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MeAUKAMEHTO3HAS KOPPEKLMS CUHAPOMA «CYXOro rAasa»
Y NOLUEHTOB C KEPATOKOHYCOM, NepeHeCLUNX NPoLeAYPY
KPOCCAMHKUHIO
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PE3IOME

Lenb uccnenoBanust: oyeHums U3MeHeHus cocmostus caesnoli nnexku (CI) y nayueHmos ¢ KepamoKoHYCOM Nocjie nposederus npoyedypbl
KPOCCJIUHKUHEZA.

Martepuan u Metozbl: 100 HaOir00eHUeM Haxoounocs 16 nayuenmos (18 enaz). Kepamoxonyc I cmaduu 6vln OuazrHocmuposaH Ha 4 enasax,
Il cmaduu — na 12 enasax, Il cmaduu — Ha 2 enasax. [ayuermeor 6bi1u 06cn1€008aHb! 00 NPOBEOEHUS NPOYEOYPbI KPOCCAUHKUH2A, CRYcms
1 neo. nocre ee npogedenus u uepes 1 mec. Oyerka cocmostus CIT nposodunace ¢ npumMeHeHueM CaedyoWUx Memodos: GUOMUKPOCKONUS,
uccnedosaxue epemeru paspwviea npekopreanstoi CIT (npoba Hopha), oyerka cocmostus obueli (npoba LLlupmepa) u ocrogroli (npoba
Jxnconeca) cnezonpodyxyuu, muackonus.

Pe3ybTaThl HCCIENO0BAHUSL: N0 PE3YTbMAMAM QYHKYLUOHAIbHbIX NPO0 Y nayueHmos 00 npogedeHus npoyedypsl 8 72% ciyvaes omme4anacy
HecmabunbHocmb npekopHeansHoli CI1. [Tokazamenu o0ujel u OCHOBHOLU C1e30nPOOYKYUL MAKICE HAXOOUMUCH HUMNCE 2PAHULbI HOPMbI 8 45%
u 8 50% cnyuaes coomeemcmeaento. [pu o6credosanuu vepes 1 Hed. nocne npogedeHus npoyedypsl i 8cex NayueHmos npu OUOMUKpockonuu
peaucmpuposanacs NOJHAS NUMENU3AYUS Po2o8uybl 6€3 NPU3HAKO8 NPOKPAILBAHUS payopecyeutoM. [Tpu nposedeHuu GYHKYUOHANbHBIX
npo6 cmamucmu4ecku 3HaHUMble USMEHEHUS CPeOHUX 3HAHeHUL OMMeHaUCh, mobko npu npobe Hopna — nokasamens yeeauauncs Ha 39%
om ucxoOHbIx 3Hauenull. Yepes 1 mec. cmamucmuyecku docmogepHoe ysenuierue gpemeru paspviea CI1 6 2,5 pasa npesviuiano ucxooHsie
Oannvie (p=0,02). Juramuka obujeti u 0CHOBHOLI c1e30npoOYKyUU makxce 6bina nonoxcumensHol: yepes 1 mec. — na 3,7% u 11% coomeem-
cmeenro (p=0,81, p=0,86 ). Bvisiesiena meHOenyus K 60occmanosnenuto aunuoHo2o cnos CI uepes 1 mec. nocne nposedeHus npoyeoypl.
3akmouenue: pe3y ibmamsl UcC1e0068aHUll 0eMOHCMPUPYOM HE3HAYUMENbHOE 6USHUE KPOCCUHKUHEA HA C1le30npooyKyuto. Bmecme ¢ mem
onumesnvHoe 8030eticmaue 6egpapocmama 60 8pems nPoYeOypbl MoNcem npuEOOUMs K UCMOHYEHUIO IUNUOHOZ0 CJI0S U HAPYUWEHUIO 20Meo-
cmasa CI1, umo noomeepxncoaemcst OanHbiMu muackonuu. [Ipu 3mom Ha3Ha4eHHAs 8 NOCAEoNepayLUOHHOM NePUOOe C1e303aMeCmumenbHas
u penapamugHas mepanus cnocobcmsyem cmamucmu4ecku 3HaHUMoMy nogvlweruto cmabunsiocmu CI1.
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Medical treatment for dry eye in patients with keratoconus after
corneal cross-linking

I.A. Bubnova, G.B. Egorova, V.V. Averich, T.S. Mitichkina

Scientific Research Institute of Eye Diseases, Moscow, Russian Federation

ABSTRACT

Aim: fo assess the changes in precorneal tear film in patients with keratoconus after corneal cross-linking (CXL).

Patients and Methods: 16 patients (17 eyes) were enrolled. Keratoconus stage 1 was diagnosed in 4 eyes, keratoconus stage 2 in 12 eyes, and
keratoconus stage 3 in 2 eyes. All patients underwent ocular examination before and in 1 week and 1 month after CXL. Tear film was assessed by
slit lamp examination, Norn’s test (tear break-up time), Schirmer’s test (total tear production), Jones test (basic tear production), and tearscopy.
Results: instability of precorneal tear film was revealed in 72% of patients before CXL as demonstrated by functional tests. Total and basic tear
production was below normal ranges in 45% and 50%, respectively. In a week after CXL, complete corneal epithelization without any signs of
staining with fluorescein was observed in a total of 16 patients. Functional tests have demonstrated that significant changes are observed in
Norn’s test only (39% increase from the baseline). In a month, tear film break-up time significantly (by 2.5 times) increased as compared with
the baseline (p=0.02). Total and basic tear production also improved by 3.7% in a week (p=0.81) and by 11% in a month (p=0.86). Tear film
lipid layer tended to restore in a month after CXL.

Conclusion: our findings demonstrate insignificant effect of CXL on tear production. However, long-term exposure to blepharostat may
result in lipid layer thinning and impaired tear film homeostasis as demonstrated by tearscopy. Postoperative tear substitutes and reparative
therapy result in the significant improvement of tear film stability.
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BBENEHUE

IKraTHyecKie 3a00JIeBaHKsI POTOBHLIBL, K KOTOPBIM OTHO-
CUTCSI KepaTOKOHYC, BriepBble ObLIM omnucaHbl 6onee 150 ser
Hasaz [1]. [lpu aTom 3a nocnenHue 20 €T NPOM3OLUIO 3HA-
4KTesIbHOe HAKOIUIEHWe 3HAHMI1, CBSI3AHHBIX C JMAarHOCTHKOM
U JledeHreM NaTosioruu poroeutisl [2, 3]. [losiBnenne takux me-
TOJ0B, KaK KepartoTonorpadusi 1 ToMorpapusi poroBuLibl Cy-
LLIECTBEHHO YBEJIMUMIIO BbISIBIISIEMOCTb 9KTaTUUECKUX 3a00J1e-
BaHMil Ha Oonee paHHuX craausx [4—7]. B pesynbrate sToro
1M0Ka3aTes 4acToThl 3a6071€BaEMOCTH KEPaTOKOHYCOM B 00-
11efi MOMYJISILIMK BbIPOCIIM BO MHOTHX CTpaHax [8].

B 2015r. 6bUIO NpoBeleHO uccrenoBaHue «Kepartoko-
HYC M 3KTaTHueckue 3a00sieBaHus: [100abHbIA KOHCEHCYC»,
B KOTOPOM NPUHSUIM y4yacThe 36 3KCNepToB MUPOBOTO YPOB-
HSl — CMeLMaCTbl B 061aCTH IMarHOCTUKY U JledeHnst 3a60-
JleBaHMii poroBuubl. VccrenoBaHue NMpPOBOAMIIOCL C LEJIbIO
TOCTI>KEeHNs] KOHCEHCYyca B BOIIPOCAX, KACAIOLLMXCS ONpezesie-
HUS, IUATHOCTUKH U JIEYeHNs SKTATUIECKMX 3aboseBanuii [9].

[Tomnmo npounx, paccmartpusacsi BONpOC O B3aUMOCBSI3U
KepaTOKOHyCa M crHApoMa «cyxoro rnada» (CCI), mockosbky,
COIJIACHO MHOTMM HCCJIeZOBaHUSM, Y AAHHONM IPYIIbI MaLy-
eHToB Gosee yeM B 80% ciyuaes BbisiBasitorcst npusHaku CCL.
K nx uncny oTHocuTCS cHMKeHWe nokasarerieii Tecta Llnupme-
pa, BpemeHu paspbiBa cnesHoit nerku (BPCI), a Takske yBe-
JIMYEHKe KOJ4ecTBa GaioB 1o pesysbratam onpocHuka OSDI
(Ocular surface disease index — mHzekc 3aboseBaHus I1as-
HOIi NIOBEPXHOCTH), MPUYEM 3TH M3MEHEeHHS! YBelIMYMBaIOTCS
10 Mepe nporpeccupoBanust 3abonesanus [10].

IKCIepTl, y4acTBOBABLUME B JAHHOM UCCIIeJOBAHNH, IIPHLLIIA
K 3aKJIIOUEHHIO, YTO He CyLLEeCTByeT npsiMoii csisu Mexay CCI
¥ 9KTaTH4eCKUMU 3aborneBaHnsiMu porosuibl [9]. Tem He Menee
BCe COITIACWJIMCb C TeM, UYTO MaLMeHTaM C KepaTOKOHYCOM Clle-
IyeT Ha3HauaTb C/Ie303aMECTUTEIIbHYIO 1 pernapaTHBHYIO Tepa-
nuio 6e3 KOHCEPBAHTOB /11 YMeHbLLIEHHs! PaspaskeHust Ia3HOM
TNIOBEPXHOCTU 1 NPeNIOTBPALLEHNs] MUKPOTPaBM 3MUTEHSI.

MO3KHO NPeAnooK1Tb, YTO OTHOCUTEJIbHO HOBbIit METOZ Jie-
UeHus] KepaTOKOHyCca — KPOCCIIMHKMHI POrOBUYHOIO KOJIIareHa
(KPK), nprmeHsiemblii 1711 OCTaHOBKH POrPECCHPOBAHHS! 9KTa3NH
3a cueT (OPMUPOBAHHSI IEPEKPECTHBIX CLUMBOK ME3KIY BOJIOKHA-
MU KOJIIareHa, Takyke MOXKeT MOBJIMSITb Ha COCTOSIHUE IJIa3HOM MO-
BepxHOCTH 1 romeocTas cre3Hoi reHkH (CIT) [11-13]. Cymuecty-
€T MHOXXECTBO MCCTIENOBAHUIA, MOATBEPAMBLIMX 3(P(EKTUBHOCTD
1ol MeTouKH [14—17], a TakKe M3yuaBLUIMX M3MEHEHUe CTPYK-
Typbl POrOBHULIbI C MPUMeHeHHeM KOH(OKaJIbHON MHUKPOCKOIHH,
Onaronapsi KOTOpOii ObLIO BbISIBJIEHO TPAH3UTOPHOE MCUE3HOBE-
HYe HEpPBOB B [MOBEPXHOCTHBIX CNIOSIX poroBuupl [18, 19].

Bmecre ¢ Tem 006Luen3BecTHO, YTO HapylleHMe WHHepBa-
LMK POTOBHLIbI MOKET MPUBOAKUTD K CHIKEHUIO CTaOMIIBHOCTH
CIl, uTo NposiBISeTCs B Pa3BUTUM BTOPUUYHOTO WIIU apTUPULIM-
anbHoro CCI, u LASIK-unnyuupoBaHHas HefipoTpoduyeckas
SMUTENMONATUS CIY>KUT TOMY sipkuM npumepom [20]. Tlpu
3TOM B JJOCTYIHOI IMTepaType BCTPeYatoTCs IPOTUBOPeUMBble
MCCTIel0BaHMSI, MOCBSILLEHHble NU3MEHEHHIO I1a3HOM OBEPXHO-
cru 1 CIl y naLueHToB, nepeHeciinX KPOCCINHKHHT.

B cBs13u ¢ 9TMM HenbIo UccenoBaHus Obla OLIEHKa U3Me-
Henus coctosHus Clly nauneHToB ¢ KepaTOKOHYCOM JI0 U TO-
cne nposenenus npouenypbl KPK, a Takske MennkameHTO3Has
KOPPEeKLKsI BbISIBJIEHHbIX U3MEHEHHIA.

MATEPUAN U METOIbl
Ton HabmoneHneM Haxomunoch 16 mauuenTtos (18 rnas).
Cpennmit Bogpact — 33,0+8,4 roga. Kepatokonyc | cranun

Obl7T IMAarHOCTUPOBaH Ha 4 rnasax, Il cranguu — Ha 12 rnasax,
Il crapun — Ha 2 rasax. TonuHa poroBuLbl B CPeHEM CO-
craBnsana 442+26,5 mkm (ot 396 no 479 MKM), MMHMMAJlb-
Hblit papuyc— 6,16+0,5 mm (ot 5,48 MM 10 7,51 MM).

Ilpouenypa KPK npoBoaunace no JlpeaneHckoMy NpOTOKO-
J1y MOJ MECTHO! MHCTWIUISILIMOHHOM aHecTe3uell (IpoKkcuMeTa-
kauH). [locne ynaneHus snuTenusi B 30He MPOEKLMU BEPXYLLKU
keparokonyca (4,0x4,0 mm) B TeueHre 30 MUH MHCTUIIUPO-
Banu 0,1% pacrBop pubodnasuHa. [lanee porosuily noasep-
rany ynbTpagroNeToBOMY U3y4eHUIO IJIMHOM BosHbl 370 HM
¥ MolHocTh0 3 MBT/cM? B Teuenue cnenyrowux 30 MuH, po-
ZoJKast 3aKkanbiBaThb pactBop pubodnasuna. locne npoueny-
pbl POroBHMLYy MPOMBIBAIM aHTUOMOTHKOM (X710paMQeHrKo
0,25%) v moKpbIBanyu Msrkoii KoHTakTHO 1H30#1 (MKJI). Kon-
TaKTHYIO JIMH3Y CHUMaJK Ha 2—3-€e CyT MocJie NpoLefypbl, KOr-
Ila HacTymara rnoJsHas ANUTeNu3aLysi poroBULbI.

B nocneonepaionHom neprozne 60bHOMY cpa3y HasHa-
Yajau MEeCTHO aHTHOaKTepuaibHble Karumi (xnopamdeHrKon
0,25%) 4 p./cyT B TeueHue 7 AHeit, NOCe HACTYNJIEHUs MOJ-
HOI anMTenn3aluny pOroBULbl — MPOTHBOBOCHAJIUTENbHbIE
Kar (oekcameTasoH) 4 p./CyT B TeueHue 7 JHei, a Takxke
rnpernapar Jyisi CTUMYJISILMY pernapaTHUBHbIX POLIECCOB HA Te-
nieBoit ocHoBe (fekcnaHTeHoin) nocne custus MKJI 2 p./cyt
B TeueHMe 7 JHell U cne3o3amenurenb (Katnonopm, AO
«CaHTaH») 3—4 p./cyT B TeueHue 1-ro mec.

[atmenTs! 6bU1K 06CII€N0BAHBI 0 TPOBENEHHSI POLIEAYPbI
KPOCCJIMHKHMHrA, crycTst 1 Henl. v 1 Mec. mociie ee MpoBefieHusL.

Ins kouTpons 3a cocrosinieM ClI ncrosnp3oBaHbl NaHHbIe
CyObeKTMBHOI1 OLIEHKHM NaLjeHTaMu, OMIOMHUKPOCKOIHS C MpH-
MeHeHreM QIII0OPeCLenHOBOro TecTa, uccnenosanue BPCIT
(npo6a HopHa) 1 oLieHKa cocTosiHMsI 001Leli Ce30mpoRyKLNN
(npo6a Llupmepa). CocTosiHMe OCHOBHOI1 CI€30MPOAYKLIMH
OLIEHMBAJIM C MOMOLLIbIO MPoObl [IkOHeca ¢ NpeaBapuUTesbHOM
MHCTUIIsALIMEN 32 5—7 MUH aHecTeTHKa (OKcnOyrnpokaus). s
OLIEHKHM TOJILLMHBI JIMITMAHOTO CJ0st peKopHeasbHoii CIT Obin
MCIIOJIb30BaH METOJ THUACKONuUM, paspaboraHHblit B GIBHY
«HUWT'B». Meton ocHoBaH Ha aHanuse LndpoBbIX H3o0paske-
HUWIi MUHTEP(PEPEHLIMOHHON KapTHUHbBI JIMTUAHOTO CJI0S IPEKOp-
HeanbHOii CI1. C uenbio 06'beKTUBM3ALIMY PEe3yJIbTaToOB HCCIle-
ZIOBaHMs U MoJyueHust 6osnee noxpoOHoil MHdopMaLmu Obuia
HCI0JIb30BaHa KOMIbIOTEpPHast Tporpamma Lacrima (peructpa-
unoHHbli Homep 2010613451).

Cmamucmuueckas 06pabomka pe3ynbTaTtoB NPOBOAMIACH
c noMolLblo nakera nporpamm SPSS Statistica 22.0, ¢ npume-
HEHHWeM MEeTOZIOB HerapaMeTPUUecKoii CTaTUCTHKH, YTO ObLIO
006YCII0BJIEHO HEOOJIbLIMM KOJIMYECTBOM HaOJIONEHU! B Bbl-
Oopke 1 onperneneHreM 3HaYMMOCTH Pa3JIMuMii N0 KPUTEPHIO
YUIIKOKCOHA MpH CBsI3aHHbIX BbIOOPKax. B cBsA3u ¢ aTuM B Ta-
OnMLax NprBeieHbl 3HaYeHNsl MeZIaHbl U BEPXHETO, M HUKHETO
KBApTUIIS.

PE3Y/IbTATBI M OBCYKIEHUE

Jlo npoBeneHust npoLenypbl Bce obcnenyemble MaLnueHTbl
He MPeNbsBIIsUIM KaKuX-Mbo skanob Ha CyXOCTb, MOKpacHe-
HUe 7123 B TedeHue JJHs. [Ipy 61MOMHUKPOCKONHUM MPU3HAKK KCe-
p03a I71a3HOi1 MOBEPXHOCTH Takske He ObUH BbisiBIeHbl. OfHAKO
B XOZle NpoBezieH s QYHKLUMOHATIbHBIX NP00 y 72% NalneHToB
OTMeuanach HecTabuibHOCTb npekopHeanbHoit CI1. [Tokasare-
JIM CJIe30MPOAYKLMM TaKKe HAXOIWIMCh HIDKE IPaHULbl HOP-
Mbl B 45% ciyqaes nipu npo6e LLnpmepa 1 B 50% cnyuae npu
npoGe [lkoHeca (OTHOCHTENBHO OOLLeNpPU3HAHHBIX HOPMaJlb-
HbIX MOKa3aresneit GyHKLMOHaMbHbIX MPo0) (Tabs. 1).
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Table 1. Precorneal tear film in patients with keratoconus

Ta6nuua 1. CocTosiHMe NpekopHearnbHON CAEe3HOW NIIEHKM Yy MauMeHTOB C KEPaTOKOHYCOM

Moka3ateny cocToAHuS No KPK Yepes 1 Hep, Yepe3s 1 Mec.
npeporosnyHoi CI, % Bef XL 1 week 1 month
Parameters of pr;ecorneal HopmanbHbie CHUXEHHbIE HopmanbHbie CHUXEHHbIE HopmanbHbie CHUXEHHbIE
tear film, % Normal Reduced Normal Reduced Normal Reduced
I'Ipoﬁ7a Hopua 28 7 28 - 56 “
Norn’s test
Mpo6a LLinpmepa 45 55 m 56 7 .
Schirmer’s test
Mpo6a [IxoHeca 50 50 55 15 78 .
Jones test

Note. CXL — corneal cross-linking.

Mpumeyvanwue. Cl1 - cnesHas nnerHka, KPK — KpOCCIMHKMHI pOrOBUYHOIO KOJIiareHa.

Ta6nuua 2. 3Ha4eHnss OCHOBHbIX NoKasaTernen COCTOAHUS
NPeporoBUYHON CNIE3HOM NMEHKN NOCcre NPOBEAEHUS KPOCC-
NWHKKHra, Yepe3 1 Hed. n Yepe3 1 mec., Me (Lg; Uq)

Table 2. Major parameters of precorneal tear film before and
after (in 1 week and 1 month) corneal cross-linking (CXL),
Me (Lq; Uq)

[o KPK | Yepe3 1 Hep. | Yepe3 1 mec.

|'F|)°Ka337te"“ Before CXL 1 month

Mpo6a ) p,,=0,5
Hopwa 9(47:20) | 12,5 (7;20) 23221 ;5 b, =005
Norn’s test ’ p,,=0,02
Mpo6a . . p,,=0.,49
LLinpwepa 13;; (57)'7' 13é%(§)'7' 14(65,235) | p,.=0.55
Schirmer’s test ’ ’ p,,=0,81
Mpo6a p,,=0,77
IxoHeca 9 (5; 23) 10,5 (3,7; 25) 10 (6; 15) p,,=0,85
Jones test p,;=0,86

Yepes 1 Hen. nocie nposeeHus NPOLEAypbl MALUEHTbI TaK-
Ke He MpebsIBIISIM aKTUBHBIX 5Kano0. [To jaHHbIM 6MOMUKpO-
CKOINHM, COCTOSIHME POTOBHMLbI ObUIO YIOBJIETBOPUTENbBHBIM,
PEerucTpupoBajy MOJHYIO SMMTENN3aLMIO, IPU3HAKOB JIKTe-
JIMONATUM He OTMeYau.

[lo pesynbraTam (yHKUMOHANbHBIX NMPoO (Tabn. 2) ue-
pes 1 Hen. u 1 mec. nocie nposefieHust MpoLeaypbl Kpocc-
JIMHKMHTA BBISIBJIEHO [IOBbILLIEHWE BCeX IOKa3aTesleil OT-
HOCUTENbHO MCXOAHbIX 3HaueHui. OJHAKO CTaTUCTUUECKU
ZOCTOBepHBIM Ob110 TONBKO yBenuueHrne BPCIT (nmpo6a Hop-
Ha) — Ha 39% uepe3 1 Hep. 1 B 2,5 pa3a uepe3 1 Mec. COOTBET-
crBenHo (p=0,05, p=0,02). [lonyueHHble MOKa3aTeNM LOCTUIIIN
npenesnos HopMainbHbIx 3HaueHnit BPCII ans nanHoit Bospact-
Hoii rpynnbl [21]. Mbl nonaraem, uTo AaHHble MOJIOXKMUTe IbHbIe
M3MEHEHHs], BOSMOXHO, CBSI3aHbl C KJIMHUYECKUM 3(PeKToM
CJ1€303aMECTUTEJIbHO-penapaTMBHOM Tepanuy, HasHayeHHO
B MOC/IeonepaLoHHoM nepuoze. Pesynbratel npo6er LLnp-
Mepa (ypoBeHb 0OLleii cre30nponykumn) u npoodsl >koHeca
(ypoBeHb 6a3aybHOI CNE30NMPOAYKLIMM) TaKKe JEMOHCTPUPO-
BaJIM TOJIOKMTEJIbHYIO JMHAMMKY TOKa3aTesieil OTHOCUTENIbHO
MCXOJHbIX 3HauYeHuit: uepes 1 mec. — Ha 3,7% u 11% cooTseT-
crBerHo (p=0,81, p=0,86).

VccnenoBaHue ¢ NOMOLLbIO YCOBEPLLEHCTBOBAHHOTO Me-
TOAA TMACKOMuM Yepe3 1 Hex. mocie Mpouenypbl BbISBUIO
CTaTUCTUUYECKU 3HaUMMOE yMeHbIIeHUe MJI0Iaa1 JTUIHUIAHO-

Ta6nuua 3. CocTosiHME NMUMUAHOIO CIOsl CIIE3HOM MIEHKN
y nauunenTos, Me (Lg; Uq)
Table 3. Tear film lipid layer, Me (Lqg; UQq)
OTHOCHTENbHAA nioLaab
uccnepyemoii 3oHbl, %
Relative area of the study zone, %
Mokazatenu
Ao
Parameters KPK
Before CXL
n/d (3oHa 2021
HeonpefAeneHHOCTH) 49,5 50,5 49 p1_2:0,73
n/d (area of (46,5,52) | (48;53,2) 45,53) | Pes™)
o p,,=0,86
ambiguity) 13
p,,=0,56
45,5 47 45 2
0.07-0:13 (44:482) | (44,492) | (397:467)  PesTO2l
p,,=0,29
p, ,=0,04
2,1 0,8 1 12
0,13-0,27 < ; _ p,,=0,73
(1;2,3) (0,4;2,1) (0,2; 3,4) D, .=0.32
p.,=0,33
11 0,3 1,6 12
0,27-05 ; ’ ,' p,,=0,73
(0,2;2,3) (0,05; 1,1) (0,3;13,5) p,=0.77
05 0 0 0 pﬁ '2=-06755
! . . . 237
(0; 0,005) (0; 0,005) (0; 0,1) D046
Koaththpuument
. . . 2_3_ bl
Lipid distribution (L1159 (1116 | (12:14) p,,=0,34
coefficient

ro cnos CIT B 3oHax ¢ Tonmunoii 0,13-0,27 mkm u 0,27—
0,5 MKkM Ha 38% U 27% COOTBETCTBEHHO, YTO MOKET ObITb
CBSI3aHO C HapylleHneM paboTbl MeiOOMHEBBIX Kere3
BC/IEACTBME IJIMTEJIbHOTO BO3jeicTBUsl  Onedapocrara
BO Bpewmst mpouenypsl (tabn. 3). [pu atom uepe3 1 mec.
Ha ¢oHe JleueHus rnasHoiMKM Kamisimu Karuonopm (AO
«CaHT9H») B 3THX K€ 30HaX HaMy Obljia BbiIBJIEHA TEHAEHLIMS
K BOCCTaHOBJIEHUIO unuaHoro cnost CI1, 4To KocBeHHO nmoz-
TBep KIaeT Hallle MPe/NoJIOXKeHHe.

CnezyeT OTMETHTb, YTO JJaHHOE COOOLLEHNe HOCUT TMpef-
BAapUTEJIbHbII XapaKkTep, 3TO 0OYCIOBIEHO OTHOCHTENLHO He-
GOJIbLIMM KOJIMYECTBOM HaboeHuit B BbIOopKe. OfHaKO mpu
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U3Yy4YeHNH MalMeHTOB C KepaTOKOHYCOM HeO6XO,ZlI/lMO YUUTDBI-
BaTb, YTO JdHHAas MATOJIOrMs HE ABJIIETCS LIMPOKO pacnpo-
CTpaHEHHOVI, Ipy 3TOM 1ipouenypa KpOCC/IMHKHWHIA TOKa3aHa
nauveHTam JIMLb C paHHUMMU CTaAusIMU 3a0071€BaHMsL.

3AK/TIOUEHUE

B xome mpoBenenus GpyHKLMOHANBHBIX MPOO ObIIO ycTa-
HOBJIEHO, UYTO Yy MALMEHTOB C KepaTOKOHYCOM (IO MpoBefe-
HUSI IPOLIENYPbl KPOCCIMHKMHIA) B 72% CiyuyaeB OTMevasnach
HecTabuIIbHOCTb TpekopHeanbHoit CIl, HecMOTpsl Ha oTcyT-
cTBMe kanob cO CTOpOHbI mauueHToB. [lokasarenu oOuieit
(mpo6a lllmpmepa) u ocHoBHOI (mpoGa [lxoHeca) cre3o-
MPOAYKLMM TaKKe HaXOAWJIMCb HIXKE IPaHMLibl HOpMbI B 45%
1 B 50% ciyuaeB COOTBETCTBEHHO.

PesynbraTel MccnenoBanuii Mo3BOJSIIOT MPEANOJIOKUTD He-
3HauMTeNbHOE BJIMSIHME KPOCCIMHKMHIA Ha CJIE30MPOAYKLHIO.
Bmecre c TeM jynTenbHOe Bo3zeiicTBHe OredhapocTara Bo Bpe-
M3l TpoLieflypbl MOKET MPUBOANUTb K MCTOHUEHHIO JIMMTMAHOTO
c7105 1 HapyLueHnto romeoctasa CI1, uto noxTBepskaaercs JaH-
HBbIMM THACKOITHH.

[lpy 3TOM HasHaueHHas B MOCJIEONEPALOHHOM IEepUoLe
C71e303aMeCTHUTeNbHAsl ¥ perapaThBHas Teparnusi CrnocoOCTBy-
€T CTaTMCTUYEeCKM 3HaUMMOMY MOBbILLeHHIO cTabubHocTH CI1.
Takum naLyeHTam B NocIeoNnepaLOHHOM MepHOzie sKeTlaTellb-
HO Ha3HayaTh Mpernaparbl, COCOOCTBYOLIIE BOCCTAHOBIIEHHIO
nunuaHoro ciost CII.

BnaropapHocTb
Penakuust 6naronaput komnatuio AO «CaHT9H» 32 OKa3aHHYIO OMOLLb B TeX-
HUYECKOI! peflakType HaCTOsILel My6IMKaLmu.
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