ﬂuaeﬁocmu/ca u1evenue onnyﬂeIZ Mo4enon06oii cucmemsl. Pax npedcmame/tbﬁoﬁ Jicenesnl

DOI: 10.17650/1726-9776-2019-15-2-65

OmBem Ha peueHsulo K cmambe «PaHHee yaaneHue ypempanbHoro Kamemepa
nocne akcmpanepumoHeocKonu4yecKol pagukanbHoil npocmamagkmomuu»

Reply to review of the article “Early removal of urethral catheter after endoscopic extraperitoneal
radical prostatectomy”

IlybokoyBaxkaeMble KOJUIETH, MBI COBEPIIIEHHO CO-
[JIACHBI C TEM, YTO OTCYTCTBHE CPAaBHUTEILHOM KOTOPTHI —
HanboJiee CYIIEeCTBEHHBIM HEIOCTaTOK MCCICIOBAaHMUS,
OTHAKO CpaBHEHHUE C TPYIIION MAlIMEHTOB ¢ OoJiee Mmo3-
HUM yIaJeHHUEM KaTeTepa He IIPOBEIeHO IO TpUInHaM
CYIIIECTBEHHOI HEOTHOPOIHOCTH TPYIIII, pa3HOM TEXHUKHU
(B mociemHeM ciydae 00JIbHBIE OIIEPHPOBAINCH B OCHOB-
HOM 4Ype30pIOIIMHHO) W Pa3INYAIONINXCS OHKOJIOTHYC-
CKUX TTOKa3aTesieii (0ojiee BEICOKAsI CTamusl, HU3Kast Tud-
depeHIMpOBKa U T.11.).

JeiicTBUTEILHO, TATOMOP(OIOTHIECKIE U paHHHE
OHKOJIOTUYECKHE PE3YJIbTATH JICUCHUS He SBJISIIINCH
OCHOBHBIMH, U TIPUBEACHBI OHU B CTaThe IJISI OTOOpa-

KEHUSI TOTO, YTO HEKOTOPhle TEXHUYECKIUE MOMEHTHI
(Hampumep, COXpaHeHHE IIEKN MOYEBOTO ITy3bIpsl, He-
pBocOepexeHre U MPOY.) MOTYT OKa3aTh BIIMSIHUE
Ha (pyHKIMOHAJIbHEIE (B TOM 4mciie (DYHKIIUIO BE3UKO-
ypeTpaJbHOIO aHACTOMO3a I10C/Ie yaaleHus ypeTpab-
HOTO KaTeTepa) ¥ OHKOJIOTMYECKKE pe3yabTaThl (pac-
MIPOCTPAHEHHOCTb, COCTOSIHUE XUPYPTUYECKOro Kpast
1 T.1L.).

KacaTtenbHO 1mociieornepaldOHHbBIX OCIOXHEHUIH,
MOTEHLIMAIbHO CBSI3aHHbIE C PAHHUM YAaJleHHEM ype-
TpaJIbHOTO KaTeTepa oTMedeHbl y 5 (17,9 %) malueHToB,
4YTO COOTBETCTBYET pe3yJbTaTaM MUCCJIeI0BaHUI
ECaRemA (11,0 %) u Ripreca (13,9 %).

A.K. Hocos, C.A. Pesa, M.B. bepkym, C.b. I[lempog
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