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XAPAKTEPUCTHUKA BO3BYIUTEJIEN U OITUMAJIBHASI
IMIIMPUYECKASA AHTUBAKTEPUAJIBHAS TEPAIIUSA
Y BOJIBHBIX OCTPBIM ITAPATIPOKTUTOM

Ceprauxkuii K.W., Hukoabckuii B.U., Kopemnunkosa T.M., [IpocTtouenko O.B.,
I'epacumoB A.B., IlOmanrynosa P.P.
Ienzenckuii 2cocyoapcmeennulil yHugepcumem, Ilensa;

Bormpocs! eueHust 0CTPOro MapanpoKTUTa OCTAIOTCS UPE3BBIYANHO aKTyalbHBIMH. OCTpBIN MapampoKTUT
SIBIISICTCA CaMOM 4acTOM marojorueil B NMpakTUKE HEOTIOKHOW XUPYPrHYECKOH MPOKTOJIOTHH U COCTaBIISCT JIO0
20—40% cpeau NaMEHTOB B CTPYKTYPE MPOKTOJIOTMYECKUX 3a00eBaHUI. AKTyalbHBIM aCIIEKTOM, BIMSIOIUM Ha
HCXOJ JICUCHUSI OOJIBHBIX OCTPHIM MapapOKTUTOM, SBIISieTCS 60ph0a ¢ MPOrpecCHPYIOMNMHI THOIHO-HEKpOTHYe-
CKHMH TIPOLIeCCAMH B KJIETYAaTOUHBIX IIPOCTPAHCTBAX U MOCICONEpallMOHHOI pane. Beero Ha qeueHNHN B OTACICHHN
xononpoxrosoruu [lensenckoit odnacTHoit kuHI4eckoi donpauiel uM. H.H. Byprenko nox Hammm HaOIIoneHHEM
HaxoAmI0Cch 489 OONBHEIX C AMATHO30M OCTPOro Hapanpoktura. [IpoBeneHa onenka 6aKTepHOIOTHIECKOTO METOA
1OCIIe BCKPBITUS MapapeKTaabHBIX a0cIeccoB. BeiiBiens! Hanboaee yacTeie BO3OYAUTENN OCTPOrO MapapoOKTHTA.
Ha ocHOBaHMH NMOJyYCHHBIX JaHHBIX COCTABICHA CXEMa ONTHMAJIBHOIH SMIMPHYCCKONH aHTHOAKTEpHAaIbHOU Te-
panuy OOJNBHBIX OCTPHIMHU HapanpokTHTaMu. ONTHMaIbHOH SMIMPHIECKON aHTHOAKTEpHAIbHOW Tepanuell y ma-
LIHEHTOB C OCTPBIMH ITyOOKHMH MapanpoOKTUTAMU, BEI3BAHHBIMH OaHAIbHOH MHUKPOQIOPOH, SBIIETCS CodeTaHHEe
11e(haNOCTIOPHUHOB 3 TTOKOJICHHUS C aMHHOITMKO3MAAMH 2—3 MOKOJICHHI WM TEHUIMIUTHHAMHA, B TOM YHCJIC U Iie-
PHOIEPAINOHHO, C OCIESAYIOMEeH CMEHOI aHTHOAKTEePHAIBHEIX IIPEapaToB (IIpU HEOOXOAUMOCTH).

KurioueBble ¢/10Ba: 0CTPbIii NAPANPOKTHT, MUKPO(JIOPA, AaHTHOAKTEPHAIBHAS TEPANUS

THE CHARACTERISTICS OF PATHOGENES AND OPTIMAL ANTIBIOTIC

THERAPY IN PATIENTS WITH ACUTE PARAPROCTITIS
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The problem of acute paraproctitis treatment is definitely actual. Acute paraproctitis is the most common
pathology in emergency proctology practice and is about 20-40 % among the patients with proctological diseases.
The struggle with progressive necrotic process in cellular spaces, and postoperative wound is an actual aspect,
influenced on the treatment outcomes in patient with acute paraproctitis. 489 patients with perirectal abscess were
hospitalized in the proctology department of Penza Regional Clinical hospital n.a. N.N. Burdenko. The evaluation
of bacteriological method after opening the paraproctitis was performed. The most common pathogenes of acute
paraproctitis were indentified. The monoculture of microorganisms compared with the mixed bacterial flora is the
most common causes of the perirectal abscess. The sensibility of pathogens to the antibiotics was determined.
Based on the received data the scheme of optimal empiric antibiotic therapy in patients with acute paraproctitis was
developed. The optimal empirical antibiotic therapy in patients with profound perirectal abscess is the 3rd generation
cephalosporin combination with aminoglycosides or penicillins 2—3 generations, with the following change of the
medication (if needed).
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Ocrtpsrii mapanpoktut (OIl) sBusercs ca-
MOM 4acTO# MaTrojoruen B MpakTUKE HEOTIIOXK-
HOU XMPYPru4eCKOi POKTOJIOTUU U COCTABIIS-
et 10 20—40% cpean manueHTOB B CTPYKType
MIPOKTOJIOTHYECKNX 3aboneBanuit [1, 5, 10].
[Ipo6nema neuenns OII ocraeTcs akTyanbHOR
1 B HacTosmIee BpeMs [4], TOCKONBKY 3a0oire-
BaHHUE OXBATHIBAET B OCHOBHOM JIMI] TPYIOCIIO-
coOHOTO BO3pacTta. 3amoznanoe oOparieHue
OonbHBIX ¢ 3amymeHHbiME Qopmamu Ol 3a
MEIMIMHCKON OMOIIBIO U, HEPEIKO, HEBEPHO
BbIOpaHHAast XUPypruyecKasi TAKTHKA 3a4acTyro
IIPUBOIAT K [UINTEIILHBIM CPOKaM HETPYAOCIIO-
COOHOCTH M MHBAJIUJIHOCTH, YTO TUKTYET He-
00X0IMMOCTh 00paIIeH!s TPUCTATHHOTO BHU-

MaHUs Ha 3Ty Tpobnemy [6]. AKTyaabHOCTH
paspabotku BompocoB Jyeuenus OIl ompeme-
JISICTCSl TeM, 4TO 3a00JICBaHUE NPHU aHAdPOO-
HOH STHOJIOTHUH TPOLIECCa OTHOCUTCS K YUCITY
JKU3HEYTPOXKAIOIINX, YPOBEHb JIETATBHOCTH
cocrasisieT 15-40%, a npm reHepamuzanuu
nporecca mocturaet 80% [7, 11, 12]. Bax-
HBIM D5TallOM, BJIMAIOIIHMM Ha HCXOJ JICUCHHUA
oonpabIX OIl, sBIISIETCSt 60pHOa ¢ mporpeccu-
PYIOIIMMH THOWHO-HEKPOTUYECKUMH TpoLec-
caMU B MapapeKTalbHON KIeTdaTke, OO
WHTOKCHKAI[MEeH OpraHn3Ma, MOCTOSIHHOHN Oax-
TEpPUATBFHON 3arpSA3HEHHOCTBIO DPAaHBI, YXYI-
LIAIOIIEeN MpoLecCchl OUMINEHUS THOMHOM mo-
nmocTu u penapauuu [2]. B 210l cBsi3u oqHUM
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W3 aCIMeKTOB YCHENIHOTO XHPYPTHYECKOTO
neuenus OompHBIX OII sBRsSIETCS KOHCEpBa-
TUBHAsi, & UMEHHO «IPUIEIIbHAS» aHTHOAK-
TepUaigbHas TEparus, MPOBOAMMAs B IIOCIE-
OTIEpaIIMOHHOM TIEPHOJIE C YYETOM BBICOKOM
YCTOMYMBOCTH TAaTOT€HHON MHKpPOOHOU (prio-
PBI K aHTHOAKTEpHAITLHBIM IIpETrapaTam.

Lenb ucciienoBaHus — BBISBICHHE BO3-
OynuTeneil MH)EKUMOHHO-TOKCHYECKOTO MPO-
mecca, a TaKke pa3padoTka ONTHUMAaIbHOH
CXEMBI OSMITMPHYECKOW aHTHOAKTEPUAITBHOM
teparuu 111 60mpHBIX OI1.

MarepuaJjibl U METOAbI UCCJIETOBAHUS

Bceero mox HammMm HaOMIONEHHEM B OTICICHUU
kosonpokroyorud Ne 15 TleH3eHckol 007IacTHOM KITH-
Hu4eckoit GompHuibl uM. H.H. Byprenko Haxoammoch
489 6ompHBIX ¢ auarHo3om OIl. M3 obmiero xommyuecTsa
Myx)auH 06110 362 (75 %), xenmmH — 122 (25%). Bos-
pact mamnueHToB kojebaics or 14 mo 83 met. Ilpeo6-
Jaja’dd MalueHThl TpyrocrnocobHoro Bo3pacrta — 84 %
(n =410). Tpaguuuonuno Bce Buasl Ol mo nokanu3anuu
KpOME IOJKOKHO-TIOJICTIM3UCTBIX CUUTAEM TITYOOKHUMH.
PeTpocreKTHBHO HM3y4YeHBI pe3yJbTaThl OaKTepHOIOTH-
YEeCKUX HCCIECJOBAaHUN Ma3KOB M3 IOCJICONEPALUOHHOM
paHsbI ocie BCKphITHs abcuecca y 274 (56 %) 60mbHBIX
OIl. 3abop marepuana CTEPHIBHBIM TAMIIOHOM IPOBO-
JIMJIA KPYTOBBIMH BpalaTeIbHBIMH JIBIDKCHUSMU OT ICH-
Tpa K nepudepun MoBEpXHOCTH paHbl. Marepuan Opaiu
JIBYMsI TAMIIOHAMH, OJMH U3 KOTOPBIX HCHOIB30BAIH IS
MHUKPOCKOIIHH, a APYTOi — Iisl moceBa. [t MUKPOCKO-
MMM U3 MaTepuajga TOTOBHJIM (PUKCHPOBAHHBIA Mas3ok,
OKpallMBalM MO [paMy M HCCIENOBAIM C TOMOLIBIO
MUKpockona. [Ipu oOHapyKeHUH MHUKPOOPTaHU3MOB OT-
Medanu X MOp(OIOTHYECKYIO XapaKTepUCTUKy. Jis mo-
ceBa MaTepuall 3aceBajId Ha YaIlIKy ¢ KPOBSHBIM arapom,
Ha «Cpefy ISl KOHTPOJSI CTEPHIBHOCTH» U CaXapHbIH
OynboH. BbUIO BBIMIONHEHO OmpeneNneHne aHTHOMOTHUKO-
YYBCTBHUTEJIIFHOCTH  BBIICJICHHBIX MHKPOOPTaHU3MOB.
Jlnst onpenieieHust TyBCTBUTEILHOCTH OaKTepHil K aHTH-
MHKPOOHBIM areHTaM B KaueCTBE MCXOIHOTO (CTaHaapT-
HOI0) TecTa MPOBOAMIN MOAU(PUIMPOBAHHBIA METO
IIICKOB, TIpeaniokeHHbI Kupou u bayspom [8]. [Ipu He-
00XOANMOCTH B Ka4€CTBE JOIOIHUTEIEHBIX TECTOB OMpe-
JIeTIeHHs] YyBCTBUTEIFHOCTH K aHTHOAKTEPHAJIbHBIM ITpe-
naparam MpoBOIMIH B-nakTamublii TecT. [Ipi o6paboTke
Pe3yNIbTaToOB MCCIEIOBAHHS WCIONB30BAIH JHIIEH3UOH-
HYyI0 BepcHIO Tporpammsl Statistica 6.0, StatSoftlnc.,
CIIA [3, 9]. [Ipu ucnonb30BaHUU JIFOOBIX CTATUCTHYC-
CKMX METOJOB 3HAUMMBIMH IPUHUMAIH Pa3uuus IpU
3HaueHusAX p < 0,05.

Pe3y.]'leaTI>l HCCJIeA0OBAHUA
U UX 00Cy:KIeHHe

B pesynbrare uccnenoBanusi OakTepuab-
HBIX TIOCEBOB Ma3KOB U3 paH IOCJIE BCKPBITHS
OIl MHUKpPOOpPraHU3MbI B BHJIE MOHOKYJIBTYPBI
BbIIeneHsbl y 239 (87,2 %) OombHBIX. MHUKpPOO-
HBIC aCCOIIMAIMH B BUJIe KOMOWHAIINY JIBYX MHU-
KpOOpraHu3MoB ObuTH BhIZeNeHbI B 23 (8,4 %)
Habmonenusx. B 12 (4,4 %) nabmoneHusx po-
cTa MHKpO(II0phl He 0OHApYKeHO. Pe3ynbrars
OakTepHaIbHBIX IOCEBOB M3 PaH ITOCIIE BCKPHI-
tus OlI ykazansl B Tabm. 1.

Tabauna 1
Pesynbrarel 6akTepranbHBIX IOCEBOB U3 PaH
nociie BCKpoITHs OI1

KonnuecTBo 00JIBHBIX
Pesynbrarsl nocesos
n %
MoHokynbsTypa 239 87,2
CwmenranHas ¢iopa 23 8,4
Pocra He 0OHapyKeHO 12 4.4
Bceero 274 100

TakuMm 06pa3oM, MOHOKYJIETYPbI MUKPOOP-
TaHU3MOB TIPU HCCIIEIOBAHUH OaKTEPUOIOTH-
YECKHUX TOCEBOB U3 paH mociie BCKpbiTHs OI1
BBIJICJISUTH JIOCTOBEPHO dalle, 4eM CMelIaH-
Hy ¢uopy (p <0,05). O6o011ast YUCIO BbI-
JIEJIEHHBIX MHUKpoopranu3moB (285 — 100 %)
B BHJIE MOHOKYJIBTYP M B BHJIE MHUKPOOHBIX
accolManuii, oOlnee KOJIMYECTBO Haubomee
4acTo BBLICISIEMBIX OAaKTEpUH OJHOTO BHJA
u3 Bcex 274 Ma3KkoB TIOCIEONEPAMOHHOMN
panbl ObuiO chenyrommm: E. coli Bbimene-
Ha B 132 (48,2%) cnyuasx, St. epidermidis
B 42 (153%), St aureus B 27 (9,8%),
Enterobacter cloacae B 21 (7,7%),
Enterococcus faecium 8 20 (7,3 %), Oakrepun
pona Proteus B 12 (4,4%), St. saprophyticus
B 8 (2,9%), Citrobacter diversus oOHapyXeH
y 6 (2,2%) 6onbHBIX. Bee ocranbHbie 00HAPY-
JKEHHBbIE MHKPOOPTaHW3MBl OBUIM BBIJEIICHBI
B CIMHUYHBIX CIyYasx U HE MPEJICTABISIIN HH-
Tepeca JUTs 1eJId UCCIIEI0BaHNSI.

VYCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO YacTOTa BBIJCICHUS
E. coli oxazanace nocrosepHo Boiie (p < 0,05)
YaCTOTBHI BBIJCNCHHS OaKTepHid JPYTHX BUIOB.
St. epidermidis n St. aureus 3aHsIN COOTBET-
CTBCHHO BTOPOE W TPEThE MECTa M0 YacTOTe
BBISIBIICHUS cpeu nanuenTos ¢ OI1.

E. coli B 95 (83,3%) ciyuasx okaszayiach
4yBCTBUTEIIbHA K nedrazunumy, y 79 (63,3 %)
OonmpHBIX — K 1edenumy, y 78 (68,5%)
OOJIBHBIX — K HMHIICHEMY, y 69 (60,5%) —
K reHtamuuuHy, y 60(52,6%) 0Ooinb-
HBIX — K Tmumpodrokcanuny, B 60 (52,6 %)
CiIyvasx — K aMUKanuny, y 53 (46,5 %) — k xap-
OeHunILTUHY, y 53 (46,5 %) naiueHToB — K 1ie-
¢dorakcumy, y 39 (34,2%) — K aMOUIWUIMHY
u, HakoHell, B 32 (28,1%) HaOmOACHUSIX —
K MEpOIICHEMY.

St. epidermidis B 34 (81%) cuyua-
X CWJIBHO YYBCTBUTENIEH K OKCHIMJUIMHY,
B 30 (71,4%) — x uedazonuny, B 29 (69%) —
K y3uauny, B 26 (62 %) — k rpmpodaokcaiu-
Hy U B 18 (43 %) — K BAHKOMULIUHY.

St. aureus X TUNPOQIIOKCAIIMHY OKa3all-
Csl YyBCTBHUTENBHBIM B 18 (66,7%) ciydasx,
K IOKCULIMKJIUHY U 1ieazonuny 1o 16 (59,2 %)
HAOJIO/ICHNH, K OKCUIIWIUTHHY — B 14 (51,9 %),
Kk ospurpomununy — y 10 (37%) OonpHBIX
u K Qy3ununy B 8 (29,6 %) coyqasx.
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Enterobacter cloacae oxazancsi 9yBCTBHU-
TEJIeH K CIEAYIOIUM aHTHOAKTepHaIbHBIM
npenaparam: nedrazuaumy — B 17 (81 %),
Kk nedpenumy — B 16 (76,2 %) HaOnrOnCHUSIX,
uegorakcumy — B 17 (81 %) u rearamununy —
B 14 (66,7 %) ciyqasx.

Enterococcus faecium wnanbomee dYacto
OBLIT TyBCTBHUTEIICH K JIOME(IIOKCAITUHY U OCH-
swmeHnnwuInHy (o 12—-60 % nabmroneHwii),
TETPAlMKINHY ¥ BaHKoMHUIMHY (10 8 (40 %)
CITy4aeB KaXIbIi).

AHTHOMOTHKOYYBCTBUTEIHPHOCTh ~ OaKTe-
puil pona Profeus oKa3ajlachb CIEIYIOIIEH:
K [e(pOTaKCHMy YYBCTBHUTEIBHBI MHUKPOOpPTa-
Hu3mbl B 12 (100%) cnyuasx, kK nedrazuau-
My — B 11 (91,7 %), x kapOeHunmMIMHY, uede-
UMY, UIMUTICHEMY U IANPOQIIOKCAIIMHY — TIO
6 (50 %) HaOnroneHn.

St. saprophyticus B 6 (75%) wHabmrone-
HUAX OBUI YyBCTBUTEJIICH K BaHKOMHIIMHY,
B 4 (50%) — kK TMHKOMUIIMHY ¥ QY3UANHY, U 110
3 (37,7%) nabnroneHus: 9YyBCTBUTEIEH K MEPO-
rieHeMy, 1ieazonuny, odokcanuHy, OeH3HIIIIe-
HULWUTAHY, TCHTAMULIUHY ¥ aMUKAIHHY.

Citrobacter diversus B 100 % (n = 6) Ha-
OsrofieHUY ObLT YYBCTBHUTEJICH K Ie(DOTaK-
cumy u nedenumy, B 5 (83,3%) ciuyuasx
K nedTazuauMy, SMHUIHHEMY, T€HTaMHUIHU-
Hy W HetuamuuuHy. B 4 (66,7 %) noceBax
MHUKPOO TIOKa3aJl BBICOKYIO YYBCTBUTEIb-
HOCTh K nmmpoduiokcanuny. OO0o0meHHas
YyBCTBUTEJIBHOCTh HanboJee 4acTo BhIJIEs-
€MBIX MHUKPOOPraHU3MOB K TpynmaMm aHTH-
OakrepuanbHbix npemnapatoB (ABIl) mpen-
CTaBlieHa B TaOI. 2.

IlpoBeneH cTaTUCTUYECKUN aHAJIU3 IO-
JYYEHHBIX JIaHHBIX. BEIsSBICHa Jg0CTOBEp-
HO OoJiee BBIpAKCHHAS! YyBCTBUTEIHHOCTD
BbIICNIEHHBIX E. coli x Tpynne uedanocmno-
PUHOB IO CPAaBHEHMIO C OCTAJIbHBIMU AHTH-
ObakTepuanbHeIMU Tipemaparamu (p < 0,05).
Taxxe BbIsIBJI€HA JOCTOBEPHO Oojee BbI-
paeHHasi 4yBCTBHTEIHLHOCTh BBIJICIEHHBIX
Enterobacter cloacae x rpynne nedanocrno-
PUHOB MO CPaBHEHHUIO C aMUHOTJIIMKO3HIaMU
(p < 0,05). Kpome Toro, BeIsIBIIEHA JOCTOBEP-
HO Oojiee BBIpAXXKEHHAsT YyBCTBUTEIbHOCTD
BBIZICJICHHBIX OaKkTepuit poga Proteus K Tpy-
ne 1nedansocnopuHOB MO CPaBHEHUIO C Kap-
b6anenemamu u propxunononamu (p < 0,05).
Jns mpoBeneHus aHajdu3a CTATHCTHYECKOH
JOCTOBEPHOCTH Pa3IMYUi BBIIIOJIHEHO CpaB-
HEHHUE 0011ero KOJM4eCcTBa BbIICICHHbBIX MU-
KPOOPTaHU3MOB, YYBCTBUTEIBHBIX K I'pYyI-
maM aHTHOMOTHKOB (Tabi. 3).

BrisiBiiena noctoBepHo Oosiee BBIPAKEH-
Hasg YyBCTBHUTENIBHOCTH BBIICJICHHBIX OakTe-
puii K rpynie 1edajocIiopuHOB 110 CPABHEHUIO
C OCTaJbHBIMH ITPOTUBOMHUKPOOHBIMH Cpel-
ctBamu (p <0,05). Taxxke BbIsBIEHA IOCTO-
BEpHO Ooliee BBIpKCHHAsT YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTb
BBIJICTICHHBIX OaKTepHid K rPyIe aMUHOTIIMKO-
3MJ0B 110 CPABHEHHIO C IPYTHMMH aHTHOAKTEpHU-
IBHBIMH TIperaparaM Kpome Ledanocrnopu-
HOB M neHnmmuHOB (p < 0,05). Kpome Toro,
BBISIBJICHA JIOCTOBEPHO OO0JIee BEIpayKCHHAS YYB-
CTBUTEIIBHOCTh BBIACICHHBIX MHKPOOPTaHU3-
MOB K TpyIIe NEHUIWDIMHOB 10 CPaBHEHUIO
C IPYTHMMH aHTUOMOTHKAMH KpoMe Ledanocno-
PUHOB 1 aMHHOTIHKO3H 0B (p < 0,05).

Ta6auna 2
UyBCTBUTENIBHOCTH BBIICTICHHBIX MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB K rpymnmnaM AbII
I'pynnma ABIT| —~ al - ~| ~
2|z 5lz|2lz|lz|2|S g s
&l 28] &8 ¢ Sl E| | & L5
Sl gl |52 22|58 g:
S| 2| E|E|E|E|R| =] 8 8=
S1E| 2| E|2| 82|28 33
HauGonee uacto E % 2|5 & =8| 3 3 o
S
BEIIEIIsIEMast (propa % < 5 é’ 5 A= p= =
. I p1-2,1-3,
E. coli, n 227|110(129| 92 | 60 14, 1-5 < 0,05
St. epidermidis, n 30| — | 183426 — | — |29 ]| — —
St. aureus, n 16 — [ 14 |18 | 16 8 | 10 -
Enterobacter cloacae, n 50| - |14 - | - |- -1-1- p 1-3<0,05
Enterococcus faecium, n — | = 8| = 12| 8| =] = | = -
_ _ _ _ _ p 1_27
Proteus, n 29| 6 121 6 1-5 < 0.05
St. saprophyticus, n 31311233 |-14]4]|- -
Citrobacter diversus, n 175110 -4 |- —-1|—-| - -
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Tabauna 3
UyBCTBUTEIIEHOCTH OOIIETO KOJTMIECTBA
BBIJIETICHHBIX MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB K rpymmam AbIT
J]I_E)e(‘?lz(l)_— Kap6a- I_gﬁf;_ ITenu- f;gg__ Terpa- | Jlunxo- | & | Makpo-
I'pynma ABIT PHHBI TeHe- o - | e | HEKITH- 3aMUHBI mdi (8) JAIBI
(1) MBI (2) 3) HHI (4) ) HBI (6) 7 )
OO01ee xkomnue-
CTBO BBIJICJICHHBIX
MUKPOOPTraHU3MOB, | 372 124 191 255 129 24 4 41 10
qyBCTBUTEIBHBIX
K aHTHOMOTHKAM, 71
p 1-2, 13, 1-4, 1-5, 1-6, 1-7, 1-8, 1-9,
JlocToseproCTE 3-2,3-5,3-6,3-7, 3-8, 3-9,
pasznuuuii, p
4-2,4-3,4-5,4-6,4-7,4-8,4-9 < 0,05

Ha ocHOBaHWMM TIOJNYYEHHBIX JaHHBIX
COCTAaBJICHA CXeMa dMITUPUYECKON aHTHOAK-
TepHaJbHONW Tepanuu, B KOTOPYIO BOILIH
nedanocnopuHel 3 MOKOJIEHUs (Hampumep,
nedrazuauM win 1nedoTakCuM) B codyera-
HUHM C aMUHOIIHMKO3UIAAMH 2—3 IMOKOJIEHUH
(Hampumep, TEHTAMULMH WA aMUKAIHH)
WU TCHUIMWUTMHAMU  (Hampumep, Kap-
OCHUITUIIIINH ).

BoiBoabI

1. MOHOKYJIBTYpBl MUKPOOPTaHHU3MOB, IO
CPaBHEHHIO CO CMEIIaHHON OaKTepHaIbHOM
(opoii, SABISIOTCS HauboJee YacThIMU BO30Y-
qurensvu OI1.

2. IlpuopuTeTHBIM MAaTOreHOM Yy OOJBHBIX
OII sBsiercst KUILIEYHAs aJIOUKa.

3. OnTUManbHON AMIHPUIECKON aHTHOAK-
TE€pUAJIBHON TEpanuell y MalueHTOB C OCTPbI-
MU TIyOOKMMH TapanpOKTUTAaMH, BBI3BaH-
HBIMU OaHaJbHOM MHUKPOQIOPOH, SBIAETCS
couertaHne 1e(daTOCIOPUHOB 3 TOKOJICHUS
C AMHMHONIMKO3UJAaMHU 2—3 MOKOJIEHUH HIIHN
MEHUIWJUIMHAMA B TOM YHCIIe M TIepHOIepa-
LIUOHHO, C NIOCJIEYIOUIE CMEHON ITpenaparoB
(TIpu HEOOXOTUMOCTH).

4. B cinyyae MOAKOKHOM WM MOICIU3U-
croii sokanuzanuu adcrecca npu OII caeny-
€T OTPaHUYUTHCS NIEPUOTIEPAINOHHBIM BBEJIC-
HHEM BBIIIEHA3BAHHBIX AHTHOAKTEPUATHHBIX
IpernapaToB.
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