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Pe3iome

Ha cerogHAWHUN OeHb «30/10TbIM CTAHAAPTOMY» XUPYpP-
rMU TNAYKOMbl SIBASIETCA TPabekynaKToMMUs, NO3BONSIOLAS
JOCTUYD CTOMKOTO CHWKEHUS BHYTPWUINA3HOTO AAaBMeHUs
(BrA). Tem He meHee, TpabeKyNIKTOMUA CPABHMUTENbHO
TpaBMaTWUYHA U ACCOLMUPYETCA C PUCKOM Creundnyeckmnx
OCNOXHEHWI. BcnepcTBme 3TOro K HacCTOALEMY MOMEHTY
6bln paspaboTaH psAfg YCTPOWCTB ANS MUKPOUHBA3UBHOW
XUPYPIrumn rnaykombl, MpeAHa3HAUYeHHbIX ANS CO3[aHUs
CPaBHMMOTO C TPABEKyNIKTOMNE F’MNOTEH3MBHOTO 3hhek-
Ta BKyNne ¢ MUHUMANbHOW ONepaLnoHHON TPABMOW.

MukpowyHT PRESERFLO™ (Santen) aBnsetca nonumep-
HbIM MWUKPOLIYHTOM NS CO34aHUSI OTTOKA BHYTPUIMA3HOM
XWAKOCTW NOA KOHBIOHKTUBY C (hopMMpoBaHuem unbtpa-
LMOHHON NoAyWwKK. OH MMNNAHTUPYETCS Yepe3 CYy6KOHDBIOH-
KTWBANbHbIA AOCTYM, XapaKTEPHbIN ANs TpabekynaKTomuu,

O[lHAKO, 33 CYET KOHTPONMPYyemMoro OTTOKAa BRaru MWHW-
MU3UPYeT PUCK Pa3BUTUSA OCNOXHEHWN, XapaKTepHbIX ANs
TPAANLMOHHDBIX QHTUTNIAYKOMHbIX BMeLIaTeNbCTB.
[lonrocpounas (B cpoku [0 5 neT) 3hheKTUBHOCTb 1 6e3-
0NacHoOCTb MMnnaHtauuy mMukpowyHT PRESERFLO™ noka-
3aHbl B psAe MCCNeA0BaHWM, B TOM UnCie CPaBHUBAOLWMX
PRESERFLO™ ¢ gpyrumn onepauuamu. MeTaaHanusbl, NocBa-
LWeHHble cpaBHeHMto PRESERFLO™ 1 TpabekynakToMnm, noka-
3bIBAOT CPABHUMYIO 3(h(HEKTUBHOCTb BMELIATENbCTB C MEHb-
WNUM PUCKOM OCnOXHeHUn y PRESERFLO™. WccnepoBaHus,
NOCBALLEHHble cpaBHeHNIO PRESERFLO™ 1 MUKPOLLYHTA NOX0-
en KoHcTpykuum XEN (Allergan, Plc, MpnaHauns), nokasbiBatoT
CpaBHUMYIO 60 nyywyto 3ekTnBHOCTL PRESERFLO™,
KNKOYEBBIE C/TIOBA: rnaykoma, PRESERFLO™, MUKPOWH-
Ba3MBHAsA XUPYyprus rnaykombl, BHyTPUria3Hoe faBrieHne
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Abstract

The current gold standard of glaucoma surgery is tra-
beculectomy, which allows sustained reduction of intra-
ocular pressure (IOP). However, trabeculectomy is relatively
traumatic and is associated with a risk of specific compli-
cations. As a result, a number of devices for microinvasive
glaucoma surgery have been developed, designed to create
a hypotensive effect comparable to trabeculectomy, coup-
led with minimal surgical trauma.

Microshunt PRESERFLO™ (Santen) is a polymer micro-
shunt that facilitats the outflow of aqueous humor into
the subconjunctival space with the formation of a filtering
bleb. It is implanted through a subconjunctival approach,
typical for trabeculectomy, however, due to the controlled

aqueous outflow it minimizes the risk of complications
typical for glaucoma interventions.

Long-term (up to 5 years) efficacy and safety of PRESERFLO™
microshunt implantation have been demonstrated in a num-
ber of studies, including those comparing PRESERFLO™ with
other surgeries. Meta-analyses comparing PRESERFLO™ and
trabeculectomy show comparable efficacy of the interven-
tions with a lower risk of complications in PRESERFLO™,
Studies comparing PRESERFLO™ with similarly designed mic-
roshunt XEN (Allergan, Plc, Ireland) show that PRESERFLO™
is either equally or more effective.

KEYWORDS: glaucoma, PRESERFLO™, microinvasive glau-
coma surgery, intraocular pressure

JlayKoMa ABJAETCA OJHOW U3 BeAYIIUX IPUYUH

HeoOpaTUMOTO CHIKEHWS 3peHUs U CJIEMOTHI

BO BceM Mmupe. Tak, cpeau aun crapiie 50 jer

B 2020 roay rmaykoma 6bla MPUUYMHON CIETIOTEI
B 3,6 MWUIMOHOB CJIy9aeB U CHUKEHUS OCTPOTHI 3pe-
Huqa g0 0,33 u Huxke B 4,1 MWIIHOHOB ciaydaeB [1],
a ¥ 2040 rozy 4uciao GOJBHBIX TTAYKOMOW MOXKET
goctryb 111,8 mMumiiuoHoB 4enoBek [2]. B Poccum
k 2022 rozpy 65UT0 3apeructpupoBano 1 250 558 6onb-
HBIX TJIayKOMOM, U3 KOTOphIX y 110 680 6ose3Hb ObUIA
BbIsIBJIEHA BIlepBhie [3].

CoBpeMeHHass KOHIeNIUA JiedeHUSA TIayKOMBI
CTaBUT CBOEM IVIaBHOM I[eIbl0 COXpaHeHHe KayecTBa
JKU3HU, aCCOIIMUPOBAHHOIO CO 3PUTENbHBIMU (yHK-
qUAMHM THanueHTa. IlpefoTBpalleHue pacmaja 3pu-
TeJbHBIX QYHKIHWN TIPU IIAYKOME peaju3yeTcs IIy-
TeM JOCTWKEHUS I[€JIEBOTO YPOBHA BHYTPUIJIA3HOT'O
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pasnenus (BIZ)) [4, 5]. B knuHUYecKol IpakKTHUKe
JOCTYIIHBI pa3juyHble CIIOCOOBI CHIDKeHUsA BIUI, Tem
He MeHee, yacTasd HeapdeKTUBHOCTb WIN HEBO3MOXK-
HOCTh IPUMEHEHUsI TepaleBTUUYECKUX MeTOA0B 00y-
CJIOBJIMBAET aKTyaJlbHOCTh XUPYPIUUECKOT'O JeUeHHUA
[JIayKOMBL.

Xupyprus JayKoMbl B COBpEMEHHOM BUJie 3aKJIIO-
yaeTcAd B CO3/JaHMU HOBOI'O IIyTU OTTOKA BHYTpPU-
IJIa3HOU KUJAKOCTH W3 NepefHel Kamephl Iyiasa IO/
KOHBIOHKTUBY C IOCIEAYIOMUM (OPMUPOBAHHEM
cnenudpUIecKoro CyOKOHbIOHKTUBAJIBHOIO pe3epBya-
pa — ¢uabTpanuoHHON HoAyIIKU. [IepBBIM TaKHUM
BMeIIaTeJbCTBOM, CTaBIIMM K CerofHAIIHEMY JHIO
«30JI0TBIM CTaHZApTOM» XUPYPIHMHU IJIayKOMBI, CTaJa
TpabeKymaKTOMuUsA, onucanHas Cairns B 1968 rogy [6].
OddeKTUBHOCTh TPabEKYIIKTOMUY MPUBEIA K IIHUPO-
KOMY €€ pacHpoCTpaHeHHUIO U JajbHeHIleMy IOUCKY
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Puc. 1. Mukpourynt PRESERFLO™.
Fig. 1. Microshunt PRESERFLO™.

myTell eé MoaudUKAIUY, 3aKIIOYAIOMKUXCA B CHU-
)KEHUU TPaBMaTHYHOCTU INPU YCJIOBUU COXpaHe-
HUS THIIOTEH3WBHOIro 3¢ddeKrTa. ITO MPUBETO CIEP-
Ba K IOABJEHUIO HEIIPOHUKAIOIUX aHTUIVIAYKOMHBIX
omepanuii [7], a 3aTeM — TpYIIbl TUIOTEH3UBHBIX
BMEIATENbCTB, OObEAMHEHHBIX B MOHATHE MUKPO-
WHBa3UBHOU XUpypruu maykoMsl (MUXT'; aari. MIGS,
microinvasive glaucoma surgery).

XoTs mojamisAwoollee GONBIIMHCTBO OIEpamnuii
MUXT' ycrenHo JOCTUIIMN LeIu MUHUMU3ALUU UHTpa-
OTIEPAIIMOHHONW TPaBMbI, UX 3PPEKTUBHOCTb CHUJb-
HO BapbupyeT B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT BHZA KOHKPETHOI'O
BMellaTenbCTBa. Tak, oTAenbHBIE IIpoLeaypbl MUXT,
He CBsI3aHHBIE C GOPMHUPOBaHUEM (GHIBTPAIIMOHHOU
IIOAYUIKH, aCCOLUUPYIOTCA C MUHUMAaJbHBIM PHUCKOM
OCJIOXKHEeHHH, ofiHaKo, UX 3¢peKTUBHOCTb He M03BO-
JiAeT IPUMEHATh WX IPU JajleKosallejlleil ITayKo-
Me, Tpebyoleil HU3Koro 1eneoro BI/I. Jlosrocpou-
HBIU yCIeX UMIUIaHTaluu ApeHaxer MUXI, peanusy-
IOIIUX CyOKOHBIOHKTUBAIBHBINM IIyTh OTTOKA, 3aBUCUT
0T paboToCmOoCOOHOCTH UIBTPAIMOHHON MOAYIIKH,
ofHaKo, 3G GEKTUBHOCTh TAKUX BMENIATENBCTB MOXKET
OBITb CPABHUMOU C TAKOBOH Y TPabEKyIIKTOMUH.

Jllpyroit mpobiemoit MUXT pgosroe BpeMs CUHTa-
JIOCH OTCYTCTBUE Pe3YJIbTAaTOB JOJTOCPOYHOTO HabJIIO-
JEHUS U OIIEHKU 3KOHOMHUYECKOH 3PIEKTUBHOCTU
TaKuUX BMellaTenbCcTB [8]; TeM He MeHee, 1O Mepe
HaKOIUIEHUA KJIMHUYECKOro OIbITa 3TOT BOIIPOC CTa-
HOBUTCA MeHee aKTyaseH.

Pa3pab6oTKa N KOHCTPYKLUSA

MuxkpounBasuHbIi mryHT PRESERFLO™ (Santen),
IpeJHA3HAYEHHBIN A obecliedeH s OTTOKA BHYTPHU-
[JIa3HOM XKUAKOCTU B CyOKOHBIOHKTHBAJIBHOE IIPO-
CTPaHCTBO, CO3J]aH U3 MOJH (CTUPEH-0JI0K-U300yTHIEH-
6sok-ctupena) (CUBC; poly(styrene-block-isobutylene-
block-styrene), SIBS). DTO CHMHTETUYECKUN TEPMO-
IUTACTUYHBIN 2/1aCTOMEPHBIN GroMaTepuas, KOTOPBIH
ObLT M3HAYAJIbHO pa3paboTaH C IeJbI0 CO3aHUA ape-
aKTUBHOTO GMOJIOTMYECKU HEWTPaJbHOTO MOJIMMepa
[UIsT MUCKYCCTBEHHBIX BOJUTENEH CepAEYHOro pUTMa
U COCYAUCTBHIX MMILIAHTOB. [IepBBIM MEAUIUHCKUM U3-
nenmveM ¢ npuMeHeHneM CUBC cranm MeTauimaecKuit
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kopoHapHbIid cTeHT TAXUS (Boston Scientific Corpo-
ration, CIIA); CBC B HEM BBLINOJHSAI POJb MOKPHI-
TUSA U HAKOIUTENA Ui JJIUTEBHOTO BHICBOOOXKAEHUS
aHTUnpoaudepaTUBHOro npemnapara. [1o FaHHBIM KJIH-
HUYECKUX U in Vitro uccjieZloBaHUM, HOBBIN CTEHT acco-
IUMPOBAJICA C OTCYTCTBUEM OHOJAerpafaliuv, MUHU-
MaJIbHOW TKaHEBOU peaKIMel U, B KIVMHUKE, JydIIen
BBDKMBAEMOCTbIO U MEHbIIENH YacTOTONH HHapKTa
Y TpoM0603a IO CPAaBHEHUIO C KOHTPOJbHBIM METaJUIU-
yeckuM creHToM [9, 10].

Crent TAXUS cran ogHUM U3 Haubosiee KOMMep-
YeCKH YCTIEIIHBIX MEAUITMHCKUX MPoAyKToB [11] u pe-
MU psAf IpobseM KapAUOXUPYPTUU — paclpocTpa-
HEHHOCTb OCJIOXHEHWM, XapaKTepHBIX JJI MeTas-
JIMYeCKUX CTEHTOB, U HajJIu4due, IO CyTH, BCEro JBYX
[IOJIMMEPOB JJI UMIUIAHTOB — II0JIMypeTaHa, IIpeuMy-
IleCTBeHHO MOAN3GUp ypeTaHa, U CUINKOHOBOU pe-
3UHBI, KaK IIpaBWIo, noruauMeTtuiacuiokcada (I1IIMC)
[12]. TTocne ycmexa TAXUS B 2004 roay Boston
Scientific Corporation BeIZ€HMIa CTAPTOBBIM KalUTal
st ocHoBaHus InnFocus LLC, koTopas Jo/kHa Gblia
paspaboTaTh aHTUIVIAYKOMHBIM ApeHax u3 CUBC.
B 2011 roay InnFocus LLC mpeo6pa3oBanach B Inn-
Focus Inc, a B 2016 rogy oHa 6bl1a HOTJIONIEHa KOMIIa-
Huel Santen Pharmaceuticals, mocse yero pazpaboTaH-
HBIY ZIpeHaX MOJMyIWI CerofHALIHee Ha3BaHue.

Wccneposanua nepenocumoctu CUBC B TKaHAX
I71asa in vivo IOKa3aau OTCYTCTBHE arperanuy Muodu-
6pobiacToB, aHTHOreHe3a ¥ GOPMHUPOBAHUSA KaTICYJIbI,
YTO HabJII0AAI0Ch B TPYIIie KOHTPOJISA, B PO KOTOPOWA
BeicTynau uMiuianT us [IIMC [13, 14]. [Ipu pacueTe
JuaMeTpa BHYTPEHHETO IIPOCcBeTa JApeHaka YIYUTHIBAIN
KaK MUHHUMM3AIMI0 PUCKA TUIOTOHUU, XapaKTepHOU
Ay GeckIamaHHBIX ApeHaXKel, TaKk U IpeAoTBpalie-
HUe 3aKylnOpUBaHUA TPyOKuU. B mocieayromux uccie-
JIOBAaHUAX In Vivo ApeHaxen ¢ mpocBetamu 70, 100
1 150 MKM BapuaHT C MUHUMaJbHBIM JUAaMETPOM
accoUMUpOBaICA C MEHbIIMM PUCKOM OCJIOXHEHUU
npu cpaBHUMOU apdekTuBHOCTU [15]. K ganbHen-
MUM KINHUYECKUM HCCIeJOBAHUAM OBLI NPUHAT
BapUaHT C AUaMeTpoM npocBeTa 70 MKM (110406HBIHI
myTh OBUI TaKXKe MPOHZEH MpU pa3paboTKe ApeHaXka
XEN [Allergan, Plc, Upnaugus], auameTp KOTOPOTO
TaK)Ke M3HA4YaJbHO PaCCYMTHIBAJICA O YpaBHEHUIO
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XareHa-Ilya3einis ¥ KOTODHIH TakKe ObUT MPUHAT
K IIPOU3BO/CTBY C MUHUMAJIbHBIM IIPOCBETOM U3 3 BO3-
MOXKHBIX [16]). Takum obpa3om, duHaANIbHAA BEpPCUS
apeHaxka PRESERFLO™ mpezcraBisieT coboit TpyO-
Ky u3 CUBC anunoit 8,5 MM, HapyKHBIM JUaMeTPOM
350 MKM ¥ ABYMA BHEIIHUMH «ILIaBHUKaMU»-QUK-
catopaMu AMUHOM 1 MM. BHyTpeHHUH fuameTp Tpy6O-
KU IUIaBHO yBenn4yuBaeTcs ¢ 70 MKM Ha IIPOKCUMaJlb-
HOM KoHIIe 10 350 MKM Ha gucTtaabHoM (puc. 1).

3 heKTUBHOCTb ApeHaXa

[TepBBIM pabOTOM, MOCBANIEHHON 3¢ HEeKTUBHOCTH
PRESERFLO™, OBLIO peTpPOCIEKTUBHOE HCCIEZ0Ba-
HUe 87 TpoomepUpOBaHHBIX IJIa3, CpeAu KOTOPHIX
B 21 ciydae MMIUIaHTaLluA JApeHa)a codeTajach
¢ dakoxupyprueit. CpeJHUH TpeAONEePANMOHHBIA YPO-
BeHb BI'/l cocraBun 25,9 MM PT.CT., IIpA 3TOM Cpej-
Hee YUCJIO MIPUHMMAaeMbIX IIpenapaToB COCTaBUIO 2,6.
Cnycta rog yposens BI'J] cHusuica fo 13,5 MM pT.CT.,
a cpefHee YMCIO MPUHUMAaeMBbIX IperapaToB COCTa-
Buio 0,56. B aToii paboTe Takke OI€HUBAIU BIUSIHUE
Pa3MUYHBIX KOHIeHTpanuii murtomuiuHa C (MMC),
1, XOTSI aBTOPHI C/le/IaTy 3aKI0YEeHNe O JIYYIIeM MPo-
THO3€e MpHU GOosbIel KOHIIEHTPAIUH, B UCCIEA0BaHUN
He OBbUIO TPEAOCTABIEHO CTATUCTUYECKUX JaHHBIX
[17]. To3:xe 23 manumeHTa M3 3TOTO MCCAEeTOBAHUI,
y KoTophIX ucnoab3oBancsa 0,4 mr/mia MMC, Habio-
JlaJiiCch B paMKax JPyTUX UCCIeZIOBAaHUN B TeueHUe 2
[18], 3 [19] u 5 net [20]. CoycTa 5 neT mociie BMela-
TenbcTBa cpefHee BT/l coctaBuno 12,4+6,5 MM PT.CT.,
a cpefiHee YMCJIO MPUHUMaeMBbIX IIpernapaToB COCTa-
Bwio 0,8+1,3. K aTomy cpoky Habmozanocs 13 ciy-
YyaeB MPEXOJAIIUX OCIOXKHEHUU, KOTOPhIE aBTOPHI He
OTHECJU K KaTeropuu OMacCHBIX (MpexoAAiias TUIIO-
ToHUsA, TudeMa, KacaHUe PaAyXKU TPYOKOH W T.1.).
Hab6urozanoch 4 ciydas 0CIOKHEHUH, KOTOPBIE aBTOPEI
K1accupUIIMPOBaIU KaK Cepbe3Hble — IMOMYTHEHUE
3aZiHel Karcysel (2 ciaydas), pa3BUTHE 3aJHUX CHUHe-
xuit (1 caywait) u nogseiBux MOJI (1 cnyuwait). Hug-
JIMHT TTOTPe6OBasICs B 2 cIydasx; IIOBTOPHAs Olepariys
TakKe roTpeboBaach B 2 ciyvasx. Hu B ofHOM ciydae
He HabJI0Zanm0Cch AUCIOKAIMU APEeHa)ka WIHU 3PO3UU
KOHBIOHKTUBHI [20].

B ucciegosanuu 132 maumentos (164 rnas) B Te-
YeHUe Tofa Iocje OIepalliy IOJMHBIM ycex HabJio-
gancs B 76,9% ciydaeB, 4aCTUYHBIN (C IpUMEHEHU-
eM JiekapcTB) — B 92,5%. MysabTUBapHUaHTHBIN aHa-
JIU3 TOKasaj TOJBbKO /Ba 3HAYMMBIX daKTopa pHCKa
[Tl HEYZIQa9HOTO MCXO/la — BTOPWYHAS IPUPOJA TJia-
YKOMBI U MeHbIlasg KoHieHTpanusa MMC (0,2 mpotus
0,4-0,5 mr/mi). Huaaunr motpeboBanca B 8,5%
cJlydaeB, peBU3UA — B 2 cilydyasx, MOBTOpHas olepa-
1y — B 1 ciyvae [21].

B nccnepmoBanuu 81 nanyenTa CycTa 2 roza mocie
MMIUIaHTaIlUU JpeHa)ka cpefHUU ypoBeHb BI/] cocTa-
BUI 14,1+3,2 MM PT.CT., a CpeJjHee KOJIN4YeCTBO IIpU-
HUMaeMBbIX IipenapaToB coctaBwio 0,5+0,9. Hugnuar
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moTpeboBajica B 5 ciaydasx, MOBTOpHAs olepanusa —
B 6. B 3aBucumocTu ot koHneHTpaunu MMC moka3za-
TeJb MOJHOTO ycrexa coctaBua 78,1% (0,2 mr/mur)
u 74,4% (0,4 Mr/mMi1), COOTBETCTBEHHO [22].

BOJIBIIMHCTBO UMEIOIUXCSA PaboT, TOCBAIIEHHBIX
a¢ppexruBHOCTM PRESERFLO™ 11pu IepBUYHON OTKPHI-
TOYT'OJIbHOM TJlayKOMe, MPOaHa/JIUu3UupPOBaHbl B MeTa-
aHanuse 14 ucciefoBaHUM, KOTOPHIM IOATBEPAWII
xopoIyio 3pdeKTUBHOCT 1 6€30MacCHOCTh BMEIIaTe b-
cTBa: cpepHee cHkeHue BIJ] ciycta 1 rozx cocraBuio
9,07 mm pr.cT. (95% goBepuTenbHbIN UHTEpBaA [[IN]:
7,88-10,25), cpesHee CHMXKXEHUE YKCIA IPUHIMAEMbIX
npemapatoB — 2,37 (95% [N 2,15-2,60) [23]. I1ep-
Bble pesyabTaThl UMILTaHTauu PRESERFLO™ B Poccun
OBUTM Tpe/icTaBJIeHbl B Havase 2025 rozga, KOTOphIE
TaKXKe ITOKa3alu LOCTUXKEHME LieJleBoro ypoBHA BIY/L
¢ win 6e3 JOTIOTHUTETBHOU MeJUKaMEeHTO3HOU Tepa-
MUY B CPOKU 710 5 MecsteB [24].

OzHomomMmeHTHasa wumMmiaHranusga PRESERFLO™
¢ ¢dakosmynbcubuKanueir B psfe CiaydaeB MOXKET
YCUJIUTDh TUIOTEeH3UBHBIN d3¢dekT [25, 26]. Hanuuue
nceBZosKchOMMAINN He BIUAET Ha pe3yabTaT BMella-
TeabcTBa [27]. B TeueHue 2 u 3 €T mocjae UMILIAHTa-
1M1 He HabJI07anoch CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYUMOU pas-
HUIBI B KOJHWYECTBE JSHAOTEJHANbHBIX KJIETOK KakK
110 CPAaBHEHMIO C WCXOAHBIM YPOBHEM, TaK U IO CPaB-
HeHUIo ¢ mapHbIM razoMm [28-30]. Ommcanbl yzay-
HOe MpUMeHeHUe YCTPoiicTBa Mpu MoBbIeHUU BIJ]
rocjie BBeZleHUs MHTPABUTPeaJbHbBIX IMTIIOKOKOPTUKO-
WAHBIX UMIUIaHTOB [31, 32], mpu mocTyBeasbHOMU Ia-
ykoMe [33, 34], nmpu MpUJO0KOPHEaJTbHOM 5H/OTEIU-
aJbHOM CHUHZpOMe [35] U — IpU IOpa)X€HUH pOro-
BUILI C IUIOTHOCTBIO 3HoTenus 700 Ki1eTox/Mm? —
B 3aZHIOI0 KaMmepy [36]. OZHOMOMEHTHass WMILIAH-
TanyA ABYX JAPeHaXel acCOUMPYeTCA ¢ GOJBIINM
TUMOTeH3UBHBIM 3ddekToM [37]. Cmocob BBeAeHUA
MMC — B Buzle CyOTEHOHOBOM UHBEKIIUM WU ITyTEM
anIMKaIlui Ha rybke — He BaUseT Ha 3$QPEKTHUB-
HOCTh ¥ 0e30I1acHOCTh BMEIIATENbCTBA, OJHAKO, UHDb-
eKIIUsI acCOLMMpPOBANach C JYYUIUM HCXOAOM CIIYCTSA
roz [38]. HeyzauHble UMILTAaHTAlMU JpeHa)ka XOpOoIIo
MOAZIAIOTCS PEBU3KHM, KOTOPast CIIOCOOHA CTabMIU3UpO-
BaTh BI'/] Ha mpoTssxeHuu 12 mecsues [39].

CpaBHuTenbHas 3¢ (heKTUBHOCTb

Ha cerofHAmHui JeHb OMyOJUKOBAHbI 2 MeTa-
aHa/lu3a, MOCBAIIeHHbIe CpaBHEHUIO 3GGEKTUBHOCTH
PRESERFLO™ u TpabeKyI9KTOMUH.

B meraananuse 10 ucciegoBanui (1833 rmasa)
moKasaTenu abCOJMIOTHOTO U OTHOCHUTEIBHOTO yCIexa
[T 000UX BMEIIATeNbCTB CIycTs 18 MecsieB Obutn
CpaBHUMEBI, OZIHAKO, cpeaHee BT/ mocie TpabeKynsK-
ToMUM ObUTO HIKe Ha 1,59 MM pT.cT. (95% 1 0,70-
2,48 MM pr.cT.). B rpynne PRESERFLO™, ozHako,
HabJIIoJaIMCh MeHee BRIpaKeHHOE MPOTrpeccCupoBaHue
rmoTepu moJjiel 3peHus (B cpegHem Ha -1,21 ab; 95% U
-2,86...-0,19 ab), MeHBIINH PUCK TUTIOTOHUH U TUIIO-
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Tabnuya. CpaBHUTENbHbIE UccneaoBaHus 3 ekTuBHocT PRESERFLO™ u XEN.
Table. Comparative studies on the effectiveness of PRESERFLO™ and XEN.

MepBblii aBTOP, rof, KON-BO rMas, CPOK HabnaeHus
First author, year, number of eyes, follow-up duration

OCHOBHbIe pe3ynbTaTbl
Main findings

Scheres LM, 2021, n=82, 2021, 2 roga [45]

Wagner FM, 2022, n=105, 6 mecsues [46]

Nobl M., 2024, n=106, 2 roaa [47]

Liike JN, 2024, n=100, 12 mecaues [48]

Maria Martinez-de-la-Casa JM, 2025, n=60,
12 mecsues [49]

BIl, YaCTUYHbIA yCrex K KOHLY MccrefoBaHus:
IOP, partial success by study end:

PRESERFLO™ — 12,1+3,5 MM pT.CT., 79%

XEN — 13,8+£3,8 MM pT.CT., 73%

Monubin ycnex: /| Complete success:

PRESERFLO™ — 74,2% [95% AW: 57,9%...90,5%]

XEN — 51,4% [95% [I1: 34,0%...68,8%)]
Tpabekynaktomusa — 73,5% [95% AW: 57,9%...89,2%]

Br, K0N1-BO N1eKapCTB, MOMHbIN YCNex K KOHLY UccnefoBaHus:
IOP, number of drugs, complete success by study end:
PRESERFLO™ — 13,0+3,9 mm pT.CT., 0,942,5; 37%

XEN — 13,5£4,2 mm pT.cT., 1,1£1,5; 25%

B K KoHUy uccnegosanus: / IOP by study end:
PRESERFLO™ — 11,942,9 MM pT.CT.
XEN — 14,5+4,0 mm pT.CT.

BI[l, KON-BO NeKapCTB K KOHLY UCCNefoBaHusA:
IOP, number of drugs by study end:
PRESERFLO™ — 12,8+2,3 mm pT.CT., 0,3%0,6

XEN — 14,2+4.5 mm pT.CT., 0,2+0,6

TOHUYeCcKOM MakysnomaTuu. B rmasax ¢ PRESERFLO™
MIOYTH BABOE yalle TpeboBasach XUPYprudeckas peBu-
3us (18,4% u 9,8%, coorBeTcTBeHHO) [40].

B MertaaHanuse 7 ucciaezosaHuii (1353 rmasa)
BIJl mocie TpabeKyI3KTOMUM OBLIO HIDKE B CPEAHEM
Ha 0,78 MM pT.CT., a YHUCIO MPUHUMAEMBIX aHTHUIJIA-
YKOMHBIX npemnapaTtoB — Ha 0,32. He Habmrozanoch
CTaTHUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMOMN pasHUIbl B 4acTOTe pa3BU-
THUS TUIIOTOHUU, TUPEMBI I OTCIONUKHU COCYAMCTOU
000JI0YKH, OZIHAKO, TPAOEKYIIKTOMUS aCCOIMUPOBa-
Jlach ¢ OOJIbIIEN YacTOTOU OCIOKHEHUN, acCOIUUPO-
BaHHBIX € 006/IaCThI0 GUIBTPALINH, U OOJiee YaCTHIMU
peBusuamu [41].

YMeHbIlleHUE TlepefHe-3aHEN OCH IIa3a HabIIio-
Jla7och KaK mocje TPabeKyJIdKTOMHH, TaK U IOCTeE
ummiaanTtaiuu PRESERFLO™, ogHako, B mociaegHeM
caydae coycTa 3 MecdAla eé JAjarWHA BO3Bpaljanach
K IIpeZioniepallMOHHBIM 3HauYeHuAM [42].

CpaBHeHMe HUMIUIaHTAlUU B LUIEMMOB KaHal
crerTa iStent (Glaukos Corp, CIIIA) B covyeTaHUHU
¢ sHAONMKIODOTOKOATYAAIIMEN ¢ ApeHakamu XEN
u PRESERFLO™ mnoka3ajso CpaBHUMYIO T'MIIOT€H3UB-
HYI0 3$(DEKTUBHOCTh BCeX 3 BMEIIATENbCTB CITYCTS
2 roza [43].

B meraananuse 93 ucciaezoBanuii (8345 rmas),
IIOCBAIIEHHOM YacTOTe IIOBTOPHBIX BMEIIATeNbCTB,
ummiantanusa PRESERFLO™ tpe6oBajna peBU3UU
B 0,60% cayyaeB (95% I 0,15%...1,29%); ot ke
3HaueHUs A GecKIamaHHOTO JApeHaxka bBepBesbaTa

Muxpowynm PRESERFLO™ 0151 MUKPOUHBA3UBHOIL XUPYP2UU 2JAYKOMbL

u gapenaxa XEN cocraBuau 0,53% (95% /U
0,29%...0,83%) u 4,26% (95% AU 2,59%...6,31%),
COOTBETCTBEHHO [44].

BOJIBIIMHCTBO CPaBHUTENbHBIX WCCIEJOBAHUM,
darparuBawomux PRESERFLO™, cpaBHUBawT ero
¢ XEN — »enaTUHOBOU TPyOKOU CXOXXHX pa3MepoB
Ul MUKDOWHBA3WBHOTO JIeYEHUS TJIAyKOMBI, He
obnazatoniell «MTaBHUKAMU» U UMILIAaHTUPYIONENCs
ab interno ¢ momoIpio UHXeKTopa. OCHOBHBIE PE3YIIb-
TaThl TUX UCCIEZIOBAaHUN TIPUBEAEHEI B mabiuye.

CpaBHeHnne Mopdosorunu DI, MOABAAIOUIUXCSA
nocie uMmiantanuy PRESERFLO™ u XEN, ¢ mmomo-
MbI0 ONTHYECKOH KorepeHTHOU ToMorpaduu (OKT)
IepeZiHEro oTpeskKa Ivia3a Iokasajlo pa3Hble aTTePHBI
pasBuTHA 06pa3oBaHusA 30H oTToKa. /s PRESERFLO™
OBIIO XapaKTEPHO Pa3BUTHE MHOKECTBEHHBIX IMPO-
CTPAHCTB B TOJIIEe KOHBIOHKTUBB U TEHOHOBOU Kall-
cynbl ¢ GOpMHpPOBAHUEM KHCTO3HBIX 30H B TIy6O-
kux cnosix. s XEN 6b1o XapaKTepHO oOpa3oBaHUe
auctanbHOU @IT 1 MHOXKECTBEHHBIX KUCT B IIOBEPX-
HOCTHBIX CJIOSIX KOHBIOHKTHBBI C JaJbHEHIIUM HX
pasBuTheM Mo Mepe Habuwogenusa [50]. CormacHo
apyromy OKT-ucciaefoBaHuio, nociae UMIIaHTAlUU
PRESERFLO™ mo cpaBHeHutro ¢ XEN uamie Habmroza-
nuch runeppedieKTUBHBIE M3MEPEHUS TEHOHOBOU
KalcyJabl W 3MUCKJIepalbHble CKOIUIEHUA JKUAKOCTH,
U pexe — KaBepHO3Hble nosocTu. Taxxe PII mocie
PRESERFLO™ o6mazanu 6ojee IJIOTHOM CTEHKOU
U 6bUIH 6osiee BeICOKUMU [51].
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Puc. 2. Cucrema apeHaxHaa na cHwxeHua Bl PRESERFLO™, cieBa Hanpaso: MukpoumyHT PRESERFLO™, mapkep ana
CKJIEPBI, HOXK XUPYpPrudecKuil (KOmbeBUAHBIN); BTOpPoH pax — uria 0,51 Mmmx16 MM, kaHoma 23G*x8 MM, MapKepHas pydKa.

Fig. 2. Implantation kit for PRESERFLO™, left to right: PRESERFLO™ microshunt, scleral marker surgical knife (spear knife);
second row — 0.51x16 mm needle, 23Gx8 mm cannula, marking pen.

F'ucTosoruyeckue ucciefoBaHUs TKaHeH, ucce-
YeHHBIX B XO/le PeBU3UU HeyJayHbIX UMILIaHTaIuN
PRESERFLO™ u XEN (31-1264 gHeil mocie omepa-
Uy, B cpeHeM 195), mokasanu cpaBHUMbBbIe U3MeHe-
HUsI — aKTUBUpOBaHHBIE GubpobpacTh ¥ Makpodaru
6e3 MPU3HAKOB BOCIHATUTENbHOM peaknuu [52]. Tem
He MeHee, cpaBHeHUe 52 ciydaeB peBusuu @Il mocie
uMmiuiantanuii PRESERFLO™ u XEN, HecMoTpsA Ha
CPaBHUMYIO THIIOTEH3UBHYIO 3)EKTUBHOCTD, MOKa-
3a/10 GOJIBIIYIO YACTOTY YAAYHBIX MCXOZOB PEBU3HMU
XEN cnycrsa 6 mecsaues [53].

WUcnonb3oBaHue

Muxkpouryat PRESERFLO™ mocraBiseTcs B Habo-
pe, B KOTOPBIHA, IOMHUMO CaMOI'0 JpeHa)a, BXOJAAT
3-MM Mapkep AJif CKJIEephl, OZHOPa30BbIH KONbEBUJ-
HBIN HOX mupuHou 1 M, uria 0,51 MMx16 MM, TOH-
KOCTeHHasA M30THyTasA KaHIoAA A NepefHel KaMepsl
23Gx8 MM u MapKepHas pydka (puc. 2).

Mmvmianranusa PRESERFLO™, nponucXoAUT IyTeM
TPaZMIMOHHOTO JOCTyNa Yepe3 JUMOAIbHEIN paspes
KOHBIOHKTUBBI, IIHPOKO IPUMEHAEMOI0 B XUPYpPruu
IJIayKOMBL. PekoMeHZ0BaHO 110 BO3MOXXHOCTH KCIIOJIb-
30BaTh ZocTymbl Ha 11 win 13 yacax; BEIGOp aHecTe-
3UM U HaJloXeHue QUKCUPYIOIEero POTOBUYHOIO LIBA
peanusyloTca B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT NIPeANIOYTeHU XUpYyp-
ra. [Tocye co3zanusa pa3pesa U OTCENAaPOBKU KOHBIOH-
KTUBBI OT CKJIEPHI CJIeZIyeT CO3JaTh IIUPOKHUUN IIy6o-
KU «kapMaH» (OKpyHOCTbI0 90°...120° u mIyOuHOMH
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oT 8 MM) B HampaBJeHUU cBoga. Ilocie AraTepmokoa-
T'YJAIUYN BBIONHAIOT anmiaukanuio MMC Ha crioHxax
B Te4eHUe 2—-3 MUHYT C TOCAeYIOIUM IPOMBIBAHUEM
cbaTaHCUPOBAHHBIM COJIEBBIM PACTBOPOM.

CreoM ¢ IOMOIIIBIO MapKepa ¢ TeHInaH-GUOoIeTO-
BBIM KpacuTe/leM Ha CKJIepy HaHOCAT MeTKY, IPU 3TOM
OIVH Kpali MapKepa JKelaTeJlbHO MOMeIlaTh B JIUMOO-
CKJIEpaJbHON TPaH3UTHOM 30He, YTOOBI APYro¥ Kpaii
Y MeTKa OKa3aJuch B 3 MM OT 3afHero jumba (puc. 3-1).
B ckiepe co3zaeTcs TOHHENb JIMHOM 2 MM C TIOMOIIBIO
Hoxa (puc. 3-2), B KOTOPBIN 3aTeM BBOAAT uriy 25G
¥ GOPMUPYIOT KaHAJ O TUMOOM, BEIXOAAIINHN B TIEpe-
HI0I0 Kamepy (puc. 3-3). Urny criepBa BBOJAT mapaii-
JIEJIBHO CKJIEpe; TI0 JOCTY)KEHUH JMMOa €€ HaKJIOHSIOT
K IJ1a3y /1A BXOZa B MEPEeHIOI KaMepy uyepe3 Tpabe-
Ky/nApHyo ceTh (puc. 4). Uepes KaHal BBOJAT JpeHaX
CKOLIIEHHBIM BBEPX KOHIIOM /10 pUKCALUU «IUIABHUKOB»
B CKJIepaJbHOM KapMaHe U BBIX0Za NMPOKCHUMAaIbHOTO
KOHIIa B IepefHIol0 kamepy (puc. 3—-4). JluctaabHbIN
KOHeIl [peHaa IIpU 3TOM JODKeH PAcIIoNaraThCs MoJ
TEHOHOBOU KallCy/IOH MmapasuieNbHO CKIIEpe.

[Tocse 3TMX MAHUNYAALUN KOPPEKTHAs MMILTaH-
TanusA MOATBEPXKAaeTcs BU3yanu3anuell Toka KaMmep-
HOM Bjaru yepes AuCTAIbHBIN KOHEI[ yCTpOMicTBa.
Eciu 3TOTO He IPOUCXOANT, MOKHO HA/JaBUTh Ha IVIas,
3aI0JIHUTh NEPEeJHION KaMmepy cOaJaHCHUPOBAaHHBIM
COJIEBBIM PAaCTBOPOM JHOO HPOMBITH ApEHaXX KaHIO-
et 23G. Ilocae 3TOro ymuBaiOT TEHOHOBY KallCyay
YU KOHBIOHKTHUBY; ONIIMOHAIBHO MOXXHO BBIIOJTHUTH
HMHTPaoIlepalllOHHYI0 TOHUOCKOIIUIO U TeCT 3elens.
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k

Puc. 3. mmianTanua MukpouryHTa PRESERFLO ™. M3o6paxenus mpegoctasieHsl mpod. Ingeborg Stalmans u3 University
Hospitals UZ Leuven, Benbrusa. 1 — pa3meTKa CKJIEPH! OT 3aZHero 1uMba, 2 — BKOJI HOXa 1 GOPMUPOBAHUSA CKJIEPAIBHOTO
KapMaHa, 3 — BBe/leHUe UIIB B [IePeJHIOI0 KaMepy yepe3 chOpMUPOBAHHBIN TOHHENb, 4 — MMIUIAHTALNA ApeHaKa.

Fig. 3. Implantation of PRESERFLO™ microshunt. Images provided by Ingeborg Stalmans from University Hospitals
UZ Leuven, Belgium. 1 — marking the sclera from the posterior limbus, 2 — injecting the knife to form a scleral pocket,
3 — inserting the needle into the anterior chamber through the formed tunnel, 4 — implanting the drainage.

Poroeuuya — Cornea

Paspenute yron nononam
Divide the angle in half V CrnepanbHbiii kapmaH 2x1 mm
Scleral pocket 2x1 mm

W

Puc. 4. DopmupoBaHue KaHala B IIePeAHIOI0 KaMepy.

Fig. 4. Creating a canal to the anterior chamber.
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Takum obpa3oM, TexHHKa UMIUIaHTaiuu PRESER-
FLO™ cxoxa ¢ TakoBOH IpY TPaJUIMOHHBIX aHTUIVIA-
YKOMHBIX onlepanuax. TeM He MeHee, K HacTOAIIeMY
MOMEHTY YK€ OMYOJUKOBAH PsiZi MOAUGUKAIIUN BMe-
maTenbcTBa. Tak, cpaBHeHUe Ui 25G u 27G aad cos-
JaHUA CKJIepaJbHOTO TOHHeJ, BKIouuBIlee 60 Iias,
TM0Ka3ano 6OJBIIYI0 9acTOTY YAAYHBIX MCXOZOB MPU
HCIIOMb30BaHUU ULl 25G (67,9% u 35,7%, cooTBeT-
CTBEHHO, CITycTA 1 T0oA), OHAKO, B 3TON I'PYyIIIle TaKXKe
yaile HabI0AaNach UINOXOPUOUAAIbHAA OTCIOMKA
(21% u 2%, coorBeTcTBeHHO) [54]. Ommcan crnocob
CO37laHUA CKJIepaJbHOTO TOHHEJIA HeloCpeACTBEHHO
uroi 25G 6e3 ckiepaJbHOrO HOXa — IO JOCTHXKe-
HUU UIJION B CKJIEpe 30HBI TUMOa aBTOPHI Ipe/Jiara-
10T HaJaBUTh €l0 Ha IVIa3, BBIBOJSA 3aTeM KOHUYUK UIJIBI
B MIEPEIHIO KaMepy. DTOT CIocob ObLT CO3/1aH, YTOOBI
n3bexaTb 3aTPyAHEHUN TPU HONAZaHUU KOHYHMKOM
WIJIBl B OKOHYaHUE CKJIepaJbHOr0 KapMaHa, YTo IpU
HeyZlauye MOXeT IIPUBOAUTb K OCTATOYHBIM «JIOKHBIM»
TOHHeIAM [55].

Pa3iuyHBIe aBTOPBI OMKCHIBAIOT CIOCO6 MpeioT-
BpallleHUs TUIIOTOHUU IIyTeM pa3MellleHus yanasgeMon
HEWJIOHOBOU HUTH B MIPOCBETe ApeHaxxka [56-58], B Tom
yucile y NalMeHTOB ¢ MUOIMel BEICOKOH cTemneHu [59].

Kax mpu 6onbmuHCTBEe GUIBTPYIOUUX BMeIIa-
TeJbCTB, CTelleHb MeCTHOM BOCHIAaIUTENbHOU peax-
IUU (TUIOTHOCTBb COCYZIOB QIIBTPAITMOHHON TTOAYITKHU,
dboTomeTpUs BIary nepesHel KaMephl) SBJISAIOTCA Mpe-
OUKTOpamu pyb6ueBanus [60, 61].
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OnucaHBl yZayHoe co4YeTaHMWe UMILIAHTALUU
PRESERFLO™ wu kosuiareHoBoro apenaxa Ologen
[62] ¥ TOKpBEITHE TPYOKU JpeHa)ka CKJIEepOH B yCJIO-
BUAX TOHKOU TeHOHOBOM Kamcynbl [63]. MHTpaorme-
palMoHHAsA ONTHYecKas KOrepeHTHas ToMorpadus
CIIOCOOCTBYET KOPPEKTHON MMILTAHTALUK YCTPOUCTBA
[64].

3aKnwueHue

Mukpomryut PRESERFLO™ saBnsieTcsa adpdpeKTUB-
HBIM U 6€30TTacHEIM MUKPOWHBA3UBHBIM YCTPOHCTBOM
I JledeHUs TIayKoMbl. B uccresoBanusax addex-
THUBHOCTHU JIpeHa)ka CPOK HAOJIOZEHNs COCTABISIET ZI0
5 JieT, B TeueHHNe KOTOPHIX APEHAX COXPAaHAeT CBOIO
3$dEKTUBHOCTD y GOTBITMHCTBA AITUEHTOB.

CpaBHurenbHble uccaegoBanua PRESERFLO™
B OCHOBHOM IIOCBSIIEHbI CPAaBHEHUIO C TPeOKYIIK-
ToMueil u MUkpomyHToM XEN. BOJIBIIMHCTBO 3TUX
paboT AEeMOHCTPUPYIOT CPaBHUMYIO JHUOO JYYIIYIO
a¢dextuBHOCTs PRESERFLO™ M, mpu cpaBHEHUU
C TPaAUIIMOHHOUW OGUCTYIU3UPYIOMEH XUPYpruei,
JIyqIIui poduiib 6€301MacHOCTH.

Vmmnantanua gpeHaxka PRESERFLO™, Takum
obpa3om, fABIAETCI COBPEMEHHBIM CIIOCOOOM Jeve-
HUA ITAayKOMBI, COYETAIOMUM IIPENMYI[eCTBA MUHU-
MaJbHO TPaBMATHYHBIX MUKPOMHBA3WUBHBIX OIlE€palui
U 30PeKTUBHOCTh TPAJUIIMOHHON IPOHUKAIOIIEH
AHTUIVIAYKOMHOM XUPYPIUH.
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