX B CTALMOHAPE.

BaXH0 0TMETHTb, YTO B XMUPYPrUYECKOI NPAKTUKE, 6e3yCNOBHO, ECTb MECTO /1A APYrAX BUIOB
pekoHcTpyKumun nocne MCPXK. Mo naHHbIM NUTEPaTYPbI, HAMXYALINE HENOCPENCTBEHHbIE PE3yNbTa-
Tbl B BUJE BbICOKMX MOKa3aTeneil 06bema kpoBonoTepu (B cpenHem 552,8 mn), npomgomxuTens-
HocTy onepauim (B cpeaHem 320,1 MUH) 1 ANUTENBHOCTI NPUBbIBAHMA NALMEHTA B CTaLMOHape (B
cpenHem 29,9 Koiiko-aHei), a Takxe Haubonbluee KONMYECTBO NOCNEONEPALIMOHHBIX OCNOMHEHMI
Habntoanyu npy PEKOHCTPYKLIMK C MHTEPMO3NLIMEN TOLLEKMLLIEYHOTO pe3epByapa. Tak, yacToTy He-
COCTOATENbHOCTY MULLIEBOAHO-KMLLIEYHOTO aHacToMo3a Habniopanu y 8,3%, a passutve napesa
Kynbti xenyaka—y 91,7 % 6onbHbiX.

OctaBuwmeca Tpu cnocoba pekoHeTpyKLum nocne [ICPXK, ¢ Hatuen Touku 3peHnd, Lienecoobpas-
HO UCMONb30BATh B CUTYALMAX, KOTA TEXHUYECKN HEBO3MOXHO BbinonHuTb [JIP. Hanpumep, npu
[ICPX ¢ nepeceyeHnem NuLLEBOAA HA YPOBHE HWXHErPYAHOr0 0TAENa, KOraa He yaaeTcA 6e3o-
nacHo 1 6e3 HaTAXeHuA chopMmpoBaTh 330(haroracTpoaHacToM03, 060CHOBAHHO MCMOMb30BATh
PEKOHCTPYKLIMIO TUNA «IBOAHOI TPAKT> UM MHTEPNO3NLIVKD TOLLIEN KMLLKI MEX Y MULLEBOLOM W
KYNbTen Xenyaka. Y 60NbHbIX cTapLueil BO3PACTHOM rpynMbl ¢ 0TArOLLEHHbIM COMATUYECKUM CTa-
TYCOM MOXET ObITb ONpaBaaH BbIGop B N0Mb3y hopMUpOBaHNA 330(haroracTpoaHacTomMo3a, Tak
KaK 3TOT BiAJ PEKOHCTPYKLMW NO3BOSIAET MAKCUMANbHO COKPaTUTh NPOAOMKUTENLHOCTb Onepa-
LiK, 06bEM KPOBOMOTEPM 1 CHU3NTb PUCKM PALA NOCNE0NEPALIMOHHBIX 0CNOXHEHWA.
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Ha ceronHa npaso Bbibopa MeTona pekoHcTpyKumuu nocne MCPX ocTaetca 3a xupyprom u, K
COXANEHIo, B PANE CUTYALMIA METOT MOXET HE COOTBETCTBOBATh BbICOKMM TPEBOBAHMAM HameX-
HOCTY ¥ QyHKLMOHanbHocT. HecmoTpa Ha pan npeumywiecTs [I/IP, 3T0T METOA PEKOHCTPYKLMK He
BCEr/a TEXHUYECKM BbINONHUAM Y KOHKPETHOr0 60NbHOr0. B CBA3Y C 3TUM M3Y4YEHNE METOLI0B PEKOH-
cTpykuum nocne NMCPXK kak npu TpamuULMOHHBIX, TaK W NPU MaNOMHBA3NBHbIX ONEpaLnAX — aKTy-
anbHaa npobnema. 0cobeHHbIit MHTEPEC NPEACTABNAET UCCNEN0BAHNE KAYECTBA XKM3HM NALMEHTOB
nocne MCPX B 3aBucumocTy oT cnoco6a BoccTaHoBnenna KT, B oTaaneHHom nepuope.
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The study on gastrointestinal tract reconstruction after proximal gastrectomy (PG) for stomach
cancer aimed to identify the most optimal way to restore the integrity of the gastrointestinal tract.
The study involved a comparative analysis of 23 papers with a total of 1,517 cases of reconstruc-
tions after PG from four countries during the period 2010—2021. The five most commonly described
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types of reconstruction after PG were analyzed: jejunal interposition, esophagogastric anastomosis,
‘double tract' reconstruction, ‘double flap’ reconstruction, and jejunal pouch interposition. The com-
parison criteria included the duration of surgeries, intraoperative blood loss, length of hospital stay,
as well as postoperative complications such as anastomotic leakage, anastomotic stricture, reflux
esophagitis, and residual food. The results of the study can provide valuable insights for surgeons in
choosing the most optimal type of reconstruction after PG, thus reducing the risk of postoperative
complications and improving the quality of life of patients with stomach cancer.

Keywords: gastric cancer, proximal gastrectomy, reconstruction methods, esophagogastric anasto-
mosis, ‘double flap’ type reconstruction, ‘double tract’ reconstruction, jejunal interposition, jejunal
pouch interposition
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