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Jloposicnas knunuyecxas 6onvruya na cm. Xabaposcx-1 OAO «PXK]»,
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Pe3wme

IIpeacraBieH 0630p HccIeI0BAHUI COBPEMEHHBIX METOI0B JUATHOCTHKH OCTPOro ammeHIuuuTa. PaccMoTpeHbl yib-
TPa3BYKOBasi TMATHOCTHKA KOMIbIOTePHasi TOMOrpadusi, MATHUTHO-Pe30HAHCHAS TOMOrpadus, AMAarHOCTHYECKHe IIKA-
JIbl, 1a00paTOPHAS IMATHOCTHKA U KOMOMHUPOBAHHBIE MOAX0AbI. Y/IeJIeHO BHUMAHUE IMATHOCTHYECKOi TOYHOCTH MeTO-
JI0B, 2 TAK/Ke UX BJHSIHHIO HA KOJUYECTBO HAMPACHBIX aNNeHIIKTOMMIi.

Kniouegvie cnosa: anneHIUIMT, HANPACHAS aNNEHIIKTOMUS, KHETATHBHAS» allNIeHIIKTOMUS, THATHOCTUKA, TUATHOCTH-

YEeCKHE HIKAJIbI.
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Railway Clinical Hospital on Khabarovsk 1 Station of the JSC RR;
Far East State Medical University, Khabarovsk

Summary

This is a review of diagnostic methods of acute appendicitis. Ultrasonography, computed tomography, magnetic-reso-
nance tomography, diagnostic scores, laparoscopy are analyzed. Main attention was paid to the data of diagnostic accuracy

and effect on the negative appendectomies.

Key words: appendicitis, negative appendectomy, diagnostics, diagnostic scores.

BeposiTHOCTh  320051€BaHNS OCTPBIM  ANINEHAUIIUTOM
(OA) B Teuenwue xu3HH cocTapisier okono 7% [9]. Kmu-
HUKa 3a00JIeBaHMS ICTATIBHO OMMCAHA B MHOTOYHCIICHHBIX
PYKOBOZACTBAX, OJHAKO JIOJSI HAITPACHBIX aNMEeHIIKTOMUH
(HA) * cocrasnsier 7,5-40% [9, 12, 21, 29]. Hanpacuas
(«HeraTHBHASN) aNMEHAIKTOMHS — alllIeHPKTOMHUS B CITy-
4ae OTCYTCTBHM Npu3HakoB OA IpH MOCIETYIOMEM I'H-
CTOJIOTHYECKOM HCCIICIOBAHUU YepBEOOPAa3HOTO OTPOCTKA
[1, 9]. Tunepamarnoctuka OA MOXET COMPOBOKAATHCS
OCJTIO)KHEHUSIMH B OJIFDKAHIIEM MOCICONEpariiOHHOM IIe-
pHoze, IPUBOANT K YBEITHUCHHUIO CPOKOB HETPYAOCIOCO0-
HOCTH U PacXOJI0B Ha JICUCHHUE, a B OTJAJICHHOM MEPHOE
TIOSABIISICTCS PUCK PA3BUTHSA CHACYHON HEIPOXOJMMOCTH
1 TIOCJICONePAMOHHBIX BEHTPAIBHBIX TPBIK [7, 21].

3a mociemHne 3 eCATUNETHS OBUTH IPEATIOKCHBI
HOBBIE METO[bI, IIO3BOIUBINNE TTOBBICUTH TOYHOCTH HA-
rHocTukn OA. JlaHHBIH 0030p MOCBAIIEH COBPEMEHHBIM
meromam guarHoctuku OA.

Yabrpa3BykoBoe uccienopanue (Y3M). Meroguka
JO3MPOBAHHON KOMIIDECCHU IIPU YJIBTPa3ByKOBOW Jua-
raoctuke OA BIepBBIe TpeIoKeHa u omucaHa Puylaert
B 1986 Kiaccuueckme yrmeTpa3ByKOBBIE NPH3HAKU
OCTPOTO AaNMMEeHIUIUTA: CHMITOM «MHIICHN», BBISIBIC-
HHUe TyOyJIsIpHOH, HeCXKUMAaeMOH, HeIIePHCTAIBTUPYIOIEH
CTPYKTYpBI, yBEIWYEHHE AWAMETpa 4epBeoOpa3HOro OT-
poctka 6onee 6 mm [1, 3, 8].

Bonemoit Meraananus ucciaeqoBannii Y3 JUarHOCTH-
xu OA, B KOTOpBII ObLIH BKITIOUeHBI FOKHOKOpEHCKHE Hc-
cienoBanust ¢ 1985 mo 2003 roxgs! (Bcero 22 crarby, 2 643
ManyeHTa), ObUT mpoBeneH Yu. O0mIas 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTh
U CHEIU(PUIHOCTE COHOCKOITHYECKOTO METOJa COCTABMIN
86,7% u 90 % coorBerctBenHo [39]. [To nanubiM Kessler,
mpu OA gepBeoOpa3HbIil OTPOCTOK BU3YaJIH3UPOBAH C I10-
motsio Y3U B 96 %. Kpome Toro, aBTOp yTBEpIKIAeT, 4TO
HEM3MEHHBIH 4epBe0Opa3HbI OTPOCTOK BU3yaNIN3UPOBAH
y 72 % mnanuentoB ¢ uckiarodeHHbiM OA [26]. B cucre-
MatusupoBaHHOM 0030pe Carroll P.J. (8 wmccnenosanmid,
1268 marueHToB), YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTh U CIIEIU(DUIHOCTD
V31 mpu OA cocraBumm 92 u 96% COOTBETCTBEHHO,
1 OBUIH CONOCTaBUMEI ¢ TakoBIMU Ipu Y3U y manmen-
TOB C OCTPBIM XoJerucTuTOM. MccnenoBanue HHTEPECHO
TEM, 9TO COHOCKOTIMIO TIPOBOIMIIN HE BPA4N YIBTPA3BYKO-
BOW AMATHOCTHKH, & XUPYPIH, MPOIIEIIINE CHEIHATBHYIO
noarotoBky [19]. Mo maHHBIM OTE€YECTBEHHBIX aBTOPOB,
YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTh M CIEIH(UIHOCTh JAHHOTO METOAa
cocraBuna 80,7 u 93,4% COOTBETCTBEHHO, TOYHOCTH —
93,4% [6]. B wuccnemoBanuu M. Bondi Obul olieHEeH
MOAXOJ, COYETAIONIMH TpPaHCAOJOMHHAIBHOE M TpaHC-
BarnHambHOe Y3U B CpaBHEHHUH C BBITIOIHEHHEM TOJIBKO
TpaHCcaOIOMHHAIBHON yinbTpacoHorpaduu. UyBcTBUTEb-

HOCTh M CHENM()UIHOCTH, KOMOMHHPOBAHHONH METOIMKH
6b11u 97,3 11 91 % COOTBETCTBEHHO, TOYHOCTh JMATHOCTH-
KH TI0 CPAaBHEHHMIO C TpaHcaOMoMUHAIBHEIM Y 3M Oblta Ha
15 % Boime [17].

Bompekn pacnpocTpaHeHHOMY MHEHHIO, PYTHHHOE
ucnons3oBanne Y3U npu aunarnoctuke OA He yBenwdu-
BaeT OOMINX 3aTpaT Ha JiedeHue. Tak SMTOHCKUMH UCCIIENIO0-
BaTeJSIMH OBbLIH MTPOAHATU3UPOBAHBI PE3YIBTAThI JICUSHHUS
200 manueHToB, MOCTYNUBINMX ¢ mojo3peHneM Ha OA.
Bcem nanmenTam, Hapsay ¢ KIMHUYECKAM M Jaboparop-
HBIM 00CIIEIOBAHMEM, BBIMOIHIIACH YABTPACOHOTPA(USL.
B pesynerare, npu npumenernn Y3U ynamocs Ha 12,5%
CHU3UTH KonmuuecTBO HA, 3a cueT 4ero UToroBasi SKOHO-
My s Gonsaus! coctauiaa 40590 $ (1) wm 330 § na
kaxoro manuenta [39]. Y3U B kauecTBe 00s13aTEIBHOTO
JUAarHOCTUYECKOTO MeTofa mpu nojxo3pernu Ha OA pexo-
MeHa0BaHO B Hunepmanpax [14], takoke Y3 npencras-
JIEHO B Ka4eCTBE ONTHMAJIbHOTO METOJa JMArHOCTHKH
OA y nereil u OepeMEHHBIX KEHIIMH B PEKOMEHIAIUSIX
American College of Radiology [34].

IIpenmMyiecTBaMu YIETPOCOHOTPA(UH SIBISIOTCS: BbI-
coKasi cnenu(pUIHOCTh MCCIIEN0BAHMS, HEMHBA3UBHOCTD,
OTCYTCTBHE HOHHM3HPYIOLIero uanydeHus. Y 3U mo3somnser
TaK)Ke JUarHOCTUPOBATH IPYTYIO OCTPYIO MaTOJIOTHIO, CH-
Mmymupytonryio OA: MOYeuHYI0 KOJIHKY, OCTPBIN XOJeIH-
CTHT, TIEPEKPYT KUCTHI SIMYHMKA U TaK jajee. 3aTpyaHsIeT
BBITIOJIHEHHUE UCCIIEIOBAHNUS OXKUPEHHE Y OOILHOTO, METe-
OpH3M, aTHITHYHOE Ta30BOE, MEIHATIBHOE, TOATICUCHOUHOE
pacroioxeHne 4depBeoOpa3Horo orpoctka. Hemocrarkn
yabTpacoHOrpaduu — HU3Kash YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTH OTHO-
CUTENbHO KOMITBIOTEPHOUN TOMOTrpaduu, MarHUTHO-PE30-
HAHCHOU TOMOTpapuu U JIANapOCKOIHH, a TAK)Ke 3aBUCH-
MOCTb OT OIlbITa uccienoBarens [1, 3].

MyasTHCIHPAJIbHAS KOMIbIOTEPHasi TOMOrpadus
(MCKT). Ha nayanpHOM JTare HM3y4eHUs U MpHUMEHe-
HUS KOMIBIOTEPHOH TOMOTrpa)ui 4YacTOTa BBISBICHHS
4epBeoOPa3HOTO OTPOCTKA cocTaBisuIa 51-79 % [22, 24].
JlanpHeliee n3ydeHHe TOMOTPAQHUUECKUX IIPH3HAKOB
3a00eBaHNs, IOSABIEHUE CIHPATBHOW KOMITBIOTEPHON
tomorpaduu, a 3areMm 1 MCKT mo3BonuIN 3HAYUTEITHHO
MOBBICUTH TOYHOCTh METO/IA U BBIABHHYTH €0 Ha JIHIUPY-
folHe MO3UIMK. Tak, Mo JaHHBIM PETPOCIIEKTUBHOTO MC-
cienoBanus Perry J., 9yBCTBUTENBHOCTb, CIIEU(UIHOCTD
M TOYHOCTHh MeToauku Obuin 98,5, 98 u 98,1 % coorBer-
cTBeHHO [33].

B xauectBe ocHOBHBIX HenocTaTkoB MCKT BBIZENSIOT
OOJBIIYI0 CTOUMOCTD HCCIIEAOBAHMS, JTYYEBYIO HATPY3KY
1 OCIIOKHEHUS OT BHYTPUBEHHOTO BBEICHUSI KOHTPACTHO-
ro BemiecTra [35].
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Boudewijn R., Toorenvliet, et al. mpemIoKuUIN TPH-
meHenne MCKT Tonbko B ciydae HEMH(POPMATHBHO-
CTH yabTpasBykoBoro uccienoanus npu OA [18]. Y3U
MIPOBOIMIIOCE OONBIIMHCTBY MAIWCHTOB ITOCTYITHBIINX
B cranroHap ¢ nogo3penreM Ha OA, BoimonHeHnue MCKT
morpedoBanock B 17,9%. Coornomenne Y3U/CKT co-
craBmio 6:1. Yactora HA cocrasuna 3,3 %.

Ps ncenenoBanmit ObIT MOCBSIICH NPUMEHEHHUIO Oec-
koHTpactHO MCKT. IlpenmyriecTBa MeTozia OUEBU/HBI:
MTOJTHOCTBIO UCKITIOUCHBI PUCKH, CBS3aHHBIC C aJuleprHye-
CKUMH pPeakIUsIMU Ha BBEJICHUE KOHTPACTa, UCCICIOBAHNE
MOKET TIPIMEHSTHCS Y MAIMEHTOB C MATOJOTHUEH MOYeK.
Kpome Toro, 3HaUNTEIHHO YMEHBINACTCS CTOMMOCTH HC-
cinenoBanus. B 2010 . B Annals of Emergency Medicine
OBUT OIyOJIMKOBaH CHUCTEMAaTH3HPOBaHHBIA 0030p 7 WC-
cnenoBanuii (1060 marmenToB) OeckoHTpacTHO MCKT
B muarHoctuke OA. Tlo pesymbratam 0030pa, 4yBCTBH-
TENBHOCT ¥ CIICIU(PUIHOCTD TAHHOW METOTUKH COCTaBH-
1 92,7% un 96,1 % cooTBeTcTBEHHO [25].

C menpro CHIKEHUS JTy9YeBOH HATrpy3KH HpearaeTcs
npumeHsaTh Hu3kog030Byr0 MCKT [27, 35]. UnTepecHo
HCCIeJOBaHNEe Seo0, B KOTOPOM IPHMEHEHUE HH3KOI030-
Boit MCKT 0e3 KOHTpacTUPOBAHHUS MOKA3aJI0 COMOCTABH-
Mble pesynbrarhl B cpasHeHMM MCKT co crannaptHoii my-
YEeBOH HATrPy3KOi M BHYTPHBEHHBIM KOHTPACTHPOBAHUCM.
Takum 00Opa3om, nmpuMeHeHune HU3koma030B0H MCKT 6e3
BHYTPHBEHHOTO BBEJCHUS KOHTPACTA SIBISACTCS MEPCIICK-
THUBHOM METOIHMKOM nuarHocThku OA, IMIIEHHOW MHOTHX
HenocrarkoB crannaptHoii MCKT, npu coxpaneHu# BbI-
COKOM TOUHOCTH MeToza B 96,6 % [35].

Jlnarnocrnyeckue mMKagbl. [ yMCHBIICHHS YHCITa
HA HeomHOKpaTHO POBOIMIMCH MOMBITKH CTaHIAPTH3H-
pOBaTh KIMHAYECKYI0 AMATHOCTHKY. B 3THX mensx Opumm
pa3paboTaHbl qrHarHocTHIeckue mraisl OA.

OnHa 13 IepBBIX THarHOCTHYECKUX IITKaJI OBLIa paspa-
6otana TEICHER B 1983 r. [IpuMeHeHHe TaHHOHN [ITKAJTBI,
10 COOOIIICHUIO aBTOPOB, ITO3BOJIMIIO IPEIOTBPATUTH 38 %
HA. Tem He MeHee, KOJMYECTBO IMOCIEIHUX COCTABUIIO
14 %, 9T0 BpsIIT JTM MOXKET OBITH IpUEMIIEMBIM [36].

B 1986 1. Ha 0OCHOBaHWU PETPOCIEKTUBHOTO UCCIIEI0-
Banus 305 manuenToB Alvarado npemioKuT CBOi BapuaHT
nuarHoctuyeckor mkanel [10]. Tlo maHHBIM aBTOpa, 4yB-
CTBUTEIBHOCTH MKl cocTaBsuia 89,7%, a cnenmdud-
HOCTH 76,3 %.

B mxane BwimensitoTcss § mokaszareneid, Kaxaomy M3
KOTOPBIX MPHUCBOCHA OaJThbHAs OICHKA: HaIpsHKCHHE
B MPaBO# MOJB3JIONIHOM 0o0macTH — 2 0ajia, MUTPAIHs
6oau — 1 OGami, mOMOXKUTENBbHBIN cumnToMm IlleTkuHa-
bmrombepra — 1 Gann, TonHOTa/pBOTA — 1 GaI, MOBHI-
[ICHUE TEMITepaTypsl Tena — 1 6ai, OTCyTCTBHE alIleTH-
Ta— 1 0as, TelkonuTo3 — 2 6aia, CABHUT JCHKOIIMTAPHON
¢dopmyiel BieBo — 1 6amr. Cymma 6amioB >7 mpenmnona-
raeT BEICOKYIO BeposTHOCTh OA W SIBISICTCS ITOKa3aHHEM
K OIIEPaTUBHOMY JICUCHHUIO, CyMMa 0ayutoB <5 TI03BOJISET
UCKIoYNTh auarHo3 OA ¢ BBICOKOW J0JIeH BEpOSTHO-
ctu. [lanmenTam, MoMy4YuBIIMM B TIpOLIECCE OLEHKUA 5—6
0a/IoB, HEOOXOIUMO TUHAMHUYECKOE HAONIOCHUE, JTHO0
BEIITOJTHEHNE TUArHOCTHYCCKON JlarmapocKkonuy, puck OA
B 9TOM I'pyIIe YMEPEHHBIH.

Ocobennoctpio mikasibl RIPASA (2010 1) siBisieTcst
TO, 9YTO OHA pa3padaThIBalIaCh CICIIHATIBHO JJIS HCTIONB30-
BaHMS B ITOIYJISIIIUH FOT0-BOCTOYHON A3mu. UyBCTBUTEb-

HOCTh U CIICIU(HIHOCTD IITKAJIBI cOCTABIIH 88 1 67 % co-
OTBETCTBeHHO, a HA ObUIH BBINONHEHBI B 6,9 % ciyJaeB
[20].

B mikane AIRS (Appendicitis Inflammatory Response
Score) BKiIFOUYEH ydeT ypoBHA C-peakTHBHOTO OeiKa, 4To
TIO3BOJIFJIO JIMIIb HE3HAYUTENFHO ITOBBICHTh TOYHOCTH
IIKael B cpaBHeHuH ¢ Alvarado [11].

IlIkama Lintula (2005 1) mepBoHauanbHO OBLTA pas-
paboTaHa JUIS IPUMEHCHUS B MEIUATPUICCKOIN MPaKTHKE
[31]. B nanpHe#mmx uccienoBaHusIX ObLIa MOKa3aHa BbI-
coKasi HH(OPMaTUBHOCTb IIKAJIBI Y B3POCIBIX M MOKUIIBIX
mroneit (tounocts 92 %) [28, 30]. lmarHocTHYecKas mka-
na Lintula omimgaercs OT aHaJIOTOB TEM, 4TO HE Tpelyer
7ab0paTOPHBIX TTOKa3arenei. 9Ta 0COOCHHOCTh TTO3BOJIS-
eT MIPUMCHATH ¢ Ha JOTOCHHUTAIBHOM 3Tare, HalpuMep,
B IIPaKTHUKE OpHUTra/l CKOPOH MEAUIIMHCKOHN MOMOIIIH.

A.T. HarpomBuiu, A. M. lymyTko MogudumpoBain
nmikany Alvarado, BkimtounB B Hee nanuble Y3U. JlanuHas
IIKajga MPOAEMOHCTPHPOBANIA YyBCTBHTENHEHOCTH 87 %,
cneruduarocth 96,7 %, Tounocth 91,3 %. KommuecTBo
HA 65110 ymensiero ¢ 30,6 % B KOHTPOJIBHOHU IPyIIIE 10
12,3 % B rpymnmne uccienoBanus [5].

N.E. Tzanakis, et al. pa3pabGoTanu OpUTHHAJIBHYIO
TIKaJTy, BKIIOYAIOILY0 KIIMHWIYIECKHE, JAOOpaTOPHEIC U CO-
HOCKOIIIYECKHE TIOKa3aTelil. B mcciienoBaHNN aBTOPOB
JTaHHasI IIKaJIa IToKa3aja MPeBOCXOIHBIC PEe3YIbTaThl: UyB-
CTBUTEIBHOCTH 95,4 %, cierudpuanocts 97,4 %, TOYHOCTD
96,5% [37].

MaruutHo-pe3oHancHas  Tomorpapus (MPT).
B Hacrosimee Bpemsi mpoBoasiTcs uccienoBanus MPT-
muarHoctukn OA. B pabote Blumenfeld, Wong MPT mo-
Ka3ayia BEICOKYIO HH()OPMAaTHBHOCTh Y OEPEMEHHBIX JKCH-
mH. B nccnenoBanne ObLIM BKIFOUEHBI 229 MalMEHTOK.
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTD, CHENU(PHIHOCTE cocTaBwian 90,5 %
1 98,6 % coorBeTcTBEHHO [16] .

Barger, et al. omyOnmuKoBanM MeTaaHaNIN3, BKIIIOUHB-
mmmi 8 uccnenoanuit (363 manuenTa, 86,2 % >KEHIINH),
MIPOBENIEHHBIX C sHBaps 1995 mo nexadpp 2009 . B pe-
3yabrare, yyBctBuTeibHOCTE MPT cocTtaBuna 97 %, crien-
udmaHOCTh — 95 % [15].

Eme nyumme pesynerarsl npumeHenuss MPT npone-
MOHCTPHPOBAIIO HUJICPIIAH/ICKOE HCCIIeIoBaHue. B Tpyt-
ne 3 138 yenosek yyBcTBUTENbHOCT MPT Auarnoctuku
coctaBmia 100 %, creruduanocts 99 %, ToaHocTh 99 %.
ABTOpamMH OBITa TOJCYMTAHA BO3MOXKHAS DKOHOMHS 3a
cuet ymenbiieHus HA, koropas cocrasuna 72534 € [32] .

B nenom, nipu conoctaBumoit ¢ CKT nHpopMaTHBHO-
cThio, MPT oOnamaeT TakuMu BaKHBIMU MPEHMYIIECTBA-
MH, KaK OTCYTCTBHE JIy4eBOH Harpy3KH U HEOOXOIMMOCTH
BBEJICHHS KOHTPACTA, YTO OCOOCHHO BaYKHO LTI OepeMeH-
HBIX JKeHIMMH ® JaeTedl. Hemocratkamm siBIsiroTcst Oonee
BBICOKHE CTOMMOCTb U JUIUTEIBHOCTD UCCieIoBanus [16].

Junarnocruyeckas Janapockonusi (IJI). JI mo-
Jy4riia MUpoYailiee pacipoCTpaHEeHHE B JUArHOCTHKE
OCTPOTO ammeHAUIUTa. UyBCTBUTEIBHOCTE M TOYHOCTH
meropa pocturaior 99,3 u 99,7% coorBerctBeHHO [4].
Kpurep u coaBt. coodmarot o 1,7-8,5 % ommbovHbIX Tra-
rHo30B mpu JIJI, cBsi3pIBas yBENMUCHHE YHCIIA OMIMOOK
C HETOJHOW BH3yalM3aIiiell depBeoOpa3sHOro OTpOCTKa
[2].

OnHako UMEIOTCS M MCHEE ONTHMUCTUYHBIC PE3yiTh-
Tatel. B perpocmektuBHOM uccienoBannu Garbarino
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OBUTO TIOKa3aHO, YTO pyTHHHOE mpmMeHeHme JIJI mo-
3BOJIMJIO CHU3UTH yacToTy HA 'y sxeHmuH ¢ 37% 10 5%
B CpPaBHEHHH C KOHTPOJBHOW rpyrmmoii. MHTEepecHo, uTo
n30HMpaTeTbHOe NPHMEHEHHUE JIallapOCKOITHH B TOM JKE
HccuenoBaHuu conpoBoxkaanock 31% HA [23]. Van den
Broek ormermit ymenbmenne HA npu ncnonb3osanuu J1J1
¢ 25% nuwb o 14 % [38].

Yacrora ocnoxxknenuit npu [JI cocrasnser 0,2-3,5%,
TSDKEITBIC OCIIOKHEHHS (PaHeHHE KPYITHBIX COCYIOB C KPO-
BOTCUCHHEM, MOBPEKICHUE TIONBIX OpPTraHOB, OCTpas
CEep/ICYHO-COCYIMCTAass HEJOCTaTOYHOCTh) BCTPEYAIOTCS
B 0,1-1,5% ciyyasix ¢ 4acTOTO# JIeTaIbHBIX UCXOMIOB OT 4
1o 64 cnyuaes Ha 100 Thic. Hacenenus [13].

HecmoTpst Ha BBICOKYIO IHAarHOCTHYECKYIO [ICHHOCTH,
JJT mmeeT psix cepbe3HBIX HEIOCTATKOB. DTO, MIPEXK/IE BCE-
TO, THBa3UBHOCTH MICCIICIOBAHMS, & TAK)KE HEOOXOIMMOCTh
o0meil aHecTe3nu, paboTHl ONEPAIIIOHHON, JOPOTOCTOS-
miero obopynoBanus. [Iposenenne /1JI Takxke orpaHudeHoO
y TaIMCHTOB C paHee BHITOJIHABIINMUCS ONEpalUsIMH Ha
opraHax OpIONIHOW MOJOCTH, OSpEeMEHHBIX, ITaIlICHTOB

C TSDKEJION COITyTCTBYIOIIEH KapANalbHOM 1 JITOYHOH Ia-
TOJOTHEH. B CBS3M ¢ BBIICTIEPEUNCIICHHBIM, TPHOPUTET
CIIelyeT OT/NaBaTh HEWHBA3HBHOMY HATHOCTHYECKOMY
TIOUCKY, ocTaBysist it JIJI nummme cirydaw, Korja HeWHBa-
3WBHBIC METOJIBI HEHH(OPMATUBHEI, THOO HE MOTYT OBITh
WCIoNb30BaHsl [ 13].

3amavya auarHocTuku OA Ha COBPEMEHHOM dTare He
TOJBKO B CBOCBPEMCHHOM BBISBJICHHH JaHHOM MaTOINIO-
THH, HO TaK)Ke ¥ B MUHUMH3AI[UH KOJIUYECTBA HAITPACHBIX
oreparyii, YUCI0 KOTOPBIX OCTACTCS HEIOMYCTHMO BBI-
coknM. Mmeromuecss B HACTOsIIEEe BpeMs COBPEMCHHBIE
JMarHOCTUYECKNE METOAMKU ITO3BOJISIOT ITOBBICHTBH (-
(exTrBHOCTB AMarHOCTUKH OA, YMEHBIIUTE BEPOSTHOCTh
BeImmorHeHHs HA. TeM camMbIM CHI)KAIOTCS Kak IEepHOIIe-
pannoHHBIC, TaK W IIOCJICONECPAIMOHHBIC PUCKH, a TaK-
K€ YMEHBIIACTCsl BPEeMsI HETPYHAOCIOCOOHOCTH. B cBsi3n
C 3TUM MPEACTABISACTCSA MPAKTUYCCKU 3HAYMMBIM JIAJlb-
HelIee nccaeJOBaHNe AUATHOCTHYSCKUX BO3MOXKHOCTEH
HEHHBA3MBHBIX METOJIOB THATHOCTUKH C LENTBIO MX BKIIO-
YEeHUE B IPOTOKOIIBI AUarHOCTHKH OA.
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