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Pe3ome

LLE/b. N3yunTb 3nmaemmnonormyeckme ocCoO6eHHOCTM pac-
NPOCTPaHeHUs rnaykombl cpefn HaceneHus PO n oueHUTb
OopraHu3auuio NepBUYHON cCneunannu3npoBaHHON Meau-
LIMHCKON NOMOLLM NauueHTam C AaHHOW naTonoruen.

MATEPUAJIbI U METOAbl. O6beKTOM AaHHOMO UCCneao-
BaHWS ABWNOCb HaceneHne PD ¢ AMATHO30OM «rNIAyKOMax.
[na oueHKN 3NNAEeMNONOrMYecKNX 0CO6eHHOCTEN pacnpo-
CTPAHEHMSA TNayKoMbl U OLEHKN OpraHW3auuu nepBuYHOA
Cneunann3MpoBaHHON MeAULMHCKON NOMOLWM MauneHTam
C AAHHOW MaTonoruen no AaHHbIM hepepanbHbix Gopm
cTatucTuueckon otyetHoctu (chopma N2 12, N 30) 6binu
paccunTaHbl cneaytolme nokasarenu: oblas 1 nepeuyHas
3a6oneBaeMocTb HaceneHms PO rnaykomoii; Aons naum-
€HTOB C rMayKoMOM, COCTOALLMX HA AUCMNAHCEPHOM yuyeTe
y Bpauen-oranbmonoros; o6ecrneyeHHOCTb HaceneHus
Bpayamu-odTanobmonoramn (Ppusanueckumm nuLamm) Ha
100 TbiC. HACeNEHUs; 4ONA NALMEHTOB C UArHO30M «rnayKo-
May, YCTAHOBMIEHHbIM MPU NPOBEAEHNN NPOPUNAKTUUYECKNX
0CMOTPOB; 06lee KONNUYECTBO 3aperncTpupoBaHHbIX NaLu-
€HTOB €O cnenotoi u cnabosuaeHmem. CraTucTuyeckas
o6paboTka MaTepuana Bkftuvana MeToAbl ONuUcaTenbHO
CTAaTUCTUKW; pacyeT CPefHUX W OTHOCUTENbHbIX BENUUYUH
C NpeABapuTeNbHOW OLEHKOW pacnpefeneHus nokasarte-
nen Ha HOPManbHOCTb. [INA onpeaeneHus KoppensiuuoH-
HON CBA3U MeXAy KOMMYECTBEHHbIMU MepemMeHHbIMU 6bin
MCNONb30BAH METOA PaHroBoOW Koppensuuu CnupmeHa.

PE3YNIbTATbl. Ha OCHOBE W3yYeHHbIX AAHHbIX Nofy4ye-
Hbl CpefjHMe 3HaueHus: NnokasaTenen obler N NepBuY-
HoWl 3aboneBaemocTu rnaykomon 78,2 (55,8-105,3) cnyuas
Ha 100 TbiC. HaceneHus; [ONW MALUEHTOB C TNayKomoun,
COCTOAWMX Ha AucnaHcepHom yuete — 80% (74,4-85,8%).
MpoBeAeHHbIi KOPPENALMOHHbBIA aHANU3 YCTaHOBUN yme-
PEHHYIO MPAMYID CTAaTUCTUUECKM 3HAUUMYI0 CBSI3b Mexay
nokasatenamu o6lwein M nepBUUYHON 3ab60/eBaEMOCTU

HaceneHua rnaykomoi (KoathduuneHT paHroBon Koppe-
naumm r=0,72 npu p<0,05). B cBOW ouepeab, Koppens-
LMOHHAA CBA3b Mexay nokasatenamu 3ab6onesBaemocTu
HaceneHus rnaykomom v nokasatenem ob6ecneyeHHOCTH
HaceneHus Bpayamn-oTanbMoNOraMm He YCTAHOBNEHA
(r=0,14, p>0,05). YcTaHOBNEHO, UTO MOKa3aTeNnu gucnaHcep-
HOro HabnAeHNA NALMEHTOB C rMAyKOMOW He 3aBUCAT
OT 3HaueHWN nokasaTtens obuieir 3a6oeBaeMocT Hace-
nexHmna rnaykomoit (r=0,16) 1 o6ecneuyeHHOCT HaceneHus
Bpauamu-odranbmonoramu (r=013). OTmeuaetcs cnabas
obpaTHas KoppenaunoHHas CBA3b Mexay fonen 3abone-
BAHWM, BbIIBNEHHbIX MPU NPOUNAKTUUECKMX OCMOTpaX,
1 nokasaTesem nepBMYHON 3a60NEBAEMOCTU HaCeneHus
rnaykomoi (r=-0,28; p<0,05). Tak)xe KOppensMOHHbIN aHa-
N3 He YCTAHOBUM B3aMMOCBA3M MeXAY 3HaYeHnem noka-
3aTena obulweii 3a601eBaeMoCT HaceneHus rnaykomon
M 06LMM KONMYECTBOM 3aperucTpupoBaHHbIX MaLMEeHTOB
co cnenoToii n cnabosugernem (r=-0,008).

3AKMKOYEHUE. OueHKy ypoBHSI 3a601€BaeMOCTU MMayKo-
MOW HaceneHns KOHKPEeTHOW TeppuTopum LenecoobpasHo
NPOBOAUTb B CPABHEHUMN CO CPEAHUMU 3HAYEHUAMU MOKa-
3atens no P®, npeacTtaBNeHHOro MeAMaHOW M KBapTanb-
HbIM AMana3oHOM. YpOBeHb 3a60N1€BaemMoCTu HaceneHus
rNaykomol CTaTUCTUYECKM He CBSI3aH C YpOBHeM obecne-
UEHHOCTM HaceneHusa Bpayamu-oTanbmonoramu. Jons
AVCNAHCEPHOro HabnoheHUs NaLueHToB C FMAyKoMon He
3aBUCUT OT 06ECMeYeHHOCTM HaceneHnsa Bpayamm-odranb-
MofioramMu 1 ypoBHS 3a60neBaeMoCTU rnaykoMon. YpoBeHb
pacnpocTpaHeHusi cnenoTbl U CNabOBUAEHNA CTAaTUCTUYeE-
CKN He MMeeT KOppensuMOoHHYI 3aBUCUMOCTb OT 3abone-
BAEeMOCTU HACeNeHUs rnaykomou.

KMIOYEBDBIE C/TOBA: 3a60n1eBaeMoCTb rnaykomoin, o6e-
CMeyeHHOCTb Bpayamu-oTanbMonoramm, cnenoTa, cnabo-
BUAEHME.
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Abstract

PURPOSE. To study the epidemiological features of glau-
coma prevalence among the population of the Russian
Federation and to assess the organization of primary spe-
cialized medical care for patients with this pathology.

MATERIALS AND METHODS. The subject of this study
was the population of the Russian Federation diagnosed
with glaucoma. In order to assess the epidemiological
features of glaucoma prevalence and to assess the organi-
zation of primary specialized medical care for patients
with this pathology, according to the federal statistical
reporting forms (Forms No. 12, No. 30), the following
indicators were calculated: overall and primary incidence
of glaucoma in the general population; proportion of
patients with glaucoma who are registered with ophthal-
mologists; availability of ophthalmologists (individuals)
per 100 thousand population; proportion of patients
with glaucoma diagnosis established during preventive
examinations; total number of registered patients with
blindness and visual impairment. Statistical processing
of the material involved methods of descriptive sta-
tistics; calculation of average and relative values with
a preliminary assessment of the distribution of indica-
tors for normality. Spearman rank correlation method
was used to determine the correlation between quanti-
tative variables.

RESULTS. The studied data was used to calculate the
following average values: total and primary glaucoma inci-
dence among the population of the Russian Federation —
78.2 (55.8-105.3) cases per 100 thousand population; the
proportion of patients with dispensary registered glauco-
ma — 80% (74.4-85.8%). The performed correlation analy-
sis established a moderate direct statistically significant

relationship between the indicators of total and primary
glaucoma incidence among the population (rank correla-
tion coefficient: r=0.72 at p<0.05). In its turn, the correlation
between the indicators of glaucoma incidence among the
population and the availability of ophthalmologists for
the population has not been established (r=0.14, p>0.05).
It was found that the indicators of dispensary observa-
tion of glaucoma patients do not depend on the indica-
tors of total glaucoma incidence (r=0.16) and availability
of ophthalmologists for the population (r=0.13). There is
a weak inverse correlation between the proportion of glau-
coma cases detected during preventive examinations and
the indicator of primary glaucoma incidence among the
population (r=-0.28; p<0.05). Also, the correlation analysis
did not establish a relationship between the indicator
of total glaucoma incidence among the population and
the total number of registered patients with blindness
and low vision (r=-0.008).

CONCLUSION. The incidence rate of glaucoma in specific
administrative territories should be assessed by compari-
son with the average values among the whole population,
which are represented by the median and quarterly ranges.
The incidence rate of glaucoma in the general popula-
tion is not statistically related to the level of availability
of ophthalmologists for the population. The proportion
of follow-up observation of glaucoma patients does not
depend on the availability of ophthalmologists and the
level of glaucoma incidence. The incidence of blindness
and low vision does not statistically correlate with the inci-
dence of glaucoma in the population.

KEYWORDS: the incidence of glaucoma, the availability
of ophthalmologists, blindness, low vision.
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€CMOTPSI Ha TO YTO ITayKOMa He BXO/UT B Iepe-
YeHb COILIMAJbHO 3HAYMMBIX 3a00J€BaHUM,
ompeZieieHHbIX MTOCTaHOBNIeHWeM [IpaBUTENb-
ctBa PO N2 715 ot 1 mekabps 2004 1., 1aHHOE
3abosieBaHue UMeET 3HAYUTENbHYIO COITUANBHYIO POJIb,
TaK Kak 3aHUMaeT JUJUpyIolllee MECTO CpeJy PUIUH
WHBAJIUJHOCTY 110 OpraHy 3peHus U ero MpuAaTOYHO-
My anmapaty [1-5]. OddexTuBHaA opraHuzanus Mesiu-
LIMHCKOI IOMOIIM IMalllieHTaM C JaHHOM IaToJoruei
CTPOUTCS Ha CBeJEHUAX O €€ PACIPOCTPAHEHHOCTH.
[To MHEHHIO psifia aBTOPOB, TIOKa3aTean 3ab0IeBaeMo-
CTY HaCeJIeHWs HAPAMYIO 3aBUCAT OT YPOBHA JOCTYII-
HOCTU TIEPBUYHOU MeJUKO-CAHUTAPHOU IOMOIIH,
KOTOpasi, B CBOIO OYepe/b, ONpeensieTcs obecrneyeH-
HOCTBIO HacesleHus Bpayamu [6-12]. TTo gaHHBIM ese-
PaJbHBIX GOPM CTATUCTUYECKOW OTUYETHOCTHU U PE3YIIb-
TAaTOB MHOT'OYMCJEHHBIX UCCIe0BaHUMN, ypOBeHb
3a60/1eBaeMOCTH HaceJeHUs [MIayKOMOU B PasIMYHBIX
cyobekTax PO oTnnuaercsa B HeCKolIbKo pas [13-24].
VzyueHnue 3abosneBaemMocTu HaceneHus PP rimayko-
MO, oTpe/ieJieHue KPUTEPUEB €€ OlleHKU U (aKTOPOB,
ONpEZIENAIIINX €€ YPOBEHD, ABJSAIOTCA aKTyaJbHBIMU
BOIIPOCAMHU /IJIST TPAKTUYECKOTO 3/[PaBOOXPaHEHMUS.
Llesb — U3YYUTH SMUJEMUOIOTHIECKHE 0COOEHHO-
CTHU pacmpoCcTpaHeHUs IMIAyKOMBI cpefu HaceneHus PO
U OIEHUTH OPTaHU3AIUIO MEPBUYHON CIIEIUATU3UPO-
BaHHOM MeJUIIMHCKON IIOMOIIY MalieHTaM C JaHHOU
MMaTOJOTHEMN.

MaTtepuanbl 1 MeToAbl

O6BEKTOM ZAHHOI'O KCCIeJOBaHUs ABUIOCH Hace-
snenne PO c 1uarHo3oM «ryaykoma» (IepBUYHas, BTO-
pUYHasA, OTKPBITOYTOJbHAS, 3aKPBITOYTOJMbHA), yCTa-
HOBJIEHHBIM BIIEPBBIE WJIM PaHee U3BEeCTHBIM. [l
OIIEHKU 3TMHUAEMUOJIOTHYECKUX 0COOEHHOCTEHN pacIpo-
CTpaHeHUs TIayKOMBI M OLIEHKM OpraHU3alluy Mep-
BUYHOU CIIEIIMATN3NPOBAHHON MEAUIIMHCKON TOMOIIN
manueHTaM ¢ JaHHOM MaTOoJIOTUEN 1Mo AaHHBIM dee-
pasbHBIX GOpPM CTaTUCTUYECKOU oTyeTHOCTU (popMma
N2 12 «CBezieHus 0 yucie 3aboseBaHui, 3aperuCTpu-
POBAHHBIX y NAIMEHTOB, MPOXUBAKIINX B palioHe
0b6CTyKMBaHUA MEJUIIMHCKOM opraHu3aiuu», Gpopma
N° 30 «CBezieHUA O AeATENbHOCTU MEJULIMHCKUAX Opra-
HU3alMi») OBUTM pacCUUTaHBl CIeAyIOIIMe ToKa3aTe-
Jiv: ob1as u mepBUYHas 3a60seBaeMOCTh HaceleHUs
P® riaykoMoii; A0 MallMeHTOB C TIIayKOMOM, COCTO-
AIUX Ha AucrnancepHoM yueTe (/IY) y Bpadei-opTanb-
MOJIOTOB; 00OecleueHHOCTb HaceJeHUs BpadyaMu-
odTanbmonioramu (GU3MIecKUMU JuiiaMu) Ha 10 ThIC.
HaceJIeHUs; 10JIs TTAIlEHTOB C IMAaTHO30M «IJIayKOMa,
YCTAHOBJIEHHBIM TIPU MPOBEAEHUM MPOPIIAKTHIECKIX
OCMOTPOB; 00lIlee KOJUYECTBO 3aPEruCTPUPOBAHHBIX
[IaLMEeHTOB CO CJIEIOTOM U cIab0OBUEHHEM.

CraTucTuyveckas o6paboTka MaTepuaia BKIIOYIIA
MEeTOZBI ONKMCATENbHON CTATUCTHUKU; pacdeT CPpeHHUX
Y OTHOCUTEJIbHBIX BeTMYMH. KosyecTBeHHbIE TepeEMEH-
Hble OTMCBHIBAIUCH MIPU NIPEABAPUTETHHON UX OIleHKE
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Ha COOTBeTCTBUE 3aKoHY ['aycca — Jlammaca (3aK0H HOP-
MaJIbHOT'O paclipeZiesieHHsI BEPOATHOCTEN) C UCIIOIb30-
BaHueM Tecra IlManupo — Yunka. Tak kak Bce aHaIu-
3UpyeMble IlepeMeHHble He COOTBETCTBOBAIN 3aKOHY
HOPMAJILHOI'O paclipe/ie/IeHus, JaHHble NIPe/CTaBIEHb
B dpopmate Me (Q25-Q75). i onpezeneHus Koppe-
JALMOHHON CBA3KU MeXAy KOJIWYeCTBEHHBIMU Iepe-
MEHHBIMU OBUI MCIIOJB30BaH METOJ PAHTOBOM KOppe-
sanuu CiupMeHa. PacueTsl IpoBeJieHBI C UCIIOIb30Ba-
HUEM MporpaMMHOro obecnedeHus Statistica 13.0.

Pe3ynbTaThl 1 06CyXaeHNe

PacrmipeziesieHue mokasaTens obiieil 3aboseBaemMo-
CTH HacejleHUs cyobeKToB PO rimaykomMol He COOTBET-
CTByeT HopMasbHOMY (puc. 1). MUHUMaNbHOE 3HaUeHue
nmokasarensa — 197,6 ciydas Ha 100 ThIC. HaceleHus,
MakcuMasbHoe — 2 028,5 ciyyad Ha 100 ThIC. Hace-
sneHuda. Meauana cocrasuna 803,2 ciy4yad Ha 100 ToIC.
HaceJleHus, KBapTWIbHBIN pasmax 644,7-1027 ciydaes
Ha 100 Tric. HaceneHus (44 pervona P®). B psge peruo-
HOB HaOJII0JAI0TCA IoKa3aTean obIeii 3a601eBaeMOCTH
MeHee 644,7 ciydas Ha 100 Thic. HaceneHus (maba. 1).

Bo Bcex ocTanbHbIX cybbekTax PO 3HaueHUe MOKa-
3aTens o6Iel 3a60eBaeMOCTH HAaXOJAUTCSA B KBap-
TWJIBHOM /IMaTla30He WJIW MPEBBINIAET ero.

3HaveHUe MOKa3aTesnel MePBUYHON 3a60eBaeMo-
CTU HaceJleHUs IJIayKOMOU B pa3pe3e BceX pernoHoB PO
TakXe UMeeT aCUMMeTPUYHOe pacnpezeneHue (puc. 2).
MuHuMaibHOe 3HaueHue mmokaszaTensd — 20,7 ciayyas Ha
100 TeIC. HaceneHuda, MakcuManbHoe — 202,8 ciayvas
Ha 100 TeIc. HaceneHud. CpeZiHee 3HAaYEHUE COCTaBUIIO
78,2 (55,8-105,3) ciyuyaa Ha 100 Thic. HaceneHusd. Hus-
KUe 3HaueHUs T0Ka3aTesls TIepBUYHOMN 3a601eBaeMOCTH
HacejieHUs Taykomon (MeHee 55,8 ciydas Ha 100 Thic.
HaceJeHus) oTMeualTcs B cybbekTax PP, mpezacras-
JIEHHBIX B mab. 2.

OlleHKa JUCIaHCEPHOT0 HaOJMIOfeHNs MalleHTOB
C TVIayKOMOU TaKke yCTaHOBWJIA aCUMMETPUYHOE pac-
npeziesieHue Mokasatensd. CpejHee 3HaUeHMeE O Ta-
LIMEHTOB C JUArHO30M «IJIayKOMa», cOoCcToAuUX Ha JIY
y Bpada-odranbpmMosora, cocrasuio 80% (74,4-85,8%).
MuHuUManbHOE 3HaueHHe Iokasatensa — 44%, Makcu-
MasnbHOe — 100%. B cieayromux pernoHax OTMevaroT-
Csl HEeyJOBJIETBOPUTENbHBIE 3HAYEHUs IOKa3aTeas —
MeHee 74,4% (maba. 3).

CpenHee 3HAaYeHWE [I0JU TALIMEHTOB C IMATHO30M
«TJIAyKOMa», YCTAaHOBJIEHHBIM IMPU MPOBEAEHUU IPO-
bUIaKTUYECKUX OCMOTPOB, OT OOIIEro KOJUYeCTBa
3aperucTpUPOBaHHbIX 3a00eBaHul cocTaBUiIo 2,3%
(1-4,7%). 3uaueHue nokasaress Bapbupyetcsa oT 0 10
43,1%. ITo coctosuuio Ha 2017 1. Haubosee HU3KHE
3Ha4yeHUsd MOoKa3aTess YCTaHOBJIEHbl B PerMoHax, yKa-
3aHHBIX B mao. 4.

[IpoBesieHHBIN KOpPpEALMOHHBIN aHalIU3 yCTaHO-
BIWI YMEPEHHYIO NMPAMYI CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUUMYIO
CBSI3b MEX/Y TIOKa3aTeasIMu 00Iel 1 epBUIHOM 3a60-
JIEBA€MOCTH HaceJeHUs IIaykoMoi (koadduuueHT
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Ta6nuya 1. Cy6bekTbl PO ¢ nokasatenem o6wein 3a601€BaeMoCTH rMayKoMoN HUXe KBApTUbHOTO Auana3oHa
Table 1. Constituencies of the Russian Federation listed by total glaucoma incidence below the quartile range

Cy6bekT Poccuiickon Megepauun
Constituency of the Russian Federation

06was 3a60/1€BaeMOCTb FnayKkomom
Ha 100 TbiC. HaceneHus
Total glaucoma incidence
per 100 thousand population

Ka6apaunHo-bankapckas Pecny6nuka / Kabardino-Balkar Republic
EBpeiickas aBTOHOMHas o6nacTb / Jewish Autonomous Oblast

Pecny6nuka TeiBa / Tuva Republic

Pecny6nuka flarectaH / Republic of Dagestan
Pecny6nuka WHrywetus / Republic of Ingushetia
YeueHckan Pecny6nuka / Chechen Republic

KapauaeBo-Yepkecckas Pecnybnuka / Karachay-Cherkess Republic

fimano-HeHeukuii AO / Yamalo-Nenets Autonomous ORkrug
CraBpononbckuin kpam |/ Stavropol Krai

Kanyxckas o6nactb / Kaluga Oblast

Kypckas o6nactb / Kursk Oblast

Tomckas o6nactb / Tomsk Oblast

Pecny6nuka CeBepHasa Ocetus — Ananus / Republic of North Ossetia - Alania

Bonrorpaackas o6nactb / Volgograd Oblast

MypmaHckas o6nactb / Murmansk Oblast

Yysaluckas Pecny6nuka / Chuvash Republic

Pecny6nuka Kanmbikusi [ Republic of Kalmykia

Pecny6nuka Kpbim / Republic of Crimea

NMpumopckuii kpan / Primorsky Krai

XaHTbl-MaHcuiickuin AO |/ Khanty-Mansi Autonomous Okrug
Amypckasi o6nactb / Amur Oblast

1976
255,8
272,2
280,0
329,9
336,1
365,1
437,8
463,2
500,7
529,7
572,9
577,0
596,2
599,2
602,7
606,2
607,7
608;1
611,0
637,9

LWanwpo - Yunk / Shapiro - Wilk W=,96507, p=,02107

Yucno pernoHos / Number of regions

s, o

1000 1200 1400 1800 1800 2000 2200

o 2000 400 600 8OO0

0O6Las 3a601eBaeMoCThb r1ayKoMoii Ha 100 ThiC. HaceneHws /
Total glaucoma incidence per 100 thousand population

Puc. 1. PacmpezeneHrie 3Ha4eHMH Mokasarend obIe 3a-
60JIEBAEMOCTH HACEIEHUs [TIAyKOMOU CpeAr PErnOHOB PO
110 cocTosAHMIO Ha 2017 T.

Fig. 1. Distribution of the values of total glaucoma
incidence among the population of the Russian Federation
regions as of year 2017
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panroBoi koppensauuu: r=0,72 npu p<0,05). B cBoro
ouepe/b, KOPpENAIUOHHAsS CBA3b MEXKAY TIOKa3aTeNIAMU
3a60/IeBaEMOCTH HaceJeHUs IJIayKOMOH U MToKa3aTeeM
obecreveHHOCTH HaceJeHUs BpayaMu-0TaaIbMoJIora-
MU He ycTaHoBieHa (r= 0,14, p>0,05) (puc. 3).

YcTaHOBJIEHO, YTO TOKa3aTead AUCIAHCEPHOTO
HabIoeHYs TAllMeHTOB C IIAyKOMOM He 3aBHCAT OT
3HauYeHUl MoKasaTess o6Ieli 3ab6oseBaeMoOCTH Hace-
JneHus miaykomont (r=0,16) u obecleueHHOCTH Hace-
JeHusd Bpadamu-odrasbmosnoramu (r=0,13). OTmeua-
eTcs cinabast obpaTHass KOPPEIAIUOHHAs CBA3b MEXIY
JoJiell 3a60IeBaHUl, BBIABIEHHBIX MIPU MPOGUIAKTU-
YeCKUX OCMOTpax, U MoKasaTejeM IepBUYHOMN 3abose-
BaeMOCTH HacejeHus rmaykomon (r=-0,28; p<0,05).
TakKe KOpPENAIMOHHBIN aHAIU3 HE YCTAaHOBUI B3au-
MOCBSI3M MEX/y 3HaUeHueM IMoKasaTessa obiei 3a60-
JIEBAEMOCTHU HaceJIeHUs TIayKOMOU U OOIUM KOoJrde-
CTBOM 3apErUCTPUPOBAHHBIX TAI[MEHTOB CO CJIEMOTON
u cinabougenem (r=-0,008) (puc. 4).

[Ipy mpoBeseHUMW aHANIM3a pPe3yIbTATUBHOCTU
CTPYKTYPHBIX TNOApa3fesieHu MeZWULMHCKUX Opra-
HM3aIMi, OKa3bIBAOIIUX MEAUITUHCKYIO ITOMOIIb 110
npodwrio opTambMOSOTUs, MOTyYeHHbIE 3HAYEHUS
IoKasaTesel 3a4acTyio CPaBHUBAIOTCS CO CPEAHUMU

Yynpos A./l., locuuykuii A.O., TpybHukoe B.A., Kazakosa T.H.
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Ta6nuya 2. Cy6bekTbl PO ¢ nokasatenem nepsuYHON 3a601eBaeMOCTYN FMAYKOMOI HIKEe KBapTUNBbHOTO ANanasoHa

Table 2. Constituencies of the Russian Federation by primary glaucoma incidence below the quartile range

Cy6bekT Poccuiickon Qepepauumn
Constituency of the Russian Federation

MepBuuHas 3a60neBaeMoCTb rnayKkomoii
Ha 100 TbiC. HaceneHus
Primary glaucoma incidence
per 100 thousand populaiton

EBpelickas aBToOHOMHas o6nacTb / Jewish Autonomous Oblast 20,7
Pecny6nuka flarectaH / Republic of Dagestan 22,8
KabapanHo-bankapckas Pecnybnuka / Kabardino-Balkar Republic 25/
Pecny6nuka CeBepHasa Ocetusi — Ananus [ Republic of North Ossetia - Alania 28,3
MypmaHckas o6nactb / Murmansk Oblast 33/
Amypckas o6nactb / Amur Oblast 38,2
Fopop Ceactononb / Sevastopol 39,0
Koctpomckas o6nactb / Kostroma Oblast 41,2
Kypckas o6nactb / Kursk Oblast ARA
fImano-HeHeukuit AO / Yamalo-Nenets Autonomous ORrug 42,5
Nuneukas o6nactb / Lipetsk Oblast 43,9
Pecny6nuka TbiBa / Tuva Republic 46,8
Kapauaeso-Yepkecckas Pecny6nuka / Karachay-Cherkess Republic 47,2
Pecny6nuka Apbires | Republic of Adygea 48,5
CtaBpononbckuii kpai / Stavropol Krai 48,8
Pecny6nuka Kanmbikusi / Republic of Kalmykia 49,0
Tomckas o6nactb / Tomsk Oblast 49,4
Xab6aposckuin kpait /| Khabarovsk Krai 53,2
Bbenropogckas o6nactb / Belgorod Oblast 53,2
KpacHosipckui kpaw | Krasnoyarsk Krai 54,7
MaragaHckas o6nactb / Magadan Oblast 55,0

3HAYEHUSAMH aHAJIOTUYHBIX TIOKa3aTeslel Mo PErvuoHy
i PO. B GOMBIIMHCTBE CIyYaeB B KAUeCTBE CPEAHUX
3HAUYEeHUH HCIONb3YeTCs cpefHee apupMeTUUIECKOe,
OJHAKO Ha IpUMepe NpPeACTABIeHHbIX JaHHBIX BHIHO,
YTO aHaIU3UpyeMble MTOKa3aTely He BCErza UMeIoT
HOpMaJbHOe paclpezeseHre. B mogoOHBIX cirydaax
HCIIOJIb30BaHUE CPeHEro apudpMeTHudecKoro OyzeT He
COBCeM KOPPEKTHO, TakK KaK IIpX aCUMMeTPUYHOM pac-
IpejieleHUU NpU3HaKa cpefHee apudmeTnyeckoe He
TOYHO OTPaXKaEeT PaCIOIOKeHe UCTUHHOTO CPeAHEro
0 COBOKYMHOCTH. LlenecoobpasHee OpUEHTUPOBATHCS
Ha 3HaUYeHUe MeJVaHbl U KBapTalbHBIN JUATa30H.
[IpeacTaBieHHBIE CpeHYE 3HAYEHUS TIOKa3aTenen
3ab601eBaeMOCTU HaceJeHUs IIayKOMOU U IOoKa3are-
Jii TPOUIaKTUYECKOU ZIeITEIbHOCTH Bpadek-odTab-
MOJIOT'OB IIePBUYHOTO 3BEHA MOTYT OBITh HCIOIH30BA-
HBI JIJIS1 OLEHKU ZIeITeIbHOCTU KaK OTAeNTbHBIX MeJu-
IIMHCKUX OpraHu3alui, Tak U cyobekTa PP B 11e0M.
B cBOI0 o4yepespb pes3ynbTaT KOPPEIAMOHHOTO aHAIN3a
MoKa3aJ OTCYTCTBHE CB3U YPOBHA 3abojeBaeMo-
CcTH HacesneHusa cyobekToB PO rmaykomoil u obecre-
YEeHHOCTBIO HaceleHUs BpauaMu-0(TaJIbMOIOTaMHU.
CrefyeT TpeAIONOoKUTh, YTO YPOBEHDb 3ab60IeBaeMo-
CTU HaceleHUs TIayKOMOH MMeeT MHOT0(aKTOPHYIO

Onudemuonozus anaykomst 8 Poccuiickoii Pedepayuu

LWanwpo - Yunk / Shapiro - Wilk W=,94885, p=,00205

Yucno pervoHos / Number of regions

1} 20 40 B0 B0 100 120 140 180 160 200 220

MepBuYHas 3a60neBaeMoCTb rnaykomoii Ha 100 Tbic. HaceneHus /
Primary glaucoma incidence per 100 thousand population

Puc. 2. PacrpezieneHye 3HaUeHUH MTOKa3aTess IEPBUYHON
3a601eBaeMOCTH HaceJeHUs ITTayKOMOU Cpeiy PeruOHOB
P® no cocrosanuto Ha 2017 1.

Fig. 2. Distribution of the values of primary glaucoma
incidence among the population of the Russian Federation
regions as of year 2017
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Ta6nuya 3. Cy6beKkTbl PO ¢ HU3KMM NOKasaTesnem gUCNAHCEPHOro HabNoaeHNA NaLUEHTOB C FAyKOMOW

Table 3. Constituencies of the Russian Federation with low levels of dispensary observation
of patients with glaucoma

Cy6bekT Poccuinckon dOepepauum
Constituency of the Russian Federation

JucnaHncepHoe Ha6niopeHne NaLMeHToB
C rnaykomoi, %
Dispensary observation of patients with glaucoma, %

OpnoBsckas o6nactb [/ Orlovsk Oblast 44,7
HeHeukuit aBTOHOMHDbIV OKpyT / Nenets Autonomous Okrug 53,8
Nuneukas obnactb / Lipetsk Oblast 57,9
YeueHckan Pecnybnuka / Chechen Republic 59,4
MpumopcKkuin kpaii / Primorsky Krai 61,3
Pecny6nuka Tbiea / Tuva Republic 63,2
OpeHbyprckas o6nactb / Orenburg Oblast 65,4
Kanywxckas o6nactb / Kaluga Oblast 65,7
MckoBckas o6nacTtb / Pskov Oblast 65,9
EBpeiickas aBTOHOMHas o6nacTb / Jewish Autonomous Oblast 67,1
KabapauHo-bankapckas Pecnybnuka / Kabardino-Balkar Republic 68,1
PoctoBckas o6nactb / Rostov Oblast 69,2
KpacHosipckuii kpaii / Krasnoyarsk Krai 69,4
Fopog CaHkT-MeTepbypr / Saint Petersburg 69,5
KocTpomckas o6nactb / Kostroma Oblast 69,8
KanuHuHrpaackas oénacts / Kaliningrad Oblast 70,2
Pecny6nuka bawkopToctaH / Republic of Bashkortostan 71,7
CraBpononbckuii kpaw [ Stavropol Krai 72,7
CeepanoBckas obnactb [/ Sverdlovsk Oblast 73,5
Pecny6nuka Kanmbikusi [ Republic of Kalmykia 74,0
KpacHopapckuin kpan [/ Krasnodar Krai 74,3
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Puc. 3. /luarpaMma paccesiHUA MoKazaTeseli obiei 3a60-
JIEBaeMOCTH HaceJeHUs [VIAYyKOMON U 006ecleYeHHOCTU
HaceleHusA BpauaMu-obTaIbMOIOraMu B Cy0bekTax PD
Fig. 3. Scatter diagram of total glaucoma incidence among
the population and availability of ophthalmologists for the
population in the Russian Federation regions
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Puc. 4. /luarpamMmma paccesiHUA IoKazaTtesel obieit 3a60-
JIEBAEMOCTH HaceJeHUs IIayKOMOH U O6IIero KoInm4ecTBa
3aperucTPUPOBAaHHBIX MMAIIMEHTOB CO CIEMOTON U C1aboBU-
JeHreM

Fig. 4. Scatter diagram of total glaucoma incidence among
the population and the total number of registered patients
with blindness and low vision

Yynpos A./l., locuuykuii A.O., TpybHukoe B.A., Kazakosa T.H.
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Ta6nuya 4. Cy6bekTbl PO ¢ HU3KMM NOKasaTenem JoNu NaLUEHTOB C AUArHO30M «ITAyKOMa»
OT 061L,ero KONMUYECTBA 3aPEruCTPMPOBAHHDLIX 3a601€BaHNN

Table 4. Constituencies of the Russian Federation by share of patients diagnosed with glaucoma
from overall number of registered diseases

Cy6bekT Poccuinckon Megepauum
Constituency of the Russian Federation

[ons NauueHToOB C AMArHo30M «rnaykoma
oT o6uiero uncna sabonesaHum, %
Share of glaucoma patients in overall
number of registered diseases, %

HeHeukunin aBTOHOMHbIN OKpyr / Nenets Autonomous Okrug 0
EBpelickas aBToHOMHas o6nacTb / Jewish Autonomous Oblast 0
CaxanuHckas o6nactb / Sakhalin Oblast 0
flpocnasckas o6nactb / Yaroslav Oblast 0
Pecny6nuka Antan, Pecny6nuka Kapenus / Altai Republic, Karelia Republic 0

Camapckas o6nactb / Samara Oblast 01
YyBawickasa Pecnybnuka / Chuvash Republic 0,2
ApxaHrenbckas o6nach 6e3 aBTOHOMHOrO oKpyra / 02
Arkhangelsk Oblast without the Autonomous Okrug !

Fopopn CaHkT-MeTepbypr / Saint Petersburg 0,3
MeH3eHckas o6nactb / Penza Oblast 0,5
NBaHoBCKas o6nacTb / Ivanovo Oblast 0,5
HoBropoackas o6nactb / Novgorod Oblast 0,5
CmoneHckasa obnactb / Smolensk Oblast 0,5
Bonrorpaackas obnactb / Volgograd Oblast 0,6
Kypckas o6nactb / Kursk Oblast 0,6
PocToBckas o6nactb / Rostov Oblast 0,8
MypmaHckas o6nactb / Murmansk Oblast 0,8
Tomckas o6nactb / Tomsk Oblast 0,9
KemepoBckas o6nactb / Kemerovo Oblast 0,9
fopoa MockBa | Moscow 0,9

3aBUCHUMOCTb, OIlpeZie/iIeMyl0 He TOJbKO ITOKa3aTesd-
MU JOCTYIIHOCTH NEPBUYHOHN CIleNNaTN3UpPOBAHHON
MeIUIIMHCKON TTOMOIIN TI0 MPOPUII0 «O0PTaTHMOJIO-
T'Hisi», HO U, BO3MOXXHO, XapaKTEPUCTUKAMU, OTPaXKalo-
UMY KBaTUPUKAINIO Bpayel-0hTagibMOIOTOB, YPO-
BeHb OCHAILIeHHOCTU CTPYKTYPHBIX HOApAa3ZeneHUl,
KaQ4yecTBO y4eTa NepBUYHbIX JAHHBIX.

B faHHOM HccIe[0BaHUU TOKAa3aHO, YTO YPOBEHb
JVCIIAHCEPHOTO HabMI0ieHNs TalMeHTOB C IJIayKOMOK
B Pa3JNYHBIX perrnoHax PO nmMeeT BRICOKMI BapuaTUB-
HBIN pa3bpoc. B cCOOTBETCTBUU C MOPSAKOM IIPOBEAEHNUS
JVICTIAHCEPHOTO HaOJIOeHUs 32 B3POCIBIMH, YTBEPIK-
ZleHHBIM TTprKa3oM MUHHCTepCTBa 37paBOOXpaHEHHUA
P® N° 173H ot 29 mapra 2019 r., ypoBeHb AUCIIaHCEP-
HOTO HaOJIOEeHUs MAlUEeHTOB C XPOHNYECKUMU 3a60-
JIeBaHUAMHY, B T.4. 3a00/I€eBAaHUAMU I71a3a U €ro mpu-
JNATOYHOTO amliaparta, AO/DKeH COCTABIATh He MeHee
70%. YauThiBasg KJIMHUYeCKHe 0COOEHHOCTH ITIayKo-
MBI ¥ TSXKECTh OCJIOKHEHU!, YPOBEHD JVICIIAHCEPHOTO
HaOJII0/IeHYs TTallMeHTOB C JaHHOW NaToJOTHel ZoJ-
)KeH cTpeMuthbea k 100%. Takxe OTMe4YeHO, YTO Ypo-
BEHb JIMCIIAHCEPHOTO HAOIOAEHUA He 3aBUCUT OT obe-
CIIeYeHHOCTH HacejleHUsA BpayaMHU-OQTaabMOJIOraMU
Y YPOBHs 32601€Ba€EMOCTH HaceJeHUs TIayKOMOM.

Snudemuonozus enaykomslt 8 Poccutickoil Pedepayuu

HecMOTpst Ha TUAUPYIONIYIO POJIb IJIAYKOMBI B CTPYK-
Type WHBAJWAHOCTH HaceJeHHWs 10 OpraHy 3peHusd
M €ro IpuJaTOYHOMY allapary, CTATUCTUYECKH 3Ha-
yuMas CBsI3b MeXy ypOoBHeM 3a60/eBaeMOCTH Hace-
JIEHUS TIayKOMOM M PacIpOCTPAHEHHOCTHIO CIEMOTHI
U c1aboBUIEeHUA He HaliZieHa.

BbiBOAbI

1. Ouenky ypoBHsA 3a60jieBaeMOCTH HaceJeHUs
[JIayKOMO¥ B KOHKPETHOM TepPUTOPUHM Iiesecoobpas-
HO TIPOBOJAUTH B CPaBHEHUU CO CPeJHUMU 3HAYEHUS-
MU TIOKaszaTensa mo PD, mpezicTaBleHHOTO MeAUaHOM
Y KBapTWIbHBIM JUaMa30HOM.

2. YpoBeHb 3ab0/ieBaeMOCTU HaceleHUs IIayKo-
MO¥ CTaTUCTUYECKU HE CBA3aH C YPOBHEM OOecleyeH-
HOCTHU HacCeJIEHUs Bpa4yaMHU-0PTaTbMOJIOTAMH.

3. Jlonig AuCIaHCEPHOrO HAOJIOZEeHUS OOJbHBIX
[IayKOMOU He 3aBUCHUT OT 06eCrie4eHHOCTH HaceleHus
BpauyaMu-0pTaIbMONIOTaMU U YPOBH: 3a601€BaeMOCTH
IJIayKOMOM.

4. YpoBeHb pacIpoCTpPaHEHUs CJENOTH U CIab0BU-
JIeHUsI CTaTUCTUIECKU He MMeeT KOPPEIAIUOHHYIO 3aBH-
CUMOCTbH OT 3a60/IeBa€EMOCTH HaceJeHUs IIayKOMOK.
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