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OPUT'MHAJIBHAA CTATHA

PEHTTEHOAOTMNMYECKUE OCOBEHHOCTU CTOMNbI Y NALLUEHTOB C BPOXXAEHHOM
FEMUMEAUENA MAAOBEPLLOBOW KOCTU

AeoH4yk C.C., HepetiH A.C., MypaamcmHos C.O., CasoHoBa H.B., [Tornkos A.A.

PI'BY «HarmoHaAbHBIM MEIUIIMHCKHM HCCAEI0BATEABCKIH LIEHTD TPaBMAaTOAOTHH U OPTOIIEINH
uMeHH akaaeMuka I'A. Manzaposa» MuH3apasa Poccum. 1. Kypras, Poccust.

eMHUMeAus MarobepIIOBOM KOCTH — BPOXKIEHHOE 3a00A€BaHHE, XapaKTepHU3YIoLleecd YacTHY-

HBIM HAU IIOAHBIM OTCYyTCTBHEM MaAOOEPIIOBOM KOCTH, YKOpPOdYeHHEM H Aedopmarnueii 60AbHOMH

KOHEYHOCTH, THUIlonAa3zued u medopmarueil crombl. CyliecTByeT IIPOTHBOPEYHBOE MHEHHUE,

4TO IIpU Aecpuriute MaroOepIOBOM KOCTH HOAKEH OTMEYAThCS AEPUIINT AATEPAABLHOTO OTAeAa

CTOIIBI.

Iens nccnenoBanusa. [IpoBecTH aHaAU3 PEHTTEHOAOTHMYECKHX M3MEHEHHH CTOI y OeTel C re-
MHMeAuel (anaasuei) Maro0epIioBOH KOCTH.

Marepuasnsl 1 MeToabl. HaM1 ITpoBefeHO PeTPOCIEKTHBHO-IIPOCIIEKTHBHOE PEHTTEHOAOTHYE-
ckoe uccaemoBaHue 39 nmeteit (39 crom) ¢ rumonAazved CTOIIBI IPU BPOXKAEHHOM MeMHUMEAUN MaAobep-
noBo#t koctu Ttumna Il mo kaaccudukammu Achterman-Kalamchi. Cpemauii Bo3pacT GOABHBIX OBIA
5,6%1.0 aet (ot 4 mo 9 aet). [JaHHBIE PEHTTEHOAOTHYECKOT'O0 MCCAEIOBAHUS COIOCTABASIAU C KAMHUYE-
CKOU KapTHHOM, UMEIOIIEHCH Y JaHHBIX ITalleHTOB.

PesynpraTel. Y Bcex ManueHTOB AaTepasbHAad IIAIOCHEBasI KOCTh (pOpMHpPOBaAa CyCcTaB ¢ Ky0o-
BUIHON KOCTBIO HAH IIITOYHO-KYOOBHUIHBIM COEAWHEHHEM (Koaaunuei). B 2 caydyagx u3 39 manueHTOB
OblAa BBIIBA€HA BapyCHas [AeBHAIIHUS CTOIIBI, YTO COCTaBHAO 5,1%, B OCTAaABHBIX CAydasX OTMeEYasach
BaAbBTyCHasl [AeBHAIUS CeTMeHTa. Tap3asbHas KOoaAWIlHs Oblaa ompeneAaeHa y 26 mereit (66,7% Bcex
CAy4daeB).

Breieoabl. Haangune cycraBa MeXKIy AaTepaAbHOH IIAIOCHEBOM M KyOOBHIHOM KOCTSIMH HAM IISI-
TOYHO-KyOOBUIHBIM COEAWHEHHEM OIIPOBEPraeT TEOPHUIO, IIPU KOTOPOIl reMUMEAHs Maao0epIioBoil Ko-
CTH TNOA€HH 0093aTEABHO IIPUBOOUT K AEUIINTY AATEPAABHOIO OTAeAa CTOMEBI. [Io HamreMy MHEHHIO,
BBISIBACHHE y OOABIIMHCTBA HCCAEAYEMBIX AeTell BaAbBI'yCHOM [AEBHAIIMH CTOIBI CBSI3aHO C araasuel
MaA00epIIOBOil KOCTH M HAAMYHEM Mar0o6eprioBoro (oubpo3HO-XPAIIEBOTO TaxXKa (pyaumenTa). Onpene-
AeHHe y 2/3 obcaeqyeMbIX MIAIlMEHTOB Tap3aAbHOM KOAAWIIMHM ITOKA3bIBAET BBICOKYIO YACTOTY JAHHOTO
HapyLIeHUd y JaHHOH TpyHIlbl OOABHBIX M JOAYKHO IIPHUHHUMATHBCHI BO BHUMAaHUE IIPU KOPPEKIIHUHU Oe-
¢dopMaliyi CTOIIBI.
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RADIOGRAPHICAL FEATURES OF FOOT IN PATIENTS WITH CONGENITAL
FIBULAR HEMIMELIA

Leonchuk S.S., Neretin A.S., Muradisinov S.0., Sazonova N.V., Popkov D.A.

G.A. llizarov National Ilizarov Medical Research Center for Traumatology and Orthopedics named academician. Kurgan, Russia.

urpose. Tibia hemimelia is a congenital disease characterized by partial or complete ab-

sence of the fibula, shortening and deformity of the limb, hypoplasia and deformity of the

foot. There is controversial opinion that with a deficit of the fibula deficiency of the lateral

part of foot should be found. Purpose of the study is to analyze x-ray changes of foot in
children with hemimelia (aplasia) of the fibula.

Material and methods. We conducted retrospectively-prospective radiographically examina-
tion of 39 children (39 feet) with foot hypoplasia in congenital hemimemia of fibula type II according
to the Achterman-Kalamchi classification. The mean age of the patients was 5,6 = 1,0 years (from 4
to 9 years). X-ray data were compared with clinical changes of these patients.

Results. In all patients lateral metatarsal bone formed joint with cuboid bone or calcaneo-
cuboid coalition. In 2 cases out of 39 patients varus deviation of foot was detected, which amounted
to 5,1%, in other cases valgus deviation of segment was noted. The tarsal coalition was determined
in 26 children (66,7% of all cases).

Conclusions. Presence of joint between lateral metatarsal and cuboid bones or calcaneo-
cuboid coalition refutes theory in which hemimelia of the fibula necessarily leads to deficiency of lat-
eral part of foot. In our opinion detection of valgus deviation of foot in most children was associated
with aplasia of fibula and presence of fibular fibro-cartilaginous remnant. Determination of tarsal
coalition in 2/3 of examined patients shows high frequency of this disorder in this patient group and

should be taken into account in correction of foot deformity.

Keywords: hypoplasia of foot, foot deformity, fibular hemimelia, aplasia of fibula.
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OT'AACHO HCCAENOBAHUSAM, ITPOBEIEH-
HeIM B CIIA, meTtu ¢ BPOXAEHHBIMU
IIOPOKaMH pPa3BUTHUA HHUXKHHUX KOHEY-
HOCTeH cocTraBagioT 1,68 caydasa Ha
10000 nmoBOpoOxkneHHBbIX [1]. Ilo man-

HbIM Koaser u3d HUOU wmmenu [.U. Typuepa

4acToTa BCTPEYAEMOCTH BPOXKIEHHBIX ITOPOKOB

Pa3sBUTHUSA KOCTHO-MBIIIEYHON CHCTEMBI B IOPO-

ne CanakT-IleTepOypr cocraBagaa 2,7 caydas Ha

1000 HOBOpPOXKIOEHHBIX, a Hauboaee pacIpo-

CTPaHEHHBIM ABAAACH IIOPOK PaA3BUTHA CTOIIBI 1

IaAbIEB CTOIIBI (22,5-26,6%) [2]. 3a nocaemHme

OSTh AET B CPeOHEM OKOAO 6,5% marieHToOB OT

BCEro 4yncaa oOpaTHUBIINXCS B KOHCYABTATHBHO-

OUArHOCTUYECKOE OTAECACHHE HAIlero TpaBMa-

TOAOTO-OpTONeAUYecKoro lLleHTpa (B cpenHeM

€XXKEroAHO obcaemoBaHO okoao 25000 mammeH-

TOB) OOCAEIOBAANCH IIO IIOBOZY BPOKIEHHOTO

IIOPOKa Pa3BUTHA KOHEYHOCTH.
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FemuMeanss  Maa00eprioBofi  KOCTH — —
BpOXKIEeHHOe 3aboaeBaHHe, XapaKTepH3yIoIlee-
Csl YJaCTUYHBIM HAHM IIOAHBIM OTCYTCTBHEM MAaAo-
OepIlIoBOl KOCTH, 3aIepKKOHl pocta Ooabliie-
OepIIoBO# KOCTH, a TakXKe medopManuei u me-
pUIIUTOM CTOIIBI M T'OACHOCTOITHOTO CyCTaBa,
aBAsgeTcs Hamboasee PacCIpPOCTPaHEHHBIM aedu-
IIUTOM [OAWHHBIX TPyOdaThIX KocTed [3]. OrtHo-
AOTHSA JAHHOM BPOXKIEHHOM aHOMaAWU DPa3BU-
TH KOHEYHOCTHM He H3BecTHa. [lammeHTaMm c
JAHHBIM BPOXKAEHHBIM IIOPOKOM Pa3BHTHSI
HIKHEH KOHEYHOCTH HEPEeIKO IIPeIAaraeTcs
BBIIIOAHEHHE aMITyTallu{ ¥ IIPOoTe3upoBaHue |3,
4|, omHaKO mad Hamled CTpaHbl MEHTaABHO Ta-
KHe OIlepallii He BOCIPHHHMAIOTCA M CyIIe-
CTBYIOT IIPOOAEMBI C Ka4eCTBEHHBIM IIPOTE3H-
poBanueM. JleTH C [OaHHBIM BPOXKIAECHHBIM
HapyIIeHHEM IIOAYyYalOT MHOTOKPATHOE XHPYP-
FHYECKOe A€YeHHE HAM BOBCE oOcTaroTcd 0e3
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IOOASKHOTO BHUMaHUA. [logpoOHoe omnucaHue
U3MEHEHUN KOHEYHOCTHU U CTOIIbI IIPU allAa3uu
MaAO0epIIOBOHl KOCTH OYE€Hb BasKHO [ASI OIIpe-
NEeAeHUd TaKTUKH A€YE€HHS M IIPOTrHO3a OpToIle-
OUYECKUX HapylleHUM¥ B IIPOIlecCE pocTa pe-
OeHKa.

CymiecTByeT INIPOTHBOPEYUBOE MHEHUE,
9T0 IIpU AedpUIluTe MarobeproBOd KOCTH IOA-
JKEH OTMeYaTbCs AePUIINUT AATEPAABHBIX Aydel
(raTepaabHO¥ wacTu) cTomkl [S - 7]. B pyccko-
S3bIYHOM AMTEpAType CYLIECTBYET AMIIb OLHA
nybAvKaIyg, IIOCBSIIEHHAS [AETAABHOMY OITH-
CaHUIO M3MEHEHUM CTOIbl IIPU BPOXKIAEHHOHU
TeMHUMEANH MAaAODepIioBOif KOCTH, HO B HeH
uMeeTcs pal HEeIoCTaTKOB [8].

Ilens nccnengosaumus.

[IpoBecTn aHaAW3 PEHTTEHOAOTHYECKUX
U3MEHEHUH CToI y AeTel Cc reMuMeauei (amaa-
3ueii) Mar0OEPIIOBOM KOCTH.

Marepuanbl u MEeTOIBI.

IIpoBeneHo PETPOCIIEKTUBHO-
IIPOCIIEKTUBHOE MCCAEIOBAaHUE MEeIUITMHCKOM
MOKyMEHTAalluM U IIpoliecca AedeHus 39 nereit
(39 crom) c rumomaasued CTOIBI BCAEICTBHE
BPOXK/IEHHON aHOMaAWM Pa3BUTHA KOHEYHOCTHU
(ammaa3usg Maao0epIIOBOH KOCTH), KOTOPBIE ITOAY-
YaAu aeTasbHoe obcaeqoBaHUE U OIIEPATHBHOE
OPTOIIEUYECKOE BMENIATEABCTBO B OTAEACHUIX
HaIIIeTo yYPeXKIeHU.

Cpenuuii Bo3pacT OOABHBIX OBIA 5,6%1.0
AeT (oTr 4 mo 9 aer). I'emnmepHad IIpUHAIAEK-
HOCTH IIAIIMEHTOB B HCCAENOBAHUU paclipene-
AVIAACE CAEAYIOIIMM oOpasoMm: 26 meBodek, 13
MaABYUKOB. KpuTepreM BKAIOYEHUS ObIAM IIa-
IIMEHTBI C BPOXIAECHHOU OJAHOCTOPOHHEMN TI€MU-
Meaueidl manrobeprioBod koctu tumna Il mo kaac-
cuduramuu Achterman-Kalamchi (anaazusa ma-
AobeprioBo¥ KocTtH) [9] ¢ rumomnaasued CTOIEI,
nepUIINTOM IAIOCHEBBIX KOCTEH CTOIbI (HO He
MeHee TpexX) U JOCTaTOYHOU occHpHUKAIINEd KO-
CTeH CerMeHTa [AS MPOBEAEHUs aHaAu3a (TabA.
Nel). KpuTepreM HCKAIOYEHUS SBASAUCH ITalll-
€HTBI, KOTOPbIE ITPOXOAHAN PaHEE OllepPaTHBHOE
A€YEHHE, NBYCTOPOHHEN aHOMaAWEN pa3BUTHM,
HaAW4YHe BCEro 1-2 IIAIOCHEBBIX KOCTEH CTOIIBI,
OETHU, ¥ KOTOPBIX OCCU(PUKAIIHS CTOIThI ObIAa HE
MOCTaTOYHOM [AS ITPOBeNeHUs aHaauza. llarwm-
€HTaM BBIIIOAHSIAN PEHTTeHOTrPadUI0 CTOIBI C
Harpy3kod B OOKOBOMH ITPOEKIIMH C T'OA€HOCTOII-
HBIM CyCTaBOM, CPEOHETO OTeAa CTOITbI B IIPs-
MOH IIPOEKILIMM TaKXe C Harpyskod (puc. 1 A-
B), roaeHU CO CMEXHBIMU CycTaBaMHU B GOKOBO#
IPOEKIINN, PEHTTEHTEAEMETPHUIO HUKHHUX KO-
HEYHOCTeH cTod B IIpsAMO# mpoekimu (puc. 1 A-
B), a Tak:ke gpyrue AOIOAHUTEABHBIE IIPOEKIIHHU
10 ToKa3zaHuaM. [ad omnpeneseHus nedopMa-
ITMH OOABHOH KOHEYHOCTH OIIPEAEAIAN MEXaHM-
YeCKyI0 OCh KOHEYHOCTH (mechanical axis), ua-
MEPSAAU €€ OTKAOHEHHE OT IEHTPa KOAEHHOTO
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cycraBa (mechanical axis deviation (MAD)),
aHATOMHUYECKHHN U MEXaHUYECKHUN AaTepasbHbIN
OUCTaAbHBIHA OenpeHHBIH yroa (anatomical and
mechanical lateral distal femoral angle
(a/mLDFA)), MeXaHU4EeCKUN MeaUaAbHBIN
GoabniebeproBeIll  yroa (mechanical medial
proximal tibial angle (mMPTA)), yraoBwle ne-
dopmaru nuaduiza OOABIIIEGEPIIOBON KOCTH.
[TomuMmo u3MeHeHUH Oenpa U TOAEHU, MBI OITpe-
OeAdAn aedpOpMaIHIo CTOIBI, T'OA€HOCTOITHOTO
cycTraBa, KOAUYECTBO IIAIOCHEBBIX U KAWHOBHII-
HBIX KOCTelM, N3MEHEHUs ITaAblIEB CTOIIbI, HaAU-
yre KyOOBHIHOM KOCTH, Tap3aAbHOM KOAAUITUU
U ApyTHe U3MEHEHHs CerMeHTa. AHAAU3 IIOAY-
YEHHBIX JAHHBIX OOCAEIOBAHUS CTOIBI (TabA.
No2) mpoM3BOANAU COTAACHO COBPEMEHHBIM pe-
bepEHTHBIM AMHUAM U yTAAM JAHHOTO CETMEHTAa
[10].

[laHHble PEHTTE€HOAOTHYECKOI'0 HCCAEIO-
BaHHUS COIIOCTABAIAM C KAMHUYECKOM KapTHHOM
(puc. 1 T, ), 3adpUKCUPOBAHHOH B MEIUIIHH-
CKOM MOKyMEHTAIluH, (POTO U BUOEO HAU IIPHU
HEMIOCPEICTBEHHOM OCMOTPE OOABHOTO.

BceMm mamueHTaMm IO ITOKa3aHUSAM BBIIIOA-
HSIAUCBH OIlepaTHBHbIE BMeEIIATEAbCTBA, HallpaB-
A€HHBble Ha yIOAWHEHHE U KOPPEKIINI0 OCH KO-
HEYHOCTH, YAYYIIIEHHE OIIOPOCIIOCOOHOCTU CTO-
IbI: OMAOKAABHBIN AUCTPAKIIMOHHBIM OCTEOCHH-
Te3 roaeHU No Mam3apoBy C pe3eKIued Maso-
OeprioBoro pUOPO3HO-XPSAIIEBOrO THAXKA, KOP-
PEKINg OHCAOKAINM/nedpopMallii CTOIIBI arll-
rmapaToM, aXMAAOTOMHS, KaIICyAOTOMHUS T'OA€HO-
CTOITHOTO cycrasa, yaoaseHue nobaBod-
HBIX/ PYAUMEHTAPHBIX IIAABIEB, Tap3aAbHOU
KOAAHUITHH.

Cratuctuyeckasa ob6paboTKa IPOBOAMAACE
¢ nomortrbsio nporpamMmmbel Microsoft Office Excel
(2010) c manpcrporikoit AtteStat m SPSS 18.0.
CpaBHUTEABbHAs CTATHCTHUKA B OaHHOI paboTe
He IIPUMEHIAACE.

Pe3ynapraTsr.

ITopok pas3BuUTHS BCEM HUXKHEH KOHEYHO-
cTu OBIA TIPEOCTaBACH €€ YKOPOUYEHUEM, THIIO-
TIAA3UEH AAQTEepPaAbHOTO MBIIIEAKa OeapeHHOoH
KOCTH, BaABI'YCHO-aHTEKYpPBAal[MOHHOH medop-
Maiedl OOABIIIEOEepPIlOBOHl KOCTH, AHCIIAA3uei
TOAEHOCTOIIHOI'O cycTaBa IIo Tuiy «ball and
socket», rumomnaasmeid u mpedopmariiei CTOIIBI,
Tap3aAbHON KOAAUIIHEN.

Y Bcex mammeHTOB AaTepasbHasd IIAIOCHE-
Bas KOCTh (POPMHpOBaAra CycTaB C KyOOBUIHOM
KOCTBIO HAHW IATOYHO-KyOOBHIHBIM COEQUHEHU-
eMm (koaaurmeii) (taba. Nel). ¥ 18 u3z 39 mauwm-
eHTOB (46,2%) BH3yaAH3HUPOBAAUCH 4 IIAIOCHE-
BbIX U 2 KAMHOBMIHBIX KOCTH, ¥ 15 (38,4%) — 3
IIAIOCHEBBIX U 2 KAMHOBUIOHBIX KOCTH, ¥ 6 meTei
ObIAM OIIpedeAcHBI 4 TIAIOCHEBBIX U 3 KAHWHO-
BHUIHBIX KOCTH.

CpenHue 3HAYEHUS PEHTTEHOAOTHYECKHX
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Tabauma Nel.

JaHHbI€ MAITHEHTOB C reMHuMeAHeH MaAoﬁepnonoii KOCTH.

[Tanment| Bospact | Ilonm | CropoHa Yucno Yucno Hesunanua | Ykopoue- | Hanuuume
Ne MOpPaKEHHs| TUTFOCHE- KITMHOBHI- CTOTIBI HUE, 7ie- | Tap3alib-
BBIX KOCTEM | HBIX KOCTEHN hopmanus HOU
CTOIIBI KOHEYHOCTH| KOAJUIINH
1 5 K JI 3 2 Banbrychas Ja Ja
2 5 K JI 3 2 Bainbrycunas Ja Ja
3 6 M I1 4 2 Banerycnas Ha Her
4 7 M JI 3 2 Banbrycnas Ha Her
5 6 XK I1 4 2 Banbrycnas Ha Ha
6 5 K JI 4 2 Banberycnas Ja Her
7 6 M IT 3 2 Banberycnas Ja Ja
8 7 XK JI 4 2 Banerycnas Ha Her
9 4 XK I1 4 2 Banbrycnas Ha Ha
10 9 M JI 4 2 BapycHas Ha Ja
11 5 K JI 4 3 Banberycnas Ja Ja
12 6 K JI 3 2 Banberycnas Ja Ja
13 4 K JI 4 2 Banbrycnas Ja Ja
14 5 M JI 3 2 Banbrycnas Ha Her
15 5 M I1 4 3 Bansrycnas Ja Ja
16 6 K IT 4 2 Banberycnas Ja Ja
17 5 M JI 3 2 Banberycnas Ja Her
18 7 K JI 4 2 Banbrycnas Ja Ja
19 6 XK J 4 2 Banbrychas Ja Her
20 5 K JI 3 2 Bansrycnas Ja Ja
21 6 M I1 4 3 Banerycnas Ha Her
22 6 K JI 4 2 Banberycnas Ja Ja
23 4 K JI 3 2 BapycHas Ha Ja
24 7 M JI 3 2 Bansrycnas Ha Her
25 6 M JI 4 2 Banerycnas Jla Ja
26 5 K IT 4 3 Banerycnas Jla Ja
27 6 K I1 4 3 Banbrycnas Ja Her
28 6 K JI 4 2 Banbrycnas Ja Ja
29 4 K IT 3 2 Bansrycnas Ja Ja
30 5 M JI 4 2 Banerycnas Ha Ja
31 6 XK J 3 2 Banbrychas Ja Her
32 6 K JI 4 2 Banberycnas Ja Ha
33 4 K JI 3 2 Banerycnas Ha Ha
34 5] M I1 4 3 Banerycnas Ha Her
35 5 M JI 4 2 Banerycnas Ha Ha
36 6 K JI 4 2 Banbrychas Ja Her
37 6 XK JI 3 2 Banerycnas Ha Ha
38 6 K I1 3 2 Basnbrycunas Ha Ja
39 5 K J 4 2 Banbrycunas Ha Ja
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Puc. 1 B (Fig. 1 ¢)

Puc. 16 (Fig. 1 b)

Puc. 1 A (Fig. 1 e)
Puc. 1r (Fig. 1 d)

Puc. 1. PeHTreHorpammsl (a - B) u cpoTorpadcouu (r, A) HUXKHUX KOHEYHOCTEN U CTONbl pebeHKka 5
A€T C BPOXAEHHOU reMUMeAnen MaAoB6epLLOBOU KOCTH (anAdsuen).

a — YKOPO4Y€HHE A€BOU HUXKHEU KOHEYHOCTH, allAna3ud MaAO6epHOBOﬁ KOCTH, BaAbprycHasa l[erOpMaLII/IH T'OA€HHU,

6, B — IIpdMad U GokoBas IIPOEKIIUU COOTBETCTBEHHO, AAT€pPaAbHad IMAIOCHEBad KOCTHb apPTHUKYAHPYET C Ky60-
BHUOHOM KOCTBIO, I[CCI)I/ILII/IT LIEHTPAABHBIX queﬁ CTOIIbI, HAAUYHE TPEX ITAIOCHEBBIX U ABYX KAMHOBHIOHBIX KO-
CTCﬁ, YABOEHUE IIEPBOIO IIAABLIA;

I, O — YKOPO4YE€HHUE A€BOU HHUIKHEU KOHEYHOCTH, BaAbr'yCHad ,Z[erOpMaLII/IH TOA€HH, THUIIOIIAA3Hd, YKOPOYEHHE,
IIAOCKO-BaAbrycHad I[eq:)OpMaI_H/IH AE€BOU CTOIIBI C YABOEHUEM IIEPBOTO ITaAbIlA CTOIIBI.

Fig. 1. Radiographs (a - c) and photo (d, e) of low exiremities and foot of 5-year-old child with
congenital fibular hemimemia (aplasia).

a — shortening of left low extremity, aplasia of fibula, valgus deformity of tibia,

b, ¢ — PA and lateral projection, lateral metatarsal bone articulates with cuboid bone, deficiency of central
rays of foot, presence of three metatarsal and two cuneiforms bones, doubling of the first toe;

d, e — shortening of left low extremity, valgus deformity of tibia, hypoplasia, shortening, plano-valgus deformi-
ty of left foot with doubling of the first toe.
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napaMeTpoB CTOI 3HAYUTEABHO OTAWYAAUCH OT
HOPMBI, ¥ OOABIIMHCTBA ITAIlHEHTOB OTMEYaAach
BEIPpasKEHHAasd BEPTUKAAU3AIIUS TapaHHOH Ko-
CTH, OSTOYHAd KOCTH HAXOOWAACh B OKBUHYC-
HOM IIOAOKEHHH, YTOA TapaHHO-ISTOYHOH MU-
BEPreHIIUN Ha IIPSIMOM IIPOEKIIUH OBIA yBEAU-
4YeH, YTO COOTBETCTBYET SKBHUHO-TIAOCKO-
BaAblyCHOH pmecopManuu CTOIbI (Taba. No2).
Autis B 2 caydaax u3 39 marnueHTOB Oblaa BBI-
SIBA€HA BapyCHasd AeBHAIlUs CTOIIBI, YTO COCTa-
BUAO 5,1%. Tap3asbHasa KoaauIusd Oblaa OITpe-
neaeHa y 26 nmerett (66,7% Bcex caydaeB), Cpeau
KOTOPBIX pPaCIpPEeeANAach CAEAYIOIIUM o0pa-
30M: MSTOYHO-KyOOBHAHAA KOAAHUIIULA OTMeda-
rachk y 7 (26,9%), TapaHHO-AragbeBUAHAA — Y 9
(34,6%), Tapanno-niaTouHad — y 3 (11,5%) ne-
Teit. B 7 caydaeB (26,9%) ompeneadgaack KoasH-
oUg MeXXay 3-4 KOCTSIMH IIPEAIIAIOCHEI.

CTOIIBI U TOAEHOCTOITHOTO CycTaBa y HOeTeH C
arnaasuein MmanobeproBod kKoctu. OmHaKO B
JAHHOM IIyOAMKAIlMM OMKCaHBI IIpEeuMylIle-
CTBEHHO H3MEHEHHS TOA€HOCTOIIHOTO CyCTaBa,
IATOYHOM M TapaHHOM KOCTEM, Haaudue
Tap3aAbHOM KOaaWIMH. B uccaenyeMmyio rpynmy
aBTOp BKAIOUHMA [eTel, HauyuHasd C Bo3pacrta
BOCBMH MECHIIEB, KOIZa He BO3MOXKHO OOBEK-
TUBHO OLIEHUTH COCTOSIHHE CPEIHErOo U IIepes-
HETO OTZeAa CTOIbI II0 JAaHHBIM PEHTIE€HOAOTH-
4yeckoro obcaemoBaHug, 6oaee TOro, HCCAEIOBA-
HHE CTOII OBIAO BBIIIOAHEHO 0e3 Harpys3KH.

B nybankanuax 3apyOeskHBIX KOAAET HH-
dopmarg 06 M3MEHEHUIX CTOII IIPU YKa3aH-
HOM BpPOXAEHHOH aHOMAaAWM IIPOTHUBOPEYHBA!
OIHU TOBOPHAT, YTO IIPU arlAa3uy Maao0epIioBoi
KOCTH HMEETCHd AaTePAABHBIH OEe(PUIIUT CTOILI
[5 -7, 11, 13, 14|, npyrue OIHUCHIBAIOT HENO-

Tabauua No2. PEeHTT€HOAOTHYECKHE ITapaMeTPhI CTOMNLI y IMAIlTHEHTOB C TeMHMeEAHEH
Maao0epuoBoii kocTH (M+m), n=39.
Paauosiornyeckuii yroa 3navenus (°) Hopwma (°) [10]
Radiographic angle Values (°) Norm (°) [10]
JlarepanbHblit TapanHo- 11utiocHeBsIi (yron Meary) 34344 3 13
Lateral talus -1metatarsal (Meary angle)
HaTepaJ‘IBHHI/I yroia HaK_J'IOH-a HF_ITO‘IHOI/I KOCTH -22,6:|:6.2 17
Lateral calcaneal inclination angle
.HaTepaJ'ILHLII/I TapaHHO-TIATOYHBIN 3 0’3 3.4 49
Lateral talus-calcaneus
r_[pﬂMOI/I TapaHHO-HSIT(?'{HBII/I 27.843 1 20-25
Straight talus-calcaneus divergence
[Ipsmoit yron mexay ocsimu | 1 naTepaibHON IUTFOCHEBBIX
o : 22,1£2.3 -
kocreit Straight 1-lateral metatarsal angle

O6cyxaenue.

AeudeHue peteidl c reMuMeAued Maaobep-
IIOBOM KOCTH IPENACTABASET CAOXKHYIO 3aJady.
JaHHBIM OOABHBIM IIPEIAAral0OTCd MHOTOKpAaT-
Hbl€ XUPYPrUdeCcKHUe dTallbl ACUEHHS HUAU aMILy-
Tanud [3, 4, 11, 12]. B Poccuu Takye naueHTh]
KOHIEHTPUPYIOTCH B A€YEOHBIX YUIPEKIEHUIX,
3aHUMAIOIIUXCI YPECKOCTHBIM OCTEOCHHTE30M
1o Man3apoBy MAU K€ OHH HE IIOAyYalOT HUKa-
KOT'O A€YEHHUd BOBCE. [leTaAbHOE OITHCaHHE OCO-
OeHHOCTE aHOMAaAWHM pPa3BUTHUS HUXKHEH KO-
HEYHOCTH U CTONIBI BaXXHO [ASI OIIPEIEACHHUT
TaKTHUKH A€YE€HHUd U ITPOTHO3a AaHHBIX Hapyllle-
HUH B Ipoliecce pocra pebeHka. OnepaTHBHBIE
I0COOHd Ha CTOIle V MaHHBIX OOABHBIX JOAYKHBI
BBITIOAHATBECH CEAEKTHBHO C y4YeTOM Bo3pacTta
pebeHKa, KAWHHUKO-PEHTTE€HOAOTHYECKUX [daH-
HBIX, YTOOBI HE HApPYIIHUTb aKTUBHBIA POCT Cer-
MEHTa U TEM CaMbIM IIPHUBECTH K ATPOr€HHOMY
IIPOrPECCUPOBAHNIO YKOPOYEHUS CTOIIBI, U MH-
HUMH3HPOBATH PELIUIUBEL ee nehopMariuu.

B oTedyecTBEHHOHN AHUTEpaType HMEeTCs
AWML OofHa cTaThd BykaaeBa [.C. [8], mocsg-
IIeHHasd [JeTaAbHOMY OIIMCAaHHIO M3MEHEeHUU
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pasBUTHE IIEHTPaAbHOM dYacTH cermeHTa [15 -
17].

LlenTpaabHas 30Ha CTOIIbI, MasobepIlioBast
KOCTb U ITPOKCHMAaABHBIN OTZeA OeqpeHHOM KO-
ctu HauboAee YacTO MOABEPIKEHBI U3MEHEHUIM
IPU BPOXKAEHHON aHOMAaAWU PA3BUTHUS HUKHEU
KoHeyHocTH [15]. [laHHBIE aHaTOMHYECKHE 00-
AACTH SIBASIIOTCH yYaCTKaMH OBICTPOTO BACKYAO-
reHe3a y IIECTHHEIEABHOTO 3MOPHOHA, COOTBET-
CTBEHHO, HapyLIeHUsd o00pa3oBaHUs COCYIOB
SMOpHOHA B MAaHHBIM MEPUOJ CBSI3aHBI C BPOXK-
[OEHHBIMHU nedeKTaMH B YKa3aHHBIX 30Hax [15].
Kpowme Toro, qucnaasus CpeIUHHBIX ITAIOCHEBBIX
KOCTEH MOXKeT OBbITh BbI3BaHA U Jerpagariueit
paHee CyIIeCTBOBaBIIEH MOAEAN KOHEYHOCTHU
[16].

MHorHe aBTOpPhI YTBEPKOAIOT, YTO IIPU
anaa3uu MaA00epIIOBOM KOCTU 3a4YacTyiO OIpe-
OeAseTCs  9KBUHO-BaAbLyCcHas  aechopMarius
cronrl (3, 6, 18], HO UMelOTCH HaHHBIE 00 SKBU-
HO-BapyCHOM gmeBuanuu cronbl [8, 11, 19].
Hamu 3adukcupoBaHO AHIIBL 2 cAy4das Bapyc-
HOM AeBHAIUU CTOIBI U3 39 obcAeayeMbIX me-
Teti. [To gaHHBIM psga aBTOPOB Tap3asbHasl KO-
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AAWIUS CTONBI IIPU MAHHOM aHOMAaAUH pPa3BU-
THUsSI KOHEYHOCTH ompezneaderca B 30-63% cay-
gaeB [8, 11]. Haawuwme Tap3asbHOM KOAAUIIHNH
CTOIIBI TaKKe BAWULAET Ha TAKTHUKY A€YEHUd IIa-
IIMEeHTa U OOAXKHA OBbITH IIPUHATA BO BHUMAaHHE
cunenmaaucrtamu [20]. B manHOM HCcaenoOBaHUU
Tap3asbHas KOAAHIMA HaMU OIIpefeseHa ¥
66,7% obcaeyeMbIX MEeTEH.

3akaoueHune.

Haanyne cycraBa MeXAYy AaTe€pPasbHOM
AIOCHEBOH M KyOOBHIHOM KOCTAMH HAU MIATOY-
HO-KyOOBHIHBIM COEIVWHEHHEM OIIpOBepraer
TEOPHIO, IPU KOTOPOM reMHMeAUusd Maao0epro-
BOM KOCTH TOA€HU 00s3aTEeAbHO IIPUBOOUT K
nepuIUTy AaTEepPaAbHOTO OTAeAaa CcTombl. [lo
HalleMy MHEHHWIO, BBIIBACHHE Yy OOABIIMHCTBA
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