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Lenb. CpaBHuUTENbHbIA aHanu3 pe3ynstatoB dakoamynscuduraummn (PB3H) ¢ ncnonb3oBaHvem pa3paboTaHHOM 1 KNaccu4ecKon Tex-
Honoruv doparmMeHTaLmmn agpa xpyctanvKka y 6oneHeix nceegoakchonuaTeHbiM cuHgpomom (M3C). MayueHTbl  MmeToAbl. [peanoxe-
Ha WwagALlaA TexHonorna gpobnexna Aagpa xpyctanuka y bonbHeix N3C, nossonAwLLan yMeHbLINTL JaBNEHNE Ha BOMOKHA LIMHHOBOM
CBA3KM, BEPOATHOCTb MOBPEHAEHNA CBA3OK W 3afHEei Kancynbl XpycTanuKa, 0CHOBaHHaA Ha MCMonb3oBaHuM aKodparmeHTaTopa
OpUrMHanNbHOM KOHCTPYKUMK. [nA onpegeneHvA papguyca KpyBU3HbI paboyei 4acTy MHCTPYMEHTa BbIMOMHEHO MOPMHOMETPUYECHOE
N3MEPEHNE KPVBW3HbI SKBATOPMAarbHOM 30HbI XPYCTaNMKOBbLIX AAEP, YAANeHHbIX BO BPEMA 3KCTPAKaNCyNAPHON U MHTPaKancynApHOn
9HCTPaKUMKN KaTapaKTbl y nauneHToB ¢ [13C n cybnioKcauven xpyctanvKka. [poBefeH cpaBHUTENbHLIN aHanMa TeYeHVA onepaummn u
pesynLTaToB XMPYPruYecHoro nevyeHnA KatapakTel y 6onbHeix MN3C ¢ ucnone3oBaHueM npegnoxeHHon (n = 58) u ctangapTHom (n =
56) TexHonorun dparmMeHTaumMn Agpa xpycTanuka npu axkoamynecudvkaumy. OueHvBany napamMeTpbl ynbTpasByKa: noxasaTenu
cpepHen mowHocTu B % (AVEUS), cpegHue 3HaveHnA abconioTHoro BpemeHn ynbtpassyHa (APT) n cpegHue 3HaveHna aperTuBHOro
(EPT) BpemeHu ynsTpasByKa B CeKyHAAX NMpv haKoamynbCcuuKaLmnm; CTPYKTYPHO-MOPdONorMiecke M3MEHEHNA 3afHEro anuTenua
pOroBuLpbl N0 AaHHLIM 3HA0TENVAanbHOM MUKPOCKOMNWW; YacTOTy M XapaKTep OCMOMHEHWUA, MOMyYeHHyl OCTpoTy 3peHvA. Peaynbra-
Tbl. MopcomeTpua xpycTanvMkoBeix Agep Y nauveHToB ¢ [13C no3sonuna onpegenvTs CPeaHUin pagnyc KpUBM3HbLI aKBaTopa Agpa,
HoTopbln cocTaeun 2,89 + 0,14 mm, cornacHo noxkasaTtenam Kpueon Maycca — 2,895-3,530 mm. 3Tu gaHHble y4TeHbl npy Beibope
paguyca KpuBM3HbI paboyeit YacTu hakodparmeHTaTopa (paguyc KpyBmaHel 3,0 mm), ncnonesyemoro npu W3H y nauveHTos ¢ MN3C.
[Npepnaraembiii Yonnep 3a CHET COOTBETCTBUA KPUBU3HbLI paboyei 4acTu MHCTPYMEHTa U 3KBaTOPManbHOM 30HbI HaTapaKTanbHOro
AQpa No3BoMAET ero HaferHo (PUKCKMPOBaTb M U3MenbyaTb, NpU 3TOM MCHMOYasA 13bbITOYHOE AaBfieHVe Ha CBA30YHbLIM annapaTt
xpycTanuKa y naumeHToB ¢ [13C. PaspaboTaHHaA TexHonoruA cnocobcTByeT CTAaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYMMOMY CHUMEHMIO 3HEPreTUHECKMX
noxasaTtenen ynetpassyKa: AVEUS — Ha 2,64-10,00 %; APT — na 3,38-14,00 %; EPT — Ha 3,76-16,00 % y nauueHToB c pas-
MNYHON CTEMeHbld MIOTHOCTU AAPa XPYCTanuKa; CHUMKEHMWIO YMCNa OmnepauyoHHbIX W MOCneonepauyioHHbIX OCMOMHEHUN B 2 pasa;
B 1,5 pa3a MeHbLUEN NOTEPE KNETOK 3afHero anuTenua porosuubl. OcTpoTa 3peHna Bes KoppeKuuy ¢ nepBbix AHEV NOCMe onepauum
Beina Boiwe 0,5 (B cpegHem 0,70 + 0,05) y Bcex naumeHToB 1 yBennyunace B cpegHem go 0,91 + 0,01 K 12-my mecsALy y nauyeHToB
ocHoBHoW 1 go 0,85 + 0,02 — KoHTponbHOM rpynnbl. 3aknw4yeHne. PaspaboTaHHaA TexHonorvA dparmMeHTaumm agpa xpycranuKa
COKpaLlaeT BpemA NpoBefeHnsa hakoaMynbCudMKaLmmn, CHUHAEET ynbTPa3ByHOBYI0 Harpy3Hy, Bbi3blBAET MEHbLLYID NMOTEp0 KMNETOH
3afHEero anuMTenuA POroBuLibl, CHUMHAET BO3MOMHHbIE OCMIOMHEHMA CO CTOPOHLI PAAYHKN 1 LMNMapHOro Tena, 4YTo noBbiluaeT addek-
TVMBHOCTb XVPYPrMYecHoro neveHnsa KatapakTbl y 6onbHbix [13C.

HnioueBble cnoBa: nceBnoaKcdoONMaTUBHbIA CUHAPOM, haKoaMybCU(IMKaLMA KaTapaKTbl, MOPOMETPUA AApa XpycTanuKa, da-
Hovonnep
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ABSTRACT Ophthalmology in Russia. 2018;15(3):273-279

Objective: Comparative analysis of the results of phacoemulsification (FEC) with the use of developed and classic technologies for
fragmentation of the lens nucleus in patients with pseudoexfoliation syndrome (PES). Patients and methods. The proposed technology
is gentle crushing of the lens nucleus in patients with PES, you can reduce the pressure on the fibers of the zonule, the probability of
damage to the ligaments and posterior capsule of the lens based on the use of phacofragmentation original design. To determine the
radius of curvature of the working part of the tool a morphometrical measurement of the curvature of the equatorial zone of the lens
cores removed during extracapsular and intracapsular cataract extraction in patients with PEX subluxation of the lens was carried
out. A comparative analysis of the operation and the results of surgical treatment of cataract in patients with PEX with the use of the
proposed (n = 58) and standard (n = 56) technologies of the nucleus fragmentation in phacoemulsification was made. The following
ultrasound parameters were estimated: the average capacity in % (AVEUS), the average values of the absolute time ultrasound (APT)
and average values of effective (EPT) time of ultrasound, in seconds, during phacoemulsification; structural-morphological changes in
the posterior epithelium of the cornea according to the endothelial microscopy; the frequency and nature of complications, the visual
acuity. Results. Morphometry of the lens nuclei in patients with pseudoexfoliation syndrome allowed to determine the average radius
of curvature of the nucleus equator, which is made up 2.88 + 0.14 mm, according to the performance curve of the Gauss — 2.895-
3.530 mm. These data are taken into account when selecting the radius of curvature of the working part of phacofragmentation (the
radius of curvature of 3.0 mm) used with FEC in patients with PES (Patent RU152761 from 25.05.2015). The proposed chopper due
to the conformity of the working part curvature of the tool and the Equatorial zone of cataract kernel can reliably capture and grind it,
thus eliminating excessive pressure on the ligaments of the crystalline lens in patients with PES. Developed technology contributes to
significantly reduction of the energy performance of ultrasound: AVEUS — 2.64-10.00 %; APT — 3.38-14.00 %; EPT — on 3.76-
16.00 % by 6.76 % in patients with different of the lens nucleus density degree, decrease operative and postoperative complications
twice, 1.5 times less cell loss back the corneal epithelium. Visual acuity without correction from the first days after surgery was higher
than 0.5 (average of 0.70 + 0.05]) in all the patients and increased to an average of 0.91 + 0.01 within 12 months in patients of the
main and 0.85 + 0.02 — control groups. Conclusion. The developed technology of fragmentation of the lens nucleus reduces the time
of phacoemulsification, reduces the ultrasound load, causes a smaller loss of cells at the back of the corneal epithelium, reduces the
possible complications of the iris and ciliary body, which increases the efficiency of surgical treatment of cataract in patients with PEX.
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BBEAEHUE

30/I0TBIM CTAQHZAPTOM JledeHNst OONbHBIX KaTapaKTOll
ABNAeTCA ynbrpasBykoBas ¢axoamynbcuduxamma (PIK)
C UMIUTAHTALMEN B KAIICYITy MATKOM MHTPAOKYIAPHOMN JIMH-
3Bl 4€pe3 TOHHEbHBIN CaMOTEPMETUSUPYIOIMIICA Paspes,
YTO ITO3BOJIACT CHU3UTD OIIEPALVIOHHYIO TPaBMY M YCKOPUTD
mporecc peabumInTanuy mauesTos [1-5].

OpHako HamM4Me ICEBJOIKC(OMMATIBHOIO CHHAPOMA
(IT9C), BcTpeuatomerocst y 24-70 % 6onpHbIx [6-11], oc-
JIOKHAET Te4eHMe KaTapaKThbl, CHIDKAeT (YHKIVMOHAIbHBIN
pe3y/IbTaT OIepaluy, 3aTPYLHAET, a MHOITA IPEIATCTBYeT
nposegennio PIK [12-13].

OcHoBHBIMU (DAKTOPAMIU, OTATOMIAIOIIVIMI 9KCTPAKIIIIO
KaTapaKThl y MAI[EHTOB C IICeB/JOIKC(HONMUATUBHBIM CUH-
IPOMOM, SABJIAIOTCA: Ha/IM4Me Y3KOIO PUIMIHOTO 3padka,
TPYAHO IOANAIOMIETOCS MEAVIKAMEHTO3HOMY PACLIMPEHMUIO,
HeTeHepalyA BOJIOKOH LMHHOBONM CBA3KY, IPUBORALIAS
K JMCTIOKAIL[UM XPYCTA/INKA, CHenndudecKas SHA0TeIOomna-
tust [45-21]. Hannune Hepenko KPYIHOTO IIOTHOTO 6ypo-

ro sifipa TpebyeT OT XUPYpra SHAYUTENTbHbBIX YCUINIT IIPU UX
yHA/IeHNM, YTO COIPOBOXKIAETCA IOBBILIEHHONM HArpy3Koil
Ha CBf30YHBIN aIlllapaT XPYCTAaIMKa 3a CYET yBEIMUCHNS
U BpeMeHM (pparMeHTAIMM Sfpa, U SHEPTUM YIbTPa3ByKa,
a TaK)Xe BMXPEBBIX NOTOKOB VPPUTAIMOHHON >KUJKOCTIH.
OmperenieHHble CIOKHOCTU BBI3BIBAIOT U MAHUITY/IALUN
JommepoM Ipy ¢parMeHTanny IIOTHOro sAxpa. Hamrdme
6OJIBIIOrO IO pa3Mepy XPYCTaIMKOBOTO sifipa Tpebyer oT
odrampbMOXMpypra UCHONMB30OBAHMS CIHELMANbHBIX IIPU-
criocobnennit (MMHIETOB, GUCCEKTOPOB, CINTUTTEPOB). Ilpn
3aTpyfHeHUsIX ¢dparMeHTannyu, Bo u3OeXaHMe MHTpaoIe-
PALMOHHBIX OC/IOXKHEHUIT, MEePEeXOMAT K «KIACCHYECKIIM»
MeTOAMKAM yAaJeHNs1 KaTapaKTbl — 9KCTpa- ¥ MHTpPAKall-
Cy/sIpHOIL aKCTpakuuu. Kpome Toro, Hamn4me y manyeHTa
Y3KOTO PUTMEHOTO 3padKa OCIOXHsIeT PpakopparMeHTaLNIo
U MO>KET IIPUBECTY K Pas3pbIBY KAIICY/IbI XPYCTA/INKa, BbIIIA-
[IEHUI0 CTEKJIOBMIHOTO Te/la, YBEIMYMBAET TPABMY 3a/[HETO
SIIUTENNSI POTOBUIIBL.

Ienp uccnemoBanmA: CPaBHUTENbHBIN aHANIN3 PE3Y/b-
TaTOB (HaKOIMYIbCUDUKALVI C UCIOIb30BAHUEM paspabo-
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TaHHOI U KJIaCCUYeCcKOoil TeXHOMoruy (pparMeHTaluy Aapa
xpycranuka y 6onpHbIx ¢ II9C.

NALUMEHTBI U METOAbI

Hawmu npepioxkeHa mjasiimas MeTOAMKA APOOIEHNU sippa
xpycranuka y 6ompabix II9C. Metopuka 0CHOBaHa Ha Ipu-
MeHeHWH OPUTHHAIBHOTO (pako(parMeHTaTopa, NCKITI0Yalo-
II[ero faB/eHNe Ha BOJIOKHA IIMHHOBOII CBSISKM M HAJIEXKHO
(bUKCUPYIOLIETO AXPO XPYCTaINKa IPY ero (PparMeHTaINIL.
9TO B 3HAYUTENBHOI Mepe CHIDKAET BEPOSITHOCTD IOBPEX-
IeHNs CBA3OK U 3aJHeil KaICy/Ibl XPYyCTalInKa 3a CUeT Ipu-
HaHNA OIpele/IeHHOTO pajnyca KpUBM3HBI pabodeil 4acTn
¢axouonmnepa. [yt 9T0ro 65UI0 MPOBEREHO MOPPOMETPH-
JeCcKOe JMCC/IeIOBAHMe PafNyca KPUBU3HBI 9KBATOPHATbHOM
30HBI XPYCTA/IMKA Y MALMEHTOB.

MopdomeTprdeckoe UCCTIETOBAHIE PALNYCA KPUBI3HBI
9KBATOPUA/IHOI 30HBI XPYCTAIMKOBOTO SIpa IIPOBELEHO
y 58 IanueHTOB C IICeBHOIKCHONMATUBHBIM CUHIPOMOM
U TOABBIBUXOM XPYCTa/NMKa B BO3pacTe oT 52 mo 83 mer
(cpemumit Bo3pact 73,63 * 3,68), cpemm KOTOPBHIX OBLIO
32 SKeHIIMHBIL ¥ 26 MY>KUMH IIOCIe MHTPa- (2) 1 sKCTpaKal-
Cy/stpHOIt (56) 9KCTPAKIUM KaTaPAKThIL.

Ha puc. 1 n3o6paxkeH cpes sifpa XpyCTaInKa, CTPEIKOI
IOKa3aH Pafinyc KPMBUSHBI 9KBATOPHUATIBHOI 30HBL

CrarucTuyeckylo 06pabOTKy [JaHHBIX OCYLIeCTBIIA-
¢ momouibo mporpammbl Microsoft Office Excel 2007,
Statistika Bepcus 6.0.

Puc. 1. Cpes Appa xpyctanvka nauyveHTa b

Fig. 1. The cut of the lens nucleus of the patient B

PE3VIbTATbl N OBCYHHAEHUE

Pasmep papmyca KpMBM3HBI 9KBaTOPMAIbHONM 30HBI Xpy-
CTa/JIMKOBOIO AApa BapbupoBan B pauamasone ot 0,99 mo
4,55 MM (B cpepHeM 2,89 * 0,14 mm). ITpu aToMm papuyc Kpu-
BU3HBI cocTapAn 0,990-1,625 mm y Tpex; 1,625-2,260 MM —
y Bocbmy; 2,260-2,895 mm — y 17; 2,895-3,530 MM — y BOCh-
mu; 3,530-4,165 mm — y 10; 4,165-4,800 MM — y gBYX manu-
eHTOB (CpemHMil pafuyc KpuBM3HbI 2,89 + 0,14 mm). [Tonyden-
Hble JJaHHble ObUIM MHTEPIPETUPOBAHBI C IOMOIIBIO (YHK-
muu Taycca, morpemnocts cocrasunma 0,782. Iloctpoenne
HOPMAaJIbHOM KPMBOI pacIIpefeNieHns pafinyca KPUBU3HbI
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ARpa XPyCcTanuKa A CTy4allHO SMIVMPUYECKN TOTyYeHHbIX
BE/IMYVH NT0KA3aJ10, YTO LIEHTP paclpefeNieHNs] COOTBETCTBY-
eT cpenHeMy apudmeryeckoMy psma (2,895-3,530) [21].

JlaHHbIe M3MepeHNs pajiuyca KPUBM3HBI 3KBATOPHAIb-
HOI1 30HBI ANpa XpyCTaayKa ObUIM YYTEHBI IPY BbIOOpe pa-
[uyca KpUBM3HBL paboyeit yacTu pakodparmenraropa (ma-
TEHT Ha noje3Hyo Mogenp RU 152761, 25.05.2015).

[TpennoskeHHBI dakodomep A ApobneHNs Aapa Xpy-
cramika (pyc. 2 u 3) mpefcTaBIsAeT cob0it MUKPOXUPYprude-
CKMIT IHCTPYMEHT, COCTOSIMIT U3 pyKosaTku (1) u pabodeir
4yacTy (2), COOTHOCALMXCS IO yrmoM B 105° (3), paboyas
YacTh BBINOTHEHA B BUJie KOHMYECKON IUIACTMHBI MIMPYHOM
0,2-0,3 mm, Tonmynoi 0,15 1 gymuoi 20,0 MM, B HUKHEN Tpe-
TV pabodas acTb MHCTPYMEHTA UMeeT U3TY6 B TOPU3OHTAIIb-
HOJI IVTOCKOCTH TIOR yIioM 90° (4), KOHYMK pabodeit 4acTu
OTOTHYT KHU3Y C pajnycoM KpMBU3SHEI 3,0 MM. BHyTpeHHMil
Kpatt pabodyeit 9acTU MIHCTPYMEHTa MMeeT 060000CTPYIO 3a-
TOYKY C i/IHOM cTOpoH 0,1 MM 1 ocHoBaHMeM 0,3 MM.

Puc. 2. YcTtporcteo anAa gpobneHva Agpa xpyctanuka (Bug cbory)

Fig. 2. A device for crushing of the lens nucleus (side view)

Puc. 3. YcTporicteo anA gpobneHvA Agpa xpycTtanuKa (Bug ceepxy)
Fig. 3. A device for crushing of the lens nucleus (top view)

Brarogapss msorHyToit pabodelt WacTM MHCTPYMEHTa
obreruaercst 3axBar 1 puKcauys sapa Ajsi IMOCIeRyoLeil
(parMeHTanMy BHYTPY KaICy/Ibl Xpycraanka. Jommep mo-
3BOJIACT pasfe/ATh KaTapaKTalbHOE AIPO XPYCTAIMKa pas-
JIMYHON CTEIeHU IJIOTHOCTH 663 3HAYMTENIHbHO Harpy3km Ha
CBSI30YHBIN armnapart, 94To OCO6eHHO 3HAYMMO [1/1A 6OHbeIX
¢ [I9C. Kpome TOro, MCK/II049aeTCsl BEpOSTHOCTb MOBPEXKe-
HUA 3a/IHEN KaICy/Ibl XPYCTalNKa.
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TexHomorua ucrmonb3oBaHusA vommepa. [Tocne dhopmmu-
POBaHMA KaIllCyTOPEKCHCa U BBITOMTHEHNS TMPORUCCEKIIUN
HaKOHeYHNUK (axosmynbcudukaropa BHempsitor Ha XII hh
B AZIPO XPYCTANINKA, KOTOPOE C/IeTKa IIPUIOTHIMALCTCS, HaXO0-
IACD KaK ObI BO B3BellIeHHOM cocTosHyM. PakodparMeHTaTop
TaxKe GpuKcUpyer Axpo xpycranuka Ha VI hh n paspesaer ero
B BEPTUKAIBHON IUIOCKOCTH. IIOBTODAIOTCA KOHTpOMMpYe-
Mble MaHMIY/IALMY, MeKye (pparMeHThl MofBepraorcs da-
KoaMynbcudyKanuy u actmpanun. PakodparmeHTaIyA Bbl-
TIOJTHAETCSA HaJl 3a/IHEl! KaIICY/IOil, TaK KaK ANpO YHep>K1MBaeT-
s GparMeHTaTOPOM ¥ HAKOHEYHNMKOM (PaKoaMyIbCUPUKATO-
pa BO B3BEIICHHOM COCTOSHMU. PasioM sAzxpa u pparmMeHTOB
OCYIIECTB/IACTCA B 30HE 3payka IOJ BU3YaTbHbIM KOHTPOIEM
xupypra. Onepanus saBeplraeTcsl MMIUTaHTaLUell MHTpaKaIl-
CYJIAPHOJ MHTPAOKYILAPHOI JIMHSBL.

BbUt IpoBefieH CpaBHUTENbHBII aHAIN3 Pe3yNbTaTOB XN-
PYPIrMYecKoro nedeH s KaTapakThl y 114 60npHbIx (114 rmas)
C UCIOIb30BaHUEM IPEIOKEHHOI ¥ CTaHAAPTHOI TEXHO-
noruy ¢parMeHTanMy sAfpa Opu GakosaMynbcudUKaLN.
Y 58 (58 r71a3) mauyeHToB OCHOBHOM IPYIIIbI ObLIa BBIION-
HeHa OpWUTMHA/IbHAsA METOAVKA BHYTPUKAICYIBHOTO JIPO-
671eHVIS TIPY TIOMOIIY TIPefiIaraeMoro YoIIepa.

B rpynny cpaBHeHus Bouuiu 56 (56 171a3) 60NbHBIX, y KO-
TOPBIX TIPYMEHSIN CTAaHJAAPTHYI0 METONMKY JpoObIeHMms
sanpa xpycranuka «Phaco Chop» mo Nagahara (8 mopuduka-
M) C IPUMEHEeHUeM TPaUIMIOHHOTO I TOPCUOHHOTO Y/Ib-
TpasByKa. IIpoBefieH CpaBHMUTE/NbHBIN aHAIN3 Pe3yNbTaTOB
(baxosmynbcudUKaLUM ¢ MOMOIIBIO NpeIaraeMoro ¢ako-
(dparmMeHTaTOpa OPUIMHATBLHON KOHCTPYKIMM C Hamboree
JacTO MCIIOMb3yeMOil MeTOMKOI po6IeHNA Afpa XpycTa-
nvka o Nagahara.

CdopmMupoBaHHBIe IPYIIIBI MAIMEHTOB OBUIM MIEHTHY-
HBI TI0 KOJIMYECTBY U MCXOJHOMY COCTOSTHMIO OpraHa 3pe-
HuA. Pacripefienienne 60/bHBIX B 00€MX IPYIIAX B 3aBUCH-
MOCTH OT CTeIleH! IUIOTHOCTH sAfipa XpyCTanukKa 1o byparro
6b1710 criepytomuM. B ocHoBHOII rpyme: I cT. — y 6 maruen-
toB (13,3 %), Il c1. — v 7 (16,7 %), IIl cT. — y 11 (25,0 %),
IV cr. —y 15 (35,0 %), V cT. — y 4 (10,0 %). B koHTpONIBHOI
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Puc. 4. PacnpepeneHve nauMeHToB OCHOBHON Y KOHTPONBHON rpynmbl
no CTeneHy NIOTHOCTU KaTapaKTbl (B NpoLeHTax)

Fig. 4. The distribution of the main and control groups patients
according to the degree of density cataract (%)
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rpymmne: I ct. —y 8 (18,3 %), Il ct. — y 10 (21,7 %), IIT cT. —
y 10 (23,3 %), IV c1. — y 13 (30,0 %), V cT. — y 3 (6,7 %)
HanueHToB (puc. 4).

BbIu poaHamM3MpoOBaHbl CIIEAYIOLIVE TapaMeTpPhl Ylb-
Tpa3ByKa: IoKasatenu cpegHeil Momuoctu B % (AVEUS),
cpenHue 3HaueHus abcomotHoro (APT) u addexTuBHOrO
(EPT) BpemeHM ynbTpasByKa B CeKyHAaX mpu (akosaMyib-
cndUKaM KaTapaKThl Pa3NINYHOI CTEEeHN INIOTHOCTHL.

Bo Bpems dakosMynbcuduKanmuy KaTapakThl y TalVieH-
TOB C | cCTeneHbIo IOTHOCTY ANPa XPYCTaMMKa MbI OTMeYan
CTATUCTUYECK) 3HAUYMMOE CHIDKEHME MapaMeTpPOB MCIO/b-
3yeMOTro y/IbTpa3ByKa B OCHOBHOII TpYIIIe IO CpaBHEHUIO
¢ xkouTponpHoii: AVEUS — Ha 2,64 %, APT — Ha 3,38 %,
EPT — na 7,4 % (puc. 5).

ITpu ®IK y 60/1bHBIX CO BTOPOII CTEIEHBIO MIOTHOCTH
Afpa MapaMeTphbl YIbTPasByKa JOCTOBEPHO YBEMMYMINCD B
obeux rpymmax Habmofennsa. OgHAKO y MalMeHTOB MepBoil
TpynIel 3TM 3HadeHus Obutn Hyke: AVEUS — na 7,86 %,
APT — Ha 14 %, EPT — Ha 5,97 % (puc. 6).

Ha puc. 7 orobpakeHbI HmapaMeTpbl YIbTPasByKa BO
BpeMs ¢axoamynbendukanyy npu I cremenu mioTHoCcTH
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Puc. 5. MapameTpbl ynbTpassByKa, vcnonb3yemble Bo Bpema M3H
y BonbHbIx NMpy | cTENEHW NNOTHOCTY KaTapaKThl

Fig. 5. The ultrasound parameters used during FEH patients with
| degree of the cataract density

8.0
7.0
6,0
5,0
wmJICHOBHAA TPYIIIA
4,0
B OHTHOMEHAT THVITIA

30

20

10

0,0

AVEUS, %

APT, cer EPT, cex

Puc. 6. MNapameTpbl ynbTpassByKa, Ucnonb3yemslie Bo BpemAa M3H npu
Il cTeneHn NNOTHOCTY KaTapaKThl

Fig. 6. The ultrasound parameters used during FEH at the Il degree
of the cataract density
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KaTapakTbl. AHaNN3 IONTyYeHHBIX JAaHHBIX CBUJETENIbCTBY-
eT o cHmkeHnn mmokasareneit AVEUS Ha 10,0 %, APT — Ha
4,94 %, EPT — Ha 16,0 %.

IIpu omeHke cpefiHell MOIIHOCTM MCHOTb3yeMOTO Y/b-
TpasByKa B KIMHMYECKUX Tpynnax ¢ IV u V cTeneHbpio nioT-
HOCTM KaTapaKThl OTMEYajI0Ch CHIDKEHNe MToKasaTenelt y ma-
I[MI€HTOB OCHOBHOJI TPYIIIIBI 10 CPAaBHEHUIO C KOHTPOIbHOI
Ha 6,56 1 7,94 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO. B moKasarensax abcomor-
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100 4 g OHTpOMEHAA TpyIma

i

0

00 -

AVEUS, % APT, cer EPT, cex

Puc. 7. MNapameTpbl ynbTpasByKa, Mcnonb3yemblie Bo BpemA M3H npu
Il cTeneHn NNOTHOCTU KaTapaKTbl

Fig. 7. The ultrasound parameters used during FEC at the Ill degree
of the cataract density
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Puc. 8. MNapameTpbl ynbTpasByKa, Ucnonb3yemsie Bo BpemA M3H npu
IV cTeneHn NNOTHOCTM KaTapaKThbl

Fig. 8. The ultrasound parameters used during FEC at a fourth
degree of the cataract density
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HOTO BpeMeHM ynbrpasByka (APT) mMeno mecto ero cokpa-
menue Ha 4,49 1 9,94 % cooTBeTcTBEHHO. [IpocnexxnBanoch
cHmxeHre 3¢ ¢dexTNBHOrO BpeMeHu ynprpassyka (EPT) Ha
3,76 u 6,76 % cooTBeTcTBeHHO. Ha puc. 8 1 9 nsobpaskeHb
UCIIONIb3yeMble TapaMeTphl yIbTpasByKa Bo BpeMsa POK npu
IV u V cTenenu nnoTHOCTM KaTapaKThl.

Taxyum o6pasom, IpUMeHeHMe MIPefIoXKeHHOro daxkod-
parMeHTaTOpa y MALMEHTOB C IICEBIOIKCHONMATHBHBIM
CUHJIPOMOM CIIOCOOCTBYET CHIDKEHUIO SHEPIeTUYECKUX I10-
Kasaresiell yIbTpasByKa, 4YTO 0COOEHHO 3HAYNMMO Y GOMbHBIX
npu IV u V crenenn n1oTHOCTH Afipa XpyCTanuKa.

CrpykTypHO-MOpdoONIOrnieckue M3MEHEHMA 3aJHEro
SOUTENNs POTOBUIBI B [IBYX IPyIIIaX OLEHMBANIM IO JaH-
HBIM SHJOTENNANTbHONM MUKPOCKoNuu 4epes 1, 3, 6 MecAleB
nocsie onepauyi. ITapaMeTppl IOTHOCTM SHIOTENMANBHBIX
KJIETOK POTOBMIIBI Uepes 1 Mecsll B 06euX IpyIIax Mo CpaB-
HEHMIO C JOOIIePALMOHHBIMMI B 3aBUCYMOCTH OT IJIOTHOCTH
XpycTamKa oToOpa>keHsl B TaOL. 1.

JluHaMIMKa IOTepy 3H[OTENNATbHBIX KIE€TOK POTOBUIIBI
B Pas/MMYHbIE CPOKM ITOCTIE ONePALNN AEMOHCTPUPYeET 60/b-
NIt IPOLEHT CHYDKEHMA B TPYTIIIe KOHTPOJIA 10 CPAaBHEHMIO
C OCHOBHOI1, 4TO OCOGEHHO 3HAUMMO IIpM pparMeHTaIN
IUIOTHBIX XpyCTamnKoBbIX sAaep (IV u V cTenenn mioTHocTn
no Byparro). OTo cBsA3aHO C GOJBIIEN 3aTPaTOil SHEPTUN
YIbTPasByKa M Ha/lIN4MeM SHJOTEeIMONATUN IIPY IICEBJOIKC-
(bonmaTMBHOM CUHApPOMe.
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Puc. 9. MNapameTpbl ynbTpassByKa, Ucnonb3yemsie Bo BpemA M3H npu
V cTeneHy NNoTHOCTU KaTapaKThbl

Fig. 9. The ultrasound parameters used during FEC at V the cataract
density

Tabnuya 1. OuHamuKa noTepn aHAoTenVanbHbIX HKNETOH POroBuLbl B pa3nnyHble CPOKKM Nnocrie onepaunn, %

Table 1. The dynamics of the endothelial corneal cells loss at different times after the operation, %

Tpynnbi GonbHbIX CpoKw Hab ed CreneHb nnoTHocTh KaTapakTbl / The degree of the cataract density
Group of patients The observation period, months | M M v v
1 -1240.2 -34+06 -51+04 -89+05 -126+0,7
Ockosrias 3 1302 36£06 57+04 9405 -150£07
The main
6 -1310.2 -36+06 -59+04 -100+0,5 -163+0,7
1 -1,540.2 -47+06 -717+04 -134+05 -16,7+0,7
KorTponcHas 3 15£02 48+06 84+04 15205 199£07
Control
6 -1,5+0,22 -49+06 -85+04 -16,7£0,5 -224+0,7

V.M. Malov, A.V. Zolotarev, E.B. Eroshevskaya, |.V. Malov, A.E. Gorbunov
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B 1abn. 2 IIpMBENEHDI XapaKTEP M aHaIN3 9aCTOThI MH-
Tpa- ¥ paHHUX ITIOCTIEOIIEPALVIOHHBIX OCTIOYKHEeHU IIpu pas-
JINYHBIX METOAMKAX JIpO6JIeHI/IFI ARpa XpycTannka.

Tabnuya 2. /IHTpa- 1 paHHMe nocneonepauyioHHbIE OCNIOHHEHNA

Table 2. Intra- and early postoperative complications

Tpynnbl naynenToB
CEETET R Group of patients
Complication 0CHOBHas KOHTponbHas
the main control
OTeK porosiLbl 0
Corneal edema Sl ElA50)
OdranbmorunepreHsns 4(69%) 70125%)
Ocular hypertension ' "
Tndema
Hyphema i)
Pa3pbiB 3apHel Kancynbl . 0
Rupture of the posterior capsule D)
BocmanutenbHas pgaxumn 265%) 407,1%)
Inflammatory reaction
iﬁem 12(207%) 23(41,1%)

OmnepaloHHbIe OCTIOKHEHVA BO3HUKIIN Y TPeX IalieH-
TOB KOHTPOJILHOJ TpymIipl. PaspbIB 3afHell KaICy/lbl C BbI-
HajleHNeM CTeKJIOBMUIHOTO Te/la IOTPe6GOBa IPOBeNeHNUs
nepeHelt BUTpaKToMuM. [ndema Oblna OTMedeHa y Hal[ieH-
TOB KOHTPOJILHOJN I'PYIIILI ¥ BbI3BaHA IOBPEX/IEHUEM 3pay-
KOBOTO Kpasl Pafy>XKM IIOCIe IPUMEHEHNS IOITMMEPHBIX
KPIOYKOB-PETPAKTOPOB IpM HATMYMM Y3KOTO PUTHHOTO
3pauka. Hambomee 4acThIM OCIIO>KHEHMEM B MOC/IeoIepa-
IIIOHHOM TIeplofie B 06euX IPyInax 6bUIM OTE€K POTOBUIIBI
U TUIIepTEH3MA, KOTOpble CBA3aHBI C HaMM4YMeM IIIOTHBIX
XPYCTa/IMKOBBIX Sfiep Y MAI[IEHTOB C MCeBTOIKC(OMMaThB-
HBIM CMHApPOMOM. bosiee uactoe — B IBa pasa — pasBUTHE
OCTIO>KHEHMI! y TIAllMieHTOB KOHTPOIbHOI TPYIIIBI OBLIO BbI-
3BaHO, II0-BU/JIMOMY, UCIIO/Ib30BaHUeM Oojiee BBICOKUX Ia-
paMeTpoB yIbTPa3ByKOBOJ SHEPTUL.
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ITonyyeHnHble faHHbIE CPABHUTE/IbHOTO aHA/IN3A PE3Y/Ib-
TAaTOB JIEYEHNUA KaTapaKThbl y MAI[VIEHTOB C ICEBJOSKCPOII-
aTMBHBIM CHHJPOMOM CBUJETEIbCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO Ipef-
JlaraeMblil Croco6 Apo6neHns Anpa XpPycTanumKa SBIAETCA
6oree MAANIMM 32 CYET MEHbIIE MOTEPYU KJIETOK 3a/JHETO
SMUTENNs pOroBUIIbI (B 1,5 pasa), MeHee BbIpaXKeHHOI! peak-
IV CO CTOPOHbI POTOBMIIBI, PATy>KKI.

DaxosmynbcuduUKaLUA KaTapaKThl TO3BOMIA JOOUTD-
s BBICOKUX (DYHKLIMOHA/TBHBIX Pe3y/IbTaTOB XVMPYPIUIecKo-
TO JledeHNs y OONbHBIX 00eMX TPYII, KOTOpble OKa3aanch
HOpaKTUYecKu UAeHTUYHbIMM. Tak, ocTpoTa 3peHus 6es
KOPPeKILNM C IepBbIX JHelT ocye oneparyui 6bi1a Bhiie 0,5
(B cpepnem 0,7  0,05) 1 IO Mepe YMEHBIIEHMS BETNYMHBI
MH/IyIVPOBAHHOTO aCTUTMATH3Ma YBENMYMIACh B CpeTHEM
1o 0,91 + 0,01 kx 12 MecaAnam. Y HaneHTOB OCHOBHOII IPyTI-
Il HEKOPPUIVpyeMas OCTPOTa 3peHMsA ObUIa HECKONbKO
BBIIIIE, YTO OTPa’KEHO B Ta6I. 3.

SAKNMIOYEHUE

PaspaboranHass TexHOMOrMs ¢parMeHTaluu sapa
XPYCTa/IMKa 3a CYET ero HafIeKHOI (UKCAL[MN COKpala-
eT BpeMs IpoBefeHus (PpakodIMyabCuUKALNM, CHIDKAET
YIBTPa3BYKOBYIO HarpysKy, BBI3bIBA€T MEHBIIYIO IIOTEPIO
KJIeTOK 3aj{HETO SINUTEeINs] POrOBMUIIBI, YMEHBIIAET BO3-
MO>KHBI€ OC/IOKHEHIS CO CTOPOHBI Paffy>KKI I I{M/INAPHO-
TO TejIa, YTO MOBbINIAET 9P PEeKTUBHOCTD XUPYPIUIECKOTO
JIe4eHNsT KaTapaKThl Y GO/IbHBIX ICEBLOIKC(HOMMATUBHBIM
CVHJIPOMOM.

VYYACTUE ABTOPOB:

Masnos B.M. — KOHIeNus ¥ JAM3aiiH MCCIefoBaHNsA, c60p Marepyana, HalMCaHue
TeKCTa;

3onorapes A.B. — pefakTupopanue;

Epomesckas E.B. — KoHIenms u ausaiis nccnegoBanms, c6op 1 06paboTka Marepu-
aJ1a, HAIIMCAHIE TeKCTa;

Mayios VI.B. — KoHLenIus 1 An3aitH UCCIefoBanmsi, cGop Matepuara;

Top6ynos A.E. — c6op u 06paboTka MaTepyasa, MOATOTOBKA MUTIOCTPALINI, HATIN-
CaHIe TeKCTa.

Tabnuya 3. Norasatenu OCTpPOTbl 3peHnA, acTurmaTrnamMma o v nocre onepaunn

Table 3. Indicators of visual acuity and astigmatism before and after surgery

Bpems HabniopeHna
Time of observation
Mokasatenu Tpynna nayuentoB
Indicators Group of patients [0 onepauyn nepBble AHN 1 mec. 3 mec. 6 mec. 12 mec.
before surgery first few days 1month 3 months 6 months 12 months
?ﬁ”“”?” 011001 073£004 0784003 084002 089001 091001
OcTpoTa 3peHna S
Acuity
KorponbHan 0112001 070£0,05 075003 080+0,02 083002 085+0,02
Control
E 082022 1084040 091024 079+014 e 050L012
Acturmar. D S
Astigmat. D
KoHtponbHas 0814020 1344035 1,16+0,28 0,98+0,19 083+0,19 0,74+0,16
Control
B.M. Manos, A.B. 3onorapes, E.B. EpoweBckana, U.B. Manos, A.E. NopbyHoB
278 HoHTtakTHasA nHdopmauya: Manos Bnagumvp Muxannosmy s_maluhina@mail.ru

OnTuMmusayua parmeHTauum agpa xpycranuka npu dgakoamynbcuduKauum y 6onbHbIX...



Odransmonorua/Ophthalmology in Russia

2018;15(3):273-279

JINTEPATYPA/REFERENCES

1. Asna6aes B.M. YnbrpasBykoBas Xupyprust KarapakTbl — (pakosMynbcupuKarys.
M., 2005. 136 c. [Aznabaev B.M. Ultrasonic cataract surgery — phacoemulsification
M, 2005. 136 p. (In Russ.)].

2. Alio J. Minimizing incisions and minimizing outcomes in cataract surgetry. Berlin,
2010. 350 p. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-642-02862-5

3. Chang, David FE Phaco Chop and Advanced Phaco Techniques: Strategies for
Complicated Cataracts. 2013. 384 p.

4. Twmkopa A.C, Tanmamxka B.A., Iunamyk A.®., Bysapckas A.b., Macnakosa ILH.,
Bypos A.M., Ckpunanp A.B. ViccnenoBanne CTPyKTypbl M MEXaHNYECKUX CBOJICTB
KAIICY/Ibl 1 SIIPa XPYCTaInKa y GOMbHBIX BO3PACTHON M [iMabeTIYecKoil KaTapak-
toit. Ogpmanvmonoeus. 2013;10(3):26-32 [Tishkova A.S., Galanzha V.A., Cipyashy-
uk A.E, Bucharskaya A.B., Maslyakova G.N., Burov A.M., Skripal A.V. Investigation
of lens morphology and mechanical characteristics of lens capsule and lens nucleus
in patients with agerelated and diabetic cataract. Ophthalmology = Oftal'mologiya.
2013;10(3):26-32 (In Russ.)]. DOI: 10.18008/1816-5095-2013-3-26-32

5. CwmerankuH V.I. OTfaneHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl MHTPAOKY/IAPHOI KOppeKuun apakum
CBEPXTOHKMMM MHTPAOKYIAPHBIMU JMH3aMu. Poccutickuii  opmanvmonozute-
cxutl scypran. 2014;1:42-44 [Smetankin I.G. Long-term results of intraocular lens
correction of aphakia ultrathin intraocular lenses. Russian ophthalmological journal =
Rossiyskiy oftal'mologicheskiy zhurnal. 2014;1:42-44 (In Russ.)].

6. Koporkux C.A., Ipunes AL, Ceupugosa M.B., Tonrononosa M.C., Kpamapes-
ckas E.B. YacToTa BCTpe4aeMOCTH ITIA3HBIX IPOSAB/ICHMIT TICEBIOIKCPONNATUBHOTO
CHHJIPOMA y TTAI[MEHTOB C KATapaKToit. AHA/IN3 TAKTUKI ¥ VICXOJ[OB XMPYPruYecKoro
nevennst. Touxa spenust. Bocmox — 3anad. 2014;1:82. [Korotkih S.A., Grinev A.G.,
Sviridov M.B., Dolgopolova M.S., Kramarevskaya E.V. The incidence of ocular mani-
festations of pseudoexfoliation syndrome in cataract patients. Analysis of the tactics
and outcomes of surgical treatment. Point of view. East — West. 2014;1:82 (In Russ.)].

7. Marnbues, 9.B. [iImurpues C.K., Kopbumnna V.B. KarapakTa y 607bHBIX C TICeBjO-
aKkcdommaruBHbIM cuHApoMoM. Ogmanvmonoeuueckuii sypuan. 2005;2:49-55
[Maltsev E.V., Dmitriev S.K., Kovylina I.V. Cataract in patients with pseudoexfolia-
tion syndrome. Journal of Ophthalmology (Ukraine) = Oftal’mologicheskii zhurnal.
2005;2:49-55 (In Russ.)].

8. ®ponosa ILII, XamuroBa IX. O uyacrore nceBosKCc(OMMATHBHOIO CHH/PO-
Ma TIpU JIUCTIAHCEPHOM OOC/IeOBAHMN HACeNeHns. Becmuuk o@manvmonozuu.
1984;4:3-5 [Frolova P.P., Khamitova G.H. On the frequency of pseudoexfoliation
syndrome at clinical examination of the population. Annals of Ophthalmology =
Vestnik oftal'mologii. 1984;4:3-5 (In Russ.)].

9. Drolsum L., Ringvold B., Nikolaissen B. Cataract and glaucoma surgery in pseu-
doexfoliation syndrome: a review. Acta Ophthalmol Scand. 2008;85:810-821. DOI:
10.1111/j.1600-0420.2007.00903.x

10. Shingleton B.J., Heltzer J., O'Donoghue M.W. Outcomes of phacoemulsification
in patients with and without Pseudoexfoliation syndrome. ] Cataract Refract Surg.
2003;29:1080-1086. DOI: 10.1016/S0886-3350(02)01993-4

11. Shingleton B.J., Nguyen B.K., Eagan E.F, Nagao K., O’'Donoghue M.W. Outcomes
of phacoemulsification in fellow eyes of patients with unilateral pseudoexfolia-

CBEJEHUA OB ABTOPAX

OI'BOY BIIO «Camapckuit rocyapCTBeHHbIN MEIULMHCKNUI yHUBepcuTeT» MuHu-
cTepcTBa 3apaBooxpaHenns Poccuiickoit Pepepanum

Manos Bragumup Muxaiinosny

TOKTOP MEAMIMHCKMX HayK, mpodeccop Kadenpsl 0pTambMOIOrun

yn. Yamaesckas, 89, Camapa, 443099, Poccmiickas ®epepanus

OI'bOY BIIO «Camapckuit rocyapCTBeHHbIN MEIUIMHCKNUI yHUBepcuTeT» MuHu-
cTepcTBa 3apaBooxpaHenns Poccuiickoit Pepepanum

3onorapes Auppeit Bragumuposny

JOKTOP MEAMIMHCKMX HayK, 3aBefyiolmii Kadenpoit opranbMomornm

yn. Yamaesckas, 89, Camapa, 443099, Poccmiickas ®egepanns

ORCID 0000-0002-6866-7763

OI'bOY BIIO «Camapckmit ToCyAapCTBEHHbIN MEAVIVHCKNI yHUBepcuTeT» MuHNU-
crepcTBa 3fpaBooxpanenus Poccuiickoit Oepepanum

Epomesckas Enena bponucnasosna

JOKTOp MEMIIMHCKMX HayK, mpodeccop kadeapsr odraabmomornm

yn. Yanaesckas, 89, Camapa, 443099, Poccuiickaa Oepepanus

OI'bOY BIIO «Camapckmit ToCyAapCTBEeHHbIN MEIMIMHCKNUI yHUBepcuTeT» MuHNU-
crepcTBa 3fpaBooxpanenus Poccuiickoit Oepepanum

Manos Vrops Bragummposuy

JIOKTOp MEAMIMHCKNMX HayK, 3aBefyioumii Kadeapor r1asHpix 6omesHelt MHCTUTyTa
MOCTIEUITIOMHOTO 06Pa3oBaHIs

yn. Yanaesckas, 89, Camapa, 443099, Poccuiickas ®enepanys

ORCID 0000-0003-2874-9585

OI'BOY BIIO «Camapckuit rocyapCTBeHHbIN MEIUIMHCKNUI yHUBepcuTeT» MuHu-
cTepcTBa 3apaBooxpaHenns Poccuiickoit Pepepanm

Top6ynos Anekcauyp EBrenbesid

acrpaHT Kadeapbl opTaabMoIornm

yn. Yamaesckas, 89, Camapa, 443099, Poccmiickasa ®egepanns

tion: single — surgeon series. J Cataract Refract Surg. 2008;34(2):274-279. DOI:
10.1016/j.jcrs.2007.09.040

12. Mamorus B.9., ®pankoscka-Teprak M.3., Yybaps B.C., llopmas VI.H.. Pors Tomo-
rpaduy aHATOMUYECKNX CTPYKTYD Tepe/jHelt KaMephl B PasBUTUM HAPYIIEHMI T1-
APOAMHAMUKI Y TIAIMEHTOB C OCIO)KHEHHOI KaTapakToii Ha $oHe mceBoakcdo-
nuatuBHOro cuuipoma. Cospementvle mexxonozuu 6 omanvmonozuu. 2016;5:65-
67 [Malyugin B.E., Frankovska-Gerlach M.Z., Chubar V.S., Sormaz L.N. The role of
the anterior chamber anatomical structures in the development of hydrodynamic
disturbances in patients with complicated cataracts with pseudoexfoliation
syndrome. Modern technologies in ophthalmology = Sovremennye tekhnologii v
oftal’'mologii. 2016;5:65-67 (In Russ.)].

13. Taxumpm X.II., bapunos 9.0., Aradonosa B.B. ITaronorus rmasa mpy HceBgodK-
chommarnsroM curppome. M.: Odrambmonorns, 2010. 156 c. [Takhchidi H.P,
Barinov E.E, Agafonova V.V. Pathology of eyes with pseudoexfoliation syndrome.
M.: Ophthalmology 2010. 156 p. (In Russ.)].

14. Jakobsson G., Zetterberg M., Lundstrom M., Stenevi U., Grenmark R., Sundeline K.
Late dislocation of in-the-bag and out-of-the bag intraocular lenses: ocular and
surgical characteristics and time to lens repositioning. J Cataract Refract Surg.
2010;36:1637-1644. DOI: 10.1007/s10792-014-9996-7

15. Klysik A., Kaszuba-Bartkowiak K., Jurowski P. Axial Length of the Eyeball Is Impor-
tant in Secondary Dislocation of the Intraocular Lens, Capsular Bag, and Capsular
Tension Ring Complex. ] Ophthalmology. 2016;(2016). Article ID 6431438, 5 pages.
DOI: 10.1155/2016/6431438

16. Naumann G.O., Schlotzer-Schrhardt U. Keratopathy in pseudoexfoliation syn-
drome as a cause of corneal endothelial decompensation: clinicopathologic study.
Ophthalmology. 20005(1076):1111-1124. DOT: 10.1155/2015/370371

17. @stern A.E., Sandvik G.E, Drolsum L. Late in-the-bag intraocular lens dislocation
in eyes with pseudoexfoliation syndrome. Acta Ophthalmol. 2014;92:184-191. DOI:
10.1111/a0s.12024

18. Pueringer S.L., Hodge D.O., Erie ].C. Risk of late intraocular lens dislocation after
cataract surgery, 1980-2009: a population-based study. Am J Ophthalmol. 2011;152:
618-623. DOI: org/10.1016/j.2j0.2011.03.009

19. Rao A. Diurnal curve after phacoemulsification in patients with pseudoexfolia-
tion syndrome and cataract. Semin Ophthalmol. 2012;27(2):1-5. DOI: org/10.1007/
540135-016-0113-0

20. Sufi A.R,, Singh T., Mufti A.A. Outcome of phacoemulsification in patients with and
without pseudoexfoliation syndrome in Kashmir. BMC Ophthalmol. 2012;6:12-13.
DOI: 10.1186/1471-2415-12-13

21. Manos B.M., Top6ysos A.E., 3onorapes A.B., Epomesckas E.B. Mopdomerpust
9KBATOPMAIBHON 30HBI y/[A/ICHHBIX XPYCTaTMKOBBIX s/iep Y MAIMEHTOB C IICeB-
109KCHOMMATHBHBIM CHHAPOMOM. Meduyunckuii eecmuux Bawkopmocmana.
2016;(11)1:104-107 [Malov V.M., Gorbunov A.E., Zolotarev A.V., Eroshevs-
kaya E.B. Morphometry the Equatorial zone remote lenticular nuclei of patients
with pseudoexfoliation syndrome. Bashkortostan Medical Journal = Meditsinskiy
vestnik Bashkortostana. 2016;(11)1:104-107 (In Russ.)].

ABOUT THE AUTHORS

Samara State Medical University

Malov Vladimir M.

MD, professor

Chapaevskaya str., 12, Samara, 443099, Russia

Samara State Medical University

Zolotarev Andrey V.

MD, professor

Chapaevskaya str., 12, Samara, 443099, Russia
ORCID 0000-0002-6866-7763

Samara State Medical University
Eroshevskaya Elena B.

MD, professor

Chapaevskaya str., 12, Samara, 443099, Russia

Samara State Medical University

Malov Igor V.

MD, professor

Chapaevskaya str., 12, Samara, 443099, Russia
ORCID 0000-0003-2874-9585

Samara State Medical University

Gorbunov Alexandr E.

Postgraduate

Chapaevskaya str., 12, Samara, 443099, Russia

V.M. Malov, A.V. Zolotarev, E.B. Eroshevskaya, 1.V. Malov, A.E. Gorbunov

Contact information: Malov Vladimir M. s_maluhina@mail.ru

278

Optimization of the Lens Nucleus Fragmentation during Phacoemulsification in Patients...



