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PE3IOME

MccaeA0BaHHA NOCABAHHX AET CBUAETEABCTBYIOT O NPEBAAMPOBAHHKM MHOMNUYECKOR pepakumMH Y AeTeR NPH apTHAKKK, YTO 3Ha-
YMTEABHO CHUXAET (DYHKLIMOHAABHLIE PE3YALTATH AEUEHHS M MOXET DbITh NMOKA3aHHEM AAR 3AMEHBI HHTPAOKYASIDHOA AH3s {UOA).
3710 06YCADBAMBAET AKTYAABHOCTE HCCACAOBAHHA, MPOBOAMMBIX AAR AOCTHXEHHA LIEACBOR pedppakLiMK Y AeTei C apThdakuen.
Lleas nccaeaosanns. OnpeseaeHue hakTopos pucka (DOP) AAn NPOrHO3a pa3BuTHS MUONKMUHECKORA pehpPakLMmM Y AeTeR NOCAe IKC-
TpakUMu BpoxXAeHHOR kaTapakTsl (BK) u umnaanTaumn MOA.

Marepuaa u meToast. [peacTaBseHsl pesyAsTaTei 06cAeA0BaHuA pethpakumn y 69 aeTed B Bo3pacte oT 1 roaa ao 12 et (110 raas)
yepe3 36 mec nocae kcTpakumu BK ¢ nmnaanTaumen markux MOA.

PeayasTariil. [MoAyueHHBE AAHHBIE AHAMHE3A, PE3YABTATOB O TAABMOAOTHUECKHX, IXODHOMETPHUECKHX, KAHHMKO-AAD0PaTOPHEIX
MCCAEADBAHMA DbIAM NOABEPrHYTH CTATUCTHHECKOA 0OpaboTKe, NPOBEAEHA OLIEHKA 3HAYMMOCTH PA3AMYHA MCXOADB B 3ABUCHMO-
CTH OT BO3AEACTBMA BOIMOXKHLIX DOP pa3suTua Nncesanhpakuueckoi MHONKK, NOCTPOEHS! PErPeCCHOHHAN AOTUCTHHECKAR MOAEAL
1 ROC-kpusas.

3axaouenme. Mo AaHHbIM AaBTOPOB, AOCTOBEPHBIMKU DP paIBuTHA NCEBAOHAKMHECKOR MHONKK Y AETEA MOTYT DuTh NOKA3aTeAW
nepeaHe3asHed oCH rAa3Horo ABAOKa Ha MOMEHT uMmnAaanTaurmk MOA esilue BO3PacTHOR Hopmbl Boaee yem Ha 0,2 mm; peberok
oT nepsoi GepemenHocTH; cooTHowerne AL/CR 23,0; MMONKMA NAPHOTO rAala; Kocoraaine Goaee 4 NPHaMaTHHECKHX AMONTPHA;
HACAEACTBEHHAR OTATOWEHHOCTL; HaNpaxXeHue (ubpPo3HOA KancyAs raasa: aasaeHue S180 Mm PT.CT. HA MOMEHT MMMAAHTALIMK
MOA. MNpeAcTaBAeHHbIE ADCTOBEPHBE (PAKTOPE, A TAKOKE COYETAHHE MEHEEe IHAYMMBIX NPU3HAKOoR (NpebuBaHue pebexka Ha cee-
KeM BOIAYXE MeHbile | 4 B ABHb, POACTBEHHLIA DpaK pOAMTEAed NALIMEHTA, 3PMTeAbHbIE HArPy3KH BOAKM3K BoAee 3 u B AeHb, Ypo-
BeHb KAAbLIMA B KPOBM HWXe 1,8 MMOAB/A) MOMYT BbiTb HCNOAL3OBaHL NPH NPOTHO3e PA3BHTUSA NCEBAO(AKHUESCKOR MHOMUM, YTO NO-
MOKET BHECTU KOPPEKTHBbI B TAKTUKY BEACHHS NALUMEHTOB AASl AOCTUXKEHHA LIeAesof pedipakumu.

Karovessie cA0Ba: KaTapaxkTa y AeTeA, LeAeBas peppaKums, MHONKSA, NCeBAOPAKHS.

HH®OPMALIHA OB ABTOPAX:

Xampaesa JI.C. — e-mail: lola251167@mail.ru

Hapaynnaesa [1.Y. — ¢-mail: diladora@mail.ru; hitps://orcid.org/0000-0001-6485-5751

AsTop, oTBeTCTBEHHMI 32 nepenncky: Hapsynnaepa unnopa YxkramorHa — e-mail: diladora@mail.ru

KAK lIHTHPOBATD:
Xampaesa J1.C., Hapaynnaepa /1.Y. @axkTopsl pHCKa H MPOTHO3 PA3BHTHSA NceBI0(aKHICCKOR MHONMH Y eTeil. Becmuux opmanramonozuu.
2021;137(2):90-95. https://doi.org/10.17116/0ftalma202113702190

Risk factors and prognosis of the development of pseudophakic myopia in children
© L.S. KHAMRAEVA, D.U. NARZULLAEVA

Tashkent Pediatric Medical Institute, Ministry of Healthcare, Tashkent, Uzbekistan

ABSTRACT

Recent studies indicate the prevalence of myopic refraction in children with pseudophakia, which significantly reduces the func-
tional results of treatment and may be an indication for replacing the intraocular lens (I10L). Therefore, studies conducted to achieve
the target refraction in children with pseudophakia are relevant.

Purpose — to determine the risk factors for the prognosis of myopic refraction in children after extraction of congenital cataract
and I0OL implantation.

Material and methods. The study presents the results of refraction examination in 69 (110 eyes) children aged 1 to 12 years
36 months after extraction of congenital cataract with implantation of soft 10L.

Results. The obtained data of anamnesis, results of ophthalmological, echobiometric, clinical and laboratory studies were sub-
jected to statistical processing assessing the significance of differences in outcomes depending on the impact of possible risk fac-
tors for the development of pseudophakic myopia; a regression logistic model and a ROC-curve were constructed.

Conclusion. According to the authors, reliable risk factors for the development oi pseudophakic myopia in children can be such in-
dicators as axial eye length at the time of IOL implantation exceeding the age norm by more than 0.2 mm; the child from the first
pregnancy; the AL/CR ratio of 23.0; myopia on the paired eye; strabismus of more than 4 prism diopters; hereditary load; tension
of eye’s fibrous capsule: pressure of £180 mm Hg at the time of IOL implantation. The presented reliable factors, as well as a combi-
nation of less significant signs (the child being outside for less than 1 hour per day, intermarriage of the patient’s parents, near-sight
visual loads of more than 3 hours per day, the blood Ca level of less than 1.8 mmol/L) can be used for prognosis of the development
of pseudophakic myopia and to help make adjustments in the management tactics for patients to achieve target refraction.

Keywords: cataract in children, target refraction, myopia, pseudophakia.
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JleTckasi KaTapakTa sIBASIETCS BaXHOH NMPHYHHOM
HapyuleHHs 3peHHs. B rasax, nepeHecLIMX onepauHio
MO yIATEHHIO KaTapaKTbl, MOTYT Pa3BHTLCA aMOIHOMMA,
BTOpPHYHAas KaTapakTa, IJlayKkoMa, aMeTponus, aHH30Me-
TpOMNH#A, KOCOr/Ia3He U OTCIOEHHE CETYaTKH. XHpyprus
BpOXIeHHOoit KaTapakThl (BK) pa3BuBanach Ha mpotsixe-
HHH MHOTHX JIET U cTasa Gosiee Ge3onacHoOM U npenackasy-
emoii [ 1, 2]. PaHnOMH3HpOBaHHbBIE KIIMHUYECKHE HCCTle-
JOBaHHS MOCJIEONEPALHOHHBIX OCJIOXKHEHHUIH MOKA3aIH
BRICOKYIO 3(MpeKTHBHOCTD BU3YAIBHON peabunutaiuu
neteil npH apTudakuH, YeM npH adakui. Pan asTropos
TIPHIILUTH K BRIBO/IY O TOM, 9TO HanboJee mpHemMieMa NM-
TUIAHTALASA HHTpaokynsipHo# uH3sl (MOJT) y nereit pau-
Hero Bo3pacta |3, 4). Iporpecc B TEXHONOTHH Jie4eHHUS
BK npuBen K BO3HMKHOBEHHIO HOBBIX BOMIPOCOB, Kaca-
lowmxcs pedpakToreHesa y aeteid npu aprudaxkuu [5—
8], cpenu Kotophix HaubGonee 3HAYUMBIMH ABIFIOTCA CO-
CTOSIHHE H IHHAMMKA MPeIOMJISIOLLEH CHJTLI ONTHYECKHX
CHCTEM, pacueT uenesoi pedpakumuu nNpu NpoaoKa-
LLeMCs pocTe Fna3 B nepuoa (opMHPOBAHHSA 3PHTENb-
Horo aHanu3atopa [9)]. [o ZaHHBIM HeKOTOPBIX HcCre-
nmoBanwii |10, 11], ckopocTh pocTa oceBO JUIMHKI TIa3
y neteiil ¢ aptudaxkueii Gonee BricOKas B OMTHOCTOPOH-
HHX CITy4asX Mo CPaBHEHHIO C IBYCTOPOHHHMH H Ba-
pPBUpYET y ieTeii galie, 4eM y B3pocibix. UccnenoBanus
MHOTHX aBTOPOB H HAIlIH COOCTBEHHBIE PE3Y/IbTATH CBH-
JETeNbCTBYIOT O MPeBATHPOBAHMH CHIIbHOM pedpakimn
npu aprudakuu y nereii, T.e. MUONM3auHK. Bo3aMoxHo,
POCT pacnpocTpaHeHHOCTH GJIM30PYKOCTH Y AeTeit 3a no-
ceHHE AECATHIETHS TAKKe HIPAeT BAXHYIO poJib B pas-
BUTHH pedpakLIHOHHONH aHOMATHH TMOC/e 3KCTPaKLHH
BK v ummiantauuu HOJI [12—14]. AHomanbHble ped-
pakLIHOHHbIE H3MEHEHHS MOTYT GbITh MPOABNEHHEM He-
aznekBaTHO nopoGpanHoit MOJI, yTo cea3aHo ¢ pacye-
TOM €€ ONTHYECKOH CUJILI M0 eJUHOM (hopMyne BceM
HETAM — KaK ¢ pUCKOM aHOMaJIbHOro ped)pakroreHesa,
TaK ¥ 6e3 Hero. [1pu 3TOM BbICOKAs YacTOTa He3aIUIaHH-
POBaHHO# pedpakiini, BO3MOXHO, CBSI3aHA KaK C Npe-
PacToNoXeHHOCTBIO K AHOMAIbHOMY pedpakToreHe3sy,
C OTHOH CTOPOHBI, TAK M C HAJTHIHEM 0OCKYpallHOHHOMK
WIH pedpakilMOHHOH aMbmuonuu, — c apyroii [14].
VBe/iMyeHHe 9acTOTHl MMOMIMYECKOro ciBura pedpax-
uHMH B ncesaodakMuHbIX r1a3ax, no cpaBHEHHIO ¢ (da-
KHUHBIMH, MOXET OBITh NOKA3aHHEM K TLIATELHOMY 06-
CNef0BaHHIO AeTeil Ha NpeaMeT 3aMeHbI HCKYCCTBEHHOTO
xpyctanuka [15]. Psin aBTOpOB npeanonaraiot, 4To y Ae-
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Teil ¢ y/UIMHEHHOMH OCBIO 71a3a OCHOBHBIM (hakTopoMm,
BIMAIOLIUM HA pe)pakLIMOHHYIO OLIMOKY nocne 3Kc-
Tpakuud BK n ummnantauun UOJI, saensiores BeHYHHA
nepeaHesaaHeit ocu (I130) rnasHoro a6a0Kka U npenoM-
JioLan cuia porosuusl [16, 17).

Ha ocHOoBaHMM NpoBeIeHHOTO aHANTH3a JaHHBIX JIH-
TepaTyphbl OCTAETCA aKTya/lbHbIM onpeeneHue GakTopos
pucka (®P) 1 Bo3MOXHBII TPOrHO3 YCHNIeHHA pedpak-
LMK Yy JieTei NPy apTU(aKUH, YTO ITOMOXET BHECTH KOp-
PEKTHBBI B BEJICHHE MAIHEHTOB U TEM CaMbIM JIOCTHYh
LIeJIEBOH pepaKiIuH.

Llens uccnenosanus — onpenencaue ®P mna npo-
rHO3a pa3BHTHs MHONHYeCKO#H pedhpakuun (ncesnoda-
KHMecKas OJIM30pyKOCTb) y IeTeil mocne 3kcTpakiuu BK
1 umIutantaunu MOJL.

Marepua/\ U METOABI

B rnazHoM oTtaeleHMM KIMHWKH TalIKeHTCKOro ne-
JHATPHYECKOTO MEAULIMHCKOrO MHCTHTYTA NMpOBeAeH
aHanM3 nokasarenei pedpakuuH nocje 3KCTpakancy-
napHoit s3kcTpakii BK ¢ umnnanTaumeit markux HOJ1
y 69 neteit B Bo3pacTe ot | roma no 12 ner (110 rnas).
M3 uux ¢ neycroponxeit BK (JIBK) 6nin1 41 manueHT
(82 rnasa), ¢ onHocroponneit BK (OBK) — 28 nerei
(28 rna3). Ha momeHT ummnantanuu MOJI nanmeHTR
pa3nesieHbl 10 BO3pacTy Ha TPH TPyNmbl: 1-a rpynma — ot
1 rona no 4 ner (26 nereii, 42 rnaza); 2-s rpynna — ot 4
1o 8 net (25 nereit, 40 rnaz); 3-s rpynna — ot 8 no 12 ner
(18 neteit, 28 rna3). OTaaneHHbIe pe3y/IbTaThl IOKa3aTe-
Nieit pedpakunM H3y4aH dyepes 36 Mec nocie onepaLHH.
Y Bcex nauueHTOB GbLUIM cOOpaHbl JaHHLIE aHAMHE3A,
pe3ynbTaThl 0TalIbMONOrHYECKHX, KIHHHKO-Tabopa-
TOpHHIX UcceaoBaHuit. Pacuer cunsl HOJI nposoawan
no c¢opmyne SRK Il ¢ yueTom BospacTHOI runokoppek-
unH no R. Trivedi 1 M. Wilson [18].

Pe3yAsTarsbl M 006CyXAeHHE

IMpenomnsomas cuna MOJI sapeupoBana B 1-i
rpynne ot +17,5 no +32,5 onTp, Bo 2-if rpynme —
or +16,0 go +28,0 anrp, B 3-i rpynne — ot +15,0
no +23,0 antp. BennunHa BO3pacTHOM THMOKOpPpPEK-
uuu cocrasnsna ot +1,0 no +8,0 antp. Keparomerpu-
YyecKHe nokasaTe/lM HaxXoAWIMCh B AMana3oHe ot 39,94
no 46,75 ontp, BenuuuHa 130 rnasHoro abnoka —
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ot 18,34 no 24,25 MM, nipu 3TOM pa3max 6GuoMeTpuye-
CKMX [1apaMeTPOB HE BO BCEX CIYYasiX COOTBETCTBOBA
Bo3pactHoit HopMe. Heobxomumo oTMeTHTD, 9TO NpH
pacuere ontuueckoii cunsl MOJI mo dropmyne SRK 11
yuuTeiBaTHCch noka3zateny [130 rnazHoro abnoka u ero
OTKJIOHEHHS B CTOPOHY KaK YUIMHEHHs, TaK H YKOpo4e-
Hus. OcTpoTa 3peHHs A0 XMPYPru4ecKOoro je4eHH!s Ha-
XOUNack B IMana3oHe OT NMPaBMJIBHOIO CBETOOLIYILE-
Hus 1o 0,01; npu apTudakuu oHa COCTaBIsLIA B Cpell-
Hem 0,01—0,2. I1pu oYKOBO# MOKOPPEKIIMH NTOKA3ATENH
BusHoMmerpuu nocturamu 0,5—0,6. Ananus mokaszarenen
pedpakilM{ NO3BOJIAI BhISABHTH ¥ YACTH JETEH OTKIIOHE-
HHE OT LEeJIeBOi ped)paKkiiMH BO BCEX BO3PACTHBIX IPYII-
nax (rada. 1).

Y 47,6% neteit 1-i rpynnbl BhiSBI€HAa MH-
onusa cnaboi, cpedHeil ¥ BBICOKOH cTeneHei —
ot (—)0,5 o (—)6,5 antp. B 19,1% cnyuaeB oTMeueHa
3MMETPONUsA, HE COOTBETCTBYIOIIAA BO3pacTy HaH-
HOWM TPYIIIBI, YTO YKa3kIBaeT Ha yCWIEHHE pedpak-
K. Y 14,2% 6bU1a OCTUTHYTA LieneBas pedpaxims,
y 19,1% — rumepMeTpoIHs, MPEBHINAIOIAS BO3PacT-
HYIO0 HOpMY.

Bo 2-it rpynne B 47,5%, B 3-it rpynne — B 28,5%
c/ly4aeB OTMeyeHa MUonMA cn1aboii, cpeaHeit U BbICO-
Ko# creneHeit ot (—)1,0 no (—)6,25 antp. Jons cayyaes
THMEPMETPONHH, NPEBBIINAIONICH BO3PaCTHYIO HOPMY,
BO 2-ii rpymime coctasuina 17,5%, a B 3-it — 14,3%. beina

OTMEYeHa TEeHJICHLUA K YBEIHYEHHIO YHCIIA 7123 C 3M-
MeTpomu4eckon pedpaxiaeit ot 22,5% (2-s rpyrma)
o 57,2% (3-a rpyrma) 3a cyeT yMeHbIICHHS 9MCTIa T/1a3
C BO3PACTHOM IMIIEPMETPOITHEN.

N3 69 uenosex (110 rnas) y 44 (64%) nereii (74 rnasa;
67%) BblsiBNIEH aHOMA/IbHBII ped)pakTOreHes: MHOIMS
H Hecopa3MepHas 3MMeTponus — y 34 aeteit (55 rnas),
rMNEPMETPONHUA, NpeBHINalOLIas BO3pPacTHYI0, —
y 10 maumenToB (19 rna3). U3 obmero uncna nereit nonst
MHOITHH H HeCcOpa3MepHOM BO3pPACcTy SMMETPOITHHU CO-
crasuna 49% (50% rnas), npu sToM namumeHToB ¢ JIBK
osu10 51,2%, c OBK — 46,4%.

JLns penieHHs IOCTABIEHHOMH €N NAlHeHTH! 6bUTH
pasiesieHbl Ha OCHOBHYIO M KOHTPOJIbHYIO rpymnnbl. B oc-
HOBHY10 (34 peGeHka, 55 r1a3) BOLUIM JETH C BbiSIBIIEH-
HO# CHIbHO# MHOMWYECKO# H Hecopa3MepHOH Bo3pacTy
IMMeETponHYecKoit pedpakumeii (Tadn. 2). B KoHTpOb-
HYy10 rpynimy (25 nereit, 36 ra3) BOILIH NALIMEHTHI C Le-
neBoil pedpakumeii (Tabm. 3).

Jecars nereii (19 rnas) c BLISABIEHHON TMIIEDMET-
ponudeckoi pedpakuueil B aHANHTHYECKHE TPYTIIIEI
He BKJIIOYEHBI, TAK KaK HX U3yYeHHE ABMsAeTCA Mpeame-
TOM HaLUUX ByaylHX MccleqOBaHHIA.

[ns BuigeneHMs GakTopoB, YKa3bIBAIOLHX HA BO3-
MOXHYIO NpeApacnooXeHHOCTb HIH MPHYMHB] pa3BH-
THA 6MH30pYKOCTH NpH apTH(aKNH, HaMH ObL NMPOBEAEH
aHaIM3 TAHHBIX AHAMHE3a, Pe3Y/IbTaTOB O(TATBMOIOTH-

Tab6auua 1. Moxazatean pehpaxumm y obcaeayemuix aetei npu aprudaim, n (%)

Table 1. Refractive findings in examined children with pseudophakia, n (%)

Bospactuas rpynna
Pedpakiina 7 A 5
Mmuonus 20 (47.6) 19 (47.5) 8 (28.5)
['niepmeTponKa, NPEBLIMIAIOIIAS BO3PACTHYIO HOPMY 8(19.1) 7(17.5) 4(14.3)
IMmeTponHA K(19.1) 9(22.5) 16 (57.2)
BoapacTHas runepMeTponns 6(14.2) 5(12.5) -
Bcero 42 (100) 40 (100) 28 (100)
ITpusmevanue. Ineck 1 B TabN. 2, 3: n — KOMHYECTBO [Ma3.
Ta6anua 2. Moxazarean pedpakumnu y AeTeR OCHOBHOR rPYNNs! B BO3PACcTHOM acnexTe, n (%)
Table 2. Refractive findings in children of the main group in connection with age, n (%)
Bospacthas rpynna
Podpaxisis -1 2-g 3-a Bceero, n
Muonusa, anTp:
2(—)3.25 9(16.3) 11 (20) 6(10.9) 26
2(—)3.25 8(14.5) 5(9) 2(3.6) 15
#(—)6.25 3(5.4) 3(5.4) — 6
SMMETpOIHA, HE COOTBETCTBYIOLLAA BO3PACTY 8(14.5) - - 8
Ta6anua 3. Moxa3arean pehpakumuu y AeTedl KOHTPOABHON TPYNINLI B BO3PACTHOM aCiexTe, N
Table 3. Refractive findings in children of the control group in connection with age, n
BospacThas rpynna
P 3
Cpasig 1-u 2-a 3-a Bcero
IMMETpOITHS — 16 25
BoapacTHas rHNepMETPONMA 6 5 - 11
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YeCKHX, 3X06HOMeTpHHMECKHX, KITHHHUKO-1abopaTopHbIX
HCccled0BaHHWI B OCHOBHOH H KOHTPOJIbLHOM rpyrnmnax.
IMonyyeHHble NaHHbIe GbLIM MOABEPTHYTHI CTATUCTH-
yeckoi obpaboTke ¢ HCMONL30BAaHHEM AHAIH3A YEThI-
PEXTONIbHBIX TAOIHII CONPSKEHHOCTH (CpaBHEHHE MPO-
LIEHTHBIX JI0JIEH B OCHOBHOM M KOHTPOJIBHOM TpyTinax),
MpoBeJieHa OLIeHKA 3HAYMMOCTH pa3/IHdHil MCXOMIOB B 3a-
BHCHMOCTH OT Bo3eiicTBHS BO3MOXHBIX ®P pazpurus
ncesaogakudeckoii Muonmu# (Tada. 4). [Ina momydeHus
Gonee 1OCTOBEPHBIX JAHHBIX ObUIH MOCTPOEHHI perpec-
CHOHHas jorucTuyeckas Mogens H ROC-kpusas (cMm.
pucynok). Hamu ObLTH nonyyeHsl CleQyOLHE JaHHLIE:
ceMb npu3HakoB (Nel, 2, 3,4, 6, 7, 11) oka3anuck 3Ha-
YHMBIMH.

ROC-ananu3 npogeMoHCTpUpoBa, 4To Takue OP,
kak noka3areau 130 rnazHoro a610Kka Ha MOMEHT
uMmruiantaunu MOJ1 Belle Bo3pacTHOI HopMBI Gosee
yeM Ha 0,2 MM; pebGeHOK OT nepBoii GepeMeHHOCTH; CO-
otHomeHne AL/CR >3,0; Muonus napHoro rasa; Ko-
cornasue 6oee 4 np. ANTP; HAC/IEICTBEHHAS OTATOLIEH-
HocThb; HanpsaxeHue ®KI': nasnenue <180 MM pT.cT.
Ha MoMeHT uMrutanTaiu MOJ1, noBslmaloT puck pas-
BHTHS nceBaodakuieckoii muonnn. [TposeneHHsIil cTa-
THCTHYECKHHA aHAIH3 MOATBEPIWI 3HAYMMOCTh Iepe-
YHCJIEHHBIX CeMH MPH3HAKOB B pa3BUTHH nceBaodaku-
YECKOH MHOITHH.

[MonyyeHHble pe3yabTaThl CPABHUBAJIMCH C MAaTEPH -
ajlaMH HayvyHOMH JIMTEPATYpPhbl, B KOTOPBIX OCBEILATNCH
NpeaHKTOPbl MHOMHH Y IeTeH ¢ HATHBHBIM XPYCTATMKOM.
[Mpu3Haku, nepeyunciaeHHbie B Taba. 4 noa HomepamMmn
3,6,7, 10 u 12, BcTpeualoTcd B IMTEpaType KakK Nnpeau-
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ROC-xpusas ®P pa3sutus ncesAnhaxuecKon MHONHH y AeTed.

| — nokasarenn T30 rnazsoro saBaoxa: 2 — pebeHOK OT nepBoii GepeMeHHO-
cti; 3 — AL/CR 23.0; 4 —uHOIIHA NapHOro riasa; 5 — po3pact pebenka; 6 —
KOCOrmaine; 7 — HacI1enCTBEHHAS OTATOIIEHHOCTS, 8 — Macca pefenxa; 9 — pon-
cTBeHHRN Gpax; 10 — npeGwBanue pefeHka Ha ceexes Boaayxe; 11 — Hanpa-
xenne DKI; |2 — 3HaINTEIBHEC IPHTEALHEIC HAMPYIKH; 13 — YPOBEHB KarbLHA.
ROC-curve of risk factors for the development of pseudophakic myopia in chil-
dren.

| — axial eye length: 2 — the child from the first pregnancy: 3 — AL/CR 23.0;
4 — myopia on the paired eve; 5 — child age; 6 — strabismus; 7 — hereditary load;
8 — child weight; 9 — intermarriage; 10 — time the child stays outside; |1 — ten-
sion of eye's fibrous capsule; 12 — significant visual loads: 13 — blood Ca level.

KTOopbl MoK [21—24], a npu3nak Nel3 npeacras-
neH kak @P pa3suTHs M nporpeccupoBaHus GaH30py-
KocTH [25].

Tabanua 4. Boamoxnue OP pazeutua ncesaodiakmueckoi MHONUK Y AeTeR
Table 4. Possible risk factors for the development of pseudophakic myopia in children

1-a na, 2-g rpynna, HTepHil ., Cuna ceain me op
Tpecsaax "=3f5:1(%) n=2;’.’.n (%) (Il)(rfmcpi (p) Kpmrepstil ' H llcxono:iw
1. Moxasarean IN130 raaivoro s6n0Ka Ha MOMEHT
umnanTauny HOJT Bae Bo3pacTHOR cpeaHecTa- OTHOCHTETBHO CHITBHAR
THCTHYECKOI HOPMHE Doniee wem Ha 0.2 mm' 26(76.4) 5(20) <0.03 18.425 CBA3L
2. PebeHOK OT neproil DepeMeHHOCTH 24 (70.5) 7(28) <005 10,479 To xe
3.AL/CR 23.0¢ 22(64.7) 2(8) <0.05 19,198 e
4, MuonMs napHoro rmasa 18(52,9) 1(4) <005 15,805 e
5. Boapact peenka Ha momenT nmistantaunn HOJ]
or | roaa a0 4 aer 17 (50) 4(16) <005 7.265 .e
6. Kocornaue Hosiee 4 npinMaTHYCCKHX THOTITPHI
(np. amTp) 17 (50) 6(24) >0,05 4,094 Cra3b cpeausns
7. HacneacTee HHAA OTATOIEHHOCTE MO PA3BHTHIO OTHOCHTETHHO CHIBHAR
MHOIHH 15(44.1) 4(16) <0,05 5,217 CBA3L
8. Macca pebenka npu poxiesnns Hinke 3200 r 12 (35,3) 1(4) <0,05 8213 To xe
9. Poncreensniit Bpak y poamresici pebenka 10 (29.4) 2(8) >0.05 4077 Caaas cpennas
10. lNpebriBaHne pedeHKA Ha CBEXEM BO3IYXE MCHEE
| 4 B neHL 10(29.4) 2(8) >0.05 4.077 »e
11. Hanpsixkeune PKI: naptenwe <180 MM pT. CT.
Ha MoMeHT nMivtantaumus HOJT 9(26,4) 31(12) >0,05 1,862 Caabas cBAIb
12, 3HauMTebHbIC IPHTETbHLC HATPY3KH ¥ pebeHka
pbamIn (Gonee 3 4 B aeHL) (23,9 4(16) =005 0,504 Hecymecrseuas casilb
13. ¥poseHb Kaislins 8 Kposu Huke 1.8 Mmons/n 7 (20,5) 2(8) >0,05 1,766 Cradas cBs3b

TMpusesanun. 'Cpeasectatncriteckas poipactias Hopsma IM30 rnasworo sbaoka | 19]; ‘cooTHoweH e aKCHTBHON LTHHB FIA3HOM0 A610Ka M PAIHYCA KPHBH IHbI
poroanus; 'Hanpaxexie pubpoiron kancyns ransa (KD onpeaeasnocs o dopmyne Tannaca [20]: ‘no koadbpuunenTy conpsikernoctit Mipcona.
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Hawwm uccnegoBaHUsi MOKa3biBalOT CleAylOLIee:
HecMoTps Ha To 4To B hopmyne SRK Il yuuteiBanuco
oTknoHeHus napametpoB 130 rna3a ot Bo3pacTHO#
HOPMBI, @ TAKXXe NMPOBOAMJIACH THIIOKOPPEeKLUHA ped-
PaKLMH COOTBETCTBEHHO Bo3pacTy pebeHKa, 6bin no-
Jiy4eH BbICOKHIt MPOLEHT YCHJIEHHA pedpakLHK: 1018
MHOINHH W HECOpa3MepHOIl BO3pacTy 3MMETPONHH CO-
crasuna 50%.

3akAoueHue

NocroBepabiMu @P pa3suTusa ncesnodakuyeckoi
MHOITHH Y fAeTeii MoryT OuITh nokasatenu [130 rnazHoro
a0bnoxa Ha momeHT uMIUTaHTaiuu UOJ1 Buime Bospact-
HO# HOpMEI Gonee yem Ha 0,2 MM; peGeHOK OT NepBOi
6epeMeHHocTH; cooTHoleHne AL/CR 23,0; Muonus
MApHOTOo [M1a3a; Kocornasue 6onee 4 mp. ANTP; HacaeN-
CTBEHHAs OTATOLIEHHOCTh, HanpspkeHue @K nasnenne
<180 MM pr.cT. Ha MoMeHT uMIUTaHTanuu HOJL.
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