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ABSTRACT

BoBepenne u yen: C Hanpegbka B TEXHONOMMUTE MPe3 NOCNEAHUTE TOAUHM, Ha-
PaCTHa NPUNOXeHUeTo Ha dnexcubunara ypetepoperockonua (fURS) 3a neuenue Ha
KOHKPEMEHTY B FOPHUA YPUHAPEH TPaKT. 3a ynecHABaHe Ha PeTporpaaHua JOCTbi A0
Gb0peKa, eKCTpaKLMA Ha OParMeHTY 1t HaMansBaHe Ha MHTPAPEHANHOTO HanArake Mo
Bpeme Ha onepaLuATa, Oelue BbBefeH ypeTepantua Wadt 3a 4ocTbn (UAS). Lienta Ha
HACTOALLIOTO NPOyYBaHe € fa Ce U3CNefiBa BAUAHMETO Ha UAS BbpXY eGeKTUBHOCTTA 1
6e3onacHoctTa Ha fURS npu neveHie Ha KOHKPEMEHTY B TOPHYA YpUHApeH TPaKT.

Matepuan u metoau: W3BbplWN Ce NPOCMEKTUBHO HepPaHZOMU3MPAHO NMPOyuBaHe,
BKMiouBaLLo 184 nocnenosarenti fURS npouieypy, W3BbPLIEHN B NEPUOZA M. AHYapH
2016 —m. anpun 2019 1. Mpu 30 naunery (16.3%) fURS bewwe n3BbpLIEHa be3 npuno-
xenve Ha UAS, a npu 154 (83.7%) — ¢ npunoxenue Ha UAS. Hanpagi ce cpaBHuTenex
aHanw3 Ha Npe/ionepaTvBHITe XapaKTepUCTUKY Ha NaLMeHTTe, eQeKTUBHOCTTA U be3-
0NACHOCTTa Ha NpoLieaypaTa Mexy ABeTe rpynyt naLyeHTy.

Pe3yntatu: [TpegonepaTvBHuTe XapakTepucTUKIA Ha NauueHTuTe 0AXa CPaBHUMM B
JIBeTe PN C W3KMIOUeHIe Ha CPeaHNA pa3mep Ha KoHkpemenTuTe (11.8+2.9 mm
3a rpynata 6e3 UAS u 16.14:5.9 mm 3a rpynara ¢ UAS; p<0.001) 1 no-Bucokara yec-
T0Ta Ha NMpe/ionepaTvBeH ApeHax Ha Obbpeka ¢ ypeTepeH cTeHT B UAS rpynara (6.7%
cpety 22.4%, p=0.109). He ce ycTaHOBM CUTHUUKAHTHA Pa3nika B edeKTUBHOCTTa
(nefl eaHa npoueaypa (86.7% cpety 83.8%, p=0.468 (peaHoTo onepaTuBHO Bpeme
fevue curHuouKaHTHO no-abaro B UAS rpynata (40.4+11.2 min cpely 52.8+18.9 min;
p=0.001). MocTonepatueH ApeHax C ypeTepeH CTeHT belue NpunaraH No-4ecto npu
nauvenTwte B rpynata ¢ UAS — 57.8% cpewwty 23.3%, p<0.001. CpaBHUTENHNAT aHann3
Ha 6€30MacHOCTTa He YCTaHOBY CUTHUQUKAHTHI Pa3MNKY B YeCTOTaTa Ha UHTpa- U No-
CTONEPaTVBHI YCNOXKHeHUA Mexay ABeTe rpynu nauyerTn (0% cpeuty 0.6%, p=0.821
1110.0% cpewuy 13.6%, p=0.845, pecnekTuBHo) (Tabnuua 2).

3aknioueHue: Pe3ynTarite 0T HAaCTOALLETO U3CNIEABAHE NOKa3axa, Ue NPUNOXeHUeTo

Ha UAS He Bnuse Bbpxy edekTusHocTTa Ha fURS 1 He e cBbp3aHO ¢ yBennyaBaxe Ha
NPOLIEHTa Ha MHTPa- 11 NOCTONePaTUBHHUTE YCOKHEHNA.

KniouoBu ymu: dnekcubunHa ypetepopeHockonis, ypetepanen wadt 3a 40cTb,
ObOPeYHIN KaMbHY, eHA0YPONOrus
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Introduction and objective: With the technological improvements during the last
years led to increased use of flexible ureterorenoscopy (fURS) for the treatment of upper
urinary tract stones. Ureteral access sheaths (UAS) have been advocated to facilitate
retrograde access into the kidney and extraction of fragments and to decrease intrarenal
pressures during the procedure. The objective of this study is to evaluate the impact of
UAS on the efficacy and safety of fURS in the treatment of upper urinary tract stones.

Material and methods: A prospective study of 184 fURS procedures carried out
between January 2016 and April 2019 was performed. fURS without UAS was performed
in 30 (16.3%) cases and with UAS —in 154 (83.7%). Preoperative characteristics, efficacy
and safety were compared hetween groups.

Results: Patients'preoperative characteristics were comparable between groups, except
for mean stone size (11.8+2.9 mm for no UAS group vs 16.145.9 mm for UAS group;
p<0.001) and the higher incidence of preoperative stent JJ in the UAS group (6.7%
vs 22.4%, p=0.109). There was no statistically significant difference in the stone free
rate after single procedure (86.7% vs 83.8%, p=0.468). Mean operative time was
significantly lonfer in the UAS group (40.4+11.2 min vs 52.8418.9 min; p=0.001).
Postoperative kidney drainage with ureteral stent JJ was more common in the UAS group
— 57.8% vs 13.6%, p=0.845, respectively. Intra- and postoperative complication rates
were similar between gorups (0% vs 0.6%, p=0.821 and 10.0% vs 13.6%, p=0.845,
respectively).

Conclusions: The results of this study suggest that the use of UAS has no negative

impact on fURS efficacy and does not correlate with increased incidence of intra- and
postoperative complications.

Key words: Kniouosu aymu: flexible ureterorenoscopy, ureteral access sheath, kidney
stones, endourology
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BbBEAEHNE

C TEXHOMOTVYHMA HaNpeabK B eHAOCKOMWTe 1 fa-
3epHUTE TEXHOMOTMIN HAapaCTHa NMPUIOKEHNETO Ha dre-
KcmbunHata ypetepopeHockonusa (fURS) 3a neyerve Ha
KOHKPEMEHTM B ObbOpeKa. YpeTepanHuaT wadT 3a 4OCTbMN
(UAS) belue BbBefleH B KIMHMYHATa NPaKTVKa 338 OCUry-
pABaHe Ha AMPEeKTeH AOCTbMN [0 KyXWMHHAaTa cucTema Ha
6vopeka [1]. Apyrn npeammcTea Ha UAS BKtOUBAT Bb3-
MOXHOCTTa 33 MHOTOKPATHO BbBeX/JaHe Ha eHA0CKomna
110 6bOpeKa, eKCTPaKLUMA Ha GParMeHTL, MOHMKEHO WH-
TpapeHanHo HanAraHe Mo Bpeme Ha NpouefypaTa, Nofo-
OpeHa vpurayma, NPOTeKLUMA Ha eHA0CKOMNa OT YBPeX-
naHe [2-5]. Bbnpekr npeguMcTBaTta, NPUNOKEHNETO Ha
UAS e cBbp3aHO C pUCK OT yBpexaaHe Ha ypeTepa upes
UCXemMUst Ha TbKaHUTe WK Upe3 AvpeKTHa pynTypa Ha
CTeHaTa Ha ypeTepa [5,6]. [InckytabuneH e 1 Bbnpoca 3a
BNnAHMETO Ha UAS Bbpxy epektnsHocTTa Ha fURS [7-9].

Llenta Ha HacToALIOTO NPOYyYBaHe e fla ce n3cneasa
BNMAHMETO Ha UAS Bbpxy edpekTVBHOCTTa U Gesonac-
HocTTa Ha fURS npu neueHre Ha KOHKPEMEHTH B FOPHMS
YPUHApEH TPaKT.

MATEPWAJT N METOLN

3BbpLIM Ce NPOCNeKTMBHO HEPaHAOMM3MPAHO NPo-
yyBaHe, BkMouBalo 184 nocneposatenyn fURS npoue-
4ypw, V3BbpLleHV B neprnoda M. AHyapu 2016 — M. anpun
2019 1. Mpw 30 nauneHTn (16.3%) fURS Gelue n3sbplieHa
6e3 npunoxeHune Ha UAS, a npu 154 (83.7%) — C npu-
noxeHne Ha UAS. HanpaBu ce cpaBHUTENeH aHanms3 Ha
npeaonepaTvBHUTE XapPaKTEPUCTUKL Ha MNaLUeHTuTe,
edeKTMBHOCTTa 1 6e30MacHOCTTa Ha MpoueaypaTa Mex-
[y ABETE rpynu nauneHTu.

[pegonepaTMBHOTO M3CnefBaHe Ha nNauneHTuTe
BK/ItOYBALLE aHaMHe3a, QU3nKaneH npernef, UHAEKC Ha
TenecHa maca (BMI), nabopaTopHu n3cnenBaHua u ob-
pasHu n3cneasaHnsa.  OnepaTvBHATa TEXHMKA BKIOY-
Balle PYTMHHO M3BbPLUIBAHE Ha CeMUpUraHa ypeTepo-
PEHOCKOMMA 1 peTporpadHa ypeTeponvenorpadus 3a
OLIEHKA Ha ypeTepa 1 U3KKYBaHE Ha Hanuume Ha ypeTe-
peH KoHKpemeHT. [MpunoxeHreTo Ha UAS e no npelieHKa
Ha onepaTopa cnea npeLieHka Ha GakTopu KaTo pasmep
M NOKaNMUMA Ha KOHKPEMEHTa, LMPOUYNHA Ha ypeTepa,
O4YakBaHa NPOABIIKUTENHOCT Ha NpouenypaTa. Cnef 13-
BbpLUBAHE Ha CEMUPUTMAHA YPETEPOPEHOCKOMNNA Ce NOo-
CTaBA paboTeH Bogay 4o ObOpeKa, Mo KOMTO Ce BbBeEXAa
UAS nnn dnekcnbunHms ypetepopeHockon npw npotje-
aypa 6e3 UAS. Mpu npunoxHue Ha UAS cTpemexsT e fa
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Ce NO3MUMOHMPA Ha HMBOTO Ha MPOKCUMANHNA ypeTep.
[pr HEBB3MOXKHOCT 3a BbBexdaHe Ha UAS Ao HMBOTO Ha
NPOKCKManHa TpeTa Ha ypeTepa, Mo NpeLieHKa Ha onepa-
TOpPa, NpoLieaypaTa belle 1M3BbpLIBaHa 6e3 ypeTepaneH
wadT 1N ¢ ypetepaneH wadT NO3MLUUOHUPAH B CpefHa
WK ANCTasNHa TpeTa Ha ypeTepa. JIMToTpuncuaTa Ha KoH-
KpemeHTUTe Gelle 13BbplBaHa ¢ Holmium:YAG nasep ¢
200 u nasepeH cBetnoBof. EkcTpakumaTta Ha UAS B Kpasd
Ha npoueaypata belle N3BbPLIBAHA MO ONTUYHKUA KOH-
Tpon Ha GNekCMONNHMA ypeTepopPEHOCKON 3a OLIEHKa Ha
HaMUMEeTO Ha TPaBMa Ha ypeTepa. YpeTepeH CTeHT 3a
ApeHax Ha ObbOpeka nocTonepaTnBHO Gelle MOCTaBsAH
Mo npeLeHKa Ha onepaTopa, C/1ef] B3eMaHe Npeasns Ha
haKTOpKW KaTo OMepaTMBHO Bpeme, XapaKTepUCTUKA Ha
KOHKpeMeHTa, Hannume Ha MHTPaonepaTnBHY YBpeXa-
HVA Ha ypeTepa. B ciyyanTe ¢ noctonepaTtuBeH peHax
CbC CTEHT, TOWN Oelle ekCTpaxmpaH 2-4 ceamuun cneq

npoLenypaTa.

PE3YJITATA

MpenonepaTBHUTE XapPaKTEPUCTVKIA Ha NaLMeHTUTe
6Axa CpaBHUMK B [IBETE TPYMI C V3KIIOUEHNE Ha CPea-
HMA pa3mep Ha KoHKpemeHTuTe (11.8+2.9 mm 3a rpyna-
Ta 6e3 UAS 1 16.145.9 mm 3a rpynata ¢ UAS; p<0.001)
1 MO-BMCOKaTa YecToTa Ha NpefonepaTviBeH ApPeHax Ha
6bOpeKa ¢ ypetepeH cTeHT B UAS rpynata (6.7% cpelly
22.4%, p=0.109) (Tabnnua 1). He ce ycTaHOBW CUTHUOU-
KaHTHa pa3fvika B epeKTVMBHOCTTa CNef efHa npoLeaypa
(86.7% cpely 83.8%, p=0.468). CpegHOTO OnepaTnBHO
Bpeme Oelle curHudrKaHTHO no-abaro B UAS rpyna-
Ta (404+11.2 min cpeuy 52.8+18.9 min; p=0.001). lNo-
CTOMNepaTVBEH [IpeHaXK C YpeTepeH CTeHT Oelle npuna-
raH no-4ecTo npw nayneHTuTe B rpynata ¢ UAS — 57.8%
cpeliy 23.3%, p<0.001. CpaBHUTENHUAT aHanM3 Ha 6e30-
MacHOCTTa He YCTaHOBM CUTHUGUKAHTHY Pa3vKK B Yec-
TOTaTa Ha MHTPa- Y MOCTOMEPATUBHU YCTIOKHEHNA MEX Y
agete rpynu naumeHTr (0% cpeuty 0.6%, p=0.821 1 10.0%
cpely 13.6%, p=0.845, pecnekTreHo) (Tabnuua 2).

OBCBHXIOAHE

C TEXHONOMMYHNUA HaNPeAbK B eHAOCKONCKNUTE U Na-
3epHU TeXHoMorMK, GnekcmbunHaTa ypeTepopeHoCKo-
nvs Ce Mpwnara BCe MO-4ecTo 3a JleUeHne Ha KOHKpe-
MeHTV B ObbpeKa. YpeTepanHuat wadt 3a goctbn (UAS)
OCUrypsABa AVPEKTEH AOCTBM C GNEKCUOUNIHNA EHLOCKOMN
[0 6bOpeKa, Bb3MOXKHOCT 33 MHOFOKPATHO BbBEXaHe
Ha eHgockona 6e3 OnacHOCT OT YBPEXAAHETO My, eKC-
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Tabnuua 1. MpenonepaTuBHI XapaKTePUCTUKM Ha NALMEHTUTE

(penHa Bb3pacT (roanHu=SD) 51.6+£14.9 50.8+14.1 0.792
(peneH pa3mep Ha kambka (mm=SD) 11.8+2.9 16.145.9 <0.001
(penHa NOBbPXHOCT Ha Kambka (mm2+SD) 92.3+42.4 163.8+131.8 0.004
Tun KoHkpemeHT (n, %) 0.837

« (onuTapeH KOHKpeMeHT 23 (76.7%) 112 (72.7%)

+  MHoxecTBeHa nuTnasa 7(23.3%) 38(24.7%)

+ YacTnyHo KopanudpopmeH KOHKpEMEHT 0(0%) 4(2.5%)
EnuHcreen 6b0pex (n, %) 2(6.7%) 5(3.2%) 0.370
PeunansHa nutnasa (n, %) 7(23.3%) 32(20.8%) 0.754
[penonepaTiBeH fApeHax Ha 6bopeka (n,%)

+ YpetepeH cTeHT 2(6.7%) 34(22.4%) 0.109

+ Hedpoctoma 0(0%) 2(1.3%)

Tabnuua 2. Pesyntam

EdextuBHoCT cnepn efHa npouesypa (n, %) 26 (86.7%) 129 (83.8%) 0.800
(CpenHo onepaTueHo Bpeme (min+SD) 40.4+11.2 52.8+18.9 0.001
(CpepeH 6onHuueH npectoit (HN+SD) 2.1+0.2 2.3+0.7 0.183
MocTonepaTiBeH ApeHax (n, %) <0.001
« Stent)J 7(23.3%) 89 (57.8%)
«  ypeTepaneH KateTbp 13 (43.3%) 55 (35.7%)
DombnuutenHu npouenypv (n, %)
« Second-look RIRS 0(0%) 1(0.6%)
« StentJ) 1(3.3%) 5(3.2%) <0.001
«  EKCTpakums Ha cTeHT 8(26.6%) 94(61.3%)
ViHTpaonepatusHu ycnoxkHerua (n, %)
+  [epdopaums Ha KyxiHHaTa CucTEMA 0(0%) 1(0.6%) 0.821
+  Xemoparus 0(0%) 1(0.6%)
MocTonepatnBHu ycnoxHeHus (n, %)
« Oebpunuret 2(6.7%) 9(5.8%)
«  bobpeuna konuka 1(3.3%) 11(7.1%) 0.845
+  Xemarypus 0(0%) 1(0.6%)

Tpakuma Ha GparMeHT! 1 HamanABaHe Ha BbTpenymeH-
HOTO HanAraHe B KONEeKTopHaTa cucTeMa Ha O6bbpeka
[1-5]. MMpunoxeHneTo Ha UAS e CBBbp3aHO 1 C pUCK OT
Pa3fINYHO MO CTeMeH yBpexKJaHe Ha CTeHaTa Ha ypeTepa
OT NMOBBPXHOCTHO YBPEXAAHE Ha NUraBKLiaTa Ha ypeTepa
J10 LANOCTHa ne3usa [6].

Bvnpekn npegumcTtBata Ha UAS 1 Bb3MOXHOCTTA 3a
MHOrOKpaTHa eKCTpaKkumsa Ha dparmeHTV OT ObOpeKa,
BNMAHMETO My BbpXy edekTnBHOCTTa Ha fURS Bce oule e
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npoTrBopeunBo. B npoyusaHe Ha LEsperance et al. Bbp-
xy 256 fURS npoueaypv, npunoxeHneTo Ha UAS e cBbp-
3aHO B MO-BMUCOKa edeKTVMBHOCT Ciefl efiHa Npoleaypa
(79% cpeuwy 67%, p=0.042) npu CpaBHWM pa3mep Ha
KOHKpemMeHTUTe B ABeTe rpynu [10]. Berquet et al. cbuio
n3cneasat BanaAHKeTo Ha UAS BbpXy epeKTVBHOCTTA Ha
fURS npu 280 naumeHtn [11]. EdekTMBHOCTTa Ha MbpBaK
N TPETK Mecel, cef npouegypata e /6% cpelgy /8%,
p=0.88 1 86% cpeuly 87%, p=0.89, 3a rpynata ¢ UAS n
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6e3 UAS, pecnekTnsHo. lNpu MynTMBapMaLMOHEH aHa-
NN3, PA3MePBLT Ha KOHKPEMEHTa e efMHCTBeHUAT dak-
TOP, BNUAell Bbpxy edektnsHocTTa Ha fURS (p=0.016).
MonobHW pe3ynTati AoKNaagaT v Traxer et al. B pamkuTe
Ha CROES Global URS Study [9]. B meTa-aHanm3 Ha Huang
et al,, Bknougaly 8 npoyusaHua 1 3127 fURS npoueay-
pu, NpunoxeHuneto Ha UAS He e CBbp3aHO C NoBuLLIEHA
edekTmHOCT (OR =0.83,95% C1 0.52+1.33,P=045) [12].
ABTOpUTE He YCTAaHOBABAT CUrHNOUKAHTHA PasvKka v B
onepatngHoTo Bpeme (MD = 4.09, 95% Cl -15.08+23.26,
P = 0.68) 1 BpemeTo Ha xocnutanmn3auma (MD = -0.13,
95% Cl -0.32+0.06, P = 0.18). B HacToAwWeTO NpoyyBaHe
CbUIO He YCTaHOBMXME CUTHUOUKAHTHA pa3nnka B edek-
TMBHOCTTa Ha fURS B 3aBMCUMOCT OT NPUIOKEHNETO Ha
UAS, KakTo 1 BbB BPemMeTO Ha xocnuTanmsauma. Onepa-
TVBHOTO BPEME B HAWETO NPOy4YBaHe e CUrHUGUKAHTHO
NO-AbAro B rpynarta, Npu KoAto e npunoxeH UAS, HO
Ta3u Pasfvka BepPOATHO e CBbP3aHa CbC CUrHNOUKAHT-
HO MO-roNemMmnaA pasmep Ha KOHKPEMEHTUTE B Tasu rpyna
nauneHTu.

BaxeH acnekT Ha npunoxeHuneto Ha UAS npu fURS
e B/IVAHMETO My BbpPXy WHTPa- M MOCTONepaTUBHUTE
YCNOXHEHWA OT npouenypata. BoeexaaHeto Ha UAS e
CBBbP3aHO C HAMaNABAaHE Ha MHTPaNYMEHHOTO HanAraHe
B KYXMHHaTa cucTeMa Ha 6bbpeka 1 nofobpeH ApeHax
Ha MPUrauMOHHAaTa TEUYHOCT, KOETO TEOPETUYHO HaMa-
NABA PUCKa OT NOCTONEPATUBHM CEMTUYHM YCITOXKHEH A
[1-5]. OT gpyra cTpaHa v3nonsgaHeTo Ha UAS npu na-
LUmeHTV 6e3 NpeaBapuTeNHO NOCTaBeH ypeTepeH CTeHT
33 MacvBHa AMnatauma Ha ypetepa, KakTo 1 NO-ronam
pasvep Ha UAS e CBBbP3aHO C pUCK OT yBPexaaHe Ha
CTeHaTa Ha ypeTepa upes3 OMPEeKTHa TPaBMa U ncxe-
mua [4,5,13]. B npoyusaHe Ha Traxer et al. Bbpxy 359
fURS npouenypw ¢ npunoxeHne Ha UAS, paznuyHa no
CTeneH nesnAa Ha ypeTepHaTta CTeHa e yCTaHOBEHa Npu
46.5% OT naumeHTuTe, KaTo Npn 86.6% e nekocTeneHHa
[6]. OTCBHCTBMETO Ha MpefonepaTMBHO MOCTaBeH ype-
TEPeH CTeHT e CUTHUUKAHTEH NPEANKTOP 3a BUCOKO-
CTeNEeHHN yBpex[aHWA Ha CTeHaTa Ha ypeTepa B TOBa
npoyusaHe (p<0.0001), KaTo NPefONePaTUBHUAT CTEHT
HamanABa pucKa OT ne3ns 7 nbTu. B pamkmte Ha CROES
Global URS Study Traxer et al. uacnengat BAnAHMETO Ha
UAS Bbpxy uecToTaTa Ha MHTPa- 1 NOCTOMEpPaTUBHUTE
ycnoxHenuna cnen fURS [9]. ABTopuTe He yCTaHOBABAT
CUrHUOMKAHTHA PasMKa B 4ecToTaTa Ha MHTpaonepa-
TUBHM yCcnoxHeHna (5.9% cpeuy 5.1%), BKmoUBaLLM
nepdopauna Ha ypetepa v KbpeeHe. 1o oTHoWeHMe
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Ha MOCTOMEepPaTVBHUTE YCIOXHEHWA, NauneHTUTe npu
KOMTO He e npunoxeH UAS MmaT no-BMCOKa YecToTa Ha
noctonepatveeH GebpunuTeT U ypouHbekuma (28.6%
cpeuty 39.1% wn 18.6% cpely 23.9%, pecnekT1sHO). B
MeTa-aHanm3 Huang et al. Cbllo He yCTaHOBABAT CUTHN-
dMKaHTHA pa3nrKka B YecToTaTa Ha MHTPAONEepPaTUBHY
YCNOXHEHWA KaTo nepdopaumna 1 aByn3mna Ha ypetepa
n kbpBeHe (OR = 1.16, 95% Cl 0.81+7.69, P = 0.88) [12].
Bbnpeku TOBa, B TO3W MeTa-aHan13 e HabnioaaBaHa cur-
HUOUKAHTHO MO-BMCOKa YecToTa Ha MOCTOMNepaTUBHMU
YCNOXHeHWA npn npunoxeHne Ha UAS (OR = 1.46, 95%
Cl1.06£2.00, P = 0.02). Pe3yntatnte OT HaWeTO MPOYyY-
BaHe CbLUO He MOKa3axa Pa3nnKa B MHTPaonepaTuBHUTE
YCNOXHEHMA MeXOy ABeTe rpynu nauyneHTu. Bonpeku,
ue yecToTaTa Ha MOCTOMNEepPaTUBHU YCNOXKHeHWA belle
no-Bucoka B rpynaTta ¢ UAS, Ta3u pasnnka He belue cur-
HudrKaHTHa (p=0.845).

OcHoBeH nuMUTMPaLL GaKTOp Ha HACTOAWETO Npo-
yUBaHe OTuMTame e NMCNaTa Ha PaHAoMM3auUnA U Npu-
noxeHneto Ha UAS no npeueHka Ha onepaTopa. BaxHu
baKTopK, KOUTO BEPOATHO MMAT BAUAHKE BbPXY pe3ynTa-
TWTE OT NPOYYBAHETO Ca W CUTHUBUKAHTHO MO-ronemums
pasmMep Ha KOHKPEMEHTUTE M MO-BMCOKaTa 4eCToTa Ha
npeaonepaTMBHO NOCTaBeH CTeHT JJ B rpynata ¢ npuno-
»eH UAS.

SAKITOYEHWE

B HacToAweTo m3cnenBaHe NpunoxeHneto Ha UAS
HAMa BAUAHME Bbpxy edekTeHOCTTa Ha fURS 1 He e
CBbP3aHO C yBevYaBaHe Ha NpOoLieHTa Ha MHTPpa- ¥ Mno-
CTONepPaTVBHNUTE YCNIOKHEHNSA, BbMPEKN CUTHUPUKAHTHO
NO-roNemMuaT pa3mep Ha KOHKPeMEeHTUTe B Tasw rpyna
naLneHTu.
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