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TEXHOJIOTHH AHATOMHYECKOH PEKOHCTPYKLHH
NMEPEAHEA KPECTOOBPA3HOH CBSA3KH KOJIEHHOI'O CYCTABA:
BO3MOKHOCTH H INPEUMYLLIECTBA

Pesome

IHeAp — U3yYUTh TEXHOAOTHMU @aHATOMUYECKOU ITAACTUKU IlepepHel kKpecTooOpasHol cBA3KU ([TKC) c ncnoap3oBanuem
nepepHe-MeAUaAbHOI'o apTpockonudeckoro nopta (ITMIT) 1 c aHTerpapHBIM IPOBEeACHHUHEM TPAaHCIIAAHTAaTa, AQTh OIIMCaHUe
1 Hay4YHO-OOOCHOBaHHbIE PEKOMEHAAQIIUH 10 UX KAUHUYEeCKOMY IIPHUMEHEeHUIO.

Marepuan u MeTOABIL. [Ipoanarusuposano 114 onepanuti. B 39 cayuasnx (34,2 %) (la-moarpynia) BEIIOAHEHA IIAACTUKa
gepes I'IMIT, a B 37 (32,5 %) — c aHTerpapHBIM IIPOBeAeHMEM TpaHcIIAaHTaTa (16-moarpynma). Bo 2-i1 rpynme B 38 (33,3 %)
CAy4YasixX BBIIOAHEHA TPaHCTHOWAAbHAsI PeKOHCTPYKITUS.

Pe3yAbTaThl HCCAEAOBAHUS. Y IAIJUEHTOB 1-¥ rpyInbl CTAOUABHOCTL U (DYHKIINS KOAGHHOTO CyCTaBa ObLIAU BHIIIIE, pesKe
HaOAIOAQAM BePTUKAABHOE ITIOAOJKEHHe TPAaHCIIAAHTaTa, ero II0OCAeoIIepallioHHOe pa3pylleHue AN PacliupeHne KOCTHBIX
KaHanoB (p<0,01). Ho nETpaonepaiioOHHOE BpeMs BO 2-U IpyIIle OKa3aAochk MeHsblIe (p<<0,05).

3aKkAw4deHne. «KAHaToMHYecKue» naactuku [MTKC, 1o cpaBHEHUIO C TPAHCTUOMAABHOU TEXHUKOM, IIO3BOASIOT IIOAYUYUTH
OOABIITYIO HAAEKHOCTE B AOCTHU>KEHUN OTAUYHBIX M XOPOIINX PEe3YABTATOB.

KaroueBble caoBa: iepepHsas KpectroobpasHas cBsa3ka ([TKC), amaTromMuueckas mAacTUKa, IIepepHe-MeANarbHBIN ITOPT,
aHTerpapHasa peKoHcTpyKnusa [TKC, TpaHcTuOMarbHAA IIAACTUKA
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TECHNOLOGY OF ANATOMICAL RECONSTRUCTION OF THE ANTERIOR
CRUCIATE LIGAMENT OF THE KNEE JOINT: OPPORTUNITIES AND
BENEFITS

Abstract

The objective is to study the technologies of AM portal ACL-R and antegrade outside-in ACL-R, to give a description and
scientifically grounded recommendations for their clinical application.

Material and method. 114 operations were analyzed. AM portal ACL-R was performed in 39 cases (34.2 %) (1asubgroup) and antegrade
outside-in ACL-R was performed in 37 cases (32.5 %) (1b subgroup).Transtibial ACL-R was performed in 38 cases (33.3 %) (group 2).

Results. In the 1 group, stability and knee function was higher, the vertical graft position, its postoperative destruction or dilatation
of the bone channels was less often observed (p<0.01). Nevertheless, the intraoperative time in the 2nd group was less (p<<0.05).

Conclusions. The anatomical ACL-Rs make possible to obtain greater reliability in achieving excellent and good results
in comparison with the transtibial technique.

Keywords: anterior cruciate ligament (ACL-R), anatomical reconstruction, anterio-medial port (AM), antegrade outside-
in ACL-R, transtibial technique
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BBEJAEHHE

ITpobaeMEL AeueHUs TepepAHEeN HeCTaOUABHOCTH KO-
AEHHOTO CyCTaBa COXPAHSAIOT BLICOKYIO aKTyaAbHOCTh
AASI TPABMaTOAOTOB-OPTOIIEAOB M B HACTOSIIIIee BpeMsl.
OCHOBHBIMU IIPUYMHAMU BHUMaHMS K 3TON ITpoOAeMe
SIBASIFOTCSI POCT YMCAQ ITOCTPAAABIIIMX C Pa3phbIBaMU I1e-
pearelt kpectooOpasHo cBa3kH (ITKC) (a0 200 000 cay-
4yaeB B rop); YBeAMUeHNe XUPYPrudeCcKON aKTUBHOCTH
(A0 65,0—90,0 %); nosIBA€HKE HOBBIX CIIOCOOOB apTpo-
CKOIINYECKOU PEKOHCTPYKIMH 1 (PUKCAITUU TPAHCIIAQH-
taTa [1, 2]. Tak, okoao 10 AeT Ha3zap METOAUKYN PEKOH-
crpykuuu [TKC (PTTKC) paspernanck Ha «M30MeTpude-
CKUe», MAU «TPAHCTUOUAABHBIEY, I «@HATOMUYECKUEe»
[3]. TparcIAaHTAT, YCTAHOBAEHHBIN B XOA€ aHATOMU-
YeCKOU PEKOHCTPYKIIUH, pas3MellaeTcss O0OAee TOpH-
30HTAABHO U ITIOBTOPSET XOA BOAOKOH HaTuBHOU [TKC.
BeappeHHBIN KaHaA B TAKOM CAydae (DOpMHUpPYyeTCs de-
pes nepepHe-MeAHaAbHBIY aPTPOCKOIINMYECKUN AOCTYII
(I'IMIT), mAm yepe3 Hapy>KHBIA MBIIIEAOK OEAPEHHOU
KOCTH B HaIIpaBA€HUHU CHAPY’KU-BOBHYTPS [4, J].

Tpauctubuanbuaga PITKC opuenTHpoBaHa Ha
AOCTHIKEeHHMEe M30MeTPUUECKOI0 ITOAOKEHMS TPaHC-
MAQHTATa. DTO BO3MOKHO IIPU COOCHOM IIPOBEAEHUN
OeApeHHOTO KaHaAa yepes3 OOAbIIeOepIOBLIH [J].

MHOTUMH HCCAEAOBAHUSIMU IIOKA3aHO, YTO IIPU
IIPOYMX PABHBIX YCAOBUAX KaK aHATOMUYECKasd, Tak U
TpaHcTudbuarbHast PTTKC mo3BOASIIOT AOOUTBHCS XOPO-
X PYHKIIUOHAABHBIX PE3YABTATOB AedeHusA. OpHAKO
CpaBHUTeABHAsA 3 PEKTUBHOCTD U TEPCIIEKTUBHOCTh
OTAEABHBIX TeXHOAOTUH NAaacTuku [TKC ocTaroTcs A0
KOHIIa He U3y4eHHBIMHU [0]. Heo6x0oAMMOCTE € cOBpe-
MEeHHBIX IO3UITUH TPOaHAAN3UPOBATh BO3MOKHOCTH 1
IIpeuMylecTBa aHaToMuuecKux TexHororu PITKC u
OIIpeAEeAUAA IeAb HaCTOLIIEro HCCAEAOBAaHHUS.

IleAb ccAepOBaHMS — IPOBECTH CPAaBHUTEABHBIN
aHaAn3 TexHoAoTuM aHatromMudeckou PTTKC, aaTh ux
NIPAKTUYECKYIO XapaKTePUCTUKY U Hay4HO-OOOCHO-

BaHHBIE PEKOMEHAAQNY 110 AUPPEPEHITUPOBAHHOMY
KAWHHUYECKOMY IIPUMEHEHHIO.

MATEPHAJT © METOAbl HCCJIIEAOBAHHA

[MpoanaausupoBaHbel 114  apTpPOCKOIUYECKUX
PITKC ayTOoTpaHCIIAQHTATOM M3 CBSI3KHW HAAKOAEH-
HUKAa C KOCTHBIMU OAoKaMu (BTB), pukcupoBanHbIe
nHTep(dEepeHTHBLIMA BUHTaAMMU.

B 1-ro rpymniny BCCAeAOBAHUS BKAIOUUAU 76 (60,7 %)
TaIlMeHTOB, KOTOPBLIM BBITIOAHSIAM @HaTOMUYECKYTO
naactuky [TKC. I'Tpu satom y 39 (51,3 %) 4eroBeK Oep-
peHHBIN KaHaa popMupoBaru yepes [TMIT (la-moa-
rpymnna), ay 37 (48,7 %) Oblaa TpoOBeAeHa aHTeTpapHas
PTTKC ¢ caMOCTOSITEeABHBIM 3aKAWHUBAHWEM TPaHC-
IIA@HTaTa B OepApeHHOM KaHane (10-moarpymma). Bo
2-10 rpynny (38 HaOAropeHUM, UAU 33,3 %) BKAIOUMAU
MaIMeHTOB IIOCAe TpaHCTHOMarbHOM nAacTuku [TKC.

IManuenTs! 1-# rpynnsl U 26 (68,4 %) 4eroBek 2-U
TPyIIIBIl OIIEPUPOBAAMCEH HaMU B Iepuop ¢ 2010 mo
2016 r. OcTanbHBIE NAIUEHTEL 2-1 IPYNIILI IOAYYUAT
AedeHUe B APYTuX KAMHUKAxX ¢ 2010 mo 2014 r. u He
IPEABSABASIAU JKaAOOBl HA HECTAOUABHOCTD B OIIEPHU-
POBAHHOM CyCTaBe.

[To oAy, Bo3pacTy, MeXaHN3My ¥ XapaKTepy I10-
AY4eHHBIX IOBPEXAEHUH, @ TAK)Ke 10 CPOKaM HaOAFO-
AEHUS IIOCAe Ollepaliy NalfueHTHl 00enX IPyI ObIAU
COTIOCTaBUMEI (Ta0OA. 1).

KoaeHHBIN CyCTaB OLlEHUBAAU KAWMHWYECKHU, PEHT-
TEHOAOTHMYECKH, B TOM YHCAE II0 AQHHBIM MarHUTHO-
pe3oHaHcHON ToMorpaduu (MPT) 1 KOMIIBIOTEPHOU
Tomorpaduu (KT), a ero yHKIINIO N3y4aAl IO IIIKAAAM
Tegner Lysholm Knee Scoring Scale, IKDC 2000, KOOS.

Xupypruueckoe AedeHre NarieHTOB BBITIOAHSIAN
110 CTAHAAPTHOMY IIPOTOKOAY (pHuc. 1).

Y nmanueHTOB la-mOArpynnsl u 2-u rpynnsl BTB
ayTOTpPAHCIAQHTAT (DOPMUPOBAAU U3 CPEAHEH ITOp-
U CBA3KU HAAKOAEHHUMKA IUPUHOU 10 MM U KOCT-

Tabauma 1

CpaBHUTEeAbHAsI XapaKTePUCTUKA rpymnn uccaepoBanus (N=114)

Table 1
Comparative characteristics of study groups (N =114)
[lapamerp 1a (nrzzl;Ta | (n167(161): 37) F(I;lyilgg)Z P p, b,

My>KIUHEL 17 (43,6 %) | 18 (48,6 %) | 15(40,5%) | p=0473 | p=0,382 | p=0,490

JKeHIIuHBL 22(56,4%) | 19(51,4%) | 23(60,5%) | p=0,481 | p=0,408 | p=0,500

CpeaHmY BO3pPacT, AeT 32,1=+1,1 32,7+1,2 31,7+0,6 p=0,597 | p=0,573 | p=0,524

CrnopTuBHas TpaBMa 27(69,3%) | 29(78,4%) | 24(63,2%) | p=0,430 | p=0,337 | p=0,470

ApyTrue MexaHU3MbL TPaBMBbI 12 (30,8 %) 8 (21,6 %) 14 (36,8 %) | p=0,331 | p=0,203 | p=0,432

ConyTcTByIOlLINe IOBPEKACHUS 35(89,7%) | 29(784%) | 31(81,6%) | p=0,409 | p=0,523 | p=0,453
[MTepuopa HaOAIOAEHWS:

A0 3 AeT 38 (97,4 %) 37 (100%) | 38(100%) | p=0,533 | p=0,564 | p=0,532

DO 6 AeT 36 (92,3 %) 37(100%) | 37(974%) | p=0,468 | p=0,532 | p=0,500

[TpuMeuaHue: 30eCh U paree P — COOTHOLIEHHe MeXXAy la- u 10-mopArpynmnamy; p

— COOTHOLIEHUE MEeXAY

1a-TIOArpYTITION U 2-1 IPYIIION; P, — COOTHOIICHHUE MeKAY 10-TIOATPYIIIION 1 2-1 IPYIIION. o kputeputo Fisher rpyn-
1Bl He OTAMYAIOTCS HU II0 OAHOMY U3 ITOKa3aTeAel.
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a 9

Puc. 1. Cxema onepaluii: @ — y naljieHToB la-moArpynne! 1-1 rpynnsl; 6 — y HalMeHTOB 16-IOArpyIIbL
1-# rpynnel; B — y HAIJUEHTOB 2-U IPYIIIEI
Fig. 1. Scheme of operations: a — in patients la subgroup 1 group; 6 — in patients 1b subgroup 1 group;
B — in patients 2 groups

HBIMU OAOKaMM NPSAMOYTOABHOU opMel: 10%x20 —
25%9—10 mm (LLIxAXT).

BeappeHHBIN KaHaA B 1a-TIOATPYIIIE pACCBEPAUBAAN
yeped [IMI1 B 3one nipukpenaenus [TKC, B obracTu
AQTePAABHOTO OU(YPKAIIMOHHOTO I'PeOHS, HUJKE Ad-
TepParbHOTO MEKMBIIIEAKOBOTO I'peOHs, IpU cruda-
HUU B CycTaBe OKoAo 120°.

BoAabl1eOepIlOBEIN KaHAA TAK)Ke OPUEHTUPOBAAU
B 1ieHTpe HaTuBHOU [TKC — HampoTUB 3apHElN Kpe-
CTOOOPA3HOM CBS3KU, AQTEPAABHO OT MEAUAABHOT'O
BO3BBINIEHMS OOABITIEO0EPIIOBOM KOCTH (pHUC. 2).

Y nanueHTOB 2-U IPYNIBI IEPBBIM PAaCCBEPAUBA-
AU OOABIIIEOEPITOBBLIN KaHa A, pa3Melllasi ero B 3apAHen
yacTu MecTa npukpenienus [TKC. Hepes Hero npo-
BOAVAU OEApPEHHBIN HAllPaBUTEAb C OPCETOM 7 MM,
OPUEHTUPYS ero Ha 3aAHe-BHYyTPEeHHEM Kpae HapyK-
HOTO MBIIIeAKa OeAPpeHHOM KOCTHU. B BLIOpaHHOM I10-
AOJKEeHUU (POPMUPOBAAU OEAPEHHBIN KaHaA.

6

Y nanueHToB la-TIOATPYIIBL U 2-1 TP TPAHC-
NIAQHTAT IPOTATUBAAU PETPOTPaAHO, Yepe3 OOAbIIIe-
OeprOBBIM KaHaA U PUKCUPOBAAU B HATIHYTOM IIOAO-
>KeHUU NHTephepeHTHBIMU BUHTAMU.

Y manmeHTOB B 10-TIOArpyIIIEe TPAHCIAQHTAT T'O-
TOBUAW TaKMM 00Opa3oM, YTOOBI KOCTHBIN OAOK M3
OyIprUCcTOCTH OOABIIEOEPIIOBOM KOCTH MMeA Tpalle-
OHEeBUAHYIO (DOPMY, HO3BOASIONIYIO €MY CAMO3aKAU-
HUBAThCA B O€APEeHHOM KaHaAe.

BeapeHHBIN HAlIPaBUTEAD ITOA APTPOCKONINYECKUM
KOHTPOAEM pa3Melllaadl B IleHTpe HaTuBHOU [TKC.
Tpoakap HalmpaBUTeAsI yCTaHABAUBAAU depe3 AOCTYII
1 —1,5cM Ha HaPY>KHOM MBIIIeAKe OeAPEHHON KOCTH,
KIIepeAr U MPOKCHMMAAbHO OT HApPY’KHOM OOKOBOM
CBSI3KH, ¥ B BEIOPAHHOM IIOAOKEHUM CHApPY’KM-BO-
BHYTPb PaCCBEPAUBAAU OeAPEHHBIN KaHAA.

BoabiebeproBbiii KaHaA (OPMUPOBAAU ITO TEXHO-
AOTUH, ONTMCAHHOM AN 1a-TIOATPYIIIIHL.

B

Puc. 2. Otansr pekorcTpykiuu [TKC yepes nepepHe-MeArnarbHEBIN apTPOCKOIIMYECKUH AOCTYIL: ¢ — (POPMUPOBaHUE
OeppeHHOro KaHaaa; 6 — (hopMUpOBaHUe OOABIIIE0EePIIOBOrO KaHaAd; B — BHEIIHUHN BHUA TPAHCIIAGHTATA IIOCAE er0 YCTaHOBKHU
Fig. 2. Stages of ACL reconstruction through anterior-medial arthroscopic access: a — formation of the femoral canal;

6 — formation of the tibial canal; B — external appearance of the graft after its installation
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TpaHCcIIAGHTAT IPOTSATUBAAN B aH-
TerpapHOM HallpaBAEHUM, IIPU IIOMO-
T MOAOTKA ¥ HaOOMHWKA UMTIAKTH-
pOBaAM MPOKCUMAABHBIN KOCTHBIN
OAOK AO IIOAHOTO €TO IOTPY’KeHUS
B OeApeHHBIN KaHaA. TpaHCcIAaHTAT
HATATMBAAU U B OOABIIEOEPIIOBOM
KaHare (PUKCUPOBAAU UHTepde-
PEHTHBIM BUHTOM (pHUC. 3).

IMTocheonepaiioHHOE BepAEHUE U
peabUAMTAIIMIO MAIlMeHTOB IIPOBO-
AUAHU 110 OOBIYHOM MeToAuKe. [Tocae
omepamnuy MalueHTOB HaOAIOAAAU
gepes 1,5; 3; 6 u 12 mecsiies.

Tak>ke OBIAM M3yYE€HBI BPDEMEH-
HBIe 3aTpaThl Ha Ae4eHUe U BOCCTa-
HOBAEHUE IIaIJUeHTOB.

CraTucTuuecKyo 00pabOTKy pe-
3YABTATOB IIPOBOAUAU C IIOMOIIBLIO
nakera mnporpamm «Statistica 5,5»
(StatSoft RUSSIA, AWTIeH3WOHHBIN
Ne AXXR402C295023FAN4).

PE3VYJILTATbI UCCJIEAOBAHHSA
H HUX OBCYXXJEHHE

HccrepoBaHme KAMHUYECKOM 3(PE(HEKTUBHOCTHA
CPaBHUBAEMBIX TEXHOAOTMM IIOKA3aA0, UTO Yy Hallu-
€HTOB 00euX NOATPYII 1-1 IPYIIIEI HepepHe-3aAHAS
U pOTalMOHHAsA CTAaOMABHOCTb KOAEHHOTO CyCTaBa
OKa3aAMCh OAMHAKOBO BLICOKMMU. Y IIAIIMEHTOB 2-U1
IPYIIIBI 3HAYUMO Yallle HaOAIOAQAN HU3KOAMIIAUTYA-

6

Puc. 3. OTansl apTpoCKONMUYECKOM aHTerpapHoM pekoHcTpyKiuu [TKC
Yy HalMeHTOB 16-MoArpynne! 1-1 rpynnsl: a — (popMupoBaHue 6eAPeHHOro KaHa-
Aa B HalIPaBAEHUU «CHAPY’KU-BOBHYTPb»; 6 — aHTerpapHoe nposepeHue BTB-

ayrorpancnaanrara [TKC

Fig. 3. Stages of arthroscopic «outside-in» reconstruction of ACL in patients
of Group 1b subgroup 1: a — formation of the femoral canal in the direction
«outside-in»; 6 — antegrade conduction of the BTB-graft

HYIO IepeAHe-3aAHIOKO (TecT AaxMaHa 1 + AnarsocTu-
poBaru B 42,1 % (p<0,04 u p<0,03 B cpaBHEeHUY C la- u
16-toArpynmnamMu COOTBETCTBEHHO), a2+ — B 23,7 %
(p<0,003 1 p<0,01 coOTBETCTBEHHO)), @ TAK)Ke poTa-
IIMOHHYIO HeCTAOUABHOCTE KOAEHHOTO CyCTaBa (pivot
shift-rect ObIA yMepeHHO BBIpakeHHBIN y 31,6 %
(p<0,0007 B cpaBHenuu c la- u p<0,01 B cpaBHeHUU
¢ 16-moprpynnamu) (Tada. 2).

VY nanueHToB 1-U IPyIIbl KOCTHBIE KaHAABL OBIAT
poBepeHHI B lieHTpax HaTuBHOU [TIKC mau B He-

Tabauma 2
Pe3yAbTaThl N3y4eHNs] KAMHUYECKOM CTAaOMABHOCTA KOA€HHOTO CyCTaBa B rpynmnax
nocae pekoHcTpykiuu ITKC (N=114)
Table 2
The results of studying knee stability in groups after ACL reconstruction (N=114)
I'pynna 1 (n=76) T a2
Teer la(m=39 | 16@®=37 (n=38) P P P2
Ilepegrull BbIgBUXHOU AW UK
0(0—2wmm) 31(79.5%) | 30(81,1%) | 26 (68,4%) | p=0,545 | p=0,400 | p=0,380
1+ (3—5Mm) 7 (17,9 %) 4 (13,3 %) 9(237%) | p=0,331 | p=0,410 | p=0,171
2+ (6—10 Mm) 1 (2,6 %) 0 3(79%) | p=0,519 | p=0,317 | p=0,140
3+ (>10 mMm) 0 0 0 — — —
Tecm Aaxmana
0(1—2mm) 33(846%) | 31(83,8%) | 13(342%) | p=0,555| p<0,01 p<0,01
1+ (3—5Mm) 6 (15,4 %) 5(13,5%) | 16 (42,1 %) | p=0,549 | p<0,04 p<0,03
24+ (6—10 Mm) 0 1(2,7%) 9 (23,7 %) — p<0,003 p<0,01
3+ (>10 Mmm) 0 0 0 — — —
Pivot shift-mecm
0 (He ompepeAasieTcs) 34 (872%) | 33(892%) | 14(36,8%) | p=0,536 | p<0,02 p<0,01
1+ (HeBBIpa’KEHHHBII) 3 (%7 %) 4 (10,8 %) 8(21,1%) | p=0,486 | p=0,129 | p=0,237
2+ (yMepeHHBIH) 2(5.1%) 0 12 (31,6 %) | p=0,273 | p<0,01 p<0,0007
3+ (BBIpa’KeHHBIN) 0 0 4 (10,5 %) — p=0,074 | p=0,074
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MOCPEACTEHHOU OAM30CTH OT HUX. Bo 2-U rpymnme
KOCTHBIE KaHaABl B OCHOBHOM MaccCe AMIIb YaCTUIHO
TIepeKpbIBaAU 30HBI IPUKPENAEHUs CBI3KH U IO-
9TOMY PacCIIOAATAaAUCh AAAEKO B CTOPOHE OT IIeHTPOB
npukpenaenuda [TKC (p<0,0001). I'To sToi npuunte
TPAHCIAQHTAT FOpa3A0 dallle ObIA OPUEHTHPOBAH Bep-
TuKarbHO (p<0,0001), uMeA MpU3HAKM YaCTUUYHOTO
paspyuienus (p<0,0007 1 p<0,0002 coOTBETCTBEHHO),
B TOM 9HCAe C (DOPMUPOBaHMEM CMHAPOMA « LInrAoTIa»
(p<0,006 1pu cpaBHEeHUM C 16-IIOATPYIIION), TIO3TOMY
OH He MOT 00€eCIIeunBaTh AOCTATOUYHYIO POTAIIMOHHYIO
CTaOUABHOCTB KOAEHHOTO CyCTaBa.

Kpowme Toro, y 15,8 % nanueHTOB 2-1 TPYIIIEL alle
HaOAIOAQAU pa3pyllleHue 3aAHel CTeHKY OeAPEHHOTO
KaHaaa (p<0,02 npu cpaBHeHUM C 10-IOATPYIIION),
a TaKJKe II0CAEOIIeparioOHHOe YBEeANUYEeHHE AlaMeTpa
KaHanoB (p<0,01 u p<0,001 prs 6eapentoro, p<0,008
u p<0,001 pArg GOABIIIEOEPITOBOTO COOTBETCTBEHHO),
YTO TAK’KEe OKA3bIBAAO HETATUBHOE BAMSHUE HA COCTO-
sIHMe TPAHCIAQHTAaTa ¥ Ha CTAOUABHOCTH KOAEHHOT'O
cycTrasa (Taba. 3).

[NanyeHTEl ¢ TAaTOAOTMYECKUMU U3MEeHEeHUIMU B
KOAeHHOM cycTaBe (rpymnna C no mkanre IKDC-2000)
IIOCA€e OIlepalluy Yallle BCTPeYaAuCh BO 2-1 Ipylle,
U B CPAaBHEHUU C 10-IIOATPYIIIION 3TO pa3andue OBIAO
3HaUMMBIM (P<0,049).

OyHKIUA KOAEHHOTO cycTaBa ITo Imkare KOSS y
MaMeHTOB O0enX IOATPYNN 1-U rpynnbl 3HAYMMO
He OTAWYaAaCh, OAHAKO B CP@BHEHMH CO 2-1 IPyIIIon
aTOAOTMYECKHUe CUMIITOMEL B 1-11 rpymme BCTpeua-

AUCH 3HAUUMO peske (p<0,05), a ypoOBEHb €)KeAHEBHOM
U CIIOPTUBHOM aKTUBHOCTH, a TAK)Ke KaueCTBO KU3-
HU TAIIMEeHTOB B IleAOM OBIAM BhIIIe (p<0,05, p<0,01
1 p<0,01 cOOTBETCTBEHHO).
Cpeanuii 6arr o Tegner Lysholm Knee Scoring Scale
Y NAIMEeHTOB 00eMX IIOATPYIII 1-1 IPYIIIBI TAKKe OKa-
3aACS CTATUCTUYECKU HEe3HQUMMBIM, HO BEIIIE, YEM BO
2-tirpynne (p<0,051 p<0,01 cooTBeTCTBEHHO) (TaOA. 4).
BMecTe ¢ TeM BpeMs XUPYypPrudyeckoro BMellla-
TEeAbCTBA OKa3an0Ch OoAee IIPOAOAKUTEABHBIMU
B la-moarpynne — 96,2=%1,1 MuH, B TO BpeMs Kak B
16-moarpytiIe oHO cocTtaBmAo 82,1+0,3 muH (p<0,05).
Y nmanuueHTOB 2-1 IPyIIILI BpEeMS Ollepallii OKa3ar0Ch
3HAYMMO MEeHBIIIe, UeM B ITIOATpyIIax lau 16, u cocTa-
BUAO 75,8=+1,6 MmuH (p<0,01 1 p<0,05 COOTBETCTBEHHO).
PeabuauTaniioHHOE AedeHUe, IIEPUOA HETPYAO-
CIIOCOOHOCTH, CPOK BO3BpallleHUs K (PpU3NUeCKUM
Harpys3KaM B OOeHUX ITIOATPYNIAax 1-1 rpymInel HOCUAT
CPEAHIOIO IPOAOAKUTEABHOCTE, HEOOXOAUMYEO IIOCAE
anatomuuyeckoi PITKC, 1 0Ka3aAUCh CTaTUCTUUYECKA
Aydllle, YeM y IallMeHTOB 2-1 rpynnsl (p<0,05).
AHann3 NOAYYEHHBIX Pe3yAbTaTOB, a TaK’Ke AQH-
HBIX COBPEMEHHOU HayYHOU AUTEPATYPHI IOKA3bIBaeT
BBICOKYIO IIepCIIEKTUBHOCTb METOAMK aHATOMIUYECKOMN
anTerpapHoil PTIKC 1 peKOHCTPpYKIIUY IPUMEHEHUEM
IMMIT, rAaBHBIMU IIPEUMYyIIECTBAMM KOTOPHBIX IIEepeA
TPaAUIIMOHHOM B Halllel CTpaHe TPaHCTHOUaALHOU Me-
TOAVMKOU IBASIFOTCS TEXHUYECKAs AOCTYITHOCTD, HAAE K-
HOCTb B AOCTHIKEHUM KOMIIAeKCHOM CTaOMABHOCTH KO-
AeHHOro cycTasa [7, 8]. Kpome Toro, meToprKa aHaTo-

Tadbauima 3
PesyasTaTtsi n3yuenuss MPT KoAeHHOro cycTaBa B rpynnax nocae naacruku ITKC (N=114)
Table 3
Results of the MRI after ACL reconstruction (N=114)
I'pynna 1 (n=76) Ipya 2
r Y 1 2
prsta la(n=39) | 16 (n=37 (n=38) P P P

HeponycTruMoe moaroKeHHe KaHAAOB!

— OGeppeHHOTo 4 (10,3 %) 0 26 (68,4 %) | p=0,780 | p<0,0003 | p<0,0001

— OOABIIIEOEPIIOBOTO 2(5,1%) 2 (54 %) 29 (76,3 %) | p=0,671 | p<0,0001 | p<0,0001

— paspyllleHue 3apAHel CTeHKU 1(2,6 %) 0 6 (15,8 %) p=0,519 | p=0,708 p<0,02

OeApeHHOTO KaHaAa

Pacmnpenne KaHaAOB:

— OGeppeHHOTo 5(128%) | 2(54 %) 17 (44,7 %) | p=0,269 p<0,01 p<0,001

— OOABIIIEOEPIIOBOTO 8(20,5%) | 5(13,5%) | 25(658%) | p=0,353 | p<0,008 p<0,001
BepTukarbHOE TOAOKEHHTE 0 0 31 (81,5 %) - p<0,0001 | p<0,0001
TpaHCIIAQHTaTa
«LJukaom»-cuHAPOM 2 (51 %) 0 8 (21,1 %) p=0,273 | p=0,658 p<0,006
YacTtuuyHoe paspylleHne TpaHcnAaHTtaTa | 2 (5,1 %) 1(2,7%) 18 (47,4 %) | p=0,528 | p<0,0007 | p<0,0002
TToBpeskpeHUE MEHUCKOB (BTOPUYHOE) 2 (54 %) 0 11(289%) | p=0,273 p<0,01 p<0,001
XOHAPOMAAAIUN:

— 0eApeHHO-HAAKOAEHHUKOBOTO 4(103%) | 5(13.5%) | 12(316%) | p=0,484 | p=0,533 p<0,05

cycTaBa

— AATeparbHOTO KOMIIapTMEHTa 0 1(2,7%) 4 (10,5 %) p=0,493 | p=0,067 | p=0,213

— MeAUAaAbHOT'O KOMIIapTMEHTa 6(154%) | 5(13,5%) | 15(39.9%) | p=0,549 | p=0,058 p<0,04
CHUHOBUT 2(5,1%) 1(2,7 %) 12 (31,6 %) | p=0,528 p<0,01 p<0,004
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Tabauma 4

CpaBHUTeABHBIE pe3yAbTaThl B rpynmnax no mkaaam IKDC 2000, KOSS, Tegner Lysholm Knee Scoring Scale
mocAae pekoHcTpyKuuu ITKC (N=114)

Table 4

Comparative results in the groups according to the scales IKDC-2000, KOSS, Tegner Lysholm Knee Scoring Scale
after the ACL reconstruction (N=114)

I'pynna 1 (n=76)
Tect Ta (n—39) | 16 (n=37) Z(EI):yg;a P pl p2
IKDC 2000
A 27 (69,2 %) 26 (7003%) | 19(51,4%) | p=0,554 | p=0,248 | p=0,239
B 8 (20,5 %) 10 (27,0 %) 9(23,7%) | p=0,396 | p=0,5000 | p=0,5000
C 4 (10,3 %) 1(2,7%) 7(184%) | p=0,226 | p=0,287 p<0,049
D 0 0 3(7.9%) — p=0,129 | p=0,129
OSS (cp. 6aan)
Boab 85,1+1,1 88,3%=0,5 80,7+0,3 | p=0,397 | p=0,501 p=0,141
CHUMIOTOMBL 80,2=+0,3 84,7+1,3 74,316 | p=0,264 p<0,05 p<0,05
E>xepHeBHass aKTUBHOCTD 86,9+1,1 89,4=+0,7 82,4=+0,5 p=0,126 p<0,05 p<0,05
CrnopTuBHasA aKTUBHOCTDH 67,9+0,3 70,3+0,3 54,314 | p=0,275 p<0,01 p<0,01
KauecTBO Xu3HU 71,1+=1,8 78,9%0,1 61,7+0,5 | p=0,574 p<0,01 p<0,01
Tegner Lysholm Knee Scoring Scale
CpeaHnit 6asn 59=+0,2 6,1=0,5 4,2+0,4 p=0,468 p<0,05 p<0,01

Muyeckou anTerpapHou PTIKC no3BoasieT COKpaTUTh
PacXOABI Ha Ka’KAOTO IMarfeHTa 3a CYeT YMEHBITIeHUS
orepaltoHHOTO BpemMeHu (p<0,05), TEXHOAOTHMYECKO-
TO YIIPOIIIEHHUS OITePaIliy U TPAaKTUIECKYU ABYKPATHOTO
YMeHbIIIeHU UMIIAQHTUPYEMBIX MaTePUAAOB.

MHorue 3apyOesKHbIe CIIeIJHaANCThl CUUTAIOT, 4TO
HeAOCTaTOYHasi CTaOUABHOCTb KOAEHHOI'O CyCTaBa I10-
cae naactuku [TKC HanpsaMyto cBsg3aHa C IPOrpeccu-
pOBaHNEeM BTOPUUHBIX AeTeHePaTUBHLIX M3MeHeHNM B
HeM [9, 10]. [ToayueHHBIE HAMU PE3YAbTATHI A€UEeHUS
MaITMeHTOB 2-1 I'PYIIIBLI HOATBEP KAQIOT MHEHUE BEAY-
mux crientnarucToB B. N. Robin et al. (2015) u R. Faizal
etal. (2015), uTo pa3MmellieHUe KOCTHBIX KAHAAOB B CTO-
poOHe OT IeHTPOB IpuKpenienus HatuBHOU [TKC 1n
CBSI3aHHA C 9TUM HeAOCTaTOYHAas pOoTalfMoOHHas CTa-
OUABLHOCTD, IOTEPS B IIOCAEOIIePAIlIOHHOM IIePUOAE
U30MeTPUM TPAaHCIIAQHTaTa IIPUBOAIT K OOAEe YaCTo-
MY ITOSIBA€HMIO IIATOAOTUYECKUX CUMIITOMOB (p<<0,05)
U IPOTPECCUPOBAHMIO AeTeHePaTUBHBIX U3MeHeHUN
KOAeHHOro cycTaBa (p<0,04).

HeaocTaTouHas CTaOMABHOCTD U, KaK Pe3YABTAT, IIPO-
rpeccrupoBaHMe apTpo3a HeraTUBHO CKa3aAUCh Ha CIIOp-
TuBHOM (p<0,01), exxepreBHOM (p<0,05) aKTUBHOCTH 1 Ha
00111e#l yAOBAETBOPeHHOCTH Ha1ueHToB (p<<0,01). [ToaTo-
My IIPEATIOUTUTEABHBIM IIOAXOAOM AT CTAOMAM AN KO-
AEHHOTO CyCTaBa CA€AyeT CUUTATh aHaTOMUUeCKUH (1-4
IpyIIa NCCAEAOBaHMSA), KOTOPBIN IT03BOASIET IIOAYUUTD
Ay4IlIie aHaTOMO-(PYHKITMOHAaABHEIE pe3yAbTaThI [ 10, 11].

BbIBO/bI

1. O peKTMBHOrO BOCCTAHOBAEHMS CTAOUABHOCTHA
KOAEHHOTO CyCTaBa AAS TIOBCEAHEBHOM JKU3HU IIallu-

€HTa MOJKHO AOCTHYB IIPY KOPPEKTHOM BHITIOAHEHUH
KaK «@HaTOMMUYECKUX», TaK U TPaHCTUOUAABHBIX Me-
ToAuK PITKC. OpHAaKO aHAaTOMHUYECKUU ITOAXOA Ae-
MOHCTPHUPYeT OOAee BEICOKYIO HAAEKHOCTD B AOCTH-
KeHUU OTAUYHBIX U XOPOUINX PE3YAbTATOB.

2. Boabltasg 3pPeKTUBHOCTh «aHATOMUYECKUX»
MeTopauK PITKC cBsizaHa ¢ AOCTU’KEHHEeM BBICOKOM
KOMIINEKCHOU CTaOMABHOCTH KOAEHHOTO CyCTaBa
(B TOM UMCAe U POTAIIMOHHOTO €r0 KOMIIOHEHTA), a
TaK>Xe HU3KOU YaCTOTOU OIIMOOK IIPU MPOBEACHUN
KOCTHBIX KQHAAOB, ITIO3UIIMOHUPOBAHUU TPAHCIIAGHTA-
Ta ¥ X TATOAOTUYECKUX U3MEHEHUU B AAAbHEUIIIEM.

3. Anrerpapnaga anarommuueckasa PITKC no3Boag-
eT AOOUTHCS OOABINIEN MAOITAAU KOHTAKTa KOCTHBIX
dparMeHTOB B OEAPEHHOM KaHaAe, YMEHBIIUTh 3a-
TPATHOCTb A€UEeHN S, BKAIOYAsI PACXOABI HA UMIIAGHTA-
TBI 1 OOOPYAOBaHUE, TDYAOBBIE U BDEMEHHBIE IIOTEPU
B OII€PAllMOHHOMU.

4. AgaToMO-(yHKIIMOHAABHBIE PE3YABTATEL «aHa-
ToMuueckux» naactuk [TKC BTB-ayTroTpaHcIaaHTa-
TOM OKAa3bIBAIOTCSI COIIOCTABMUMO BEICOKMMU.
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