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BBepeHue. Xupypruyeckoe BMeLaTeNbCTBO OCTAETCA OCHOBHbIM METOAOM IeYEHUs paka cU3uCcToin nonoctu pra. 06uwe-
NPUHATBIM CTAHAAPTOM rpaHuLbl pe3eKLnu, obecneynBaioLMM ONTUMANbHbIFA IOKaNbHbIA KOHTPOJb, ABAAETCA 5 MM.
AnekBaTHble Kpas OTCTyNa v BbIGOP METOAA PEKOHCTPYKLUN — BAXKHble BONPOCHI, CTOALME NEPef CneLuanuctamu no ony-
XONAM roJI0Bbl U LWew.

Llenb uccnepoBaHma — OLeHUTb NOKA3aTeNn Kpas pe3eKLun Npu XMpYPruyeckoM NeyeHnu 310KauyecTBeHHbIX HOBOOO-
pa3oBaHUi CIM3UCTOI 060N0YKM NONOCTH pTa B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT METOLA YCTPaHEHUs NOCTPE3EKLMOHHOTO fiedeKTa U ero
BAMAHWE HA YacTOTY Pa3BMTMA JIOKaNbHOTO PeLMAMBA.

Marepuanbi u meToabl. PeTpocnekTuBHbIM aHanu3 BkntoYan 168 nepeuyHbIX nauneHTos (50 % MyxUMH 1 50 % XKEeHLWKH),
NONYYUBILMX XMPYPrUYECKOE NeYeHUe B OTAENEHUM OMyX0Nei roNoBbl U Wweu Pecny6auKaHCKOrO KNMHUYECKOTO OHKOMO-
rnyeckoro gucnaHcepa Munsapasa Pecny6nuku bawkoptoctaH (r. Yoa) ¢ 2019 no 2023 r. MeuaHa Bo3pacTa NalMeHToB
coctaBuna 63 rofia (MexKBapTUbHbI pasmax (interquartile range, IQR) 55-69 net). Hanbonee Yacto nepsuyHas onyxofb
JIoKanu3oBanach Ha a3bike — B 59,5 % (100/168) cnyyaes. Mo cnocoby ycTpaHeHUs NOCTpe3eKLUOHHOTO fedeKTa nauu-
eHTbI 6bIIW pa3feneHbl Ha 3 rpynnbl. B 1-i rpynne peKoHCTPYKLUA BINONHANACh MECTHBIMU TKaHAMMU (n = 71), BO 2-11 —
JIOCKYTaMu Ha HoxKe (n = 41), B 3-i — peBacKyNapu3MpoBaHHbIMU NocKyTamu (n = 56). MeanaHa HabnAeHUs cocTaBuna
18 mec (IQR 8-28 mec).

Pesynbrarbl. MpaHuLbl pesekumuun B 1-it rpynne coctasunu 7,0 mm (IQR 5,0-12,5 mm), Bo 2-i1 — 6,5 mm (IQR 5,0-13,0 mm),
B 3-it — 12,5 MM (IQR 7,5-15,0 Mm). O61an yacToTa 6M3KMX/NONOXKUTENbHBIX KPAEB Pe3eKLIMM Oka3anach paBHoi 14,8 % (25/168).
B 1-it rpynne oHa coctaBuna 15,5 % (11/71), Bo 2-it — 19,5 % (8/41), B 3-i1 — 10,7 % (6/56). Mo gaHHbIM aHanu3a pe-
uMpuMB 3aboneBaHus nocne pafuKanbHOro neyeHus otmedeH y 32 % (55/168) nauueHToB, U3 HUx y 14,8 % (25/168)
BbIIBJIEH NOKaNbHbIN, ¥ 12,5 % (21/168) — pernoHapHbliil peumnamns, y 5,4 % (9/168) pa3Bunuck oThaNeHHbIE METACTa3bl.
YactoTa nokanbHoro peuupusa B 1-it rpynne coctasuna 18,3 % (13/71), Bo 2-i1 — 23,8 % (10/41), B 3-i1 = 5,5 % (3/56).
Mo faHHbIM aHaNK3a BbIABNEHbI CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMbIE PA3NUYMA TPAHULLBI OTCTYNA B UCCAEAYEMBIX FPyNNax B 3aBUCK-
MOCTU OT MeTofia PeKOHCTPYKLuK (p = 0,005).

3akntoyenue. Mo pesynbtataMm AaHHOTO PETPOCNEKTUBHOTO aHanu3a Ha rpaHuLly Pe3eKLun B peanbHON KNMHWUYeCKOi
NpaKTUKe BAUAET BbIGOP METOAA PEKOHCTPYKLMUM. [TPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAHBI OTPAHUYEHUS B XUPYPTUYECKOM OTCTYNE, C KO-
TOPbIMM CTANKUBAETCSA XUPYPr NPy BbIOOPE METOAA YCTPAHEHUSA NOCTPE3EKLMOHHOTO fedeKTa.

KnioueBble cI0Ba: pak nofocTv pra, XMpypruyeckoe neveHune, Kpas pesekuun, peKOHCTPYKLMS

IOna uutupoBanma: Mycun W.N., Menbwukos K.B., CyntaHb6aes A.B. u ap. CpaBHUTENbHbIN aHANN3 FpaHuL, pe3eKLuit
B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT METOAA YCTpaHeHUs fedekTa Npu pake ciu3ucToil nonoctu pta. Onyxonu ronosbl u weun 2023;13(4):
10-8. DOI: https://doi.org/10.17650/2222-1468-2023-13-4-10-18
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Diagnosis and treatment of head and neck tumors
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Introduction. Surgical intervention remains the main method for treatment of the oral mucosa cancer. The generally
accepted standard of the resection boundary that provides optimal local control is 5 mm. Adequate boundaries of in-
dentation and choice of the reconstruction method are important issues facing specialists in head and neck tumors.
Aim. To evaluate parameters of the resection edge in the surgical treatment of malignant neoplasms of the oral mucosa
depending on the method of eliminating of the post-resection defect and its effect on the frequency of local relapse.
Materials and methods. A retrospective analysis included 168 primary patients (50 % men and 50 % women) who re-
ceived surgical treatment in the head and neck tumor department of the Republican Clinical Oncology Dispensary
of the Ministry of Health of the Republic of Bashkortostan (Ufa) from 2019 to 2023.The median age of patients was
63 years (interquartile range (IQR) 55-69 years). Most often, the primary tumor was located in the tongue - in
59.5 % (100/168) of cases. According to the method of post-resection defect removal, the patients were divided into
3 groups. In Group 1, reconstruction was performed with local tissues (n = 71), in Group 2 - with pedicle flaps (n = 41),
and in Group 3 — with revascularized flaps (n = 56). The median follow-up period was 18 months (IQR 8-28 months).
Results. Resection boundaries in group 1 were 7.0 mm (IQR 5.0-12.5 mm), in Group 2 - 6.5 mm (IQR 5-13 mm), and in
Group 3 - 12.5 mm (IQR 7.5-15.0 mm). The overall frequency of near/positive resection boundaries was 14.8 % (25/168).
In Group 1, it was 15.5 % (11/71), in Group 2 - 19.5 % (8/41), in Group 3 — 10.7 % (6/56). According to the analysis,
relapse of the disease after radical treatment was noted in 32 % (55/168) of patients, of which 14.8 % (25/168) had
a local relapse, 12.5 % (21/168) had a regional relapse, and 5.4 % (9/168) developed distant metastases. The frequen-
cy of local relapse in Group 1 was 18.3 % (13/71), in Group 2 - 23.8 % (10/41), in Group 3 — 5.5 % (3/56). According
to the analysis data, statistically significant differences in the boundary of indentation in the groups were revealed
depending on the reconstruction method (p = 0.005).

Conclusion. Based on the results of the present retrospective analysis, the choice of reconstruction method affects the
resection boundary in real clinical practice. Limitations in the surgical indentation that surgeon faces when choosing
a method for eliminating a post-resection defect are demonstrated.

Keywords: oral cancer, surgical treatment, resectionedges, reconstruction
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BBepeHue

JleueHue paka CIM3UCTOI 00OJIOUKY ITOJIOCTH PTa SIB-
JISIETCSl OMHOM U3 aKTyaJbHBIX ITPO0JIeM KIMHUYECKOM OH-
konorun. ExerogHo B P® 3mokayecTBeHHBIE HOBOOOpA-
30BaHUS TOJOCTU pTa PETrUCTPUpPYIOTCS y 12 ThIC.
nauueHToB [1]. HecMoTpst Ha BU3yaibHYIO JIOKATN3A1UIO,
JlaHHas MaToJIOTHS BHIABIsIETCS NpeuMylecTBeHHO Ha [11
u IV cragusx, a 5-1eTHsI BBDKMBAeMOCTb HEe MPEBbIIIAET
50—65 % [2].

XUpypruyeckoe BMeIIaTeIbCTBO C YUCTBIMU KpasMu
pe3eKIIMU SIBJISIETCSI OCHOBHBIM METOIOM JICUCHHUS paka

MOJIOCTU PTa Y MO3BOJISIET JOCTUYD JIyYLIUX HEMOCPE. -
CTBEHHBIX 1 OTHAJICHHBIX Pe3yJbTaToB. B HacTosiee Bpe-
MsI B COOTBETCTBMHU C peKOMeHnanusaMu « HanyoHaabHoM
BceoOIeit onkonorunvyeckoir cetu» CIIIA (National
Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN, 2023) u KTUHU-
YeCKMMU peKOMEeHAAIMSIMU ACCOLIMallii OHKOJIoroB Poc-
cun (2020) KpuTepreM YHUCTOTo Kpasi pe3eKILUKU CYUTAIOTCS
5 MM He3aBHCHMO OT pa3Mepa 1 JOKaIu3alyy epBUIHON
OITyXOJIY CIM3UCTOI 000J104KY TToJ10cTH pTa [3, 4]. OgHa-
KO J0Ka3aTeJbCTBa 000CHOBAHHOCTU TaKOM IPaHUIIbI pe-
3eKLMU HeyOeAUTEIbHBI 1 B OCHOBHOM IOJIyY€HbI B XO1I¢
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PETPOCIIEKTUBHBIX KIIMHUYECKUX UccenoBaHmii [5]. daH-
HbIe MeTaaHaIu3a, BKItovatoiero 539 maimeHToB, CBUIE-
TEJILCTBYIOT, YTO YACTOTA PA3BUTUSI MECTHOTO PELIMIMBA IIPU
rpaHuie oTrctyna >5 MM cHukaercsa Ha 21 % (95 % no-
BepuTeNbHbIM uHTepBa 12—30 %; p <0,00001) [6]. OnHa-
KO Kpasl pe3eKLUu >5 MM He BCeria JIEFKO TOCTUKUMBbI
M3-32 aHATOMMYECKMX U (PYHKIIMOHATbHBIX OTPAHUYCHUIA.
B 3aBucuMoOcCTH OT pa3mepa onyxoiu 1 ¢pukcaunm popma-
JIMHOM TIpY MaToMOP(HOIOrMYECKOM UCCIEI0BAHUN CO-
KpallleH!e TKaHeil MOXeT MPUBECTU K TOMY, YTO XUPYPIU-
yecKMil OTCTyIl okasbiBaercsg Ha 20—50 % MeHble
WHTpaornepaloHHoro orcryna [7, 8].

K BaxkHeimmMm pakTopaM, BIUSIOLIMM Ha TToKa3aTe-
JIM BBDXMBAeMOCTH MAIlMEHTOB CO 3JI0KAaYeCTBEHHBIMU
HOBOOOPa30BaHUSIMU IMOJOCTH PTa, OTHOCSATCS BO3PACT,
JIOKaJIM3alMsl OIYXOJIv, €€ TUCTOJIOrMYecKKe (hOpMbI U CO-
cTostHUe Kpast pezekinu [9, 10]. BoabIIMHCTBO OMMCaHHBIX
(hakTOpOB SIBIAIOTCS HEMOAUMPULIMPYEMbIMU, Ha HUX OH-
KOJIOT-XHPYPT HE MOXET 0Ka3aTh BJIUSIHUS, B TO BpeMs KaK
IpaHULIbl Pe3eKIMU 3aBUCST OT CIELIMAIMCTa U BbIOpaHHOMI
TaKTUKU JeyeHus. Hapsioy ¢ aToii ¢pyHaaMeHTalbHOM OC-
HOBOW pe3eKLIMU 0O0JIbIIOe 3HAYCHUE ISl COXPaHEHUsI Ka-
4YeCTBa XXM3HU NALEHTOB MMEIOT YUCThIE Kpast Pe3eKILINu,
(byHKIIMOHAILHOE COXPaHEHUE CTPYKTYP B 00JIACTYU XUPYP-
TMYECKOTr0 AOCTYIA U /WA PEKOHCTPYKIIMSI.

Martepuanbl u metopbl

B petpocrieKTBHBINM aHaIM3 BKIIOYEHbI 168 mepBuy-
HbIX MALIMEHTOB C IJIOCKOKJIETOYHBIM PAKOM CIIM3UCTOM
000J10YKH TTOJIOCTU PTa, MOJydYaBlIve JIeYCHUE B OTAEIIC-
HUU OIYXOJICH ToJIOBHI U Iiieu PecmyOauKaHCKOro KJIM-
HUYeCKoro oHkosiornyeckoro nucrancepa (Yoda) ¢ 2019
no 2023 r. [lepen Tepanueii Bce OONbHBIE OBLIU 00CHE-
noBaHbl (koMnbloTepHas (KT) u/unm MarHUTHO-pe30-
HaHcHas (MPT) Tomorpadwus ronossl u meu, KT opraHos
TPYAHOM KJIETKU, YIbTpa3BykKoBoe uccienoBanue (Y3U)
JMbaTUYECKUX Y3JI0B 1lIeH, OPraHOB OPIOIIHOM MTOJIOCTH,
Mopdoiornyeckas Beprudukaius omnyxonn). I1o nokasa-
HusiM 48,2 % (81/168) maiimeHTOB MpoBeAeHA aablOBAHT-
Hasl Jay4yeBasi WM xuMuojydeBas tepanus. [1o criocody
YCTpaHEHUS MOCTPE3EKLIMOHHOTO nedeKTa O0JIbHbIE pa3-
IenaeHbl Ha 3 rpynmbl: B 1-ii rpynmne peKOHCTPYKLIUS
BBITTOJIHSIACh MECTHBIMU TKaHsAIMU (1 = 71), Bo 2-1i — J10-
CKyTaMM Ha HOXKe (n = 41), B 3-i1 — peBacKyIsIpU3upo-
BaHHBIMU JIOCKyTaMu (n = 56) (tab. 1).

CraTucTUYECKUI aHaIM3 MPOBOIMIINA C MCIIOJIb30Ba-
HMEM IIPOrpaMMBbI cratucTiyeckoro aHammsa IBM SPSS v. 26.
HopwmanbsHOCTh pacripeneneHus] KOJIMYeCTBEHHBIX TTOKa-
3aTesieil onpeneaeHa ¢ moMolibio kKputepues [lanupo—
Yunka u KonMmoroposa—CMupHoBa. 1151 cpaBHEeHUsI Kpast
Pe3eKLMKU C METOJOM PEKOHCTPYKIIUK MCIIOIb30BaI KpH-
Tepuii ¥ Paznuuus Mexay nokasaTteneM Kpas pe3eKIuu
U TUIIOM PEKOHCTPYKIIMM aHAJIU3UPOBAIU C ITOMOIIBIO
U-kputepust Manna—Yurau. CpeaHss IIMprHa Kpasi pe-
3eKLUMU IIpeacTaBisiia co00il cpedHee pacCTOsSIHUE
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OT BUAMMOTO Kpasi OITyXOJIM 10 Kpasi pa3pe3a (ornepaiuoH-
HOI paHBbI).

Pe3synbTathbl

MenuaHa Bo3pacTa MallMeHTOB cocTaBuia 63 roga
(MexXKBapTUIbHBIIM pa3max (interquartile range, IQR) 55—
69 neT), Do MyxX4YuH U XeHumH — 1o 50 % (84/168).
Menunana HabmoneHus okasanach paBHo# 18 mec (IQR
8—28 Mec). Pak s13p1ka ObLT HanbOJIee YacTOM NEPBUYHOMN
JloKanu3anueit: Habmoaancs y 59,5 % (100/168) nmauueH-
TOoB. Y 78,2 % (43/56) 60JbHBIX 3-Ii TPYIIbI, KOTOPHIM
BBINOJIHEHA PEKOHCTPYKIIMS PEBACKY/ISIPU3MPOBAHHBIMU
JIOCKyTaMU, TIEpBUYHAsI OIYXOJIb JIOKAJIM30BaJIaCh Ha sI3bl-
ke. Hanbonee yacto mpuMeHsUIMCh TaKKe JJOCKYTHI HA HOXK-
Ke, KaK cyOMeHTaabHbIi JTOCKYT (39 % (16/41) ciaydaeB)
U JIOCKYT 0OJIbII0M TpynHO# MbILIIb (36,6 % (15/41) ciy-
yaeB). B 0CHOBHOM HCIONB30BaUCh PEBACKYJISIPU3U-
pOBaHHBIN JyyeBoil J0ockyT (58,9 % (33/56) ciay4aeB)
U niepenHe00KoBOI 1ocKyT 6eapa (39,3 % (22/56) ciayyaeB)
(Tabm. 2).

ITo naHHBIM aHanM3a peuuauB 3abosieBaHUs MOCE
panMKaabHOro JedeHus: otMeueH y 32 % (55/168) maru-
€HTOB, U3 HuUX y 14,8 % (25/168) GonbHBIX HabIIOIATICS
JIOKaJIbHBII peuunus, y 12,5 % (21/168) — pernoHapHblii
peuuaus, y 5,4 % (9/168) — oTnaneHHble MeTacTasbl. Pa3-
Mep OTCTYIIa M YacCTOTa Pa3BUTUS JIOKAIbHBIX PELIUIMBOB
10 TPYIIIIaM IIpeICTaBIeHbI B Ta0I. 3.

OO611as yacToTa OJIM3KUX,/TIOJIOXKUTEIbHBIX KpaeB pe-
3ekuuu coctaBuia 14,8 % (25/168): B 1-ii rpynne — 15,5 %
(11/71), Bo 2-it — 19,5 % (8/41), B 3-i1 — 10,7 % (6/56).
CoracHO IOJYyYEHHBIM TaHHBIM BBISIBIEHBI CTATUCTU-
YeCKU 3HaYMMBbIe Pa3IMyysl IT0Ka3aTeIsl TPaHUIIbl OTCTyIa
B MCCJIEIyeMbIX TPYIINax B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT METOIa PEKOH-
crpykuuu (p = 0,005). [Ipu cpaBHEeHMU TPYII MOMAPHO
YCTAaHOBJIEHO, YTO T'PaHMIIbI Kpasi pe3eKLMU IIPU PEKOH-
CTPYKLMU PEBACKYISIPU3UPOBAHHBIMU JTOCKYTaMM ObI-
JIM 1IUpe, YeM IPU PEKOHCTPYKLIMU MECTHBIMU TKaHsI -
Mu (p = 0,017) u pernoHapHbIMU JIockyTamu (p = 0,014).
OO011as1 YacToTa JOKaJIbHBIX pELIMAMBOB cocTaBuia 12,5 %
(21/168): B 1-ia rpynine — 18,3 % (13/71), Bo 2-i1 — 23,8 %
(10/41), B 3-i1 — 5,5 % (3/56). HacToTra pa3BUTHUS JIOKaJIb-
HBIX PELMAMBOB CTATUCTUYECKU JOCTOBEPHO pa3inyaach
B 3aBUCHMOCTHU OT MeTona pekKoHCTpyKuuu (p = 0,033):
IpM 3aMelleHUN AedeKTa peBacKyIsIpU3MPOBaHHBIMU JIOC-
KyTaMu OHa ObLIa 3HAUYMTEIbHO HIKE, YeM ITPH 3aMeLLCHUI
MecTHbIMU TKaHsIMU (p = 0,047) 1 peruoHapHBIMU JIOCKY-
tamu (p = 0,026) (cm. Tab1. 3).

ITpoBeneHa olieHKa KOMITJIEKCHOTO BIIUSIHUS (DaKTOPOB
Ha PUCK Pa3BUTHUS JIOKAJbHOIO pelMAMBA Y NALIMEHTOB
€O 3J1I0Ka4eCTBEHHBIMM HOBOOOPA30BaHUSIMM TTOJIOCTH pPTa
¢ iomonrbio Metona perpeccun Kokca. IMonyueHHas pe-
IPECCUOHHAsI MOJIEIb SIBJISIETCSI CTATUCTUYECKY 3HAYMMOM
(p <0,001) (Tabn. 4).

CorsacHo pe3yabraTaM IIpOBEIEHHOr0 aHajau3a
MPU CHUXXEHUU CTereHu AuddepeHLIMPpOBKY Ha | MyHKT



Diagnosis and treatment of head and neck tumors

Tabmmua 1. Pacnpeae/teﬂue nayuenmoe ¢ N10CKOKAemo4YHbIM PAKOM cauzucmoi 060104KU noAOCMU pma e 3asucumocmu om cnocoba ycmpaHeHus nocm-

Pe3eKyUOHH020 Dehekma

Table 1. Distribution of patients with squamous cell carcinoma of the oral mucosa depending on the method of elimination of the post-resection defect

PeKOHCprKIll/lﬂ MECTHBIMH

IToka3zarenn TKausavu (n = 71)

(n=171)
65 (MeXKBapTUJIbHBIN pa3Max

55,5-72)

65 (interquartile range 55.5—72)

Bo3pacr, ner
Age, years

Ion, a6e. (%):

Sex, abs. (%):

MYKCKOM 30 (42,3)
man
JKEHCKUI 41 (57,7)
woman

T-cragus, a6e. (%):

T-stage, abs. (%):
T1 17 (23,9)
T2 37 (52,1)
T3 14 (19,7)
T4 34,2

Jloxanu3zauus, ade. (%):

Location, abs. (%):
SI3BIK 50 (70,4)
tongue
CIIM3UCTAsT HIDKHER 6 (8,5)
YeJI0CTU
lower jaw mucosa
JTHO MOJIOCTU pTa 15 (21,1)
bottom of the mouth
1exKa -
cheek

Iporpeccust, abe. (%):

Progression, abs. (%):
JIOKAJTbHBIA PELIVINB 12 (16,9)
local relapse
peTHOHAPHBIN pEeIIUINB 13 (18,3)
regional relapse
OTAAJIEHHBIE METACTa3bl 34,2)
distant metastases
6ceeo 28(39,4)
total

B3kt /monoXuTe b~

HEIA Kpaii, adc. (%) 11 (15,5)

Close/positive edge, abs. (%)

OTMEYaJIOCh CTATUCTMYECKM 3HAYMMOE YBEeJIMYCHUE pUCKa
pa3BUTHS JJOKAIBHOTO peuranBa B 5,35 paza (p = 0,005),
MpyU HaJIWYUU TIEpUHEBpPaTbHONM WHBa3uu — B 4,4 paza
(p =0,04), npu yBeTMYCHNU KOJTMIECTBA METACTATUIECKMX
JMdarndeckux y3iaoB Ha 1 — B 2,6 pasa (p <0,001), a Takke
CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOE YMEHbIIIEHUE PUCKA BO3HUKHO-
BEHMSI JIOKAJIbHOIO pELIMAMBA IPY YBEJIMYCHUU pa3Mepa
omyxosu Ha 1 ¢cM B 2,6 pasa (p = 0,026), npu OTCYTCTBUU
OITyX0JIeBBIX 3M00J10B — B 25 pa3 (p = 0,005).

[Mony4eHsbl JTaHHbBIE O CHUXKEHUU PUCKA Pa3BUTHS pe-
LIMIMBA IIPY YBEJIMYESHUHU pa3Mepa OMmyXojiu. Bo3aMoKHbBIM

PeKOHCTPYKIIMS pernoHAPHBIMU

63 (MEeXKBAapTUIbHBIN pa3Max

PeKOHCTPYKIMS CBOOOXHBIMI
JIOCKyTaMH Ha HOXKe (n = 41) JockyTamu (n = 56)

flaps (n = 41) (n=56)

61 (MeXKBapTUILHBIA pa3Max
51-65)
61 (interquartile range S1—65)

59—-68)
63 (interquartile range 59—68)

23 (54,8) 31 (56,4)
19 (45,2) 24 (43,6)
10 (24,4) 5(9,1)
198 ((2423 2)9)) 299((1562’ 47))
4(9,8) 12 (21.8)
7(16,7) 43 (78,2)
10 (23,8) 1(1,8)
11 (26,2) 7 (12,7)
14 (33,3) 4(7,3)
10 (24,4) 3(5,3)
3(7,3) 5(8,9)
3(7,3) 3(5,3)
16 (39,0) 11(19,6)
8 (19,5) 6 (10,7)

00BbsSICHEHUEM JAaHHOTO pe3yJIbTara sIBJSeTCS IPUMEHEHNE
XUPYProm OOJIbIIIETO OTCTYIA IpH onyxoisix T3 u T4 unu,
HaIpOTHUB, COKpallleHUe OTCTyIa Ipu omyxousx T1 u T2.
Tak, TIpy conmocTapieHUM pa3MEPOB MEPBUYHON OITYyXOJIN
Y TPaHULL OTCTYIa KOPPEJISIIIMOHHAS CBSI3b ObLIa CTaTUCTH -
YeCKHM 3HAaUMMOI, MPSIMOIA, ¢1a00i1 TeCHOTHI MO 1Kae Yen-
noka (p =—0,195; p=0,011).

06cyxaeHune
ITo maHHBIM pa3IMYHBIX AaBTOPOB, YACTOTa OJIU3KUX/
MOJOXUTEIbHBIX KpaeB TI'paHUIl pe3eKIUu (OTCTyIa)
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CyllIeCTBEHHO Bapbupyert: ot 7,8 o 47,5 % [11, 12]. Co-
[JIACHO IMOJIYY€HHBIM HaMU pe3yjibTaTaM OOLIMii IoKa3a-
TeJIb YACTOThI OJIM3KUX /TIOJIOXKUTEIbHBIX KPaeB COCTaBUJI
14,8 % (25/168). IpaHu1lbl OTCTYIIA SIBJISIOTCS 3HAYMMBbIM
MPOTHOCTUYECKUM (HAaKTOPOM BO3HMKHOBEHUS JIOKAJIb-
Horo peruausa [13, 14]. OnuH U3 OCHOBHBIX MPUHIIUIIOB
OHKOXUPYPIUU 3aKJII04aeTCs B TOM, YTO I'PaHUIIBI OTCTY-
I1a He JOJDKHbBI 3aBUCETh OT HAMEPEHUsI XMpypra IpoBECTH
TOT WJIM MHOM BapuaHT peKOHCTpYKLMuU. OQHAKO 3a4yac-

Tabmuna 2. Yacmoma npumenenus 10cKymos
Table 2. Frequency of flap application

Yucio nanuenTos,

Tun J10cKyTa aoc. (%)
JlockyThl Ha HOXKe (n = 41):
Leg flaps (n = 41):
JIOCKYT Ha GOJIBIION IPYIHOM MBIIIILIE 15 (36,6)
flap on the pectoralis major muscle
CyOMEHTAJIbHBIH JTOCKYT 16 (39,0)
submental flap
IIEYHBII JIOCKYT Ha JIULIEBOM apTepum 10 (24,4)
buccal flap on the facial artery
PeBackyispr3rpoBaHHBIE JIOCKYTEHI (1 = 56):
Revascularized flaps (n = 56):
JTy9eBOM JIOCKYT 33 (58,9)
radial flap
nepenHe00KOBOM JIOCKYT Oe/pa 22 (39,3)
anterolateral thigh flap
Majio0epLIOBBIN JIOCKYT 1(1,8)

fibular flap

JluarHocmuKa u ne4yexue onyxoneii ronoebl U weu

TYIO Mepea XUPYProM, BBHIMOJHSIONIUM PEe3eKIIMOHHbBII
¥ PEKOHCTPYKTUBHBIN 3TaIlbl, CTOUT 3a/laya yCTpaHEHUs
MOCTPE3EeKIMOHHOTO HedeKTa, 0COOEHHO B ciaydasx
pacnpocTpaHeHHBIX (OpM paka MoJoCcTU pTa (CTaguu
T3—4). [IpuHATHE XUPYPTUYECKOTO PEIIEHUS BO MHOTOM
00YCJIOBJICHO TEM, UTO 3aIUIAaHUPOBAaHHAsI PEKOHCTPYKIIUS
peruoHapHbIMU WJIM CBOOOIHBIMU PEBACKY/ISIPU3NPOBAH-
HBIMU JIOCKYTaMU MO3BOJISIET HE OTpaHMYMBATh Kpasi pe-
3eKILUHU. DTO AaeT BO3MOXHOCTb YBEJIMUUTh TPAHUIIBI OT-
CTyTIa.

HecMmoTps Ha TO, YTO CyILIECTBYIOT CTAaHAAPTHBIE KIIU-
HUYECKME TPaHUIIbI OTCTYIIA, €r0 BHIOOP 3aBUCUT OT OITbITa
xupypra. O.G. Ellis 1 coaBT. 0TMEUaIOT, YTO XUPYPIU, BbI-
nonHsoue 6osee 40 onepatinii B rofi, UCMOJb3YIOT 00JIb-
LM OTCTYTI IO CPABHEHUIO C XUPYpPraMu, IPOBOASIIIUMU
ot 20 10 40 (p = 0,001) u menee 20 (p = 0,008) oneparumit
Broa [15]. B uaeane B KTMHUKE OpraHU3yIOT pe3eKIIMOH-
HYIO U PEKOHCTPYKTHBHYIO OpUraabl, YTOObI 130eXkKaTh He-
aneKBaTHBIX KPaeB Pe3eKIIMU U CHU3UTh YTOMIISIEMOCTh
CNELIMAJINCTOB, BHITIOJHSIOLIMX onepanuio [11].

K coxaneHuro, oqHO3HAUYHBIX JAHHBIX O BIMSHUM Me-
TOJOB PEKOHCTPYKLIMU HA TPAHULIbI OTCTYTIa HA CETOHSIII -
HUI JeHb HET, MOCKOJIbKY €CTb MHOXECTBO COOOILIEHUN,
CBUJICTEJILCTBYIOIINX KaK O IPEUMYIIIECTBAX €r0 YBEIUUEHNS
NpY MPUMEHEHNHM JIOCKYTOB [16, 17], Tak 1 00 OTCyTCTBUMA
pa3IMuMil IPU MCMOJb30BAaHUHU PA3HBIX METOIOB PEKOH-
ctpykumi [15, 18]. Tak, cpaBHuTebHBIN aHanu3 T.V. Hsieh
M COAaBT., BKJTIOUaIoInii 242 naiyeHTa, KOTOPhIM ObUTH BbI-
TOJIHEHBI PEKOHCTPYKLIMU PEBACKYIIPU3UPOBAHHBIM JIO-
ckyToM (1-4 rpyrmna) ¥ MeCTHBIMM TKaHAMU (2-5 rpyIina),
HE MPOAEMOHCTPHPOBAI 3HAUMMOTIO Pa3IMIUsSI B 4aCTOTE
KaK TOJIOXUTEbHBIX KPaeB Pe3eKIIMU MEXIY IpynIiaMu

Tabmua 3. IToxazamenu Kpaee pe3eKyuu u uacmoma /lOICa/leblxpeuuallB’OS 6 3asucumocmu om suda PEKOHCmMpYKuuu

Table 3. Indicators of resection edges and frequency of local relapses depending on type of reconstruction

Yacrtora pa3Butus
Ipanunp! pe3exuu, MeaUaHa OKANBHBIX D
Bua peKoHCTpyKIMA (MHTEPKBAPTUIBHBIA pa3Max) P T aﬁcp (%) p
5 .

MecTHBIMU TKaHSIMU WU 0€3 peKOHCTPYK-
1vu (1-s rpymma) -
Using local tissues or without reconstruction 7,0 (5,0-12,5) 13(18,3)
(Group 1) .
c p=r7 p=0,033

MPUMEHEHUEM PETMOHAPHBIX JIOCKYTOB p,=1 = 0.047*
Ha HOXKE (2-5 rpymma) 6,5 (5,0—13,0) p, ,=0,017* 10 (23,8) Py _ 0,026*
Using regional flaps on the leg (Group 2) Py, = 0,014* Dy >
C npuMeHeHNeM peBacKyISIpU3MPOBAHHbBIX
JIOCKYTOB (3-4 rpyIma) 12,5 (7,5—15,0) 3(5,5)

Using revascularized flaps (Group 3)

*Bausnue pakmopa cmamucmuyecku snayumo (p <0,05).

Hlpumenanue. p, ,— pasauuus mexcdy 1-ii u 2-ii epynnamu; p, ,— pazauuus mexcdy 1-ii u 3-ii epynnamu; p, ,— pazausus mexcoy 2-i

u 3-ii epynnamu.
*Effect of the factor is statistically significant (p <0.05).

Note. p, ,— differences between groups 1 and 2; p, ,— differences between Groups 1 and 3; p, ,— differences between Groups 2 and 3.
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Tabmmua 4. BausHue pazauunsix paKkmopos Ha pUck pazeumusi 10KAAbHO20 Peyuousa

Table 4. Effect of various factors on the risk of local relapse

W3menenust pucKa Npu HATHYHA (PAKTOPA MK TIPH €ro yBemueHun Ha 1

®dDakTop pucka

OrTHomenne PHUCKOB

Bo3spact

Age 0,95
J-[OKaJ'II/ISaI.[I/IH OITyXOJIN
X . 0,66
Location of the tumor
Pa3zmep omyxonu
. 0,38
Tumor size
T-cranus
crai 1,85
T-stage
N-cranus
al 2,08
N-stage
Kpaii pe3ekuuu
g 0,8
Resection edge
MeTtoa peKOHCTPYKLIUHU
it 2,06
Reconstruction method
[nybuna naBazuu
e 0,94
Depth of invasion
CreneHb nudGepeHIMPOBKU OITYXOIHN 535
Degree of tumor differentiation >
INepuHeBpanbHast UHBA3US 4.4
Perineural invasion ?
OmnyxoJieBbIe IMOOJTBI
) 0,04
Tumor emboli
INepuBackyasipHass UHBa3Us 0.03
Perivascular invasion ’
KonnuecTBo MeTacTaTuyecKux
JTuMGaTUYECKNX Y3I0B 2,59
Number of metastatic lymph nodes
OKCTpaHOMAIbHAS MHBA3HS 7 48
bl

Extranodal invasion

*Bausnue gpakmopa cmamucmuuecku 3nauumo (p <0,05).
*Factor effect is statistically significant (p <0.05).

(17,21 23,5 % cootBeTcTBeHHO; p = 0,213), TaK 1 pa3BUTHS
JiokanbHoro peunansa (36,6 u 38,3 % COOTBETCTBEHHO;
p=0,792) [18]. UccnenoBanue O.G. Ellis u coaBT., B KO-
Topoe Bolu 250 mepBUYHBIX O0IbHBIX INIOCKOKJIETOUHBIM
PaKOM IOJIOCTH PTa, TAKXKE He IMOKa3aJI0 pa3Induii MeXIy
rpyniiaMu peKOHCTPYKIMHA MECTHBIMU TKaHAMHU (11 = 62),
peruoHapHbIMU (n = 45) u peBacKyIIpU3UPOBAHHBIMU
(n=112) nockyramu (p =0,31; p =0,099) [15]. HanpoTus,
aHanu3 OHKonorndeckoro ueHtpa uM. M. . AngepcoHa
Texacckoro yausepcureta (M.D. Anderson Cancer Center,
CIHIA), BxmovaBmuit 484 nauuenta ¢ [IKPITP cranuu
T3—4, nepeHecuiux xupyprudyeckoe jedeHue ¢ 1980 mo

95 % noBepuTEIbHDII HHTEPBAJ ?
0,85—1,02 0,157
0,38—1,13 0,131
0,16—0,89 0,026*
0,77—4,46 0,172
0,49—8,82 0,319
0,65—0,94 0,008*
0,60—7,09 0,250
0,73—1,19 0,604
1,64—17,46 0,005*
1,04—18,60 0,04*
0,005—0,39 0,005*

0,0001—15,72 0,276
1,55—4,37 <0,001*
0,15—382,50 0, 316

2004 1., mpoaeMOHCTPpUPOBAJ 3HAYUMBbIE pa3IN4us B Ya-
CTOTE MOJIOXMUTEIbHBIX KpacB B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT METOIa
yCTpaHeHUsI TocTpe3eKIMoHHoro nedekta (p = 0,00081).
B rpynne ycrpaHeHus aedekTa MECTHBIMU TKaHSIMU 4a-
CTOTa MOJIOXKHUTEIbHBIX KpaeB cocTaBuia 18 %, Torga Kak
B T'pYIle NPUMEHEHMS PEBACKYISIPU3MPOBAHHBIX JIOCKY-
ToB — 7 % [16]. Takxxke ananu3 C.T. Liao, BKIo4yaBIiunii
8646 nalMeHToB C MIOCKOKJIETOYHBIM PAKOM MOJIOCTH PTa,
npoonepupoBaHHbIX ¢ 2011 mo 2017 r., moka3an 6ojiee
BBICOKYIO YaCTOTy XMPYpTHYecKoro kpas (>4 MMm) npu
KCII0JIb30BAaHUM PEBACKY/ISIPU3MPOBAHHOTO JIOCKYTA I10
CPaBHEHMIO C PEKOHCTPYKIIMEH MECTHBIMU JIOCKYTaAMU
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(p <0,0001) [17]. ITo maHHBIM PETPOCIIEKTUBHOTO UCCJIe-
noBaHus 410 mauuenTos ¢ [TKPITP A. Garg u coaBrT., 00-
11as1 YaCTOTa OJIM3KUX /TIOJI0KUTEIbHBIX KPaeB COCTaBUIIA
7,8 %. YacToTra GIM3KUX,/TI0JOXUTEIbHbBIX KPaeB IIPU UC-
MOJIb30BaHUM PEBACKYJISIPU3MPOBAHHBIX JIOCKYTOB OKa3a-
Jack Haubonbiei — 10,8 %, a mpu NpUMEHEHUU Peruo-
HapHBIX JIOCKYTOB — 3,4 %; pa3nu4us CTaTUCTUYECKU
noctoBepHbI (p = 0,021). B rpynme peKOHCTPYKILIMHU MECT-
HBIMM TKaHSIMM 4aCTOTA MOJIOXKUTEIbHBIX KPaeB COCTABU-
na 9,3 %; npu CpaBHEHUM C TPYIION PEKOHCTPYKIIUU
JIoCKyTaMU (peBacKy/IsIpU3MPOBAHHBIMU U PErMOHAPHBI -
MM) 3HAYMMBIX pa3iuuuii He otMedeHo (p = 0,06). Kpas
pe3eKLMU ObLIM IIKMPE, KOTIA IIPOBOAMIACH PEKOHCTPYKIIMST
U pe3eKLIMOHHBIN Y pEKOHCTPYKTUBHBII 3TaIlbl BBIIOJIHSI-
JIUCh Pa3HBIMU OpUragaMu 1o CPaBHEHUIO C PEKOHCTPYK-
LMeil MeCTHBIMU TKaHsaMu [11].

PexkoHCcTpyKIIUs peBacKyIsIpU3MPOBaHHBIMU JIOCKyTaMU
PpelLIa OCHOBHYIO ITPoGJieMy — Ie(UIMTa MECTHBIX TKAHEIH,
YTO JaJI0 BOBMOXHOCTh HE 3KOHOMUTh Ha Pe3eLIMPYeMbIX
ctpyKtypax. CBOOOAHBIE JTOCKYThI 00Jiee YHUBEpPCATbHBI
JUTSI PEKOHCTPYKIIMU B OOJIACTU TOJIOBBI U LIIEW U MOTYT 3a-
MelIaTh He TOJIbKO MSITKOTKaHHBIE, HO U KOCTHbBIE CTPYKTY-
PBI YETIOCTHO-JIULIEBOI 00acT. OMHAKO CBOOOIHBINI JIO-
CKYT TpeOyeT 00Jibllie BpeMEHU U PECYPCOB U YBEJIMYMBAET
HarpysKy Ha Xupyprudeckyto opuramy [19]. B cBs3u ¢ atnm,
HECMOTpSI Ha aKTUBHOE BHEIPEHUE MUKPOXUPYPIUYECKIX
TEXHOJIOTMI B MEMULIMHCKUX yupexkneHusix Poccuu, ycrpa-
HEHUE MOCTPE3eKIIMOHHBIX Ae(heKTOB MECTHBIMU TKAHSIMU
U PerMOHAPHBIMU JIOCKYTaMK He TePSIET CBOCH aKTyaIbHOCTU
Y KOMOPOW/IHBIX MALIMEHTOB, IPY BBICOKMX PUCKAX Pa3BUTHST
OCJIOXKHEHUI ¥ OTpaHUYEHHBIX Pecypcax.

AnekBaTHasl OlLieHKa KpaeB pe3eKILUK BO MHOIOM 3a-
BUCUT OT I1aTOJIOTO-aHATOMUYECKOM CIYKObl MEAMIIMH-
cKoro yupexzaeHus. ToTajbHasl OLieHKa KpaeB pe3eKIuu
B pe€aJlbHOM KJIMHUYECKON MpPAaKTUKE — TPYyIHAas 3amada.
B cBs13u ¢ aTMM onpenesieHre TIJIOCKOCTE K OmzKaiiemMy
Kparo MakpoIipenapara Bo BpeMs IIOATOTOBKU K ITaTOMOP-
(onornyeckoMy MUCCACIOBAHUIO CIYXMT BaXHEUIIIMM
acTeKTOM OLIEHKM KpaeB pe3ekuuu. Heobxonumo takxke
YUMUTBIBATh COKpAIleHUE TKaHeil — YacTo BCTpevalolieecs
SIBJICHUE, BOBHUKAIOILIEE M3-3a COKPALLIEHUS MBILIIL] Y CJIU-
3UCTOM, UCIOJIb30BaHUsI HEKOTOPBIX METOIOB Pe3eKIUU

N WTEPATYVYPA

1. CocrostHue OHKOJIOTMYECKOI MoMOLIM HaceaeHuto Poccun
B 2020 ronay. [Tox pen. A.Jl. Kanpuna, B.B. CrapuHckoro,
A.O. laxzanosoii. M.: MHUOMU um. I1.A. Tepuena — dunuan
®dIrbY «<HMUL paguonoruu» Munanpasa Poccun, 2021. 239 c.
The state of oncological care for the population of Russia in 2020.
Ed. by A.D. Kaprin, V.V. Starinsky, A.O. Shakhzadova. Moscow:
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(371eKTpOKOATYJISILINY, Ja3epa) U (pukcauuy GopMaaInHOM
U BJIUSIONIEEe Ha yCTaHaBIMBaeMoe MOP(OJIOTrOM paccTosI-
HHE OT ONyX0Ju 10 Kpas pe3ekuuu [20]. Tak, 1o naHHbBIM
R.E. Johnson, cpenHsis ycagka OT HauyaJlbHOM pe3eKUnuun
10 OKOHYATEJIbHON MUKPOCKONMYECKON OLIEHKU KpacB
cnusucton sisbika cocraBuia 30,7 % (p <0,0001), riy6o-
Koro Kpas si3bika — 34,5 % (p <0,0001), causucToii 060-
JIouku ryosl u meku — 47,3 % (p <0,0001). Bo Bcex ciayua-
SIX HauOOJIbIIas OIS YCauKU IMPOUCXOIUIa cpasy Imociie
pesexuuu [7].

CrenyeT OTMETUTb, UYTO CTETIEHb MUKPOCKOITMYECKOTO
pacmpocTpaHeHUs OT TPaHUIIBI MAKPOCKOIMUYECKOM OITy-
XOJIM KOppeJIUpYyeT ¢ pa3Mepamu omyxosu. CienoBaTeabHo,
OTHOCUTEJIbHO HEOOJIBIION Kpail pe3eKLINU MOXET ObITh
OIpaBIaH IIPU pPake IMOJOCTU pTa paHHUX CTaIUil 0e3 prucKa
peLuanBa, B TO BpeMs KaK IPpU 3J10KaueCTBEHHBIX HOBO-
00pa30BaHUSIX MOJIOCTU PTa MO3MHUX CTAAUNA MOXET I10-
TpeboBaThcs 0oJiee IUPOKUii oTeTym [5, 21, 22].

IIpoBeneHHOe HAMU HCClIeAOBAaHUE UMEET OTpaHuYe-
HUE: OHO HOCHUT PETPOCIIEKTUBHBIN XapakTep. Pangomu-
3MpPOBaHHBIE UCCIIEIOBAaHUs, ITOCBSIIEHHBIC OLIEHKE Ipa-
HUII OTCTYIAa B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT METOIOB PEKOHCTPYKIINH,
TPYZHOBBIITOJITHUMBI, ITIOCKOJIBKY CYILIECTBYET PUCK HEBO3-
MOKHOCTH ITPOBEICHNS aieKBaTHO PEKOHCTPYKIIMU C BbI-
COKMMM (DYHKIIMOHAIBHBIMU Pe3y/IbTaTaMu y MAllMEeHTOB,
KOTOPBIM TOKa3aH 3TOT BUA JieueHus. TakuM oOpazom,
pE3YBTaThl PETPOCIIEKTUBHBIX, TPOCHIEKTUBHBIX Y HA0JI0-
JaTeJbHBIX UCCIEIOBAaHUN MMO3BOJIAT MOJYIUTh HOBbIE 3HA-
HUSI O TPAaHULIAX PE3EKIIUU.

3aknyeHue

XUpypruuecKuii OTCTYI 5 MM Ha CETOAHSIIHMIA IeHb SIB-
JIIeTCsI CTAaHAAPTOM IIpY OTIEPaTMBHOM JICUSHUH paKa CIIU3U-
CTOI 000JIOYKY TTOJIOCTH pTa. HezaBrMcHMO OT METOIOB peKOH-
CTPYKLIMU Y TIOCTPE3CKLIMOHHOIO IeheKTa XUpYypr J0KEeH
CTpeMUThCS cobmonaTh ero. CormacHO JaHHBIM HACTOSIIIIETO
PETPOCIIEKTUBHOIO aHa/IM3a 1 aHAJIOTMYHbBIM paboTaM, Ha rpa-
HUILLY PE3CKLMU B PEAIbHOM KIIMHUYECKOM ITPAKTHUKE BIIMSIET
BBIOOP MeTOMA PEKOHCTPYKIMK. ONTHMaIbHbIA OTCTYIT U KC-
KJTIOYEHUE BO3AEHCTBMSI PEKOHCTPYKTUBHOIO 3Taria MmocTpe-
3eKLIMOHHOTO JeheKTa Ha TPaHUIIbI PE3eKIIMHU OCTArOTCS T10-
BOJIAMU /I AUCKYCCUI U JATbHENIIMX UCCIICIOBAaHUMA.
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