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OcobeHHOCTM CNUHANBHOU aHeCcTe3uu BO BpeMA
onepauuvu KecapeBa Ce4YeHUA Yy porxKeHuUL,

C reCTalMOHHbIM CaXapHbIM Anabetom:
npocneKTuBHoe KOHTpoJsiupyemoe
HepaHAOMU3UpPOBaHHOE UCCNeAoOBaHUue

E.H. Nertapés', E.M. lUndmar?, B.[. CHexko’, U.B. Hykoseu’, C.B. Xoayc*

! lopoackas KMHUYeckas bonbHuua uM. E.0. MyxuHa, Mocksa, Poccuiickas Meaepaums;
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AHHOTAUNA

06ocHoeaHue. [eCTaLMOHHbIN caxapHblii anabeT (TC[L) yBenmumMBaeT 4acToTy BhINONHEHUS OMepaLymu KecapeBa CeveHus
(KC) no 57,4%. XpOHWYeCKWU/A BbICOKMI YPOBEHb TIIHOKO3bl B Ma3Me KPOBM MOXET BAMATb HA OMUOMEHBIE PELLENTOpbI
1 MeTabonusm HeiipoMeauatopoB. bepeMeHHble ¢ [CLL HyxaaoTCcA B 60MbLIEM KONMYECTBE aHabreTUKOB M AEMOHCTPUPYIOT
bonee BbicOKOe noTpebneHne onMouaoB B banxaniuem nocneonepauroHHoM nepuoge nocne KC, yeM nauuentkun 6es MC.
TakuM obpasomM, y poxkenny, ¢ ICJL ocTaloTcs He [0 KOHLA U3y4YeHHbIMM 0COBEHHOCTH TeYeHWs CriMHanbHol aHecTesun (CA)
BO BpeMsl orepauyy, a TakxKe TeYeHWe NoceonepaLynoHHoro nepuoaa.

Lens. N3yuntb ocobeHHocTu npoBeaeHusi CA Bo Bpems onepauuu KC y poxkenny ¢ MCL.

Mamepuanei u Memodel. [poBesieHO NPOCMNEKTUBHOE KOHTPONIMPYEMOE MUcCNefoBaHue. ViccneayeMas rpynna Britoyana
41 naumeHTKy € KomneHcupoBaHHbIM [C[l, He COOTBETCTBYHLUMM KpUTEpUSM «MaHUGbECTHOro» caxapHoro auabeta.
B KoHTposbHyto rpynny Bownn 109 naumeHToK 6e3 HapyleHuid yrneBogHoro obmeHa. Kputepun BKNKOYEHWS MaLMEHTOK
B uccnepnoBaHue: CA, [OHOLEHHAs W ofHomnoaHas 6epeMeHHOCTb, nnaHoBble onepaumn KC, Bospact ot 15 po 25 nert
BKJTOUMTENBHO, HOPMaJbHBIN YPOBEHD THOK03bl B BEHO3HOW KPOBM YTPOM Mepes, onepaumen, naputeT 6epeMeHHOCTU U pofioB
nepabii. Kputepum nckntoueHms: GuUsnyeckuii cTatyc naumeHToK no knaccudukaumm ASA =1V, HeapeksatHas CA, TpebytoLas
BBEJEHUA MpenapaTtoB A1 0OLied aHecTe3nW, TSXKENas 3IKCTpareHuTanbHas MaTonorus, MpesKnamncus M 3KIaMmncus,
WHCYNIMHOTEPaNUA U NPUMEHEHWE MepopabHbIX FUMOFIMKEMUYeCKUX cpeacTB. Mocne BbinonHeHus CA NpoBOAMMM OLEHKY
MOTOPHOro (Mo Wwkane Bromage) 1 ceHcopHoro bioKa (6ynaBoyHbIii TecT).

Pesynemamel. CeHcopHblii 610K Yepe3 3 MUH Obin focTurHyT y 53%, yepe3 4 MuH — y 84%, yepe3 5 MUH — y Bcex
MaLMeHTOK KOHTpoMbHOM rpynnbl. B rpynne naumenTok ¢ ICL nopor 50% 6bin gocturyT Yepes 7 MuH, y Bcex 100% naumeHToK
CEHCopHbIN boK oTMeueH Yepe3 10 MuH. OueHka MoTopHoro 6/10Ka no Bromage yepe3 5 MUH NoKasana, YTo B KOHTPOJbHOM
rpynne OH pasBUNICA Y BCEX MALMEHTOK, B TO BpeMs KaK B rpynne nauveHTok ¢ [C —y 77,5% KeHLmH.

3aknioueHue. lonyyeHHble HaMWU pe3ynbTathl NO3BOAAT yTBepxaaTh, 4to npu CA Bo Bpemsa KC y nauueHTok ¢ IC[,
M0 CPaBHEHMIO C poXKeHWULaMu be3 HapyLLeHWiA yrneBoAHOr0 0BMeHa CHUXKaeTCs CKOPOCTb Pa3BUTUS CEHCOPHOTO X MOTOPHOTO
bnoka. Hamn nokasaHbl pa3nuumsi B oueHKe 60N1eBOro CMHAPOMa B PaHHEM MOCNEONepPaLMOHHOM Nepuofe: 3HaunUMble
bonesble owwyuienus B rpynne ¢ [CLL nposenstoTca B cpegHeM Ha 60 MUH paHblUe MO CPaBHEHMIO € NaLMeHTKaMm be3 Hero.

KnioueBble ci0Ba: CriMHabHas aHECTe3uS; reCTaLMOHHbIM caxapHbIi AMabeT; KecapeBo CeyeHue.
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Spinal anesthesia during caesarean section
in parturients with gestational diabetes:
prospective controlled non-randomized study

Evgeny N. Degtyaryov', Efim M. Shifman?, Vera D. Snezhko?, Irina V. Zhukovets*, Sergey V. Khodus*

! Mukhin City Clinical Hospital, Moscow, Russia;

2Vladimirsky Moscow Regional Research Clinical Institute, Moscow, Russia;
3Vishnevsky National Medical Research Center of Surgery, Moscow, Russia;
“ Amur State Medical Academy, Blagoveshchensk, Russia

ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: Gestational diabetes mellitus (GDM) increases the incidence of cesarean section (CS) to 57.4%. Chronic
high blood glucose levels can affect opioid receptors and neurotransmitter metabolism. Pregnant women with GDM require
more analgesics and consumed more opioids in the immediate postoperative period after CS than patients without GDM. Thus,
in parturients with GDM, the features of the spinal anesthesia (SA) course during CD surgery and the postoperative course
remain not fully understood.

OBJECTIVE: To assess SA during CS in parturients with GDM.

METHODS AND METHODS: A prospective controlled study was conducted. The study group included patients with com-
pensated GDM, excluding the criteria for “manifest” diabetes. The control group included patients without carbohydrate me-
tabolism impairment. The inclusion criteria were as follows: SA, full-term and singleton pregnancy, elective CS,
age 15-25 years, normal venous blood glucose levels in the morning before surgery, parity of pregnancy, and childbirth. The
exclusion criteria were as follows: patients with American Society of Anesthesiologists class >IV, inadequate SA requiring the
administration of drugs for general anesthesia, severe extragenital pathology, preeclampsia and eclampsia, insulin therapy,
and use of oral hypoglycemic agents. After SA induction, Bromage motor block and sensory block were assessed.

RESULTS: Sensory block was achieved in 53% after 3 min, 84% after 4 min, and 100% of the patients in the control group
after 5 min. In the GDM group, the threshold of 50% was reached after 7 min, and in all patients, sensory block was noted
after 10 min. In the assessment of motor block by Bromage, all patients in the control group achieved motor block after 5 min,
whereas in the GDM group, only 77.5% achieved motor block.

CONCLUSION: Our results suggest that with SA during CS in patients with GDM, compared with parturients without carbo-
hydrate metabolism alteration, the rates of sensory and motor block development decreased. Differences in pain intensity were
noted after the early postoperative period, and significant pain sensations in the GDM group are manifested on average 60 min
earlier than that in the non-GDM group.

Keywords: spinal anesthesia; gestational diabetes mellitus; C-section.
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OPAMHATIBHBIE MCCTEAOBAHNA

BBEJEHUE

PacnpocTpaHEHHOCTb runepraMkeMun y bepeMeHHbIX
B 2019 roay Bo BcEM Mupe cocTaBuna okono 15,8%, 3 Hux
83,6% cnyyaeB BbiM CBSA3aHbI C recTaLMOHHBIM CaxapHbIM
avabetom (TCL) [1, 2]. Yactota ['C ¢ KaxabIM rofioM yBeu-
UMBAETCA U OTpaXaeT QOHOBYI0 PacMPOCTPAHEHHOCTb OXMU-
peHus u caxapHoro auabeta (C[) 2-ro Tna y HaceneHus
B LenoM [3-6]. PesynbTaThl MHOMOLEHTPOBOIO MCCe0Ba-
Husa HAPO (Hyperglycemia and Adverse Pregnancy Outcomes)
MPOAEMOHCTPUPOBANW B3aMMOCBSA3b MEX Y YPOBHEM [IMKe-
MWW Y MaTepu 1 HebnaronpuaTHBIMK Ucxogamu bepemeHHo-
CTU KaK Anis MaTepu, TaK v ansa nnoaa [7]. ¥ 6epeMeHHon
¢ [CLl vawe, yeM y XeHwWwuH 6e3 HapyLLeHU YrneBogHOMo
0bMeHa, pa3BMBaOTCA NPE3KIAMMCUA U IKNAMNCUSA, YTO He-
penKo TpebyeT 3KCTPEHHOro PoLOpa3peLLEeHUs NYTEM onepa-
unm Kecapesa cevenust (KC) [8, 91.

IC[l yBenmumBaeT 4acToTy KecapeBa ceyeHus ao 57,4%
1 OKa3blBaEeT HEraTMBHOE BAIUSIHWE B CAyHasX OKMPEHUs u/unm
KC B aHamHe3e [10-16]. B T0 3Ke BpeMs XpOHUYECKWI Bbl-
COKMI YpOBEHb TJIHOKO3bl B MyIa3Me KPOBM MOXET BAUATb
Ha OMMUOMIHbIE PeLlenTopbl, TEM CaMbIM U3MeHss hapMaKo-
KMHETUKY 1 hapMaKoauHamuky onvoungos [17]. KpoMe Toro,

Tom 16, Ne 4, 2027

PGFMOHapHaH dHeCTe3nA 1 ledeHre OCTDOM bonm

XPOHUYECKMIA BbICOKUI YPOBEHb [IIOKO3bl MOXET BO3[eN-
CTBOBaTb Ha MeTabonmaM Heilpomenuatopos [18-21]. Uc-
cnepoanus C. Yang u coaBT. nokasanu, 4to bepeMeHHble
c ICL HyxpatoTca B BonblueM KOnMYecTBE aHaNbreTUKOB
U LeMOHCTpUpYtoT bonee BbiCOKoe moTpebneHne onMoOMAoB
B bnmxanweM nocneonepaumoHHoM nepuoge nocne KC, yem
naupenTtkn 6e3 ICL [22]. Mpu popopaspewenun nytém KC
PEKOMEH[0BaHbl KaK MeTOfbl HelipoaKcuanbHOM, Tak U 00-
Lei aHecTe3umn, ofjHaKo npeobnagaHue CNUHANBHOW aHe-
cteaum (CA) Bo Bpems onepaumu KC Heocnopumo [23-26].
Takum obpasoM, y poxenuy ¢ TCJl ocTatoTcs He A0 KoHua
U3y4eHHbIMK ocobeHHocTn Teyenns CA Bo Bpems onepauuu
KC, a Takoke TeyeHMe nocieonepaLyoHHOro nepuoaa.

LUenb uccnepoBaHua — n3yuntb 0cobeHHOCTU NpoBe-
nenunsa CA o Bpems onepaumn KC y poxkenuy ¢ MCL.

MATEPUAJIbI U METO/IbI

Au3zalin uccnedoearus

MpoBefeHO MPOCMEKTUBHOE KOHTPOSIMpYEMOE HepaHmo-
MM3MpOBaHHOe MccriefioBaHue. CxeMa uccneaoBaHus npeg-
CTaBfieHa Ha puc. 1.

I BrnwoyeHue

OLeHeHo Mo KpuTepUAM BKJTIOYEHMA
(n=704)

UckntoyeHbl (n=496):

o HE COOTBETCTBYHT KpUTEpU-
aMm (n =461)

e OTKa3 0T yyactus (n=35)

o Ipyrvie npuumntbl (n=0)

\

KeCBPEBO ceyeHue

(n=208)
v
A/ [ Pacnpedenenue } y
Otcytctayet ICL (n=147) Ich (n=61)
\ [ Omcnexcueanue ] \

o CnuHanbHas aHecTesus (n =109)

o [lpyrvie Buabl aHecTesum (n=38)

o CnuHanbHas aHecTesus (n =41)

o [lpyrve Buabl aHecteann (n=20)

v [

AHanus ] \

MpoaHanuaupoBatbl (n=109)

Puc. 1. CxeMa uccnepoBaHus.

pumeyaHue. TC[L — recTaumMoHHbIA caxapHbI Auaber.
Fig. 1. Study scheme.

Note. TC, — gestational diabetes mellitus.
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lMpoaHanuaupoBaHsl (n=41)
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Kpumepuu coomeemcmeus

Kpumepuu sxsoyenusi:

o CA;

* [IOHOLUEHHas U 0JHOMN0AHas bepeMeHHOCTD;

« nnaHoBble onepaumm KC;

« BO3pacT oT 15 A0 25 neT BKIKYNTENBHO;

* HOpMaJbHbIA YPOBEHb [IIOKO3bl B M1a3Me BEHO3HOM
KpoBM yTPOM Nepes, onepaumen;

* naputeT 6epeMeHHOCTU U POJOB MepBbLIN.

Kpumepuu uckmoyeHus:

+ (QUM3NYeCKUI CTaTyC MaUMEHTOK MO KiaccuduKaumm
AmepukaHckoro o6wwecTBa aHectesuonoros (ASA) >IV;

+ HeapekBatHas CA, TpebyloLas BBeseHNs npenapaTos
Ans obLuen aHectesuy;

* TAKENAA 3KCTpareHuTanbHas NaTonorus;

* MPEe3KaMNCUs U IKNaMNCus;

*  WHCYNIMHOTEPaNWs U NPUMEHeHWUe NepopabHbIX MUMo-
TTIMKEMUYECKUX CPeaCTB.

Ycnosus npoeedeHus u npodosxcumesbHOCMb
uccnedosaHus

WccnepoBaHue npoBeaeHo Ha 6ase obnacTHoro nepuHa-
TanbHoro LeHTpa F'AY3 AQ «Amypckas obnactHas KuHWUYe-
cKas 6onbHULa» (BnaroseLueHcK) B nepuog ¢ despans 2019
no Hosbpb 2020 rr.

OnucaHue MeduuyUHCKO20 eMewamesiscmeda

OnepaTvBHOE pofopaspeLleHne MPOBOAMAM B MNaHO-
BoM nopagke nog CA no ctanpaptHon Metogmke [23]. [lo3a
n3obapuyeckoro bynmeakamHa bbina BbibpaHa CornacHo UH-
CTPYKUMM MO NPUMEHEHWI0 npenapata (perucTpauUuoHHBbIi
N2 JIM-002462 ot 13.05.2014).

AHanus e nodzpynnax

WUccnepyeMas rpynna (rpynna I'CL) Bknwuana 41 na-
LMEHTKY € KoMneHcupoBaHHbIM [CJl, He COOTBETCTBYIOLLMM
KpuTepuaM «MaHudecTtHoro» CJ[l. B KoHTposbHylo rpynmy
(rpynna K) Bowwnmn 109 naumeHToK be3 HapyLLeHuIn yrneBos -
Horo obMeHa.

Memodel pecucmpayuu ucxodoe

Mocne BbinonHeHMs CA ocyLlecTBAANM OLEHKY MOTOPHOIO
bnoka no wkane Bromage (B) ot 0 go 3 6annos [24] yepes 1,
2, 3, 41 5 MuH. Tpy oueHKe ceHcopHoro bioka (bynaBoyHbIi
TecT) huKcUpoBanu BpeMs pa3BuTus b6rioKa Ha YpoBHe fep-
matoma Th,—Th,. B nocneonepauuoHHoM nepuope B TeyeHve
5 4 Kaxable 30 MUH OLEHVMBaNM MHTEHCMBHOCTL 60NeBOro
CMHLpPOMa Mo BU3YanbHOM aHanoroBsoii Wwrane (BALL) B ban-
nax ot 0 go 10 [25].

Imuyeckas 3Kcnepmu3a

lpoBefeHWe uccnefoBaHus OA0BpPeHo 3TMYECKUM Ko-
mutetoM OIB0Y BO «Amypckas TMA» (npotokon N2 1
ot 04.02.2019). Ha Kkamyw nauueHTKy Oblna 3anofHeHa
KapTta ¢opmbl 096/y. Bce bepeMeHHble Bbinv 0bcneoBaHbl

Vol 16 (4) 2022
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B COOTBETCTBUM C NpUKa3oM MuH3apasa Poccuiickon ®epe-
paumm (P®) N2 5721 ot 1 Hosbpsa 2012 ropa «06 yTepxae-
Huw TopsiaKa OKa3aHWs MeaMULMHCKOM NOMOLLM Mo NpoduIo
“aKyLuepcTBO U TMHEKONOrUs (3a MUCKITIOYEHWEM MCMOMb30-
BaHMsA BCMOMOraTesbHbIX PenpOLYKTUBHBLIX TEXHONOMUI)"»
(c m3MeHeHnamMM n pononHeHusamu ot 17 saueaps 2014,
11 wioHs 2015, 12 axBaps 2016 roga). ViccnenosaHue npoBo-
JMNN C Y4ETOM TpeboBaHMin XeNbCUHKCKOM AeKnapaumum Bee-
MUPHOWM MEeAMLMHCKOM accoupaumm «3TMYecKue NpUHLMMbI
NPOBeAEHNS HayYHbIX UCCIIeL0BaHUIA C Y4aCTUEM YesloBEKa»
¢ nonpaekamm B PO, yTBepKAEHHbIMM NpUKa3oM MuH3apaBa
P® N2 266 ot 19 uona 2003 ropa. Bce naupeHTKy, BKIOYas
HEeCOBEPLUEHHO/IETHUX, CaMOCTOSITE/IbHO Aanu NMUCbMEHHOE
MHpOpMMpOBaHHOe A00pOBOSIbHOE COrflacke Ha y4yacTue
B uccnenosaHun (PepepanbHbil 3akoH N2 323-03 «06
OCHOBaX OXpaHbl 340poBbA rpaxaaH B Poccuiickoit Depe-
pauumn» C U3MeHeHuUsIMM, BCTynuBMMK B cuiy ¢ 07 mapTa
2018 ropa).

Cmamucmuyeckuli aHanus

CTaTUCTUYECKM aHanu3 MOMYyYeHHbIX Pe3ynbTaToB
NPOBOAMAM C MOMOLLbI BYHKUMIA nakeTa Statistica v. 10
(StatSoft Inc., CLLA), a Takxe B cpefie NporpaMMMpPOBaHKS
R (Posit PBC, CLUA). 1na nocTpoeHWsi HEKOTOPbIX rpadu-
KOB TaKe ucnonb3osanu Beb-npunoxenue StatTools v. 1.0
(MHTenTekJ1ab, Poccus). CtatucTnyeckas obpaboTka AaHHbIX
BKJIHOYana MeTOAbl OnucaTesibHOW CTaTMCTUKKW. YacToTa umc-
cnepyeMbix cobbiTuii B rpynne npeAcTaBneHa B dopmare
abcomtotHoW (n) u oTHocuTenbHol YactoThl (%). MpoBepky
runoTesbl 0 CTaTUCTMYECKOW 3HAYMMOCTU pasfinyus cpej-
HWX MeXay LBYMS rpynnamu OCyLLecTBASNA MpU NOMOLLY
t-kputepus CTblOAEHTA, OTCYTCTBME 3HAYMMOr0 pasnnuyus
TECTUpYEMbIX BbIOOPOYHBIX pacnpefenieHuii ¢ HOpMasbHbIM
3aKOHOM pacrpefieneHus BeposiTHOCTEN ObINo MosyyeHo
no kputepuio LLlanupo-Yunka. [1ns cpaBHeHus BbIBOPOK Ma-
noro 06bEMa, NpeACTaB/IEHHbIX MeANaHON U MHTEPKBapPTUIIb-
HbIM pa3MaxoM, ucnonb3osanu U-kputeput MaHHa—YuTHW.
YpoBeHb 3HaUMMOCTW p ANst BCEX CTAaTUCTUYECKUX NpoLeayp
Obin NpuHAT paBHbiM 0,05.

PE3YJIbTATbI

Yuacmuuku uccnedosarus

B uccnenoBaHum npuHamm yyactve 150 nepBopoaswumx
nauueHToK B Bo3pacTe 0T 15 go 25 nert. pu cpaBHeHWM
rpynn NauMeHTOK CTaTUCTMYECKW 3HaUYMMble pa3nuyms nony-
YeHbl NPU CPABHEHWM CPEAHUX 3HAYEHWUN U CTAHLAPTHBIX OT-
KnoHeHuit (CO) cnepyowmx KpuTEpUEB: BO3pacT, Macca Tena
M MHAEKC Macchl Tena. Takue Kputepuu, Kak pocT W CPOK re-
CTaumuu, OKasanucb CoMocTaBuMbIMK (Tabn. 1).

Mpu cpaBHeHWM CKOpOCTW Pa3BUTUS MOTOPHOr0 Boka
npu CA mexxay poxennuamu ¢ ICJL n be3 Hero B pasnnyHble
BPEMEHHbIE TOUKM MOJTyYeHbI CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUMMbIE pas-
nnums (tabn. 2).
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Ta6nuua 1. CpaBHUTENbHASA XapaKTEPUCTUKA NALIMEHTOK C C reCTaLMOHHbIM CaxapHbIM AMabeToM U KEHLUMH KOHTPOSIbHOM rpynnbl
Table 1. Comparative characteristics of patients with gestational diabetes mellitus and control group

Fpynna I'CQ Ipynna K
Mokasarenu P
n | Cpeanee (C0) n | CpeaHee (CO)
Bospacrt 41 17,9 (2,7) 109 21,2 (3,4) 0,0000
Poct 41 155,8 (6,9) 109 157,4 (6,3) 0,1660
Macca Tena 41 73,9 (13,1) 109 64,3 (8,4) 0,0000
NMT 41 25,2 (3,6) 109 21,1 (2,3) 0,0000
Cpok rectaumm 41 38,0 (2,0) 109 37,9 (2,3) 0,7811

[pumeyarue (30ece u 8 mabs. 2-5). TC[L — rpynna ¢ rectauMoHHbIM caxapHbiM AuabetoM, K — koHTponbHas rpynna, CO — cTaHpapTHoe

0TKJI0HeHMe, UMT — uHaeKc Macchl Tena.

Note (here and in Tables 2-5). TC[L — gestational diabetes mellitus, K — control group, CO — standard deviation, UMT — body mass index.

Taﬁnuu,a 2. CpaBHMTeanblﬁ aHaJin3 MOTOPHOro bnokaB uccnenyemblx rpynnax yepes 1 MuH nocne MHTpaTeKanbHOro BBEAEHUA

aHeCTeTUKa

Table 2. Comparative analysis of motor block in the study groups, 1 min after intrathecal anesthetic administration

Bromage Ha 1-# MuH Fpynna I'Ci, n (%) Tpynna K, n (%) ]
0 41(100,0) 14 (12,8)
1 0 61 (56,0 <0,0001
2 0 34(31,2)

Yepe3 1 MUH nocnie MHTpaTeKanbHOro BBELEHNUS aHecTe-
TMKa MOTOpHBIN 610K B rpynne ¢ ['CJ] He pa3Buncs HW Y ofHOM
NaLMeHTKY, B TO BPEMS KaK B KOHTPOJIbHOM rpynne TaKoi pe-
3ynbTat oTMevancsa y 12,8% uccnepyembix. bonbiue 1/2 (56%)
NaUMEeHTOK WccieayeMoid rpynmnbl NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBaM

100,0
90,0

M Tpynna I'CL

pynna K
80,0

70,0
60,0
50,0
40,0

Jlona naumeHToK, %

30,0
20,0
10,0

0,0 T T T T T
0 1 2 3

OueHKa MoTopHoro bnoka no Bromage, 6annbl

Puc. 2. OueHka MoTopHoro 6,10Ka B UccrieflyeMbIxX rpynmnax yepes 2 MiH
nocnie MHTpaTeKanbHOro BBeEHNs aHecTeTuka (p <0,0001).
[pumeyanue (3dece u Ha puc. 3—7). TCL, — rpynna c recTaLMoHHbIM ca-
XapHbIM auabetoM, K — KoHTponbHas rpynna.

Fig. 2. Evaluation of motor block in the study groups, 2 min after
intrathecal administration of anesthetic (p <0.0001).

Note (here and in Fig. 3-7). TC[, — gestational diabetes mellitus, K —
control group.
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oLeHKy MoTopHoro 6noka B,, y kaxpaoi TpeTbent (31,2%) 3a-
¢uKcMpoBaHa oLeHKa B, (puc. 2).

Yepes 2 MWH mocnie WHTpaTeKanbHOTO0 BBEAEHUS aHe-
ctetuka y 50% naumenTok rpynnbl ¢ TC[l MoTopHbI 6ok
He pasBuW/Cs, y BTOPOW MONOBWHBI NONYy4YeHa OLEeHKa B,.

100,0
90,0

M Tpynna I'C[L

lpynna K
80,0

70,0
60,0
50,0
40,0

[lona naumeHToK, %

30,0
20,0
10,0 J
0,0 - T T T T
0 1 2 3
OueHKa MoTopHoro bnoka no Bromage, 6annbl

Puc. 3. OueHka MoTopHoro 6sioka B MccriegyeMblx rpynnax
yepes 3 MWH MOCNE WHTPATEKanbHOrO BBEAEHUS aHECTETUKA
(p <0,0001).

Fig. 3. Evaluation of motor block in the study groups, 3 min after
intrathecal administration of anesthetic (p <0.0001).
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B KoHTponbHol rpynne: B, —y 22,9%, B, —y 59,6%, B, —
y 17,4% HabntopaeMbix.

Cnycta 3 MMH Mocne UHTpaTeKanbHOro BBEAEHNS aHecTe-
MKa y 5 (12,5%) naumentok c IC/L MoTopHBIN 610K He pas-
BWJICS, Y OCTaIbHbIX MALMEHTOK 3TOM FPynMbl OLEHKa MOTop-
Horo brioKa pacnpefenunach cnefytowmM obpasom: B, —
55%, B, — 32,5%. B koHTponbHo rpynne: B, — 22,9%,
B, — 76,1% (puc. 3).

Yepes 4 MMH mocnie MHTpaTeKanbHOr0 BBEAEHUS aHe-
CTeTMKa Yy Bcex naumeHToK ¢ ICJl pasBunca MOTOpHbIi BNOK,
OLIeHKV pacnpefienunacs criefylolmm obpasom: B, — 22,5%,

100,0
M Tpynna I'CA
90,0
¥ Tpynna K
80,0
70,0
60,0
50,0
40,0
30,0
20,0
10,0
0,0 A T T
1 2 3

OueHKa MoTopHoro bnoka no Bromage, 6annbl

[Jons naumeHToK, %

Puc. 4. OueHKa MoTopHoro 6/0Ka B WCCefyeMblX rpynmax
yepes 4 MWH MOCNe WHTpaTeKaNbHOr0 BBEJEHMS aHecTeTUKa
(p <0,0001).

Fig. 4. Evaluation of motor block in the study groups, 4 min after
intrathecal administration of anesthetic (p <0.0001).

60,0
50,0
40,0
30,0

20,0

[Nonsa nauueHToK, %

10,0

0,0+
3 4 5

B, — 60%, By — 17,5%. B KOHTPONbHOI rpynne MOTOPHbIN
BnoK, cooTBETCTBYIOWMIA B,, AOCTUrHYT y BCEX MaLMEHTOK
(puc. 4).

OueHka MoTopHoro 610Ka Yepe3 5 MuH (Tabn. 3) nokasa-
na, 4To ypoBeHb B, B rpynne xeHwwmH ¢ C[] 3adukcuposaH
y 9 (22,5%) naumeHToK (puc. 5).

B 1abn. 4 u Ha puc. 6 npeAcTaBnieHbl pe3ynbTaThl
OLIEHKM CeHCOopHOro 6noka B MccnefyeMbix rpynnax.
lonyyeHHble pe3ynbTaTbl NOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO 3f,eKBATHBbIN CEH-
COpHBIN 610K Ha ypoBHe Th,~Th, B KOHTpobHOI rpynne bbin
LOCTUTHYT Yepe3 3 MUH MOCNie MHTpaTeKanbHOro BBELEHUS

100,0
90,0
80,0

M Tpynna ICA,
[ Tpynna K

70,0
60,0
50,0
40,0

Jlonsa naumeHTok, %

30,0
20,0
10,0

0,0 T
1 2

OueHKa MoTopHoro bnoka no Bromage, 6annel

Puc. 5. OueHxka MoTopHoro bnoka B uccnefyemblx rpynnax
yepe3 5 MWH Mocfe MHTpaTeKajbHOro BBEAEHWs aHeCTeTUKa
(p <0,0001).

Fig. 5. Evaluation of motor block in the study groups, 5 min after
intrathecal administration of anesthetic (p <0.0001).

M Tpynna I'Ch
[ Tpynna K

6 71 8 9 1w

HactynneHue ceHcopHoro 6noKa, M1H

Puc. 6. Bpems peructpaumy ceHcopHoro 6noka Ha yposHe Th,,~Th, B rpynnax ¢ rectauMoHHbIM caxapHbiM AnabeTom u 6e3 Hero (p <0,0001).
Fig. 6. The time of sensory block registration at the level of Th,,~Th, with and without gestational diabetes mellitus (p <0.0001).
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OPAMHATIBHBIE MCCTEAOBAHNA

Ta6bnuua 3. CpaBHUTENbHBIA aHanu3 MoTopHoro 6ioka B uccne-
JyeMbIX rpynnax yepes 5 MUH NOCe MHTpaTeKanbHOTO BBEEHMS
aHecTeTMKa

Table 3. Comparative analysis of motor block in the study groups,
5 min after intrathecal administration of anesthetic

Bromage Fpynna I'CJl, Ipynna K,
Ha 5-i MuH n (%) n (%) P
2 9 (22,5 0,0
<0,0001
3 31 (77,9) 109 (100,0)

Ta6nuua 4. CpaBHeHWe BpeMeHHBIX TOYEK AOCTUKEHUS afieKBaT-
HOTO CEHCOPHOro B/10Ka MexKay rpynnaMm ¢ recTalMoHHbIM caxap-
HbIM [IMabeToM U be3 Hero

Table 4. Comparison of time points for achieving adequate sensory
block between groups with and without gestational diabetes mel-
litus

Tom 16, Ne 4, 2027

PGFMOHapHaH dHeCTe3nA 1 ledeHre OCTDOM bonm

aHecteTuKay 53,2%, yepe3 4 MuH —y 84,4%, yuepe3 5 MUH —
y BCex naupueHTok. B rpynne naumenTok c I'C[, nopor 50%
Obin npeoponéH yepe3 7 MuH, y Bcex 100% JKeHLMH 3TOM
rpynnbl CEHCOPHBIN 610K 6bin 3aduKcnpoBaH Yepes 10 MuH.

Ouenka no BALL yepe3 30 M1H nocne onepawym okasanacb
paBHoii 0 B 0benx rpynnax. 3HaumMble BoneBble OLLYLLEHMS
(>5 bannos) B rpynne ¢ IC/l onpepensnmck yepes 90 MuH,
B TO BPEMSA KaK TaKylo oueHKy B rpynne 6e3 ['CL, nonyumnm
yepe3 150 MuH (puc. 7).

CTaTMCTUYECKM 3HAUMMOrO pa3nnumnsa oueHok no BALL
MeXAY ABYMS WUCCeAyeMbIMW TpynnaMmu He MOJyYeHo
1 Ha 210-i MUH nocneonepauuoHHoro nepuopa. CpefHue
3HaueHus oueHku mo BALL Kk 3ToMy BpeMeHM cocTaBuUNH
7,3 banna B rpynne ¢ IC[l n 7,2 — B KOHTPOJNIbHOM Fpyn-
ne. B nocnepytowme 90 Muu (no 300 MuH nocne onepa-
umn KC) otMevanoch yBenuyeHue oueHok 6osm no BALL
B 0beunx rpynnax, ogHako B rpynne ¢ [C[l 6onb focturana

CeHcopHbIN Mpynna CA, Ipynna K, p 7,9 6annos, a B rpynne 6e3 C[l MaKcMManbHbI YpoBEHb
610K, MUH n (%) n (%) CpefiHero 3HadyeHuns oueHku no BALL 6bin paseH 7,4 6anna
3 0,0 58 (53,2) (rabn. 5)
4 1(2,4) 34 (31,2)
OBCYXXAEHUE
5 6 (14,6) 17 (15,6)
p 9 22.0) 0.0 lpv oueHke MoTopHoro 6roka mo wkane Bromage
' ' <0,0001 noJly4yeHHble faHHble NOKa3anu CyLLeCTBEHHOe CHUXEeHNe
7 9(22,0) 0,0 CKOpOCTM pa3BuTUsA nociefHero. M3sectHo, yto npu CJi
8 7(17.1) 0,0 00bEM pacnpepenexus Ana nunodunbHbIX NpenapaTos
; 498 00 yBenuueH [10], cnepoBatenbHo, 3adpdeKT cnabee u Me-
2.8 ’ Hee MPOLOMKUTENbHBINA. 3TUM e 00BACHAETCA U CTaTu-
10 5(12,2) 0,0 CTUYECKM 3HauYMMasa pasHuLa BO BPEMEHW HacCTynjeHus
9,0
80 - -
7,0
6,0
o
S 50
3
= — ) I ER S
<t
® = = = [pynna ICJ,
3,0
2,0
10
U,U T 1 T T T T T T 1
30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300
Bpems, MuH

Puc. 7. OueHKka no BU3yanbHOM aHaoroBoii LWKasne B nocieonepauroHHoM nepuoge (p <0,0001).
Fig. 7. Visual Analog Scale assessment in the postoperative period (p <0.0001).
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Tabnuua 5. CpaBHeHWe OLIEHOK MO BU3yasbHOI aHaNoroBoi LUKane B NOCeonepaLmoHHOM NepUoAe Y MaLMEHTOK C recTaLMOHHbIM

caxapHbIM i1abeToM 1 be3 Hero

Table 5. Comparison of Visual Analog Scale scores in the postoperative period in patients with and without gestational diabetes

mellitus
Fpynna I'CQ, rpynna K
BALL, MuH [4
Cpepntee (CO) Cpeptee (CO)

30 0,0 0,0 -
60 3,6(1,2) 0,0 0,0000
90 5,1(0,9) 0,0 0,0000
120 6,6 (0,7) 37(1,2) 0,0000
150 7,2(0,7) 5,2 (0,8) 0,0000
180 7,4(0,9) 6,6 (0,6) 0,0000
210 7,3(0,7) 7,2 (0,6) 0,5873
240 7,7(1,1) 7,2 (0,6) 0,0006
270 7,9(0,7) 7,3(0,7) 0,0000
300 7,8 (0,6) 7,4 (0,9) 0,0174

pumeyarue. BALLl — Bu3yanbHas aHanorosas LKana.
Note. BALLl — visual analog scale.

ceHcopHoro 6noka (yposenb Thy~Th,) B uccnepnyembix
rpynnax. CeHCOpHbIA BNIOK B KOHTPOJSIbHOW B rpynmne
pasBUIICA Yepe3 5 MUH y BCEX MaLUMEHTOK, B TO BpeMs
Kak B rpynne c ['C[] 3T0T nokasatenb 6bin 3aperncTpupo-
BaH fmwb cnycta 10 MuH.

OueHKa MHTeHCMBHOCTY boneBoro cuHapoma no BALL >5
bannoe B rpynne ¢ CL onpenenanacb yepe3 90 MuH,
B KOHTpOsbHoOI rpynne — yepe3 150 MuH. K 210-i MuH
nocne onepaumnn KC yposeHb 6onn no BALL gocturan oa-
HOro ypoBHs B 0benx uccnepyemoix rpynnax (7,3 B rpynne
c ICO v 7,2 — B KoHTponbHoM). B nocnenywowme 90 MuH
(mo 300 muH nocne onepaumn KC) Mbl peructpupoBanu
yBeJIMYeHUe OLeHOK MHTeHcuBHOCTH 6osin no BALL B 0beunx
rpynnax, ogHako B rpynne c ['C[] o gocturanu 7,9 6an-
N0B, Toraa Kak B rpynne 6e3 'Cl MakcuManbHbli ypoBeHb
cpenHero 3Ha4yeHus oueHku no BALL 6bin paBeH 7,4. Hawm
AaHHble He PacXoAATCA C BbIBOAAMM KUTAUCKUX UCCNeo-
BaTeseil, MOATBePKAAOLWMX bonee yacToe mMpUMeHeHue
onvoungos nocne onepaunn KCy poaunbhuy, ¢ NCL [22].

3AKJIKYEHUE

MonyyeHHbIe HaMW pe3ynbTaTbl MO3BOMANT YTBEPHK-
patb, uto npu CA Bo BpeMmsa KC y naumentok ¢ C[
M0 CPaBHEHUIO C POXKEeHUL,aMu Be3 HapyLLeHUI YyrneBoa-
Horo 06MeHa CHMKAeTCs CKOPOCTb Pa3BUTUA CEHCOPHOTO
1 MoTopHOro byioka. HamMu nokasaHbl pa3nnumns B OLEHKe
bonesoro cMHApPOMa B paHHEM Moc/ieonepaLoHHOM ne-
puoAe: 3HaunMble (>5 bannos no BALL) boneBsble owyLe-
Husa B rpynne ¢ [C[] npossnsTca B cpegHeM Ha 60 MuH
paHblLe N0 CPaBHEHUIO C NaLMeHTKaMu be3 Hero.
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HeobxonuMo panbHeiiwee u3ydeHue ocobeHHocTel
aHecTe3noNornyeckoro obecneyeHns u BefeHUs nocne-
onepawLuoHHOro nepuoaa y naumentok c ICJ.

AOMO/THUTE/IbHAAA UHOOPMALIUA

WUcTounuk duHaHcupoBaHua. He yKasaH.

KoHdnukT uHTepecoB. ABTOpLI [JEKNapUPYOT OTCYTCTBUE ABHbBIX
1 NOTEHLMAMNbHBIX KOHDIMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3aHHBIX C NPOBEAEH-
HbIM MCCNelOBaHMEM W NYBAMKALMEN HACTOALLEN CTaTbU.

Bknap astopoB. EH. [lertapés — cbop MaTepuana, aHanm3 uc-
TOYHWKOB NUTEpaTypbl, 06paboTKa pe3ynbTaToB, HanMcaHWe TeKCTa
cTaTbm; EM. LndmaH — pa3paboTka Av3aitHa 1ccnenoBaHms, aHa-
U3 UCTOYHUKOB NUTEpaTypbl, 00paboTka pe3ynbTaToB, NOAroTOBKa
duHanbHo Bepcun cTatbk; B, CHexKo — o0bpaboTka pesynbTa-
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