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liporHocTUyHi hakTOPU HETPUMAHHA ceul
nicng paavkanbHol npocTaTeKTomii 3 npusoay
HEeMeTacTaTUYHOro paKky npocraTtu, noB’s3aHi
3 XBOPUM Ta NYXJINHOK: CUCTEMATUYHUNA OrnaA
Ta MeTaaHani3

C. B. lronosko, O. A. HikiTiH, I'. []. Pe3HikoB
Hanionansuuii me anynmii yaiepcurer imeni Q. O. boromousbis, M. Kuis

He3sBaxkarouu Ha Te, mo Herpumanns ceui (HC) Bunukae micast pagukanbpuoi npocratekroMii (PII) nocratupo yacro, Ha-
pasi, 10 KiHIls He3PO3yMiJIo, Ki (pakTopH AilicHO 36LIbLIYI0TH pu3uK po3BuTky HC.

HagezeHo pe3ybTaTi CHCTEMATHYHOTO OTJISILY IPOTHOCTHYHUX (DAKTOPIB, OB’ SI3aHUX 3 XBOPUM Ta Iy XJIHHOIO, IO BUKJIH-
KaoTh nocrnpocrarekromiyne Herpumans cedi (IIIIE HC). IlepBunni pe3ysabratu oninioBaau HasiBHicTh HC mpotsrom
3 mic micsist Bukonanus PII. Bropunui pedyibsrati Brmouaiu 36epeskennss HC uepes 3—12 mic ta >12 mic micas PII.
IIpoBeneno pocaimkenns 6a3 qanux, mo srmoyaau Medline, EMBASE ta CENTRAL y nepioy i3 ciung 1990 poky a0
yepBHs 2022 poky. Byuiu BKiIIOY€eHi cTaTTi, IO MOBiIOMJISUIU PO MPOTHOCTHYHI (PaKTOPH, MOB’sI3aHi 3 MAIlIEHTAMH Ta Iy X-
JIMHAMU, 3 MOHO- Ta MYJIbTHBAPiaHTHUM aHaTi30M. Xipypriuti pakTopu BILUIUBY Oyiiu BUKIOUYeHi. OUiHIOBaHHS PUUKY yIIe-
pemxennsi (RoB) nposoauiu 3a qonomorow nokasuukis Quality In Prognosis Studies (QUIPS). Paujgom-edexkruBHuit
MeTaaHali3 BUKOHYBAJH /ISl BCIX MPOrHOCTHYHUX (DAKTOPIB, /i€ 1e 0YI0 MOKIUBO.

IIpoananizorano 3arajom 83 pociigskeHHs (5 paHAOMi30OBaHUX KOHTPOJIbOBAHUX JOCTI/?KeHb, 15 MPOCIEKTUBHUX, 61 pe-
TPOCHEKTHBHE i 2 JIOCTi>KEHHsI TUILy <BUIAJOK-KOHTPOJb>) 3a y4yacTio 53 302 mamieHTH. 3HAYyIMHUMH IPOTHOCTHYHUMH
daxropamu mis nicasonepauiiinoro HC nporsirom 3 mic micas PII 6yiu Bik, goB:kuna MmemOpanosnoi yperpu (JIMY),
00’eM nepeamixyporoi 3anosu (OII3) ta ingexc komop6inuocti Yapiacona (IKY).

PesyabTaTi aHaisy JiTepaTypH CBiquaTh, 10 30iiblIeHHs BiKy, Kopormmii IMY, 6insmmii OII3 Ta Bumuii IKY € nesa-
JIESKHUMH IPOTHOCTHYHUMU (paKTOpamu /15t HeTpuMaHHsI cedi npotsiroM 3 Mic micas PII. Boguouac yci, kpim IKY, 3anuma-
I0THCS IPOTHOCTHYHO 3HAYYIIMMH J1s1 TepMiHy 3—12 Mic micis onepariii.

BusBieno, mo 30iIblIeHHs BiKy, 30iJbIIeHHS 00’ €My NepeIMiXypOBoi 3aJ031, MEHIIA IOBKHHA MEMOPaHO3HOI YPETPH i
HuzKya isuuna ¢popma GyJu OB’ A3aHi 3 TipIIMM HETPUMAHHAM Cedi IPOTArOM Iepmux 3 Mic micas onepauii. [Iporsrom
HacTynHuX 3—12 micasonepauiiiHux MicSIiB IPOTHOCTHYHUMH (PaKTOpaMH 3aIMIIAIUCA BCi, KPiM (i3NYHOi TPEHOBAHOCTI.
Kmouoei cnoea: pax nepeomixyposoi 3a103u, npoCmamexmomis, HempuManis ceui, npoznocmuuiii gaxmopu, 006icuna memo-
Pano3HOL ypempu.

Patient- and tumor-associated predictive factors for urinary incontinence after radical
prostatectomy for nonmetastatic prostate cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis
S. V. Golovko, O. D. Nikitin, H. D. Resnikov

Despite the fact that urinary incontinence (UT) occurs after radical prostatectomy (RP) quite often, it is currently not com-
pletely understood which factors really increase the risk of UT development.

The results of a systematic review of patient- and tumor-related prognostic factors that cause post-prostatectomy urinary
incontinence (PPT) are presented. The primary results evaluated the presence of UI within 3 months after the RP. Secondary
outcomes included the presence of UT in 3—12 months and >12 months after RP.

The study of databases including Medline, EMBASE and CENTRAL was conducted between January 1990 and June 2022.
The articles about patient- and tumor-related prognostic factors with univariate and multivariate analysis were included. Sur-
gical influencing factors were excluded. Risk of bias (RoB) was assessed using Quality In Prognosis Studies (QUIPS) indica-
tors. A random-effects metaanalysis was performed for all prognostic factors where it was possible.

83 studies (5 randomized controlled trials, 15 prospective, 61 retrospective and 2 case-control studies) which included 55,302
patients were analyzed. The significant prognostic factors for postoperative UI within 3 months after RP were age, membra-
nous urethral length (MUL), prostate gland volume (PGR), and Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI).

The results of the literature analysis indicate that increased age, shorter MUL, greater PGR and higher CCI are the indepen-
dent prognostic factors for urinary incontinence within 3 months after RP. At the same time, all of them, except CCI, are the
prognostically significant factors for the period 3—12 months after surgery.

Increased age, increased prostate volume, shorter membranous urethral length, and lower physical fitness were found to be as-
sociated with worse urinary incontinence during the first 3 months after surgery. During the next 3—12 postoperative months,
all of these factors except the physical fitness remained the prognostic ones.

Keywords: prostate cancer, prostatectomy, urinary incontinence, prognostic factors, membranous urethral length.
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OlIHI/IM 3 OCHOBHUX METO/IiB JIIKyBaHHSI HeMeTacTaThy-
HOTO paky mepeamixyposoi 3ano3u (HPII3) nepmioi
Jinii € pagukaspHa mpoctarektomis (PIT). Herpumamms
ceui (HC) ma cydacHoMy etarti 3aJMIIAETHCA CYTTEBUM
YCKJIQ[IHEHHSIM, 0 TTPU3BOAUTH /10 3HAYHUX CTPAXKAAHb
xBoporo. Yacrora HC npotsirom 12 mic micss onepartii
BiJITOBiTHO /10 TIOKA3HUKIB «() CEPBETOKY» KOJTMBAETHCS Bijl
4% no 31% [1, 11, 13]. HaBenena rereporenticts 4actoTu
TTicIg0nepaniiiHoro HeTPUMAHHS cedi BipoTiZiHO OB’ sI3aHa
3 MHOKUHHUMH TIepeIoTepatiiHuMy, iHTpaomepaltiiHuMI
Ta micasionepaitiitnumu dakropamu [2, 58, 68, 69, 70, 72,
73], mo 3asexkaTh SIK Bil XBOPOTO, TaK i Bi/l piBHA Xipypra
[3, 15, 16]. Ha saJib, chOrojiHi COCTEPIracThesT HEJOCTAT-
HBO ITOBHE PO3YMiHHA 3a3HAUEHNX (DAKTOPIB PU3NKY.

Y cyuacHux ymMoBax JOCTi/KeHHA 3 imenTudikarii ta
KimpkicHoro anamisy (axropis pusuky HC miaTpumyeTs-
cst acouianiero International Consultation on Continence-
Research Society [4] Ta € BaskJIMBOIO MiITPUMKOIO 1IOJIO
OTPUMAaHHS TaPaHTOBAHOI 3rOJM /711 XipypriuyHOro BTPY-
YaHHSI.

[lepBUHHOIO METOIO TIPOBEEHOTO CHUCTEMATUYHOTO
Jocipkennst Oysno izenTudikyBaTH HmamieHT- Ta TyMop-
acorniffoBani mporunocTryHi (haxTopy micasgonepaniitnoro
HC nporsarom 3 mic nicsst PIT st aPI13. Bropunna meta
BKJIIOUQJIA AHAJi3 MPOrHOCTUYHUX (PAKTOPIB IMPOTITOM
3—12 mic ta >12 mic micasg PIL.

36ip pokasis. Orurag 6yJ10 IPOBEJEHO BiAMOBIAHO 10
kpurepiis 3rizno 3 PRISMA-kepisuunrsamu [ 5] ta mpu-
munamu Cochrane-orusizis [6]. ByJio nmpoanasizoBaHo 1y-
6aikanii PubMed and EMBASE 11010 nocTipoctaTuaHoi
inkonTuHentii (I11111) i3 civas 1990 poxy no uepsHst 2022
poky. Byio o6paro 1990 pik, mosask npubIM3HO 3 IIHOTO
nepiojty 1movasia Gijiblll aKTUBHO BIPOBapKyBaTuch PIL.
o ananizy Oyau BKIOYEH] BCi TUIM POOIT, IO €KCKIIIO-
3UBHO BUBYAJIM TMAIIEHT- Ta TYMOP-ACOIiIOBaHi MPOTHOC-
TUYHI (HAKTOPU METOAAMU YHiBapiaHTHOTO Ta MYJIbTHBA-
piaHTHOTO aHaJi3Y.

Kpumepii exniouenns:

o KJIHIYHI JJOCTiPKeH s, O aHami3yBaau (GaKTopu

PUBUKY;

* MIOTEHI[iHI MaTOJIOTIYHI MeXaHi3MH, IO JeKaal B
ocHoBi HC micng sukonanus PlI,;

* {XHill MOXKJIMBUII BIJIMB HA METO/IU Cy4yacHoi Xipyp-
riYHOI KOpeKIlii iHKOHTUHEHTIii.

Kpumepii suxmouenms:

* JIOCJI/KeHHA Ha TBapUHAX;

* KJIiHiYHI BUTIAJKH;

* (bakTOpU PU3UKY, 1110 TTOB’I3aHi 3 XipypriuHuM BTPY-
YaHHSIM;

* cTaTTi, MO AOCHIKYIOTh Harodisiosoriio 106po-
SIKICHO] Tinepriasii mepeaMixypoBoi 3a1031 Ta paKy
IIepeAMIiXypOBOI 3a1031, PE3yJIbTaTH IIPOMEHEBOI Ta
rOPMOHAJILHOI Tepallii paky nepeaMixXypoBoi 3a1031.

Jocaimkerts: 6y0 0OMEKEHO TPYNOI YOJIOBIKIB 3
ricrosioriuHo goBesernm HPII3, skum 6ya Bukonana PII
pisHUMU ocTymaMu (TpaHCIepiTOHeAThHIM, T03a/1yI0H-
HUM, PeTitiyc-36epiraiounm, MpoOMe;KeHHNM ) Ta METOIaMI
(BIAKPUTUM, JIATIAPOCKOIIYHIM, POOOT-aCUCTOBAHUM) He-
3aJIeKHO Bijl BUKOHAHHs a00 HEBUKOHAHHS Ta30BOi JIiM-
onucexirii.

TEMMU

®Daxrop ynepemkenocti (RoB) Busnauanu 3a gornomo-
roto nokasHukis Quality In Prognostic Studies (QUIPS)
[7], six perkomenmoBano Cochrane Prognosis Methods
Group. CynyTHi hakTopH, M0 aHATI3yBAINCh, BKIIOYATT
kainivny crazmito (T), ingexc Tmicona (micst 6iorcii), BiK,
ingexc macu Tiza (BMI), komop6iaHi gaHi Ta an'loBaHTHY
Teparifo. Byso 3actocoBano t-kputepiii CTbiozieHTa 3 Me-
Toi0 orpuMants 95% nosipuoro (/1) ta npeauKTUBHOTO
intepBaniB (II1). Ilicag mepBUHHOTrO TONIYKY MU 3yTIHU-
HUJIACS Ha 74 CTATTSX, MO BiAMIOBIIaTN KPUTEPisIM BKJIIO-
YEHHS Ta BUKJIIOUCHHS.

Cunre3s n0Ka3iB
Xapaxmepucmurxa 00caioxNcens, w0 aHaizye8aIucCy
Cim pisnux BusHauenb HC 3acTocoByBasmmch y panmo-
Mi30BaHUX Ta HEPAH/IOMi30BaHUX JIOCII/PKEHH X, a caMe:
>1 npoknagku,/n y 27 poborax;
>1 IPOKJIAAKU/L — ¥ 25 TOCITIIKEHHSIX;
6y1:[b-911<e MOBIJJOMJIEHHSA OO MiATIKAHHA cedi — y
15 po6orax;
KOMOGIHaIlisT BUKOPUCTAHHSI CEPBETOK Ta JOJAaTKOBA
dikcartis pakry miaTikanHs cevi — y 2 0CTiKEHHSIX;
MUTOMA Bara iHKOHTHHEHTHOI ceui (=1 /1 abo >2—
20 1/n) — y 3 poborax;
BUKOPUCTAHH: 6y,/1b-sn<o'1' IIPOTEKLII Bifi iHKOHTH-
HeHIlii — y 2 I0CTiIsKeHHAIX;
npoBeieHHsT Xipypriutoro jgikysartss HC — B 1 po6ori.
Po6ot-acucToBaHmii, BIIKPUTUI Ta JAapoOCKOMYHII
jgoctynu Oysm npoaHatizoBani B 42, 21 ta 11 gocipken-
HSX BiIOBITHO.

Pesynavmamu cunme3sy doxasie

Hauienm-acouitiosani npoznocmuuni paxmopu ons HC

Jlanuii miziposin anasisye pesysibTaTi OTEHIHO Talti-
€HT-ACOIIFOBAaHNX TIPOTHOCTUYHUX (DaKTOPIB, PO SIKi MOBi-
JIOMJISLTIOCH HAFOLTBII 4aCTO B ITPEACTABIEHNX JTOCITiKEHHSIX.

Bix

Ycworo 6 crareil OCITiKYBaIU, YU IiiCHO BiK BILIHU-
Bae na BunukHenns HC micasa PII. Binbnricts aBTOpiB
[IPOBOJIUJIN YHiBapiaHTHUI Ta MyJIbTUBapiaHTHUI aHaJi3
MIPOTHOCTUYHMX (DAKTOPIB, MO CIPUYNHIOBAH TTiCJIS0Te-
paniiine HC. Ha mincrasi mysbTHBapianTHOTO aHamlisy
(MBA) 6, 5 Ta 4 gocisKeHHsT BUBYAJIU POJIb BiKY Ta BU-
nuknennss HC Biamosigno vepes 3, 3—12 Ta >12 mic mic-
gg PII. CymapHa oIliHKa BiJHOIIEHHS MIAHCIB /I BiKy
MoZI0 TopiuHoTo 36imbiments cranoswaa 1,04 (95% /I
1,03-1,05), 1,03 (95% [I: 1,02—1,05) Ta 1,04 (95% /I
1,02—1,07) uepes 3 mic, 3—12 mic Ta >12 mic micasa PII Biz-
noBigHo. [le cBigunTs 11po TE, 1110 Y XBOPUX OinpIT CcTapuio-
o BiKy cIriocTepiraerbes MmiJIBUleHUN pU3MK BUHUKHEHHS
micasionepartiiinoro HC [8, 9, 56, 74].

ABTOpH He BUSIBWUJIN NIOKA3iB TOTO, IO MPOTHOCTHY-
Hui edekT Biky mos’sa3anmii 3 yacom BuHHKHeHHS HC
(p=0,17). Cuix Big3uaunTu, 1Mo 2 AOCTIKEHHS aHATI3Y-
BaJIM BILIMB BiKY, BAKOPUCTOBYIOUM TTOYATKOBE OOMEIKEH-
Hs1 > 65 pokis (cutoff). Byso takox migTBEpIKEHO, 11O
6isTbIIr BiKOBi XBOPi MaJstu GisbImy BipOTiHICTh BAHUKHEH-
g HC micoa PIT [10, 60].

OTtxe, pe3yIbTaTH MeTaaHasi3y 3 PiBHEM /OKa30BOC-
Ti 3 TOKa3aJIu, 10 TMiABUINEHHS BiKy € (JaKTOPOM PUBUKY

HEALTH OF MAN / 3JIOPOB’A YOJIOBIKA « Ne1 (84)/2023
ISSN 2787-7315 (Print) | ISSN 2786-7373 (Online)



AKTYAIJNIbHI

st HC micns PII, He3Bajkaoun Ha METOAMKY BU3HAYECH-
HsI 3a3HAYEHOTO TEPMiHY.

Hosacurna membpanosnoi ypempu

JIBamIaTh [Ba AOCTIKEHHS BUBYAIN B3aEMO3B SI30K
MiK ZI0BKIHOI MeMOpaHo3Hoi yperpu (JIMY) ta micusi-
onepariitnum HC. ¥ 6inbmocri pobit MY BusHavamu
METOJIOM MarHiTHO-pe3onancHoi tomorpadii (MPT) [71].
AMY BusHavasach gK AMCTAHIiST MiK [POCTAaTUYHUM
AIEKCOM Ta TI0YAaTKOBUM BijiiijioM Gyb603HOI yperpu Ta
pocijkyBasack 3a gornomoron T2-weighted MPT B ko-
pOHapHiii Ta cariTajapHill TpoekIiii. 3rifHo 3 pe3yabTara-
MU TIPOBEICHUX JIOCJIiIKeHb, cepenHs [IMY konuBamach
Bim 10,4 MM 10 15,9 mm [8]. Pesysbratu 17 mocmimkeHb
TTPOZIEMOHCTPYBAJH BiHOMeHHS puankiB (BP) uepes 3 Ta
3—12 wmic micag PII Bigmosigno [17-33].

Cymapna ominka Bignomenns manciB (BII) mna
JMY 1upu 36inbiienni Ha 1 mm cranosusia 0,81 (95%
1 0,74-0,88) Ta 0,88 (95% [I: 0,76—0,91) yepes 3 mic
ta 3—12 wmic micaa PII Bigmosinno. Ile minTBepmkyBasio
TOM (hakT, 10 XBOPi 3 6isbir goBroo AMY Maiu MeHIIHA
pusuk Bunnknennd HC micaa PII. Tinbku oxne mocri-
JUKeHHsT Ha TifcTaBi 3actocyBanugd MBA nnsa JIMY mpo-
aHaJi3yBaso Ta MiATBepAUIO 6iJ1bu1y BipOTiIHICTD ITicJI-
onepartiitnoro HC y xBopux 3 6izbin koporkoo MY B
TepMiny >12 mic. Y po6oTi poBeeHo aHasi3 ABox aedi-
HiMi#: strict imkonTUHeHTIii (>0 cepBeTOK//IeHb) Ta COIli-
ampHOi inkonTuHeHtii (>1 cepBetkn/mens) [30]. Buko-
PUCTOBYIOUM MeTa-PerpecCUBHUN aHAII3 JJIST TOCi/KEHb,
10 BUBYAJIK 3HaueHHs [IMY, GyJio BUABJIEHO, 110 BILIUB
JIMY nocTymoBo 3MEHITYEThCsI 3i 301/IbIITIEHHIM Yacy Iic-
ast mposesernst PIT (p=0,02). Kpim Toro, 5 mociimkeHb
npoanasizyBanu [IMY gk kaTeropiliny BeJIMUNHY Ta 3HOB
TR BUCHOBKY, O XBOPi 3 Giztbrroro MY mMamm HuxK-
yuii pusuk HC micosa PII [14, 30-33].

Onne cyyacHe IOCTiPKEHHS BUSBUIIO 3aJIEKHICTD MiK
nporaoctTudHuM epexrom [IMY 3 ananizom mosuitii Besi-
KOYPETPaTbHOTO AaHACTOMO3Y T4 BUHUKHEHHSIM PAHHbOTO
HC nicas pobor-acucrosanoi PII [34].

Ortxe, pesyabTatt MBA Ta MeTa-perpecmBHUX Mo/e-
Jielt 3acBigunim, mo xBopi 3 6inbimoio JIMY mManu 6inbiny
BiporigHicTh KoHTHHEHTIIT Ticas PII nezanexno Bix Bapi-
anty BusHayenHs HC.

Indexc macu mina

Hapasi icHye HesocTaTHBO /aHUX, 1110 aHAJI3YIOTb
3B’s130K Mixk oskupintsim (body mass index [BMI] >30) ta
HC y xBopux micag PII. Ognak octanHiM 9acoMm Jiesiki Xi-
PYpru Bxke HamaraioTbcs BpaxoByBatu BMI sk nporHoc-
TUYHWH (HaKTOP MesKUX XipyprivHuX yCKIATHEHb TTiCJIs
BukonauHst PII [35, 36]. Curij TakosK BifI3HAYNTH, IO CHO-
rOJIHI TaKOK 0OMesKeHa KiJIbKIiCTh POOIT, 110 OKPeMo aHa-
JI3YIOTh B3a€MO3B’SI30K Mi’K PAHHBOIO {HKOHTUHEHITIEIO
(1 mic) ta TpuBasnmu tepminamu HC (24 wmic) 3 ognoro
60ky, Ta BMI micsis PIT — 3 inmoro [37, 38].

Huska aBropiB 3a3Ha4aIOTh, 1110 YOJIOBIKH, SKi CTPasK-
JAI0Th Ha OKUPIHHS, MAlOTh OiJIbLIy BipOTifHICTH pPo3-
Butky HC micst PII. Tle moxe 6yTu ToB’s13aHe 3 GibIin
4aCTOIO HAABHICTIO CUMIITOMIB HIJKHIX C€YOBUX HIIAXIB Y
3a3nadeHoi rpynu xBopux [10-12], soxpema B rpymi xBo-
PHX 3 HAAMIPHOIO MAacoIO Tijia Ta 30iLIbIIEHHAM KUPOBOI
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KJIITKOBUHU B abpoMinanbuiil ginanni. IIpore ocranmi go-
CJT/IKEHHS, 110 TIOB’SI3YI0Th 3aJI€KHICTh MiXK OKUPIiHHSIM
ta HC, moBimoMJistioTs, 1o cymapna ottinka BIII gopisHio-
Basa 1,82 (95% /I1: 0,92—3,58) mist 3 mic micsist omnepartii;
1,92 (95% [1: 0,91-4,06) —mst 3—12 mic Ta 1,49 (95% 11
0,92-3,21) —>12 wmic micas PII [39, 40]. TToxi6Hi pesyib-
Tatu Oysu poJeMOHCTpoBaHi Takoxk y pobori T. Mourao
Ta criiBaBTOpiB [41].

Orike, pe3ysbTaTi MeTaaHaidy Ta OLIbIIOCTI MeTa-
perpecuBHUX Mojiesieli cBiguarn, mo BMI He € cyTTeBUM
dakropom pusuky micasionepariiinoro HC [42—-44].

Ilepedonepayiiini cumnmomu HUNCHIX CCUOBUX ULLSXIB

ByJsio mpoanamizoBaHO 5 JOCTIKEHbD, 1[0 BUKOPHC-
ToByBasn mkanay International Prostate Symptom Score
(IPSS) na Bu3HaYeHHs 3B’A3Ky MiK CUMITOMAMW HUXK-
nix ceyopux nuraxie (CHCIII) Tta micasonepariitioro
HC. Buueno pesynbTatu yHiBapiaHTHOTO aHami3y Ta
MV A. Hapasi touatbcst 1ebatu oo Toro, uu AiicHO Ha-
sprictb CHCII noripirye pe3ysbTaTil micssonepaiiitnoi
korTunenii. Cirij Big3HaunTH, 10 GiIbLUIICTH aBTOPIB He
MiATBEP/IKYIOTh B3AEMO3B sI30K MizK HASBHICTTO TTepeore-
paritinux CHCIII Ta po3BUTKOM TIOCTIIPOCTATEKTOMITHOT
iHKOHTHHEHIIiT B iepii 12 mic micsst onepartii [45—49].

O6’em nepedmixyposoi 3a103u

Byno mpoanarmizoBaHo 5 pobiT, MO AOCTIIKYBaIN
B3aEMO3B'30K Mixk 06’€éMOM IIepeAMiXypoBOi 3aJI031
(OI13) Ta nicasionepariitnum HC. Y pob6oti E. Rajih ta
cmiBasTopis [50] 6ym0 noseneHo, mo edekr posmipy 113
Ha IIOCTIPOCTATEKTOMIYHY KOHTHHEHILIO micjs poboT-
ACUCTOBAHOI orepalii BapioBaB y Pi3HUX JOCJIPKEHHAX.
Y perpocuexrusniit pobori T. A. Skolarus ta cmiBasTo-
piB [52] BiHOBJIEHHSI KOHTHHEHIIIT TIPU BEJTMKNUX PO3Mi-
pax mpocrartu (>100 t) 6ys0 GibIT Wi3HIM TOPIBHSIHO 3
XBOPUMU 3 IePeIMiXypOoBOIO 3aJ103010 MEHIINX PO3MipiB
(<50 r); wacrora 3-micstunoi KoutuHenIii micas PAPII
Gyna 44% Ta 62,2% signosigHo (p=0,03). Bixnaneni pe-
3ysbTaTi GyJm 0OMesKeHi HEBEJMKOK KiJIbKiCTIO XBOPHX
3 BEJTMKUMU PO3MipaMU MIPOCTATU Ta HEJOCTATHIM 4acoM
CTIOCTEPEKEHHS.

Cymapna ominka BIIl y mpoBemenoMmy MmeTaanasmisi
st OII mpotsarom 3 mic, 3—12 mic ta >12 wmic micasa PIT
HaBezieHa B aocaizxenti M. Lardas Ta cnisasropis [51].
Ocrannsg ag 36inpmenns OII3 na 1 mu cranosuna 1,005
(95% [1I: 1,000—1,011), 1,004 (95% /1: 1,000—-1,008) Ta
1,001 (95% [1I: 0,096—1,005) uepes 3 mic, 3—12 mic Ta
>12 wic micag PII Bigmosigno. HaBeneni pesysibratu He
3asnexann Bif yacy mixk PII ta TepMminamm BU3HaueHHSA
HC (p=0,65) a6o BapianTom BusHauenns HC.

Ot:xe, pe3ysIbTaTH MeTa-aHAIi3y Ta MeTa-perpecuBHOI
Mozeati 1oBozistTh, 1o pusuk [IITE HC 36inbimyorses y
XBOPUX 3 BEJIMKUMU PO3MipaMu MpocTatu B mepiri 12 mic
micJtst onepartii [ 53, 54].

Indexc xomopbionocmi Yapavcona

[IpoananizoBano pe3yJbTaTu IPOBENCHHS 8§ MOCIIi-
JUKeHb ingercy komopbignocti Yapascona (IKY) Ta fioro
BBy Ha Ticisionepartiiine HC. MBA g IKY uepes
3 Mic micaa omepartiii mpoBefennit y 4 MOCTiIKEHHSIX.
Cymapna oriaka cranosmaa 1,28 (95% JII: 1,09—1,50).
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[56—-59]. TIpoBemero MBA st xBopux y TicJsioriepa-
nitnomy intepBaii 3—12 mic. 3a ganumu S. J. Jeong,
H. J. Kim, J. H. Kim Ta crmiBaBTopiB [55], iHmekc KOMOp-
Gignocti YapabcoHA € CTATUCTUYHO 3HAYMMUM (hakTo-
pPOM, IO TTOB’sI3aHUH 3 BiTHOBJIEHHIM KOHTUHEHIII{ yepes
12 wmic micas Bukonanust PII. Anasioriuni pani orpuma-
au V. Ficarra, G. Novara ta criBastopu [1]. 3a manmvu
M. Lardas ta ciBaBropis [8], cymapusa ouinka BIII craro-
uita 1,01 (95% /11: 0,59—1,70). Mu 3Haiimiu TiJbKu O/{He
JIOCTi/KenHd, mo ominoBaso poab IKY y BunukHeHH]
HC npu MBA y xBopux >12 mic micsisg onepanii. BIII cta-
nosuio 1,12 (95% /11: 0,79-1,59) [50].

OTke, HE3BAKAIOUH Ha Te, IO JaHi 6y HEZIOCTATHHO
CTATUCTUYHO JIOCTOBIPHUMH, iX CHHTES JI03BOJISIE 3POOUTH
BUCHOBOK, 110 [KY mow’sa3anmuit 3 micasoneparitinum HC
BUKJIIOYHO B 1iepri 3 mic micos PIL

Tymop-acouiiiosari npoenocmunni paxmopu das HC

Janunii nigposisn mijgcyMoBye 3HaUeHHST TYMOP-acolli-
OBaHWX TMPOTHOCTUYHUX (DaKTOPIB, PO SAKi MOBiTOMIIS-
I0Th OCTaHHI JIOCJIi/PKeHHS HalfyacTinre.

Ilepedonepauitinuii npocmam-cneyuyiuviuil anmuzen

Y TpboX OCTIKEHHAX TPOaHaIi30BaHUIl 3B 130K MiX
rnepeonepaiiiiuM  TpocTaT-crenudivHuM  aHTUTEHOM
(ITICA) rta micrsioneparntiitnum HC. ABTopu 3acTocoByBa-
JI METOJIM yHiBapiaHTHOTO aHasmizy Ta MBA.

Pesymbrati random-effects MeTaanasmisy Ta Meta-perpe-
CHBHHUX MoJIeJieli TIPO/IEeMOHCTPYBAJIH, 10 PiBEHb Tepeione-
partitinoro IICA He € cTaTHCTHYHO TOCTOBIPHUM (DaKTOPOM
PUBHKY BUHUKHEHHs micsstonepariiinoro HC [50, 57, 60].

Bionciinuii indexc [iicona.

Byzo nipoanasizoBano 5 pobiT, sIKi OCTIIZKY BT aco-
miamio Mixk iHgexcom licoHa Ta pU3MKOM BUHUKHEHHS
HC mica PII. ABTopu BUKOPHUCTOBYBAJIN METOIHN YHiBapi-
anTHOTO anamisy Ta MBA. Pangom-edextuBuuii MeTa ana-
JIi3 Ta MeTa-perpecuBHA MOJIENIb He BUSIBUJIA CTATUCTUYHO
JIOCTOBIPHOT 3aJI€;KHOCTI MizK TIepeioTiepaliiiHuM iHIeKCOM
[icona ta pusukom HC micsst PIT[50, 57, 60—62].

Kainiuna T-cmadis

Bsaemosp’a30k mixk cT-cTaziero Ta micagonepartiitamm
HC 6yu10 npoananizosano B 7 poborax [50, 57, 60—64].

[Tin wac pocmimkeHHsI 3aCTOCOBYBaJIM YHiBapiaHT-
Huii ananiz abo MBA. Ha migcrasi pangoM-eekTuBHOrO
MeTaaHali3y Ta MeTa-PerpecuBHOi Mojesti 6yro 3po6eHo
BHCHOBOK, 110 ¢ T-CcTafisl He Ma€ CTATUCTHYHO 3HAYYIIIOTO
BBy Ha po3BuTok HC y micisgonepartifinuii nepion mpu
BukoHanHi PII.

Hagezenuil orJyisii cuHTe3yBaB CydacHi J0Ka3u pu-
3uky BunukHenus HC y gosoikis micas PII 3 npuBomy
HEMETACTATUIHOTO PaKy, sIKi MOB's13aHi 6e3mocepesHno 3
XBOPHUM Ta MyXJIMHHUMHU XapakTepuctukamu. llepBunmno
MU IIPOAHaTi3yBaJIN AOCTIKEHH, 1[0 BUKOPUCTOBYBAJIN
MBA Ta cyuacHi pekoMeHAIlii pu OIJIsi/i MPOTHOCTUY-
uux daxropis HC [65]. 3aBasiku joctatHboi KiJbKOCTi
nporaoctTuyHNX (akropis a1 HC, mo nosizomisroTses
B JIiTepaTypi, MM BUKOHAJIM MeTaaHaJIi3 caMe I TUX T10-
Ka3HUKIB, 1110 HalyacTille aHaai3yloTbCsl B HAYKOBUX JI0-
CJT/KEHHSX Ta BKIIOYAIOTHCS B CUCTEMATU30BaHi OTJISAIH.
BpaxoByloun reTeporeHHiCTh JAesTKUX AOCTiIKEeHb, OYII0

TEMMU

3aCTOCOBAHO PaHIOM-eeKTUBHUN Tiaxin. Y pesysbrari
ITPOBE/IEHOTO aHAJi3y /IJII XBOPUX, SKUM BUKOHYBasu PII
SIK IepBUHHe JiikyBaHHs 3 nnpuoay HPII, mu nigreepau-
JIW, 1[0 YOTHUPH TallieHT-acotiioBati (axropu Oysm cra-
THUCTIYHO-IOCTOBipHO OB s13aHi 3 mocTomnepariiinnm HC
He3aJIe’KHO Bijt BUTY H0T0 BUSHAYCHHS.

Bik, sik paninie HeoHOPa30BO TOBIZIOMJISLIIOCH, € BaXK-
smBuM niporHocTnuanM akropom TTITE HC [1]. Tle Gymno
MiZATBEP/KEHO OCTAHHIMU POOOTAMH, 10 aHAJI3YBaJIU Tpe-
JIUKITIO TIOCTTIPOCTATEKTOMIYHOI iHKOHTHHEHTTIT |24, 66, 67].
[IpoBezienuii MeTaaHnami3 3acBilYMB, 1O BiK € BAKINBUM
nporaoctaanM axropom HC nezanexno Bin gacy misk PTI
ta HC Tta Bapiantom BusHauennsi HC. Harmpukuian, cymap-
Ha omninka BIII Biky no pusuky Bunvnkuaernst HC y tepmitu
3—12 mic micas PIT cranosmna 1,03 st mopivyHOro mpupocTy,
M0 O3HavaIo Tanc 36imbientst st HC mpubimsso Ha 3%
KOJKeH ik Ta Ha 15% MpOTSIroM KOJKHIX HACTYITHUX 5 POKIB.

Tumum axropom, 10 OyB acoliioBaHUM i3 craTuc-
TUYHO-3HAUYYIIUM BiJJHOBJIECHHAM KOHTUHEHI] y YOJIOBiKiB
micsst PII, HesasexkHo Bin BapianTy susHauenus HC, 6yia
nepegonepatiitna IMY. ¥V nposeseHoMy MeTaaHasisi cko-
purosana cymapa orinka BIII g IMY ta HC nopisaio-
Baza 0,83 y repminm 3—12 mic micssg onepartii. Ile o3nagaso,
mo manc smenmentss HC 6ys npubausno 17% miist Kox-
Horo 1 mm 36isbiients IMY y 3asnadenuii nepioz. Mera-
PETPECUBHI Pe3yIbTaTH IOBEJIH, 1110 ckopuroBanuii log BITI
st JIMY 1ocTymoBo 3MEHIY€EThCS 31 361IbIITEHHAM Yacy
Mmix Bukonanusm PII ta susnauenrsam HC. ITpote chorom-
Hi € HeJIOCTATHBHO IAHUX 3 Bi[ITOBIIHIM aHAJi30M ITPOTSTOM
MepIoro poky micss onepariii. Harmi pesysbratu momiOHi
JI0 OCTaHHIX JAHUX, IO JOCTIUKYBAJIN IHepeolepariiny
MY sk nporuoctuunuii gaxrop moxo HC [32].

S. F. Mungovan Ta criBaBTOpU TOBiZOMJISIIIH, IO Ce-
pentst [IMY konmBamach Bix 10,4 MM 10 14,5 MM (xoua
iHAMBIIya/IbHI TTOKa3HUKN KOJUBAJIUCH Bif 5 10 34,3 MM).
PesysnbraTil Hamoro AOCTIKEHHS TaKOX MiATPUMYIOTDH
BukopucTtanusa /IMY sk 3MiHHOI BeTMUMHU B PO3BUTKY
MPEAUKTUBHOI MOJEJIi 100 BiIHOBJICHHSA KOHTUHEHILiT
micos PIT [ 24, 66].

Tperiii haxTop, M0 MaB MiATBEPKCHE TPOTHOCTUYHE
3HAYCHHS JJ19 BiTHOBJIEHHS KOHTHHEHIi B meprmi 12 mic
nicist PII, 6ys o6’em mpocratu. Y HPOBEAEHOMY MeTa-
aHasizi cymapsa orinka ckopurosanoro BIII ang kosxHO-
ro 1 mut ipupocry OI13 cranosuna 1,005 st BiporigaocTi
HC npotsirom 3 mic micost PIT ta 1,004 y mepiog 3—12 wmic.
L1i pesy/ibTaTii 03HAYAIOTb, 110 Ha KoxKHi 10 M1 36i/bLIeH-
ust OT13 Biporiauicts BunukHeHHsS HC 36iabITyETHCS Ha
5% y nepii 3 mic micsist P11 ta Ha 4% mpOTSATOM ITOA IBITNX
3—12 mic mics onepartii. OpHaK cJiijy B3STH 10 yBaru, Mo
nporuoctuunuii epext Ol 6yB M0BEAEHMIN AT KITIHIYHO
reTeporeHHol TPYIH, /I SIKOi MPEeJIUKTUBHUI iHTepBaJ
(I1T) Takosx cBiguus, 1o 36iabmenns OII3 Moxe gexoau
aMmentnryBaTé pusnk HC B OKpeMuX MOMyJIAIisgX XBOPHX.
[MToreHmiiHOIO TPUYMHOIO BKa3aHOI reTeporeHHocTi GyJia
papiabenbricts Busnauennst OI13. Ile oGyMoBIeHO THM,
110 OiTBITCTD OCTIKEHD He YTOUHIOBAJIU K caMme IIpo-
BoauIioch oninosannsa OI13.

Huska aBTOpiB HOCHIKYBaI Posib KOMOPOiIHOCTI,
3okpema IKY, y BunukHenni micisionepariiinoro HC.
Hamri pe3ysbraTi HaBOASATH HA yMKY, IO B TIepIi 3 Mic
micast PIT 36imbmienns IKY migsuirye pusuk HC; mpo-
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Te BKaszaHa 3aJIe’KHICTh He IiATBEepKYEThCS B I1epiof
3—12 mic ta >12 mic micag PIL

[Ilo crocyerbca poni iHIMUX TMaIieHT-acOIiHOBAHNX
(haxTopiB, MU He BUABUIN CTATUCTUYHO JTOCTOBIPHUX JI0-
Ka3iB Toro, mo BMI € BaskIuBUM IPEIMKTOPOM TTicJIsione-
paniitnoro HC, sk ronepesiHbo 1moBi/JoMJISLIIOCh aBTOPaMu
B iHmmx orysiziax [1, 45]. Kpim Toro, icHye HegocTaTHBO
JIAHUX CTOCOBHO poJii Gionciitroro ingekcy Iricona ta cT-
crajii, mo6 3poOUTH apryMeHTOBaHUN BUCHOBOK MO0 iX
npornoctuanoro sHadeHus a1 HC. Coin mogatn, mo He
OTPUMAHO CTATUCTUYHO JOCTOBIpHOI acouiamii Mix pis-
"em PSA Ta nicasonepaniiinum HC.

Ortxe, Bik, IMY, OII3 ta IKY € BaknmuBuMu pakto-
pamu crpatudikanii pusuky HC y wuainigaiit mpaxTuii.
[Tpote Heo6XiZHO BpaxoByBaTH i iHII MpeanKTOpn (Ha-
npukian, xipypriuni dakropu) [45, 134]. Takox Bak-
JIMBO 3aCTOCOBYBATU MeTaaHasi3 IHAMBIAYAJIbHUX JaHUX
XBOPHUX 3a/I1 BUPIIICHHSA [MUTAHHSI FeTEPOTEHHOCTI MiXK
JeSIKUMU JIOCJIZKEHHSIMMU.

BUCHOBKUA
PesynbpTaTéi IOTO CHCTEMATH30BAHOTO OIJIALY IIPO-
JIEMOHCTPYBAJIM, IO ISl XBOPUX, SIKMM OyJIO BHKOHAHO

TEMMU

panukanbhy mpoctarekromiio (PII) B sikocti nepBuHHOTrO
METO[y JTiKyBaHH:, OCHOBHUMM (DAKTOPAM, IO BILTUBAJIN
Ha pu3uK po3BuTKy Herpumanus cedi (HC), Oy 36i1b-
[IEHHST BiKY, 3MEHIIEHHS JI0BKUHU MeMOPaHO3HOI ypeTpu
Ta (3 IeBHUM OOMEKEeHHSIM ) GBI 06'EM IIPOCTATH.

ILi pakropu Gysin CTATUCTUYHO JOCTOBIPHO TIOB’s13aHi
3 micasonepariiitnum HC, npunaiivui npotsrom 12 mic
micsis XipypriuHoro BTpydanHs. Bisbin BUcOkuMil iHpexc
komopbigHocti Yapscona OyB acomiiioBaHuil 3 OiTbIIM
pusukom HC, xoua 1ie 6yJ10 11poeMOHCTPOBAHO BUKJIIOY-
1o B niepii 3 mic micssa PILL

BpaxoByioun HenoCTaTHICTh HaBeIEHUX TaHUX, ChO-
TOJTHI HEMOKJIUBO 3POGUTH OCTATOUHI BUCHOBKH TIPO POJIb
Ginciitnoro inmekcy Iimicona, ¢T-crazii ta mkamu IPSS.
Haseneni nani MoxkyTh iHOPMYBaTH KJIiHIIINCTIB Ta XBO-
pUX IIOAO BipOTiHOCTI BUHUKHEHHS IIOCTIPOCTATEKTO-
MIiYHOI iHKOHTUHEHIIiI Ta JOIIOMOI'TH BI/I6paTI/I KOPEKTHUI
METO/I TEPBUHHOTO JIIKYBaHHS, & TAKOK HAZIATH HAITPSIMKHU
MOAJBINTNX HAYKOBUX AocifxeHb. 1le ocobmBo crocy-
€TbCS BUBYEHHSI PO3BUTKY IIPOTHOCTMYHUX MoOjiesieil Ta
HOMOTpaM 3 MeTOI0 OIliHKN abcosmoTHoro pusnky HC mic-
ag PII 3 ypaxyBanusaM iHANBIIyadbHUX XapaKTEPUCTHK
KOHKPETHOI'O XBOPOIO.
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