HaumoHanbHbIN XypHan rnaykoma
2019, T. 18, NQ 2, cTp. 38-46

YJK 617.7-007.681-07

OPUTUHANDbHBIE CTATbHA

Russian journal of glaucoma
2019, Vol. 18, N@ 2, pp. 38-46

DOI: 10.25700/NJG.2019.02.05

Ponb UHAEKCOB KOMMNbIOTEPHOW NEpUMETPUN
B OLLeHKe CTaguin MMayKoMHOro npouecca

3ANOPOXKEI JI.A., Bpau-odranemosnor?;

MAPTBIHOBA E.B., k.M.H., go11eHT Kadeapbl 0dTarbMOIOTUN?;

JIEBKO ML.A., x.M.H., oneHT Kadeaps opTansbMonorum’;

MAAEBAHHASA O.A., x.M.H., go1eHT KadeAphl 0pTaIbMOIOIHH,

'TBY3 JIOKB, «JleHuHrpazickas obnacTHas KIMHWYecKas 60nbHUIA», 194291, Poccuiickas ®edepauus,

Cankm-Ilemep6ype, np. JIynauapckoeo, 0. 45;

*®T'BOY BO «C3TMVY um. U.U. Meunukosa», 191015, Poccuiickaa ®edepayus, Canxm-Ilemep6ype, ya. Kupounas, 0. 41.

ASmOpbl He noJjiyuaiu gﬁuHchuposaHue npu npoeeOeHuu UCCNed08AHUA U HANUCAHUU CMAMbU.

KOHgiJluKm uHmepecos: omcymcmeyem.

[ns untuposaHusn: 3anopoxer JI.A., MapterHoBa E.B., JleBko M.A., ManeBanHas O.A. Poib MH/IEKCOB KOMITBIOTEPHOU
TepUMETPHUH B OIIEHKE CTaJui IMIayKOMHOTO mpotiecca. HayuonanbHulil aypHan enaykoma. 2019; 18(2):38-46.

Pe3lome

LLENb. N3yunTb ponb UHAEKCOB KOMMNbIOTEPHOrO aHanu-
3aTopa nons 3peHusa «Octopus» B OLEHKe CTaANN rayKom-
HOro npouecca.

YcnewHoe neyeHne NepBUYHON OTKPLITOYrONbHOW Fnay-
Kombl (MOY) BO MHOrOM 3aBUCUT OT BO3MOXHOCTU HafeX-
HOro KoHTpons ero 3dekTuBHOCTU. CucTema paHHero
BbiiBIeHNA U MOHUTOpUHra MOYI umeeT cyuwecTBeHHble
npo6siemMbl: HEAOCTATOUHbIA OXBAT HaCeNeHUst fucnaHce-
pu3auunei, HU3KOe KauyecTBO ocMoTpa 60nbHbIX ¢ MOYT
Ha ypoBHe ambynaTopHO-NOAUKANHNYECKOrO 3BeHa. CTaH-
JapTHaA aBTOMAaTU3MpOBaHHaA nepumetpua (SAP) asna-
eTCcsi «30M0TbIM» CTAaHAAPTOM B AMATHOCTUKE rNayKombl
1 uenecoobpasHa npu NOXU3HEHHOW AMCNAHCEpU3aLnm
60nbHbIX MOYI. 10 HAcTOAWEro BPEMeHU NpakKTUKyloWwme
ohTanbmMoNoOrn He B MOSTHOW CTENEHN UCNONb3YIOT BCE BO3-
MOXHOCTW 3TOF0 MeToAa AN onpenenerus ctaguii MOYT.

METOAbI. B nccnegoaHume npuHumanu yyactue 150 6onb-
HbIX TMOVYT (284 rnasa). Mo pesynbratam uccnegosaqus y 102
nauuenTos (193 rnasa) 6binn onpeaeneHbl KPUTEPUM UCKMIO-
YyeHus, BAUAIOLWLME HA AOCTOBEPHOCTb Moka3saTteneir SAP.
MonyyeHHble pe3ynbTaTbhl OLEHUBANNUCh Y 48 60MbHbIX (27
(56,3%) weHwuH, 21 (43,7%) My UMHa; CpeaHUin Bo3pacT
64+10,2 roga (0=0,036); 91 rnas) c NMOYI cpoKom He MeHee 2-X
neT. B KOHTPONbHYIO rpynny Bowau 26 yenosek (52 rnasa) —

16 (61,5%) »eHuwuH; 10 (38,5%) MYXUMH; CPeAHUN BO3-
pact 61+£9,0 net (0=0,030). Bcem 60MbHbIM NMPOBOAUNOCH
nccnefoBaHue LEHTPanbHOro nons 3peHus Ha nepumeTpe
Octopus-101 (Lsenuapua) no nporpamme G2 (rnayKoMmHbiii
TecT).

PE3Y/IbTATbl. Han6onee 3HauMMbIM gnA onpejeneHus
CTafuu rnaykombl ABNAETCS WHAEKC KOPPEKTUPOBAHHOIA
BapuabenbHocT fedektos (CLV) KOMMbIOTEPHOrO aHanu-
3aTopa nonsa 3peHua Octopus. 3HavyeHue nokasatensa CLV
meHee 8 Ab onpenensieT 60/bHbIX, HE CTPajAKOWMX rnay-
komoWn. UHTepsan CLV ot 8,1 ab no 19,0 Ab cooTBeTCTBYET
| ctapgum NOVYT, ot 19,1 ab no 36,0 b — Il ctaguu NMOYT n noka-
3atenb CLV 6onee 36,1 1b — cooteeTcTByeT Il cTagum NOVT.

3AK/TIOYEHUE. OnpefeneHue ctagun rnaykombl MOXHO
NpoOBOAMTb HE TONMbKO MO NIOKanu3auumn n rnybmHe cKOTom
B LLlEeHTPanbHOM nose 3peHuns, HO 1 Ha OCHOBE OLLeHKN CTa-
TUCTUYECKMX UHAEKCOB, UMEIOLWMXCA B pae mofenei aBTo-
MaTM3MPOBAHHbIX NMepumeTpoB. Ha 3Toi OocHoBe npegno-
XEH CKPWHWUHTOBbIA METOA OnpefeneHns cTaguu rnaykomsl,
aKTyanbHbIN B YCNOBMAX ambynaTopHO-NONUKANHUYECKOTO
3BeHa 0(hTaNbMONOrMUYECKOW CNYX6bI.

K/TIOUEBBIE C/TOBA: nepsuyHas rnaykoma, knaccmuka-
LS rNayKOMbl, KOMMNbIOTEPHAS NepumeTpus, rnobanbHbie
WHAEKCDI.
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Abstract

PURPOSE: To study the role of Octopus computer visual
field indices in assessing the stages of the glaucomatous
process.

Successful treatment of primary open-angle glaucoma
(POAG) largely depends on the possibility of reliable control
of its effectiveness. The system of POAG early detection and
monitoring has significant problems: insufficient clinical
coverage of the population, poor quality of patients’ exami-
nation at the outpatient level. Standard automated peri-
metry (SAP) is the golden standard in glaucoma diagnosis
and is suitable for a life-long clinical examination of POAG
patients. Currently, ophthalmologists do not fully use all the
features of this method to determine the stages of POAG.

METHODS: The study included 150 patients with POAG
(284 eyes). According to the results of the study in 102
patients with POAG (193 eyes), exclusion criteria that affect
the reliability of SAP indicators were identified

The results were evaluated in 48 patients (91 eyes) with
POAG diagnosed at least 2 years prior. This group included
27 women (56.3%) and 21 men (43.7%), the average age of
patients was 64+10.2 (0=0.036). The control group consisted

of 26 people (52 eyes) — 16 women (61.5%) and 10 men
(38.5%). The average age of these subjects was 61£9.0 years.
(0=0.030). All patients underwent a study of the central
visual field on the Octopus-101 perimeter (Switzerland),
G2 program (glaucomatous test).

RESULTS: The corrected loss variance index (CLV) of the
Octopus computer visual field analyzer is the most impor-
tant for determining of the stage of glaucoma. The CLV
index less than 8 dB is found in patients without glaucoma.
The CLV index interval from 8.1 dB to 19.0 dB corresponds to
stage | of POAG, from 191 dB to 36.0 dB — to stage Il of POAG
and the CLV index value of more than 36.1 dB corresponds
to stage Il of POAG.

CONCLUSION: Glaucoma stage of can be determined not
only by the location and depth of the central visual field
loss but also based on the evaluation of statistical indica-
tors available in a number of models of automated peri-
meters. Based on that, we propose a screening method for
glaucoma stage assessment in outpatient clinic conditions.

KEYWORDS: primary glaucoma, glaucoma classification,
computer perimetry, global indices.

epBUYHAaA OTKPHITOyroibHasA raykoma (ITOYT)
oCTaeTcss OCHOBHOM NMPUYMHON MHBAJIUAHOCTH

10 3peHUI0 U CJIeTOTH [1].
Ycnem#noe neueHne [TIOYT Bo MHOTOM 3aBU-
CHUT OT BO3MOXXHOCTH HaJIeXXHOTO KOHTPOJIA ero addek-
TUBHOCTU. CHCTeMa paHHero BBIABIEHUA U MOHUTO-
puHra [1OYT' B HacTosAlee BpeMA OCTaeTCAd OJHUM M3
IIPUOPUTETHHIX HanpasaeHui odprampmosnorun. OxHa-
KO B Hel MMEIOTCS CyllecTBeHHBEIe IPOOIeMEl: HeZo-
CTaTOYHBIM OXBaT HaceleHUsd JucIaHcepusaluen,
HU3KOe KauecTBO ocMoTpa 6osbHbIX ¢ [IOYT Ha ypoB-
He aMOyJIaTOPHO-IIOJUKJINHUYECKOTO 3BEHa, HeJOo-
craToyHasd WHPOPMHUPOBAHHOCTDb IO MOBOAY 3aboiie-
BaHUA U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, OTCYTCTBUE MOTHBAIUU
MaUEeHTOB K JAajJbHelIIeMy MOHUTOPUHTY U JIeYeHUIO.

Ilepumempuueckiie UHOeKCbL 8 OUeHKe cmadull 21ayKoMbl

BaxxHoil 3ajauell ABAAETCA peopraHu3alia CUCTEMBI
JYcIaHcepu3aluy OOJTbHBIX IMIAYKOMOM, YUMTHIBAIO-
el Kak HaKOIUIEHHBIN OIIBIT, TAK ¥ COBpEMEHHBIE TEH-
JeHnuu [2].

VIMeHHO COBpeMeHHbIE TEHAEHITUN MOTYT CJIYKUThb
00bEKTHBHBIM JIOTIOTHEHUEM K CTaHJAPTHOMY TPaju-
ITUOHHOMY 00C/IeZIOBAHUIO 6OTBHBIX TIAYKOMOH.

Vcnionb3yemasi cTaHZapTHAs aBTOMATU3MPOBAaHHAA
nepumetpus (SAP), BrillosHsAeMas ¢ IOMOIIbIO KOM-
MBIOTEPHBIX aHAIU3ATOPOB TOJsA 3peHus Humphrey,
Octopus WU APYyTUX MoZejnell aBTOMaTU3WPOBAHHBIX
KOMIIbIOTEPHBIX TIEPUMETPOB, yKe 6oee 25 JIeT ABJIS-
€TCs «30JI0TBIM» CTAHAAPTOM B AMATHOCTUKE IVIAYKOMBI
U IiesecoobpasHa TPy MOXU3HEHHOH [uCIaHCcepu3a-
uuu 60abHbIX [TOYT.
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Frequency-Doubling Technology perimetry (FDT) —
MepUMETPHUA C YABOEHHOU MPOCTPAHCTBEHHON YacCTo-
TOM — TakXXe MOXeT IIpeTeH/0BaTh Ha 3HaYKMMoe
MeCTO B MacCOBOM CKPUHUHTE Ha IIayKOMY U, BO3MOX-
HO, OyZeT moJie3Ha /i1 MOHUTOPUHTA TI0JIA 3pEHUs TIPU
rmaykoMe [3], 4To ObLIO OTMeYeHO Ha MEPBO COTIacu-
TeJIbHOM BCTpede BceMMPHOM IMIayKOMHOM accoldalyin
(AIGS) B 2004 rogy u cuMnosuyMe B pamMKax Mexzy-
HapOAHOro KoHrpecca 1o rmaykome B 2007 rogy, nocBs-
IIEeHHBIX OOCYXAEHUI0 HOBeHmUX crelnuduiecKux
nepuMeTpudeckux MmetozoB (SWAP u FDT). Dkcnepra-
MU OBLIO BEIHECEHO 3aKJIIOYeHHe, B KOTOPOM, B YacT-
HOCTH, OTMeYajoch, 4yTo pe3yabrarel FDT-nepumerpuu
[I0Ka3aay BBICOKHE YPOBHU UyBCTBUTEIbHOCTHU U Clle-
IUOUYHOCTH, He yCTyIas 10 3TUM II0Ka3aTeslsIM JaH-
HBIM «30JI0TOTO» CTaHJapTa IepUMeTpUU — Iepu-
MeTpuu o Humphrey [4-9].

OzHako ciefyeT OTMETUTh, YTO Ha YPOBHe aMOy-
JIATOPHO-MOJUKJINHUYECKOTO 3BeHa 0QTanibMOJOTU
[0 HACTOAIIETO BpeMeHM paboTaloT Ha OCHOBAaHUM
kinaccudmkanuu A.I1. HecrepoBa u A.f. Bynuna (1975).
Omnpezenenuie craauii IIOYT ocyiecTBsETCS MO PE3YIIb-
TaTaM KHUHeTUYeCKOU epuMeTpUu U OTINYaeTCsA BBICO-
KOH CTemeHbI0 CyOBeKTUBHOCTH: | cTagusa COOTBET-
CTBYeT HOPMAaJbHOM IpaHulle Mo 3peHus (6e3 ydera
napaneHTPaNbHBIX CKOTOM), Il cTazgms — oT HopMasb-
HBIX 3HAYeHUU TpaHUllbl MOJIA 3peHus A0 15° oT Touku
¢ukcaruy, 111 cTagys COOTBETCTBYeT rpaHuIiam ot 15°
7o 0° IV cTazus B psfie cayyaeB XapaKTepu3yeTcs OCTa-
TOYHBIM I10JIEM 3PEHUA C BUCOUHOU CTOPOHBI.

BuezspeHute B 0QTalbMOJOTUYECKYI0 NPaKTUKY
CTaHJApTHOM aBTOMAaTHM3MPOBAaHHON NepuMeTpuu (SAP)
criocobcTByeT 60jiee BHICOKOM CTeleHU OObeKTHBHO-
CTU IIpU OLleHKe cTajuil ImaykoMbl. /o HacToALlero
BpPEMEHHU NMPAKTUKYIOUEe 0TaIbMOJIOTH He B ITOTHOHN
CTeIleH! HCIOJIb3YIOT BCce BO3MOXXHOCTU 3TOT0 MeToza
[t onipezieneHus craguit [IOYT.

Llesnp HacToAIErO UCCIE[OBAaHUA — U3YIUTD POJb
VH/IEKCOB KOMIIbIOTEPHOT'O aHajau3aTopa I10JA 3peHus
Octopus B OlLieHKe CTaAuH [MIayKOMHOTO IIpoliecca.

MaTtepuanbl U MeToAbl

VccnenoBaHue MpOBOAUIOCH Ha 6a3e KOHCYIbTa-
THUBHO-TTOJIUKINHUYECKOTO OTAeNeHns JIeHUHTpaCKOM
00JIACTHOM KJIMHUYECKOH O0JbHUIELL. B McciesoBanme
npuHuUManu yyactvie 150 6onbubix IIOYT (284 miasa),
n3 Hux 87 (58%) xeHmwuH u 63 (42%) MYXYUHEI.
Cpenuuii Bo3pacT 6oibHBIX cocTaBwI 64+10,2 roga
(6=0,036). lna cpaBHeHMs ObLIa CO3jaHa KOHTPOJIb-
Has rpyImma B KoaudecTBe 26 denoBek (52 rmasa) us
Hux 16 (62%) xeHmuH U 10 (38%) MyX4uH, 4TO IPU-
MEpHO COITOCTaBHUMO C [JAHHBIMU OCHOBHOM TPYIIIIBI
obcmenyeMbix. CpeZIHUIM BO3PACT MCIBITYEMBIX COCTa-
Bu1 61+9,0 net (6=0,030). B cocTraBe 3TOil Tpynmsl
6bUTM 6OJTbHBIE, KOTOPBlE OOpaTWINCh K 0dTambMO-
JIOTY TIO TIOBOAY ApPYyrux 3aboseBaHuii rmas (maToso-
rusi pedpakuuu, 3aboseBaHuA BeK, KOHbIOHKTUBUT,
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HavaJbHas KaTapakTa), Ho 6bUTH 06C/IeZIOBAHBI B COOT-
BETCTBUM CO CTAHJApPTHOU cxeMoOHU o6cCiiefoBaHUsA
ManyeHTa ¢ IIAyKOMOU.

BceM 6OJBHBIM MPOBOAUJIOCH UCCIEAOBAHUE I[E€H-
TpaJabHOTO MoJd 3peHusd Ha nepumerpe Octopus-101
(IIBetirtapus) no nporpamme G2 (IIayKOMHBIHN TecT).
OO611eN3BECTHO, YTO «30JI0THIM» CTaHAAPTOM B OIleH-
Ke TIoJiel 3peHUs NpU IVIayKoMe ABJAITCA MOKa3a-
TeJU aBTOMAaTU3WPOBAaHHOTO mepuMeTpa Humphrey,
B TOM YHCJIe 3HAUYEHUs CPeAHEN CBETOYYBCTBUTEIBHO-
ctu ceTyatku (MS) u cpeanero zedexra (MD). 3Haue-
HUSA CTATUCTUYECKUX WH/EKCOB aHAJIM3aTopa Mojen 3pe-
Hua Octopus COMOCTABUMBI CO 3HAYEHUSMU EPUMETPA
Humphrey, uto mpezcTaBieHo B maba. 1.

Y Bcex GOMBbHBIX TIPOBOJIMIOCH U3MEPEHHE BHYTPH-
ra3Horo gasneHus (BI/]) ¢ moMoIipio TOHOMETPUH O
MaxakoBy. CpeHeroZioBoi yposetb BI[ 6bUT OCTHUT-
HYT KOHCEpPBAaTUBHBIM, Jla3epHBIM WU XUpypruue-
CKUM JIeYeHUEeM U COOTBETCTBOBaJ pEKOMEHAYEMOMY:
y TalMeHToB ¢ HavanbHOU (I) cTaguei rmayKoMbl OH
cocTaBuI 22-24 MM PT.CT., ¥ HaLlUEHTOB C Pa3BUTOU
(ID) cragmeit — 19-21 MM pT.CT. ¥ Y ALIUEHTOB C AaJie-
ko 3amezgmeit (III) craaueir — 16-18 mm pr.ct. [10].

MopdomMeTpuueckass OIleHKa COCTOAHUS JUCKa
3pUTEIHHOTO HEpBAa METOJOM ToMoTrpaduu Ha Tei-
nenbbeprckoM peTwHasbHOM Tomorpade (HRT II,
«Heidelberg Engineering», TepmaHus) MpoBOAUIACH
BBIOOPOYHBIM ITAIIUEHTAM, YTO OBUIO CBS3aHO C OTCYT-
CTBHEM almapaTa Ha TeppuTopuu JIeHUHrpaAcKou
obsactu. HeBO3MOXXHOCTD KUCIIOAb30BaTh faHHble HRT
IIpU OlleHKEe COCTOAHUA JUCKA 3PUTEIbHOTO HepBa
B MacinTabe JIeHUHTPaJCKOU 06JaCTH CKOHIIEHTPUPO-
BaJla BHUMaHUeE Ha OIleHKe ero 0QTaTbMOCKOITUIECKUX
apaMeTpoB.

O6paboTKa MOJTYYEHHBIX JAHHBIX IIPOBOAUIACH
B IIporpaMmme Statistica 6.

Pe3ynbTaTbl

AHany3 NoMyYeHHBIX JaHHBIX UCCIeZ0BaHUA KUHe-
TUYeCKOW U CTaHZAapTHOM aBTOMAaTU3UPOBAHHOMN KOM-
IIBIOTepPHOM IepUMeTpPUil IIPOBOAUICA MO3TAITHO C y4e-
TOM OOLIENPUHATON O HACTOALIET0 BpeMeHU KJjiac-
cupukauum A.Il. HecrepoBa - A.4. Bynuna (1975).
Kak u3BecTHO, OCHOBOI pasZiejieHus Ha CTaJUH B 3TOU
knaccubuKaluu craja KMHETHYecKas MepUuMeTpusd,
pacrpocTpaHeHHas IIoBceMecTHO. JlaHHbIe KUHeTHYe-
CKOY TIepHMEeTPHY OLIEHUBATIKCH IT0 CyMMAapHOMY IIOJIO
3peHHs B BOCBMU MepuuaHax (HOpMabHBINA cyMMap-
HBIM TIoKa3aTenb — 530° ¢ COOTBETCTBYIOIINM €0 CHU-
JKeHUeM IIPY [lepexozie B HOCJIEeAYIONIYI0 CTAZUIO).

[Ipu ompezeneHUU CTAZUMHOCTU TITAYKOMHOTO
mporecca y 150 6onpHBIX (284 m1aza) ¢ npruMeHeHHeM
MeTOZOB CTaHJAPTHON aBTOMAaTU3UPOBAHHOH Iepu-
MeTpHUU U aHaNIU3a CTaTUCTUYECKUX MH/EKCOB, 0CTO-
BEPHOCTD 3TOU KjaccupuKaluy Oblia IMpoaHaJU3U-
pOBaHa C IOMOIIbI0 COBPEMEHHBIX ANAarHOCTUYECKUX
BO3MOXKHOCTEH.

3anopoxcey JI.A., Mapmuinosa E.B., Jleeko M.A., Manesannas O.A.
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Ta6nuya 1. CONoCTaBUMOCTb MHAEKCOB aBTOMATU3MPOBaHHbIX nepumeTpoB Humphrey n Octopus

Table 1. Comparability of the indices of the automated perimeters Humphrey and Octopus

Humphrey (a5/dB)

Octopus (a5/dB)

MS
CpeaHAs CBETOUYBCTBUTENbHOCTD
mean sensitivity
25-32

MD
cpepHsAs gesnauus 6onee
mean deviation over
«-»2

PSD
CTaHAApPTHOE OTKNOHEHWe naTTepHa
pattern standard deviation
no 6

SF
KPaTKOCPOUHble KonebaHus
short-term fluctuations
1,5-2,5

CPSD
KOpPPEeKTNPOBAHHOE CTaHAAPTHOE OTKNOHeHWe naTTepHa
corrected pattern standard deviation
no 4

MS
CpefHAs CBETOUYYBCTBUTENIBHOCTD
mean sensitivity
25-32

MD
cpepHsas gesmauus 6onee
mean deviation over
«-»2 — «+»2

Lv
BapuabenbHOCTb AeheKkToB
loss variance
0-6

SF
KpaTKoCpouHble KonebaHuns
short-term fluctuations
1,5-2,5

CLv
KOPPEKTMPOBaHHAs BapnabenbHOCTb feheKkToB
corrected loss variance
0-4

25%

75%

u] cramua [ stage IL III, IV cramm I, III, IV stages

70%

m || ctagua |l stage I, I, IV ctagum |, I, IV stages

Puc. 1. YyBCTBUTENBHOCTh KMHETUYECKOU IIEPUMETPUU
npu onpezeneHuu I craguu ITIOYT

Fig. 1. Kinetic perimetry sensitivity when determining
stage I of POAG

[IpeacrapieHHas mepBas cepus pucyHKoB (puc. 1-4)
onpezendeT 4YyBCTBUTENbHOCTD (OO0 NMO3UTUBHBIX
PEe3yJIbTaTOB TECTA B TPYIIE OOJTHHBIX) KUHETHYECKOU
IIepUMETPUU B IIpoliecce pasfefieHUusa I[NIayKOMHO-
ro Impouecca 1o craguaM. B JaHHOM ciIy4ae 4yBCTBU-
TEJbHOCTh — 3TO /0Jg OOJbHBIX, UMeromux ITOYT
COOTBETCTBYIOILE! CTaJuU 110 AaHHBIM KWHETH4eCKON
IIepUMETPHUU.

Kak BuzHO U3 puc. 1-4, BBICOKHI NMPOLEHT OIMUG-
KU MMeJT MECTO TIPU BCEX CTaUAX ITIayKOMBI, 0COOEHHO
pu ompezenenuu Il u IV craguii. YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTD

Ilepumempuueckiie UHOeKCbL 8 OUeHKe cmadull 21ayKoMbl

Puc. 2. UyBCTBUTENBHOCTh KUHETUYECKON NEPUMETPUU
npu onpezenexuw 11 craguu IIOYT

Fig. 2. Kinetic perimetry sensitivity when determining
stage II of POAG

KWHETHUYECKOUN TTepuMeTpuu npu omnpezeneruu [ u 111
CTaZui B MPOLEHTHOM OTHOLIEHUH OBUIA JOCTATOYHO
BeIcOKOU (p<0,05).

Bropas cepus pucyHkoB (puc. 5-8) mokasbIBaeT
crienuGUIHOCTh (ZOJII0 HETaTUBHBIX PE3Y/IbTaTOB TeCTa
B TpyIne 60JbHBIX) KUHETUYECKON MepUMETPUH TIPU
onpezenenuu craguii IIOYT' B cCOOTBETCTBUM C KJjac-
cudukarueit A.Il. HecrepoBa - A.f{. bByauna (1975).
CrerqupUIHOCTHI0O B 3TOM HCCJIEJOBAHUU SABJIAETCA
J071s 6OJIbHBIX, ¥ KOTOPBIX aHHAs CTaAusd IIIayKOMHO-
ro Impoliecca He TIOATBEP:KJanach.
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18%

82%

m Il cramua Il stage =1, IL, IV ctammm I, II, IV stages

47%
53% \

W |V ctagua IV stage @1, 11, Il ctagnu |, 11, 1l stages

Puc. 3. UyBCTBUTE/NbHOCTh KMHETHYECKON IIepHMeTpuu
npu onpeaenenuu III craguu TTIOYT

Fig. 3. Kinetic perimetry sensitivity when determining stage
IITI POAG

Puc. 4. UyBCTBUTE/NBHOCTh KMHETHYECKON IepUMETPUH
npu onpezenenuu IV craguu I[TOYT

Fig. 4. Kinetic perimetry sensitivity in determining stage IV
of POAG

28%

2%

][ cramua [ stage IL III, IV ctammm I, III, IV stages

31%

P

m |l ctagua |l stage

69%

I, WL, IV ctagmm |, lIl, IV stages

Puc. 5. Cenupu9IHOCTh KUHETUYECKOHN MEPUMETPUU TIPU
onpegenenuu I craguu [1OYT

Fig. 5. Kinetic perimetry specificity in determining stage I
of POAG

Puc. 6. CneiupuIHOCTD KUHETUYECKOHN MEPUMETPUU TIPU
onpegenenuu II craguu [TIOYT

Fig. 6. Kinetic perimetry specificity in determining stage II
of POAG

24%

76%

B Il cramms  III stage = I, II, IV ctammm 1, II, IV stages

64%

B [Vcramua IV stage = L II Il cramun 1, 11, 111 stages

Puc. 7. CienuduyHOCTb KNHETUYECKOU NEPUMETPUH IIPU
onpezenenuu III craguu [TOYT

Fig. 7. Kinetic perimetry specificity in determining stage III
of POAG
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Puc. 8. CnenupuyHOCT KUHETUIECKOHN MEPUMETPUU TIPU
ompezenenuu IV craguu I[1OYT

Fig. 8. Kinetic perimetry specificity in determining stage IV
of POAG

3anopoxcey JI.A., Mapmuinosa E.B., Jleeko M.A., Manesannas O.A.
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Ta6bnuya 2. PacnpepgeneHuve rnas 60nbHbIX NO CTAAUAM 1AYKOMbI
Table 2. Distribution of the patients eye by stages of glaucoma

Cragusa nNovr
POAG stage

A6CONOTHOE UMCno rnas
Total number of eyes

%

Bcero / Total

52

26

13

9

57%
28,6%

14,4%

100%

Ms

MD CcLv

@1 cramua | stage B3 cragus 3 stage

02 cragus 2 stage O 310pOBkIE LA

healthy persons

16

14 1

12 f

10

B @

1 ksagpant
1 quadrant

3 KeagpanT
3 quadrant

4 KBagpaHT
4 quadrant

2 KBagpanT
2 quadrant

W] craaus 1 stage @3 craana 3 stage

02 cranus 2 stage Osznopoesie mHLa

healthy persons

Puc. 9. Pacnpejenenne WHAEKCOB aBTOMAaTU3UPOBAaHHOMN
KOMITbIOTEPHOM nIepuMeTpuH ¥ 60mbHbIX [TIOYT U 310pOBBIX
nur (4B)

Fig. 9. Distribution of automated computer perimetry
indices in patients with POAG and healthy individuals (dB)

Kak BuzgHO U3 puc. 5-8, monaydeHa HU3KaA CIeu-
UYHOCTD MPU ONpEEIEHUN BCEX CTAZIUH TIayKOMHO-
ro mpotiecca, ocoberHo II u IV, u 6osiee BrICOKas CIIeLU-
¢uunHOCTD B oTHOWeHNH | 1 III cTaguii ITIOYT (p<0,05).

[Tony4yeHHBIE pe3yabTaThl KNUHETUYECKON MepuMe-
TPUH YKa3bIBAIOT HAa HEOOXOAUMOCTH OIIEHKHU IOKa3a-
teneit SAP, yrinyOaSOUuX U YTOUHSIOMINX HeoOX0u-
Mbl€ TapaMeTphl, HA OCHOBaHWM KOTOPBIX C TPUMEHe-
HHUEM KJIaCTEPHOTO aHa/lIr3a MPOBOAWIOCh GOPMUPOBA-
HUe MaTeEMaTUYeCKN PACCUUTAHHBIX CTAUN TTIayKOMEI.

O1tleHKa IEHTPANBHOTO TOJISA 3PEHMS, IPOBEeHHAS
¢ oMol epuMeTpa «Octopus» y 601bHBIX ¢ [TOYT
U y JUI KOHTPOJIbHOU T'PYIIBI, TOABEPIJIACh CTATH-
CTUYECKOMY aHa/INU3y, 3a7I0’)KEHHOMY B CaMOU cucTeMe
nmepuMeTpa. V13 aHanM3a aBTOMaTHIeCKU OBUTH UCKITIO-
yeHnbl 102 nanuenTa (193 masza), umeromux GpakTop
omnbku usmepenus (RF-gaktop) Beie 15%, Hemo-
Hble BBOJZHBIE [[UPOBLIE JaHHbIE, A TAKXKE JIUIA C IVIa-
ykomoii IV cTaziyiui, TO eCcTh AaibHeHIIee UCCIeJOBaHe
mpoBoaunochk v 48 6onpubix [IOYT (91 r1as), us HUX
27 (56,3%) xermuH, 21 (43,7%) MyKurHa, CpeAHUN

Ilepumempuueckiie UHOeKCbL 8 OUeHKe cmadull 21ayKoMbl

Puc. 10. PacnpegeneHne CKOTOM B LIEHTPaJbHOM IIOJe
3peHus y 60nbHBIX [IOYT U 3J0pPOBBIX JIMI]

Fig. 10. Distribution of central visual field defects in
patients with POAG and healthy individuals

Bo3pacTt 64+10,2 roga (6=0,036). Pacunpenenenue
r71a3 GOJBHBIX, MOJJIEXKAIIUX CTATUCTUYECKOMY aHaJH-
3y, IpUBeZIEHO B mabi. 2.

Kak BugHO u3 mabs. 2, HauboJbllee KOJUYECTBO
a3 owuto ¢ I cragueit TIOYI — 52 (57,0%) riasa,
c II u III craguamu — 26 (28,6%) mas u 13 (14,4%)
I71a3 COOTBETCTBEHHO. B KOHTposbHOU rpymme (26
YyeyoBeK, 52 T7aza) KOJMYECTBO HCCIEAYEMBIX Iyia3
COOTBETCTBOBAJIO KOJUYECTBY a3 6onbpHBEIX I[IOYT
C HavyaJbHOU CTaZvel IJIayKOMBEI.

Ha mepBOoM sTame wucciefoBaHUSA OIeHUWBAIACh
JOCTOBEPHOCTD pa3nyuuil B mokasarensx SAP y 60b-
HBIX C pa3HbIMu cTazuaMu [1OYT. PesynbraTel nIpuBe-
ZleHsl Ha puc. 9, 10.

CTaTUCTUYECKU JAOCTOBEPHBIE PA3NIUYUs AJA Talu-
eHToB, cTpagatomux [TOYT I, II, 11, crazguii, © KOHTPOJIB-
Hoit rpynnel (p=0,002) BbIABNEHHI A CIEAYIOUIUX
mokasaTejell aBTOMaTU3UPOBAHHOU KOMITbIOTEPHOMU
MepUMeTPUU: CPeAHAA CBETOYYBCTBUTENbHOCTb CET-
yatku (MS), cpeguuii gedpext (MD), KOPpEKTHUPOBaH-
Has BapuabenbHOCTh AedexToB (CLV) M A1 CKOTOM,
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Ta6nuuya 3. PacnpegeneHue nokasartenen skckasauuu [13H no craguam y 6onbHbix MOYT 1 340poBbIX NULL

Table 3. Distribution of indicators of the optic disk excavation according to the stages of POAG patients
and healthy individuals

Mokasatenb Cragun Noyr
Fpynna Mexrpynnosbie pa3nuuus
(OTzzfnTme:;;lble Stages of POAG KOHTpOnSs F no Wedche
Indicator Control P Between-group differences
(relative units) 1(1) 1) n@) group (4) by Scheffe
dkckasauns ASH 0,52 0,81 1,0 0,46 915 0,002 41/2-3

Optic disk excavation

lMpumeyaHue: oueHKa pa3n|/|u|/||7| CpefiHNX C MOMOLLbIO ANCNEPCUOHHOIo aHanu3a, rae F — 3HayeHne AUCNepCMOHHONo aHanusa;

p — AOCTOBEPHOCTb Pa3NuUUmnii.

MeXrpynnoBble pasfinuns oueHeHbl no meTogy LWedide:
«=» — pasMunn Mexay rpynnamm Het;

«/» — MMeloTCA A0CTOBEPHbIE Pa3fnunUa Mexay rpynnamu.

Note: assessment of mean differences using analysis of variance, where F is the value of analysis of variance;

p — significance of differences.

Intergroup differences were evaluated according to Scheffe's method:

“_n

— there are no differences between groups;
«/» — there are significant differences between groups.

Ms MD cLv

B 1 xnactep 1 cluster B3 xnactep 3 cluster

02 xnactep 2 cluster 04 xnacrep 4 cluster

(=T I L - B -]

2 KBAgpaHT
2 quadrant

3 KBagpaHT 4 KBAOpPaHT

3 quadrant 4 quad

1 KkeagpaHT
1 quadrant

@] xnactep 1 cluster @3 xnactep 3 cluster

02 xnactep 2 cluster 04 xnactep 4 cluster

Puc. 11. Pacnipesenenuie MHAEKCOB aBTOMAaTU3UPOBaHHOMN
KOMIIBIOTEPHOU MEePUMETPUU B BBIIEIEHHBIX KJacTepax y
60pHBIX [TOYT U 310pOBbIX Jul] (1B)

Fig. 11. Distribution of automated computer perimetry
indices in selected clusters in patients with POAG and
healthy individuals (dB)

JIOKAJIM30BAHHBIX B 1-M (BEpXHEHOCOBOM), 2-M (BEpXHe-
BUCOYHOM) U 3-M (HIDKHEHOCOBOM) KBaZIPAHTAX IOJIA
3peHuda. B 4-M (HIXHEBHCOYHOM) KBaJpaHTe pasJu-
YU HEOCTOBEPHHI.

CrieytoIuM MpeCTaBIeH pacyeT CTaTUCTUYECKON
ZIOCTOBEPHOCTH pa3nnuuii s skckaBanuu /J[3H, omnpe-
JIeJIEHHOH C TIOMOIIBIO PA3TUYHBIX METOZOB OTATHMO-
CKOTIMY U BBIPQXKEHHOW B OTHOCHUTENBbHBIX €JUHUIIAX
(mabn. 3).

CocrossHue skckaBamuu /JI3H He uMmeeT cTaTu-
CTUYECKU JOCTOBEPHBIX PA3JINYUUA Y 3/0POBHIX JIHII
¥ GOJIbHBIX ITIayKOMOl I cTafuu, TaKue e pe3y/IbTaThl
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Puc. 12. PacnipeziesieHre CKOTOM B 1LleHTPaJbHOM IIOJIe 3pe-
HUA B BBIZIEJIEHHEIX KacTepax y 6ombpHEIX ITIOYT u 3m0po-
BBIX JIUL]

Fig. 12. Distribution of the central visual field defects
in selected clusters in patients with POAG and healthy
individuals

aHaJIoTMYHbI /1 601pHbIX ¢ II v 11T ctaguamu ITOVYT, uTo
TpebyeT yTOUYHEHUA AaHHBIX AUCKOCKOIUU METOAOM
refizienbbeprckoit peruHanbHoi Tomorpaduu (HRT)
WY ONITUYECKON KorepeHTHOH ToMorpaduu (OCT).
Ha BTOpOM 3Tame uccieZioBaHusA C LeJabi0 paspa-
OOTKYM KpPUTEPUEB TOYHOHN JUArHOCTUKHU CTAAUU TIay-
KOMHI (kpoMe IV cTazuu) mpoBeZieH KIacTepHBIM aHa-
3 y 48 6ombHbIx [TIOYT (91 m1a3) ¥ y 340pOBHIX JIUII.
Ero 1enbio ABAAETCA HaXOXKJEHUE CXOXUX 0OBHEKTOB
B BEIOOPKeE, UX YIIOPAZOYMBaHKE B CPABHUTEIBHO OJHO-
POZHEBIE TPYIIIBI U «aBTOMaTH4ecKas KIacCuUKaIms».
PesysnbraTel ipeAcTasieHsl Ha puc. 11 v 12.

3anopoxcey JI.A., Mapmuinosa E.B., Jleeko M.A., Manesannas O.A.
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Tabnuya 4. PacnpegeneHune 60nbHbIX N0 3KckaBauuu [13H B BbiAeneHHbIX Knactepax
Table 4. The distribution of patients by the optic disc excavation in selected clusters

Nokasatenb Knactepbl Mexrpynnogble pa3nuums
(oTHOCUTENbHBIE ’ w
eMHILb) Clusters F p no LWedie
. Between-group differences
Indicator by Scheffe
(relative units) 1 2 3 4 y
dkckasauma [A3H 0,52 0,59 0,74 0,54 2,39 0,08 -

Optic disc excavation

MpumeyaHue: oLeHKa pPasnUUMn CPEAHMX C MOMOLLbIO ANCNEPCMOHHOIO aHanu3a, rae F — 3HaueHMe AUCNEepPCUOHHOTO aHanmsa;

p — AOCTOBEPHOCTb Pa3Nnuui.

MeXrpynnosble pa3nuuusa oueHeHbl no metoay Wedde:
«=» — PasnMUnNin Mexay rpynnamm Her;

«/» — NMEITCA JOCTOBEPHbIe PAa3NnUNsA MEXAY rpynnamu.

Note: assessment of mean differences using analysis of variance, where F is the value of analysis of variance;

p — significance of differences.

Intergroup differences were evaluated according to Scheffe’s method:

“_n

— there are no differences between groups;
«/» — there are significant differences between groups.

CTaTUCTUYECKU AOCTOBEPHBIE PA3JINYUA MEXKIY
4 BBIZIEJIEHHBIMUY KJIACTEPAMU BHISIBJIEHBI JJISI CJIEAYIO-
mux mokasatesei: CLV ¥ KoJIudyecTBa CKOTOM, OIleHEeH-
HBIX cucTeMoi aHanu3a Octopus Kak CTaTUCTUYECKH
nocroBepHble (p<0,05).

3aTeM ObUT TPOBEZIEH KIAaCTEPHBIA aHAINU3 pacIpe-
JeneHua mias 6oabHBIX ITIOYT 1o oLieHKe 3KCKaBaljuu
JI3H (maba. 4).

CTaTUCTHYECKY JOCTOBEPHBIX pasnuyui o ledpde
Ay 3/l 3puTenbHOrO HepBa IpU KJIaCTEPHOM aHajIu3e
MIOJIYYUTh He yaanock (p>0,05), 4To cBA3aHO C HECOBEP-
IIIEHHBIM MeTOoZIoM u3Mepenus (/] 6bUIa IpeAcTaBIeHa
B OTHOCHUTEJbHBIX BeanunHax). C MoBceMeCTHRIM BHe-
IpeHUEM COBPEMEHHBIX METOOB U3MepeHUs TIyou-
Hbl ¥ BEJUYUHBI SKCKABAIlUU MOXHO OyZeT MOJyYUTh
6osiee TOYHBIN PE3YJIBTAT C YYETOM JPYTUX JUATHOCTH-
yeckux BoaMmoxkHocTel (HRT, OCT).

[To pe3ynbpraTaM KJIacTEPHOTO aHAIM3a OBLIO TOY-
YeHO aBTOMAaTU3UPOBaHHOE pa3/ejieHre Ha TPYIIIbL Ha
OCHOBAHMU M3MeHEeHUH B LIeHTPAJIbHOM II0JIe 3peHus.
B kavecTBe paboueli TUIOTEe3bl MBI MpEATNOIaTaIH,
yto I ctaguu ITOYT cooTBeTcTByeT 1-if knacrep, II cra-
auu — 2-# kinacrep, Il ctaguu — 3-i Kiacrep, a 370-
POBBEIM JIMIIaM — 4 KJIacTep.

Jlist pa3paboTKY KOJTMYECTBEHHBIX KDUTEPUEB Ha-
THOCTUKU CTa/IU¥ TJIayKOMBI HAa OCHOBE IMOKa3aTesen
CTAaHZAPTHOU aBTOMAaTU3UPOBAHHOW KOMIbIOTEPHOU
IepuMeTpUH, PACCUYUTAaHA COOTBETCTBYIOIIAA CXeMa.
CraTucTrdyeckas mporpaMma ompezesnia noka3areib
KOPPEKTHPOBaHHOM BapuabenbHocTU ZedekToB (CLV)
HauboJjee 3SHAYNMBIM.

Kak nokasaHo Ha puc. 13, 3HayeHVe ITOKasaTesd
CLV menee 8 ab ompegenseT 60JbHBIX, HE CTpaalo-
mux miaykomoii. OcTanbHble KjacTephl, BKIIOYAIOIILe
GOJIbHBIX C [JIAYKOMOM pas3HbIX CTaZMM, 3aHUMAIOT TIPO-
MexyTok oT 8,1 ab 10 36 aB u Goiee.

Ilepumempuueckiie UHOeKCbL 8 OUeHKe cMadull 21ayKoMbl

Puc. 13. Cxema, ocCHOBaHHas Ha MOKa3aTesle KOPPeKTHUPO-
BaHHOU BapuabenbHOCTH AeHEeKTOB

Fig. 13. Scheme, based on the index of the corrected loss
variance

Co3zaHHasg «aBTOMaTHUYecKasd KJIacCUQUKAIUI»
Ana onpezenenusa craguu [1IOYI ¢ ucnonb3oBaHUEM
nHZAEeKCOB SAP pacmupseT paMK{ IPUMeHEeHUs JJaHHO-
ro AMAarHOCTUYECKOTI'O METOZa.

[IpenyiokeH CKPUHUHTOBBIY METO/, «BU3yalbHOTO
dbopMupOBaHUA KBAZPAHTOB» II€HTPAJBHOTO IIOJA
3penus (LI13). OH ocHOBaH Ha 0COGEHHOCTU BBHIXOJ-
HOI'0 paspelleHus IPUHTEPOB, KOTOPOe OrpaHUYUBaA-
eT MaKCUMaJbHOe KOJIWYeCTBO CKOTOM B OJJHOM KBa-
JlpaHTe, IoJydyaeMoe IIpU paclnedyaTKe pe3yabTaToB,
YTO CTAOWIBHO AJIS KaXKAOTO BUJA aBTOMAaTU3UPOBaH-
Horo nepumetpa. Tak, B OZHOM KBaJpaHTe IOJA 3pe-
HUA Ha iepuMeTpe «Octopus» IpY MeYaTH MOXKET ObITH
IIOKa3aHO MaKCHMMaiabHO 15 CKOTOM, Ha IepuMeTpe
«Humphrey» — 19 ckotom. WiumocTpanuei 3Toi Tex-
HUYECKON 0COGEHHOCTH MOXeT CIYKUTb OTpaHude-
HUe KOJIMYeCTBa CUMBOJIOB B CTPOKE U CTPOK Ha JIUCTe
dopmaTa A4 pu 3aZlaHHBIX NOJIAX, WpUdTe, HHTEPIU-
Hbsxke (mpudr Times New Roman, kerib 14, uHTepIu-
HbAX 1,5, cTpok 38-41). Mi3aMeHeHUe 3TOTO cTaHAapTa
TpUBEJET K CHIKEHUIO YI060UUTaeMOCTU TEKCTA WU,
B CJlyyae pacredaTKyd KapThl IOJel 3peHus, K «CIusd-
HUIO» CKOTOM IIpY IIeYaTH.
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Pesynbtat LN3
Central visual field testing results

CchopMUpPOBaHHBIN KBafPaHT
Formed quadrant

Puc. 14. Meroz «Bu3yanabHOro GopMHUpPOBaHUA KBaZ[paHTOB»

Fig. 14. The method of «visual formation of quadrants»

CyTh CKPUHWHT'OBOTO METOZA «BU3yaJbHOTO GOp-
MHPOBAHUs KBaJPpaHTOB» COCTOUT B JIOTUYECKOM Iiepe-
pacrpeziesieHuu o6IIero KojauvecTsa ckorom B LITI3.
Eciu oblee KOJIMYECTBO CKOTOM He TPEBHINIAET IUIO0-
magyu 1 KkBagpaHTa — AuarHoctupyeTcs I ctagud ria-
YKOMBI; KOJTMUECTBO CKOTOM IPUOIU3UTETHHO COOTBET-
CTBYeT IUIOWaJAM 2-X KBa[paHTOB — AUArHOCTUPYETCA
II cragua [TOYT; ecnu B 1113 3anmosiHeHH 3 KBaJpaHTa,
YTO SABJSETCH, COOCTBEHHO, KOJbIIEBOH CKOTOMON —
sto III ctazgua rmaykomsl; IV — TepMuHanbHad cragus
IayKOMHOTO IIpoliecca IpeAnoaaraeT pacnpejeieHue
CKOTOM BO BCEM I10JI€ 3pEHUH.

Ha puc. 14 BUAHO, 94TO CKOTOMEI yzaeTrcs chopMu-
poBathb Ha 1Iowazau 1 ksaapanta LI13, yro, o Hawemy
MIpe/TI0N0XEHUI0, COOTBETCTBYET | cTafuu I1ayKOMBI.
Pa6oTas MOCTOAHHO C OAHON MOJENbI0 CTaHAAPTHOTO
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ABTOMATU3NPOBAHHOI'0O KOMIIBIOTEPHOI'O II€EPHUMETPA,
HpaKTI/IKYI'OH.lI/Iﬁ O(i)T&JII)MOJIOI‘ IIoJiyqaeT AOCTaTO4YHO
BBICOKYIO TOYHOCTDb B IIPEAJIO)KEHHOM CKPUHUHI'OBOM
METOAE OIIpeAC/IEHUA CTEI,Z[I/Iﬁ TJIayKOMHOTO ITpOoIiecca.

BbiBOAbI

1. OnpezneneHye cTaguy IMIAyKOMbI MOXKHO IIPOBO-
IUTH HE TOJBKO IO JIOKANTU3alUU U [TIyOMHE CKOTOM
B LIII3, ompefeneHHOM C MOMOIIBID aBTOMAaTU3UPO-
BaHHOUM KOMIIbIOTEPHOU MepUMeTPUH, HO U Ha OCHO-
Beé OLIEHKM CTaTUCTHUYECKUX WH/EKCOB, UMeIOUINXCA
B pAZie MoJesiell aBTOMaTU3MPOBaHHBIX IIePUMETPOB.

2. IlpeanoxeH CKPUHUHIOBBI MeTOJ oIpeze-
JIeHUA CTaZuU IVIayKOMBI, aKTyaJbHBIM B YCIOBHAX
aM0yIaTOPHO-TIOJNIMKINHUYECKOTO 3BeHa OPTaIbMO-
JIOTUYECKOH CIIyKOBI.
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