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Llenb: oueHVTb adhtheRTUBHOCTE MPUMEHAEMON NepronepaLMoHHon aHTubaKTepransHoN NPognNaKTUHN C NOMOLLIbIO MMasHbIX Kanenb Ha
OCHOBE (PTOPXVHONOHOB MYTEM aHanM3a CocTaBa KOHbIOHKTMBANbHOVM MUKPOIops! C y4eToM ee aHTMBroTrKopeavcTeHTHocTU. Maymex-
Tbl U MeToAbl. Bbin NpoBedeH aHan3 pesynsTaToB OAHOKPATHOMO A00MEePaLMOHHOro U YeTbIPEXKPATHOMO MOCIIEONEPaLMOHHOro Nnocesa
MUKPONopbl KOHBIOHKTUBEI Nocre daroamynscudmkaumm y 50 YenoBeK (52 rnasa) B BospacTe oT 49 oo 91 roga. BolgeneHHble LTammbl
1ccnefoBany Ha YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb K Habopy 13 16 aHTnbaKTepuanbHbIX NpenapaTos, BRAOYalOLLEMY AeNCTBYOLLME BELLECTBA Pacrpo-
CTpaHeHHbIX B PoccuicHon Mefepauyn rmasHbiX NeKapcTBeHHbIX NpenapaTtos. B nocneonepalyioHHOM nepuofe NpoBOAVIN MHCTURNALMA
aHTvbaKTepuanbHbIx NpenapaTtoB: nesoduioKcauvHa (1 rpynna, 30 rmas), moKcudnoKcaumHa (2 rpynna, 22 rnasa). PesynbraTel. [o
orepaLmy cocTaB MyKpodiopkl B rpynnax bein cxogHeiM. Beero nonyyeHo 32 (61,5 %) nonorutensHbIX Nocesa, cpeau KoTopbix B 68,8 %
cnyyaeB BcTpeyanca S. epidermidis, aB 31,2 % — S. aureus. Ha choHe aHTUBMOTUHONPOUNaKTUKM B NOCNEONEPaLOHHOM Nepuoae fons
MOMOMMTENBHBLIX MOCEBOB MOCTOAHHO CHUHKanack. Yepes 1 4ac Habnioganock Ka4eCTBEHHOE M3MEHEHVE COCTaBa MUKPOMIIOPLI: 38 CHET
CHUHEHVA Yncna S. aureus KonuyecTso S. epidermidis Bospocno [o 80 %, BbIABUIUCE paHee He nonyyYeHHble wrammbel Corynebacterium
spp. Yepes 1 cyTHu MuKpodbriopa Bbina npegctaBneHa TonbKo S. epidermidis. Yepe3 1 Hepento Bce noceBbl Beinu cTepunbHbl. Yepes
‘1 MecAL, nocne onepaummn NonoruUTENbHbIE NOCEBbI NonyyeHbl B 7,7 % cnyyaes (NpenmyLlecTBeHHo S. epidermidis]) — B 1 rpynne, B HKOTO-
poVi B Ka4ecTBe MocneonepaLyoHHon aHTUBuoTrKonpodnakTKY Bbinn MCNonb3oBaHb! rNasHbie Kamnu ¢ nesodnoxkcaumHom (p < 0,05).
Haunbonbluylo aKTUBHOCTL in Vitro N0 OTHOLLEHWIO K BbIGENEHHbIM LUTaMMaM MPOABUNM MOKCUIOKCALWH, raTUdNoKcaUmMH 1 aHTucen-
TUYecKVe npenapaTbl. 3aKnoyeHne. B cocTaBe HOHBIOHKTVBaNBLHOM MUKPOIopbl NpeobnafaeT NpeacTaBUTENb KoarynasoHeraTUBHbIX
cTatunokorkKoB — S. epidermidis. Ha doHe npoBopvMon aHTvBaKTepuanbHon NpogUnakTUKN KOMMYECTBO MOMOHMTENbHBLIX NOCEBOB
K 7 OHI0 nocreonepauvoHHoro nepvioga B obeunx rpynnax NporpeccuBHO YMeHbLUANoCh A0 HynA. [py cpaBHEHWUM OBYX rpynn NauveHToB,
nony4aBLUUX ANA NPOUNAHKTURN UHCDERLIMOHHBIX OCMOMHEHWIA MMasHble Hamnnv Ha ocHoBe (PTOPXVHONOHOB, 0BHapyreH Bonee cToiKuiA
CaHVpyoLLMIA 3thheRT MOKCUGIOKCaLVHaA, COXPaHABLLMACA Ha NPOTAMEHWN 1 MecALa nocne onepaumn.

HnioueBble cnoBa: KatapaKTa, hakoamynbcuduKauma, sHAOMTaNnbMUT, KOHBbIOHKTUBANbLHAA MUKpodiopa, aHTubaKTepyansHan
npodunaxTKa, TOPXMHOMNOHbI
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ABSTRACT Ophthalmology in Russia. 2020;17(1):111-116

Purpose. to evaluate the efficacy of perioperative antibacterial prophylaxis using eye drops with fluoroquinolones with the evalua-
tion of conjunctival microflora structure with its antibiotic resistance. Patients and Methods. The study was carried out using the
results of one preoperative and four times postoperative swabs taken from the conjunctival cavity in 50 patients (52 eyes) aged 49
to 91 undergoing phacoemulsification. All the strains were undergoing the 16 antibacterial drugs-panel susceptibility testing includ-
ing the most common ophthalmic dosage form in the Russian Federation. The antibacterial drugs instillations were used during the
postoperative period: levofloxacin in group 1 (30 eyes) and moxifloxacin in group 2 (22 eyes). Results. The structure of conjunctival
microflora in the two groups was similar prior to phacoemulsification. In 32 cases (61.5 %) bacterial growth was obtained preopera-
tively. Among them S. epidermidis strains were detected in 68.8 %, S. aureus strains were detected in 31.2 %. During the use of
postoperative antibiotic prophylaxis, the number of positive swabs was constantly decreasing. In 1 hour a qualitative change in the
microflora structure was observed. The number of S. aureus strains reduced. The number of S. epidermidis strains increased to
80 %. And previously undetected Corynebacterium spp. strains were found. In 1 day the conjunctival microflora was represented only
by S. epidermidis. In 1 week all the swabs were sterile. In 1 month after phacoemulsification, positive swabs were obtained in 7.7 %
(mainly S. epidermidis) only in group 1, where levofloxacin instillations were used as the postoperative antibiotic prophylaxis (p < 0,05).
Moxifloxacin, gatifloxacin and antiseptic drugs showed the highest in vitro activity against selected strains. Conclusion. The strains
of coagulase-negative staphylococcus S. epidermidis prevailed in conjunctival microflora structure. During the use of postoperative
antibiotic prophylaxis, the number of positive swabs is progressively reduced to zero by the 7th day in both groups. A more persistent
permanent effect of moxifloxacin, maintaining for 1 month after the operation was found in comparing two patients’ groups received
fluoroguinolone eye drops to prevent infection after phacoemulsification.
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BBEOAEHUE

[MocneonepaiMOHHbI SHAO(TATIBMUAT ABIAETCA TSXKe-
JIBIM OC/IOKHEHIEM, KOTOPOe MOXXeT IPUBOANTH Kak K ab-
COJIIOTHOIL IIOTepe 3peHNs, TaK U K yTpare I7la3a KaK OpraHa.
Bénpuras yacTh KOHTaMMHAIMII BO BpeMs U IIOCIIe ollepa-
LU CBsI3aHA C COOCTBEHHOI MUKPOQIOPOIT BEK 1 IMOBEPX-
HOCTM I7asa manueHTa. o 77 % ciydaeB BO30OYAUTeLAMMA
IIOCIIEOTIePAIIIOHHOTO 3HAODTAIbMUTA SABIAIOTCA KOarya-
30HeTaTMBHBIE CTAQVIOKOKKM, ABJIAONIMECA IpefCTaBUTe-
JIIMM HOPMaJIbHOI MUKpOQIOpHI I/1asa [1, 2].

B HacTosAIee BpeMA HOCTUTHYTHI 3HAUNTE/IbHbIE YCIIeXN
10 CHIDKEHMIO YaCcTOTHI ITOC/ICOIIePALIIOHHOTO SHA0(TalIb-
MUTA, MPEVMYIIECTBEHHO O6/1arogaps MHOTOLIEHTPOBOMY
nccnenoBannio EBporerickoro o6ijecTBa KarapaKTaabHbBIX
u pedpaxumonnbix xupypros (ESCRS) [3]. Pesynbrarst aT0-
IO JICCNIeNOBaHMA Nern B ocHOBY Pexomenpaumit ESCRS
[3], omHaKO Ha IPaKTYUKe B PA3IMYHBIX CTPAHAX VY KIMHUKAX
CII0COOBI AHTUMUKPOOHOT TPODIIAKTUKY JOBOIBHO CyIIie-
CTBEHHO OT/INYAIOTCA BBU/Y JIOKa/IbHBIX Y O Y/LAIVIOHHBIX
0COOEHHOCTeIT, a TaKXKe COCTaBa MUKPOOPraHM3MOB 1 Xa-
paKTepa nx pe3uCTEHTHOCTH K aHTHOMoTHKaM [2, 4, 5].

C 2015 ropa, cormacio DepmepanbHBIM KIMHUYECKIM
peKoMeHaanuMsM, I7ladHble Karm ¢ antubnornkamu (prop-
XMHOTOHAMM V/IVT aMUHOT/IMKO3UIAMM) BK/IIOUEHbBI B COCTaB
MeIMKaMeHTO3HOJ IIpefoIepalIOHHOI TOATOTOBKM [6].

BospacraHie pe3sucTeHTHOCTY HOPMaIbHOM MUKPOdIO-
PBI I/1a3a K aMMHOIIMKO3KAAM 1 GTOPXMHOMOHAM 2 1 3 T0-
KOJIEHNs TIPUBOAUT K BCe OOJee 4acTOMY MCIOIb30BAHUIO
($TOpXMHOMOHOB 4 mokoneHNs (raTugIoKCcaluH, MOKCU]-
JoKcauuH) [7-9].

NALWMEHTBI U METOAbI

boim mpoBefieH aHanM3 pe3yIbTATOB CepUM IOCEBOB,
BKJ/IIOYAIOIIell 1 JoonepanoOHHbIi 1 4 ITOC/IeoNepalyiOHHbIX
IoceBa, OaKTepManbHOI (IOPbI KOHBIOHKTUBBI y 50 yeno-
BeK (52 r7asa), KOTOpbHIM Oblla BBIIONHEHAa CTaHAApTHas
dakosMyIbcuPUKALA ¢ MMIUIAHTALEN UHTPAOKYISAPHON
MH3bL. BospacT maumeHTOB BapbupoBan or 49 nmer mo 91
ropa (cpemHmit Bospact 71,9 * 3,8 roa). Pactipenenenmne ma-
LIVIEHTOB II0 IOy 6b1710 cnegytomym: 17 my>xuns (18 rmas),
33 >xeHuuHsI (34 rmasa). [IpooneprupoBano 23 mpaBbIx I71a-
3a, 29 neBbIx ma3. OTOOpP IALMEHTOB AJIS MCCIeNOBaHUA
OB CTTy4aiiHbIM.
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3ab0p 06pasLOB C HOBEPXHOCTY KOHBIOHKTVBBI OCYIIIECT-
BJIA/IN C TIOMOLIBIO CTEPU/IBHBIX 30HI0B-TaMIIOHOB, KOTOPbIE
IpefBapUTENIbHO YBIAKHAMN cTepuabHbIM 0,9 %-HbIM pac-
TBOPOM X/Iopyfa Harpus. [Iporecc B3ATHA moceBa 3aKI0dal-
€A B HEOTHOKPATHOM IIPOBEJ,eHNM TAMIIOHA II0 IIOBEPXHOCTH
HIDKHEJ TIePEeXOIHOM CKIAfIKM I7Ia3a ¥ MCKIKYa] KacaHMA
BeK U pecHuI]. TaMIIOH-30H] TOMeIIaN B TPOOMPKY C TpaHC-
nopTHoit cpenoit AMIES c yrnem, MapkupoBamu U JFOCTaB-
1AM B nmaboparopuio. ViccmemoBaHme MaTepyana HOCEBOB
BKJII0YA/I0 6aKTepMOCKOINIO Ma3KOB, IIOCEB Ha IUTaTe/IbHbIE
cpefbl (KpOBSHOIA, IOKOJIAIHbII arap, TMOTIMKONEBYIO Cpeny,
arap Cabypo), uneHTI(UKALIO U30/IATOB OAKTEPIIL IO MOP-
(boNMorn4ecKuM, TMHKTOPUAIbHBIM, KY/IbTYypanbHbIM U 610-
XUMIYeCKUM cBoicTBaM. OKOHYaTeNbHYIO MAeHTU(HKALINIO,
oIpefie/ieHVie YyBCTBUTEMTbHOCTY K aHTYMMKPOOHBIM ITperia-
paraM IIPOBOAV/IN C JMICIIONIb30BAHNMEM 3KCIEPTHONM CHCTEMbI
6akTepuonornyeckoro anammsaropa Vitek-II Compact, mn-
TepIpeTalyio pesynbratoB — mo Meropyuke EUCAST [10].
BrifeneHHbIe IITaMMBI OBIIN MCCIIEOBAHbI HA YyBCTBUTENb-
HOCTb K Habopy 13 16 aHTMOaKTepMaIbHBIX IIpenaparos (OK-
CallV/UINH, X/I0paM(pEHNKON, TOMMMIUKCHH B, TeTpalykimH,
SPUTPOMUIIVIH, a3UTPOMMUIVMH, T€HTAMMIVH, TOOPaMMIIVIH,
HETVWIMUIIVH, TUIIPOQIOKCAINH, O(IOKCAIINH, TeBOdIOKca-
IVH, MOKCUQIOKCAIIVH, raTU(IOKCAllVH, TMKIOKCU/IVHA I~
TUAPOXTIOPH]I, OEeHSWIAMMETUI-MYPUCTONIAMITHO-TIPOTINI-
aMMOHMIT), BKJTIOYAIOIINX JIeHICTBYIOILIE BelljeCTBa Haubomee
pacnpocrpaHeHHbIX B Poccutickoit ®efepanuy ImasHbIX Je-
KapCTBEHHDIX ITpenaparos. Onpefenenne YyBCTBUTENbHOCTH
K IVUKIOKCUAVH puruapoxnopuny («Burabaxt») u 6eH3mm-
IMMeTHII-MUPUCTOMIaMMHO-IponmTaMMoHNo («OxoMuc-
THH») TIPOBEJIEHO C MCTIONb30BaHMeEM JVCKO-I((Y3MIOHHOTO
Metopa. IlompesncTeHTHRIMY IIPU3HABAIM MUKPOOPTaHNU3-
MBI, He YyBCTBUTENbHBIE in Vitro K 5 1 6onee aHTMOAKTepH-
a/IbHBIM IIpelapaTaM U3 YKa3aHHOTO IePevHs.

BpemeHHOI anropuTM B3ATUA IOCEBOB OBIT CIEAYIO-
IMM: TIepefi oIepanyeli — [0 3aKaNblBaHMA IVA3HBIX Ka-
1enb, B IOC/IEONEPAIIIOHHOM IIepUOJie — BO BpeMsA IIJIAHO-
BBIX OCMOTpPOB: 4epes 1 yac, Ha 1 n 7 cyTku u yepes 1 mecAn
IIOCJIE OTIEPaIML.

[TamveHTBI 6BV pacIpefe/ieHbl Ha 2 TPYIIIBI B 3aBUCH-
MOCTH OT aHTUOVOTHKA, UCIIONIb3YEMOTO LA ITepMOIIepaliy-
OHHOII TPO(MMIAKTUKY B BUJe TMIa3HBIX Kamenb. B 1 rpymmy
Bouun 30 manyeHToB, MoaydJaBmx nHCTULIALUK 0,5 %-ro
pacTBOpa neBoIOKCalMHa, BO 2 TPYIIy — 22 MalyeHTa,
nonyyaBmux mHCTWOUIALMY 0,5 %-ro pacTBOpa MOKCU(-
NoKcalyHa. B obenx rpynmax ¢GTOpXMHOMOHBI MPUMEHIN
7151 OTIEPUPYEMOTO I71asa 110 OfIMHAKOBOJI cxeMe. B ieHp ome-
paumu: 1o Hadajia BMelaTenbcTBa — 3a 15 u 30 MuHYT, cpa-
3y IMOC/Ie OKOHYaHNA, IPY OCMOTpe 4Yepes 1 yac, manee Kax-
Ible 2 yaca flo cHa u 1 pas Houblo. B mocnenyromue 10 gHek
IJIa3Hble KaImM ¢ (QTOPXMHOMOHAMM 3aKAIlBIBAIM KaXK/ble
3 4aca jHeM 1 1 pa3 HOYBIO.

Jna mIpOTMBOBOCHIAUTEILHONM Tepalyy MCIONb30BaTIN
unctunnagum 0,1 %-ro pacTBopa meKkcaMeTasoHa 4 pasa
B JieHb B TeyeHue 10 gHeit n 0,09 %-ro pacTBopa 6pomdeHa-
Ka 1 pas B ieHb B TeueHue 17 gHeil.
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Craructudeckyo 06paboTKy pesynbTaTOB IIPOBOAVIIN
¢ nomoupio nporpamm Microsoft Office Excel 2007, IBM
SPSS Statistics 22.

PE3VIbTATbI

Ho omepanuu u3 52 B3ATHIX IIOCEBOB IOIYYEHO 32
(61,5 %) monoxurenbubix u 20 (38,5 %) oTpMLIATENIBHBIX
pesynbTaToB. VI3 32 IOMOKUTENTbHBIX IOMTYy4eHO 32 ITaMMa:
22 (68,8 %) wramma S. epidermidis u 10 (31,2 %) mTaMmMOB
S. aureus (puc. 1).

Cpepyt 22 mrammoB S. epidermidis 7 (31,8 %) okasasvics 1mo-
JIMPE3UCTEHTHBIMY, 2 (9,1 %) — MeTULI/UIMHPE3UCTEHTHBIMIL.
[IIramMMBI SMHUAEPMATbHOTO CTApUIOKOKKA IIPOSBUIN Pe3u-
CTEHTHOCTb K IIOJIMMUKCUHY B, OKcallyyUIMHy U TeTpaluK/IMHY,
HO OKa3a/IiCh YyBCTBUTEIbHBI K (propxmHonoHaM. Cpeny 06-
Hapy>XeHHbIX 10 IITaMMOB S. aureus Bce OKa3a/luch YyBCTBU-
Te/IbHBI K (PTOPXMHOIOHAM, HO 3 13 HIMX IIPOSIBIIN CBOMCTBA
HONVMPE3VICTeHTHOCTY, B TOM YHC/Ie MeTHUIVJUIMHPE3UCTEHT-
Hoctu (Tabr. 1). Hu ofyH U3 BbIeTeHHBIX MUKPOOPraHI3MOB
He OB yCTOIYNB K MMKIOKCUANHY ¥ «OKOMUCTUHY.

Yepes 1 dwac mocne omepaumy KOTUYECTBO ITOTIOXKU-
TEJIPHBIX II0CEBOB YMEHBIIMIOCH 10 15 (28,8 %) (Tabm. 2).
KauecTBeHHBINI COCTaB MUKPO(QIOPbI TaKXe IpeTepIien
cymecTBeHHble M3MeHeHMA: 1o 80,0 % BO3pOC yHeNbHBIN
Bec S. epidermidis (12 cny4aeB) 1 B OZHOM ClIydae BbICEs-
mm Corynebacterium spp., a 41cn0 0OHAPY)XEHHBIX S. aureus
cHM3MNOCh Jo 2 (puc. 2). KomrdecTso momipesucTeHTHBIX
LITaMMOB 4epes3 1 yac mocje omnepauuy YMEHbIIMIOCh 0 5
(9,6 %), 4TO OKa3aMIOCh IPOMOPLVOHANIBHO CHUKEHUIO 10-
JIOXXUTENbHBIX II0CEBOB B LiefioM (Tabm. 2; puc. 3). Ipu atom
CTATMCTUYECKY 3HAYMMBbIX Pas3INdnii MeX/Y YUCTIOM IIOJIO-
JKUTEIbHBIX IT0ceBOB B 1 rpyme (33,3 %) u 2 rpymme (22,7 %)
BbISIB/IEHO He 6b1710 (Tabi. 3).

Yepes 1 cyTKM mocie oneparyu MUKpo¢Iopa ¢ KOHbIOH-
KTUBBI BBICEBA/IACD ellle peXKe — IONTYyYeHO 8 MOMOKNUTe/Ib-
HBIX 10CeBOB (15,4 %). Bce 06Hapy KeHHBIE MUKPOOPTaHI3-
MBI OKa3a/IMCh SMUEPMAIbHBIMY CTA(DUIOKOKKAMY, CPean
KOTOpbIX HpucyTtcTBoBal 1 (1,9 %) mHOMMpesncTeHTHbIN
mraMm (Tabm. 1).

CTpyKTYypa MHKPO()JIOPbI 10 ONlepanuu

B S. epidermidis

S. aureus

Puc. 1. CtpyKTypa MuKpodnopel A0 onepauumn

Fig. 1. The structure of conjunctival microflora before the phaco-
emulsification
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Tabnuua 1. PesynstaTthl McCnefoBaHWA 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTY 0BHapy-
FEHHBIX MUKPOOPraHM3MOoB A0 ornepauyn (yKasaHo 4YMCHo YyCTONHMBbIX
LITamMMOB)
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Tabnuya 2. O6LaA AMHaMMKa NOSTYYEHVA NONOMKUTENBHBLIX PE3yNbTa-
TOB NMOCEBOB

Table 2. Obtaining positive results in general

Table 1. The results of antimicrobial susceptibility tests for the de-
tected strains before the phacoemulsification (the number of resis- Bpems o6cnegoBanms / W T T L (R
tant strains is showed) Time of examination nocesos / Percentage of wrammo / Percentage of
a positive results multidrug resistant strains
S. epidermidis | S.aureus Bcero / Total J;:fg;es}aeu:; e/rmion 61,5%(32u352) 19.29% (10u3 52)
Bcero wrammoB (13 HUX NoNMPe3NCTeHTHbIX) /
. . . X 22(7) 10(3) 32(10)
Total strains (multidrug resistant strains) Tyacnocne onepauwwv/ 28,8% (151352) 9,6% (5352)
1 hour after the operation
MRSE 2 - 2 : ;
CyTKV NOCTe OnepaLin o 0
MRSA o 3 3 1 day after the operation [BagEl=50) JPRe)
OKCHL(VIJ'IJ'II/IH / Oxacillin 14 8 22 1 Hepena nocne OI'IepanlI/lI/I/ 0,0 % (0 e} 52) 0,0% (0 w3 52)
1 week after the operation
Xnopamdermkon / Chloramphenicol 2 3 5 . ;
B s o 13,5% (713 52) 38%(2u352)
TetpauuknuH / Tetracycline 9 3 12 1 month after the operation
Sputpomnuunt / Erythromycin 6 2 8
allls y i Tabnuya 3. [JyHaMuKa Nony4eHns NoNorKMTENbHLIX PesynsTaToB no-
Asvtpomuumk / Azithromycin 5 0 5 CEBOB B ABYX rpynnax
ToGpamuumH / Tobramycin 7 3 10 Table 3. Obtaining positive results in two groups
TexTamuuk / Gentamycin 7 3 10 [lonsi NONOXUTENbHbIX NOCEBOB /
) Bpems o6cneposatus / Percentage of positive results
Hetunmuuun / Nethylmycin 5 3 8 Time of examination georp
1rpynna/ 1% grou 2rpynna/ 2™ grou,
LinnpodnokcauuH / Ciprofloxacin 1 0 1 i Al i el
[Jlo onepauun /
Odnokcauur / Ofloxacin 4 3 7 Before the operation 66,7 % (20 13 30) 54,5% (121322)
N Levofloxaci 2 1
S ST 3 1 :Zcm"gfct‘: ;l“:s:;‘:'a:é ) 333% (103 30) 22,7% (51322)
Mokcudnokcauur / Moxifloxacin 0 0 0
1 cyTkn nocne onepatim /
TatndnokcaumH / Gatifloxacin 0 0 0 1 day after the operation 200% (6 w3 30) 91%(2u322)
TonumukcuH B / Polymyxin B 9 9 18 1 Hegena nocne onepaHmm/ 00 % (0u330) 00% (013 22)
1 week after the operation
Muknokengnt / Pycloxidine 0 0 0
1 MecAL nocne onepatim /
OkommcTnH® / Okomistin® 0 0 0 1 month after the operation R EEY) L

Yepes 1 Hepemo Bce IIOCEBBI OBUIM CTEPUIbHBIMI
(tabmn. 3, puc. 5).

Yepes 1 mecsn nocie omnepauny nomydero 7 (13,5 %)
IIOJIOJKUTENbHBIX ITIOCEBOB, Hpe}ICTaBHeHHbIX 6 ITaMMaMI
(85,7 %) snmpgepManbHOro cTadMIOKOKKa, OIVH 13 KOTOPBIX

Crpykrypa mukpoduiopsl yepe3 1 uac

mocJjie onepanuun
67% pan

u S. epidermidis
u Corynebacterium spp

S. aureus

Puc. 2. CTpyKTypa MyKpodnopbl Yepes 1 Yac nocre onepaumm

Fig. 2. The structure of the conjunctival microflora in 1 hour after
the phacoemulsification

ObII TONMMPE3NCTEHTHBIM, U B 1 cnyvae (14,3 %) — nonupe-
3VMCTEHTHBIM IITaMMOM Str. haemolyticus « (puc. 4).

Yepes 1 yac y OONbHBIX, IOMTYYaBIIMX MHCTWUIALUN Jle-
BOQUIOKCAIHA, OOHApPYXXeHO 6 IOJIOXKUTENBHBIX IIOCEBOB,
a'y MaLMeHTOB, OTyYaBIINX MHCTWULALN MOKCUIOKCal1Ha,

L] HOJ’II/Ipe3I/ICTCHTHLIe ImTaMMBI

B [lon0XUTENbHBIEC TOCEBBI

80

60

40

20 SAY
3i8 0.0“= 3.8
0 - . : :
1o onepanuu 1 yac 1 geas 1 memens 1 mecsn

J107151 HOJOKUTENBHBIX TOCEBOB, %o

JluHamunka oOHapy)eHUs! MUKPO(IIOPbI
B MOCJICONEPALIOHHOM [IEPHO/IE

Puc. 3. [vHamvka obHapyreHnA MUKpodnopbl B NocrneonepawuyoH-
HOM nepuofe

Fig. 3. Detection of the conjunctival microflora during the postopera-
tive period
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CtpykTypa MuUKpodJiopsI Yepe3 1 mecsin
nocJje onepanun

14,3 %
B S. epidermidis

Str. haemolyticus a

Puc. 4. CtpyKTypa MuKpodnopbl Yepe3 1 mecAL nocne onepauum

Fig. 4. The structure of the conjunctival microflora in 1 month after
the phacoemulsification

IOTTy4eHO 2 NOJIOXKUTENbHBIX IToceBa. [JaHHOe pas/mrdue oKasa-
JIOCh CTATUCTUYECKY He 3HAYMMBIM (p > 0,05) (Tabm. 3, puc. 5).

Uepes 1 Mmecan B mepBoil rpymme nomydeHo 23,3 %
(7 n3 30) mOMOXXUTENBHBIX NOCEBOB, BO BTopoit — 0,0 %
(0 u3 22) (tabm. 3, puc. 5).

JuHaMyKa MHOTy4eHMs IONOXUTEbHBIX IOCEBOB
B IIe/IOM I B TPYIIAx HAITIAAHO M300paXkeHa Ha PUCYHKe 5.
o omepanuu obiiee pacrpeneneHne KOMMIECTBA TOTOKNU-
TE/IbHBIX ¥ OTPULIATEIBHBIX IIOCEBOB ObUIO CIYYailHbIM (1 =
52, x*=2,77, p > 0,1). PactipenienieH1te KommdecTBa MOMTOXKI-
Te/IbHBIX Y OTPUIIATE/IbHBIX IIOCEBOB B IBYX CPaBHMBAaeMbIX
IPYIIIaxX TaKXe ObIIO CTyYaitHbIM (n1 =30, le =3,23,n,=22,
x5, = 0,18, p > 0,05).

B nocneonepanonsom nepuope 4epes 1 vac myepes 1 cyrt-
KN TIOCTIEe OIeparyy HAabMI0anoch JOCTOBEPHOE CHIDKEHNE
KO/INYEeCTBA IIOJIOKUTENbHBIX IIOCEBOB M YBEIMYeHNe OTPU-
LIaTe/IbHBIX TI0CEBOB KaK B IIEPBOIi, TaK ¥ BO BTOPOI IpyIIIe
(n, =30,y =930, p < 0,001, n, =22, x*, = 24,92, p < 0,001).

Uepes 1 mecAn B nepBoii NOArpymIe moaydeHo 23,3 %
(7 n3 30) mOMOXUTENBHBIX NOCEBOB, BO BTopoit — 0,0 %
(0 3 22) (tabm. 3, puc. 5). Komn4ectBo MOMOXNUTENbHBIX
IIOCEBOB Yepe3 1 MecAl IoC/Ie onepanyy B IIEPBOIL IPYIIIIE,
B KOTOPOI1 Mcronb3oBamu 0,5 %-Hblil pacTBOp /1eBOdIOKCa-
[[MHa, 6BUIO JOCTOBEPHO GOJIbIIE KOMNYECTBA TOTIOKUTED-
HBIX IIOCEBOB BO BTOPOJI IPYyIIIle, B KOTOPOI MCIIO/Ib30Ba/IN
0,5 %-Hblit pacTBOp MOKcudokcauuHa (x* = 4,09, p < 0,05).

Y OmHOro M3 MAL[MEHTOB O omepaunyy ObII BBIfEIEH
IITAMM SIUEPMATIBHOTO CTa(pUIOKOKKA, YYBCTBUTENbHBII
K neBo¢rokcanuuy. Kak manmeHT 1 rpynmsl OH mMOTy4mI
Kypc IPOGUIAKTUKY C TIOMOIIBIO [IA3HBIX Kalleb IeBOd-
nokcanyHa. Uepe3s 1 MecsAl HOCIe ONepaluyl y 3TOrO XKe
60NbHOTO OOHAPYXXWICS SIUAEPMA/IbHBIL CTapIIOKOKK,
PE3UCTEHTHBINI K [AHHOMY aHTMOAaKTepuaIbHOMY Iperna-
pary. OgHaKo yTBep>X[aTh, YTO MMEHHO yXKe VMMEBIINMICH
IO Ollepanyy UITaMM SMUAEPMATbHOTO CTadUIOKOKKA IIPH-
06pen yCTONYMBOCTD K JIEBOQIOKCAL[MHY, MOXXHO JIMILb
TOJIBKO ITOCTIE IPYMEHEH VS TeHEeTMYECKMX METOJIOB aHa/I3a
BbI/IeJIEHHBIX LIITAMMOB.
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JlnHamuka 0OHapYKEHHs MUKPO(IOPBI
B M10CJICONEPAIOHHOM NEPHOJIE B BBIIEIEHHBIX MOArPyIIax

S g0 887
M
2 60 - 54,5
g
E 50 B jieBodhiIoK A
E 40 - 333 MOKCH()IIOKCAL[HH
=z 5
=
[} .
E 30 227 500 23,3
é 20 1 9.1
5 107 0,00,0 0,0
=] A—
=5 0
o onepanuu 1 gac 1 nenn 1 menens 1 mecsg

Puc. 5. [JyHamnka obHapyreHnA MuKpodnopbl B nocneonepauyoH-
HOM Mepvofe B BbiAENEHHbIX NoArpynnax

Fig. 5. Detection of the conjunctival microflora during the postopera-
tive period in two groups

Yepes 1 mecA1 BbIIeNeHHble TaMMbI B 50 % cimydaes (2
13 4) 6bUIM PE3UCTEHTHBI K apuTpoMuLinHy. Ilompesucrent-
HblI€ IITaMMBbI TAK)XKe TI0Ka3a/I/ YCTOMYMBOCTb K TETPALIMKIIN-
HY, TEHTaMULMHY, GUIIpodIoKcauny u odokcaryuy. Han-
6OIBIIIYIO AKTUBHOCTD i Vitr0 10 OTHOLIEHMIO K BbI€/IEHHBIM
MMKPOOPTaHM3MaM MPOsIBIIIN MOKCU(IOKCALINH, TaTU(IIOK-
CalMH M aHTUCENTUYeCKVe Ipemaparbl. Ha mpoTspkeHun
BCETO IIOC/IEOIEPALIOHHOrO IePUOfa BBLIBIEHA BBICOKAs
YCTOMYMBOCTD MUKPOQIOPDI K HOMMMUKCUHY B 11 4yBCTBU-
TE/IBHOCTD K IMKIOKCU/VHY VI OKOMMCTHHY.

OBCYHOEHUE

B 1esioM 1o omepanyu M B IOC/IEOIEPALIOHHOM IIe€pU-
ofie B coctaBe MUKpoGIopsl Ipeobnanaet S. epidermidis —
IIpefiCTaBUTeIb HOPMaIbHO MUKpOGIOpH! ITasa [3, 11, 12].
[MosBnenne wrammos Corynebacteium spp depes 1 dac mo-
CJle oIlepalyt MOXeET OBbITb CBA3aHO ¢ MeXaHMYEeCKUM BO3-
mericTBUeM b6repapocTaTa Ha IPOTOKM MeilOOMIEBBIX JKeTle3
BO BpeMs OIlepaljuy: IIOf JaB/IeHIEM IIPOVICXOANT BBIjene-
HIIE MIX CEKPETa, BEPOSATHO, B GOBIIIEN CTEIIEHV KOHTaMIHI-
POBAHHOIO LITAMMaMM STUX MUKPOOPraHM3MOB II0 CPaBHe-
HUIO C KOH'BIOHKTVBA/IBHOI ITO/IOCTBIO.

ITepBbIM (4epes 1 gac IIOCTIe OIepary) 13 CIIeKTpa BbIceBae-
Moit MUKpO(/IOpbI Ha (pOHe aHTUOAKTepHaIbHON IPOPUIIAKTI-
KU MCYe3a0T LITAMMBI 30/I0TUCTOrO CTaUIOKOKKa. VI30/1aThI
SMMUIEPMATBLHOTO CTadVIOKOKKA JCUe3aloT K 7 [IHIO TIOC/IeoTIe-
PALMOHHOI aHTUOAKTEPUAIBHON TPO(GUIAKTIKY, HO IIPOOI-
KAIOT BBICEBAThCA JlaKe Yepes 1 MecsI] IToCTe OIeparymn.

IIpn cpaBHEHMNM [ABYX TPYIII MALMEHTOB, IOTYYaBIINX
[JIa3Hble KAl M3 IPYNIbl GTOPXMHOIOHOB PasHbIX ITOKO-
neHmit (IeBOQIOKCAH M MOKCUGIOKCALVH) 1A Ipodu-
NAKTUKY MHQEKIVOHHBIX OC/IOKHEHMIA, 6BUI0 0OHAPYKEHO,
YTO MOKCUQIOKCAIH MMeN Oojiee CTOVIKUII CaHVPYIOLVIA
a¢dexT, coXpaHMBLINIICA Yepe3 1 MecsAl IOCTIe OIeparii.
9TO MOXKET CBUAETETbCTBOBATD 00 y)Ke J0Ka3aHHOM 3 dek-
TYBHOCTY IIPEIIapaToOB IPYIIBI PTOPXMHONOHOB [1, 13, 14].

ITo pesynbTaTaM aHTUOMOTMKOPE3VUCTEHTHOCTM dYepes
1 yac u dyepes 1 CYTKM HOCIEONEPAalVIOHHOTO IIepuofa
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BBbICEBaeMble IITaMMBI IIPOJIeMOHCTPYPOBAIN HaUOONBIIYIO
YCTOIYUBOCTD K SPUTPOMULIUHY U XTIOpaMpEHNKOTY.

Ho omepanuyu u yepes 1 Mecsl MOC/IEONEPAIYIOHHOTO
neprofia pe3uCTeHTHOCTb K aHTUCENITUYECKNM IIperaparam
NVUKJIOKCUIMHY ¥ OKOMMCTVMHY He BblABJIEHA.

BbiBOAbI

1. B cTpyKType KOHBIOHKTUBAIbHOI MUKPOQIOPHI IIpe-
obajjaeT IpefCTaBUTENb KOATyTa30HETaTUBHBIX CTaduIo-
KOKKOB — S. epidermidis, BXOZAIINII B COCTaB HOPMA/IbHOI
MUKpPOQIIOPHI I/Ia3a.

2. B mocrneomnepauyoHHOM Ilepuofe Ha (hOHe IIPOBO-
AUMOIL aHTHOAKTepUATbHON MPOPUIAKTUKU C MUCIONb30-
BaHMEM MHCTWULINNI (PTOPXMHONOHOB CHIKAETCS OIS
BBICEBAEMBIX IIO/IMPE3UCTEHTHBIX LITAMMOB, a K 7 [JHIO II0-
C/IeOIePALIIOHHOTO MePUOAA KOMMYECTBO MOTOXKNUTETbHBIX
[IOCEBOB IIPOTPECCUBHO YMEHBIIACTCS 1O HYIIA.

2020;17(1):111-116

3. IlepuonepaunonHass aHTUO6aKTepuanbHass mpodu-
JIaKTHKa ¢ momMolpio 0,5 %-ro pacTBopa MOKCH(IoKcanyHa
uMeeT JOCTOBEPHO Oojiee CTOMKMII M BBIPa>KEHHBIN CaHU-
pyrowuit a¢pdexT (p < 0,05) IO OTHOLIEHNIO K MUKpOdIOpe
KOH'BIOHKTUBBI 110 CPAaBHEHNIO C TAKOBBIM Yy 0,5 %-ro pacTBO-
pa neBodriokcanmHa.

4. Han60mbIIyo akTUBHOCTD i# Viro 110 OTHOIIEHNIO
K BbIJIe/ICHHBIM MUKPOOPTAaHM3MaM IPOSIBUIM MOKCU(-
JIOKCAlVH, raTu¢IOKCalH M aHTUCENTHYeCKUe Tpemna-
paThbl.

VYACTUE ABTOPOB:

Tuporos 0./, — KOHIeNIMA U [U3aiH MCCTE[OBAHNUA, KIMHNYECKas 4acTh, obpa-
60TKa MaTepuana, HalliiCaH/e TEKCTa, MHTE/UVIEKTYyaTbHOE COJIEP)KaHM€E CTaTby, OKOH-
yare/IbHOE 0J06PeHIe BApIAHTA CTAThI;

IlIyctpoBa T.A. — c60p 1 06paboTKa MaTepyaa, KIMHNYECKas YacTh, HAMCaHMe TeK-
CTa, MHTEJVIEKTYaZIbHOE COIEP KaHMe CTaTbI;

Ob6nosaukast E.C. — c60p 1 06paGoTka Marepyaa, CTaTucTuieckas 06paborka gaH-
HBIX, HaIlMCaHMe TEKCTa, TIO/fTOTOBKA Ta6/INI] ¥ MILTIOCTPALINIi;

Xpomosa E.C. — c6op 1 06paboTka MaTepiasa, KIMHIIECKas 4acTb.
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