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M.W. KaTI/I6OB1, M.M. AJ‘II/I6€K0B1'2, 3.M. Marome o™
OLEHKA D®®EKTUBHOCTHU U BE3OITACHOCTH
TYJUEBOW JIA3SEPHON YPETEPOJIUTOTPUIICUA
'I'BY PIT «opoockas knunuueckas 6onvnuya», o. Maxaukana
2®I'BOY BO «/lacecmanckuil 20cyO0apcmeentbii MeOUYUHCKULL YHUBEPCUMEn
Munzopasa Poccuu, . Maxaukana

L]ens — ouenka 3phexTHBHOCTH 1 6E30IIACHOCTH UCIIOIB30BAHKS TYJIMEBOrO BOJIOKOHHOTO Jla3epa IPH PETPOrpagHoOi yperepo-
JIMTOTPHIICHH.

Mamepuan u memoowi. IIpoBeieHO NPOCIIEKTUBHOE HCCIIEOBAaHUE PE3YJbTaTOB PETPOrPAJHON yPETEPOIUTOTPUIICHH C HC-
[I0JIb30BAHHEM TYJIHEBOTO BOJIOKOHHOTO jasepa y 352 manuenTos. [TocieonepauoHHbIe OCIOKHEHHS KIaCCU(HIMPOBAIN IO CH-
creme Clavien-Dindo. IToka3arens oTCyTCTBHSI KaMHel (OTCYTCTBHE OCTATOYHBIX (JparMEHTOB > 3 MM) OLICHHBAIIN 4epe3 3 mecsiia
T0CIIe OTEpaLHHL.

Pesynomamur. Menuana (MHHUMYM-MakCHMyM) BO3pacTa ManueHToB coctaBisuia 39 (18-71) ner. Menuana (MHUHUMYyM-
MaKCHMyM) HiaMeTpa KOHKpeMeHTa coctaBmia 9 (5-26) Mm. Menuana (MHHEMYM-MaKCHMYM) IUNIOTHOCTH KOHKPEMEHTOB COCTABH-
na 1050 (345-1500) exnann XayHcdunna. MHTpaonepanioHHbIe M paHHUE MTOCICONIEPALIMOHHBIC OCIOKHEHHUS (B TEUEHHE ITEPBBIX
3-x mec.) no knaccudukanpn Clavien-Dindo Bozuukmu y 71 (20,2%) nauuenTa, Ho3JHIE OCIOKHEHHS (CBBILIE 3-X MeC. TIOCIIe oIle-
pauun) — y 41 (11,6%) nanuenrta. Yepes 3 Mecsna mociie onepanuy mokasareib OJTHOTO OTCYTCTBUS KaMHe# coctaBmia 90,6% (y
319 u3 352 manueHToB).

Bui600b1. IIpuMeHEeHNE TYIMEBOr0 BOJIOKOHHOTO JIa3epa sIBIsieTCsl 6e30MacHbIM 1 3()(GEKTHBHBIM METOIOM JUIsl HCIIOIb30BAHUS
TIPU yPETEPOITUTOTPHUIICHH.

Knrouegvie cnosa: xaMH1 MOYETOYHHKOB, JIATOTPHIICHS, TYJIHEBBII BOJIOKOHHBIH J1asep, 3 HEKTHBHOCTB, OE30MaCHOCTb, ype-
TEPOPEHOCKOIHS.
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M.I. Katibov, M.M. Alibekov, Z.M. Magomedov
EVALUATION OF THE EFFICIENCY AND SAFETY
OF THULIUM LASER URETEROLITHOTRIPSY

Objective is to evaluate the effectiveness and safety of using a thulium fiber laser in laser in retrograde ureterolithotripsy.
Material and methods. A prospective study of the results of retrograde ureterolithotripsy using a thulium fiber laser was con-
ducted in 352 patients. Postoperative complications were classified according to the Clavien—-Dindo system. Stone-free rate (no re-

sidual fragments > 3 mm) was assessed 3 months after surgery.

Results. The median (minimum-maximum) age of patients was 39 (18-71) years. Median (minimum-maximum) stone diameter
was 9 (5-26) mm. Median (minimum-maximum) stone density was 1050 (345-1500) Hounsfield units. Intra- and early postopera-
tive complications (during the first 3 months) according to the Clavien-Dindo classification developed in 71 (20.2%) patients, late
complications (more than 3 months after surgery) developed in 41 (11.6%) patients. At the 3-month follow-up, a stone-free rate of

90.6% (in 319 of 352 patients) was evaluated.

Conclusions. The use of a thulium fiber laser is a safe and effective method for ureterolithotripsy.
Key words: ureteral stones, lithotripsy, thulium fiber laser, efficiency, safety, ureterorenoscopy.

[lepBoe »KCIEpUMEHTATBFHOE HCCIEA0BA-
HHUE JIUTOTPHUIICUH C UCIIOIB30BAHHEM TYJIHUEBOTO
nmazepa Obuto BeIMONHEHO B 2005 Tomy [1]. Mo
HE/JaBHETO BPEMEHHM TOJBKO OJIHA POCCHUHCKas
KOMIIaHHUSI TIPOM3BOJMIIA 3TOT THII JIaepa, U OH
OBLT paspermieH A1 KIMHUYECKOTO MPUMEHEHUS
Tosbko B Poccuu. Ilo 310l nmpuynHe nepBble UC-
CIIeZIOBaHMsI B 3TOH 0oOnacTé OBLIM MPOBEICHBI
poccuiickumu yueHbiMu [2]. [Tocne ogoOpeHus B
2019 . B CIIIA u B 2020 . B cTpanax EBpomeii-
CKOTO COI03a TYJHEBBIE Ja3epHbIC TEXHOIOTUH
ctanu Oonee OOCTYMHBIMH, OJHAKO OO CHUX IOP
PEIIKO UCTIONB3YIOTCS B MPAKTHKE OONBINMHCTBA
yponorudeckux otaenenunit CIIA, Espombl u
CTpaH JpyTHUX peruoHoB mupa [3]. B cBasm ¢
9THM, HECMOTPS Ha MOTEHIMAIbHBIC MPEUMYIIIe-
CTBa TYJIHEBOTO J1a3epa, JUTepaTypHble CBEIECHUS
0 TIPUMEHEHWHW NTaHHOTO METOJa B JICUSHUH MO-
yeKaMeHHON OOJIe3HU BCe ellle OTpaHuueHbl [4].
OTH o0cTosITeNHCTBA OOYCIOBIMBAIOT AKTyallb-
HOCTh HayYHBIX MCCJIEIOBAHUN T10 JTaJbHEUIIEMY
W3yYEHUIO BO3MOXKHOCTEW HCIIONG30BAHUS TYIIH-
€BOro Jjazepa NIpU Pa3IUYHBIX YPOJOTHUYECKHUX
3a00JeBaHMAX, BKIIIOYAs M MOUYCKaMEHHYI 00-
JIE3Hb.

Llens uccremoBanusi — oneHKa dPPEeKTHB-
HOCTU M OE€30MacHOCTH NMPUMEHEHHS TYIHUEBOTO
Jasepa Mpu PEeTPOTrpasHOM KOHTAKTHOM Jpodiie-
HUU KaMHEH MOYETOUHUKOB.

MarepuaJj 1 MeTOIbI

[IpoBeneHO MPOCTIEKTHBHOE HCCIE0BaHNE
PE3YNBTAaTOB MIPUMEHEHUS TYJUEBOTO BOJIOKOHHO-
ro nazepa «¥Yponaz» (HTO «UPD-TTomroc», Opsi-
3uHO, Poccust) y 352 nmauueHToB B Bo3pacte >18
JET A PETPOTPATHOTO APOOIIEHUST KaMHEH MO-
YETOYHWUKOB B Tiepnof ¢ Hosops 2016 1. mo cen-
T0ph 2022 1. Ha 0a3e YPOJIOTHYECKOTO OTIIENe-
Hus lopoackod KiamHWYEeCKOW OonpHUIEI (Ma-
xaukajna, Poccuiickas ®enepanus). Becem marm-
eHTaM ObUla TpOBeACHAa KOMIIBIOTEPHAs TOMO-
rpa¢us (KT) 6e3 xoHTpacTHpOBaHUS LIS OTpe-
JIETICHUs] Pa3MEepPOB U IUIOTHOCTH KamHe#. [1moT-
HOCTbh KaMHS M3MEPSUIM B eIUHMLAX XayHchuiaa
(HU). B uccnemoBanue ObIIM BKITFOUCHBI MAITH-
€HTHl C KaMHSMH MOYETOYHHKA pa3Mepamu > 5

MM, TTOATBEpKAeHHBIMU JaHHBIMU KT. V maHHbIX
MAIMEeHTOB KOHCEPBAaTUBHOE JIEUYCHHE OKa3aloCh
HeA(PPEKTUBHBIM. Y BCEX MAIUCHTOB OBLIO ITO-
JYy4eHO MUCbMEHHOE HMH(OPMHPOBAHHOE COIJIa-
CHe Ha BKJIIOYCHHE B HccienoBanue. Kputepus-
MH HCKIIIOUYEHHs CIY)KWJIHM: OTKa3 OT MH(POPMH-
POBaHHOTO comiacusi, MH(EKUHs MOYEBBIBOAS-
IIMX ITyTel B aKTUBHOM (pasze, aHOMaJIHsI BEPXHUX
MOYEBBIX ITyTeH, ypOTeluaiabHas OIyXOJb, W3-
BJICUCHUE KaMHs Oe3 JIa3epHOIl JIMTOTPUIICUU U
HEBO3MOXKHOCTh M3BJICUEHUS KaMHS, HaXO[sIle-
rocsi B BEPXHUX MOYEBBIX MYTIX, C MOMOUIBIO
ypeTepocKorna.

Bcem OonpHBIM OmEpanyio  BBIIONHSUIN
mon oOImieil aHectesuel. YpeTepoTUTOTPUIICHIO
MIPOBOJIMIIH C TIOMOIIIBIO KECTKOTO YPEeTEpOCKOIa
(«Karl Storz», T'epmanus). HavanbHble HACTPO¥-
ku jazepa coctraBisuid 0,4 [x mpu 6 ', Duep-
THI0 yBEIMYHMBAIM B cilydae HEdI(P(PEKTHBHOCTH
JIE3WHTETpal KaMHsA. MakcuManbHOE 3HAYCHHE
obut10 orpannyeHo 0,8 Jx mpu wacrore 10 I'm.
Hcnonp3zyemoe na3epHOE BOJIOKHO UMENIO JITUHY
BonHbl 200 mnu 400 mxM. B 3aBucumocTtu ot
KIIMHUYECKON CHUTyalluu sl ynajeHus KamMHen
WCIIOJIb30BAJIUCH CIIEYIOIINE PEXHUMBI: a) «pac-
MBUIEHUE» W TIOCHENyIoliee W3BJICUCHHE He-
OOJNBIINX OCTAaTOYHBIX (PPAarMEHTOB II0 Mepe
HE00XoAMMOCTH; 0) hparMeHTALMs U U3BJICUCHUC
OCTaTOYHBIX YacTeil. MOYETOYHUKOBBIA CTEHT
YCTaHABIWBAIA B COOTBETCTBHH C KPHUTEPHUIMHU
EBponeiickoii accouuanuy yposioroB, a €ro yaa-
JICHHE TPOM3BOIWIN uepe3 2-3 Henenu. B xoHie
KOKI0M omepauuu Ha | J€Hp yCTaHaBIMBAJIH
karetep Dosest (16-18F).

[locneonepainoHHbIe OCJIOKHEHUS KJac-
cudumposanu no cucteme Clavien-Dindo. Ilo-
Kazareib OTCYTCTBUS KaMHeH (OTCYyTCTBHE OCTa-
TOYHBIX ()parMEHTOB > 3 MM) OLIEHUBAIHU C TIO-
Moo KT- mnu Y3-uccnenoanuii uepes 3 me-
csiTia MocJje OIeparim.

Pe3yabTaThl M MX 00CyXKIEHHE

U3 obmero uncma mamuentoB (352),
BKJIFOYEHHBIX B 3TO HccienoBanne, 218 (61,9%) —
myxxanHbl U 134 (38,1%) — jxeHIHUHBI, MeIrnana
BO3pacTa BceX MAIMEHTOB cocTaBisia 39 et

MeanumMHCcKnin BecTHMK balwKopTtocTtaHa. Tom 18, Ne 1 (103), 2023



30

Bce xapakTepvCTHKHM IMAlMCHTOB IPUBEICHBI B
Tabm. 1.

Tabmuua 1
XapaKTepUCTHKH NALICHTOB
[Ipu3Haku 3HayeHue

Bospacr, ner, Mmeanana (MuHEMyM—Makcumym) | 39 (18-71)
o, n (%):

MYKCKOH 218 (61,9%)

KEHCKHUI 134 (38,1%)
KonuuectBo kamueid, n (%):

1 325 (92,3%)

>1 27 (7,7%)
Jlokanu3zanus kamus, N (%):

HIDKHSISL TPETh 192 (52,3%)

CpeJHSIs TPETh 111 (30,2%)

BEPXHSIsl TPETh 64 (17,4%)
CropoHna pacrnosoxxeHus: kamus, n (%)

mpaBast 185 (52,5%)

nieBas 140 (39,8%)

00€e CTOPOHBI 27 (7,7%)
Jluamerp KamHS, MM, MeauMaHa (MHHHMyM— 9 (5-26)
MaKCHMYM)
ITnotHocts kamus, HU, mexuana (Murnmym—| 1050 (345-
MaKCHMYM) 1500)

Cpennee BpeMs omepanuu cocTaBuio 60
MuHyT. B 156 (44,3%) crnyyasx Opuia BeIOpaHa
CTpaTerus MepBHYHOTO «PACIBIICHUS» KaMHs, B
63 (17,9%) — nepBuyHas (parMeHTanUs U W3-
BIICUCHHE OCTABIIMXCS YacTeH C MOMOIIBIO KOp-
3unbl, B 133 (37,8%) — xoMOuHanms «pacibuie-
HUs» U Qparmentanun. Jlazepusie Bomokna 200
MKkM npumensumach B 112 (31,8%) cmywasx, 400
MKM — B 240 (68,2%).

WHTpaonepaioHHbple ¥ paHHUE IOCie-
OTIEPAIlUOHHBIE OCIIOKHEHHUS (B TEUCHHE TEPBBIX
3-X MECSIEeB MOCle YPETEePONUTOTPHUIICHHU) 10
kiaccudukanun Clavien-Dindo Bosuukmn y 71
(20,2%) manuenTa (Tabm. 2).

Tab6uuma 2
WHTpa- ¥ paHHKE TOCIIEONEPAMOHHBIE OCIOKHEHUS
o knaccudukanun Clavien-Dindo

CTeneHb ¥ THI OCIOKHEHHI n (%)
I 23 (6,5)
remMarypus 6 (1,7)
JHMXOpajKa MeHee 24 1 17 (4,8)
Il 46 (13,1)
MOBPEXK/ICHUE CIIM3UCTON MOYCTOYHHKA
6e3 ero nepdopanuu 9 (2,6)
OCTpBIii uenoredpur 37 (10)
Mib: 2(0,6)
nepgopalysi MOYETOUHUKA 2 (0,6)

ITo3maue ocnoxueHUs (6oee 3-X MecsIeB
MOCJIe YPETEPOIUTOTPHUIICHH) N0 KiacCU(UKAINN
Clavien-Dindo natbmronanuce y 41 (11,6%) namu-
enta (Tabm. 3).

Tabmauua 3
TTo3HHUE OCIIEONEePALOHHbIC OCIIOKHEHHUS

mo knaccudukanuu Clavien-Dindo
CTeneHb ¥ THI OCIOKHEHHI n (%)
Il 14 (4,0)
OCTpBI nuenoHehpuT 14 (4,0)
Ia: 13(3,7)

00CTPYKIUSI MOYETOYHHKA, TOTPEOOBABILIASL
CTEHTHPOBAHHUS 13(3,7)
11b: 14 (4,0)
YBEJIMYEHHE Pa3MepOB Pe3UIyaIbHbIX (HPArMEHTOB
KaMHei, NoTpeOoBaBIIee MOBTOPHOM

YPETepPOIUTOTPUIICHI 10 (2,8)
CTPHKTYpa MOYECTOUHHKA 4(1,1)

IIpn mocnemyromemM HaOmOneHNH 4Yepe3 3
MecsIla TOCIe YPETECPOIUTOTPUIICHU TOKA3aTeIh
TIOJTHOTO OTCYTCTBUS KamHel cocraBun 90,6% (y
319 u3 352 mammenToB). [Ipu cpaBHEHMH HAITHX
PE3YNIbTaTOB C JINTEPaTypHBIMU JAHHBIMU BBISB-
JICHO, YTO MBI JJOCTUIIIU CONOCTAaBUMBIX MTOKa3aTe-
neii appekTUBHOCTH U Oe30macHoCTH (Taom. 4).

Tabmauua 4

PeSyJ’ILTaTBI HCCJIC/IOBAHUH 110 TIPUMEHCHUIO TYJIMEBOI'0 BOJIOKOHHOI'O JIa3€pa AJIA yPETCPOJIUTOTPUIICU N

Iepron HabmrONCHUS o YacToTa OCIOKHEHHI
Hccnenosanme n IOCJIE ONEPAHH Yenex nesenu, % no Clavien-Dindo, %
MaproB u coasT., 2018 [5] 44 4—-6 Henenb 98,2 llll:l ,115_) ’g
Pattnaik et al, 2019 [6] 50 He coobuwaercst He coobuiaercs He coobuaercst
Dymov et al, 2019 [7] 80 He coobraercs He coobmaercs He coobrmaercs
Traxer et al, 2019 [8] 214 30 gueit 96 Her ocnoxxuenuii
. l: 7,5%
Enikeev et al, 2020 [9] 40 3 mecsina 92,5 I1: 2.5%
Ulvik et al, 2022 [10] 18 He coobuwaercst 100 Her ocnoxHeHuii
Enikeev et al, 2021 [11] 149 3 mecsna 90 I-11: 5,4%
Corrales and Traxer, 2021 [12] 9 He coobrmaercs He coobmaercs 1-11: 11,1%
1:9,2%
Carrera et al, 2021 [13] 76 6 Hezenb 66,7 11: 3,9%
I1b: 1,3%
11: 9,2%
Martov et al, 2021 [14] 87 1 mecsn 100 b: 1.1%
- 1I: 10,2%
Ulvik et al, 2022 [15] 59 3 mecsiua 92 b: 1.7%
11: 4,0%
Hamu nanneie 352 3 Mecsna 90,6 Illa: 3,7%
I11b: 4,0%

Takum 00pa3oM, HamM pe3yiabTaThl U AaH-
HBIE JIMTEPaTypbl CBUIACTENBCTBYIOT O OOJBIIHX
BO3MOJKHOCTSIX U IIEPCIIEKTUBAX MHCIIOIb30BaHUS

TYJIMEBOTO BOJIOKOHHOTO Jia3epa JUlsl YPEeTeponTo-
Tpurcun. OIHAKO TOTHOICHHOM OICHKE TYJIUEBOTO
BOJIOKOHHOTO JIa3epa JJIsl HCTIONb30BaHUs B KIIMHHU-
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YeCKOW TPAKTUKE TMPEMATCTBYIOT MAaJIOYHCICH-
HOCTh WCCJIEOBAHUIA U OTCYTCTBUE PaHIOMH3UPO-
BaHHBIX pabot. K mpumepy, cpenn ykazaHHBIX HC-
CJIeIOBaHUH TOJBKO OfIHA paboTa HOCHIIA PaHIOMH-
3upoBaHHbIN Xapakrep [14]. [Toaromy HEoOXOMMMO
MIPONOIDKEHNE NAJIbHEUIIINX HAyYHBIX U3bICKAHUH B
9TOM HaTNpaBICHUH, YTOOBI OOECIIEUUTh CTOJIb He-
00XOIMMYI0  BEPHU(HKAILMIO  BBIIICYTOMSIHYTHIX
BICUATIIAIOUINX TEPBBIX KIIMHUYCCKUX PE3YIIETAaTOB
MPUMEHEHUS TYJTUEBOTO Jla3epa.

Y NEPCHEKTUBHASL TEXHOJIOTUS ISl JIUTOTPUIICHA
MOYEBBIX KaMHeH. [lepBoHauanbHble PE3yIIBTAThI
UMeNU BBICOKME MOKazaTean 3()(EKTUBHOCTH U
Oe3omacHocT TaHHOro meroxa. Ilocnme mpume-
HEHUs TYJIMEBOTO BOJIOKOHHOIO JIa3epa B OCHOB-
HOM BCTPEYAIOTCS HE3HAYUTENIBHBIE OCIIOKHEHMS,
a CEpbe3HbIC OCIOXHEHUS BO3HHUKAIOT OTHOCH-
TENBHO peaKo. TeM He MeHee, HeOOXOIUMBI J10-
MOJTHUTENIbHBIE KJIMHUYECKUE JaHHBIe, YTOOBI
ONPEAETUTh €r0 MECTO M pOJb 3TOrO Jasepa B

3akiouenne
TynueBbli BOJOKOHHBIN J1a3ep — 3TO HOBas

apceHasie METOAOB APOOJICHUS KaMHEH MOYEBBIX
yTEH.
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B.M. Ilonkos, I.H. Xotepko, A.H. Ilonykamun, A.M. X0oTbKO
OCJIO)KHEHUSI NEPKYTAHHOM HE®POJIUTOTPUIICUA
N BO3MOJKHBIE TYTHU UX KOPPEKIIUN
@I'FOY BO «Capamogckuil 20Cy0apcmeeHHblil MeOUYUHCKUL YHUGepcumem
um. B.U. Pazymoscrkoeo» Munzopasa Poccuu, 2. Capamos

OJIHUM M3 OCHOBHBIX METOJIOB JICUCHHS MOYEKAMEHHOW OOJNE3HH IPH KOHKpPEMEHTaX Oonee 2-X CM SBIACTCSA IEpKyTaHHAs
neppomurorpuncus (I[THJIT). Hambonee OmacHBIMH OCIOXXHEHHSMHU SIBIISIOTCS TPAaBMBI COCEJHHUX OpPTaHOB, KPOBOTCUCHUE U
000CTpeHre XpPOHHYECKOT0 MHEeTIOHe(PPHTA.

B unccnenoBanuy yuyactBoBanu 463 manueHTa ¢ MOYEKaMEHHOI 00Jie3HbI0, KOTopbIM OblTa BhimosiHeHa [THJIT. IlpoBenen aHa-
JIM3 OCIIOXKHEHUH U CIIOCOO0B MX KOPPEKIHH.

O6ocTpeHne KalbKyJIe3HOTO NMHeNoHe(puTa HabII0AaI0Ch Y MALMEHTOB C NMPE/CYIIECTBYONIEH peTeHIMeH TTI0JI0OCTHON cucTe-
MBI, @ TAKXKE IPH CYLIECTBYIONIEH OaKTepUypPHH.

CambIM Tpo3HbIM ociokHeHueM [THJIT siBnsiercst KpoBOTEUEHHE U3 TOJIOCTHOW CHCTEMBI MOYKH. J{J1s ero KynupoBaHus B CITy-
Yae MOBPEKIICHHS COCY/Ia IO X0y He()POCTOMHIECKOTO JOCTYIa MOXKET ObITh IPHMEHEHA CYIepCeIeKTUBHA AIMOOIN3ays BeTBEH
MOYEYHOU apTepui.

Bonbmoe uncno ocnoxkuenunit nocie [THIIT cBs3aHO ¢ MHUIMPOBAaHHBIMA KOHKPEMEHTaMH OOJBIIMX pa3MepoB. B Takux ciy-
Yasix NPeANOYTHTENILHO BBINOIHEHHE MTPEABAPUTEIBHOTO JPEHUPOBAHUS TIOJIOCTHON CUCTEMBI.

Ipu hopHUKAIEHOM KPOBOTEUESHHUH JOMOIHUTEIBHOE YPECKOKHOE IPSHUPOBAHUE MOJOCTHOH CHCTEMBI MHHHMH3HPYET KpPO-
BOIOTEPIO BCJICACTBHE aIeKBATHOHN AEKOMIIPECCHU MOJIOCTHOH CHCTEMBI.

Knioueguvie cnoga: MouexamenHas 601e3Hb, NEPKyTaHHAS HE(PPOIUTOTPHUIICHS, OCIIOKHEHHS.

V.M. Popkov, D.N. Khotko, A.N. Ponukalin, A.l. Khotko
COMPLICATIONS OF PERCUTANEOUS NEPHROLITHOTRIPSY
AND POSSIBLE WAYS OF THEIR CORRECTION

Percutaneous nephrolithotripsy (PCNLT) is considered one of the main methods of treating urolithiasis with stones of more than 2
cm. The most dangerous complications are injuries to neighboring organs, bleeding, and exacerbation of chronic pyelonephritis.

The study included 463 patients with urolithiasis who underwent PCNLT. The analysis of complications and ways of their cor-
rection was carried out.

Exacerbation of calculous pyelonephritis occurred in patients with pre-existing retention of the cavitary system, as well as with
existing bacteriuria.

The most formidable complication of PCNLT is bleeding from the cavitary system of the kidney. To stop the bleeding, in case
of damage to the vessel along the nephrostomy access, superselective embolization of the branches of the renal artery can be suc-
cessfully applied.

A considerable number of complications after PCNL are associated with infected large calculi. In such cases, it is preferable to
perform preliminary drainage of the cavity system.

In cases of fornic bleeding, additional percutaneous drainage of the cavitary system minimizes blood loss due to adequate de-
compression of the cavitary system.

Key words: urolithiasis, percutaneous nephrolithotripsy, complications.

3010TBIM CTaHAapTOM JICUCHHUA MOYCKa- BBI3bIBAIOT TPaBMbl COCCAHUX OPraHOB, KPOBOTC-

MCHHOH OOJIE3HHM TIPU KOHKPEMEHTax Oojiee 2-X HYEeHHEe M OOOCTPEHHE XPOHHUYECKOTO IHEIOHe-
CM OCTaeTcs IepKyTaHHas HedpoautoTpuricus  ¢pura [3].

(ITHJIT) [1]. HecMoTpst Ha MaJOWHBAa3HBHOCTD IIpu Bemmonnenun I[MHJIT B 0,2-1,6% ciy-
9TON Omepaiyy, HePeNKH Pa3INYHbIE OCJIOKHE- YaeB HaOMIONAIOTCS TMOBPEXKICHUS TOJICTON KHIII-
Husa — 10,6-15,2% [2]. Haubombmine omaceHwsi KW, B €IMHUYHBIX CIydasX — CEIIC3EHKH, KEITIHO-
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