RUSSIAN ELECTRONIC JOURNAL OF RADIOLOGY

CJIVIAHN N3 ITPAKTUKU

NMPUMEHEHUE YABTPACOHOTPAPUN AN AUATHOCTUKU UHOPOAHOTO TEAA A3bIKA
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€MOHCTpAaIld BO3MOXKHOCTEH YABTPA3ByKOBOI'O UCCAEOBAHHUL C UCIIOAB30BAHHUEM JATYNUKOB
BBICOKOI'O paspelieHuss B O0HAPY:KEHWH HHOPOLHOIO TeAd HA3BbIKA,er0 HIACHTU(PHUKAIIUU U
YTOYHEHUH TOIOTrpacdo-aHATOMHUYECKHX XapPaKTEPUCTUK, OIIPEAEACHUH COCTOSHHS OKpYyKa-
IOIIMX TKaHeH.

Marepuasnpel 1 MeTOonbl. [IpencTaBAEH KAMHHYECKHH CAydYal BBISBACHHUA Yy MalleHTa IPU YAb-
TPa3BYKOBOM HCCAEIOBAaHUH S13bIKA HHOPOIHOTO TeAa (PhIOBeH KOCTH) C ITIOCAEAYIOIINM €ro VIAACHUEM
U TIaTOTUCTOAOTHYECKOH BepU(UKAIINEeH BhIIBAEHHBIX B TKAHIX A3bIKa U3MEHEHU!H.

Pesynpratel. PasMmepnsl B pacrioroKeHHE H3BACYEHHOTO IPHU XUPYPTUYECKOM BMEIIATEABCTBE
HHOPOIHOTO TeAa (PbIObei KOCTH), a TaKKe I1aTOMOP(OAOTHYECKOE COCTOsIHUE TKaHeldl d3bIKa, OKpPYy-
JKaIOIUX UHOPOJHOE TEAO, IIOAHOCTBIO COBIIQJAAH C IIOAYYEHHBIMH IIPHU IPEAOIIEPAIIMOHHOM yABTpAa-
3BYKOBOM HCCA€JOBAHUU JAaHHBIMH.

OOGcy:xnenue. IIpuBeqeHHBIH KAMHUYECKUM CAydYa¥ MNEMOHCTPHUPYET BBICOKYIO AUATHOCTUYE-
CKYIO TOYHOCTH VABTPA3ByKOBOT'O HCCAEIOBAHUS IIPH BBIIBACHUHN U HUACHTU(MHUKAIIMY HHOPOIHOTO TeAa
SI3bIKa, OIPENEAEHHM €ro TolorpadHy M OLIEHKE COCTOSHHS OKPYZKAIOIINX TKaHed. OTO I103BOASET
onupaTbCd Ha OAHHBIE YABTPA3BYKOBOI'O HMCCA€OOBAHMHA IIPH MAAHHPOBAHHH ACHYEHHI JAHHOTO KOH-
TUHTEeHTA IIallueHTOB.

3aknouenne. YABTPA3BYKOBOE MCCAENOBAHHE MMOKA3aHO IPH IMEPBUYHON AUATHOCTUKE HHO-
POMOHBIX TeA SI3bIKA KaK MOCTYITHBIM M TOYHBIHM CIIOCO0 UX OOHAPYKEHUSI.
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emonstration of the possibilities of ultrasound examination using high-resolution sensors

in detecting a foreign body of the tongue, its identification and refinement of topographic
and anatomical characteristics, determining the condition of surrounding tissues.
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Materials and methods. A clinical case of detection of a foreign body (fish bone) in a patient
during ultrasound examination of the tongue, followed by its removal and pathohistological verifica-
tion of the changes detected in the tissues of the tongue is presented.

Results. The size and location of the foreign body (fish bone) extracted during surgery, as well
as the pathomorphological condition of the tongue tissues surrounding the foreign body, completely
coincided with the data obtained during preoperative ultrasound examination.

Discussion. The above clinical case demonstrates the high diagnostic accuracy of ultrasound
examination in detecting and identifying a foreign body of the tongue, determining its topography
and assessing the condition of surrounding tissues. This makes it possible to rely on ultrasound da-
ta when planning the treatment of this contingent of patients.

Conclusion. Ultrasound examination is shown in the primary diagnosis of foreign bodies of
the tongue as an affordable and accurate way to detect them.

Keywords: tongue, foreign body of the tongue, ultrasonography of tongue.
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HoponHble Teaa (MT) markux TkaHeH
4EAIOCTHO-AULIEBOM obaacTu MT
YAO)ue gaBagroTcd penkocTbio. Ilo
nauueIM bBailipukoBa W.M. ¢ coasrT.
(2017), cpemm malMeHTOB, OOpPaATUB-
LIUXCS 3a IIOMOIIBIO K YEAIOCTHO-AMIIEBBIM XUPYP-
ram, goada mamuedaToB ¢ UT MT YAO mocruraer
3,8% [1].Ota crarucTtuKa, 6€3yCAOBHO, OTHOCHUTCS
ToabKO K WT, momaBmuM B MT B pesyabrare

ocTpoi TpaBMBbI (6erTOBag, JIOPOZKHO-
TPaAHCIOPTHLIE IIPOUCIIECTBUS, XUpyprude-
CKUe/OpPTOAOHTUYECKHE BMEIIATEeAbCTBa) W HE

Y49UTBIBA€T TpaBM, CBA3aHHBIX C OCAOXKHEHUAMU
HHBEKITMOHHBIX KOCMETOAOTHYIECKHUX IIpouenyp
(reaeom, HUTEH U T.4.)[2].B 2018 rony oredecTBeH-
HBIMH aBTOpPaMH OBIAO IIPENAOKEHO pa3ieAcHHe
Hauboaee gacto Bcrpevaronmuxca UT MT YAO Ha
[ABE T'PYHIIBl — OPTAHUYECKOr0 U HEOPTaHUYECKOTO
npoucxoxaeHuda [2]. B mnepByio rpyHily BXOAAT
MHOPOZHBIE TeAd PACTHUTEABHOI'O IIPOUCXOXKICHUS
TakWe, KaK AepeBo, CTeOAN TpaBbl, KOCMETOAOTH-
gyeckue (PHUAAEPBI; BO BTOPYIO — MeETaAAHWYECKHE,
CTEKASHHDBIE M IIAACTHKOBEIE OOBLEKTHI. EmuMHOMN
obmennpuHaToi kaaccudguxkarmu UT MT YAO =He
CYILIECTBYET, OMIHAKO, BIIOAHE €eCTECTBEHHO, {TO
HCTOPHYECKH OHH IIOAPA3NEATIAVCH HA PEHTTEHO-
KOHTpacCTHBIE (PEHTIeHOIIO3UTHBHBIE, radiopaque)
U PEeHTTeHOIIpO3padHble (PEeHTTeHOHETaTHBHBIE,
radiolucent), TOCKOABKY OCHOBHBIM METOIOM Ayde-
Bo#i mmarHocturu WT aBasaack peHTreHorpadusd.
[Ipu aTOM, aBTOPBI OTMEYAIOT CAOKHOCTHU AHATHO-
CTUKH PEHTTEHOHETATHUBHBIX (B IIEPBYIO OYepenb —
nepeBaHHbIX) UT [3].IlomanabiM Mohamed A c co-
aBT. (2016), mOYTH y TPETH IIAllMEHTOB AEPEBSH-
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Hple UT MT YAO ocraiorcd Hepaclo3HAaHHBIMU
OpH HEPBUYHOM OOCAEIOBAHHU U IIPOIBASIOTCS
BIIOCAEZICTBUH XPOHUYECKUMHU THOMHO-
BOCITAAUTEABHBIMH H3MEHEHUIMH U (PYHKIIHO-
HaABHBIMHU HapyuleHuaMmu [4, 5]. Takum obpasom,
TPaAUIIMOHHO ITPUMEHsSeMas IIPU MOAO3PEHUH Ha
HaAWYHe HHOPOAHBIX TEA PEHTTeHorpadus He I103-
BoAdeT BHu3yaausupoBaTbk UT ¢ HH3KOH pPEHTIEHOB-
CKOM IIAOTHOCTBIO (O€peBsHHBIE IENKH, (pparMeH-
TBI IIAACTHKA, CTEKAA U T.[.), & TAKXKE OIPEOECAUTH
UX CHUHTOIIHUIO, YTO NEAaeT €€ Mar03(P(PEeKTUBHBIM
METONOM [OAS BBIIBACHHS M YCIIEIIIHOTO H3BAEYE-
HUS WHOPOMHOTO IIpeaMeTalo].

B OpOTHBOIIOAOKHOCTB 3TOMY, YABTPAa3BY-
KoBoe wuccaenopanue (Y3U) mnosBoager oOHapY-
KUTb KaK PEHTTEHONO3UTHUBHBLIE, TAK U pPEHTTe-
HOHETATUBHbBIE MHOPOAHBIE TE€AA, YTOYHUTH HUX TO-
norpaduio OTHOCHUTEABHO OKPYXKAIOIIUX TKAaHEH,
OIIPEeAEAUTD BBIPAXKEHHOCTDH ITEPUGOKAABHOTO BOC-
TIaA€HHUsI, BBIIBUTH IIPU3HAKU abClienpoBaHud [2,
6, 13].

[IpencTaBA€HO KAMHUYECKOE HabAIOEHUE,
B KOTOPOM IaIlMeHTKe OblAa MPOBEAEHA OIlepPAallus
U3BACYECHHS WHOPOMHOTO TeAd U3 s3bIKa IIOCAE
¥Y3U, 9To CcmocoOCTBOBaAO OIPEOEACHUIO TOYHOM
AOKaAM3aIlUU HWHOPOIHOTO TeAd, €r0 Pas3sMepoB H,
CAEIOBATEABHO, MHHUMH3AIUU  [OBPEKIACHUS
OKPYXKAaIOIINX TKaHe#l BO BpeMs XUPYPrUIECKOTO
BMeIIIaTeALCTBA.

Knuaungeckoe madiaonenue.

[laHHBIE UCTOPUHU OOAE3HU.

[MTammmentka M., 54 roga, obpaTusack B MH-
CTUTYT cTOMAaTOAOTMH Ce4eHOBCKOI'0O YHUBEPCHUTE-
Ta 03.12.2019 c xasobaMu Ha AUCKOMMOPT U
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Puc. 1 (Fig. 1)

Puc. 1. <PoTorpacbus.

[TpemomepalinoHHBIFM OCMOTP HanueHTa. BocraauTesb-
HBIF MH(OUABTPAT CIIMHKH SI3bIKA.

Fig. 1. Photo.

Preoperative examination of the patient. Inflammatory
infiltrate of the dorsum of the tongue.
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HapacTaHHEe IIPHUIIYXAOCTHU B SI3bIKE€ B TE€UEHHE He-
neav. @akT TpaBMBI £3bIKa, B TOM YHCAE€ IIPHKY-
chIBaHUE, oTpHIllasa. [lepBble MNPHU3HAKU AHUCKOM-
dopra B A3bIKE IOYYBCTBOBaAa BO BpeMs IIPEOBI-
BaHU4 B OTIIyCKE Ha MOPCKOM KypPOPTE.

[Tocae HaBOAAIINMX BOIIPOCOB IIallMEHTKA
BCIIOMHHAAQ, YTO 3a 2-3 [HS [0 IIOSIBA€HUS yKa-
3aHHOH IIPUIIYXAOCTH OHA yHoTpedAdra B ITHIILY
pBIOY (6apalyAbKy).

[laHHBIE KAMHHUYECKOI'o, AabopaToOpHOro Hu
AydeBoro obcaemoBaHUSA: Ha MOMEHT OCMOTpa CYU-
Tasa cebd MPaKTUYEeCKU 340POBOH, aAAE€pPTOAOTHYE-
CKUU aHaMHe3 He OTdrouieH. Ilpum ocmoTpe moao-
CTHU pTa: S3bIK CAETKA 00AOKEH OEeAbIM HaAeTOM; B
00AaCTH CIIMHKU sI3bIKa (HA I'PaHUIlE BEPXYLIKH U
TeAad) IO cpenHell AMHUN HMeeTCd BBIOyXaHHEe C
yMepeHHOH runepeMueii CAU3UCTo 0060a0ukHU. [Ipu
HAABIIAIIMU  OIIPENEAdEeTCS OTpaHUYeHHOe Ooaes-
HEHHOE YIIAOTHEHHE AHaMeTPOM OKOAO 2 CM (puc.
1).

[las yTOYHEHUd OuarHo3a IIalleHTKa Oblaa
HampaBaeHa Ha Y3U.

HUccaenoBaHue IIPOBEAEHO Ha CKaHepe
MyLabTwice (Esaote, UTaaus). IIpu Y3U ¢ ucroab-
30BaHHEM AMHeMHoro natyuka Esaote LA533c pa-
bouett yacrorofr 10-12 MI'11 B 06AacTH BEPXYIIKHU
A3BbIKa, YyTh CA€BA OT CpemHEl AMHWH, Ha TAyOHHE
OT 2 MM OT IHOBEPXHOCTH CAWU3HCTOM 00OAOYKH,
OBIAO BBIIBACHO MOOIIOAHUTEABHOE oOpa3oBaHue
auaMeTpoM o 12 MM C ZOCTAaTOYHO YETKHM OT-

Puc. 2 (Fig. 2)

Puc. 3 (Fig. 3)

Puc. 2. Oxorpammbl f3bIKa B CATUTTAALHOMU (CAe-
BA) U PPOHTAABHOM (CNPABA) NAOCKOCTAX.

JIOTIOAHUTEABHOE 0Opa30BaHUE AUAMETPOM 10 12 MM C
OOCTATOYHO YETKUM OTTPaHHYEHHEM OT OKPYKAOIIUX
TKaHEN g3bIlKa C HAAUYHEM TOHKOM AMHEWHOM CTPYKTY-
Pbl CcpeaHel SXOT€HHOCTHM B IIEHTPAABHOM OTZEAE
(cTpeaka).

Fig. 2. Echograms of the tongue in the sagittal
(left) and frontal (right) planes.

There is a mass with a diameter of up to 12 mm with a
fairly clear demarcation from the surrounding tissues of
the tongue with the presence of a thin linear structure
of medium echogenicity in the central section (arrow).

Puc. 3. 3xorpammbl A3bIKa B CArMTTAABHOM (CAe-
BA) U PPOHTAABHOM (CNPABA) NAOCKOCTSAX.

B 1eHTpaABHOM OTZEeAe O0Opa3oBaHHUS C HEOLHOPOIHO
IOHUKEHHOH OXOT€HHOCTBIO, AHAMETPOM A0 12 MM
(cTpeakm), OTYETAMBO BUIHA TOHKAd AMHEHHAas CTPYKTY-
Pa BBICOKOM 5XOI€HHOCTH, Pa3MeEPaMU OKOAO 5.5*1 MM.

Fig. 3. Ultrasound image of a foreign body of the
tongue (a fish bone).

In the central part of the mass with heterogeneously
reduced echogenicity, up to 12 mm in diameter (ar-
rows), a thin linear structure of high echogenicity about
5.5*1 mm in size is clearly visible.
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TpaHUYEHUEM OT OKPYZKAaIOIINX TKaHEM $3bIKa C
HaAW4YUEM TOHKOM AMHENHON CTPYKTYpPbl CpenHeH
5XOT€HHOCTH B IIEHTPAABHOM OTZEeAe (pHC. 2).

[Tpu Y3U Toii :Ke 06AaCTH A3bIKA C UCIIOADL-
30BaHUEM CBEPXBBICOKOYACTOTHOI'O AWHEWHOI'O
narauka Esaote SL3116 (pabouas uacrora 20-
22MTrI'n): B LIEHTPAAbHOM OTIEA€ BBIIBAEHHOI'O pa-
Hee OIIOAHHUTEABHOI'0 00pa3oBaHUs, HA FAyOHHE OT
6 MM OT IOBEPXHOCTH CAHU3HUCTOH 00OAOYKH HMeeT-
cd IIOAOCOBHIHAS AWHEMHasl CTPYKTypa IIOBBIIIEH-
HOM 3XOT€HHOCTH, OAWHOM OKOAO 5,5 MM, TOAIIU-
HOM mo 1 MM (puc. 2).

3arkatoueHne Y3U: MHOPOOHOE TEAO s3bIKa
(o axorpaduYecKuM XapaKTePHUCTHKAM IIPeIIio-
AOKUTEABHO — PbIOBS KOCTB) C IIepHUPOKaAABHBIMU
TPaHyA€MaTO3HO-BOCIIAAUTEABHBIMU  HM3MEHEHUs-
MH.

Aeuenune. IlammeHTKa TIoAIIMCara WHOP-
MUpPOBaHHOE coraacue. Ilom HHPUABTPAITMOHHOM
aHecresueir 4% sol. Articaini 1:100000 (3,1 wMa)
ObIA TpOH3BENEH paspe3 CAU3HUCTOH O000AOYKU
fA3bIKa 110 cpenHed amHUU (puc. 4). UHoponHoe Te-
A0 (pBIOBST KOCTB) VAAACHO C IIOCAELYIOIIEH peBU-
3Uel paHbl, OYUCTKOMN OT THOMHBIX MacC, 4acTHU4-
HBIM HCCEYEHHEM IMePU(POKAABHBIX I'PAHYASIIIUH U
IIPOMBIBAHHEM aHTHOAKTEPHAABHBIM IIperapaToM
sol. Hydroxymethylchinoxalindioxydi 1% 15 ma. B
paHy BBeneH HOmO(OPMHBIH TaMIIOH Ha S CYTOK.
Pazmeps! ygas€eHHOTO MHOPOMAHOIO TeAd TOYHO CO-
OTBETCTBOBAAH TE€M, YTO OBIAM yKa3aHBI B 3aKAIO-
YEeHUU YABTPa3BYKOBOTO HcCcAenoBaHu4 (puc. 4, 5).

[aupl pekomMeHpanuu: a"HTubuoTuk (Tabs.
Amoxycillinum +  Acidumclavulanicum 875
mg+125 mg) o 1 Tab. 2 pasa B geHsb, 7 cyTokK;Tab.
Desloratadine 5 mg mo 1 Tab6., 5 nue#i, Tab.
Nimesulidi 100 mg o 1 Tab. 2 pasa B OeHb IIpHU

0oAsaX; poTOBBIE BaHHOYKH Sol.
Chlorhexidinibigluconati 0.05% 2 pa3a B neHsp, 10
cyTok. IlartmenTKa cobaroasa Bce PeKOMEHIAITUU.

[TocaeomnepalilMOHHBIM OCMOTP IIPOBEAEH Ha
epBble, TPEThH, IAThIe U TpUALATEIE CYTKU. PaHa
3asKuBaAa 1104 HomoopMHBIM TaMIIoHOM. Ha Tpe-
TBHU CyTKH paHa IOKPhIAACh (pHOPHHOM, Ha IISTHIE
IIpOM30IlIAa 3IIUTeAN3aInd. Yepe3 Mecsl] Ha MecTe
OIIEPAIlMOHHOH paHbl OblA CPOPMHUPOBAH MATKUH
py0er, He U3MEHSIOIHUY (popMy U (PYHKIUIO S3bI-
Ka.

JIaGopaTopHbIe uCcIeOBaAHUA.

Boxkpyr nHOpOmHOro Teaa ObIAM OOHapyzKe-
HBI ITPAHYASIIIHOHHBIE TKAHH, KOTOPBIE IIOCAE HCCe-
yeHuda Obian 3acdukcupoBaHrl B 10% pactBoOpe
dopMasrHA U HAIpPaBAEHBI Ha IIaTOTHCTOAOTHYE-
CKOE HCCAEJOBaHHUE.

OGcy:xnenue.

Hcnoab30BaHNEe COBPEMEHHBIX METOOB AY-
4YeBOM [OWATHOCTHUKU PACLINPUAO BO3MOXKHOCTHU
BBIIBACHUS HHOPOAHBIX TE€A MATKUX TKaHel de-
AIOCTHO-AUIIEBOM 00AACTHU: IIOSIBUACS PAL 9KCIIEe-
PHUMEHTAABHBIX U KAHHHUYECKHX HCCAEIOBAHUM,
TIOCBSIIEHHBIX ONPENEACHHUIO HH(POPMATUBHOCTHU
HAaHaAPHOU UM POBOIM peHTreHorpaduu, KOMIIbIO-
TEepHOH ToMOrpaduu (KOHYCHO-AYYEBOH H MYAB-
TUCTIUPAABHON), MAarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOH TOMO-
rpaduu, a Tak)Ke YABTPa3BYKOBOI'O UCCAE€IOBAaHU.

OKcnepUMeHTaAbHbIE HCCACIOBAHHUS BBI-
IIOAHSIAMCH KaK Ha CHEIHaAbHO pa3paboTaHHBIX
¢danToMax [7], TaK U Ha HATHBHOM MaTepHase (ro-
AOBEI moMmarlitHero ckora) [8, 9, 10]. [TokazaHo, 4TO
BepodaATHOCTb obHapyxkeHus WUT MT B 3HaAUUTEAB-
HOM CTereHH 3aBUCUT oT Marepuasa UT u meronma
BH3yaAu3alluu. [Ipu 3TOM OOABIIIMHCTBO aBTOPOB
cuntaT Y3U Haubosee HHPOPMATHBHBIM METO-

P2

Puc. 4 (Fig. 4)

)
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Puc. 5 (Fig. 5)

Puc. 4. PoTtorpacpus.

YnoaseHrEe HHOPOOHOTO TEAA.
Fig. 4. Photo.

Removing of the foreign body.

Puc. 5. PoTtorpacpus.

H3BAeYEHHOE MHOPOIHOE TEAO (CTPEAKA).
Fig. 5. Photo.

Extracted foreign body (arrow).
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100 ym

Puc. 6 (Fig. 6)

Puc. 6. MukponpenapaTt. MCToOAOrM4eckui
cpes. YBeandeHne *100, okpacka: reMaToKCH-
AVH-303MH.

[TaTorucroaorudeckoe HCCAEIOBaHHE
Nel191114862 ot 11.12.2019).

(mpoTokoa

3akAlodeHHUe: B IIpenapare (oparMeHT IPaHyASIIIOHHON
TKaHH C apTedUIINaAbHBIMH H3MEHEHHSIMH, HEHTpO-
brabHOM HHOMUABTPALIHEH.

Fig. 6. Histological section. Magnification *100,
Hematoxylin and Eosin stain.

Histopathological examination
191114862 of 11.12.2019).

(protocol No.

Conclusion: in the preparation there is a fragment of
granulation tissue with artifactual changes, neutro-
philic infiltration.

JOM, IO3BOASIOIIMM MAEHTU(PUIHUPOBATh Kak
PEHTTEHOIIO3UTHBHBIE, TaK U PEHTT€HOHEraTUBHbIE
UHOPOAHBIE TeAa MATKUX TKaHEH YeAIOCTHO-
AuneBod obaactu. Ilpu 5TOM YyBCTBUTEABLHOCTH
Y31 B BergBaeHuu WUT MT YAO mnpeBsbiaer 96%
[11, 12].

Kpome Toro, Y3U mno3BoadeT yTOYHUTH TO-
norpacdguio T OTHOCHUTEABHO MBIIII], COCYZOB H
KAETYaATOYHBIX IIPOCTPAHCTB, OIIPENEAUTH BbIpa-
KEHHOCTb ITepU(OKaABHOI'O BOCIIAAE€HUS, BBIABUTD
npu3Haku abciiegupoBaHusd. Bce 3To mo3Boade-
TOIITUMHU3UPOBATh XUPYPIUYECKHUH [OOCTYHI OAd
YMEHBIIIEHHd TpaBMaTH3alluKd TKaHel B 30He olIle-
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pairiu 6e3 HeOOXOAMMOCTH ITPUMEHEHUS KaKUX-
AM0OO MOIIOAHHUTEABHBIX METOHOB obcaenmoBaHUL [2,
6, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17].

Hasa yrounenuda sxocemuotruku UT MT mpo-
BOJUAUCH BKCIIEPUMEHTAABHBIE HCCAEIOBAHUS Ha
crierimaabHO paspaboraHHbIX (paHTOoMax [18]. Cae-
OyeT OTMETHUTH, YTO B IMOABALIOIIEN YaCTH ITyOAU-
Kalluii paccMaTpUBAIOTCS BOIIPOCHI AHUATHOCTHUKU
UT MT autia u ry0, HO He sSI3bIKA.

B Tex ke 3KCIIepHUMEHTaAbHBIX HCCAEIOBA-
HUSIX, KOTOPhIE MOCBHAIIEHbI U3yYEHUIO BO3MOXKHO-
creii BoigBaeHUss HWT s3bIKa C HCIOAB30BaHHEM
PA3AUYHBIX METOA0B AYy4YE€BOM MUATHOCTHUKHU (SA3BIK
B TOAOBE OBIIbI, U3BA€YEHHBIN SI3bIK KOPOBHI), aHa-
AU3UPOBaAUCHE Bce UMHUTATOPBI UT (OCKOAKU CTEK-
A, KyCOYKH KaMHs, acpasbTa, KOMIIO3UTa, CyXOro
[oepeBa, aMaAbrambl, (PParMeHTKOPOHKH 3y0a U
T.1.) W OblAO [gokaszaHOo, uYTo Y3U o6aamaer
HauboAbIIeHl TUATHOCTUYECKOH [OCTOBEPHOCTHIO
[8, 13, 19]. Kpome Toro, obpatua Ha cebs BHUMA-
HHUE TOT (PaKT, YTO B IKCIIEPUMEHTAABHBIX HCCAE-
noBaHuax B uncao umutatropoB UT MT YAO Hu
pa3y He ObIAM BKAIOYEHBI PbIOBHM KOCTH, HECMOTPS
Ha TO, YTO OHHU [JOCTATOYHO YACTO TPABMHUPYIOT
ryOBI U S3BIK IIPU ITPUEMe ITHIIH.

3aknodyeHue.

[IpoBeneHHOE C LIEABIO YTOYHEHUS AUATHO-
3a Y3U g3blKa II03BOAWAO BBIIBUTH U HOCHTHU(U-
OUPOBaTh MHOPOAHOE TEAO, YTOYHUTH €ro AWHEH-
HbIE ITapaMeTphbl, TAYOUHY PACIIOAOKEHUS U TOIIO-
rpaduio, oxapakKTepu30BaTh IEPUQPOKAABHbBIE H3-
MEHEHUSI B TKAHSIX A3bIKA.

[Tocaenyrolee XUPYypPrudecKoe BMeEIIaTeAb-
CTBO W TTATOMOP(OAOTHYIECKOE UCCAEIOBAHUE OIle-
paloHHOTOMAaTepruasa IIOAHOCTBIO IIOATBEPIHUAU
nmoaydeHHbsle nnpu Y3UW pannble. OTO MOKa3bIBAET
IPELM3UOHHOCTE M BBICOKYI0 HH(OPMATHUBHOCTH
Y3U npu AUarHOCTUKE MHOPOMAHBIX TEA sI3bIKA.

Hcroab30BaHHEe  CBEPXBBICOKOYACTOTHOTO
[JAaTYUKa II03BOAMAO TIOAYYHUTH 0OO0OA€e OJeTaAbHOE
u300pakeHre 30HBI HHTEpPeca U, HA OCHOBAHUU
3TOro, 60oA€Ee TOYHO OXapaKTEPHU30BATH HUMEIOIIIHE-
CSI U3MEHEHUS.

Ucrounux
(bIIUKT UHTEPECOB.

ABTOpPBI MaHHOHM CTATBbU MOATBEPOUAH OTCYT-
cTBUE (PUHAHCOBOM MOONEPKKU HCCAECIOBAHUS U
KOH(AHUKTA HHTEPECOB, O KOTOPBIX HEOOXOIUMO
COOOIIUTE.
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