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PeKOHCTpPYKUMA ANCTanNbHbIX aHATOMMUYECKMUX YacTen
HOCa — aHaJIN3 KOCMEeTUYEeCKUX pe3yribtaTtoB
C. A. UaHoB', P. 1. BpuekoB?, Y. A. A. 1. BupakooH'
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Pe3stome

Uenb uccnedoeaHusi. poaHannampoBaTb KOCMETUYECKNE pe3ynbTaTbl NPY PEKOHCTPYKLUMU AedeKTOB AnCTarbHbIX
aHaToOMMYeCKMX YacTen Hoca.

Mamepuanbl u MemoOdsl. ViccnenoBaHbl pedynsraTel 103 peKoHCTPYKUMIA Y NAuMEHTOB ¢ NpuobpeTeHHbIMK AedekTa-
MW HapY>XHOTO HOca C yTpaTon AncTarnbHbIX aHaToMuyeckmx Yacten. OLeHKa KOCMETUYECKUX Pe3yrbTaToB BbINOMHEHa
C ucnonb3oBaHneM 5-6annbHoin wkanbl onpocHnka NAFEQ. BbInonHeHo cpaBHEHNE YacTOThbl OCIIOXKHEHWI U OLIEHOK B
rpynnax co cpefamHHon 1 6okoBon nokanusauven gedekta (33 n 70 naumeHToB COOTBETCTBEHHO) U B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT
cnocoba peKoHCTPYKLUUN.

Pe3ynbmamasi. Yactota OCMOXHEHWA MpW yCTpaHeHuW cpefuHHbIX (4 cnyyas, 12,1 %) n 6okoBbIX OedeKkToB
(2 cnyyas, 2,9 %) He nmena 3Hauumoro pasnuuus, p = 0,066. MNpu cpeanHHbIX AedeKkTax CHUXKEHME OLEHOK KOCMETU-
Yeckoro pesynbraTa valle OTMe4vanu no rnokasatensiM «KOHYMK HOCa», «KPbINo HOCa», «CMUHKA Hoca»; nNpu OOKOBbIX
nedektax — «pas3mep HOCOBOro OTBEPCTUS», KKPbISIO HOCA», «CrnMHKA Hocay. OLEHKM KOHYMKA U CMIMHKX Hoca Obinu
3HAYMMO BbILLE NMOCre yCTpaHeHust 6okoBbIX AedeKkToB, YeM cpeaunHbix, p = 0,004 n p < 0,001 cooTBeTcTBEHHO. He
OTMEYEHO 3HAYVMMOrO Pasnuynsa B OLEHKax KOCMETMYECKMX nokasatenemn «Kpbino Hoca» (p = 0,560) n «pa3mep Ho-
cosoro oteepcTua» (p = 0,990) npu ycTpaHeHUn cpeanHHbIX 1 BoKoBbIX AedekToB. [NokasaTenb «obLwmnin B Hocax»
He MMen CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYMMOro pasnuuus B rpynnax, p = 0,129. Pe3ynstaTthl N0 NokasaTensM «pa3mep HOCOBbIX
OTBEPCTUNY», «LBET HAPY>XHOTO HOCay», «obLWuiA B Hoca» OblnNu CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYMMO BhILLE NMPY UCMONb30BaHUN
nasn-nockyTa Mo CpaBHEHMIO C ansTepHaTUBHbIMU cnocobamu. OueHKM nokasaTens «KOHYMK Hoca» Bbinu ctatucTnye-
CKUN 3HAYMMO BbILIE MPU PEKOHCTPYKLMUN JTOOHBIM TOCKYTOM MO CPaBHEHMIO C JTOCKYyTaMu 13 Hoca.

3akrouyeHue. Yactota OCNOXHEHUI NPU PEKOHCTPYKLMM AMCTanbHbIX CyObeanHuL Hoca coctasuna 5,8 % 1 He umena
pasnuuns Npyu CpeduHHbIX 1 BOKOBbIX Nokanu3aumsx gedekta. Kocmetnyeckue pesynbratbl OTNNYANMCh Npu OLEeH-
Ke oTaenbHbIx nokasarenen. OueHka obLero Buaa Hoca He UMerna 3Ha4YMMOro Pasnuynst Npu CpeamnHHbIX 1 BOKOBbIX
nokanusaumax gedekra. Vicnonb3oBaHne nasn-nockyTa v fI00HOro NockyTa NPMBOAMUT K MyYLUUM pesynsratam Ans
OTAEenNbHbIX CyObeanHuL.

KnioyeBble crnoBa: pekoHCmpyKuusi HapyXHoeo Hoca, deghekm HapyXHO20 Hoca, Cy6bedUHUUbI HapyXXHO20 HOCca,
Kocmemuuyeckul pe3dynbmam, JOCKYyMbl U3 WeKU, JTOCKYMbI U3 Hoca, I06HbIU 10CKym
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Reconstruction of the distal anatomical parts
of the nose — analysis of cosmetic results
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Abstract
Objective. To analyze cosmetic results in reconstruction of defects in the distal anatomical parts of the nose.
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Materials and methods. The results of 103 reconstructions in patients with acquired defects of the external nose with
loss of distal anatomical parts were studied. The evaluation of cosmetic results was performed using a 5-point scale of
the NAFEQ (Nasal Appearance and Function Evaluation Questionnaire). Complication rate and assessments in groups
with median and lateral localization of the defect (33 and 70 patients, respectively) depending on the method of recon-
struction were compared.

Results. Complication rate in the reconstruction of median defects (4 cases, 12.1%) and lateral defects (2 cases,
2.9%) did not have a statistically significant difference (Fisher’s exact two-tailed test, p=0.066). With median defects, a

» o«

decrease in assessment of cosmetic results was more often noted in indications of “nasal tip”, “nasal alar”, and “nasal
back”; with lateral defects — “nostril size”, “nasal alar”, “nasal back”. The estimates of the tip and back of the nose were
statistically significantly higher after the reconstruction of lateral defects than median ones, p=0.004 and p<0.001, re-
spectively. There was no statistically significant difference between the groups in the estimates of the nasal alar and the
nostril size. The indicator “total appearance of the nose” did not have a statistically significant difference in the groups,
p=0.129. The results for the indicators “nostrils size”, “color of the outer nose”, “total appearance of the nose” were sta-
tistically significantly higher when using a puzzle flap compared with alternative methods. The estimates of the “nasal
tip” index were statistically significantly higher following reconstruction with a frontal flap compared with nasal flaps.

Conclusion. The complication rate in the reconstruction of the distal subunits of the nose was 5.8% and had no dif-
ference in the median and lateral localizations of the defect. Cosmetic results differed when assessed by individual
measures. The assessment of the total appearance of the nose had no significant difference in the median and lateral lo-

calizations of the defect. The use of a puzzle flap and a forehead flap presented better results for the particular subunits.
Keywords: nasal reconstruction, defect of outer nose, nasal subunits, cosmetic outcome, cheek flap, nasal flap, fore-
head flap
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BeeaeHue LUEe YacTbio NOCBSILLEHbI BOCCTAHOBMEHWIO UMEHHO

YcTpaHeHve aedekToB ancTanbHbix aHatomu- HAY [3, 5, 8-10]. [INs nx peKoHCTpyKLMM 1cnosb-
yeckmx Yacten (OAY) HapyxHoro Hoca (HH) siBns-  3YHOT JTOCKYTbI 13 HOCA, POTALMOHHBIE N CABMXHbBIE
eTCs CIIOKHOW 3afayeil PeKOHCTPYKTUBHOIM Xupyp- TOCKYTbI M3 Llieki (HocorybHble nockyTbl), nba, npu
v [1]. OucTanbHas yacTb HH xapaktepusyertcsi CKBO3HbIX AedpekTax — MONMHOCMOWHbIE rpadoThl 13
CMOXHBLIM PENbedoM, KOXXa UMEET CyLLeCTBEeHHble YLWHOW PaKoBUHBI, OCKYTbl B BUAE CKnaakh ¢ Um-
OTMNYMS MO LIBETY 1 TEKCTYPE MO CPaBHEHMIO C Npok-  MaHTalmen xpsiwesoro rpadta [3, 5, 9, 11]. Obe-
cuMarnbHbIMU Cy6'be,D,V|HV|L|,aMV|, aHaToMmuueckag ChnedeHne yaoBreTBOPUTENIbHOIO KOCMETUYEeCKOro
CTPYKTypa BKIlOYaeT Tpu crosi TkaHel. Kocmertu- Pesynbtata (KP) npu 3amelleHnn aedekta Hoco-
yeckoe 3HaueHne HH He noanexuT coMmHeHuo: Bug  TYOHbBIM JIOCKYTOM Miu NOBHbLIM NTocKyToM TpebyeTt
HOCa BO MHOTOM OMpeAensieT BoCnpusTie yenose- ABYX 1 bonee atanos [5, 12]. 3TOT acnekT orpaHu-
yeckoro nuua. fedektsl JAY B TemaTudecknx ny- “MBAET AKTUBHOCTL MaLMeHTa U yBenuumMsaeT Anu-
BrvKaLMsIX OxapakTepr3oBaHbl kak Gonee CrnoxHble TENBHOCTL PEKOHCTpyKUWK [7]. HYacTtoTa nocneone-
QNS 3aMELLEHNS MO CPABHEHMIO C MPOKCUMAmbHbI-  PALMOHHBIX 0CMoXHeHWi (MO) npu pekoHCTpyKLmMK
My [2—4]. HanGonee cylectBeHHbIMU npobnemamu  AAY HH o onybnnkoBaHHbIM JaHHbIM COCTaBnsieT
SBMSIOTCS hopMMpoBaHne hopMbl 1 paamepa kpbl-  2—18 % [8, 13—-15], 4acTota HenpremnemeIx pesyrib-
na Hoca COOTBETCTBEHHO mapameTpam WHTakTHow TaToB (HP)—10-33 % [5, 13, 14] B 3aBUCHMOCTM OT
cybbeavHnubl [5], obecrneyeHne Bu3yanbHOW Lie- CMOCOBa PEKOHCTPYKLMM 1 NapameTpoB AedekTa.
NOCTHOCTU CPEAMHHbIX cyObeanHul [6], MUHMMU3a- KocmeTnyeckuii pesynbtar onpefensieTcs He
LMs 3HAYUMBbIX USMEHEHU B [OOHOPCKUX 30HaX LLEKM TOJNTIbKO BOCCTaHOBI€HneM LEeNTOCTHOCTU aHaToOMW-
1 Hoca [B, 7], obecneyeHne cTabUnbLHOTO Monoxe- 4ECKUX CTPYKTYP, HO M COOTBETCTBMEM WX (DOPMb
Hua OAY 3a cyeT uUMNNaHTauuM KapkacHoro unu W pasMepa HopManbHbIM MapameTpam, a Takke
CTPYKTypHOro rpadrta [8]. o6wwmm Bugom Hoca [1, 2, 8]. Npn aTom cocTosiHMe

nyﬁﬂl/lKaLl,Vll/l, onucblBaloLWwmne pesynstatbl pe- nocneonepaunoHHOro py6Ll,a MMeeT MeHbllee 3Ha-
KOHCTPYKLMM U pa3paBoTaHHble anropuUTMbl, Gonb- “YEHWE, YeM pesynbTupyowuid B cyobeanHuL 1

39


https://doi.org/10.51523/2708-6011.2024-21-2-05
https://doi.org/10.51523/2708-6011.2024-21-2-05

2024;21(2):38-45

Mpobnembl 3a0poBbs 1 akornorum / Health and Ecology Issues

Hoca B uenom. BocctaHoBneHve cpednHHbIX 1 60-
KOBbIX CyObeanHuML, pellaeT pa3nnyHble NoKarnbHble
3apgaun. daktop cMMMeTpumn Gonee akTyaneH npu
yCTpaHeHun narteparnbHbiX AedeKToB, BU3yarbHOe
€OMHCTBO Y MOSOXEeHMe Hoca — MPU CPeaVHHbIX Ae-
dekTax. Mcnonb3oBaHne MECTHbIX TKaHeWn xapak-
Tepn3yeTcad TEXHUYECKOW MNPOCTOTOM U MEHbLUEN
TpaBMOW, OAHAKO [OOHOPCKMM pe3epB KOXM Hoca
3HaAYUTENBbHO YCTynaeT KoXe Lweku n nba [3, 8, 15].

Taknm obpasom, akTyanbHbIM ABNAETCA CpaB-
HeHne KP npu pekoHCTpyKumn BOKOBLIX U CPpeanH-
Hbix cybbeanHuy HH, aHanm3 npuuvH HeydavHbIX
NCXodoB M 3HadyeHne cnocoba 3amelleHns gedek-
Ta. [ina onpegeneHys KOCMETUYECKOro pesyrbraTta
NCMNOMb3yT CYObEKTUBHbIE OLIEHKM MNauMEHTOB U
3KCnepToB Kak Ans obuwero Buaa HH, Tak n otaens-
HbIX ero yactewn [5, 13—15]. Mo Hawemy MHEHUH,
ncnonb3oBaHne onpocHuka Nasal Appearance and
Functional Evaluation Scale (NAFEQ) [13] no3sons-
€T He TOMbKO onpeaennTb obLLMI pesynbTaT PEeKOoH-
CTPYKLMM, HO 1 BbISSBUTb MPUYMHbBI HEYAAYHbIX NCXO-
[O0B A58 pa3HOTUMHbIX AeeKTOoB.

Llenb uccneposaHus

ﬂpoaHanmsprBaTb KOCMETU4YeCKne pesyribra-
Tbl B 3@aBUCUMOCTUN OT JTOKann3auuun (60|<03a;| nnn
cpeaunHHas) n oT cnocoba peKOHCTPyKUuMK aedek-
ToB JAY HH.

MaTtepuanbl n MmeToabl
B HacTodulee MnpoCcnektTnBHoOe KOroptHoe uc-
crnegoBaHmMe BKIMKOYEeHbl NMauneHTbl, KOTOPbIM Obino

BbIMNOMHEHO ycTpaHeHne gedekta OAY HH B oTto-
PYHOMAPVHIONOrMYECKUX N OHKONOTMYECKNX OTae-
NeHnaX yypexgeHun sgpaBooxpaHeHus r. [lomens.
KpuTepun BknoYeHMs: ONUTENBHOCTb nepuopa ot
3aBEepLUEHNsT PEKOHCTPYKLUUN HE MeHee 6 MecsLEeB,
cornacue Ha nccriegoBaHue pesynsratoB. Kputepum
WCKIIOYEHMS: OTKa3 naumMeHTa OT y4acTusi B Onpo-
ce, pasBuTve peungvea paka B Te4yeHne 6 mecsueB
nocrie 3aBepLueHnsi peKoHCTpykumn. ObLiee vncno
nauneHToB coctaBuno 103, B TOM 4ucre MyX4u-
Hbl — 43, XeHWwnHbl — 60, MegnaHHbI BO3pacT —
67 (60; 73) nert. MNMpununHbl obpasoBaHua gedek-
TOB: yAaneHue 3rioka4ecTBeHHOro HoBoobpasoBa-
Hua — 93 (90,3 %), ocrnoxHeHue nocne ny4eBoro
UIN XMPYPrMYECKOro JIEeYEeHUsT 3r1I0Ka4eCTBEHHOIO
HoBOoOOpasoBaHns — 5 (4,9 %), mexaHunyeckas
TpaBma — 3 (2,9 %), yoaneHue gobpokavyecTBeH-
Horo HoBoobpasoBaHua koxu — 2 (1,9 %). Usonu-
pOBaHHble OedeKTbl OgHOM cyObeauHuLbl Obinu
npencraenexbl B 51 HabnogeHnn, gedekTbl OBYX
n 6onee JAY — B 52. CocTosiHMs, conpoBoXaa-
IOLWMECS MUKPOLIMPKYNSTOPHBIMU  HapyLUEHUAMMU
B TkaHax (MH), nmenun mecto y 32 nauueHToB.
C y4yeToM pasnuyns B 3agadyax peKOHCTPYKLMN Mbl
cyMTaem npaBUIbHOW OLEHKY HEMOCPEACTBEHHbIX
N OTAAamneHHbIX pe3ynbraToB OTAENbHO Ansd 6oko-
BbIX 1 cpeanHHbIX JAY. [1na aToro chopMmnpoBaHbl
OBe rpynnbl NauMeHToB: ¢ AedekTaMmu cpeguHHON
nokanusaumm (rpynna 1, 33 nauyuneHTa) n ¢ gedek-
Tammn 60koBOV Nokanuaauum (rpynna 2, 70 naumnen-
ToB). [pynnbl cTpaTtMdurUMpoBaHbLl Mo gemorpadu-
YECKMM W KIMHUYeCKkuM napametpam (tabnvua 1).

Tabnuya 1. PacnpedeneHue 0emoepaghuydecKux U KIUHUYECKUX napamempos 8 2pyrnax nayueHmos
Table 1. Distribution of demographic and clinical parameters in patient groups

Kpurepuii pynna 1, [pynna 2, 3HaunmMocTb
n=233 n=70 pasnuuus, p

Mon, M:X, uncno HabnogeHun 15:18 28:42 0,507
Bospacrt, net, Me (Q25; Q75) 65 (58; 71) 68 (60; 75) 0,245
Paavep aedexTa, OpnHa aHaToMM4eckas 4acTb 11 (33,3 %) 40 (57,1 %) 0.025
4mcno HabmopeHmii [Be 1 Bornee aHaTOMUYECKME YacTy 22 (66,7 %) 30 (42,9 %) 7
Fny6uHa aedexTa, HecksosHon 19 (57,6 %) 46 (65,7 %) 0.425
umenio HabniopeHui CKBO3HOW 14 (42,3 %) 24 (34,3 %)
MH, yncno HabnogeHui 16 (48,5 %) 16 (22,9 %) 0,010

lpynnbl NauMeHTOB He MMEeNu CTaTUCTUYECKM
3HAYMMOrO pas3nuyms no nomy, Bo3pacTy v rnybuHe
nedekrta. [onsa gedekToB ¢ BOBMEYEHMEM OBYX U
bonee cybvegmHuy, HH n gonsa nauyuweHtoB ¢ MH
ObINM cTaTUCTUYECKN 3Ha4YMMO Bbiwe B rpynne 1,
4yem B rpynne 2.

Peructpuposanu vactoty 10O, HyxgaemocTb B
BbIMOMHEHNN ABYX- UMW TPEXATarnHOW PEKOHCTPYK-
UUW, HYXOaemoCTb B HesannaHWpoBaHHbIX KOp-
purmpyrowmx BmewarensctBax. OueHka KP 6bina
BbINOMHEHa 4yepe3 6 mecsueB Nocne 3aBepLueHus
PEKOHCTPYKTMBHBIX Meponpuatuii. MccnegoBaHue

40



Mpobnemsbl 3gopoBbs 1 akonorum / Health and Ecology Issues

2024;21(2):38-45

pesynstatoB no NAFEQ Bkntoyano oueHky Buga
KOH4YMKa HOCa, Kpblfa Hoca, CMMHKM Hoca, pasmepa
HOCOBbIX OTBEPCTUI, LiBETA KOXWN HOCA, NMOMOXEHMS
Hoca, obwero Buaa HH no 5-6annbHon wkane Tpe-
Msi He3aBUCHMMbIMU 3KCnepTamu. B kadecTse akcnep-
TOB ObINK NpurnalleHbl CNeLmanmcTbl, KOTOpble Bbl-
NOSHSIOT BOCCTAHOBUTENbHbIE onepauumm HH, Ho He
NPUHUMAan yyactus B AaHHbIX onepaumsax. OueHka
nokasartenemn nposoaunacb umu no dotorpadumye-
CKOMY M300paXeHuIo He3aBMCUMO Apyr OT Apyra.
YuntbiBanocb cpeaHee 3HayeHne u3 Tpex OLIEHOK.
AHanuanpoBanu 4acToTy UCMONb30BaHUSA Cnocobos
yCTpaHeHust aedekTa B 3aBMCUMOCTU OT floKanmaa-
LK, YactoTy u cTpyktypy MO, Hy>kgaeMocTb B nna-
HOBbIX MOBTOPHbIX 3Tamnax M He3annaHUPOBaHHbIX
KOPpPUrMpyoLLMX BMELLATENbCTBaX, pacnpeaeneHme
oueHok KP B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT nokanusaumm gedek-
Ta 1 cnocoba peKkoHCTPYKLUN.

Ctartuctmnyeckaa obpaboTka BbIMOSIHEHA C MO-
MOLLIbIO nakeTa nporpamm «Statisticay, 8.0 (StatSoft
Inc, USA). [laHHble BO3pacTa npeacTaerneHbl B BUae
MeamaHbl (Me) u nHTepkBapTWUMbHOrO pas3maxa

(Q25; Q75). Ons cpaBHeHWs nokasaTenen Ucnorb-
30BaHbl criedyloLlime Kputepun: Bo3pact — KpuTe-
pui MaHHa — YUTHUK, non — kputepuin 2 MNupcoHa,
pacnpegeneHne 4acTtoT KIMHUYECKMX MapameTpos,
pacnpegeneHue 4actot KP — TOYHbIN OBYCTOPOH-
HUA  KpuTepun Puwepa. Kputnyeckun ypoBeHb
3Ha4YMMOCTN HYNEBOW CTAaTUCTUYECKOW rnnoTesbl —
p = 0,05.

PesynbraTbl U 06CcyXaeHune

3amelleHne pedekta HH Obino BbINOMHEHO
HenocpeACcTBEHHO Mocre yaaneHnsi TaTonormyecko-
ro obpasoBaHus Bo Bcex criyyasx. [nst peKoOHCTPyK-
UMM MCMONb30Banun JNOCKYThl U3 KOXM HOca, poTa-
LWOHHbIE U MHTEPMNOMSLNOHHbIE MOCKYThl U3 LLEKM,
COBWKHOW Masn-riockyT U3 LUEeKW, WHTEepnonsuu-
OHHbIA NOGHBIN NOCKYT. MnnaHTauus XpsiLLeBoro
rpadgTa BhbinosiHeHa B 51 cnyyae. Pacnpegenexve
cnocoboB 3aMelleHus npu gedektax pasfmyHom
rnokanuaauuuv npegcTasneHo B Tabnuue 2.

Tabnuya 2. Cnocobsl pekoHcmpykyuu [JAY e epynnax nayueHmos
Table 2. Defect reconstruction methods in patient groups

pynna 1, n =33 pynna 2, n =70
Crioco6b TS Konymenna, COYETaHHbIN ST, COY€eTaHHbIN Bcero
n=9 n=o nedexT, n =40 nedexT,
n=22 n =30
JlockyTbl 13 Hoca, uncno HabnoaeHnn 6 — 4 1 — "
Hocory6HbIi nockyT, uncno HabnogeHunn 3 2 — 8 15 32
[Ma3n-nockyT, YMcno HabnaeHui — — 1 31 13 45
JI0GHBIN NOCKyT, Yncno HabnaeHUn — — 13 — 2 15

JlockyTbl M3 KOXM HOCa ucnonb3oBanu npe-
UMYLLECTBEHHO  ONsi  CpeduHHbIX  AedeKToB
(10 n3 11, 90,9 %), HoCOryOHbIN NOCKYT U Nasn-no-
CKYT — MNpeuMyLLecTBeHHO npu gedektax Ooko-
BOM nokanusauumn (22 n3 32, 68,8 %, 44 un3 45,
97,8 % COOTBETCTBEHHO), NTOOHbIN JTOCKYT — TOJb-
KO MpU COYETaHHbIX U3bSHAX, NPEUMYLLECTBEHHO
cpeauHHon nokanusauun (13 us 15, 86,7 %). Uwm-
nnaHTauus xpsilieBoro rpadgpta Obina BbINOMHe-
Ha nNpu 3aMeLleHUn cpeauHHbIX AedekToB B 21
13 33 criyyaes (63,6 %), B TOM ymcne nuilb ogHax-
Obl — Npuy n3onupoBaHHOM fAedekTe. B 10 e Bpems
npu yCTpaHeHUM U30NMPOBaHHbIX AedeKTOB Kpbiria
Hoca rpadpt umnnaHtuposanu B 25,0 % cnyvaes,
a npu Bcex aedektax OOKOBOM nokanusauum —
B 30 cnyyasax u3 70 (42,9 %). YacTtota ncnonb3oBa-
HWS pasnUyHbIX CNOcob0B 3aMeLLeHNs UMEET CyLue-
CTBEHHble oTnu4nsa npu gedpektax JAY HH cpeanH-
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HOM 1 OOKOBOW nokanusauun. ITo NoATBepXKaaeT
LenecoobpasHoCTb pasfenbHOro  UCcCrneaoBaHus
pesynbTatoB PEKOHCTPYKUUN B CHOPMUPOBAHHbLIX
rpynnax nauueHToB.

[MocneonepaunoHHbIE OCNOXHEHUS Pa3BUNCh
B 6 HabntogeHusix (5,8 % oT Bcex BMeLLaTenbLCTB),
B TOM YunCre pacxoxaeHue KpaeB paHbl — 1, nap-
LManbHbIA HEKPO3 nockyta — 5. PeKoHCTpyKuuu
Obiny BbINOMNHEHb! B ABa 1 6onee atanos B 30 cny-
vasax (29,1 % ot Bcex BMeLlaTernbCTB), B TOM YnCrie
HocorybHbIi nockyT — 15, nobHbIn nockyt — 15.
HesannaHupoBaHHas koppurupytowias onepauus
notpebosanacb B 9 cny4vasx (8,7 %). MNokasatenu
HenocpeaCTBEHHbIX pPe3ynbTaToB  PEKOHCTPYKLUUK
OAY HH (4actoTa OCnOXHEHW, 3TanHbIX PEKOH-
CTPYKUMA WM He3annaHUpOBaHHbIX KOpPpeKuun) B
rpynnax npeacraeneHsl B Tabnuue 3.
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Tabnuya 3. HenocpedcmeeHHbIe pe3yribmambl PEKOHCMPYKUUU 8 2pyrrnax nayueHmos

Table 3. Immediate outcomes in patient groups

MokazaTens prgna 1, prEna 2, 3HaummocTb
n=33 n=70 pasnuuus, p
[MocneonepaunoHHbIe OCNIOXKHEHUS, 4, 2, 0.066
uncno HabnogeHun, 95 % ON 12,1 % [11,9 %; 12,3 %] 2,9 % [2,8 %; 3,0 %] ’
Bonee oagHoro aTtana, 16, 14, 0.004
uncno HabnpeHun, 95 % O 48,5 % [48,0 %; 49,0 %] 20,0 % [19,9 %; 20,1 %] ’
KoppurupytoLme onepauum, 4, 5, 0403
yncno Habnoaerun, 95 % OU 12,1 % [11,9 %; 12,3 %] 71 % [7,0 %; 7,2 %] ’

YacTtota ocnoxHeHun B rpynne 1 Gbina Boile,
yem B rpynne 2, XOTS CTaTUCTMYECKU 3HAYMMOoe
pasnuuyne No 3TOMy KPUTEPUID OTCYyTCTBYET. MOXHO
00BbACHMTL 3TO Gonbllen gonen nauveHtTos ¢ MH B
rpynne co cpeguHHbiMn gedektamu. PeKkoHCTpyk-
LuMsa cpeavHHbIX AedektoB notpeboBana ABYX U
©onee atanos B 6onbliemM ynicne HabnogeHun, Yem
DOOKOBbIX Ae(EKTOB, pasnuyne ABMSeTcs CTaTUCTu-
yeckn 3HauumbiM. Mo Bcen BMOAMMOCTU, 3TO CBs3a-
HO C HEeAOCTaTOYHbIM PEe3epBOM MECTHbIX TKaHen
0N 0QHO3TaNHOro ycTpaHeHus AedeKTOB KOHYMKA
n konymennsl Hoca. OTHOCUTENBHO HEBbLICOKAs 4Ya-
CTOTa [OBYX3TarHbIX PEKOHCTPYKLUMIA npu OOKOBbIX
Jedektax B Halwem martepuane He MOATBepXAaeT
MHEHMEe O TOM, 4TO hOpMUPOBaAHME HOPManbHOro

KOHTYpa Kpbina Hoca TpebyeT HeOAHOKPaTHbIX BMe-
watensct8 [5]. Mbl apryMeHTMpyem 3TO aKTUBHbIM
ncnonb3oBaHWeM nasn-nockyta (Tabnuua 1) Ans
BOCCTaHOBIEHMS Kpbifa Hoca B oauH aTan. oka-
3aHWS K HesannaHWpoBaHHOW KOPPEKUUW B HalleM
mMaTepuane: BbiNgYMBaHMe B obractu OTCEYEeHHON
HOXKW nockyTa — 3, BblpaxeHHas Adedopmaums
BOCCTaHOBIEHHON CyObeanHnLbl — 4, CyXeHune Ho-
COBOro OTBepCcTMs — 2. YacTtoTa KoppurupyoLmx
BMeLLaTenbCTB HE MMEET CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYNMOrO
pasnuyusa mexay rpynnamu.

PacnpeneneHue oueHo4HbIX 3HaveHun KP no
KaxxgoMy n3 nokasatenen onpocHvka NAFEQ npea-
cTaBrneHo B Tabnuue 4. BeinonHeHoO cpaBHeHWe Ya-
CTOT OLEHOK Mexay rpynnamu nauueHToB.

Tabnuua 4. PacripedeneHue OUeHOK 8 epyrnnax nayueHmos

Table 4. Distribution of the scores in patient groups

Pacnpepenexue no 6annam, Yucno HabnogeHuin
MokasaTenb rpynna 1, n = 33 rpynna 2, n = 70 3HaKE:n:iE¢Z, -
5] 4 3 2 1 5) 4 3 2 1
KoHuuk Hoca 23 9 1 — — 66 3 1 — — 0,004
Kpbino Hoca 23 9 1 — — 45 18 6 1 — 0,560
CnuHka Hoca 22 1 — — — 66 2 1 1 — < 0,001
Pasmep HoCOBbIX OTBEpCTUI 26 6 1 — — 56 12 2 — — 0,990
LiBeT Koxm Hoca 26 7 — — — 64 6 — — — 0,138
MonoxeHwne Hoca 33 — — — — 66 3 1 — — 0,205
O6wui BMa Hoca 15 17 1 — — 45 20 4 1 — 0,129

OLEHKM KOHYMKA M CMUHKM HOoca Obinu ctaTtu-
CTUYECKM 3HAaYMMO BbILLE B rpynne 2, Yem B rpynne
1. 3710, O4EBMAHO, CBSA3AHO C TeM, Y4TO Npu gedek-
Tax CpeavHHOM nokanuMsauun 3T cybbeauHuubl
Oblnn yTpayeHbl NOYTM BO BCEX Cryyvasix, a npu
OokoBbIX AedbekTax NodT! BCcerga octaBanmcb MH-
TakTHbIMWU. He OTMe4yeHo CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMO-
ro pasnuumna mMexgy rpynnamm B OLEHKax Kpbina
HOoCa M pa3Mepa HOCOBOro otrBepctud. pu aTom
OokoBble OedeKkTbl BCerga 3axBaTbiBanv Kpbiio
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HOCa M MOYTWU BCerga — ero cBoboAHbIM kpan, a
cpeaunHHble gedekTbl — Tonbko B 11 criyyasx u3
33. OT10T hakT moxeT 6bITb 00ycroBneH cnocobom
PEKOHCTPYKLUMU, U anee mMbl NPUBOLAMM MUCCreaoBa-
HUe 3TOW B3aMMOCBSA3M.

Onpoc 3KCnepToB BbISIBUST MPUYUHBI CHXKEHUS
OLEHOK ANng OTAEnNbHbIX MoKasaTtenen, KotTopble ne-
pPeYnCrEHbI HNXE.

KoHuuk Hoca: gedopmMauus, ymeHbLUEeHNe npo-
ekumu, bokoBas gesmauus (PUCyHokK 1).
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PucyHok 1. CHUXeHUe pe3yrbmamos peKoOHCMpYKyuU cpeOUuHHbIX CyObeOUHUl, HapyXHO20 Hoca:
A — bokoeasi Oesuayusi KOHYUKa Hoca;, b — ymMeHbweHue npoekyuu u deghopmayusi KOHYUKa Hoca;
B — ebinsyusarue nnouwjadku nockyma; I — ronepeyHbiti pybeuy mexo0y KOHYUKOM U KPbIIIOM HOca
Figure 1. Decreased results following reconstruction of the median subunits of the external nose: A — nasal tip lateral deviation;
B — nasal tip deformity and reduction; C — flap paddle extra thickness; D — transverse scar between nasal dorsum and tip

KpbIflo Hoca: HeCOOTBETCTBME pa3Mepa M Ae- Kpblna Hoca He Obin oueHeH 5 6Gannamu n3-3a Heco-
dopmaumsa cybbeanHuupbl (pUcyHok 2). lNpu 3ToM  OTBETCTBUSI MHTAKTHOM CyObeanHuLe.
B HEKOTOPbIX Cryyasx NpUeMrembli B LENoM Bug

A b B

PucyHok 2. CHUXeHue pe3ynbmamos peKoHCmpyKyuu 60K08bix cybbedUHUL, Hapy>KHO20 Hoca:
A — ducrio3uyusi u yMeHbleHUe pa3amepos Kpbiia Hoca, b — deghopmayusi Kpbina Hoca;
B — yMeHblweHue pa3mepa HOCO8020 0meepcmusi
Figure 2. Decreased results following reconstruction of lateral subunits of the external nose
A — malposition and reduced size of nasal alar; B— nasal alar deformity; C — reduction of nostril size

CnvHKa Hoca: Hanuume nonepedHoro pybua CHwxkeHne oueHkn gaxe Ha 1 6ann xoTs Obl
n/vnn BbINSYMBaHME KOXHOW MNIoLWanKM fOCKyTa, OOHOro U3 YacTHbIX NokasaTernen NpuMBOAMIIO K CHU-
HapyLlatollee Bu3yarlbHOE €LMHCTBO CPEaMHHbIX XEHWUK OLeHKM obuiero Buaa Hoca B 41 cnydvae m3
cybbeanHuy, (pucyHok 1). 43. 310 cBUAETENLCTBYET O 3Ha4YMmMocTn [JAY B BoC-

Pasamep HocoBoro otBepcTusi: ymeHblueHve npusatum HH B uenom. O6Liee 4ncno npuemnembix
nnowaan (15 cnyyaeB), yBenuYeHWe nnowaan pesynbLTaToB PEKOHCTPYKUMK (4 unu 5 6annos ans

(6 cny4yaeB) (pucyHok 2A, B). obLero BMaa Hoca) coctaBuno 96 u3 103 (93,2 %),
LiBeT Hoca: rumonUrMeHTUpOBaHHbI pybew, oT- B ToM 4ucne B rpynne 1 — 31 u3 33 (93,9 %), B
nuymne LBeTa KOXHOM NroLwanku nockyTa. rpynne 2 — 65 n3 70 (92,9 %), pasnuuve He UMeeT

MonoxeHne Hoca: OTKIMOHEHWE CPedWHHbIX CTaTUCTUYECKON 3HadmMmocTu, p > 0,05. OTnnyHble
CTPYKTYp, BbipaXXeHHasi acMMeTpUs 3a cHeT pybLo-  OLEHKM Mo No3nummn «obLLMIA BUA Hoca» 3apermcTpu-
BOro npouecca (pucyHok 1A). poBaHbl B 60 HabntoaeHusix (58,3 %) (pucyHok 3).
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PucyHok 3. OnmumaribHbIl pe3ysibmam peKkoHCmpyKyuu ducmarbHbIX aHamoMu4Yeckux yacmeu HapyXHO20 Hoca:
A — KOHYUK HOoca; b — KOHYUK, criuHka, Kosiymerina u Kpbiio Hoca; B — Kpbiiio Hoca;
" — Kpblirio, ckam u meduarnbHas Yacmb WeKu
Figure 3. Optimal result following reconstruction of distal nasal subunits of external nose:
A — nasal tip; B— nasal tip, dorsum, columella and alar; C — nasal alar;
D — nasal alar, side wall and medial cheek

[MonyyeHHble AaHHbIE CBUAETENLCTBYIOT O TOM,
YTO HEOMTMMarbHble pPe3yrbTaThbl MO YaCTHLIM MOKa-
3aTensam MMEeKT PasfNYHyLo YacToTy B 3aBUCUMOCTU
OT nokanu3aumn gedekta. COOTBETCTBEHHO, Npu
BbIOOpE TEXHWKM PEKOHCTPYKUUM MPEeanodTUTENneH
cnocob, KoTopbIn no3BonseT wusbexarb Hexena-
TenbHbIX nocrneacTeuin. Kak ykaszaHo B Tabnuvue 2,
B HalleM MaTepuane 4yacTtoTa MCMONb30BaHWUS OT-
AenbHbIX cnocoboB Npu pasnuyHbix gedektax HH
CYLLECTBEHHO OoTnu4yaetcd. VimeeT 3HayeHue ycTa-
HOBMNeEHWEe CBA3W Mexay BapuaHTom rockyta u KP.
Mbl cpaBHWAM pacnpeaeneHye OLEHOK OTAENbHbIX
nokasatenen onpocHuka NAFEQ pns ucnonb3o-
BaHHbIX CMOCOB0OB peKkoHCTpyKumun. ccnegosaHue
NPOBOAMIN A11S1 TEX CNOCOB0B, KOTOPbIE HAXOAMIN
npMMeHeHve Ans 3amelweHns OedeKToB C BOB-
nevyeHnem onpeneneHHor aHaTOMUYECKON 4YacTu.
Ecnn BapvaHT PEeKOHCTPYKUMM HE WMCMonb3oBanu
npu yTpaTe KOHKPETHON aHaTOMUYeCKOW YacTtu (Ha-
npvMep, Nasmn-nockyT ANfS KOHYMKa Hoca), TO €ero
3(P(PEKTUBHOCTE HE COMOCTaBNSANM C ansTepHa-
TMBHbIMW BapuaHTamu. [lokasatenwu, kacawowmecs
obuwero Bocnpuatia HH (uBeT, nonoxeHue, obLumi
BMA) CpaBHMBAnNuU Ans BCeX cnocoboB B MONapHbIX
KoMOMHaUusXx.

BbisiBneHbl criegyrowime 3akoHOMepHocTh. Ya-
CTOTbl OLEHOK MO MOKa3aTent «KOHYMK HOCa» He
UMEn 3Ha4YMMOro pasnuuus B napax «oCKyTbl U3
HOCa» nnu «HOcoryBHbI nockyt» (p = 0,801), «no-
CKyTbl U3 HOCa» Unu «nobHbIv nockyT» (p = 0,232).
Bua koHumka Hoca Obin ouLeHeH Oonee BbICOKO
Npy UCMNOMb30BaHUM NOBHOMO FIOCKyTa Mo CpaBHe-
HWIO C NOCKyTaMu U3 Hoca, pasnuyve 3HavmMmoe,
p = 0,025. Pesynbratbl N0 NO3MLMK «KPbINO HOCA»
He MMenu 3HaYMMOro PasnmyMs B OLEHKax B 3aBU-
CMMOCTM OT cnocoba PEeKOHCTPYKUMMK: «nasn-no-
CKYT» Unu «HocorybHbin nockyt» (0,105), «nockyThbl
N3 HOca» WNn «HOocorybHein nockyt» (p = 0,157),
«JIOCKYTbl M3 HOCa» WM  «NOOHBLIN  NOCKYT»
(p = 0,405), «nasn-nocKyT» UMK «NOCKYTbl U3 HOCa»
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(p = 0,657). OueHkM nokasaTens «CrnvMHKa Hoca» He
nokasanu CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOrO pasnuuus B
napax «fOoCKyTbl M3 HOCa» WIMN «HOCOTYOHbIA F0-
cky™ (p = 0,297), «NOCKyTbl U3 HOCa» Unu «nob-
HbI TockyT» (p = 0,232), «HOCOTyBHbIN FTOCKYT» UMK
«J106HbIN nockyT» (p = 0,355). NokasaTtenb «pa3mep
HOCOBOrO OTBEPCTUS» Oblf oLeHeH Gonee BbICOKO
Npu PEKOHCTPYKLUMM Nasn-riocKyTOM MO CPaBHEHMIO
C HOCOryOHbIM NOCKYTOM U C NOBGHbIM FOCKYTOM
(pasnuumne cratucTnyeckn 3Hadumoe, p = 0,010
n p = 0,003 coorBeTcTBEHHO). OLEHKM 3TOrO MoKa-
3aTtens B nape «rnobHbIA FIOCKYT» WM «HOCOry6-
HbIA NIOCKYT» HE MUMENWN CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOro
pasnuumsa (p = 0,389). Pesynbratbl No nokasartesnto
«UBET Hocay» Obinn 6onee BbICOKMMMU NPU UCMOSb-
30BaHMK Nasn-fockyTa No CPaBHEHUIO C JTIOCKyTaMu
M3 HOCa M HOCOryOHbIM FIOCKYTOM (pasnuuyue cra-
TUCTMYECKN 3Havmmoe, p = 0,001 n p = 0,002 co-
OTBETCTBEHHO). OCTankbHble Napbl HE UMENU cTaTu-
CTMYECKN 3HAYMMOTO Pasnuyms B oueHkax. OLeHKM
MONOXEHNS HOCAa TaKKe He BbISBUMM CTaTUCTUYECKM
3HAUYMMOro pas3nuyMs B 3aBMCUMOCTM OT BapuaH-
Ta 3amelleHusa gedpbekta, p > 0,05 Bo Bcex mapax
cpaBHeHus. OBLWKn BUA, HapyXHOro Hoca bbin oue-
HEH CTaTUCTMYEeCKM 3Ha4YMMO ©Gornee BbICOKO Mpu
PEKOHCTPYKLMM Nasn-nockyToOM, YeM HOCOryGHbIM
nockyTtom, p = 0,032. lNMonapHoe cpaBHeHWe 0bLLero
BMAa Hoca Mocne pekoHCTpykumn HH octanbHbIMK
cnocobamu He BbISIBUNO CTaTUCTUYECKN 3HAYMMOTO
pasnuuusa (p > 0,05 gna Bcex komBuHauun). Takum
obpasom, ncnonb3oBaHue Nasn-nockyta n nobHoro
NocKyTa No3Bonumno goctunyb 6onee Bbicokux KP no
OTAENbHbIM YacTHbIM nokasatensm. Mpu aTom pe-
KOHCTPYKUMsi BOKOBbIX CyObeanHuy, nasn-nocKkyTom
Oblna BbIMNOSIHEHA B OAMH 3Tan BO BCEX Cryyasx.

3aknyeHue

OO6waa vactoTa OCMOXHEHUN Mpu yCTpaHe-
Hun gedgektoB JAY HH coctaBuna 5,8 % ot Bcex
BMeLlaTenbCcTB. [ocrne pekoHCTPYKUMU CpeanHHbIX
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cybbeanHuy MO passmBanucb vawe (12,1 %), yem
Npv PEKOHCTPYKLMM BOKOBbIX fTokanusauun (2,9 %),
HO CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOrO pas3nuuus He ycTa-
HoBneHo, p = 0,066. PekoHcTpykumst JAY HH no-
3Bonuna JobuTbcs NPUEMITEMOrO KOCMETUYECKOTO
pesynbraTa B 93,2 % HabnogeHui. VMimeetca ctatu-
CTUYECKM 3HAYMMOE pasnnyme B OLEHKE OTAENbHbIX
cybbeanHuL, (KKOHYMK HOocay, «CMUHKA HOCcay) B 3a-

BMCMMOCTM OT NoKanu3auunm gedekta, nokasarenb
«0OLLUKMIA BUA HOCa» HE MMen CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HaYU-
MOro pasnuuusi B rpynnax nauueHtoB (p = 0,129).
Mcnonb3oBaHne na3n-nockyta BbIABUIIO Mpenmy-
wectBo B KP no cpaBHeEHWO C ansTepHaTUBHbIMU
crnocobamu No OTAerNbHbIM MoKa3aTensam OnpOCHU-
ka NAFEQ («pa3mep HOCOBOro OTBEPCTUS», «LBET
Hoca») 1 obwemy BMay Hoca.
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