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Pe3tome. B naHHOM HCCIEOBAaHUM TPOBEAEH aHAIM3 MOP(OIOTHYECKUX MPHU3HAKOB OCTPOTO
KJIICTOYHOI'O OTTOPKCHUA IMOCJIC TPpAHCITIAHTAIIUK IICYCHU.

Knrouesvie cnosa: mpancnianmayus newenu, ocmpoe Kiemounoe ommopoicenue, bangg cxema,
UHOeKc aKkmueHoCmu OMMOPIHCEHUAL.

Resume. The analysis of morphological features of acute cellular rejection after liver
transplantation was performed in this study.

Keywords: liver transplantation, acute rejection, Banff schema, RAI.

AKTyaJbHOCTb. OCTpO€ OTTOPKEHHE COMPOBOKIAACTCS TMOBBIIIEHUEM YPOBHS
MeYEHOYHBIX (PEPMEHTOB, OJHAKO PSA KCCIEIOBATEICH YKa3bIBalOT Ha OTCYTCTBUU
MPONOPLIMOHAIBHOW 3aBUCUMOCTH. J[JI1 TUAarHOCTUKH OCTPOTO KJIETOYHOI'O OTTOPKEHUS
(OKO) mpumensiercst baudd cxema 1997 r., mo KOTOpO# OLIEHUBAIOT MOPTAIBHBINA TPAKT,
KETYHBbIC TPOTOKHU, MEUYEHOUHbIE BEHYJbl. KOTWYECTBEHHBIM SKBHUBAJICHTOM OCTPOTO
OTTOPIKEHUSI SIBIISICTCSI MHACKC aKTUBHOCTH OTTOpkeHUs1 RAL.

Heab: omnpenenuTh 3aBUCUMOCTh MOP(OJIOTHYECKUX MPHU3HAKOB  OCTPOTO
OTTOP>KECHMSI TPAHCILJIAHTATa MEUYCHU OT KIMHUYECKUX U OMOXUMHUYECKUX (PaKTOPOB.

3amaun:

1. O1leHUTHh 3aBUCHUMOCTb CTETIEHH TSDKECTH OCTPOTO OTTOPKEHHUS OT MOKa3aHWH K
TpaHciuiantanuu nedenu (TII).

2. Omnpenenuth 3aBUCUMOCTh MEXKIY CTENEHBIO OTTOPKEHUS U CPOKAMH B3ATUS
ouorncuu nocne TII.
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3. Ouenurts cBa3b RAI ¢ nokazanusamu k TII.

4. Tloka3zaTh pa3nuuus MEXIYy CTEIEHbIO OTTOPKEHUS U OHOXUMHYECKHUMU
MOKa3aTesIMU B JIEHb OUOTICHH.

Matepunan u metoabl. [IpoBeneHO PETPOCHEKTUBHOE HCCIEIOBAaHUE CIydail-
KOHTpOJb. M3yueHo 55 ciyuyaeB ortop:xkenus 3a rnepuof ¢ 2009 o 2014 rr. DnexkTpoHHbIE
MEIUIMHCKUE KapThl ObUTM AOCTYNHBI y 44 maumentoB. B 30 ciydasx BbIIOTHEHA
MyHKIIMOHHAsI OWOTICHUS TTEUEHH, TI0 PE3YJIbTaTaM KOTOPOH OCTPOE OTTOpKEHUE ObLIO y 25
NAIMEHTOB, XPOHUYECKOE OTTOpKEHHE — y 5 mnamueHtoB. CTaTHUCTUYECKUN aHaIu3
BBITIOJIHEH € UCTIOJIb30BaHueM mporpammHuoro ooecrieuenus STATISTICA 10.0.

Pe3yabTarhl u X 00cy:kaeHne. B nensx uccienoBanus Bece nokazanus K TI1 Obutn
paszieseHbl Ha 3 TPYNIbL: HMUPPO3bl MedeHu BUPYCHOM C ATHOJIOTHH, ayTOMMMYHHbIE
3a00seBaHus U IpoYKe 3a00JIeBaHMsI IEYeHU (PUCYHOK 1).
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Pucynox 1 —Tlokazanus k TII y manineHTOB C OCTPBIM OTTOPKEHUEM

Bne 3aBucumoctn ot nokaszanus K TII wame Bcero pazpuBasiach HeONpeIeIEHHAS
CTENEHb OCTPOTO OTTOPKEHUSI (PUCYHOK 2).
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Pucynok 2 —Yacrora Bctpeuaemoct OKO B 3aBucuMocTH OT nokazanus k TI1
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Ananuz ANOVA nokazai, uro ctenenb OKO He 3aBUCHUT OT CPOKOB €ro pa3BUTHS
(pucyHOK 3).
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Kruskal-Wallis ANOWVA by Ranks: p=0.97
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Pucynok 3 — 3aBUCHUMOCTb MEXy CpoKOoM O6uonicuu u crenerbro OKO

B JaHHOM HMCCJICAOBAHMWH IIOKA3aHHA K TPAHCINIAHTAIIMKM IICUCHHM HC OKa3ajidu
BJIMAHUA HAa HHACKC aKTUBHOCTH OTTOPIKCHUA (pI/ICYHOK 4)
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Kruskal-Wallis ANOVA by Ranks; p =0,30
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XBrc AyTOMMMYHHbIE 3aboneBaHua [Npouee

Pucynok 4 — 3aBucumocts Mexxay RAI n nokazanusamu x TII

VYposenb ANAT (pucynok 5) u I'T'TII (pucyHok 6) 3aBucel OT CTEIEHH OTTOPKEHUS
NOCJIE TPAHCIUIAHTALUH [IEUEHHU.
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Pucynox 6 — 3aBucumocts Mexay I'T'TII u crenenbto oTTOpKEHUS
BbIBOADBI:

1. Cpemn Bcex MOp(OJIOTUUECKH HCCIEIOBAHHBIX CIydaeB IMpeoodiaaaia
HeornpeeEHHas CTeTIeHb OCTPOro0 OTTOPKEHUS.

2. CtemneHb OCTPOrO OTTOPKEHHUS HE 3aBUCENIa OT CPOKOB B3SATHUSI OWOIICHUM TOCTIE
TPaHCIUIAHTAIIUU TICYECHHU.

3. Ilokasanms k TII He oxka3zamum BiaugHuga Ha 3Hadenue RAIl B panbnom
HCCJIEJOBAaHMU.
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4, BI)Ipa}KGHHOCTL OTTOPIKCHUA ObLIa accomunupoBaHa C HU3MCHCHHAMHU AnAT
(p=0,04) u TT'TII (p=0,05).
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