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Pe3tome

BsedeHue. B pabote uayyaetcs aphekTMBHOCTb, ya06CTBO 1 6€30MacHOCTb paspyLUeHIst KpYMHbIX KaMHEl NOYEK y NaLuMeHTOoB ¢ HedponuTy-
a30M C MOMOLLbI0 BbICOKO3HEPreTUYECKOro flasepa no CPaBHEHNIO C APYTUMI KOHTaKTHBIMI METOAAMMU HEPPONUTOTPUNCUN.

Mamepuansi u Memodbl. MeTOA KOHTAKTHON Na3epHON HEhPONUTOTPUNCIN CPABHMBANCS MO NapameTpam dPMEKTUBHOCTY C MMAPONHEBMA-
TUYECKOW M YNbTPa3ByKOBO INTOTPUNCUAMU. [INS BLIMONHEHNS KOHTAKTHON Na3epHOM NUTOTPUNCKN Bbin NCMONb30BaH rONbMUEBIA 3ENEHbIN
nasep. ns gpyrnx metogoB — annapatsl Swiss LithoClast Master. MpoBegeH aHanua pesynsTatos 73 onepauuii NALMEHTOB C KPYMHbIMA
1 CIIOXHBIMW KaMHSIMU MOYEK.

Pe3ynsmamei. TlonyyeHbl 1 NpoaHann3vpoBaHbl OCHOBHbIE MapamMeTpbl IPMEKTUBHOCTY METOAOB (CTEMEHb OYUCTKM MOYKM OT KamHs 1 ero
(hparmMeHTOB, BEPOSTHOCTb MUTpaLumu parMeHTOB KOHKDEMEHTA, KPOBOMOTEPH, ANUTENBHOCTb ONepaLuy, BO3HUKLLNE OCNOXHEHMUS 1 Ap.).
Kpome Toro, nomyyeHsl 1 NpoaHanu3npoBaHbl KOPPENALMU MeXy OCHOBHBIMU NapameTpamu.

Bbigo0b!. AHanu3 pesynsTaToB UCCTef0BaHIUS NoKa3ar, YTo la3epHast KOHTaKTHas IMTOTPUNCUS SBNSETCS ONTUMarnbHbIM METOLOM LECTPYKLNM
KPYMHBIX MOYEYHbIX KAMHEWN MO CPAaBHEHNIO C TPAANLIMOHHBIMY METOAAMM, TaKUMW KaK KOHTaKTHas r1uaponHeBMaTyeckas v ynsTpassykoBas -
ToTpuncust. OHa TpebyeT 6onee ANUTENLHOTO BPEMEHM Ha NPOBELEHIE NPOLEAYPSI, HO NO3BOMSET AdhdeKTUBHEE N30ABNATLCS OT KOHKPEMEHTOB.
KntovyeBble cnoBa: BbICOKOSHEPTETUYECKMIA Na3ep, MOYEKAMEHHAs 6ONe3Hb, NeveHne, KpYnHble KOHKPEMEHTLI, KOHTAKTHas MUTOTPUNCHS,
nepkyTaHHas HedponutoTpuncus
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Abstract

Introduction. This work analyzes efficacy, convenience, and safety of a high-energy laser light technique for destructing large kidney stones in
patients with nephrolithiasis in comparison to other contact methods of nephrolithotripsy.

Material and methods. The effectiveness of contact laser nephrolithotripsy is compared to that of hydropneumatic and ultrasonic lithotripsy.
Holmium green laser light was used in this laser procedure. For other techniques, Swiss LithoClast Master devices were used. The authors
have analyzed outcomes obtained after operating on 73 patients with large and complex kidney stones.

Results. To evaluate the effectiveness, basic parameters were taken (degree of kidney cleaning of stones and their fragments, probability of
migration of stone fragments, blood loss, duration of surgery, complications, etc.). In addition, the correlation between basic parameters was
obtained and analyzed.

Conclusion. The present trial has shown that laser contact lithotripsy is the most optimal technique for destructing large and complex kidney
stones in comparison to traditional modalities such as contact hydropneumatic and ultrasonic lithotripsy. It takes more time but provides more
effective cleaning from calculi.
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MouekameHHast 60ne3Hb 4O CUX NOP OCTAETCs Hau-
Oonee yacTbiM yponornyeckum 3abonesanuem [1-3].
C yyeToMm BO3pacTaHWs YacToTbl (hakTOpOB pucka, B TOM
yucne KNMMaTnYeCcKMX U 3KOMOrMyecknx, oTMevaeTcs
CTOVIKOE YBENUYEHWE ee YacToTbl N0 Bcemy Mupy [4-71].
Mo gaHHbIM paboThl [8], B nepuoa ¢ 2005 no 2016 r. oT-
Meyanoch yBenuyeHue 3aboneBaeMocTit MOYeKaMeHHOM
6onesHbto, NnpupocT coctaBun 34 %, y4TEHHbIX BNep-
Bble B M3HW — 27,3 %. Mo faHHbIM Hay4Horo ueHTpa
yponorun Pecnybnuku KasaxctaH [1], B nepuog ¢ 2000
no 2015 r. oTMevanock npeobnagaHne 4o MmoYekameH-
HOM BONEe3HN B CTPYKTYpe yponorndecknx 3abonesaxHnn,
koTopast coctasnsna 33,9 %.

HecmoTps Ha pasBuTve ManonHBa3UBHLIX METOO0B
neyeHus, npobnema KpynHbIX KamHel novek He TepsieT
CBOEWN aKTyanbHOCTW B COBPEMEHHON yponorun. Yacto
MPUMEHSIEMbIE 3HAOCKOMUYECKME METOAbI NEYEHUs na-
LIMEHTOB CO CNOXHbIMU hopmamu HedponuTnasa no3eo-
NS0T B MAKCMMaribHO KOPOTKME CPOKM peabunutnposathb
nauveHTa 1 coLumanbHO aganTMpoBaTh ero B NOBCEAHEB-
HOW XM3HW, HO BOMPOC COXPaHeHUs (OYHKLMOHANbHOro
COCTOSIHUS MOYEK, K COXaleHwWto, He BCErAa OLeHUBAETCS
B MCXO4ax onepaTuBHOro neveHns. Hanbonee nonynsp-
HbIMW METOAaMM neveHns 6ONbHBIX KPYMHLIMU KaMHSMM
MoYeK SBNSAKTCA NEPKyTaHHbIE SHAOBUAEOCKOMUYECKME
onepaumn [9-14]. Pag coBpeMEHHbLIX aBTOPOB CHATAIOT,
YTO NepKyTaHHas HePONUTOTPUMNCUSA SBNSETCA «30M0-
TbIM CTAHZAPTOM» B fle4eHUM BONbHBIX KPYMHbIMUA Kam-
HSMUW NMOYEK, a TaKkKe NepBON NIMHUEN NEYEHUS BOMbHbIX
CTPYBUTHbIM HedponuTmadom [15-17] n npu oTCyTCTBMK
NPOTUBOMOKa3aHUN K onepaTMBHOMY NEYEHWNI0 JOMKHa
BbINOMHATLCS Kak MOXHO BblCTpee nocne yCTaHOBKM Auar-
HO3a, YTOObI MaKCUMasibHO COXPaHUTL (PYHKLMOHANbHOE
coctosiHme opraHa [10]. OgHow 13 OCHOBHbIX XapakTepu-
CTUK pe3ynbTaTMBHOCTU JAaHHOTO OMnepaTuBHOTO MeToda
ABNSeTcs 3PPEKTUBHOCTb BbINOMHAEMOro paspyLleHus
MOYEYHOrO KaMHS1 BHE 3aBUCUMOCTU OT €ro MoTHOCTH,
BPEMEHHbIE MoKa3aTenu onepaTuBHOrO NeYeHns, pPUCKK
MHTpaonepauyoHHLIX OCMOXHEHNUA. B cBoem uccnego-
BaHun A.R. El-Nahas et al. [18] nokasanu BbICOKyt0 adh-
(PEeKTUBHOCTb KOHTAKTHOrO rofibMmeBoro nasepa (HP-HLL,
high-power holmium laser lithotripsy) u ynetpa3sykosom
nvtotpuncum (US-L) B gesnHTerpaumm KopannoBuaHbIX
W KPYMHbIX KAMHEW NOYeK Npu nepKyTaHHOW Hedponu-
TOTPUMNCUM, YTO MO3BONSET YMEHbLUUTL ANUTENBHOCTb
BbINOSIHAEMOro OnepaTMBHOIO NneyeHns. PesynbraTtbl
nepKyTaHHON HE(PONUTOTPUNCUM, NPUBEAEHHbIE B pa-
6ote D. Jiao et al. [19], nokasanu, 4To cpeaHss npoaon-
XUTENbHOCTbL onepauun coctaBuna 63,6 MyH, cTeneHb
OYMCTKM OT (hparMeHTOB KOHKpemeHToB — 93,8 %, 4To co-
OTBETCTBYET 00LLEMMPOBBIM NUTEpaTypHbLIM AaHHbIM [20,
21]. N.K. Goyal et al. [22] cunTaloT, YTO €ANHCTBEHHBIM
HE3aBMCUMbIM NPEAVKTOPOM OCMOXKHEHWI ABNSIETCA AnK-
TenbHOCTb onepaunn. Mo AaHHbIM, NPefCcTaBneHHbIM
B pabote J.J. De la Rosette et al. [23], npogonmxutens-
HOCTb onepauuu 6onee 75 MUHYT yBENMYMBAET BEPOST-
HOCTb Pa3BUTUS OCIMOXHEHWI, NPUBOAMUT K YBEMUYEHNIO

CPOKOB rocnuTanusauuun. Takum obpasom, onpegensercs
yeTKasi Koppensums BpeMeHn onepawumm ¢ pyuckom passu-
TV NOCNEONepaLOHHbIX OCIIOXXHEHW N COOTBETCTBEHHO
yXyALEeHneM (PyHKLMOHANbHOrO COCTOAHMS NoYeK B No-
cneonepaumoHHoM nepuoge. BocctaHoBneHne hyHKLUMO-
HarnbLHOro COCTOSIHUS NOYEK B NOCMeonepaLyoHHOM nepu-
Ofi€ SIBMNSETCA HEOTHEMIEMOW YaCTbIO peLleHns Bonpoca
0 NMPOrHo3e MoveKaMeHHoW GonesHW 1 peLLeHns Bonpoca
BO3MOXHOW UHBANUAM3ALWMN NaLMeHTa B CBA3W C pUCKamm
YXyALWEHNs YHKLUMN MOYEK, YTO HaNpsMYyHo BIIeYeT Ha-
rPy3Ky Ha MeOMLMHCKYIO W coumanbHble Cryx0bl C y4eToM
Oyaywumx 3aTpart, B TOM Y/CMe Ha NpOBEAeHUe 3amMecTy-
TENbHOW NoYe4HON Tepanum. CoxpaHeHne YHKLMM NoYeK
ABNsieTCs Hanbonee BaXXHbIM (PaKTOPOM B MPUHATUAN pe-
LUEHWS MaLMeHTa Ha BbINONHEHVe OnepaT1BHOIO NEYeHNs
no nosoay Hambonee CnoxHbIX hopm HedponuTnasa.
AHanu3 aEeKTMBHOCTW PasfnNYHbIX BUOOB KOHTAKTHON
NUTOTPUNCUM KaMHEN NoYek, HENocpeaCcTBEHHO BMU-
AloWen Ha ANUMTENbHOCTL Onepauyn Npy BbINOMHEHNN
nepKyTaHHOW HeponuToTpUNCUM Y BOMbHBIX KPYMHLIMU
KaMHAMU MOYEK, ABUNCA (PaKTOPOM HaLLEero Hay4Horo uc-
CNeAoBaHWS 1 onpeaennn akTyansHOCTb NPOBEAEHHOMO
uccnegoBaHus.

Lenblo nccnegoBaHusa SABNseTca onpegenexHve
MPeMMyLLEecTB MO0 HEAOCTATKOB 1A3ePHON KOHTaKTHOM
NUTOTPUMCUK B CPaBHEHUMW C APYTIMU BUAAMU NIMTOTPUN-
cum (rMaponHEeBMaTUYECKON 1 YNbTPa3ByKOBOW) NPy Bbl-
MOMHEHUN NePKyTaHHON HEPONUTOTPUNCUM Y BObHBIX
KPYMHBIMU KAMHAMU MOYEK A5 YryyLlleHus nocneonepa-
LIMOHHBIX pesynbTaToB.

MATEPWUANDbI K METO[bI

Bbin npoBefeH aHanua 73 nepkyTaHHbIX HePonmUTo-
TPUNCUIA Y NALMEHTOB C KPYMHLIMU KaMHSMI NMOYEK, NMPOXO-
AVBLUMX CTALMOHAPHOE NeyeHne Ha 6ase yponorniecko-
ro oraenenus ropogckon 6onbHupel Ne 2 r. Hyp-CyntaH
(Pecny6nuka KasaxctaH) B nepwog ¢ 2012 no 2019 r.
(tabn. 1). CpegHasa nnowaae kamHs coctasuna 428,3 Mv?,
€ro cpefHss NnoTHOCTb No XayHcgungy — 1042,9 HU.

[ns BbINOMHEHUS1 KOHTAKTHOW NMTOTPUNCUM Bbinn 1c-
Monb30BaHbl CriedytoLe annapatbl: 4ns Na3epHon MUTo-
Tpuncum — Calculase Il dompmbl Karl Storz (ronbmueBbin
3eneHblii nasep, MolwHocTb — 20 BT, BbIGOP MHTEHCUBHO-
CTW paboyero pexmma ¢ YeTblpbMs CTYNEeHAMU perynu-
poBku — ot 0,5 go 1,7 [k, yactota umnynbLCoB C TpeMs
CTYNeHsIMU perynupoBku — oT 4 go 8 'u), ans ynerpa-
3BYKOBOW 1 M’MAPONHEBMATUYECKON NMUTOTPUNCUN — SWiSS
LithoClast Master.

MaumneHTsl BbinNM pasgeneHsl Ha Tpy rpynnbl (Tabn. 1).
Bcem nauueHTam npoBOAMNOCH OBLLEKIMHMYECKOE 00-
CrnefoBaHve, ynbTpa3ByKoBOE UCCIeL0BaHWE NOYeK, KOM-
MblOTEPHOE TOMOrpadmyeckoe nccregoBaHe abgomu-
HanbHOrO CerMeHTa C KOHTpacTMpoBaHMeM. [10CTOBEPHbIX
OTNUYMIA MeXAY rpynnamMu No CTPYKTYPe M YacToTe ConyT-
CTBYtOLLMX 3aboneBaHuii He Obino BbisiBneHo (p < 0,05).

PeTpocnekTnBHbIA CPABHUTEMbHbIN aHanu3 nony-
YeHHbIX napameTpoB Obin NpoBedeH ANs onpeaeneHns
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Tabnuuya 1
O6Lwas xapakTepucTuka HabnroaeHuUn
Table 1
General characteristics of observations
Mapametp/Ipynna 1-a rpynna 2-a rpynna 3-a rpynna
Parameter/Group Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
KoHTakTHas KoHTakTHas YnbTpassyKkoBas
Bupg HedponuToTpMncum
Tvoe of lithotrvos rmapornHeBMaTuyeckas nasepHas KOHTaKTHas
yp ypsy Contact hydropneumatic Contact laser Contact ultrasonic
KonnuecTtBo nauueHToB B rpynne 28 (38,35 %) 25 (34,24 %) 20 (27,39 %)
Number of cases by group
| cteneHb o o o
Grade | 5(17,85 %) 10 (40 %) 5(25 %)
[pagaums no Guy's Stone grc;gg?f" 10 (35,71 %) 10 (40 %), 5 (25 %)
Score, n
o Il cTenexb 0 o o
Guy’s Stone Score, n Grade Ill 10 (35,71 %) 3(12 %) 7 (35 %)
IV cTeneHb o N o
Grade IV 3 (10,71 %) 2 (8 %) 3(15 %)
Tabnuuya 2
Pe3ynbraTthl nevyeHus
Table 2
Treatment results
MapameTp/Tpynna 1-a rpynna 2-a rpynna 3-A rpynna
Parameter/Group Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
CpenHsis NpOAOMKUTENbHOCTL onepaLm, MUH 928 119.65 105.7
Average duration of the operation, min ’ ’ ’
CpenHsisi NpoA0MKUTENBHOCTD roCnMTanM3aLmm, KonKo-aHu 1102 +3.22 1224399 12.79 + 3.87

Average duration of hospital stay, days
WHTpaonepauuoHHoe kpoBoTedeHue (p < 0,05), abe.

IntrapoperaFt)ivzl;l bleedingp(p <0.05), ab(sl.) ) 3(6:81%) 4 (13,79 %) 3(6.81%)
CpefHsist KPOBOMOTEPS, M

Average blood loss, ml

KpoBoTeyeHue B paHHeM nocneonepavoHHom nepuoge (p < 0,05),
abc. 1(2,27 %) 2 (6,89 %) 0
Bleeding in early postoperative period (p < 0.05), abs.

OcTpbiti nuenoHedpuT B nocneonepawyoHHoM nepuoge (p < 0,05),
abe. 4 (9,09 %) 6 (20,6 %) 14 %)
Acute pyelonephritis in postoperative period (p < 0.05), abs.
MapaHedpanbHbie rematomsl (p < 0,05), abc.

144,54 160,68 143,12

0, 0,
Paranephral hematoma (p < 0.05), abs. 4(9,09 %) 2 (6,89 %) 0
) ) lll crenene 0,95 + 0,05 0,55 + 0,05 0,02 +0,18
CpenHun pasmep pesngyanbHbiX KaMHER, CM Grade Ill
Average size of residual stone, cm IV cTeneHb 1124035 0,8 +0,27 08+0,27
Grade IV
| cTeneHb
Grade | 96,56 97,73 100
Il creneHb
CTeneHb O4NCTKM OT KamMHen, % Grade Il 96,56 100 %
0,
Degree of stone clearance, % Il cTenexb 89,66 95,46 92
Grade Il
IV cTeneHb
Grade |V 86,21 90,91 84,21
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puUCKoB MHTpPa- U nocneonepaunoHHbIX OCNOXHEHWNN
y BCEX NauMeHTOB mccrneayeMblx rpynn. NMomMumo aHanmsa
OCHOBHbIX NapameTpoB 3heKTUBHOCTM MeTOAO0B, Obin
Takke NpoBeAeH CTaTUCTUYECKWI aHann3 Ans Boilenepe-
YUCNEHHbIX UHTPAoNepPaLMOHHbIX KOHTAKTHbIX NTUTOTPUN-
CUI C YY4ETOM OLIEHKM NapHbIX Koppensauun (koppenaums
CnupmeHa, OBYCTOPOHHSIS 3HAYMMOCTb).

PE3YJIbTATbI U OBCYXOEHUE

OcHoBHblE NapameTpbl, paccMaTpuBaeMble B JaHHOM
“ccnenoBaHMm, NPeaCcTaBneHbl B Tabn. 2. Pesynbrathl no-
CrieonepaLmoHHbIX OCIIOXHEHWUI B UCCneayembIX rpynnax
no cucteme CROES-Clavien He npeBbicunu obLemmpo-
BbIX Nokasatenen B 6onee, yem 28,09 % [24].

CpefHsas npofomKMTEenbHOCTL onepawum okasanach
Bbilwe BO 2-1 rpynne. OgHako BO Bcex rpynnax obHa-
py)XeHa cunbHas koppensums (p = 0,001) gnutensHo-
CTW onepauumn ¢ NNoLWaab NOYEYHOr0 KOHKpPEMEHTa
(r=0,71, p = 0,001, n = 73), 1 yMepeHHasa — C HOEK-
com maccbl Tena (MMT) naumenTa (r = 0,543, p = 0,001,
n = 73). HaumeHbluas npogomKkMTenbHOCTb onepaTue-
HOro neyeHust oTMedeHa B 1-1 rpynne. B gaHHoM rpynne
BO34EeWCTBME NPOBOANIOCH C MOMOLLbI0 KOHTAKTHOW -
OPOMHEBMATUYECKON NUTOTPUNCUM, KOTOPAsi MOXET ObITb
COMoCTaB1Ma No MOLLHOCTU paspyLLMTENbHOMO BO3AENCT-
BUSI C NA3epHON SHEPrueit, OQHaKo 3a CYET rmapoanHa-
MWYECKOW BOMHbI CNOCOOCTBYET MUrpauumn parMeHToB
B MOMOCTHOW CUCTEME MOYKM, MPN HEKOPPEKTHOM UCMOMb-
30BaHMN BO3MOXHbI NepdopaLiymn CTEHOK YalLleyHo-noxa-
HOYHOW CUCTEMbI.

Cnyyamn KpoBOTEYEHUN M OCTPOro nuenoHegpuTa
B MOCNeonepaunoHHoM nepuoge Obiny M1UHUMansHbIMM
B 3-1 rpynne (Tabn. 2), rae npMMeHanach yrnbTpassyKo-
Bas nuToTpuUncus. [aHHbl MeToq SBMSIETCA MOLLHbIM
MHCTPYMEHTOM A5 NPOBEAEHNS Ae3NHTErpaLmmn KamHs,
cnocobCTBYET aBTOMATUYECKON acnmpauum parMeHToB
KaMH$1, OJHaKO B CUITy YCTPOMCTBA 30HAa pabounin kaHan
30HMa YacTo 3abuBaetcsa oparMeHTaMu, Npu AnNUTENBHOM
ncnonb3oBaHuy 6onee 30 MUHYT BOSMOXEH NEPErpeB py-
KOSITKW yNbTPa3ByKOBOro NMTOTpUNTOPA.

CpeaHsis NpoaomKUTENbHOCT rocnuTanm3aumm He-
3HAYMTENLHO OTNMYaeTCs No rpynnam (pa3bpoc oKono
1 KOMKo-AHs). Mpn 3TOM BbISIBNIEHbI YMEPEHHbIE KOppe-
NAUMN C NPOAOIMKUTENBHOCTLIO onepaumn (r = 0,649,
p = 0,001, n = 73), nnowagblo NOYEYHOro KaMHs
(r=0,488, p=0,001, n =73), UMT naumeHTa (r = 0,448,
p = 0,001, n = 73), a Takke C BO3pacTOM nauueHTa
(r=0,460, p=0,001,n=73).

KonnuecTBo cnyyaes MHTpaonepaLMoHHON KpOBOMo-
Tepyu 6o BbliLe BO 2- rpynne. OgHako pasbpoc obbeMa
KpOBOMOTEPU MO rpynnam HesHaunTenbHbIN. Koppensauum
obbema MHTpaonepaLVoHHON KpOBOMOTEPMU pacnpene-
NAKTCA No rpynnam cneayowmm obpasom: B 1-i rpynne
BbISIBNIeHa ymepeHHas koppensauus ¢ UMT (r = 0,459,
p = 0,001, n = 28) n nnowagabto kamHa (r = 0,507,
p = 0,001, n=28), BO 2-1 rpynne — ymepeHHas Koppensi-
umsi ¢ IMT (r = 0,445, p < 0,05, n = 25) 1 ¢ NNOTHOCTbLIO

kamHs (r = 0,541, p < 0,01, n = 25), B 3- rpynne — yme-
peHHas koppenaums ¢ UMT (r = 0,593, p < 0,01, n = 20),
C NNoTHOCTLIO KamHs (r= 0,431, p < 0,05, n = 20), a Takke
c nnowaabto kamHs (r = 0,588, p < 0,01, n = 20).

Takke npoBefeH aHanu3 obbema MHTpaonepaLmoH-
HOW KPOBOMOTEPU B 3aBUCHMOCTM OT AUamMeTpa UCTOSb3y-
eMoro Hecppockona 1 0bHapyxeHa curbHas Koppensauus
(r=0,713, p < 0,001, n = 73). CpeaHsasa nHTpaonepaum-
OHHas KPOBOMOTEPS MPW UCMOMb30BAHUN CTAHAAPTHOTO
Hedbpockona, coctasuna 213,63 £ 9,85 mn, npu ncnosnb-
30BaHMN MUHK-Hedbpockona — 142,75 + 9,41 mn.

O PeKTUBHOCTL ONEPATUBHBIX METOLOB OLieHMBanach
MO KPUTEPWIO CTEMEHW OYUCTKY OT KaMHS1 U ero (oparMeHToB
B rpynnax CroXHbIx kateropuii (tabn. 2). Hanbonee Bbico-
Kvie MoKasaTenm CTeneHn O4INCTKM OT KaMHEN M MX pparmeH-
TOB Habnoganucs Bo 2-# rpynne naumeHTos. Kpome Toro,
CpeaHWi pa3mep penayarbHbIX KAMHEN oKasasncs 3Hauu-
TEMbHO HIBKE BO 2-1 rpynne No CPaBHEHWIO C NauyeHTamm
13 1-1n n 3-# rpynn. Kpome Toro, NiasepHas KOHTaKTHas nTo-
TPUNCKS UMEET MUHMMATbHbIE PUCKV NepdopaLm CTEHOK
NOXaHO4HO-MOYETOHHMKOBOW CUCTEMEI, @ Takke obnagaer
Havnbonee MOLLHbLIM 1 LaasLLMM BALOM AECTPYKLMM NoYeY-
HOTO KaMHs1 1 MpaKTUYECKV He 0bnaJaeT OTTankMBaKOLLMM
adpdpekToM 3a cyHeT adhhekTa peTPONyLCUN.

3AKNKOYEHUE

NasepHasi KOHTaKTHasi NMMTOTPUNCUS ABNSIETCA Ha-
Gonee onTUManbHEIM METOLOM AECTPYKUMUM MIOTHBIX
M KPYMHBIX NOYEYHbIX KAMHEN MO CPaBHEHUIO C Tpaau-
LMOHHbIMW METOAaMU, TaKUMMW KaK KOHTaKTHasi rapo-
MHeBMaTMYeckas W ynbTpassykosasi nuToTpuncusi. OHa
TpebyeT Gonee ANUTENBHOMO BPeMEHU Ha NpoBeaeHUe
npoueaypbl, HO NO3BoNsieT AheKTUBHEE U3GABNATHCS
OT KOHKPEMEHTOB.
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