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CpaBHeHWe pas/iMyHbIX MECTHbIX aHECTETUKOB NPY KOHBEPCUU
anuaypanbHOM aHaNbreaun B pofax B aHeCTE3UI0 NPy KecapeBoMm
ceyvyeHum
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I.Ie][l) HCCJIE€I0BAHUA: OLICHUTD 3(b¢)eKTHBHOCTb TIPUMEHEHNUA PA3JIMYHbIX MECTHBIX aHECTETUKOB IIPU KOHBEPCHUUN BHHﬂypaHLHOﬁ aHaJIbresun BO
Bpemsa qJI/ISI/IOJIOI‘I/I‘IeCKI/IX POZIOB B aHECTE3NIO ITPpU HCOGXOI_[I/IMOCTI/I IKCTPEHHOTO OIIEPATUBHOT'O POJOPA3PETIECHU .

MarepuaJibl 1 METOIBI: IIPOCIIEKTUBHOE PAHIOMU3UPOBAHHOE KCCJle/[0BaHKe. B 3aBUCMOCTH OT MCII0JIb3YeMOr0 MECTHOTO AHECTETHKA NAIlUeHTKU
ObITN pasziesieHbl Ha TpU rpymibl. B 1-if rpymme (n = 49) BBommM 2%-HbIit pacTBOp JnpoKanHa B couetannu ¢ 0,1 Mr agpeHainia, Bo 2-if rpymme
(n = 48) — 0,5%-HbI1il pacTBOp GynuBakanHa, B 3-ii rpymre (7 = 46) — 0,75%-HbIll pacTBOp ponMBaKanHa. B Mcce10BaHuN ONEHUBAIM CKOPOCTh
HACTYIUIEHUsI, YPOBEHD, IUIUTEJIBHOCTH CEHCOMOTOPHOTO BJI0KA, BBIPAsKEHHOCTH GOJIEBOTO CUH/IPOMA, BBISIBUJIN YACTOTY HEYAAYHOU KOHBEPCUU.
PesyabraTel: HeyauHast KoHBepcust B 1-if rpymme 6bima y 16,3% skeniunn, Bo 2-if rpynme — y 14,6%, B 3-it — B 10,9% ciryyaes, B CBSI3U € 4eM TIPO-
BOJIUJIA 06Luy10 anecresuio. Ipu uccseoBaniu 60JI€BOr0 CHHAPOMA MUHUMAJILHASI OIIEHKA 110 BU3yasibHO-anaiorosoi mkaie (BAIID) yepes 3 u
ocJIe oTeparuy OblIa TIPYU TPUMEHEHNH POTMBaKanHa. MaKCHMaIbHO OBICTPBIN CEHCOPHBINA GI0K PA3BIJICS TPH MCIOIb30BAHUH 2%-HOTO pac-
TBOpA JINJIOKAMHA B COYETAHUH ¢ a/ipeHanHoM. HanboJee uIMTeIbHO MOTOPHBIN GJIOK COXPAHSIJICS MOCJIe BBeIeHYsI Oy ITMBaKaWHa, B CBSI3U C 9THM
NAIMEHTKH 2- TPYIIIbI 103/{Hee HAYMHAJIKM aKTUBU3MPOBATHCSI.

BsiBozpl. [Ipumenenne B kauecTBe MeCTHOTO aHecTeTrka (,5%-HOro pacTBopa OylnuBaKarHa [pyi KOHBEPCUH SIIN/LY PATBHON aHAJIbTe3UH B AHECTE3HIO
06ecIeunBaeT 0CTaTOUHbIH YPOBEHb 066300 IMBAHMS, TO3BOJISIOIMH BBIITIOJHUTH XUPYPIUYECKOE BMENIATEIBCTBO, OHAKO COPOBOKAACTCS Hoiee
BBIPaKEHHBIM MOTOPHBIM GJI0KOM, UTO OKa3bIBAET HEraTUBHOE BJIMsHUE HA PAHHIO aKTHBAIIMIO POAUIBLHUI] B IOCJAEONepalioHHOM Ttepuoe. Vc-
nosib3oBatue 0,75%-HOro pacTBOpa poliMBaKanHa THAPOXJIOPH/IA co3AaeT HanboJiee GJaronpusiTHbIE yCJIOBUSI IPU OTIEPATUBHOM POAOPA3PeleHIH,
YTO TIOJTBEPIKAACTCS HU3KUMU OlleHKaMu MHTeHCUBHOCTH 6oJii 110 BAIIT Kak HEMmoCpesacTBEHHO TIepe]] XUPYPrHYeCKUM BMEHIATEIbCTBOM, TaK 1
cIrycTs 3 4 1ocJie onepaiyi, MUHUMAJIbHBIM BpeMeHeM OT MOMEHTa MHAYKI[MH JI0 pa3pe3a KoxkKu, o0ecriedeHneM ajleKBaTHOTO CEHCOPHOTO OJI0Ka,
OTCYTCTBUEM BBIPAKEHHOTO MOTOPHOTO OJIOKA U paHHei akTHBAIEH POIUIIbHHIL.

Kmoueswvie crosa: KecapeBo ceuenue, annypajabiasd aHajibre3dus, KOHBEPCUsd, a1I/lypajibHast aHeCTE3usd, 06e3boBanue
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The objective: to estimate efficiency of local anesthetics in the conversion of epidural analgesia during physiological childbirth into anesthesia
for emergency surgery for delivery.

Subjects and Methods: A randomized prospective study was conducted. The patients were divided into three groups depending on the local
anesthetic being used. In the first group (n = 49), 2% solution of lidocaine was administered in combination with 0.1 mg of adrenaline, in the
second group (n = 48) — 0.5% bupivacaine, in the third group (n = 46) — 0.75% ropivacaine. The study evaluated the onset rate, level, duration of
the sensorimotor block, the severity of the pain syndrome, and revealed the frequency of unsuccessful conversion.

Results: In the 1st group, the conversion was not success in 16.3% of women, in the 2nd group — in 14.6%, and in the 3rd — 10.9% of cases, due
to that general anesthesia was used. When assessing the pain syndrome, the minimum score on the VAS scale 3 hours after surgery was observed with
ropivacaine use. The fastest sensory block developed when using 2% lidocaine solution in combination with adrenaline. The motor block preserved
for the longest time after administration of bupivacaine, in this regard, patients from the 2nd group began to activate later.

Conclusions. The use of 0.5% bupivacaine solution as a local anesthetic during the conversion of epidural analgesia into anesthesia provides a sufficient
level of anesthesia that allows surgical intervention. However it is accompanied by a more pronounced motor block, and it has a negative effect on
the early activation of maternity patients in the postoperative period.

The use of 0.75% solution of ropivacaine hydrochloride provides the most favorable conditions for operative delivery which is confirmed by low estimates
of the intensity of pain on the VAS scale, both immediately before surgery and three hours after surgery, the minimum time from the moment of induction
to the incision of the skin, ensuring adequate sensory block, the absence of pronounced motor block, and early activation of maternity patients.
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IbderTrBHAS aHAJIBIe3US SBISETCS OTHUM U3 KJTIO-
YeBBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB aKTUBHOTO BefleHUs pozioB [14,
16, 17]. [l;1st 06€3601MBaHUsS €CTECTBEHHBIX POIOB BO
BCEM MUPE IMUPOKO UCIIOJIb3YIOT PA3JTUUYHbBIE METO/IU-
KU HeHpOAKCHUATbHON aHATbre3UN, B IEPBYIO OYePEh
MUY paTbHYI0 aHaMbre3nto [17, 39].

[Ipu snuaypanpHOl aHaIbTe3UN BO BpeMs (Hu3mo-
JIOTHYECKUX POJIOB, TIPU HEOOXOAUMOCTH IKCTPEHHOTO
pOZIOpa3peIIeH s Iy TeM KecapeBa cedeHusl, B psijie CITy-
YaeB UCTI0JIb3Y€eTCsT KOHBEPCHST AHAIbTE3MH B AHECTE3HIO
[17,22]. C aT0i 1es1bI0 B paHee yCTAaHOBJIEHHBIN MUY -
PAJILHBIIT KaTeTep BBOST OO 0GHEM BHICOKOKOH-
IEHTPUPOBAHHOTO MECTHOTO aHECTETHKA, a JIJIsST YCUJIe-
Hitst ero atderTa 106aBISIOT ATbIOBAHTHI (OMKapOOHAT
HATPU, aIPEHATINH 1 HADKOTUYECKNE aHATBIeTUKH ),
KOTOpBIE CIIOCOOCTBYIOT GoJiee OBICTPOMY Pa3BUTUIO
cuMmarudeckoit omokanst [9, 11, 17, 34, 40].

Onnako B Poccuiickoit Deneparinv BBeIeHIE HAPKO-
TUYECKUX aHAJIBTETUKOB IIPU MPOBEICHUN HEHPOAKCH-
aJIbHOIT aHecTe3nu He paspelieHo. Kpome atoro, komOu-
HUPOBAHHOE ITPUMEHEHHE JIEKAPCTBEHHBIX IIPEITapaToB B
HKCTPEHHOI CUTYAITN MOKET TPUBECTH K OIMTHOO0THOMY
JIO3UPOBAHMIO JIEKAPCTBEHHBIX CPEJICTB M OTCPOUEHHOMY
BBEZIEHNIO MeCTHOTO aHecTeTuka [ 12, 34].

O dekTUBHOCTH KOHBEPCHU 3MUAYPATBHON
AHAJTBTE3UH B AHECTE3UIO MTOCJIe BBEIEHUSI MECTHOTO
AHECTETUKA B AMUYPAJbHOE MTPOCTPAHCTBO MOKHO
OIIPE/IENIUTh, OIEHUB YPOBEHb CEHCOPHOTO GJIOKA MMy~
TEM HCCJIe[0BaHsE OOJIEBOIT 4y BCTBUTEIHHOCTHU BBIIIIE
Ths— Thg un uyBcTBa X002 Ha yposHe Ths [12, 13,
22, 34]. IIpu OTCYTCTBUM CEHCOPHOTO GJIOKA XUPYPIH-
yecKast aHeCTe3UsT He MOJKET OBITh JOCTUTHYTA, TOITO-
MY B 9TOM CJIy4ae PACCMaTPUBAIOT IeJIeCO0OPa3HOCTD
IIPUMEHEHUS IPYTUX METOJUK HelpoaKCUaIbHOU aHe-
CTEe3WH WU UCTIOJIB30BaHMeE 00IIEH aHEeCTE3 .

KirroueBbiMu (hakTopaMu, OIpeAeIsiioNIuMU BHIOOP
METO/Ia AaHECTE3UN TP HEOOXOAUMOCTH IKCTPEHHOTO
KecapeBa ceueHus BO BpeMs (DU3NO0JOTHYECKUX POJIOB
C IPIMEHEHNEM ATTH/TY PAJTbHOU aHATbIe3UH, IBIISIOTCS
BpeMsi, HeOOXOANMOE JIJIsST Pa3BUTHST CEHCOPHOTO GJI0-
Ka, U CPOYHOCTD OTIEPATUBHOTO POOPA3PENIEHHUSI, YTO
YACTUIHO MOKET OODBSCHUTD KeJaHue OOJIbITMHCTBA
aHECTE3MO0JIOTOB He MAHUITYJINPOBATD AUy PAJIbHBIM
KaTeTepoM, HAIIPIMep TTO/ITSTHYTh CaM KaTeTep, a cpa-
3y TIepeXO/IUTh Ha JPYTHe METObI HEPOAKCHATTBHOM
aHecTe3nu UM obIyio anecresuio [9, 17, 31, 35].

Taonuua 1. XapakTepUCTHKA NAIMEHTOK U ONEPAIMU

Table 1. Characteristics of patients and operations
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[ems nccmenoBanms: o1eHUTH 3G(PEeKTUBHOCTD MTPU-
MEeHEHUS Pa3IMYHBIX MECTHBIX AaHECTETUKOB TIPH KOH-
BEPCHUU 3MUAYPATHHON aHATBTe3UN BO BpeMs (husmo-
JIOTUYECKUX POJIOB B AaHECTE3UIO TIPH HEOOXOANMOCTH
9KCTPEHHOI0 OIIePAaTUBHOIO POAOPA3PelIeHUSI.

MaTepI/IaJIbI U ME€TO/Abl

[IpocnekTuBHOE paHIOMU3UPOBAHHOE HCCJIENO-
BaHue 0100PEHO JIOKAJIbHBIM 9THYECKUM KOMUTETOM
DOTBOY BO «Cankr-IlerepOyprekuii rocyiapcTBeH-
HBIU TeIUaTPUIECKUN MEeIUITNHCKUIN YHUBEPCUTET>
MunucrepcTBa 31paBooxpanenust Poccuiickoii De-
neparuu (Ne 2/19 ot 11.12.2017 1.). O6cenoBano
143 XeHIWHBI, Y KOTOPBIX BO BpeMs (HU3NOTIOTHYE-
CKUX POZOB C I1eJIbI0 06e300IMBAHIS IPUMEHSLIA IIPOJ-
JIEHHYIO 3Ny PajibHYI0 aHajbre3uio. [Ipu namnunu
PETYJISIPHOI POAOBON NEITETPHOCTH B aCENITUYECKUX
YCJOBUSAX MPOBOAUIN IYHKIIMIO U KAaTeTePU3aAIUIO
STM/Y PaJbHOTO MpOCTpaHcTBa Ha yposue L —L,
L,—L,. Yepes 5 MUH TIOCJIe BBEIECHUS TECT-I03bI
(3 M 2%-HOTO pacTBOpa JUAOKaWHA TUIPOXJIOPU-
71a) C TeJbI0 MHAYKIUN aHAJbre3un BBOAUIN 15 Mt
0,125%-10ro pactBopa GylnMBaKawHa IMAPOXJIOPUIA.
B naspHelineM aHAIbre3nIo MOAIEPKUBAJIN TTOCTOSTH-
Holl nHoysueit 0,125%-1oro pactBopa OynuBakanHa
TUApPOXJIOpHIA co ckopocThio 10 M /4. [Ipu nosiBiieHun
6OJIEBBIX OMIYIIEeHUI (OlleHKa MHTEHCUBHOCTH GOJIN
1o BH3yasibHO-anasoroso mkamie (BAIIT) > 40 mm)
nomnosHuTerbHO BBoAman 10 i1 0,125%-Horo pactBopa
OynuBaKanHa THAPOXJIOPH/IA.

[Ipu n3aMeHeHNN aKyNIIePCKON TAKTUKN U HATMINHT
[MOKA3aHWI K AKCTPEHHOMY OIIEPATUBHOMY POIOPa3pe-
HIEHUIO POAUJIbHUIL IEPEBOIUJIYN B OTIEPALIMOHHYIO, T7IE
OCYIIECTBJISIN TPAHC(HOPMAIIIIO AUy PATTbHON aHAIb-
re3uu B aHeCcTe3uio. B 3aBUCUMOCTHU OT UCITIOJIb3YEMOTO
MECTHOTO aHECTETHKA MAIIMEHTKY OBLIH Pa3/ie/IeHbl Ha
Tpu rpynnbl. B 1-it rpymme (n = 49) ¢ 11e1p10 UHAYKITNT
aHeCTe3Uu B MUY PATHHOE TTPOCTPAHCTBO BBOIUIN
20 M1 2%-HOTO pacTBOPA JIMIOKANHA TUAPOXJIOPHUIA B
komGuHaruu ¢ 0,1 Mr ajipeHasTnHa THAPOXIOPHIA, BO
2-ii rpynine (n = 48) ucnosbzosasu 0,5%-Hblil pacTBOP
OynuBakanHa ruapoxaopuaa (20 mir), a B 3-it (n = 46) —
0,75%-HbIil pacTBOP POMMUBaKaWHa THAPOXJIOPU/IA B
o6beme 20,0 mit. XapakTeprucTHKA POSKEHUIT, BKIIOUEH-
HBIX B UCCJIE[IOBaHe, TIpeJcTaBieHa B TabI. 1.

MNMokasarenb 1-arpynna, n =49 2-aArpynna, n = 48 3-A rpynna, n = 46
Bospacr, net 25,6 +£5,4 28,0+6,2 25,7+4,1
Macca Tena, Kr 73,3+10,7 71,6+12,7 73,0+ 10,2
PocT, cm 159,3+5,6 157,0+ 7,1 159,3+5,3
CpoK rectauuu, Hega, 39,3+1,7 38,9+1,7 39,6+1,5
AnnTenbHOCTbL onepaummn, MiH 46,6 + 8,1 472+7,.2 50,7+7,7
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Craructryecky 3HAUUMBIX Pa3Inyuil MeX/Y TPYTI-
MIaMU TI0 BO3PACTY, aHTPOTIOMETPUYECKIM TTOKA3aTeIsIM
POXKEHUIL, CPOKY reCTalilul 1 AJIMTEJIbHOCTU OII€EPATUB-
HOTO BMEIIATeThCTBA HE OTMEYEHO.

Kpumepuu exmouenus: 1) Bo3pact poskeHul 60bie
18 seT; 2) olieHKa COCTOSTHUS 3MOPOBBSA TIO TTKaie ASA,
cootBerctBylomas I-11I kmaccy; 3) orcyTcTBHE TICHXT-
YeCKUX PaCCTPONCTB; 4) OTCYTCTBUE ANTEPTUIECKUX
peaknuii Ha MeCTHBIE aHECTETUKH.

Kpumepuu ucknouenusi: 1) TsizKeible COMaTUYECKHE
3a00JIeBaHs; 2) HEPBHO-TICUXUYECKIE PACCTPOMCTBA,;
3) rHoitHO-cenTIYecKre 3a60IeBaHus; 4 ) aJlJIeprist Ha
MECTHBIE AaHECTETHKH; J) KOATyJIomaTus; 6) Teparmst
CUCTEMHBIMU aHTUKOATYJIAHTAMU.

VHTEeHCUBHOCTH GOJIM OMEHWBAIU C TTOMOMIHIO
100-6ammbnoit BAIIL, mist olleHKW CTEEHU BbIpa-
JKEHHOCTH MOTOPHOTO GJIOKA MCIIOJIH30BAIHU MIKATY
Bromage (ka)xaprii yac Ha TPOTSIKEHUU BCETO BpeMe-
HU 06e300JIMBaHS ), CCHCOPHBIIT OJIOK OIIEHUBAIN 110
XO0JI0JIOBOIA TIpobe.

CraTtucTndecknii aHaJIN3 MPOBOJUIN CPEACTBAMU
nporpamMmuoro naketa Cratuctuka 12.0. I'paduye-
CKUiT MaTepyaJs MOATOTOBJIEH ¢ TIOMOIIBIO OMOIHOTEK
OTKPBITOM mporpaMmHOil cpeasl R. [[ns cpaBHeHUsS
CPeIHUX 3HAYeHU ABYX PYIII UCIOIb30BAIN t-KpH-
tepuit Ctbiozierta. B ciryuae cpaBHenust 6osee IByX
TPy MpUMeHsN aucrepcnonHbi anamm3 ANOVA, a
3ateM st post-hoc-anainsa — MOMApHBIX CPABHEHUT
uctionbzoBanu tect Tohioku (Tukey HSD Test).

PeSyJI])TaTI)I HCCJI€J0BaHUA

B 1-it rpymme, /e ¢ 117610 KOHBEPCUU AUy PATTh-
HOW aHAJIbTE€3WH B AaHECTE3UIO UCTTOTb30BATHN 2 %-HbIN
PacTBOp JIUAOKAWHA THIPOXJIOPUIA C AIPEHATIUHOM, Y
8 (16,3%) KeHIIUH KecapeBO ceueHue MPOBOIUIN B
YCJIOBUSIX 001l aHECTE3UH B CBSI3U € TeM, 4To y 1 ma-
[IMEHTKI CEHCOPHBII OJIOK HE Pa3BUJICS, 8 Y OCTAIbHBIX
aHecresust OblIa HeaekBaTHOM (puc. 1). Bo 2-ii rpyre,
rie npuMensii 0,5%-Hblil pacTBOp OylnMBaKanHa I'u-
JNPOXJIOPHA, HeafeKBaTHOe 06e300auBanue, moTpebo-
BaBlIlee MPOBEIEHNST 00IIIei aHeCTe3 M , ObLIO OTMEYEHO
y 7 (14,6%) poskenutr, TOCKOJIbKY B 1 ciryuae cencop-
HBII OJIOK He PasBUJICS, y 3 JKEHIIUH OH OBLI HE0CTa-
TOYHBIM, a 3 TAIIMEHTKN BO BPEMsI OTlepaIlfy TIPeIbsIB-
JISLTH Kasto0bl Ha BhIpasKeHHYI0 60Jib. B rpyre, e ¢
1eJIbI0 KOHBEpCHY anecte3nn npumensiim 0,75%-Hblii
pacTBOp ponMBaKawmHa TUAPOXJIOPU/IA, JUTIb Y 4 13

Taonuua 2. [Ilunamuka uaTeHcuBHOCTH GO 10 BAIII
Table 2. Changes of pain intensity according to VAS

or 16,3

or 14,6
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12 10,9
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1-a rpynna 2-arpynna 3-arpynna
Puc. 1. /lons nauuenmox ¢ Headexeammotl
AMUOYPANLHOU anecmesue

Fig. 1. Proportion of patients with inadequate epidural anesthesia

46 JKEHIUH CEHCOPHBINA OJIOK ObLI HEJOCTATOYHO a(h-
(GeKTUBHBIM U TOJBKO 1 TMammeHTKa BO BpeMs oTepa-
UM TTPeIbsIBIIsiIa )Ka00bl Ha cuiibHble 6o (10,9%),
B CBSI3U C YeM HTUM TIAIIMEHTKAM TIPOBOUIIN OOIILYIO
AHECTEe3UIO.

Ornenka nHTEHCUBHOCTH 60J1H 110 1iKasie BAIIT mpu-
BeeHa B Ta0ur. 2.

Kaxk nokaszano B TabJ1. 2, B HaYaJie poJ0BOM JesITelib-
HOCTH, JI0 TIPOBEJIEHNUS AMU/YPATbHOM aHAIbTE3NH, Y
BCEX POKEHUI] NMEJIa MECTO BbIPasKeHHast 00JIb, MHTEH-
cuBHOCTB KoTopoii mo BAIII cocrasiisizia 6osee 80 Gas-
JIOB, 4TO SIBUJIOCH OCHOBaHUEM JIJIs TPOBEIEHsT 00e3-
GOJIMBAHNST, CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAUMMBIX PA3IMIHil 1O
CTETIeHU €€ BBIPA)KEHHOCTH MEK/IY TPYIaMH He OBLIO.
MesKrpyTmoBbie 3HAUNMBbIE PA3IUYHUS OTIEHKH OOJIH 110
BAII otMedens! mepesi XUPYPTUIECKUM BMeEIIATEIb-
cTBOM, uepe3 1 u 3 4 mocie onepanuu. MuHIMaTbHAST
olleHKa MHTeHCuBHOCTH 6o 1o mkaae BAII yepes
34 110cJI€e oTeparui ObLIa XapaKTepHa 15T POMIBHUIL
3-1i TPYIIIIBI, T/Ie UCTTOIb30BAJIM PACTBOP POMUBAKANHA
TUIPOXJIOPHIA.

Crerenb BBIPaKEHHOCTH MOTOPHOTO OJIOKA 110 TIKa-
sie Bromage mpeacrasiena B TabJ1. 3.

Jlo Xupyprudeckoro BMenaTebCTBa OTMEYIIUCH CY-
IeCTBEHHbIE PA3JINYVS B CTENIEHH BHIPA)KEHHOCTH MO-
TOPHOTO GJIOKA MEKTY MaIeHTKaMu 3-if u 1-2-it rpymir.
MuHuMaIbHAS CTETeHb BBIPAKEHHOCTH OTMEYAIach ¥
pokenui 3-it rpynmbt: y 20 (43,5%) TaliueHToK MOTOp-
HbIT 610K cooTBeTcTBOBAJ 1 Gasuty 1o mikasie Bromage,
TOTJIa KaK NMPU MPUMEHEHUN PACTBOPA JUIOKANHA C
a[PEeHAIMHOM U GyNUBaKawHa Y MOIABJISIIOIIET0 O0JIb-
nImHCTBA nanueHTok (81,6 u 75% cOOTBETCTBEHHO)
nepe;; oreparueil UMeJl MECTO BbIPAKEHHBIN MOTOP-

AHanuns post-hoc

BALLI 1-a rpynna 2-A rpynna 3-A rpynna P (ANOVA)

p(1-2) p(1-3) p (2-3)
0o 9A 90,0+1,8 88,9+1,9 86,7+29 0,18 - - -
Mepepg onepauuen 14,4+1,5 13,2+3,4 18,7 £ 3,7 0,001 0,318 0,06 <0,001
Yepes 14 15,5+0,5 15,3+2,4 16,5+2,5 0,04 0,065 0,97 0,108
Yepes 24 22,3+0,6 232+25 22,1+3,4 0,08 - - -
Yepe3 34 52,0+12,3 65,4+4,4 37,8+21,0 <0,001 < 0,001 < 0,001 < 0,001
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Ta6auua 3. CreneHp BIPask€HHOCTH MOTOPHOTO 0JI0Ka 1o mkaxe Bromage

Table 3. The severity of motor block measured by the Bromage scale

Yurcno nauneHToK
Mepepn
- Bromage (1 6as1n) Bromage (2 6anna) Bromage (3 6an1na) BCEro

onepauuen

a6c. % a6ce. % a6ce. % a6ce. %
1-Aa rpynna 0 0,0 9 18,4 40 81,6 49 100
2-A rpynna 0 0,0 12 25,0 36 75,0 48 100
3-a rpynna 20 43,5 26 56,5 0 0 46 100
Bcero 20 13,9 47 32,9 76 53,1 143 100

HBII OJIOK, COOTBETCTBYOMIMI 3 Gasiam. Y maiueH-
TOK 3-i TPYIIIIbI BBIPAsKEHHBI MOTOPHBIT GJIOK TIepes
omeparnueil oTcyTcTBoBal, y 26 (56,5%) poxeHui
olleHKa 110 ImKasie Bromage cooTBeTcTBOBasa 2 Oaj-
gam (p < 0,05).

Bpemst akTMBU3AINY MAIIMEHTOK B ITOCTEOTIEPAITOH-
HOM TIepUO/I€ B 3aBUCUMOCTHU OT METOJIUKU KOHBEPCUM

SHI/IZ[ypaJIbHOfI aHaJIbI€3n1 B aHECTE3UIO IIpUBEACHA B
TabI. 4.

Kaxk noxaszano B tabi1. 4, BpeMs1 Havyajia OlepaLuy He
Pas3JIMyaIoCh IPY BBEJIEHUHU B ITH/LyPAIbHOE ITPOCTPAH-
CTBO 2%-HOr0 PacTBOpa JUAOKANHA C a[PEHAIHOM U
pomnuBakanHa 1 coctasuyio 18,5 £ 1,6 u 17,7 + 1,3 mun
COOTBETCTBEHHO, a HpI/I BBEICHUU 6yHI/IBaKaI/IHa -

Ta6.71u14a 4. ,HI/IHaMI/IKa BPpEMEHHU aKTUBU3allUU B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT METO/IUKH aHECTE3UU

Table 4. Changes of activation time depending on the anesthesia method

Mokasartenb 1-arpynna, n = 49 2-arpynna, n = 48 3-Arpynna, n = 46
Bpewms oT MHAYKLMK aHecTe3nu Ao pa3pesa, MUH 18,5+ 1,6' 20,9+1,3 17,7 +1,3°
[AN1MTeNbHOCTb MOTOPHOro 610Ka, MUH 163,5 + 15,8' 212,4 + 20,02 161,1+ 16,6
B03MOXHOCTb CUAETb, Y 3,8+0,7' 6,4 + 0,62 3,7+0,6
B03MOXHOCTb CAMOCTOATENIbHO XOAUTb, Y 7,8+0,9 8,8+1,12 8,0+0,8

IIpumeuanue: 1 — pa3inuus CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMBI MEKY 1-i1 U 2-1i Tpy1IiaMu; 2 — pasinyus J0CTOBEPHBI MEKLY

2-it v 3-11 rpynnamu; 3 — pa3myus 10CTOBEPHBI Mexky 1-if u 3-ii rpynmamu

20,9 + 1,3, uto 66110 cTaTEcTHYeCKK 3HAYUMO (p < 0,05).
AHajioruyHast TEHIEHITUS TIPOCTIEXKUBAJIACH TP OIIEHKE
JUTUTEJIBHOCTH MOTOPHOTO GJIOKA, YTO MO3BOJIUIIO JKEH-
muHaM 1-if 1 3-if rpyi 6oJiee paHO aKTHBU3UPOBATHCSI.

C moOMOIITbI0 TUCTIEPCUOHHOTO aHAJIN3a YCTAaHOBJIE-
HO, 4TO MaKCUMaJIbHO OBICTPOE Pa3BUTHE CEHCOPHOTO
6JIOKa UMEJIO MECTO TTPH UCIIOJIb30BaHUK 2%-HOTO pac-
TBOpA JTUAOKANHA TUAIPOXJIOPHUIA B COUETAHUH C aJipe-
HasmHOM (puc. 2). CTaTUCTHYeCKN 3HAYMMble Pa3Jin-
YKsl 110 BPEMEHM HACTYIJIEHUS] CEHCOPHOTO OJI0Ka, a
TaK)Ke BpeEMEHU OT MOMEHTA BBEJIEHUSI MECTHOIO aHe-
CTeTHKa B 3MHUIypajibHOE TTPOCTPAHCTBO 0 HAYasa

22 b —_— 40

20F — s
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20-—:_@

Ha Koxe, MUH

Bpewms ceHcopHoro 610Ka, MUH
Bpewms oT nHAYyKLMK A0 paspesa

pynna

Puc. 2. /Tunamuxa nacmynienus CeHcOpHOzo O0Ka
Fig. 2. Changes in sensory block onset
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oTIepaIy OTMEYIINCh MEXK Ty TanrenTkamMu 1—2-it u
2-3-# rpymmn (p < 0,01). CraTucTdecku 3HaYNMbIE
PasJIMUKst IO BPEMEHH PA3BUTHsI CEHCOPHOTO GJIOKA 1
Hayasa orepannuy MesKIy poskeHutiamu 1-i n 3-1 rpymnmn
orcyTcrBoBaiu (p > 0,05). lunamuka perpecca 610Ka
mpesicTaBIeHa Ha puUC. 3.

O6cyxaenne

KouBepcus smuaypaabHOM aHATBTE3WH POIOB B aHe-
CTE3UIO IIpU H€O6XOI[I/IMOCTI/I BBIITIOJIHEHUA 9KCTPEHHO-
IO KecapeBa CEeYeHUs BO BPEMSI POJIOB IIPE/ICTABJISIETCS
JIOCTATOYHO TIEPCIIEKTUBHON METOAMKOM, OJJHAKO OHA
najexo He Beer/a GpiBaet ycmenrsoi [ 11, 17,22, 29, 40].
B Koponesckom komnemke Benrukobpuranuy canraior
npuemyieMbiM /10 1% HeynayHOW KOHBEPCUU TIPH T1j1a-
HOBOM KECAPEBOM CEUEHWH 1 JI0 5% — TIPU SKCTPEHHOM
[9, 12,17, 22, 28].

[To nanHbBIM psiZia aBTOPOB, YACTOTA HEY/[AYHOU KOH-
BEPCUU SN PAIBHON aHATIBTE3UN B AHECTE3UIO KOJIe-
6aercst ot 0 10 21% [9, 22]. Tlpu HeymayHO KOHBEpCUN
B CBA3U C OTCYTCTBUEM OJHO3HAYHBIX peKOMeHI[aL[I/IfI
0 BBIOOPY METOAUKN aHECTE3UH epe]] aHEeCTEe3N0JI0-
rOM MOJKET BCTaTh CJOKHAs JAMJIeMMa BbIOOpaA OITH-
MaJIbHOTO aHECTE3MOJIOTHIECKOTO 0OecIieYeH st IPU
AKCTPEHHOM OIIepaTUBHOM pojiopaspelineruu. Yaiie
BCEro WCIOJIb3YIOTCsI CJENYION[he BapUAHThI aHe-
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CTE€3UN: MaHUITYJIAIUA WJIN 3aM€Ha IMUAYPaJbHOTO
KareTepa, mpoBeeHe KOMOMHUPOBAHHON CITUHHO-
AMUTYPATHHON WU CIIMHATBLHON aHeCTe3nH, a TaKKe
MHIYKIMS 00111eit anecresun [6, 9].

MHorwue cenuaaucTsl TpU 3KCTPEHHOM KECapeBOM
cedeHnu, 00yCJIOBJIEHHOM BHY TPUYTPOOHO# THITOKCHE
IJI0/1a, MPEAIOYNTAIOT TPOBOAUTEH OOIIYI0 aHecTe-
310 6e3 KaKux-J1100 MOIBITOK PeobpasoBaHmsl SIIU-
JMypasbHON aHajabre3nu B anecte3duio [1, 2, 5, 13, 16,
18, 30, 36]. Takast TakTHKa MOKET ObITH OCHOBaHa Ha
TOM, YTO JIJIsT UHAYKIUHU 001IIell aHecTe3un TpebyeTcst
MCHbIIIE BpEMEHH, YEM /17151 KOHBEPCHUU 3HI/IZ[ypaJIbH0ﬁ
aHasbresaun B anecresuio. E. Palmer et al. (2018) B pe-
TPOCIHEKTUBHOM MUCCJIEIOBAHNU TTPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAIN
3HAYNTEJIHHO MEHBIIUI UHTEPBAJI BDEMEHN OT MOMEHTA
MHYKIIUY JI0 pa3pesa pr 001Iell aHeCTe3 M , KOTOPbIN
coctaBui 6 MUH 110 cpaBHeHnIo ¢ 11 MuH Tipy anHIy-
pampHOI aHecTe3nu [9, 24].

B uccnepoanuu P. H. Pan et al. (2004) npoxemon-
CTPUPOBAHO, 9TO 41% XUPypPrudecKx BMeIIaTeIbCTB
BBITIOJIHEHBI Ha (DOHE SMUAYPATBHON aHECTEe3UN C HC-
M0JIb30BAHUEM PaHee YCTAHOBIEHHOTO ATTH/TY PATBHOTO
Karerepa, B 52% MPUMEHSLIN IPyTHe METOINKY Hepo-
AKCHAJTBHOI aHECTE3UH 1 TOJIBKO B 6,5% moTpeboBaiach
obrmast anectesust |25, 34]. CoracHo pe3yJsbraTam Ha-
rero uccegoBanus, B 10,9% ciyuaes rocJie BBeieHUST
ponvBakanHa pasBuTre 6J0Ka ObLIO HEIOCTATOUHBIM,
4TO TOTPEOOBAJIO TIPOBEIEHUS OMIEPAIIUH B YCJIOBHSIX
o011ieit aHecTe3nu, TIPH TPUMeHEHU Y OyTTBaKaHa — B
14,6%, a 11pu UCIIOJIb30BAHUM JIUJOKAWHA C a/[PEHAIU-
HOM — B 16,3% ciyuaeB. Pe3ysbraThl, MoyueHHbIE B
HACTOSITIIEM UCCIIEIOBAHNH, 3HAYNTENBHO MTPEBBITIAIOT
pexoMeHIa KopoJieBCKOTO KOJLTesKa, 4To, BEpo-
SITHO, OBLIO 00YCJIOBIEHO OTCYTCTBUEM BPEMEHHU JIJIst
pasBuTHs GJIOKA MU MPUHITHN PElieHus: 00 onepa-
TUBHOM POJIOPa3PeNIeHNH B CBSI3K C BHYTPUYTPOOHOI
runokcueil miaonaa. Kpome atoro, Mbl He TTPOBOINIIN
MAaHUITYJIAIUN C STy PaJbHbIM KaTETEPOM U IIPpU HE-
0CTaTo9HO 3 HEKTUBHOM CEHCOPHOM GJIOKE U HAJIH-
YW CUJIHHON 6OJII/I Y POXEHUIIbI CPa3y IIPpUHUMAJIN
perenne 06 WHAYKIUN 00Tl aHeCTE3U.

OmHaKo cjieyeT OTMETHTD, YTO B Psijie CJIydaeB 00-
IIast AHECTE3WsI BO BPEMST POZIOPA3PEIIEHISI MOKET ObITH
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KpaiiHe HeKeJaTeJTbHOU B CBsI3U ¢ GoJiee BBICOKMMU
PUCKaMU JIeTAJbHbBIX UCXO/I0B, aCIUPAIUN JKeJTyI0U-
HOT'O COIEP;KUMOTO, TPYAHOCTEN BO BpeMst HHTYOAI[IH
Tpaxeu, HelpeaHAMEPEHHOTO MHTPAOIIEPAIIMOHHOTO
pOOY KACHNST MaTEPH, THITOTOHMYECKIX /aTOHMYECKIX
MaTOYHBIX KPOBOTEUYEHUH MTPU UCIIOJH30BAHUM HMHIA-
JISIIIMOHHBIX aHECTETUKOB, MOCIEOTIEPAITIOHHON HOJTH,
TOIIHOTHI ¥ PBOTHI [4, 7,9, 10, 15,17,19,21-23, 25, 26,
37]. HetoBoJIbCTBO MaTepu U BbIPasKEHHBINH GOJIEBOI
CHHJIPOM SIBJISTIOTCS BELY UMK IIPUYMHAMU CYAe0HOTO
pa3buparesLCTBa MO TIOBO/LY TPOBEICHUST AHECTE3NH B
akymepckoi mpaktuke [8, 20, 22]. [To atum mpuamHam
yCIENIHasi KOHBEPCUST AUy PATbHON aHATIbIe3Un B
aHEeCTe3UI0 KPUTUYECKH BAXKHA.

Kpowme Toro, o61iiast aHecTe3ust CBsizaHa He TOJIBKO C
PUCKOM OCJIOKHEHWI y MaTePH, HO U C JIeTIpeccueii Ho-
BOPOK/IEHHBIX, COMTPOBOKIATONIENCS HUSKMMU OTIEHKA-
M 110 TIIKaJie Arrap, HeoOXOANMOCTHIO KCKYCCTBEHHON
BEHTUJISIIIUU JIETKUX U JJTATEJbHBIM JIEUeHUEM B HEO-
HaTaJbHBIX OT/EJEHUSIX PeaHUMAI[UN ¥ MHTEHCUBHOM
Tepamnuu [3, 9, 24, 38].

K mpenukropam Heyzau TpaHchoOpMaiuu MULY-
PaJbHON aHAJIBIe3UN B aHECTE3WI0 OTHOCST TTOTPED-
HOCTH B 0OJIBIIIOM KOJIMUYECTBE He3allJIaHUPOBAHHBIX
GOJIIOCOB MECTHOTO aHEeCTETHKA TIPH 06e300JINBAHUT
(hu3MOJIOTHIECKUX POIOB, BBICOKYIO CTETIEHb CPOYHO-
CTU KecapeBa CeYeHMs], a TaKKe OKa3aHue MeJUIUH-
CKOI1 ITOMOIIIM aHECTE3UOJIOTOM, He UMEIOIUM OIIbI-
Ta POBeJIeHNs aHeCcTe3UN BO BpeMs pofioB [2, 9, 32].
[TpopbiBHAst 60Jb B poIax MOKET OBITh KAK MAPKEPOM
HeahPeKTUBHON MUY PATbHON aHAJNbIe3WH, TaK U
JTMCKOOPAMHIPOBAHHOM POIOBOIA fiesiTesrbHOCTH [9, 27].

B cooTBeTCTBUY € TIOJIy4EHHBIMU PE3YIBTATAMU BO
BCeX I'PYIIAX IMepej orepalueil cTelleHb BhIpaKeH-
Hoctu 60su o BAIIT 6b11a MeHee 20 MM, 4TO I103BO-
JIMJIO HAa4yaTh onepanuio. MUHUMaIbHAS UHTEHCUB-
HOCTb GOJIEBBIX OIIYIIEHHUIT HETIOCPEACTBEHHO Mepe|
XUPYPTUYECKUM BMEINIATETbCTBOM OTMEYATACh MTPU
HCIIOJIb30BAaHUH PACTBOPa OyIMBAKAWHA IHIPOXJIOPHU-
J1a, OZIHAKO yepe3 3 ¥ mocJie onepannuu 6ojee HU3KNE
OIEHKU MHTEHCUBHOCTHU OOJIU OBLIN OTMEYEHBI B TPYII-
e POJIUIBHUIL, T/Ie BO BPeMs POJIOB UCIOJIb30BAIN
PACTBOP PONUBAKAWHA, IPU 9TOM BBIPAXKEHHOCTH U
JUTATEIbHOCTh MOTOPHOTO OJIOKA Y 9TUX MAI[MeHTOK
ObLIM 3HAYUTETTHHO MEHbIIIE, YTO CIIOCOOCTBOBAJIO
6oJiee paHHell aKTUBAIUU TOCJIE XUPYPrHYECKOTO
BMEIIATENbCTBA.

Hairte uccnieoBanue mpoieMOHCTPUPOBAJIO HAJIH-
Y€ 3HAUYNTEJNbHBIX 0COOEHHOCTE TeUeHMsI aHECTE3NN
Y aHAJIBTE3UU MPU UCIIOJIH30BAHUY PA3JIUYHBIX MECT-
HbIX anecteTuKOB. [Ipu BBesienun 0,5%-HOro pacTBopa
OynuBaKanHa rHPOXJIOPHU/IA CEHCOPHDII OJIOK 0CTH-
ran yposHs Th, sHaunTenbHo mosHee o cpaBHEHNIO ¢
0,75%-HbIM PacTBOPOM POTTMBAKAWHA THAPOXJIOPHU/A 1
2%-HBIM PACTBOPOM JIMJIOKANHA B COUETAHUY C a/[peHa-
JINHOM, TIOCJIE BBEJIEHUSI KOTOPBIX BPEMSI HACTYTLIEHUST
ceHCOpHOro 6JioKa 6bLI0 OANHAKOBBIM. CaMblil KOPOT-
KUI EPUOJL TI0CJIe BBEJIEHUS] MECTHOTO aHECTETUKA B
MUY PATbHOE IPOCTPAHCTBO 10 Pa3pe3a ObL IPH MTPH-
MEHEHUU PONMBAKAUHA TU/[POXJIOPU/IA.
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B otsinune ot pesysisratos Haieil paboTsl, J. Morris
et al. mokasanu oTcyTCTBUE Pa3HUIIBI BO BDEMEHU Ha-
CTYILTIEHHS CEHCOPHOTO GJIOKA IPU CPABHEHWHU ITPUMe-
HEeHUsI cMecH 2%-HOTO pacTBOpa JIMJIOKAauHa ¢ ajpeHa-
suaoM 1:200 000 1 0,5%-Horo pacTBopa OyrBakanHa
¢ denranmiom 50 Mxr [ 12, 34]. AHasiornyHbIe TaHHbIE
Obin mostydensr R. D. Sanders et al., kotopsie mpo-
JAEMOHCTPUPOBAJIN OTCYTCTBUE PA3HUIIBI 110 BPEMEHN
HACTYTIEHWST CEHCOPHOTO GJIOKA TP MPUMEHEHUN
0,75%-HOro pacTBopa poIMBaKalHA TUIPOXJIOPHIA
u 0,5%-Horo pactBopa GynuBaKanHa THAPOXJIOPUIA
[33, 34].

B zaksouenue cienyer ckasaTh, YTO KOHBEPCUS
AMUAYPATbHOM aHAJIbre3UN POJIOB Yepe3 eCTeCTBEH-
HbIe POJIOBbIE TIYTH B aHECTE3UIO MPU KECapeBOM ce-
YEHUUN — BECbMa IMEPCIIEKTUBHAA CTPATETUA OTPaHU-
YeHMsI IPUMEHEHNUsT 00TIell aHeCTE3NH B aKYIIEPCTBE.
Broicoknii mokasaTesp yCIenrHoi KOHBEPCUU MOXKET
MPECTaBISATH COOO0I XOPOIITHIA KPUTEPHiT KauecTBa 1
6€30MaCHOCTH OKa3aHWsI MEMITUHCKOI TTOMOTITH.

BriBoaBI

1. YacToTa Hey a4 KOHBEPCUM MUY PATbHON aHATTh-
re3un B aHECTE3UIO MPU HUCIOTb30BAHUM 2%-HOTO

pacTBOpa JuAOKanHa I'mpoXJjaopu/jaa B KOM6I/IHaHI/H/I
¢ 0,1 Mr azpeHanIMHa TUAPOXJIOpUIa coctaBuaa 16,3%,
[pH TpUMeHeHnr Oy TMBaKanHa ruapoxsopuaa — 14,6%
¥ TIPY BBEJIEHUH poTMBaKanHa ruapoxopuaa — 10,9%,
4TO MOTPeOOBAIO TIPUMEHEHMsT 00ITeil AHECTE3 .

2. [IpumeHeHne B KauecTBe MECTHOTO aHECTETUKA
0,5%-H0r0 pacTBopa OynMBaKanHa rHAPOXJIOPHIA TPU
KOHBEPCHUU MULYPATHLHON aHATIbre3WH B AaHECTE3UTO
obecrieunBaeT I0CTaTOUHbIN YPOBEHb 00€300IMBaHMSI,
HOSBOJIHIOH.[I/II?I BBIIIOJTHUTH XUPYPrui€CKOe BMeEIIa-
TEJILCTBO, OJTHAKO COTIPOBOKAAETCST H0JIee BBIPAKEH-
HBIM MOTOPHBIM GJIOKOM, 4TO OKa3bIBa€T HEraTUBHOE
BJIMSTHUE HA PAHHIOIO aKTUBAIIUIO POANJIBHUIL B TTOCJTE-
OTIEPAIHOHHOM TIEPHO/IE.

3. Ucmonp3osanue 0,75%-HOTO pacTBOpa poInBa-
KarHa THAPOXJIOpH/Ia co3aaer Hanbosee OJ1arompu-
STHBIE YCJIOBUS TIPU OTIEPATUBHOM POIOPa3peIieHnH,
4YTO NOATBEPKAACTCA HU3SKUMU OIT€EHKAMU UHTECHCUB-
Hoctu Gouu 1o mkane BAIIl kak HemocpeacTBEHHO
nepes; XUpyprUdeCcKUM BMeEIIaTeTbCTBOM, TaK U CITy-
CTA 3 Y IocJie orepan, MMHUMaJbHbIM BDEMEHEM OT
MOMEHTa HHYKIIUH 10 pa3pesa KOKH, 00ecriedeHneM
aIeKBATHOTO CEHCOPHOTO GJIOKA, OTCYTCTBUEM BbI-
pPakeHHOTO MOTOPHOTO OJIOKA U paHHEl aKTHBAIMel
POAUIBHMUII.
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