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BnusHue yMepeHHOro HecooTBeTCTBUSA «MALUEHT-NPOTE3»

Ha OTAaNEéHHbIE pe3yNibTaTbl Y NALMUEHTOB C TSAXKENbIM
aopTanbHbIM CTEHO30M C NapafoKCaNlbHO CHUXKEHHbIMU
rpagvMeHTaMu Ha GoHe CHUXKEHHOro yaapHoro o6bLéMa neBoro
)KenyAouKa nocsie npoTe3MpPoBaHUs aopTabHOr0 KnanaHa
6uonoruyecKuM NpoTe3oM: PeTpocneKTUBHOE CPaBHUTEJIbHOEe
uccneaoBaHue

B.B. ba3sbines, P.M. babykos, ®.J1. bapTow, A.B. JléBuHa

(MepnepanbHblii LEHTp cepae4Ho-cocyamcTon xupyprum, Mensa, Poccuitckas @epepaums

AHHOTALIMA

Lienb. OueHuTb BAMSIHUE YMEPEHHOr0 HEeCooTBETCTBUS «MaumeHT-npote3» (HIMM) Ha oTAanéHHble pesynbTaThl Nocse npoTe-
3MpOBaHMA a0pTabHOrO KlanaHa y NaLMeHTOB C TSXKEMBIM a0pTalbHbIM CTEHO30M C NApPaAOoKCaNnbHO CHUKEHHBIMU rpagneH-
TaMK Ha (OHe CHKEHHOr0 yAapHOro obbEMa SIeBOr0 JKeNyAouKa.

Martepuans! 1 MeToabl. [IpoaHann3npoBaHbl AaHHbIe 88 NALMEHTOB C CUMNTOMATUYECKUM TAKENBIM a0pTaslbHbIM CTEHO30M,
COOTBETCTBYHLLMM KPUTEPUIO «MAPaZOKCaNbHO CHUXEHHBIE FPafMeHTbI Ha GOHE CHUXEHHOO ylapHOro 06bEMa NeBoro xe-
nynoyKax. MaumeHTsl Obl pasaeneHbl Ha 2 rpynnbl: 1-a rpynna (n=42, cpefHwii Bo3pacT 67+4 neT) — C napafoKcabHO
CHUXEHHBIMW rpagMeHTaMn Ha QOHe CHUXEHHOrO YLapHOro 06bEMa NEBOro Xenymouka, ¢ yMepenHbiM HIM; 2-a rpynna
(n=46, cpepHwit Bo3pacT 68+6 neT) — c NapafoKCanbHO CHUMEHHBIMU IPaueHTaMu Ha (OHe CHUMXEHHOTO YAapHOro 0bb-
€Ma N1eBoro xenyaouka, 6es HIM. BceM naumneHTam NpoBoAMAM KOMMEKCHYI0 TPaHCTOpaKasbHYK 3X0Kapauorpaduyeckyio
OLLEHKY U3y4aeMbIX NapaMeTpoB.

Pesynbtatbl. CpeaHuit nepuop HabnopeHus coctaBun 84 Mec. 3a BpeMs HabnoaeHus 3apeructpupoBaHo 35 (40%) netank-
HbIX UcxonoB. He Bbino 0bHapyKeHo 3HauUMMbIX pasfivuuiA B rocnuTanbHoi netansHocTv: 2 (4,7%) n 2 (4,3%) ona rpynnbl
11 2 cootBeTcTBEHHO (p=0,2). B 0TanéHHOM nepuoie HabmlofeHNs 0TMEYeHa 3HauMMas pa3HULLA B BbIKMBAEMOCTM U YacTo-
Te rocnuTanu3aumm no nooay 060CTpeHUs CepAeyHON HefocTaTONHOCTM Mexay naumeHTamu ¢ HIM v 6e3 Hero: 46 1 71%,
37 n 72% cootBetcTBeHHo (p <0,001). Takxe B 0TLANEHHOM nepuofe Habnoaenus y naumentos ¢ HIM umenn Mecto Tek-
AeHuMA K bonee Me[UIEHHON perpeccun Macchl NeBOr0 Xenynouka 1 06bEMa 1eBoro npefcepams, a Takke bonee MeaneH-
HOe BOCCTaHOBNEHME rnobanbHol NpofonbHON AedopMaLmy NeBOro XenyAo4Ka U TONEPaHTHOCTU K QU3NYECKON Harpy3Ke B
cpaBHeHuw ¢ naumeHTamu 6e3 HIM. He ycTaHoBNEHO 3HauUMMBbIX pasfinuuii No YactoTe pa3sutus uHcynbta (90 u 91%; p=0,7).
Mo pesynbTatam aHanu3a Mopenu perpeccun Kokca, He3aBUCUMBIMU NPEUKTOPaMU JIETaNbHbIX COBLITUM M pUCKa rocnuTa-
n3aumum no nosofy 060CTPeHUs CepLeyHON HeLOCTAaTOYHOCTU BbICTYMMIM MHAEKC YAApHOro 06bEMA NEBOro Xenyaoyka u
MHAEKC nowaay 3GGeKTUBHOTO 0TBEPCTUSA A0PTaNbHOIO KianaHa.

3akuiouenme. YmepenHoe HIM y naumeHToB ¢ NapafoKCanbHO CHUMEHHBIMU rpafueHTaMu Ha GOHe CHUMKEHHOTO YAapHOro
06BbEMa JIEBOr0 }eny04Ka He3aBUCUMO CBA3AHO C MOBBILLIEHHON CMEPTHOCTBIO M YaCcTOTOM rOCMUTaNM3aumMu no noBoAy 06o-
CTPEHUS CEpAEYHOI HELOCTaTOUYHOCTU.

KnioueBble cnoBa: aopTafbHbI CTEHO3; HECOOTBETCTBUE «MaLMEHT—NPOTE3»; bMONOrMyecKuii NpoTes; napafoKcanbHo
HU3KWiA yOapHbliA 00bEM; HU3KME TPAfUEHTHI.
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Influence of moderate prosthesis—patient mismatch
on long-term outcomes in patients with severe aortic
stenosis with paradoxically reduced gradients against
the background of reduced stroke volume after aortic
valve replacement with a biological prosthesis:
retrospective comparative study

Vladlen V. Bazylev, Ruslan M. Babukov, Fedor L. Bartosh, Alena V. Levina

Federal Center of Cardiovascular Surgery, Penza, Russian Federation

ABSTRACT

OBJECTIVE: Our aim was to evaluate the impact of moderate prosthesis—patient mismatch on long-term outcomes after aortic
valve replacement in patients with severe aortic stenosis with paradoxically reduced gradients against the background of a
reduced stroke volume of the left ventricle.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: We reviewed data from 88 patients with symptomatic severe aortic stenosis who met the criteria
of paradoxically reduced gradients against the background of a reduced stroke volume of the left ventricle. Patients were
divided into two groups: Group 1 (n=42, mean age 67+4 years) with paradoxically reduced gradients against the background
of reduced stroke volume of the left ventricle, with a moderate patient—prosthesis mismatch, and Group 2 (n=46, mean age
68+6 years) with paradoxically reduced gradients against the background of reduced stroke volume of the left ventricle, with
no patient—prosthesis discrepancy. All patients underwent transthoracic echocardiography.

RESULTS: The mean follow-up period was 84 (quarterly interval 75+98) months. During the follow-up period, 35 (40%) deaths
were recorded. There were no significant differences in in-hospital mortality: 2 (4.7%) and 2 (4.3%), respectively (p=0.2). There
was a significant difference in survival and hospitalization rates for heart failure exacerbation between patients with and without
patient—prosthesis mismatch in the long-term follow-up period: 46 and 71% and 37 and 72%, respectively (p <0.001). Patients
with patient—prosthesis mismatch had a slower regression of left ventricle mass and left atrial volume and a slower recovery
of global longitudinal deformation of the left ventricle and exercise tolerance during the long-term follow-up period compared
with patients without patient—prosthesis mismatch. There were no significant differences in the incidence of stroke (90 and
91%, p=0.7). The results of Cox regression showed that the left ventricular stroke volume index and the aortic valve effective
orifice area index were independent predictors of lethal events and the risk of hospitalization for heart failure exacerbation.
CONCLUSION: Moderate patient—prosthesis mismatch is associated with increased mortality and hospitalization for heart
failure exacerbations in patients with paradoxically reduced gradients and reduced left ventricular stroke volume.

Keywords: aortic stenosis; patient—prosthesis mismatch; biological prosthesis; paradoxically low stroke volume low gradients.
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OPUITHAJTBHOE MCCIEJOBAHME

Ob0CHOBAHUE

AoptanbHbii cTeHo3 (AC) aBnseTca camoit pacnpocTpa-
HEHHOI KnanaHHOM naTtosiorueid cepaua cpeau HaceneHus
B LenoM. 3xokapanorpaduyeckumm (IxoKl) Kputepuamu
AC aBnsatoTca 3HadeHus nnowanm 3GHeKTMBHOrO 0TBEp-
ctua (EOA) <1,0 cMZ, cpeiHero TpaHCKNanaHHoro rpaaueH-
Ta (G pppan) >40 MM pT.CT. M MAKCUManbHOI CKOPOCTH NOTOKA
>4,0 M/c [1]. B rpynne nauueHToB ¢ TAxENbIM AC Bblgens-
I0T MOArpyNNy C NapafiloKCaNbHO CHUKEHHBIMU rpafMeHTa-
MU Ha (QOHEe CHMXKEHHOro ynapHOro 06bEMa ¢ COXpaHHOM
dpakumen Bbibpoca neBoro xenyaouka (paradoxically low
stroke volume low gradients — PLFLG). CornacHo coBpe-
MEHHbIM MpeAcTaBneHnsM, nuua ¢ TsxkénsiM AC ¢ PLFLG
CYMTAIOTCA NaLMEHTaMM C TEPMUHANIBHOW CTaauel cepaeu-
Hol HepocTaTodHocTh (CH) M3-3a AnuTenbHO cyuiecTsy-
towero Taxeénoro AC. [1ns HUX XapaKTepHbl BblpaXKeHHas
runeptpodus nesoro xenygouka (J1}), aHomanbHo Manas
nonocTb JIX u, Kak cnefcTBue, CHUMEHHDIN YAaPHBIA 00b-
ém (YO) JIXK [2-4]. B pesynbTate y 3TUX DONbHBLIX OTMe-
yaeTcs nowWwaab 0TBEPCTUSA, COOTBETCTBYIOLLAS TAKENOMY
AC (<1 cM?), Ho Be3 COOTBETCTBYIOLUMX TAMENOMY CTEHO3Y
CpenHMX TpaHcaopTanbHbIX rpagueHToB (<40 MM pr.cT).
HecootBetcTBue «nauueHT-npote3x» (HMM) asnsetca He-
PEOKUM OCJIOXKHEHUEM TMOCNe NpOTe3MpPOBaHUSA aopTalib-
Horo knanaHa (AK). Yactota ymepeHHoro HIIM nocne npo-
TesupoBaHus AK coctaBnset 20-70%, Toraa Kak yactoTa
Taxénoro HII BcTpeyaeTca 3HauuTenbHo pexe (0T 2 oo
10%) [5-7]. B HacTosiLiee BpeMs BOSBLUMHCTBO McCneao-
BaHWUM noaTBepxAaaeT, yto ymepeHHoe HIM He BnuseT Ha
OTAANEHHbIe pe3ynbTaTbl nocne npotesupoBanusa AK [8],
ofiHaKo BnuaHue ymepeHHoro HIM Ha nauueHToB C TA-
*enbiM AC ¢ PLFLG ocTaétcs HeusyuyeHHbIM. [T0CKOMbKY,
COrNacHo COBPEMEHHBLIM MPEACTaB/IEHMAM, MaLMEHTHI C
TaKénbIM AC ¢ PLFLG cuuTalotcs nuuamm ¢ TepMUHanbHOM
ctaguein CH, Mbl npegnonoxunu, uto ymepeHHoe HIM mo-
JKeT HeraTMBHO CKa3blBaTbCA HA OTAANEHHBIX pesynbTaTax
nocne NpoTe3UpoBaHUS.

Lienb uccnepoBaHus — OLEHUTb BAIMSIHWE YMEPEHHOTO
HIMM Ha oTaanéHHble pe3ynbTaThbl nocne npoTte3vpoBaHna AK
y naumeHToB ¢ TaxensIM AC ¢ PLFLG.

MATEPWAJIbl U METOAbI

Ilu3anH uccnepoBaHms

I'IpOBe,u,eHo peTpocneKTnBHoe CpaBHUTESIbHOE UCCNeno-
BaHue.

KpMTepMM cooTBeTCTBUA

Kpumepuu sxntoyeHus:
o EOA AK <1,0 cm?;
« uHaeKc EOA AK (iEOA) <0,6 cM/M2;
*  CpeaHui rpapueHT <40 MM pr.cT. (Ho He MeHee 30 MM pr.cT.);
+ uHpekc YO JIXK (Y0 J1XK) <35 mn/m?;
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 (pakumsa Beidpoca JIK (OB JIK) =50%;

 BblpaxeHHas runeptpodus JIXK;

*  SBNEHWS AMACTONMYECKON AUCHYHKLMK;

*  CHveHme mobanbHoi npoponbHoi fedopMaym (GLS) <19%.

Kpumepuu HeskroqeHus:

« Bo3pact <60 neT;

« OB JIK <50%;

o Y0 JIX 235 mn/mZ;

 aopTanbHas peryprutauus bonee nérkon cTeneHu;

 Jpyrvie MOpOKM cepaLa bonee NErKoi ctenexy;

e IMHaMWYECKUI rPafiMeHT BbixofHoro TpakTa JIX, npeBbi-
LUAOLLMA cKopocTb 1 M/c;

 MpeLecTByIOLLan Onepaums Ha Cepaue;

* HW3KOE KayecTBOo BU3yanu3aumu no aaHHbIM 3xoKT;

o OTCYTCTBME KIMHUYECKMX U IXOK-aaHHbIX B OTAANEHHOM
nepuofe HabnoaeHms.

YcnoBus nposeaeHus
U NPOJOJDKUTENBHOCTb UCCIEA0BAHUSA

Wccnepoanue BoinonHeHo Ha 6ase PepepanbHoro LeH-
Tpa cepaeyHo-cocyauctoit xupyprum (MeHsa, Poccus) B nepu-
of ¢ sueaps 2010 no pekabpb 2018 roga.

MeToab! OLeHKYU LieneBbIX noKasarteneun

BceM nauueHTaM npoBoAuMNM  TPaHCTOpaKaNbHYI0
3xoKT -oueHKy M3yyaembIx NapaMeTpoB B COOTBETCTBUM C pe-
KOMeHAaumaMn AMepuKaHcKoro 0bLecTBa axokapavorpadmm
[9]. TpaHcaopTankHble rpagMeHTbl KPOBOTOKA bblnv NoNyyeHb
MOCTOSIHHO-BOJIHOBLIM [JON/IEPOM U3 UHTErPanoB SIMHENHO
CKOPOCTW KPOBOTOKA C MCMO/Ib30BAHWEM YMbTPA3BYKOBbIX
annaparos (GE VIVID 7 PRO, VIVID 9, Hopserus). M3mepeHus
OvaMeTpa BblHocsLero TpakTa JIX BbinonHeHs! B napactep-
HaNbHOW MPOEKLMM MO LUTMHHOW OCY Ha paccTosiHuM He bonee
10 MM ot AK. YO JTXKX paccunTtbiBanu u3 nHTerpanos IMHENHOM
CKOPOCTU C NOMOLLbI0 MMMYNBCHO-BOJTHOBOTO J0NNepa, fanee
MHOEKCMPOBaB Ha Niowanb noBepxHocTh Tena. Pacuér EOA
MPOBOAWAM C NMPUMEHEHWEM YPaBHEHUS HENPEPbIBHOCTY:

EOA =SV / VTI,

roe SV — Y0 JIXK, VT — uHTerpan nuHeiHon ckopocTu
Ha AK.

[lonnepoBckue 3anucy BbIMOMHANM CO CKOPOCTbIO pas-
BépTku 150 MM/c. MporHosupyemasn EOA bbina nonyyeHa us
onybnMKoBaHHbIX HOpManbHbIX 3HaveHwi EOA in vivo pnsa
Ka[oi MoJenu W pasMepa nNpoTesa, MMNIaHTUPOBaHHOTO B
3T0i Koropte. 3mepeHune npogonbHoii aedopmaumm JIK BbI-
MOJHANW B aBTOHOMHOM PEXMUMe METOAOM CMEKN-TPEKUHTa.
Mokasatenb GLS paccuntbiBany Kak cpegHee 3HaueHue npo-
JonbHOM pedopMaumn 2-, 3- M 4-KaMepHOW anuKanbHoH
MPOEKLMN B COCTOSHMM NMOKOSA. Y yacTu naumenToB (39%) ans
AnddepeHumManbHON AMarHoCTUKM UcTMHHOro AC npumeHsm
KONMYeCTBEHHYH OLEeHKY Kanbumdukaumm AK, ctpecc-3IxoKl
¢ dusnyecKoii Harpyskoin un 3xoKI-oLeHKy oTHOLLEHUS Bpe-
MEHHBIX CUCTONIMYECKUX UHTEPBAIOB.




ORIGINAL STUDY ARTICLE

Vol 14 (3) 2023

CardioSomatics

Tabnuua 1. CpaBHeHWe KNMHUYECKUX NPeLONepaLMoHHbIX XapaKTepPUCTUK 2 UCCReAyEeMbIX Fpynn
Table 1. Comparison of clinical preoperative characteristics of the two groups

Moka3sarenb HON (n=42) | Bes HINMN (n=46) p
Bospacr, net 67+4 68+6 0,8
NMT, kr/m2 31+4 28+4 0,03
MnT, m2 1,8+0,9 1,70,8 0,04
CaxapHblii auaber, n (%) 6 (19) 7 (15) 0,8
EuroSCORE I, 6annbl 9+2 94 +2 0,6
EuroSCORE Il, 6annbl 75+1 8+1 0,9
lMnepToHnyecKasn bonesHb, n (%) 40 (95) 45 (97) 0,5
MynbTUdoKanbHbIN atepockiepos, n (%) 30 (50) 33 (54) 0,08
Moyeunan HegocTaTo4HOCTb, N (%) 11 (26) 13(28) 0,7
XOBJ1, n (%) 3() 5(11) 0,2
Ouopunnsuus npencepavi, n (%) 18 (42) 20 (44) 0,6
MNepeHecéHHbIn UM, n (%) 8(19) 10 (21) 0,1
KpeaTuHuH, MKMonb/n 102+26 97+21 0,3
[emornobuH, r/on 130+16 133£12 0,09
CouetaHHoe KLU, n (%) 25(59%) 28 (61) 0,5
Bpems uwemun, MuH 94+27 83+34 0,08
Bpems UK, MuH 13447 117450 0,09
[1 K (NYHA), n (%) 12 (29) 14 (30) 0,8
[l OK (NYHA), n (%) 27 (64) 28 (61) 0,4
IV OK (NYHA), n (%) 3(7) 4(9) 0,8

[pumeyarue. HIMIM — HecooTBeTCTBUE «NaLmeHT-npoTe3», UMT — uHaekc Maccol Tena, MNT — niowanpb nosepxHocTv Tena, EuroSCORE — wkana
pacyéTa pucKa HacTyneHUs NeTabHOro Ucxoaa npy onepauusix Ha cepaLe, XObJ/1 — xpoHuyecKas 06cTpyKTMBHan 6onesHb Nérkux, UM — uHdapKT
Muokapga, KL — kopoHapHoe wyHTpoBaHue, UK — uckyccTBeHHoe KpoBoobpaluenue, K — dyHKUMOHaNbHbIM Knace no KnaccuuKaummn
XPOHN4ecKo# cepaeyHoil HenocTatouHocT NYHA, NYHA — Heto-Mopkckas kapavonorvyeckas accoumaums.

Note. HMM — patient—prosthetic mismatch, UMT — body mass index, MMNT — body surface area, EuroSCORE — European System for Cardiac
Operative Risk Evaluation, XOBJ/1 — chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, UM — heart attack, KLLI — coronary bypass surgery,

WK — artificial blood circulation, ®K — functional class of chronic heart failure according to NYHA, NYHA — New York Cardiological Association.

HII onpeaensnm no cnegyloLwmM KpUTepUaM: yMepeHHoe
HMM — npu iEOA >0,65 u <0,85 cM?/M2, TsEnoe — npu
iEOA <0,65 cM?/M2. Y NaUMEHTOB C BbIPaXEHHBIM OXMPEHU-
eM (c uHaekcoM Maccbl Tena, UMT >30 kr/m2) taxénoe HNM
onpenensnu npu iEOA <0,60 cMZ/M2, ymepenHoe — npu iEOA
ot 70 oo 60 cMZ/MZ [10].

Ucxopbl nccnenosanms

[lepguyHbie KOHeYHble MOYKU UCCNe0BaHNS:
*  NeTanbHble UCXOAbI OT M0BbIX MPUYMH;
 He3annaHWpoBaHHaA rocnuTanM3aums no nosogy o06o-

CTpeHus XpoHuyeckon CH;
*  VHCYNbT.

BmopuyHas KoHeyHas moyka: AereHepaTUBHbIE U3MeHe-
HMs Bronoruyeckoro nporesa.

lpu3HaKkaMu [ereHepauuu KnanaHa cuuTanu yBenuue-
HMe cpedHero TPaHCAOPTasbHOMO rpajueHTa bonee yeM Ha
10 MM pT.CT. OT UCXOHOTO 3HAYEHUA W PErUCTPaLIMIo yMepeH-
HOM WM BblpaXKeHHOM aopTanbHoi peryprutaumm [11].

DOl https://doiorg/1017816/CS340856

AHanus B rpynnax

BknioyeHHble B aHanu3 naumeHTbl bbinn pasgeneHbl Ha
2 rpynnbi:
e 1-a rpynna — 42 yenoseka ¢ PLFLG, y KoTtopbix nocne
npotesupoBaHus AK bbino 0bHapyxeHo ymepeHHoe HIMT;
e 2-arpynna — 46 naumenTtoB ¢ PLFLG, y koTopbix nocne
npoTeaupoBanua AK He bbino BbisieneHo HIM.

JTnyeckas JKCnepTu3sa

MpoBeneHue uccnenoBaHns ofobpeHo ITUYECKUM KOMM-
TeToM QefepanbHoro LieHTpa CepAEYHO-COCYANCTON XUPYPrumn
(Men3a, Poccus) (npotokon N2 96 ot 09.02.2023).

CraTUCTUYECKUM aHanu3

Basy naHHbIX COCTABNSM B BUAE 3NEKTPOHHbIX Tabnuu B
nporpamme Microsoft Office Excel (Microsoft, CLLA). 06pabotky
pesynbTaToB MPOM3BOAWIM B LeMoBepcW nporpamMMbl SPSS
Statistics (IBM, CLLUA). NaHHble npenctaeneHsl B Buge M+SD,
rae M — cpenHee 3HaueHue, SD — cTaHAAPTHOE OTKIIOHEHWE.
3HauMMOCTb PasnNYMA MEXTY KONMYECTBEHHBIMU NPU3HaKaM
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Tabnuua 2. CpaBHeHe NpefonepaLMoHHbIX IXOKapAMOTpadUIECKUX XapaKTePUCTUK UCCeyeMbIX rpymnn
Table 2. Comparison of preoperative echocardiographic characteristics of groups

Mokasatenb | HMN (n=42) Bes HNMN (n=46) p
NMT, Kr/m? 3144 28+4 0,03
MMT, M2 1,8+0,9 1,7+0,8 0,04
K0 JIXK, Mn 97+12 95+13 0,3
KCO JIXK, mn 40+8,7 38+10 0,4
OB JIXK, % 58+6,5 59+7 0,4
YO JIXK, mn 52+7 5349 0,4
ny0 JIK, mn/m2 29+4,5 3045 0,3
Gpneans MM PT.CT. 384 38+4 0,4
EOA, cm? 0,82+0,1 0,80, 0,2
iEOA, cm2/Mm? 0,45+0,05 0,46+0,05 0,2
GLSmx, % 13£3,2 13,3+3,8 0,6
WHpeke o6beMa JTM, mn/M2 42+10 4111 0,6
TonwwmHa 3apHei cteHku JIK, MM 1442 13,9+1,9 0,1
Tonwwmua MMM, MM 1643 15,8+3,5 0,7
Nupexe maceol JIK, rp/m? 166+41 165+36 0,7
CLJTA, MM pr.cT. 3749 38+9 0,9
LUK, un |, n (%) 18 (43) 19 (41) 0,7
LT, tun 1l n (%) 20 (48) 22 (48) 0,9
LT, tun 1L, n (%) 4(9) 5011 0,7
Pasmep OK, MM, n (%) 21+1,4 22,742 0,02

[Mpumeyarue (30ece u 8 mabn. 3, 4). HMM — HecooTBeTCTBUE «NaLmeHT—NpoTe3», UMT — uHpaekce Maccol Tena, NMT — nnoLwagb noBepxHoCTH Tena,
JIK — nesbint xenypouyek, KJ10 JIXK — KoHeuHbIi guactonnyeckuii 06bEM neBoro xenyaouka, KCO JIH — KoHeuHbI cucTonmyecKuin 006bEM nesoro
xenynouxa, OB JT — dpakums Bbibpoca neBoro xenyaouxa, YO JIXK — ynapHbiii 06EM neBoro xenyanodxa, nY0 JIXK — unaexc ynapHoro o6béma

NeBOr0 XenyaouKa, Gy en

— CpeAHuUN TpaHcaopTankHbIii rpaaveHT faeneHus, EOA — nnowaab addeKTMBHOrO 0TBEPCTUS a0pTaNbHOTO KianaHa,

iIEOA — nHpekc nnowaam addeKTUBHOr 0TBEPCTUA aopTasbHOM KnanaHa, GLSnk — rnobanbHas npogonsHas aeopMaLyms NeBoro KenyaouKa,
JIN — nesoe npeacepane, M — Mexokenynoukoas neperopogka, C[LJIA — cuctonuueckoe AaBneHue B NEFOYHOI apTepuu,

OJUTK — pmactonuueckan amchyHKUMA neBoro xenyaouka, OK — ¢ubposHoe KonbLio.

Note (here and in Table 3, 4). HNM — patient—prosthetic mismatch, UMT — body mass index, MMT — body surface area, JIK — left ventricle, KOO JIK —
final end diastolic volume of left ventricle, KCO JI — final systolic volume of left ventricle, ®B JTI — ejection fraction of left ventricle, YO JTXK — shock

volume of left ventricle, nY0 JI — index shock volume of left ventricle, G,

mean transaortic pressure gradient, EOA — aortic valve effective orifice area,

iEOA — index of aortic valve area, GLSy;, — lobal longitudinal deformation of left ventricle, JIT — left atrium, M — interventricular septum, CIUTA —
systolic pressure in the pulmonary artery, LJT — diastolic dysfunction of the left ventricle, ®K — annulus fibrosus.

onpenens/m npu nomolum t-kputepus CrbtofeHta. Pasnmnums
CUMTanM CTaTMcTUYECKY 3HauMMbIMK npu p <0,05. Kateroprans-
Hble NepeMeHHble Bbipaxanu B % M cpaBHWUBa/M C MUCMOMbL30-
BaHMEM COOTBETCTBYIOLLEro Kputepus X2 MUpcoHa WK TouHoro
KpuTepust Ouiepa. Pe3ynbTaThl Bblpaanv B BUAE OTHOLLEHMS
waxcos (OLU) n puckos (OP), ykaszaHHbiMu ¢ 95% poBepuTenb-
HbIMM uHTepBanamm (95% [W). Takoke 6bin NpoBegEH aHanms
BblxMBaeMocTy no Kannany—Meiiepy. Mogenb MHOXeCTBEHHOM
norucTyeckon perpeccun Kokca ucnonb3oBanu ans onpene-
NEHUs NPELMKTOPOB NO3AHMX JIETaNIbHbIX UCXOLOB M rocnuTa-
;m3aumii no noBogy obocTpeHus xpoHudeckoi CH. B Mopenb
MHOXECTBEHHOM NlorucTuyeckoi perpecc Kokca Brioyanu
nepeMeHHble, MPOAEMOHCTPUPOBABLUME CTATUCTUYECKYH 3HA-
YMMOCTb MPY YHUBAPUAHTHOW JIOTUCTUHECKON PErPecCUU.

DAl https://doiorg/1017816/CS340856

PE3YJIbTATbI

Y4yacTHUKM uccnepoBaHus

B uccnepoBanuu npuHan yyactue 231 naumeHT, Kotopo-
My 6b110 BbiNonHeHo npotesupoBakne AK bronormyeckum
npoTe3oM. B uTOroBbIii aHanu3 Bbin BKIOYEHbI JaHHbIE
88 uenosek ¢ cumnToMaTuyeckum TaxeEnsiM AC c coot-
BeTCTBYlOWMMM KpuTepuaM PLFLG, KoTopbix pasgenunu
Ha 2 rpynnbl: 1-a rpynna — 42 nauuenta ¢ PLFLG, u3
Hux 31 (74%) XeHwWwuHa, cpefHUn Bo3pacT — 67+h4 nerT;
2-a rpynna — 46 6onbHbIX ¢ PLFLG, 3 Hux 34 (74%) weH-
LUMHBI, CpeaHWA Bo3pacT 68+6 neT (cM. pasa. «Matepuansl
U MeTofbl»).
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Tabnuua 3. CpaBHeHMe 3xoKapamorpaduUyeckux XxapaKTepuCTHK UCCIeLyeMbIX Fpynn B GvaiiLeM nocneonepaloHHoM nepuoae
Table 3. Comparison of echocardiographic characteristics of groups in the immediate postoperative period

Moka3sarenb HON (n=42) | Bes HINMN (n=46) p
NMT, kr/m2 3145 28+4 0,03
T, M2 1,8+0,9 1,7+0,8 0,04
KL0 JIX, mn 97+16 100+20 0,7
KCO JIK, mn 3810 37+15 0,4
OB J1X, % 60+7 629 0,1
YO JTXK, mn 58+9 60+10 0,6
uY0 JIK, mn/m? 3045 32+6 0,6
Greary MM PT.CT. 18+4 8+4 0,001
EOA 1,4+0,08 1,6+0,25 <0,001
iEOA, cm2/m? 0,76+0,04 0,9310,1 <0,001
Pa3zmep umMniaHMUpo8aHHsIX NPoMe308, MM:
27, n (%) - 5(1) -
25, n (%) - 25 (54) -
23,n (%) 28 (66) 14.(30) <0,001
21, n (%) 14 (34) 2(4) <0,001

OcHoBHble pe3ynbTaTtbhl UCCIe0BaHUA

peponepaunoHHble  KnuHudeckme m 3IxoKr-
XapaKTepPUCTUKU MCCNeayeMbIX Tpynn MaLMEHTOB OKa3anuch
COMOCTaBMMBIMY, 3a UCKoueHneM MMT u nnowaam nosepx-
HocTu Tena (tabn. 1, 2). CpeaHuii nepuop, HabntoaeHus co-
cTaBun 84 (MHTEpKBapPTUNbHLIA pasMax 5+98) Mec, 3a Bpems
HabniopeHns 3aperncTpupoBaHo 35 (40%) neTanbHbIx Ucxo-
poB. B rpynne 1 ¢ HIM u1cno uMnnaHTMpoBaHHbIX npoTe-
30B pa3MepoM 21 n 23 MM 6bino 3HauUMUTENBbHO BonbLe NO
CpaBHeHuto ¢ rpynnoi 2 nauueHToB 6e3 HIM (tabn. 3). Kak
B rpynne c HII, Tak u 6e3 Hero npu npegnonaraeMoM pu-
cke BbipaxkeHHoro HIMM BbINOMHAAM aHHYNOpaCLUMPAIOLLYID
nnacTuKy KopHsa aoptbl: 11 (26%) u 9 (19%) cooTBeTCTBEHHO.
B bnmkaiiuem nocneonepaLuoHHOM Nepuoge CpeaHue Noka-
3aTenu NyoLLay 0TBEpPCTUS NPOTE3a U UHEKCa NoLaam oT-
BEpCTMA NpoTe3a bbinn 3HauMTeNbHO MeHbLue B rpynne ¢ HIM
no cpaBHeHuio ¢ rpynnoi 6e3 HIMM (1,4+0,08 n 1,6+0,25 cM?,
p <0,001; 0,76+0,04 n 0,930,1, p <0,001). Takke oTMeYeHsbI
CTaTUCTMYECKM 3HAUYMMO Honee BbICOKME 3HAYEHMSA MOKasa-
TeNs cpefHero rpaaueHTa B rpynne naumentos ¢ HIM (184
n 84 cmZ p=0,001). He 6bli0 0BHAPYIKEHO 3HAUUMBIX pa3-
NMYUA B rOCMIUTaNbHON NeTanbHocTh: 2 (4,7%) n 2 (4,3%) B
rpynne 1 1 2 cooteTcTBEHHO (p=0,2; CM. Tabn. 3).

B otnanénHoM nepuoge HabnoaeHus y nauueHTos ¢ HM
Bbina oTMeueHa TeHAEHUMSA K bonee Me[IEHHON perpeccuy
Macchl JI 1 06béMa neBoro npepcepams, a Takxe bonee
Me/leHHoe BoccTaHoBlieHne GLSyy, 1 TonepaHTHOCTU K du-
3MYeCKO Harpy3ke B CpaBHEHWM C maumeHTamu 6e3 HIIM.
Takke 3aMKCMpOBaHa CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMas pasHuLa B
cpeaHux 3HaueHusax nY0 JIK: nokasatenu ny0 JIXK B rpynne
¢ HIM 6binn 3HauMMo MeHblue (Tabn. 4). YcTaHoBneHa 3Ha-
UMMas pasHuLA B BbIKMBAEMOCTU B OTAANEHHOM Nepuopae

DOl https://doiorg/1017816/CS340856

HabnopeHna Mexay naumentamu ¢ HIM v 6e3 Hero: 46 n 71%
cootBeTcTBEHHO (p <0,001; puc. 1). UMena mMecTo TeHAEHUMA
K Oonee vacToi rocnuTanMsauuM no noBogy 060CTpeHUs
xpoHuyeckon CH B rpynne nauuentos ¢ HIIM B cpaBHeHWM ¢
naumeHTamm 6e3 Hero: 37 n 72% cootBeTcTBeHHO (p <0,001;
puc. 2). He Obino BLIABMIEHO 3HAYMMBIX PasfIMuMiA B YacToTe
pa3BuTMa cocyamcTbix cobbituin. CBoboaa OT MHCYNbTa coc-
TaBuna 90 n 9% (p=0,7; puc. 3). OnpeneneHa TeHAEHUMSA K
bonee yacTon fereHepaumm KnanaHa B rpynne nauueHToB C
HIM B cpaBHenun ¢ rpynnoi 6e3 HIM (68 u 87% coorBet-
CTBEHHO; puc. 4). o pe3ynbTaTtam aHann3a Mofenu perpeccuu
KoKkca He3aBUCMMBIMM NpeLUKTOPaMU NieTabHbIX COBbLITHIA
Boictynunm uy0 JIXK (OP=0,77, 95% AU 0,65-92; p=0,002) n
nnaekc nnowaau oteepctua AK (OP=0,93, 95% AU 0,88-9,8;
p=0,01). 3HauMMbIMK NpeanKTOpaMM puUCKa rocnMTanM3aLmmn
no noBoay obocTpenna xpoHuyeckon CH okasanucs Y0 JIK
(0OP=0,8, 95% [ 0,7-0,89; p=0,001) 1 nHAEKC nnoLiaam ot-
Bepctus AK (OP=0,9, 95% W 0,81-0,97; p=0,046). MpeankTo-
POM CTPYKTYpHOM AereHepauun GUONOrMYeckoro npotesa B
OTL,ANEHHOM Nepuofie CTanu UHAEKC nnowaam oteepcTus AK
(OP=1,4, 95% [N 0,94-2,3; p=0,04) u UMT (OP=1,3, 95% [IN
1,09-1,6; p=0,006).

OBCYXAEHUE

PestoMe ocHoBHoOrO pe3ynbTaTta UccnepoBaHuA

Mo pesynbTaTaM HaLLEro UCCiefoBaHUs NOCAE0NepaLMoH-
Hoe ymepeHHoe HIM y naumenToB ¢ PLFLG nMeno 3HaunMoe
BMSIHWE HA JIETaNbHOCTb M YacToTy rocnuTanu3aummu no no-
Bogay oboctpenus CH. YmMepeHnHoe HIIT He Bnmsno Ha yacToty
Pa3BUTUA MHCYNbTA, OLHAKO OKA3blBalio HEraTMBHOE BO3-
JeNcTBMe Ha AereHepaumio kKnanaHa. HIM MoeT okasbiBaTb
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Tabnuua 4. CpaBHeHMe 3xoKapaMorpaduUUecKmx XapaKTepuCcTUK UccenyeMbIX rpynmn B OTAANEHHOM HabntoneHum
Table 4. Comparison of echocardiographic characteristics of groups in the long-term follow-up

Moka3sarenb HON (n=42) | Bes HINMN (n=46) p
NMT, kr/m? 3345 304 0,03
T, M2 1,8710,9 1,7420,8 0,04
K0 JIK, mn 96+15 103+19 0,03
KCO JIXK, mn 40+10 40+13 0,4
OB JTXK, % 59+6 609 0,1
YO JTXK, mn 569 62+10 0,04
nYOmx, Mn/m? 3045 35+4 0,03
Greary MM PT.CT. 2417 134 <0,001
EOA, cm? 1,28+0,1 1,540,2 <0,001
iEOA, cm2/m? 0,7+0,05 0,84+0,1 <0,001
GLSmx, % 154 18 5 0,02
NHpexc obbéma NN, ma/m? 44413 40210 0,01
TonwmHa 3apHel cteHku JTHK, MM 14,442 1243 0,04
Tonwmna MK, Mm 15,4425 13+3 0,04
WHaeke mMacel JIXK, r/m? 149+32 130+34 0,02
CONA, MM pr.cT. 35+6 32+8 0,04
| ©K (NYHA), n (%) 7(16) 26 (56) <0,001
[1 K (NYHA), n (%) 28 (66) 20 (43) 0,01
Il OK (NYHA), n (%) 7(16) 2(5) 0,02

3HauMMoe BAMsHWE Ha perpeccuto runeptpodum JIXK, Boccta-
HoBneHue GLSp, 1 TonepaHTHOCTU K GU3NYECKOI Harpy3Ke B
CpaBHeHWM ¢ nauueHTamm 6e3 HIM

06c¢yxaeHne 0CHOBHOIO pe3ynbTaTa
UccnefoBaHus

Tsoxénbii AC € HM3KMM yaapHbIM 0OBLEMOM Npu Hop-
ManbHon OB JI}, Ha3biBaeMblii «NapafoKCabHbIM HU3KUM
noToKoM», Bnepsble 6bin onucaH B 1997 rogy Z. Hachicha un
coaBr. [12]. PacnpoctpaHénHocTtb Tskenoro AC ¢ PLFLG Ha-
xoputes Ha ypoeHe 10-20% [2, 13, 14]. MaumeHTbl rpynnbl
PLFLG mMetoT nnowaab 0TBEPCTUSA, XapaKTEPHYIO ANA TAKE-
noro AC (EOA <1,0 cM2 u/unu MHOEKCMpoBaHHas MnoLaab
AK <0,6 cM2/M2) 6e3 COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX TAKENOMY CTEHO3Y
cpeaHux rpaameHToB AasneHus (G .., <40 MM pT.CT.), HecMo-
TPA Ha Hanmuue coxpanHoi ®B JIK (=50%). Y Takux naumeH-
TOB Ha ()OHe BbIPaXKEHHOW KOHLLEHTPUYECKON rUnepTpodum
dopmupyeTcs Hebonblas nonocTb JIXK 1 passuBaetcs pec-
TPUKTUBHAA MacTonmyeckas AMCHYHKUMSA C NOBbILEHHBIM
AaeneHneM HanonHenus JIK, uto npuBoauT K HM3komy YO
JIK (<35 mMn/m2) 1 siBneHUAM NErodHoil runeprensmn. Cre-
neHb runeptpoduu JIXK y atoi rpynnbl naumeHToB He Bceraa
CBA3aHa ¢ TaxecTblo AC, NOCKONbKY Ha Heé MoryT BAMATb
COMYTCTBYIOLLLAA CUCTEMHAs apTepuarbHas runepreHsus, re-
HeTUdYecKkne (aKTopbl, CONYTCTBYIOLMA aMUNOUA03, a TaKKe
Takue (aKTopbl, KaK BO3PAcT, NoJ1, 0XKMPeHKe 1 3abonesaHus
nérkux [15]. BaxHo 0TMeTUTb, YTO Hanuume coxpaHHoin OB

DAl https://doiorg/1017816/CS340856

JIK Ha camoM [iene He yKasblBaeT Ha HOPMalbHYlO CUCTO-
JIMYECKYI0 QYHKLMIO NPY BbIPAXKEHHOW KOHLEHTPUYECKOM M-
neptpodmun. B feidcTBUTENBHOCTM, CUCTONMYECKAn BYHKUMS,
KaK npaBuno, HapyLueHa Npu OLeHKe rnobanbHoW Npoaosb-
HoM pedopMaumnmn, NOMyYEeHHOW MPU OTCNIEXKMBAHWM CMEKJT-
TpekuHra [2]. PaKTnuecku naumenTsl ¢ TAXKENLIM AC ¢ PLFLG
MMElT TepMUHanbHYlo cTaamio passuTtust CH, yuto obycnoenu-
BaeT bonee BbICOKWE PUCKM HEBNArONPUATHBIX COOLITUI Y 3TOM
rpynnbl 60NbHBIX MO CPABHEHMIO C NIMLIAMM C KJTACCUMECKUM
TaxkeénbiM AC [16]. YunTbiBas BbilecKasaHHoe, B HacTosLee
BpeMSA UMeeTcs YETKOe NMOHUMaHMe TOro, YTO 3Ta Noarpynna
MaLMEHTOB HAXOAMTCS Ha MO3[4HeH CTaguu 3aboneBaHus, B
CBSAI3M C YeM XUPYPrUYeCKoe WK TpaHCKaTeTepHOe NpoTesu-
poBaHue AK MoeT oKasaTbcs nonesHee MeAMKaMEHTO3HOM
Tepanuu. B coBpeMeHHbIX pyKOBOLCTBaX YKa3aHO, YTo TaKuM
NauMeHTaM PEKOMEHAYETCA XMPYPruyecKoe BMELLATeNbCTBO,
HECMOTpPS Ha BbICOKWe onepaumoHHble pucku [1]. OgHako y
yacTu 60sbHbIX NOCNe XUpYpruyeckon Koppekumn AK Moxet
Habntopatbcs TAENoe unu yMepenHoe HIM. Mocne Toro, Kak
S.H. Rahimtoola B 1978 rogy npegnoxwun tepMuH «HIM»,
Bb110 NpoBeLeHO BOMbLLIOE YACIO UCCIIEA0BAHNI N0 U3YHEHUIO
BmaHus HINM Ha otaanéHHble pe3ynbTaTbl NpOTE3MPOBaHMS
AK [8, 17]. MaumenTsl ¢ PLFLG nMenu BbICOKMe pucku paseu-
t1a HIM nocne koppekumn AC [18]. CornacHo coBpeMeHHbIM
npencraenexnaM, ymepeHHoe HII He oKa3biBaeT 3HauMMoOro
BIMSIHUA Ha OTAANEHHbIE Pe3yNbTaTbl NOCE NPOTE3MPOBaHUS
AK [4], Ho cBeneHus o BamaHuM yMepeHHoro HIM Ha otpanéH-
Hble pe3ynbTathl y PLFLG KpaiiHe orpaHuyeHbi.
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Puc. 1. CBoboga ot netanbHocti (aHanu3 KannaHa—-Meiiepa).
MpumeyaHue (30ecb u Ha puc. 2—4). HIM — HecooTBeTCTBME «NaLMEHT—
npore3».

Fig. 1. Freedom from lethality (Kaplan—Meier analysis).

Note (here and in Fig. 2—4). HMM — patient—prosthetic mismatch.
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Puc. 2. CBobopa ot uHcynbTa (aHanus KannaHa—Meitepa).
Fig. 2. Freedom from stroke (Kaplan—Meier analysis).

B HaweMm uccnenoBahnm y nauneHToB ¢ HIMM 6binm BbisSB-
NeHbl CTaTUCTMHECKU 3HAUMMO Boree BbICOKas NeTabHOCTb U
yacroTa rocnuTanu3aumm no noeogy oboctpenmns CH no cpas-
Henuto ¢ iuuamu 6e3 HIM. Mo pesynbTataM aHanu3a Mogenu
perpeccn KoKca, 3HauMMbIMM NpeauKTOpaMmu OTAANEHHOM
NEeTaibHOCTM U rocnuTanu3aumm no nosogy oboctpenus CH
BbICTYNUAM MHAeKC nnowaam oteepctua AK mn ny0 JIK. Ha
Haw B3rag, y naumeHToB ¢ PLFLG Ha ¢oHe yMepeHHoro HII
COXpaHsnach BbICOKas nocTHarpy3ka JIX, yro cnposoumpoBa-
no 3aMepneHue perpeccum runeptpodum JIHK u, cooTBeTCTBEH-
HO, coxpaHeHne aHoManbHO Mabix 06bémoB JIH u ny0 JTHK.
CoyeTaHue BbipaKeHHOM runeptpodum n cHmkenHoro YO JIK
Ha (oHe CoXpaHsIoLLENCS YMEPEHHOW NOCTHarpy3Kky, besyc-
JIOBHO, MOXKET BNMATL Ha obocTpeHue CH 1, cooTBeTCTBEHHO,
YBENMYMBATD PUCK HACTYMIEHWS NETaNbHOIO UCXOAA.

Hawwm paHHble noaTBEpAAKOT pesynbTaThl UCCNeL0BaHMS
D. Mohty u coasr., rae cooblanock, yto nauueHTsl ¢ PLFLG
npu ymMepeHHoM HIM uMenu xyaLuyto 06LLyio BbKMBaEMOCTb
no cpaBHeHuto ¢ amuamm ¢ PLFLG 6e3 HIM [18]. AHanornyHo
HaLUMM [aHHbIM, HE3aBMCUMBIMU NPEAMKTOPaMU OTAANEHHON
neTanbHocTn 6bim MY0 JIXK 1 mHaekc nnowaamn 3QpeKTmB-
HOro OTBEPCTUS.
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Mepvop HabnopeHus, Mec

Puc. 3. CBobopaa ot noBTOPHOI rocnuTan13auuy no nosogy
060CTpeHNs XPOHMYECKOMN CepLeYHON HeA0CTaTOYHOCTH
(aHanu3 KannaHa—Meitepa).

Fig. 3. Freedom from re-hospitalization for exacerbation
of chronic heart failure (Kaplan-Meier analysis).
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Puc. 4. CBobopna oT CTPYKTYpHO-[ereHepaTUBHBIX U3MEHEHWN
Buonormyeckoro npotesa (aHanu3 Kannana—Meliepa).

Fig. 4. Freedom from structurally degenerative changes

in a biological prosthesis (Kaplan—Meier analysis).

B HaweM uccnenoBaHum Takke bbina yctaHoBneHa bonee
BbICOKas 4acToTa fiereHepauumm npoTesa B rpynne nauueHToB
c HIM B oTganéHHoM nepuoge, YTo 06BACHSETCA MexaHuye-
CKWM BO3[ECTBMEM Ha CTBOPKU KilanaHa aHoMasnbHO BbICO-
KMX TpaHCNpOTe3HbIX rpagmenTos [19, 20].

BaxkHo OTMETUTb, YTO Ha CEroAHALIHMIA ieHb OTAANEHHbIE
pesynbTaThl Nocne Xupypruyeckoii Koppekumn AK y naumeHToB
rpynnbl PLFLG  gocTatouHo npotuBopeumBbl. YacTb uccneno-
BaTeNieil yTBepxaaloT, yto mua ¢ PLFLG nMetot bonee xyaLumii
MPOrHO3, YeM NaLMEHTbl C KJTACCUYECKUM BbICOKOTPafUEHT-
HbIM CTEHO30M, TOrAA KaK Apyrue MPULLIK K BbIBOAY, YTO NpO-
rHo3 naumeHToB ¢ PLFLG conoctaBuM € TakoBbIM Y B0MbHbIX C
yMepeHHbIM AC [14, 21-23]. Bo MHOrOM 370 CBA3aHO C TeM, 4T0
naumeHTbl rpynnbl PLFLG obnapatot 3HaumTenbHol retepode-
HOTMUNUYHOCTLH. B 3TOM pasHopogHoli rpynne BaXKHO pasnn-
yaTb 6onbHBLIX ¢ UCTUHHO TKENbIM AC ¢ PLFLG, y KoTopbix
Ha (OHe BbIPaXEHHON rMNepTPOdUM U AUACTONIMHECKON AMC-
OyHKumum JTK nponcxopst cHskenue YO JTHK u, cooTBeTCTBEH-
HO, HefJ00LIEHKa TPaHCAOPTasIbHbIX FPAJMEHTOB, U MALIMEHTOB C
yMepeHHbIM AC, KOTOpbIX 13-3a OLUIMBOK U3MEPEHUS 1 No pAaY
JPYruX NPUYMH OLLMBOYHO NPUHUMALOT 3a NuL, € TAXKENbIM AC
¢ PLFLG [24-26]. B HalweM uccnenoBaHuu Mbl nocTapanuchb
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UCMOMb30BaTb BCE KOHCEHCYCHbIE KPUTEPWM, OMPeLensioLve
BEPOATHOCTb MCTUHHOTO CTEHO3a B 3TOM MOArPYMMe nalneHToB.

Pe3toMUpys BbILLEONUCAHHOE, MOXHO CKa3aTb, YTO 00/b-
Hble ¢ AC ¢ PLFLG — 310 reTepodeHoTMnMyHas rpynna
nauueHToB, Tpebylowwana TwatensHoi AuddepeHUmanbHOMN
AMarHoCTMkn uctuHHo Taxeénoro AC. Hepepkum nocneone-
PaLMOHHBIM OCNOXKHEHUEM Y naumenToB ¢ PLFLG sBnsetca
HIM, KoTopoe MOKET HeraTMBHO CKa3aTbCA Ha OTAANEHHBIX
pe3ynbTaTax npote3upoBahua AK.

orpaHW-IEH na uccneposaHma

OCHOBHbIM OTpaHM4YEHWEM HaLLero UccnefoBaHUs SIB-
NANCA ero pPeTPOCMEeKTUBHbIA XapaKTep € MPUCYLLMMMU 3TON
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Bknap aBtopoB. B.B. ba3bineB — paspaboTka amsaiiHa vccnenosa-
HWsl, OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a LIENIOCTHOCTb BCEX YacTel pyKonmcK, yTBep-
XOEHMe OKOHUaTENbHOMO BapuaHTa cTatbi; PM. babykos — npoBese-
HWe 1ccnenoBaHws, coop 1 06paboTKa aHHbIX, aHaNM3 U MHTEpMpeTa-
LMS NOMyYeHHbIX Pe3ysbTaToB, KOHLENUMS Y AM3alH UCCreaoBaHus,
HanMCcaHWe TeKCTa PYKOMMCK, NOArOTOBKa M30DpaeHuiA, OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTb 3a LIeNIOCTHOCTb Bcex yacTelt ctatbu; ®J1. bapTol — nposepe-
HWe 1ccnenoBaHus, cbop 1 06paboTKa AaHHbIX, y4acTve B pa3paboTke
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MOTeHLMabHbIX KOHQIIMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3aHHBIX C NybMKaLmei
HaCTOALLIEN CTaTby.
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METOLONOrMM HeAoCTaTKaMKu, a TaKKe pa3Mmep BblGOpKY,
KOTOpbIM NpenBapuTenbHo He bbin paccumTaH. Mcnonb3osa-
Hue 3Hadenun EOA in vivo, onybnuKoBaHHbIX B UTepaType,
BMecTo EOA, naMepeHHoii nocpencteoM IxoKI y oraensHoro
MavuMeHTa, MOITIO CHU3WUTb TOYHOCTb uaeHTUdUKaumn HI.

3AKJIKYEHUE

lNocneonepauvoHHoe yMepeHHoe HINIM He3aBucKuMo cBs-
3aHO C NOBBILIEHHON CMEPTHOCTBI U MOBBILIEHHON YacTOTOM
rocnuTanusamv no nosogy oboctpenns CH nocne KoppeKumu
AK y nauwmenTos c PLFLG.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Authors’ contribution. V.V. Bazylev — participation in scientific
design, responsibility for the integrity of all parts of the article,
approval of the final version of the article; F.L. Bartosh — conducting
research, collection and analysis of data, participation in scientific
design; R.M. Babukov — conducting research, collection and analysis
of data, concept and design of the study, writing text, images creation,
analysis and interpretation of the obtained data; A.V. Levina —
conducting research, collection and analysis of data, text preparation
and editing, responsibility for the integrity of all parts of the article,
responsibility for the integrity of all parts of the article.

Funding source. Not specified.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no
competing interests.

6. Pibarot P., Honos G.N., Durand L.G., Dumesnil J.G. The effect
of prosthesis-patient mismatch on aortic bioprosthetic valve
hemodynamic performance and patient clinical status // Can J
Cardiol. 1996. Vol. 12, N 4. P. 379-387.

7.Rao V., Jamieson W.R., Ivanov J,, et al. Prosthesis-patient mismatch
affects survival after aortic valve replacement // Circulation. 2000.
Vol. 102, N 19. Suppl. 3. P. l15-119. doi: 10.1161/01.cir.102.suppl_3.iii-5
8. S& M.P,, Jacquemyn X, Van den Eynde J., et al. Impact of
Prosthesis-Patient Mismatch After Transcatheter Aortic Valve
Replacement: Meta-Analysis of Kaplan-Meier-Derived Individual
Patient Data // JACC Cardiovasc Imaging. 2023. Vol. 16, N 3.
P. 298-310. doi: 10.1016/}.jcmng.2022.07.013

9. Baumgartner H. Chair, Hung J. Co-Chair, Bermejo J., et al.
Recommendations on the echocardiographic assessment of
aortic valve stenosis: a focused update from the European
Association of Cardiovascular Imaging and the American Society of
Echocardiography // Eur Heart J Cardiovasc Imaging. 2017. Vol. 18,
N 3. P. 254-275. doi: 10.1093/ehjci/jew335

10. Lancellotti P., Pibarat P., Chambers J., et al. Recommendations
for the imaging assessment of prosthetic heart valves: a report from
the European Assaciation of Cardiovascular Imaging endorsed by the
Chinese Saciety of Echocardiography, the Inter-American Society of

151



152

ORIGINAL STUDY ARTICLE

Echocardiography, and the Brazilian Department of Cardiovascular
Imaging // Eur Heart J Cardiovasc Imaging. 2016. Vol. 17, N é.
P. 589-590. doi: 10.1093/ehjci/jew025

11. VARC-3 WRITING COMMITTEE; Généreux P., Piazza N., et al. Valve
Academic Research Consortium 3: updated endpoint definitions for
aortic valve clinical research // Eur Heart J. 2021. Vol. 42, N 19.
P. 1825-1857. doi: 10.1093/eurheartj/ehaa799

12. Hachicha Z., Dumesnil J., Bogaty P., Pibarot P. Paradoxical low-flow,
low-gradient severe aortic stenosis despite preserved ejection fraction is
associated with higher afterload and reduced survival // Circulation. 2007.
Vol. 115,N 22. P. 2856—2864. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.106.668681
13.Dahl J.S, Eleid M.F., Pislaru S.V.,, et al. Development of paradoxical
low-flow, low-gradient severe aortic stenosis // Heart. 2015.
Vol. 101, N 13. P. 1015-1023. doi: 10.1136/heartjnl-2014-306838
14. Galian-Gay L., Escalona Silva RA. Teixido-Tura G., et
al. Prognosis of Paradoxical Low-Flow Low-Gradient Aortic
Stenosis: A Severe, Non-critical Form, With Surgical Treatment
Benefits // Front Cardiovasc Med. 2022. N 9. P. 852-954.
doi: 10.3389/fcvm.2022.852954

15. Dweck M.R., Boon N.A,, Newby D.E. Calcific aortic stenosis: a
disease of the valve and the myocardium // J Am Coll Cardiol. 2012.
Vol. 60, N 19. P. 1854—1863. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2012.02.093

16. Mohty D., Magne J., Deltreuil M., et al. Outcome and impact
of surgery in paradoxical low-flow, low-gradient severe aortic
stenosis and preserved left ventricular ejection fraction: a cardiac
catheterization study // Circulation. 2013. Vol. 128, N 11, Suppl. 1.
P. 235-242. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.112.000031

17. Rahimtoola S.H. The problem of valve prosthesis-
patient mismatch // Circulation. 1978. Vol. 58, N 1. P. 20-24.
doi: 10.1161/01.cir.58.1.20

18. Mohty D., Boulogne C., Magne J., et al. Prevalence and long-
term outcome of aortic prosthesis-patient mismatch in patients with
paradoxical low-flow severe aortic stenosis // Circulation. 2014. Vol. 130,
N 11, Suppl. 1. P. 25-31. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.113.007819

REFERENCES

1. Vahanian A, Beyersdorf F, Praz F, et al. 2021 ESC/EACTS
Guidelines for the management of valvular heart disease. Eur Heart
J. 2022;43(7):561-632. doi: 10.1093/eurheartj/ehab395

2. Adda J, Mielot C, Giorgi R, et al. Low-flow, low-gradient severe
aortic stenosis despite normal ejection fraction is associated with
severe left ventricular dysfunction as assessed by speckle-tracking
echocardiography: a multicenter study. Circ Cardiovasc Imaging.
2012;5(1):27-35. doi: 10.1161/CIRCIMAGING.111.967554

3. Lancellotti P, Magne J, Donal E, et al. Clinical outcome in
asymptomatic severe aortic stenosis: insights from the new
proposed aortic stenosis grading classification. J Am Coll Cardiol.
2012;59(3):235-243. doi: 10.1016/].jacc.2011.08.072

4. Herrmann HC, Pibarot P, Hueter |, et al. Predictors of mortality and
outcomes of therapy in low-flow severe aortic stenosis: a Placement
of Aortic Transcatheter Valves (PARTNER) trial analysis. Circulation.
2013;127(23):2316-2326. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.112.001290
5. Bazylev VV, Tungusov DS, Babukov RM, et al. Influence of
prosthesis—patient mismatch on long-term results in patients after
aortic valve replacement with a biological prosthesis: retrospective
single center study. CardioSomatics. 2022;13(3):139-147. (In Russ).
doi: 10.17816/CS87618

Vol 14 (3) 2023

DOl https://doiorg/1017816/CS340856

CardioSomatics

19. Mahjoub H., Mathieu P., Larose E., et al. Determinants of aortic
bioprosthetic valve calcification assessed by multidetector CT // Heart.
2015. Vol. 101, N 6. P. 472-477. doi: 10.1136/heartjnl-2014-306445

20. Flameng W., Herregods M.C,, Vercalsteren M., et al. Prosthesis-
patient mismatch predicts structural valve degeneration in
bioprosthetic heart valves // Circulation. 2010. Vol. 121, N 19.
P. 2123-2129. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.109.901272

21. Freitas-Ferraz A.B., Nombela-Franco L., Urena M, et al.
Transcatheter aortic valve replacement in patients with paradoxical
low-flow, low-gradient aortic stenosis: Incidence and predictors
of treatment futility // Int J Cardiol. 2020. N 316. P. 57-63.
doi: 10.1016/j.ijcard.2020.04.036

22. Puri R, lung B., Cohen D.J., Rodés-Cabau J. TAVI or No TAVI:
identifying patients unlikely to benefit from transcatheter aortic
valve implantation // Eur Heart J. 2016. Vol. 37, N 28. P. 2217-2225.
doi: 10.1093/eurheartj/ehv756

23. Maes F., Boulif J., Piérard S., et al. Natural history of paradoxical
low-gradient severe aortic stenosis // Circ Cardiovasc Imaging. 2014.
Vol. 7, N 4. P. 714-722. doi: 10.1161/CIRCIMAGING.113.001695

24. Parikh R., Goodman AL, Barr T,, et al. Outcomes of surgical
aortic valve replacement for severe aortic stenosis: Incorporation
of left ventricular systolic function and stroke volume index //
J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg. 2015. Vol. 149, N 6. P. 1558.e1-1566.e1.
doi: 10.1016/j.jtcvs.2015.03.008

25. Q'Gara P.T, Shah PB. Sun Y.P. Paradoxical Low Flow
Aortic Stenosis: More Differences Between Men and Women
//J Am Coll Cardiol. 2020. Vol. 75, N 16. P. 1910-1912.
doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2020.03.026

26. Okuno T., Corpataux N., Spano G., et al. True-severe
stenosis in paradoxical low-flow low-gradient aortic stenosis:
outcomes after transcatheter aortic valve replacement // Eur
Heart J Qual Care Clin Outcomes. 2021. Vol. 7, N 4. P. 366-377.
doi: 10.1093/ehjgcco/qcab010

6. Pibarot P, Honos GN, Durand LG, Dumesnil JG. The effect
of prosthesis-patient mismatch on aortic bioprosthetic valve
hemodynamic performance and patient clinical status. Can J Cardiol.
1996;12(4):379-387.

7. Rao V, Jamieson WR, Ivanov J, et al. Prosthesis-patient
mismatch affects survival after aortic valve replacement. Circulation.
2000;102(19 Suppl 3):15-1119. doi: 10.1161/01.cir.102.suppl_3.iii-5
8. S4 MP, Jacquemyn X, Van den Eynde J, et al. Impact of Prosthesis-
Patient Mismatch After Transcatheter Aortic Valve Replacement:
Meta-Analysis of Kaplan-Meier-Derived Individual Patient Data. JACC
Cardiovasc Imaging. 2023;16(3):298-310. doi: 10.1016/},jcmg.2022.07.013
9. Baumgartner H Chair, Hung J Co-Chair, Bermejo J, et al.
Recommendations on the echocardiographic assessment of
aortic valve stenosis: a focused update from the European
Association of Cardiovascular Imaging and the American
Society of Echocardiography. Eur Heart J Cardiovasc Imaging.
2017;18(3):254-275. doi: 10.1093/ehjci/jew335

10. Lancellotti P, Pibarot P, Chambers J, et al. Recommendations
for the imaging assessment of prosthetic heart valves: a report from
the European Assaciation of Cardiovascular Imaging endorsed by the
Chinese Saciety of Echocardiography, the Inter-American Saciety of




OPUITHAJTBHOE MCCIEJOBAHME

Echocardiography, and the Brazilian Department of Cardiovascular
Imaging. Eur Heart J Cardiovasc Imaging. 2016;17(6):589-590.
doi: 10.1093/ehjci/jew025

11. VARC-3 WRITING COMMITTEE; Généreux P, Piazza N, et al. Valve
Academic Research Consortium 3: updated endpoint definitions for
aortic valve clinical research. Eur Heart J. 2021;42(19):1825-1857.
doi: 10.1093/eurheartj/ehaa799

12. Hachicha Z, Dumesnil J, Bogaty P, Pibarot P. Paradoxical
low-flow, low-gradient severe aortic stenosis despite
preserved ejection fraction is associated with higher afterload
and reduced survival. Circulation. 2007;115(22):2856—2864.
doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.106.668681

13. Dahl JS, Eleid MF, Pislaru SV, et al. Development of
paradoxical low-flow, low-gradient severe aortic stenosis. Heart.
2015;101(13):1015-1023. doi: 10.1136/heartjnl-2014-306838

14. Galian-Gay L, Escalona Silva RA, Teixido-Tura G, et al. Prognosis
of Paradoxical Low-Flow Low-Gradient Aortic Stenosis: A Severe,
Non-critical Form, With Surgical Treatment Benefits. Front Cardiovasc
Med. 2022;9:852-954. doi: 10.3389/fcvm.2022.852954

15. Dweck MR, Boon NA, Newby DE. Calcific aortic stenosis:
a disease of the valve and the myocardium. J Am Coll Cardiol
2012;60(19):1854—1863. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2012.02.093

16. Mohty D, Magne J, Deltreuil M, et al. Outcome and impact
of surgery in paradoxical low-flow, low-gradient severe aortic
stenosis and preserved left ventricular ejection fraction: a cardiac
catheterization study. Circulation. 2013;128(11 Suppl 1):235-242.
doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.112.000031

17. Rahimtoola SH. The problem of valve prosthesis-patient
mismatch. Circulation. 1978;58(1):20-24. doi: 10.1161/01.cir.58.1.20
18. Mohty D, Boulogne C, Magne J, et al. Prevalence and long-
term outcome of aortic prosthesis-patient mismatch in patients

0b ABTOPAX

basbines Bnaanen BnagnenoBuy, o-p Mef. Hayk, npodeccop;
ORCID: 0000-0001-6089-9722;

eLibrary SPIN: 3153-8026;

e-mail: cardio-penza@yandex.ru

* babykoB Pycnan MepgapucoBuu, Bpay-Kapavosnor,

BpaY Y/IbTPa3ByKOBOM AMArHOCTUKY;

afpec: Poceus, 440071, MNewsa, yn. Cracosa, 4. 6;

ORCID: 0000-0002-7338-9462;

eLibrary SPIN: 2393-1170;

e-mail: ruslan.babukov@mail.ru

bapTow ®épop JleoHnposuy, KaHa. Mes. HayK;

ORCID: 0000-0001-5482-3211;

eLibrary SPIN: 1107-7579;

e-mail: fbartosh@km.ru

JlésmHa AnéHa ButanbeBHa, Bpay y/bTpa3ByKOBOW AMArHOCTUKM;
ORCID: 0000-0002-3210-3974;

eLibrary SPIN: 1392-0235;

e-mail: goralen1@mail.ru

* ABTOp, OTBETCTBEHHBIN 3a nepenucky / Corresponding author

Tom 14,N¢ 3, 2023

DAl https://doiorg/1017816/CS340856

CardioComaTnka
153

with paradoxical low-flow severe aortic stenosis. Circulation.
2014;130(11 Suppl 1):25-31. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.113.007819
19. Mahjoub H, Mathieu P, Larose E, et al. Determinants of aortic
bioprosthetic valve calcification assessed by multidetector CT. Heart.
2015;101(6):472-477. doi: 10.1136/heartjnl-2014-306445

20. Flameng W, Herregods MC, Vercalsteren M, et al. Prosthesis-
patient mismatch predicts structural valve degeneration in
bioprosthetic heart valves. Circulation. 2010;121(19):2123-2129.
doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.109.901272

21. Freitas-Ferraz AB, Nombela-Franco L, Urena M, et al. Transcatheter
aortic valve replacement in patients with paradoxical low-flow, low-
gradient aortic stenosis: Incidence and predictors of treatment futility.
Int J Cardiol. 2020;316:57-63. doi: 10.1016/}.ijcard.2020.04.036

22. Puri R, lung B, Cohen DJ, Rodés-Cabau J. TAVI or No
TAVI: identifying patients unlikely to benefit from transcatheter
aortic valve implantation. Eur Heart J. 2016;37(28):2217-2225.
doi: 10.1093/eurheartj/ehv756

23. Maes F, Boulif J, Piérard S, et al. Natural history of paradoxical
low-gradient severe aortic stenosis. Circ Cardiovasc Imaging.
2014;7(4):714-722. doi: 10.1161/CIRCIMAGING.113.001695

24, Parikh R, Goodman AL, Barr T, et al. Qutcomes of surgical aortic valve
replacement for severe aortic stenosis: Incorporation of left ventricular
systolic function and stroke volume index. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg.
2015;149(6):1558.e1-1566.e1. doi: 10.1016/}.jtcvs.2015.03.008

25. O0'Gara PT, Shah PB, Sun YP. Paradoxical Low Flow Aortic
Stenosis: More Differences Between Men and Women. J Am Coll
Cardiol. 2020;75(16):1910-1912. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2020.03.026

26. Okuno T, Corpataux N, Spano G, et al. True-severe stenasis in
paradoxical low-flow low-gradient aortic stenosis: outcomes after
transcatheter aortic valve replacement. Eur Heart J Qual Care Clin
Outcomes. 2021;7(4):366—377. doi: 10.1093/ehjgcco/qcab010

AUTHORS INFO

Vladlen V. Bazylev, MD, Dr. Sci. (Med.), Professor;

ORCID: 0000-0001-6089-9722;

eLibrary SPIN: 3153-8026;

e-mail: cardio-penza@yandex.ru

* Ruslan M. Babukov, cardiologist, ultrasound diagnosis doctor;
address: 6 Stasova Str., 440071 Penza, Russia;

ORCID: 0000-0002-7338-9462;

eLibrary SPIN: 2393-1170;

e-mail: ruslan.babukov@mail.ru

Fedor L. Bartosh, MD, Cand. Sci. (Med.);
ORCID: 0000-0001-5482-3211;

eLibrary SPIN: 1107-7579;

e-mail: fbartosh@km.ru

Alena V. Levina, ultrasound diagnosis doctor;
ORCID: 0000-0002-3210-3974;

eLibrary SPIN: 1392-0235;

e-mail: goralen1@mail.ru



https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6089-9722
https://www.elibrary.ru/author_profile.asp?spin=3153-8026
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6089-9722
https://www.elibrary.ru/author_profile.asp?spin=3153-8026
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7338-9462
https://www.elibrary.ru/author_profile.asp?spin=2393-1170
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7338-9462
https://www.elibrary.ru/author_profile.asp?spin=2393-1170
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5482-3211
https://www.elibrary.ru/author_profile.asp?spin=1107-7579
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5482-3211
https://www.elibrary.ru/author_profile.asp?spin=1107-7579
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3210-3974
https://www.elibrary.ru/author_profile.asp?spin=1392-0235
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3210-3974
https://www.elibrary.ru/author_profile.asp?spin=1392-0235

