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B xoze mccrneoBaHN yCTAaHOBIICHO, YTO B TEYEHHE MEPBOTO rofia MPOUCXOAUT OKKIfo3us 10—
15% urynToB, yepe3 10 get — 50%, 4TO BbI3bIBAET BO30OHOBICHHE KIMHUKH CTEHOKApIUU y MAlIEeHTOB
nocie KII. Oxaum n3 cambIX 3 (QeKTUBHBIX U 6€30MTACHBIX METOIOB JI€UEHNUs JaHHBIX MAI[UEHTOB MPH-
3HAeTCs SHJIOBACKYILIPHAS KOPPEKIHUS KOMIIPOMEHTHPOBAHHBIX MIYHTOB JIIOO BOCCTAHOBJICHUE HATHBHOTO
apTepUaNIBHOTO pyciia. B oTIMUMe OT KIIACCHYECKUX YPECKOKHBIX KOPOHAPHBIX PEKOHCTPYKIMH, U1 KOTO-
PBIX CYILIECTBYIOT aJTOPUTMBI SHAOBACKYIISIPHOTO JISUSHHS, CIIOCOOCTBYIOIME MHHUMI3ALN HHTpaoepa-
IIMOHHOTO PUCKA U JOCTIKCHHIO HAMITY4IIeTo OTAAJIEHHOTO Pe3ybTaTa, JIeUeHHEe ayTOBCHO3HBIX IIYHTOB
(ABIII) no cux mop ocraercs CIOXKHOH KIMHIUYECKOH 3a/1a4ueil. B naHHO# cTaTbe NPUBOIUTHCS KPaTKUN
0030p THTEPaTypHBIX TAHHBIX, MOCBSIIEHHBIX YHIOBACKYIAPHBIM BMEIIATEIbCTBAM Ha ayTOBEHO3HBIX
IIyHTaX KOPOHAPHBIX apTepHii. AHATIN3 HCCIIeJOBAHMH TI03BOIMI CACNIATh BEIBOJBI O TAKTHKE 3HIOBACKY-
JISIPHOTO JICYCHUS MALlIEHTOB ¢ BO3BpaToM cTeHokapauu rnocie KIII, a Takke 0 TOM, KaKkhe TOpaKeHHs
BEHO3HBIX IIYHTOB MOJXOMAAT JUIS 3HAOBACKYIISIPHBIX BMEMIATENBCTB, U BBITBUTh TEXHUYECKHUE OCOOCH-
HOCTH CTEHTHPOBAHHS IITyHTOB.

KiroueBble c10Ba: CTEHTHPOBaHIE BEHO3HBIX IIYHTOB, TexHUUeckue ocobeHHoctn UKB mrynToB,
YCTPOMCTBA 3aIIUTHI OT TUCTATBHON IMO0IHIH

Konmaxmmnas ungpopmayus: bazanos Mean Cpereesuy, k.M.H., DI'BY «3 IIBKI um. A.A. Bumnes-
ckoroy MO P®, ba333333a@gmail.com, 8 (926) 585-11-41.

B mociennue HECKOJIBKO TECATUICTHH MPOTHO3 MAIIMEHTOB ¢ UIIEMHYECKON 00-
JIE3HBIO Ccep/ila 3HAUUTENIFHO YIIydlIWiIcs. B nepByto ouepens 3TO CBA3aHO C MOSIBICHU-
€M HOBBIX JIEKAPCTBEHHBIX TMPENapaToB U aKTUBHBIM BHEJIPEHUEM COBPEMEHHBIX XHPYP-
THYECKUX METOIMK PEBACKYJIIpU3aliiu MUOKapaa. OOIIenpu3HaHo, YTO y MaIlleHTOB
C MHOTOCOCYIMCTBIM MOpPa’keHHEM KOPOHAPHOTO Pyciia, OCOOCHHO pa3BUBIIErocs Ha ¢o-
HE COITyTCTBYIOIIIErO caxapHOro auadera, Hanbosee 3(h(HEeKTUBHBIM CIIOCOOOM PEBACKY-
JSIpU3AIMU MUOKap/a siBisiercsi kopoHapHoe myHTrpoBanue (KIL). Omgnako, HecMoOTpst
Ha BBICOKMI TEXHUYECKUI ypoBeHb BbINIOIHEHUs onepaunu KL, B TeueHune nepBoro ro-
Ja IporcXoauT oKKIro3ust 10—15% mrynToB, yepes3 10 ner — 50% [10]. Takum o6pa-
30M, Tipo0IIeMa peBacKyJIIpU3aiii MUOKapa P PEIUINBE CTEHOKAPINY HAMPSDKEHUS
nocne panee BoinoaHeHHoro KIII sisnsieTcst kpaitHe akTyanbHOM.

OpnnuM 13 cambIxX 3(h(HEeKTHBHBIX U O€30MaCHBIX METO/IOB JICUEHHSI JJAHHBIX MAIMEeH-
TOB MPU3HACTCS SHIOBACKYJIISIPHAS KOPPEKIIHSI KOMIIPOMEHTHPOBAHHBIX IIYHTOB JTMOO
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BOCCTAHOBJICHHE HATUBHOTO apTepHAIbHOTO pycia B IiefieBoM Oacceitne. B otnuune
OT KJIACCUYECKHX YPECKOXHBIX KOPOHAPHBIX PEKOHCTPYKLMI, 151 KOTOPBIX CYLECTBY-
10T aJITOPUTMBI SHJOBACKYJISIPHOTO JICYEHHS, CIIOCOOCTBYIOIIME MHUHUMH3AIMN WHTpaA-
OIEPALIMOHHOIO PUCKA U JOCTIKEHUIO HAMIY4IIEro OTAAJIEHHOIO pe3ysbTaTa, JEUEHUE
ayToBeHO3HbIX IIyHTOB (ABIII) 10 crx mop ocTaeTrcs CIOKHON KIMHUYECKON 3a/1avuei.
B nepByto odepenp 310 onpeernseTcs aHaTOMO-TUCTOJIOTMUECKIMHI OCOOCHHOCTSIMU CTEH-
ku ABILL, mpuBomsnmx k Gojiee yactoMy nx mopaxenuto [6]. [loteps «vasa vasorum»
Py MOOWJIM3AIINK, aKTHBAIMS SHIOTEHHBIX MEIMATOPOB BOCIIAIICHHUS, BO3ICHCTBHE ap-
TEpUAJIbHOTO JIaBJICHUS MPUBOJAT K JIETCHEPATUBHBIM M3MeHeHusM B ctenke ABILL, ru-
NepIUia3u HEOMHTUMBI M YBEJTMUEHHIO 4acTOThl TpoM0030B [10]. Tak, B uccrienoBannm
SOS (Stenting of Saphenous vein grafts) Op110 IPOJEMOHCTPHUPOBAHO MTPOTPECCUPOBA-
HUE arepockiepoTuueckoro npouecca B ABII B Buae Tpancopmanuu norpaHMYHbIX
cteno30B (30—60% 1o qaHHBIM aHTHOTpaduK) B TEMOIUHAMUYECKH 3HaYMMBbIE B 39%
CIIy4aeB B Te4eHHe 3 JeT HaOmoaeHus [2].

Bb160op nopaxenusi. B COBpeMEHHBIX HCCIEI0BAaHUSIX COOOIIAETCS O CHUKEHUU
30-gHeBHOM cMepTHOCTH OO0JIBHBIX, TpU BMemarenscTBax Ha ABIII cocrasnsier 1o 1%,
B Ooree paHHMX paboTax 3TOT Mmokazarens cocTaBst 6—8% [18, 20]. OnHako BbICOKUI
PHCK pa3BUTHUSI UHTPAOIMEPAMOHHOTO MH(pAPKTa MHUOKapa MPU BMEIIATEIbCTBAX
Ha ABIII, mo HEKOTOPHIM JaHHBIM pa3BHUBatOLIHiiCsA y 15% manueHToB, cnocoOCTByeT
YXYALIEHUIO MPOTHO3a MAIlMeHTOB B OTHajieHHoM mepuoze [12]. Yactora Gombmmx
cepaeuHo-cocyaucTbix ocnoxuennii (MACE) npu BmemarensctBax Ha ABIL koppenu-
PYET ¢ paclpOCTPAaHEHHOCTBIO, CTENIEHBIO TSKECTH MOPAXKEHUS IIYHTOB IO JAHHBIM
aHruorpaduu, HanmuyreM TpomOoB, AeMorpadudyeckumu nmokasarensmu [3, 20, 30].

AKTHBHOE MPUMEHEHHE JOTOTHUTEILHBIX BHYTPUCOCYAUCTHIX METO/IOB JHATHO-
CTUKH (HanpuMep, BHyTpucocyuctoro ¥Y3U u pakioHHOro pe3epsa KpoOBOTOKA) TEO-
PETHUYECKH MO3BOJISIET MAKCUMAIIBHO ONTHMH3HPOBATh 00BEM BMEIIATENBCTBA U MOBBI-
cuthb ero 6e3onacHocts. BCY3U 1o3BossieT noayduTs 10CTaTOUHYO JUIs TIAHUPOBAHUS
BMeIlaTeIbCTBA HHPOPMALHIO 0 MOP(HOJIOrUM MOPAKEHHsL, 0ObEKTUBHO OLIEHUTh UCTHH-
seiii tuametp ABILI, crenens cTeHo3a, TEM CaMbIM CHHXAsi PUCK BO3MOXKHBIX OCJIOXK-
HeHuil [13]. Onpenenenue GppakIMOHHOTO pe3epBa KPOBOTOKA, IIUPOKO MPUMEHS-
foleecs IS onpeaeneHus: GyHKIMOHAIbHOM 3HAYMMOCTH MOPAKEHU B KOPOHAPHBIX
apTepusixX, HE HAlUIO NMPUKIAJHOrO 3HaYeHus npu BmematenbcTBax Ha ABII B cumy
OTCYTCTBUS KJIFOYEBBIX 3HAYECHUH, NOATBEPKIAOIINX TEMOJMHAMHUYECKYIO 3HAYMMOCTh
MOPaXEHUsSI, OTCYTCTBUS €MHBIX PEKUMOB BBEJCHHS U TO3UPOBKH TMIIEPEMUYECKHUX
MIPENapaToB B CBSI3U C YACTHIM HAJMYUEM KOHKYPEHTHOTO KPOBOTOKA MO HATUBHOM KO-
pOHapHOW apTepuu. Bee BBIIETIEPEUNCIIEHHOE BKYIIE ¢ OTCYTCTBHEM JTOKA3aTEIbHOU
0a3bl 10 MPUMEHEHHUIO JTOTIOJIHUTEIBHBIX BHYTPUCOCYAUCTBIX METOJOB TUATHOCTHKHU
npu BMemarenbcTBax Ha ABIL orpannyuBaeT ux MIMPOKOE pacpoOCTPaHEHUE B KIIU-
HU4eckou mpaktuke [1, 4, 5, 19, 29].

Tunbl cTeHTOB. AHamorngHo ¢ Kimaccmdecknmu YKB BeIOOp MexIy Toomeran-
mnueckumu ctenTamu (I'MC) u crentamu ¢ nekapcTBeHHbIM NokpbiTheM (CJIIT) most
koppekimu nopaxkenusi B ABIL sisnsieTcst ciiokHON KIMHUYECKOW 3a/1a4ueil, mpenoa-
raromeii OleHKY MOTeHIHAIbHBIX PEUMYIIECTB U 0KUAAEMbIX PHUCKOB.
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B uccnenosannn SAVED (Saphenous Vein De Novo) Opi1a mpomeMoHCTpUpOBaHa
CONOCTaBUMasi HeMocpeACcTBeHHast 2(Pp(heKTHBHOCTL YHIOBACKYJIISIpHOTO JieueHuss ABILI
npu ucnions3zoBannu [’ MC u CJIIL. B To e Bpemsi ipy CpaBHEHUH OT/IATICHHBIX Pe3yJib-
TaToB B TeueHue 8 mecsueB HaOmoaeHus B rpynne I'MC y 36% OonbHbBIX pa3BUINCh
MACE, B rpynmne CJIII nanHbIi nokaszarens coctaBui 26%. B nemom nMerontascs 1o-
KazaTelbHas 0a3a yKa3bIBaeT Ha BO3MOXHOCTbh YIIYYIICHHUSI OTJAJICHHBIX PE3yJIbTaTOB
nedenus npu ucnoaszoBanuu CJIIT (Tabm. 1).

Tabavua 1
CpasHeHue 'TMC u CJIN npu BMewaTenbcTteax Ha ABLL
WccnepoBanmne Konnyectso nauneHTos, N Yactota MACE, % Yactota MACE, % P
Mpynna 'MC Mpynna CIM
SOS 80 49 37 0,20
RRISC 75 29,7 15,8 0,15
ISAR-CABG 610 22,1 15,4 0,02

W3 mpusenennrpix uccnenoBannii ISAR-CABG (Prospective, Randomized Trial
of Drug-Eluting Stents Versus Bare-Metal Stents for the Reduction of Restenosis in
Bypass Grafts) sBnsieTcst Ha CEeTOAHSIIHUEN JIeHb HanboJiee pernpe3eHTaTUBHBIM [26].
B uccnenoanuu ISAR-CABG, B koTopoe ObLI0 BKJIOUEHO 610 MalueHToB ¢ peruam-
BOM CTEHOKapauH mocie paHee BbimoaHeHHOro KIII, Op110 mpoaeMoHCTpUpOBaHO CHH-
YKEHHE YaCTOThI IOBTOPHBIX peBacKysgpuzauii Ha 50% B rpynne CJIIT nepBoro moko-
JICHUSI, IPU 3TOM JOCTOBEPHBIX PA3IUYUI B YACTOTE JOCTIKEHHS KECTKUX KOHEUHBIX
TOUYEK HE TOJTYUYEHO.

CJIIT BTOpOrO MOKOJICHHUS, TPAKTHUECKH TOJHOCTHIO BBITECHUBIINE U3 KIMHUYE-
ckoif npaktuku CJIII mepBoro mokoneHusi, MMEIOT BeECbMa CKYAHYIO JOKA3aTEIbHYIO
6a3y B koropre namueHToB, neperecmx AKI. Oxanm n3 Hanbosee 3HAYUMBIX SIBIISI-
erca uccnenoanue Xience V-SVG (Everolimus-Eluting Stent in Saphenous Vein Graft
Atherosclerosis), B kotopoMm mpoBenieHo cpaBHenne CJIIT mepBoro u BTOpOro MOKO-
nenwus. [To nanueiM aBTOpOB, MMILTanTauus CJIIT BToporo nokonenus B ABI no3Boss-
€T CHU3UTb BEPOSATHOCTb IIOBTOPHON PEBACKYJISIPU3ALMHK B 1IETIEBOM MopaykeHnu ¢ 24,5%
10 6,8% B TeueHue AByX JeT HaOmonenus [21].

TexHu4eckue 0CO0EHHOCTH BMelIaTebCTB. [IpsMoe cTeHTHpoBaHHE MOXKET
MPEAOTBPATUTH JTUCTAIBHYIO SMOOJIUIO (PparMeHTaMu OJISIILIKH, KOTOPas MOKET Mpo-
W30WTH TIPU TMPOBEICHNN OAJUIOHHOW aHTHOIUIACTUKY TOpakeHus. B mccienoBanum,
B KOTOPOM MPUHUMAJIU y4acTue 527 manueHToB, MOJABEPTIINXCS BMEUIAaTEIbCTBAM
Ha ABILI, npsimoe crenTrpoBanme nmokazano cHmwkeHne KOK-Mb (9,5% u 19,6, p < 0,01),
a TaK)Ke CHM)KEHHE YPOBHS PEBACKYJISIPU3ALIMI 1IEJIEBOTO MOPAKEHHS B TEUEHUU OJTHOTO
roga (ornomenue paBao 0,47, p = 0,01) mo cpaBHEHUIO C TIEPBUIHON aHTHOTUIACTHKOMN
0e3 MpUMEHEeHUsI YCTPOMCTB AUCTAIBbHOM 3amuThl [23]. OnHako B APYroM peTpoCIeK-
THUBHOM HCCIIEIOBaHHMU € yyacTHeM |88 malmeHToB, KOTOPHIM BBIIONHSIIOCH MO0 Tpsi-
MO€ CTEeHTHpOBaHHE 0€3 AUCTATbHON 3aIUTHI, JTUOO OAJIIOHHAS AHTUOILIACTHKA CO CTEH-
THPOBAaHUEM M MPHMEHEHHEM YCTPOMTB TUCTAIbHOM 3aIUTHI, Y BCEX MAlMEHTOB OTME-
yanock nosbiieHne KOK-MbB 6osee yeM B Ba pa3a OT BepXHEW IpaHULIbI HOPMBI,
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a 9acToTa OOJIBIINX CEPIEeIHO-COCYANUCTHIX COOBITHH (cMepTh, Q-00pasyromuii HHPAPKT
MHOKap/ia, KOJIMYECTBO MOBTOPHBIX BMEUIATENBCTB) HE pa3inyalach Ha TOCIUTAILHOM
stane u B TeueHue 30-maeBHOTO epuoa HabmoaeHwmit [31]. [Ipsmoe creHTUpOBaHuE
npuBoaAnio K noBeieHn0 KOK-Mb 6onee yem B 5 pa3 ot BI'H tonbko B 3% ciydaes,
gTo B 11e710M Ha 10% Huke, 4eM Ipu NpoBeIeHUH MPeIaTanny 0e3 HCIO0Ib30BaHUS
YCTPOUTB JUCTABHON 3aITUTHI.

Mauplii fuaMeTp cTeHTa. PeTpocnekTrBHBIN aHaM3 226 MalMeHTOB, MOIBEPT-
muxcs BMematenserBaM Ha ABIL, nmokasai, 4to arpeccuBHas NOCTAWIIATAlUs CTEHTA
1o 100% pedepencroro npocsera cocyaa Obiia cBsiz3aHa ¢ 00Jiee BBICOKOM 4acTOTOM
nocieoneparrionHoro noseimeHuss KOK-Mb (29% u 17%, p = 0,05), uadapkToB Muo-
kapaa (26% u 8%, p = 0,01) B TeueHue rosxa, HO HE NPUBEIO K CHHKEHUIO YPOBHS
MOBTOPHBIX BMEIIATEIBCTB B TEUCHUH roja HabmoaeHuit [15]. Hemomnoe packpsiTue
CTEHTa TEOPETHYECKH MOXKET CHU3UTD JUCTATBHYIO AMOOIM3ALIMIO 32 CYET YMEHBILICHUS
o0beMa moBpexaaeMoil Ok 6amkaMu CTeHTa. PeTpoCTieKTHBHOE HCCIeIOBAHHE
¢ yuactueM 209 nanmeHToB, MOABEPIIINXCs BMEIIATENbCTBAM C Hcnoab3oBanuem CJIII,
MOKa3aJio, YTO CTEHTHI, packpbIThie 0 JanHbiM BCY3U menee uem Ha 89% ot pede-
PEHCHOTO TMaMeTpa, OTHOCHTEIBHO MaJIo MOBPEXKIAIN CTPYKTYPY OJIAMIKM Oankamu,
YTO MPHUBOIMIO K CHIKEHHUIO 4acToThl nosbimieHus KOK-MbB Gonee yem B 3 pasa
ot BI'H [14]. Tem He MeHee ypOBEHb MOBTOPHBIX BMEUIATEIBCTB HA LIEJIEBOM COCY/IE
Y TIOPaKEHUHU HE Pa3InYalIuCh B TEUEHUE OJTHOTO roJla HAOMIOACHHA. YUUTHIBAs PUCK
yBEJIMYEHUs KOJIMYEeCTBa TPOMOO30B M PECTEHO30B B HEONITUMHU3UPOBAHHBIX JI0 pede-
PEHCHBIX 3HAYEHHMM CTEHTaX, HY>KHbI JIONIOJHUTEIbHBIE UCCIIEI0BAaHNS JaHHOW IPO-
onemsr [25].

YerpoiicTBa 3amuThl 0T 3M00HMH. HecMoTpst Ha BHICOKUIT ypOBEHb AUCTAIBHOM
sambomnu 1 kiace 16 pekomeHaanmii k ux ucnoip3oBaauto ot 2011 r. ACCF/AHA/SCAI
guidelines, ycTpoiicTBa 3alMTHI OT JUCTAILHON AMOOIMH HCIOIb30BAIUCH TOIBKO B 22%
n3 19 546 BMemaTebCTB HA BEHO3HBIX ITyHTaX, 1Mo qaHHbIM National Cardiovascular
Data Registry [27].

Tabnmuya 2
UccnepoBaHue No NCMNONb30BaHUIO YCTPOMCTB AUCTalNIbHOMN 3aLUNThI
npuv BMeLlaTeNbCTBaxX Ha BEHO3HbIX LUYHTaX
Hata YctponcTteo pynna cpaBHeHNS n 30-aHeBHbIE p
OocccC
SAFER 1999 | GuardWire PCI 801 9,6% vs 16,5% 0,01
PRIDE 2001 | TriActiv FilterWire/GuardWire 631 11,2% vs 10,1% 0,02*
TRAP 2001 | TRAP PTCA alone 467 12,7% vs 17,3% 0,24
FIRE 2001 | FilterWire EX GuardWire 651 9,9% vs 11,6% <0,001*
CAPTIVE 2002 | CardioShield GuardWire 652 10,1% vs 8,8% 0,02
PROXIMAL 2003 | Proxis FilterWire/GuardWire 594 [9,2%vs 10,0% 0,01*
SPIDER 2003 | SpideRX FilterWire/GuardWire 700 [9,1%vs 8,4% 0,01
AMEthyst 2003 | Interceptor GuardWire 797 8% vs7,3% 0,02*

BBI,I(BI/DKHBIC (I)I/I.]'IBprIOH_[I/Ie CHUCTCMBI IIPOCTBI B UCITIOJIb30BAHNH, a TAKIKE HE IICPC-
KPBIBAOT aHTCFpaIIHblf/'I KPOBOTOK U IO3BOJIEIIOT aICKBATHO KOHTPACTUPOBATH 30HY I10-
PAKCHUA. K HEAOCTAaTKaM MOKHO OTHCCTHU HCIIOJIHOC YJIaBJIMBAHHC (bpaFMeHTOB OJISILIKH
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U MEJMaTOpPOB BOCIAJICHUS, HEOOXOAUMOCTh a/IEKBAaTHON «IOCATOYHOM IUIOIIAIKI,
BbICOKHUIT Tpoduib (3—4 Fr), BO3MOKHOCTD OKKITIO3MH (DUIIBTPA, @ TAKKE BO3MOXKHOCTh
ero ymemieHus. Ha qaHHbIi MOMEHT B OT€UE€CTBEHHOW MEIUIIMHCKON MPaKTUKE J10-
cTymHbI cnenyromue yerpoiictBa: FilterWire (Boston Scientific), AngioGuard (Cordis,
J&J) u SpideRX (Covidien).

B uccnenoBanun FIRE (FilterWire EX Randomized Evaluation) FilterWire EX
u GuardWire noka3zanu ojuHaKoBble 30-HEBHbIE U 6-MECSUHbIE Pe3YJIbTAThI 110 YacTOTe
OOJBIINX CePACUYHO-COCYUCTHIX cOoOBITHH [36]. Bropoe nokonenue ycrpoiicts Fil-
terWire EZ otnuuaercs menbmuMm npoduiieMm (3,2 u 3,9 Fr) u pasmepom nop, Gonee
JIETKOM U TIOJIHOW ONIMO3UIIMY K CTEHKE, JIydllled MaHeBpeHHOCThI0, yeM FilterWire EX.
Amnam3 peructpoB BLAZE (Embolic Protection Transluminally With the FilterWire EZ
Device in Saphenous Vein Grafts) u BLAZE II, B kotopsie Bimtodanyu 90 u 131 maruen-
Ta, COOTBETCTBEHHO, C BMEIIATEILCTBAMH HAa BEHO3HBIX IIIYHTaX, MOKa3al OOLIUil ypo-
BEHb OOJBIINX CEPACYHO-COCYIUCTBIX COOBITHH, paBHBI 5,0% B 30-1HEBHBINA CPOK
HaOmoaeHus [37].

VYerpoiictBo aucranbHol GuiibTpanun SpideRX mMoxer ObITh IPOBEACHO Uepe3
30HY MMOPAKEHUS TI0 JIIOOOMY KOPOHApPHOMY MPOBOIHUKY ¢ muamerpom 0,014 u ycra-
HOBJIEHO B cocyne nuamerpoM oT 30 1o 70 mm. B uccnegoBannu SPIDER (Saphenous
Vein Graft Protection in a Distal Embolic Protection Randomized), B koTopoM ObLIO
3aneiicrBoBano 700 nanueHToB, SpideRX npoaeMOHCTPHPOBAIO CX0XKHUE PE3YIIbTAThI
¢ FilterWire u GuardWire, ¢ conocraBumoii 4acToToi OOJBIINX CEPACYHO-COCYTUCTBIX
coObituit (9,1% u 8,4%, p = 0,01) B Teuenue 30-gHeBHOrO Nepuoaa HabMoAeHU [7].

BcenomorareabHas ¢apMakoTepanus. AHTUTPOMOOUMTApPHAsl Tepamus.
B uccnenoBanusx HU OJMH M3 BHYTPUBEHHBIX J€3arperaHTOB HE MOKAa3al MPEeBOCXO/I-
CTBa HaJ APYTMMH MPH KCIIOJIb30BAaHUM BO BPEMsl BMEIIATEIbCTB HA BEHO3HBIX IIyHTaX.
Meraananu3 5 paHIOMU3UPOBaHHBIX uccinenoBanuii maruduropos IIb/I1la (EPIC,
EPILOG, EPISTENT, IMPACT II, PURSUIT) He moka3an npenMyIiecTB Ipy BMeEIIa-
TENLCTBAX Ha BEHO3HBIX HIYHTAX, OJIHAKO B 3THX MCCIICIOBAHUSIX HE CTABHJIACh IMEHHO
9Ta 3a/1a4a U He BCET/Ia UCIIOIb30BAMCH YCTPOMCTRA 3aUThl OT AMOoimn [32]. Takue xe
JTAHHBIC OBUTH TIOYYEHBI U cyOaHanmmse pesynbTaroB uccienoBanus ACUITY (Acute
Catheterization and Urgent Intervention Triage Strategy Trial), oTmMe4anoch Taxxe CHH-
YKEHUE YaCTOThl TEMOPPArMueCKUX OCJIOKHEHUU NPU UCHOJIb30BaHUU OMBAIUPYaAUHA
10 CPABHEHUIO C OJTHOBPEMEHHBIM HCIIOJIb30BaHUEM renapuHa u uaruouropa IIb/Ila
(26% u 38%.,p = 0,05) [22]. Ucnonp3oBanue unruduropos IIb/I11a momyuwso 11 kmacce
(cambrii Hu3KMit) B pekomenaanusix ACCF/AHA/SCAI ot 2011 [24].

ITpu cyGananuse pesynsraros uccienoBanus PLATO (PLATelet inhibition and pa-
tient Outcomes), B kotopoe Bonwm 1133 mamueHTa mocie paHee BBHITOJHEHHON orepa-
MM KOPOHAPHOTO MIyHTUpOoBaHud, 31% 13 HUX ObLIN BHIITOJTHEHBl BMEIIATENbCTBA
Ha BEHO3HBIX IIYHTAaX, YaCTOTa OOJBIINX CEPACYHO-COCYAUCTHIX COOBITHI MPU MCIOb-
30BaHMU THUKArpesaopa B CPaBHEHUH C KCIOMHUIOTPENIEM OTJINYAIach HE3HAYUTEIBHO
(19,6% u 21,4%, koadpdumnuent pucka 0,90, 95% nosepurensusiii uHTepBaN (A1)
0,69—0,17). lorocriutansHoe MpUMEHEHUE ABOWHOM J€3arperaHTHON Teparuy MpuBo-
JIUT K CHI)KEHHIO YaCTOTHI OOJIBIINX CeP/IeYHO-COCYANUCTHIX COOBITHII TP BMeEIIaTeNb-
CTBaxX Ha BEHO3HBIX LIyHTaxX, B TO BpeMsI Kak OTMeHa kionuzorpena 3a 90 aueit 10 BMe-
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[IaTeIbCTBA HA BEHO3HBIX IIYHTaX y KOropThl 13 603 mamueHToB MPUBOAMIA K 3HAYH-
TEJILHOMY MOBBIIIEHUIO cMepTHOCTH (oTHOMmEeHue puckos (OP), 2,33; 95% AU, 1,32—
4,11) (maHHBIC MPOLUIOTOAHUX HUCCeNOBaHM). V3 BbINIECKa3aHHOTO CJIEyeT BHIBOJ]
0 paHHEM Ha3HAYE€HWH U MTOCTOSIHHOM MpUEMeE JABOMHOMN Jie3arperanTHon Tepanud [9].

MeankameHTO3HAsl Tepanusi CHHAPOMA NMPH Pa3BUTHH SIBJIEHUHI MHKpPOBAc-
KyJisipHOii o0cTpykmun. Curgpomom «slow» u «no-reflow» ocnoxusirorest 10—15%
BMEIIATEIbCTB HA BEHO3HBIX IIYHTAX, U MOTYT OBITh BBI3BaHBI TPOMOO030M, HH(PAPKTOM
MHOKap/Ia, JereHepalyei yHTa Wi U3bS3BICHUEM aTepOCKIEpOTHYECKON Omsky [34].
HccenenoBanuii o CpaBHEHUIO METUIIMHCKUX TIPETIApaToB Il JICUEHHS ATOTO CHHIPOMA
HE TPOBOIMIIOCH, OJHAKO PE3yJIbTaThl UCCIEIOBAHUN, N3YyUYaBIIUX COCYIOPACIIUPS-
IOIIKE TIpenapaThl, MPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBAIH YCIICIIHOE JIeUeHHe cuHapoma «no-reflow»
1 BOCCTAQHOBJICHHE KPOBOTOKA HEKOTOPBIMH TIpernapaTaMu BO BPeMsi BMEIIATEIbCTBA.
Haunyummii 3¢pdext oT ux ucnonb30BaHus MPOSBISUICS NPU BBEICHUH NPENApaToOB
C MTOMOIIbIO MUKPOKaTeTepa, WIH TPOMOOIKCTPAKTOPa, JUCTATbHEE 30HBI OPAKEHUS

(puc. 1).

Puc. 1. A — ¢peHomeH «no-reflow», pa3BnBLLMNCS NOCNE CTEHTUPOBAHNS BEHO3HOIO LUYHTA.
B — KpOBOTOK NOCNE BBEAEHMS HATPONPYCUAA Yepe3 MMKpoKaTeTep
AucTtanbHee 30Hbl NOPaxXeHust

Aodenosun (nanasepumn). AeHO3MH BbI3bIBAET PACUIIMPEHHUE apTEPHd U apTEPHOL,
a TaK)ke MHrHOUpPYeT TPOMOOITUTHI, OJJHAKO CITOCOOEH BBI3BIBATH TSHKEITYIO TPAH3UTOP-
Hy10 Opamukapauto. [Ipu peTpocrieKTHBHOM HcciejoBaHuK 143 BMEIIATeILCTB Ha Be-
HO3HBIX IIIYHTAaX, U3 KOTOPBIX B 70 CiTy4asix 0 BMEIIATENbCTBA BHYTPb IIyHTA BBOIMIICS
a/IeHO3MH, He OBLJIO BBISBJICHO NPEUMYILIECTB OT MPOGMIAKTUYECKOTO BBEACHUS ajie-
HO3MHA, TaK KaK YacTOTa BO3HUKHOBEHHS cUHIpoMa «slow» u «no-reflow» He pazmuua-
nack (14,2% u 13,6%, p = 0,90) [33]. OnHako B 0THOM W3 HEOONBIINX UCCIICTOBAHMIMA
HaOJTFOIATIOCk, YTO MPH YXKE Pa3BUBILIEMCS CUHIpPOME «slow» 1 «no-reflow» BBelieHHE BbI-
COKHX J103 aJieHo3HHa (0osee 5 103, Kaxaast o 24 MKT) TIPUBOIAIIO K BOCCTAHOBIICHUIO
KPOBOTOKA Yallle, 4YeM BBeJIeHne HU3KUX 1103 (Menee 5 103) (91% u 33%, p = 0,02) [8].

176



Bazanov L.S. et al. RUDN Journal of Medicine, 2017, 21 (2), 171—183

B pannomuzupoanHoM uccnepoBannu 2013 1. 22 nareHTaM BBOJUIOCH B IITYHT TIepes
BMemIaTenbeTBOM 160 2000 MKT afeHo3MHa, MO0 (HU3noIOorHIecKuil pacTBop. Bae-
JICHHUE aJICHO3MHA MPUBENO K YJIYYIIEHUIO aHTHOTpapUyecKoro pe3yipTara, y 4 namu-
€HTOB U3 TPYIIHI (U3. paCTBOPA Pa3BHIICS CUHAPOM «no-reflow», Torna xKak B rpymnme
ageHo3uHa «no-reflow» He Habmrogancs [17].

Humponpycuo (rnumpoznuyepun). Hutponpycus siBisieTcss IpoMOTOPOM OKCHIA
a30Ta U SBJISIETCS] CWJIBHBIM apTepHAIbHBIM Ba30WIATaTOPOM. B mccnenoBanuu co ciy-
YaliHbIM KOHTPOJIEM C yyacTueM 64 ManueHToB, KOTOPbIM BBOJWIM B Ka4eCTBE Mpou-
naktuku HUTpornpycun (50—300 MKr), BEISBUIN 3HAYATEILHOE CHUKEHUE YaCTOTHI
nepenpouenypaibHoro nossimeHuss KOK-Mb Boimie BI'H B 3 paza u B 5 pa3 (6,3%
n 16,4%, p = 0,049 u 1,6% u 10,9%, p = 0,02 COOTBETCTBEHHO), HO HE BBIIBHIIHN (-
(ekrta no npenoTBpanieHuo cuuapoma «slow» u «no-reflow» [38]. B uccnenoBanumn
¢ yuactueM 19 manueHToB, MOJBEPTIINXCS BMEIIATEIbCTBAM Ha BEHO3HBIX IIYHTAX,
y 9 paszBuicsa cuaapoM «slow» u «no-reflow», BBezieHre HUTpoONpycHaa B IIYHT (B Cpe-
Hert no3e 200 MKT) IPUBOAMIIO K aHTHOTPAa(QUIEeCKOMY YITydIIIEHHIO KPOBOTOKA, Oe3 Cy-
LIECTBEHHBIX MOOOYHBIX A dexToB [11].

XOTs HU B OJTHOM M3 MCCJICIOBAHNH HE COOOMIATIOCh O CEPhE3HBIX MOOOYHBIX (-
(heKxTax, HUTPONPYCHUT MOKET MPUBECTU K TTyOOKON TMIOTOHUN, OCOOEHHO Y MaIlMEHTOB
C HU3KHM JIaBJICHUEM.

Bepanamun (uzonmun). B pannomuszupoanHoM uccienoBanuu (VAPOR trial),
B KOTOPOM IPUHUMAJM y4yacTre 22 MalyeHTa ¢ BMEeIaTeIbCTBAMU Ha IIyHTaX, Oblia
BBISIBJIEHA TEHJEHIUS, YTO BBEJECHUE BepanaMuiia BO BpeMs MpoIeaypbl IPUBOINIO
K CHIDKEHHUIO YaCTOThI BOSHUKHOBEHUSI CHHIpoMa «no-reflow» 1o cpaBHeHHIo ¢ miare6o
(0% wu 33%, p = 0,10) 1 IpUBOMIIO K yJIyUIICHUIO KOPOHAPHOTO KPOBOTOKA BO BPEMS
TpomObom3uca npu nHpapkre muokapra (TIMI) (53,3 +22,4% u 11,5 £ 38,9%, p = 0,02)
0€e3 CyIIeCTBEHHOTO BIIMSHIS Ha ypOBeHb OnomapkepoB [28]. B nccrnemoBanmnu co ciy-
YailHBIM KOHTPOJIEM, B KOTOPOM MPUHUMAJIHN yyacThe 163 marueHnrta ¢ BMEIaTeNbCT-
BaMH Ha BEHO3HBIX IIyHTaX, KOMOHMHAIM abuuKkcuMaba v BepanamMuia B CPaBHEHUU
¢ mianedo NpuBOAMIa K CHUKEHUIO YacTOThl BO3HUKHOBEHUSI «slow» u «no-reflow»
(1% u 18%, p < 0,001) [35]. B 32 cnyuasx «no-reflow» BBeeHHE B IIyHT BeparamMmuia
(100—500 MKT) yny4mimio KpoBOTOK, a B 88% cirydaeB MPUBEIO K BOCCTAHOBJICHUIO
kpoBoToka (TIMI III), Torna kak BBeIeHHE B IYHT HUTPOTJIMIICPUHA HE IPUBOIIIIO
K BUANMOMY 3P dexty [16].

3akmovyeHue. BMmemnarenbcTBa Ha BEHO3HBIX IIYHTAX CO3JAIOT crenuduieckre
MpoOJeMbl, TaKUe KaK BbICOKasi yacToTa «slow» u «no-reflow», nucranbHas sMO0IHs,
mpepernporieaypaibabie HHQapKThl MUoKapaa u pecreHossl. [Ipumenenne CJIII, oco-
OEHHO BTOPOTO MOKOJIeHUs, 1o cpaBHeHUIo ¢ 'MC cHikaet yactoTy pecteHo30B. EcTh
HEKOTOpBIE JJaHHBIE, KOTOPbIE TIO3BOJISAIOT MPEATIONIOKHUTD TOJOXKUTEIBHBINA 3P PeKT
OT IPSIMOTO CTEHTHPOBAHUS U HEAOPA3ILyTUSI CTEHTOB, HO €CTh MOJATBEPKICHHbBIE JaH-
HBIE, CBHJIETEIHCTBYIOIINE O HEOOXOIUMOCTH YBEINYCHHS YaCTOTHI UCTIOIb30BAHUS
YCTPOMCTB 3aIlUThl OT AUCTAIBHON SMOOJIMH, KOTOPHIM MPUCBOEH Kiacc Ib pekomenma-
LU JUTs1 BMEIIATeNIbCTB HAa BEHO3HBIX HIyHTaX. Hu ofnH M3 MEUIMHCKUX MpenapaToB
HE Croco0eH MpeIoTBPAaTUTh Pa3BUTHE CUHIpoMa «slow» u «no-reflowy», HO HEKOTOpBIE
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W3 HUX (HATPOTIPYCHJI, BeparaMul, aJicHO3WH (TTaraBepuH)) PY BBEJICHUN Yepe3 MUK-
pOKaTeTep MUCTalIbHEE 30HBI MOPAKEHUS MOTYT CYIIECTBEHHO YJIYYIIUTh KPOBOTOK
TIpH yoKe HagaBmieMcs cuHApoMe «slow» 1 «no-reflow». BMemarenscTBa Ha BEHO3HBIX
IIyHTaxX TPeOYIOT JETaJbHOrO IJIAHUPOBAHHS C THIATEIBLHBIM TOA00OPOM HHCTPYMEH-
TOB, TOTOBHOCTH K BO3MOKHBIM OCJIOXKHEHHSIM, & TAKXKE JJOCKOHAIIBHOTO 00CIIeIOBAHHS
JI0 OTIEpallMi U BHUMATEIBHOTO HAOIOACHUS 32 MALMEHTOM B MOCICONEPAIIHOHHOM
neproie.
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ENDOVASCULAR INTERVENTION
OF CORONARY ARTERY BYPASS GRAFT
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Summary. In the first year occlusion occurs 10—15% of coronary artery bypass graft in 10 years —
50%, which causes the resumption of anginal patients after CABG. One of the most effective and safe methods
of treatment of these patients is recognized endovascular intervention artery bypass graft failure or inter-
vention of native coronary artery. In contrast classical percutaneous coronary reconstructions, for which there
exist algorithms endovascular treatment for minimizing intraoperative risk and achieving the best long term
results, treatment of saphenous vein grafts (SVG) still remains a challenging clinical problem. This article
is a summary review of the literature dedicated to endovascular interventions for myocardial revascularization
on the coronary artery bypass graft in patient after CABG. Analysis of the research allowed us to draw
conclusions about the tactics of endovascular treatment of patients with return of angina after CABG, as well
as about the defeat of the saphenous vein grafts lesions for endovascular interventions, and to identify
the technical features of the SVG stenting.

Key words: stenting of saphenous vein grafts, technical features of PCI grafts, embolic protection devices
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