bOAbHULA

\(} TOPOACKAA KAMHUYECKAS
UMEHU C. C. IOAUHA

g
./

[lepuonepaumnoHHag
HYTPUTUBHAA nogaepkka

O.B. leHameHKoO

Kadcdeapa aHecteaunonornmn n peainmartonorum PFrMY nm. H.U.
NMuporoBa
HUU KnnHu4yeckon xupyprumv PIFMY nm H.U. NMuporoesa

NNopoackasa knuHu4yeckasa coonbHuua M. C.C. OanHa, MockBa



HyTputuBHaa He4oCTaTOMHOCTL Y
rocnUTann3npoBaHHbLIX XMPYpPrunyeckmnx
DonbHbIX AocTUraeT 50%

[locneonepaLunoHHas NneTanbHOCTb:
[1pn ncxogHom HyTPUTUBHOW HEOOCTATOYHOCTM 40 33%
[1pn gOCTAaTOMHOM HYTPUTUBHOM cTaTycCe - 3,5%

Bruun LI, Bosaeus |, Bergstad |, Nygaard K. Prevalence of malnutrition in surgical patients: evaluation of nutritional
support and documentation. Clin Nutr 1999; 18:141.

Studley HO. Percentage of weight loss: a basic indicator of surgical risk in patients with chronic peptic ulcer. 1936. Nutr
Hosp 2001; 16:141.



Fast track Xxupypruns

NITAHOBAA
XUPYPI'UA




dakTopbl yCnewHon paHHen peabunuraymm
nocne onepauumu

Jlooncpauuomloc Hl'ld)OpMH POBaHUC MalHCHTA

OTKa3s oT MOAroTOBKH KHIIEYHUKA nepen orepauuen

OTKa3 oT npeMeanKaluu

[Mpusmenenne npodOHOTHKOB repel onepaLuei
=
OTKa3 OT NOJIHOro roIodaHus repell onepaTHBHLIM BMeLUATeIbCTBOM

[MpuMmeHenue pacreopa AeKCTpo3bl (IIIOKO03bI) 3a 2 4 10 olnepaumnu

Peruouapuan dHECTE3MH, Kopm'xonei’icruylomue dHECTETHUKH

AnekBaTHbLIH 00bEM MHOY3HU B IepHOIepaLlMOHHOM IepHojLe

Koporkue pa3pesbl (MHHHM-MHBA3MBHBIH JOCTYM, NMONepetHbIe pa3pesb )

[TpodmnakTika 100MepaltioOHHON TMITOTEPMUK

[TpuMeHeHMe BLICOKMX KOHUeHTpauuii O, nepuonepaunoHHO

HeonuouaHas aHaire3mus

OTkas or PYTHHHOTIO HCITOAB30BaH MW ,TIpCHa)KCﬁ H HA30racrpajbHbBIX 30HJ10B

PanHee YIAJEHHUE MOYEBOIo KaTETEPa

[TpoKMHEeTHKA

PaHHee Hayano ﬂOC.TIGOFICE&lIHOHHOI'O I'ICEOE&II!)HOI'O MUTAHMS

Panusg Mobuauzanus




ERAS - KOHTPO/JIBHBIH CIHCOK

Jara, Bpems nocrynaesus _____/ /2016r.
Ne 7 PexomeHpgaumm 7 Aara u spemsa ‘
. [ | BbINOAHEHWA
'1. | Corpesanue

2. |HTT c6anaHCHpPOBaHHbIE '

KPHCTAJIJI0HABI

aHanbresus 6es
HapKOTHYEeCKHX
aHaNbreTHKOB

';'Hpod)nnamnxa BT30

(HMTI)

| moTP, npodmnam*mca
napesa

Moanucob

BbiNONHMBLWIErO

PaHHAS HYTPHTHBHAasA
Tepanus (CHOHHT)

'10.

|12,

| KOHTpOAIb FAMKeMHuH

' Yaanenue 3onga

' YaaneHue MO4eBOro
KaTeTepa

| Pauuas aKTHBH3aLHA
[ Yaanenue

A0HAYPAIRHOLOQ
| KaTeTepa



[ pynnbl pycka anuMmeHTapHou
He4OCTaTO4YHOCTHU

o Xupypau4vecKkuu rnpourib
* OHkKosoau4eckul rnpogursib

* BosibHbIe MoXKuno2o U cmapyecko2o 8o3pacma



[Touemy nnaHoBbLI OONBLHOU HYXXOAETCA B
ne4yebHOM NUTAHUN?

Peakuusa Ha cTpecc/noBpexageHue

CuHAapom runepmetadbonmama -
rmnepkarabonusma:

Mobunusauua aHeprmm n cyocTtpaTtoB Ans nogaepkaHug
CTPECCOBbLIX U UMMYHHBIX peakuMn 1 pereHepauunm

HapyLieHus perynsaumm B cucteMe «aHabonmam-katabonuam»

YBenumyeHmne I'IOTpe6HOCTl/I B AOHATOpPax aHEPIrmn m ninactn4eckom

maTepuane

PocT aHepronoTpebHOCTU C napanferibHbIM pa3BUTUEM

TONNEePaHTHOCTU K OBObIYHbIM HYTPUEHTAM



AHecTe3us

Bonb

M'Mnokcemusn

Mnepruagparaum

CucremMHoe
BocnaneHue

Mmmobunusauus

N\

M'Mnotepmua

>

Onuonasbl

"

MNMnoBonemusna

.

Pu—

Nonop

NMoBpexaeHune

N

TkaHeBas

b2 |

FemoTpaHcysum

|

runonepdysua

KpoBonoTtep

ba |



«bonbluaga» Xmpyprmusa — ctpeccoBagd peakumnd




HepocTtaTo4vHasd HYTPUNTUBHAA NnoaaneprKkKka B
nepuvoriepaumoHHOM nepunoje

* YBenu4yeHwe opraHHOU AUCYHKLNMN

e YBenunyeHune 4acTtoTbl MHPEKLMOHHBLIX OCINOXXHEHUN

* YBenuyeHue npoaosmkuTenbHocTn npebbiBaHna 6onbHbIX B OPUT
* HapylweHune pereHepaumm

« PasBuTne MbilLie4yHO ANCAPYHKLUN

« [lporpeccupoBaHne MMMYHOCYNpeccum

* YBenuyeHue 3aTpar Ha neyeHune

* YBenuyeHune netanbHOCTU



HyTputnBHasa Tepanusa B
nocrieonepauMoHHOM nepuoae

PaHHee Hayano nutaHus

 CHMXeHue annTenbHOCTU rocnutTanna3aunm (p=0,001)
o CHMXeHne 4acToTbl MHPEKLNOHHBIX OCNOXHEHWN (p=0,036)

« CHWXeHne 4YacToTbl HEMHMEKLNOHHbBIX OCNOXHEHWI (p=0,001)

Peter JV,, et.al. // Crit Care Med 2005; 33: 213 -220
Lewis S., Sylvester P., Topic C. Early enteral feeding versus "nil by mouth" after gastrointestinal surgery: systematic review and
meta-analysis of controlled trials. BMJ,V.323, Oct. 2001, p.1-5.



[lpegonepaunOHHbIN OCMOTP

Obga3aTenbHag oueHKa cTeneHu

HYTPUTUBHOW HEOOCTATOYHOCTU!




[1narHocTuka HyTPUTUBHOW
He4OoCTaTOYHOCTU B NpegonepauMoHHOM
nepuoae

CHMmXeHHOoe NnuTaHne (pacyeT nHaeKca Macchl Tena)
[MoTeps obLen maccel Tena

[loTepsa Mbille4YHOW Macchl

[ToTeps NOAKOXKHOIO Xupa

OTeKkn (MacknpyroT CHUXEHHYHO Maccy)

CHWXEeHUe MbILLEYHOW CUSbI

White JV, Guenter P, Jensen G, et al. Consensus statement: Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics and American Society for Parenteral
and Enteral Nutrition: characteristics recommended for the identification and documentation of adult malnutrition
(undernutrition). JPEN J Parenter Enteral Nutr 2012; 36:275.

Mueller C, Compher C, Druyan MD. American Society for Parenteral and Enteral Nutrition ASPEN clinical guidelines: nutrition
screening, assessment, and intervention in adults. JPEN 2011; 35:16.



[1narHocTuka HyTPUTUBHOW
HegoCTaTOYHOCTU

['pynnbl pucka. AHaMmHe3!

XpoHu4yeckue 3aboneBaHnsa (0cobeHHO caxapHbin AnaberT)

NHdbekumnm

HepnaBHsAs rocnutannsauus

HepnaBHue onepaTtuBHble BMeLWLaTeNbCTBa (abgoMmMHansHasa Xupyprus)

BeckoHTponbHOE NpMMEHeHNEe NekapCTBEHHbIX MpenapaToB U

ovogobaBoOK



[] PUHNHbI HEOOCTATOHHOCTU NMNUTAHUA

MoTtepu CHuxeHHOe NUTaHue
. Cauum « CoumnanbHble npobnemsl
+  Manbabcopbuys » YacTble obcrnegosaHus
. TolHOTa, pBOTA « Ctomartonorus
« [unapes * AHOpeKcus

e [ucdoarms

« Bospacrt

[MoBbLIWEHHLIE NOTPEeOHOCTHU
« JlydeBaga/xummoTepanumsa

« ArpeccuBHas MeaMkameHTo3Has
Tepanus




JTabopaTtopHas oLeHKka benkoBou
HeaoCTaTO4YHOCTIU?

AnbOyMUH, TpaHceppUH, TPAHCTUPETUH

OTpakatoT HE CTONbKO HYTPUTUBHBLIN CTaTYyC, CKOMNBbKO TSXKECTb
3aboneBaHus

Heobxoanmo oLeHnBaTb B KOMMIIEKCE C KNUHUKOWN
CHWXeHne KoppenupyeT ¢ HebnaronpuATHLIM UCXOA0M

YBenu4yeHne ¢ nomMoLLbo NLEBbIX 406aBOK HE CBA3aHO C KITMHUYECKOM
9P PEKTUBHOCTbLIO

Seres DS. Surrogate nutrition markers, malnutrition, and adequacy of
nutrition support. Nutr Clin Pract 2005; 20:308.



< o Gritical Care
ion
NUTR'C Scorel www.criticalcarenutrition.com

The NUTRIC Score is designed to quantify the risk of critically ill patients developing adverse
events that may be modified by aggressive nutrition therapy. The score, of 1-10, is based on 6
variables that are explained below in Table 1. The scoring system is shown in Tables 2 and 3.

Table 1: NUTRI iables

Age - - 50

50 -<75
>75

APACHE Il <15
15-<20
20-28
>28

SOFA <6
6-<10
>10

Number of Co-morbidities 0-1
>2

Days from hospital to ICU admission 0-<1
>1

T3 0-<400
> 400

=lolrlolrlelm|k|lown]|k|le|m|=]al |

e 2: UTRIC Scor scori em: if IL-6 available

» These patients are the most likely to benefit from aggressive
nutrition therapy.

0-5 Low Score » These patients have a low malnutrition risk.

Table 3. NUTRIC Score scoring system: If no IL-6 available*

| > Associated with worse clinical outcomes (m ventilat).
» These patients are the most likely to benefit from aggressive
nutrition therapy.

0-4 Low Score ~ These patients have a low malnutrition risk.




CTteneHb HyTpI/ITI/IBHOI71 HEOOCTATOYHOCTU N NCXOA4

**p=-0.519 **P=0.880 *P=Chi Square
= SqQuare

82%

LJ Low Risk

W High Risk

Del Rosario D, Inciong JF, Sinamban RP, Llido LO. The effect of adequate energy and protein intake on morbidity
and mortality in surgical patients nutritionally assessed as high or low risk.
Clinical Nutrition Service, St., Luke’s Medical Center, 2008



[ocnuTanbHas HYTPUTUBHAA NnNoaaeprKka m

eTalibHOCTb
16 290 naumMeHToB

Puck pa3BuTHs JIeTaILHOTO UCXO/a IIPU 00CCIIEUeHUN CYTOUYHBIX MOTPEOHOCTEH Ha
50% - OII 2,1 (95% CI 1,53 — 2,89)

Puck pa3Butus jieTaibHOro ucxoaa npu rouoganuu — OIII 3,02 (95% CI 2,11 — 4,32)

Ol netanbHOro

0.10

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

0.00

—— all eaten (reference group)

— 50% eaten (< 0.033)
25% intake (< 0.001)

—— nothing [allowed] (< 0.001)
nothing [not allowed] (< 0,960)

missing (< 0,001)
Permutation Test p-values
(30 day mortality)

OnutenbHOCTb
rocnutanusauum

M. Hiesmayr et al. Clinical Nutrition 28 (2009) 484-491



HyTpuTMBHaAa He4OCTAaTOYHOCTb

ADcContoTHOE nokasaHue K rie4ebHomy
NMUTaHUIO

Llenb HyTpNUTUBHOW Tepanumn?

Korga HadnMHaTb HYTPUTUBHYIO TEpanuio?

Kakon nyTb BBe4eHUA HYTPUEHTOB UCNOMb30BaTh?
[TpOoaOMKUTENBLHOCTL HYTPUTUBHOW Tepanmun?

KonnyecTtBeHHas U Ka4ecTBeHHas XapaKTepunucTtmku

HYTPUTUBHOU Tepanun?



OnpegeneHne cTenexHn
rmnepmetabonnama

Henpamas kanopumetpus

3,941 x VO, (n/cyT) + 1,106 x VCO, (n/cyT) — 2,17 x a30T CyTOYHON MOUM
(r/cyT)

OrpaHuyeHnus: - Fio, He Oonee 0,6
- CtabunbHble NapaMeTpbl BEHTUNALMN N YBAAXHEHNS
- CTabunbHbIM ypoBEHb MOYEBMHBI 1 HCO,
- [epMeTUYHOCTbL KOHTYpa

PacyeTHble ypaBHEHUS: - Xappuca-EeneaukTa
-Jin
- AuptoHa-[IxoHca

B0O3MOXHbI OTKINOHEHUAa Ha 70-140% B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT Nnokasarerneu
MeTabonnyeckoro MOHUTOPUHra



25 kkan / kr / cyTt / UMT (ACCP)

Henpamaa kanopumeTpua:
- 30/10TOW CTaHaapT
- HeT JoKasaTenbCTB npenmyllecTsal

- TOMHOCTb pe3ynberaTtoB (oTny4veHue ot VIBJI)



OHepreTnyeckasa noTpedbHOCTb Yy
XUpypruyeckmnx 6orbHbIX, N - 26

kkan 3000

- Henpammas
KannopumeTpua

® Xappuca-beHeaukTa

® 25 KKan/Kr

_ Linear(Henpammas
KannopmumeTpua)

_ Linear(Henpamman
KannopumeTpua)

_ Linear(® Xappwuca-
BeHeaukTa)

KB um. C.C. KKgunHa,
2017



[MATAHW
RN

OHTEparnbHoe

I'Ia?wep@u.wA

lepopanbHoe 30HO0BOE




JHTeparbHoe nNuTaHue:
3Hepaus, besrioK, arnekmposriumsi, eUmamMuHsb|,
MUHeparsibl, MUKPOIIEMEHMbI U XKUOKOCMb

« [lpocToTa

* besonacHocTb

* MunHuMmanbHoe KONMM4YeCcTBO OCIMOXHEHU
 bonee HM3Kass cTOMMOCTb

* [lopoepxaHne bapbepa KULLEYHON CTEHKU

* [lpodomnakTmka cnHgpoma Kue4yHom HegoCTaTOYHOCTH



OHTepanbHOE U NnapeHTeparnbHoe
nMTaHne

‘Study name _Comparison: Odds ratio and 95% ClI

Enteral Parenteral
Braga et al., 1995 [55] ETF vs. PN 4/24 4/27
Braga et al., 1996 [54] ETF vs. PN 3/20 3/20
Schilling et al., 1996 [56] ETF vs. PN 6/14 6/14
Gianotti et al,, 1997 [57] ETF vs. PN 20/87 24/86
Reynolds et al., 1997 [58] ETF vs. PN 13/33 20/34 —@
Sand et al., 1997 [59] ETF vs. PN 3/13 5/16 — T
Shirabe et al., 1997 [60] ETF vs. PN 1/13 4/13 L 4
Di Carlo et al,, 1999 [61] ETF vs. PN 6/35 8/32 —@&—
Aiko et al., 2001 [62] ETF vs. PN 1/13 1/11 @
Bozzetti et al,, 2001 [63] ETF vs. PN 25/159 42/158 @
Braga et al., 2001 [64] ETF vs. PN 25/126 30/131 -.—

¢

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours enteral  Favours parenteral

D.Heyland 2001



PanHee 3Ol y xupyprmnyeckmnx 60nbHbIX

PaHHee 3l (< 24 4) y 60nbHbIX ONepupoBaHHbIX Ha Xenyake, no gaHHbIM 13 PK n
1173 nayueHTOoB, NONOXUTENBHO BIINAET Ha fleTanbHOCTb. HeT HMKakoro
npenmyuiecTsa oTcpoveHHoro Il

Lewis SJ, J Gastrointest Surg 2009;13:569- 575

PaHHee 3l y bonbHbIX, onepupoBaHHbIX Ha xenyake n 121K (no gaHHbiM 29 PKU n
2552 naumeHToB), cnocobCTBYET YMEHLLUEHWUIO KONUYECTBA NOCreonepaunoHHbIX
ocnoxHeHum (RR 0,85, p<0.04) N MHPEKLUNOHHBIX OCITOXHEHMN (RR 0.69, p<0.001)

Mazaki T, J Gastrointest Surg 2007

[Mo3gHee Hayano 31y 6onbHbIX B OPUT YacTto npnBogmT K HEODXOAMMOCTH
Ha3HadeHua gononHutenobHoro NN v pasBuTUO CBA3aHHbLIX C HUM OCITOXXHEHUI

Simpson F, Intensive Care Medicine2005;31:12-23

PaHHee 3l (<4 cyT) y 60ONbHLIX C TPABMOW XXMBOTA U KULLEYHMKA NO CPaBHEHMIO C
OTCPOYEHHbLIM (> 4 CYT) CNOCOBCTBYET ObICTPOMY 3aXKUBMEHMIO
nocrneonepaunoHHOn paHbl (78 vs 43 %, p < 0.02), MeHbLLeMY 06pa30BaHNIO CBULLIEN
(9 vs 26 %, p < 0.05), MEHbLLUMM 3aTpaTaM Ha nedYeHne 6onbHOro

Collier, JPEN 2007;31:410-15



PaHHee IHTEPaAalibHOE NMNTaHNE B KOJI10-

Review;
Comp

0
son: 1 Early enteral nutritio
Outcome: 6 lenght of hospital stay

peKkTanbHOU XNpyprmu

ral nutriti

ithin 24h of colorectal surgery versus later commencement of feeding for postoperative complications
ersus later commencement after gastrointestinal surgery

Study or subgroug ‘ Control Mean Difference Weight Mean Difference
N Mean(5D) N Mean(SD) IV,Random,95% Cl IV,Random,35% Cl
Beier-Holpersen 1996 0 11 S (6 6&Y 30 12 R9 (6 1) —O—L— I7% -13971.475 18971
- Review V¥ enter wition within 24 h of colorecial surgery versus later commencement of feeding for posioperative complications
Binderow Compafizon: 1 Early enteral nutrition versus later commencement after gastrointestinal surgery
Outcolpe: 4 mortality
Carr 1996 X ) ) .
Study or = Treatment Control Rizk Ratio Rizl Ratio
Hartsell 1 n/N n/N M-H.Fixed.95% CI M-H.Fixed,95% CI
Heslin 19 Beler-Holgersen 1996 2130 4/30 = 0.S0[0.10.2.531
Carr 1996 0/14 1/14 0.33[0.01, 7.55)
Mulroone
Harisell 19597 0/23 1729 0.33[0.01, 7.86]
Ortiz 1991 Heslin 1997 2/97 3/98 = 0.67 [0.12, 3.94]
Reissman Mulrooney 2004 2/36 7137 = L 0.29 [0.07, 1.32]
Ortiz 1996 0/95 0/95 0.0[0.0,0.0]
Sagar 197 %
Reiszman 1995 0/80 0/81 0.0[0.0,0.0]
Schroeder Sagar 19789 0/15 0/15 0.0[0.0, 0.0]
Smtdlty! Schroeder 1991 0/16 o/16 oo(0.0 00)
Stewart 1998 0/40 1/40 0.33(0.01.7.951
Stewart 1§
Watters 1! o303 (as% 1) as2 ass = 0.41 [ 0.1%, 0.93 ]
Total evenis: 6 (TreaimenD, 17 (Controb
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.60, df =« 5 (P = 0.99); 17 «0.0%
Testfor overall effect: Z = 2.13 (P = 0.033)
Total (95% _ _ _
Heterogeneity 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 10

Test for over

Favours treatment

2 5
Favours control

-10

Favours treatment

0 5 10
Favours control

Andersen HK; Cochrane 2009




[loka3aHus K napeHTepanbHOMY
NMUTAHUIO

Hego3moxXHOCMb UCMOMb308amb XeflyO0YHO-KUWEeYHbIU
mpakm ursu/u e2o HecriocobHocme yceausams 8
docmamo4yHOM Kosriudecmee rnumamersibHble seuwecmea 0risi
yooeriemeopeHus memabornu4eckux nompebHocmeu

opaaHUu3Ma



[y Xupyprudeckmnx 60nbHbIX

* [1lpegonepaumoHHas NoarotToBka

* BocnonHeHne HYyTPUTUBHOUN HEOOCTATOYHOCTU
Npy ManbHYTPULUN

* B nocneonepauynoHHOM nepuoae Ang
BOCIMOJSTHEHUNSI HEODXOAMMOW CYTOYHOW
NnoTpebHOCTHU



bonblle He 3HaYnT nyylue!




[lepekapmnumnBaHue!

HeobocHoBaHHOE npuMeHeHne NoBblILLEHHOIO KOJIN4YECTBA

6enka n aHepreTnyeckoro cybcrtpara, KoTopoe NPUBOAMUT K:

[MneprnMkemMmnu
Ypemuun

* [unepkanHum

* [unepnunngemumn

« JXnposomy renaTtosy

e YBenu4eHuto Kkonmndecrtea MHPEKLUMOHHbLIX OCNOXHEHUN



PaHHee nnmn otcpovyeHHoe Ha4vyarno AononHUTENBHOIO
napeHTepanbHOro nuTaHms y 6onbHbix B OPUT

PaHHee gononHuTtenbHoe N1 (B nepBbie 48 yacoB) —n = 2312
cornacHo EBpornencknm pekomeHgaumsam 4o JOCTMKEHUS MaKCUMarbHOro

CYTOYHOrO Kansnopaxa (max 2880 Kkan/cyT)

OT1cpoueHHoe gononHuTensHoe NI —n =2328

cornacHo AmepukaHckum 1 KaHagckum pekomeHgaumam I nHmummposanu yepes
7 OHEN rMpu coxpaHsaoLEeNCca CyTo4HON 50% NOTPEeOHOCTU LLeneBoro Kannopaxa

[ Early initiation [ Late initiation

Enteral Parenteral Total

[

Total Energy
(kcal/kg/day)
— b [} N W
o w o w o
1 1 1 1 1

2 pom—m— |

I

I

I

= |

e | —C O]

I P

| DT Ty |

) pe—

) [T

I

—"  ——

1]

P fo——

= .

=
e p—

) |

[l e E—

A B S
Il
. 1

— e

.
h—]
Jr— ] ——————_0]

b [ N w
w o w w o
A | L1
[
m
=
e
e s—|
[
ot ot N w
7 TP
m
o=
[ |
£33 |
T

l— - l— l—___l__— 0 T T T T T T T T
3 05 7 9 11 13 15 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15

MP. Casaer, D Mesotten et al. Early versus Late Parenteral Nutrition
in Critically Ill Adults. N Engl J Med 2011;365:506-17.



PaHHee nnn otcpodYeHHoe Ha4yano AONOSTHUTENLHOrO
napeHTepanbHoro nuTaHms y 6onbHbeix B OPUT

OnutenbHoCTb NpebbiBaHNA
B OPUT (cyT)

OnutenbHOCTb NpebbiBaHUS
B cTaumoHape (cyT)

NHJOeKUNOHHbIE OCNOXHEHUNSA

[NnutenbHocTb VBJ1 6onee 2
CYTOK

OnntenbHocTb 3M1T (cyT)

OTcpoyeHHoe  PaHHee [OCTOBEPHOCTb

Hadano [l Ha4dano
101

3 4 Ol 1.06; 95% OW,
1.00-1.13;: P=0.04
14 16 Ol 1.06; 95% OW,
1.00-1.13;: P=0.04

22.8 % 26.2 % P =0.008

36,3 40,2 P =0.006

7 10 P =0.008

MP. Casaer, D Mesotten et al. Early versus Late Parenteral Nutrition
in Critically Ill Adults. N Engl J Med 2011;365:506-17.



Kakou nyTb BBEAEHNSA HYTPUEHTOB NCMNOMb30BaTh?
KombrnHupoBaHHasi HyTPUTUBHAA Tepanus

« Ecriu 8 meyeHue 5 OHeu ©6onbHOU repopasibHO
nompebrisem wmeHee 75% Heobxooumbix 6er1Koeo-
3Hepaemu4eckux rmompebHocmeu criedyem HaqduHame
30HO080€ rnumaHue

 Ecnu npu nposedeHUU 3HMepasibHO20 MNuUMaHusi 8
meyeHue 5 OHel rnayueHm yceausaem MeHee 75% om
0O/IKHO20  criedyem  HadYuHamb  napeHmeparibHoe
numadue 8 briuxxauwue 24 yaca

ESPEN Guidelines on Enteral Nutrition: Surgery including Organ Transplantation //Clin Nutr 2006; 25: 224-244;
ESPEN Guidelines on Enteral Nutrition: Non-surgical oncology // Clin Nutr 2006; 25: 245-259;
ESPEN Guidelines on Parenteral Nutrition: Intensive Care (2009)

ASPEN 2016



HyTputnBHaA noggepxka

CocTaB

* [lopaepxmBaeT KNETOYHLIN
1. YrneBoabl MeTabonnam 1 yHKUNK (MakKpo u
2. Kupbl MWUKPOHYTPUEHTHI)

LCT - CTpYyKTYypa

 [loooep)xmBaeT LEeNOCTHOCTb U
MCT — 3Heprud AACP »

DYHKLMIO KNETOYHBIX MEMOpPaH U

- Owmera-3 KK - cnuancToi (MnyTamuH)
MMMYHOMOAOYNAUUA

3. benkun « Crabunusaums KNeTouHbIX MemMbpaH

- TnyTaMuH (CnyTamuH n pbldnin xmp)

4. BUTaMUHbI/MUKPO3NEMEHTbI

5. AHTUOKCUAAHTDI * YMeHblueHne CARS ([nyTamuH, pbionn

XNP, aHTUOKCUOAHTbI)

TpebyeT npoToKOsOB

Pac4yeT noTpebHOCTN Kkan n benka

CTpormnn banaHc XngkocTu

MOXXHO OOCTUYb SHTEPAnbHLIM 1 NapeHTeparnbHbIM MNyTeEM



[loyemy Hedocmamo4yHOo
IPUMEHSAMb MOJIbKO
aMUHOKUciomal U y2/1e800hbI?



nnuabl — UMMYHOAKTUBHbLIA KOMMOHEHT

« CUHTE3 31MKO3aHOMAO0B C NPO- 1 NPOTUBOBOCMNANNTENBHBIMU U
COCYyOOCYXMBaoLWMMM CBOUCTBaAMU

» [lpoBocnanutenbHbi 3 dEKT BbI3bIBAOT KO C BbICOKUM
cogepxaHuem NHXK Ha ocHoBe coeBoro macrna

ocTnxeHme nMmmyHomMmoaAvyIinpyrowero 9 €KTa 3a CYeT.

» YacTnyHom 3ameHbl coeBoro macna Ha MCT
(Kak om3nyeckasi CMecCb, Tak U CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHBLIMU NMNnaamMin)

=  UNY ONMBKOBbLIM Macnom (oborateHHbiM MHXK),
= 1/UNn pbIBbUM XXUPOM KOTOPbIN ABSIETCA NCTOYHUKOM 3MKO3aHONOOB C

NPOTMBOBOCNANUTENBHLIMI U COCyaAOpacLUMPSAIOLLNMM 3 dekTamm.

ABCTpuinckoe 0bLLEeCTBO KNMHNUYECKOro nutaHus (AKE) 2008, 11aea

— em B .



He3zameHnMble XNPHbl€ KNCJ10ThbI

-3 XUPHbI€ KUCNOTbI: a-nuHoneHoBas kucnota [ALA] (18:3)

anko3oneHTaeHoBas kucnota, EPA (20:5)
Aoko3sorekcaeHosBas kucnota, DHA (22:6)

-6 XUPHbI€ KUCNOTbI: nuHonesas kucnota [LA] (18:2)

L y-nuHonesas kucnota, GLA (18:3)

avromo-y-nuHonesas kucnota, DGLA (20:3)

apaxugoHoBas kucnorta, AA (20:4)

orpaHuyeHHas koHeepcus ALA B EPA n DHA B yenoseyeckoM
opraHusme

= EPA v DHA ponxHbl bbiTh B AveTe

=2 KOMOUHUpPOBaTL W-3 U W-6 XUPHbIE KUCNOTbI

w-9 XWpHble KWUCNOTbl (OnerHoBass KUCNOTa) 3aMeHUWMa, B OCHOBHOM
HaXOAUTCS B XXUPOBOWU TKAHU




MMmmyHomMoaynupyowmnmn adoekT HesaMeHUMbIX

KK

CUHTE3 9NKO3aHOMOOB:

JlenkoTpumeHsbl 5c¢:
LTBS5, LTC5, LTD5

<

JlenkoTpueHsl 4c:
LTB4, LTC4, LTD4

JInnookcureHasa

:_ :_ ticoorl
EPA
Owmera-3 XK

AA
Owmera-6 XK

LinknookcureHasa

MpocTaHonabl 3c:
TXA3, PGE3, PGI3

[MpocTtaHoungbl 2c:
TXA2, PGE2, PGI2




Perynaumsa cncteMHon BocnanuTenbHoOu
peakuum

@
X X
® ®
ApaxunagoHoBas O
S Kucrnora

‘eco®
‘ ® 0 e LluknookcureHasa

e JlInNnoKcureHasa




[lpoTuBOBOCNANUTENbHBLIN 3PPEKT OMera-3
KK

[oko3arekcaeHoBasi K-Ta OnKo3aneHTaeHoBas K-Ta

KoHKypeHuusi ¢ apaxuaoHOBOW KUCIIOTOMN 332 LUKITOOKCUreHasy

CHWKEeHNe KoNMYecTBa 3amelleHne apaxuaoHOBOMN KUCHOTbI
npoBocnanuTenbHbIX 3MKO3aHOMAOB 5 yBenutexmne konutecrea )
(TXA_, PGE., LTB ) 3ilko3aHOMAOB, 06nafaoLLUX MEHbLUEN
’ ’ v
oot BOCManuTenbHOW aKTUBHOCThHO
(TXA,, PGI,, LTB,)



[TonnHoueHHoe [11'1

MaKkpoHYTpUeHTbl | | ®apMakoHYTPUEHTbI| | MUKPOHYTPUEHTI

/ \

Yrnesogbl

BUTaMuHbI

|

NMONMIHOUEHHAA HYTPUTUBHAA NOOOEPXKA



Omera-3 KK s I

MeTta-aHanuns 2015 .

[MpmeHeHune pblbbero xupa npu N 8 OPUT —un3 180 - 10 PKWU (n =
733)

Fish Oils LCT or LCT+MCT Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
5.15.1 PN based trials
Grecu 0 8 1 7 1.5% 0.30[0.01, 6.29) 2003 ¢
Friesecke 10 83 1 82 21.4% 0.90 (0.40, 2.00] 2008 b
Wang 2009 6 28 9 28 17.3% 0.67 (0.27, 1.62] 2009 .
Grau-Carmona 17 81 29 78 52.3% 0.56 [0.34, 0.94) 2014 —&
Subtotal (95% CI) 200 195 92.4% 0.64 [0.44, 0.94] e
Total events 33 50
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi*=1.17,df =3 (P =0.76); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z =2.26 (P = 0.02)

CHWXeHne PUCKa BO3SHNKHOBEHNA VIHCbeKLI,I/IOHHbIX OCITOXXHEHUN Ha
36%

YMeHbLUeHune NPOAOOITKUTENTIbHOCTU rocnmntann3aunn
Manzanares et al. Critical Care (2015) 19:167



O PeKkTMBHOCTL oMmera-3 KK y Xupypruyeckmx 00mnbHbIX.
MeTa-aHanms

21 PKW

journal homepage: http://www.elsevier,

Contents lists available at Scie:

nceDirect

Clinical Nutrition

.com/locate/cinu

Meta-analyses

Does intravenous fish oil benefit patients post-surgery?

A meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials

Ning-Ning

Department of General Surgery, West China Hospital, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610041, China

i, Yong Zhou, Xian-Peng Qin, Yi Chen, Dan He, Jin-Yan Feng, Xiao-Ting Wu"

Gble 4

Summary of findings table: clinical outcomes,

o

\ SMOF vs. S

QOutcomes No of participants Quality of the Relative effect (95% CI) Anticipated absolute effects
o Sz S Risk with Risk difference with FO
standard group enriched groups (95% Cl)

Mortality 826(6) ®&® & ®HIGH OR 1.5 (0.54-4.19) 15 per 1000 7 more per 1000 (from 7 fewer to 44 more)
Svs.S 291(3) Not estimable
FSM vs, SM 30(1) Not estimable
FSM vs. § 256(1) OR 2.84 (0.70-11.59) 16 per 1000 27 more per 1000 (from 5 fewer to 139 more)
SMOF vs. S 249(1) OR0.73 (0.16-3.26) 33 per 1000 9 fewer per 1000 {from 27 fewer to 66 more)
Infectious 2853%(9) &® @& ®HIGH OR 0.53 (0.35-0.81) 47 per 1000 21 fewer per 1000(from 9 fewer to 30 fewer)

complications
FSvs.S 1463 (3) OR0.42 (0.19-0.93) 29 per 1000 16 fewer per 1000 (from 2 fewer to 23 fewer)
FSM vs. SM 878 (5) & ® & ®HIGH OR 0.61 (0.35-1.05) 81 per 1000 30 fewer per 1000 (from 51 fewer to 4 more)
M vs. S 512(1) ORO0.5(0.17-148) 39 per 1000 19 fewer per 1000 (from 32 fewer to 18 more)
Length of 1051 (11) & @ ®&@HIGH 2.14 days lower (3.02—1.27 lower)

hospital stay
FSvs. S 345 (4) 2.17 days lower (3.5-0.84 lower)
FSM vs, SM 218 (4) 1.32 days lower (2.73 lower to 0.09 higher)
FSM vs. § 256 (1) 4.7 days lower (8.03-1.37 lower)

232(2), 321 davs lower (5.73-0.68 lower)

)

[locToBepHOE CHMXEHNE:

ANUTENbHOCTU rocnuTanusaunm (mean = —2.14 d, 95% Cl = —3.02 to —1.27),
MHPEKLUMOHHBLIX OCIOXHEHU (OR = 0.53, 95% Cl = 0.35-0.81),

ne4YyeHoO4YHOU ancdyHKUMKM ALT (mean = —6.35 U/L, 95% Cl = —11.75 to —0.94), GGT
(mean =-11.01 U/L, 95% Cl = —20.77 to —1.25), bilirubin (mean = —2.06 umol/L, 95%
Cl=-3.6to -0.52)



BrnnaHne Omera-3 KK Ha oyHKLUIO neveHu

Contents lists available at ScienceDirect mﬁj—
Nutrition
journal homepage: www.nutritionjrnl.com —
Applied nutritional investigation
Impact of intravenous lipid emulsions on liver function tests: @C ol
° 4 P KI/I Contribution of parenteral fish oil -
Maria B. Badia-Tahull Pharm.D. ", Josep Llop-Talaveron Pharm.D.,
Elisabet Leiva-Badosa Pharm.D.
Pharmacy Department, Hospital Universitari Bellvitge, IDIBELL, L'Hospitalet de Llobregat, Barcelona, Spain
* 1555 BOSIbHbIX
» [lapeHTepanbHoe nuTaHue
* 35,1% - xupyprunyeckme b6orsibHble
[ J

34,4% - OHKOnormn4yeckue bonbHbIe

 JleTanbHOCTb —12%

Impact of Intravenous Lipid Emulsions on Liver Function Tests: Contribution of Parenteral Fish Qil
MB Badia-Tahull et al. Nutrition 31 (9), 1109-1116. 2015 May 06.



BrnnaHne Omera-3 XXK Ha oyHKLUMIO NeveHN

ﬂlbh‘ § \

Liver function test values at baseline and every week during parenteral nutrition treatment

IfT hitd(n=908)  7d(n=%6)  Md(p=450)  2Ad(=254  Bd(n-=146  35d(n=119)
GGT (ukatl) 319+414 398 +438 476415 4784386 486+417 588+ 56
AP (kL 25829 298 +269' 3754419 3994330 412433 5484474
ALT (katL) 254+ 36 1144360 098+ 119 144+ 456 089+ 084 280+ 1184
BLgmoll)  3261%6651 BI6L6I  I06:T8HB MEIES066  RH:MB MRBB6

ALT, alanine aminotransferase; AP, alkaline phosphatase; BIL, total bilirubin; GGT, y-glutamy] transferase; LFT, liver function test Values are mean + D)  test for paired
samples to compare each value with the previous

+ Significance (P < 0.05)in comparison with the previous weeks' value,
\ ' Significance (P < 0.05) in comparison with the intial value. j

« [OnuntenbHoe NI npnBoguT K Nne4yeHoYHOU aAncdyHKUMKM (yenuvenme L v
[TT)

* Owera -3 XK cnocobctytoT cHmxkeHuto I'TT (B =-11.189; 95% Cl, -19.799 to
-2.578) n L& (B =-5.250; 95% Cl, -10.263 to -0.237)

* YBenunyeHue cogepkaHne coeBoro Macria cnocobctsyet ysenudeHnoo I'MT
(B =0.441; 95% Cl, -0.107 to 1.039) u LL1® (B =0.312; 95% Cl, -0.023 to 0.648)

Impact of Intravenous Lipid Emulsions on Liver Function Tests: Contribution of Parenteral Fish Qil
MB Badia-Tahull et al. Nutrition 31 (9), 1109-1116. 2015 May 06.



[ nyTamMuH

e Q (GIn)
"

JHTepanbHaa n napeHTepanbHaa oopma

Cneumnduryeckn nnactTmyeckum marepman

CnocobcTByeT pereHepauum d6bICTPOpacTyLLNX KNETOK
(3HTepounToB, NMMMJGOUNTOB, Makpodraros)
YyacTteyeT B MeTabonmM3amMe MOYEBUHBI

ABnaeTcs OKUCITUTENbHbIM Martepumanom and SHTepounToB

Glutamine
YMeHbLUAaeT ABNeHnsa CMHApoOMa KULWLEeYHOW He4O0CTaTOYHOCTH

CHwmxaet YacCTOTYy pPa3BUTUA MHd)GKLI,I/IOHHbIX OCINOXHEHN

CnocobCcTBYET CHMXKEHUIO AnnTenbHOCTU npebbiBaHna B OPUT
N NeTanbHOCTU

Griffiths R.D. et al., 1997

Morlion B.J. et al., 1998;

CobcTBeHHbIE faHHble, 2005

Peter Furst, Clinical Nutrition 2004 1, 17-23; Ziegler T.R. et al.,
2005



[lednunT rmytamMmmHa y Xmupyprmyeckmx

DOMbHbIX
UcToweHue
3anacoB B
rmyramumHa
I UmmyHoOcynpeccus,
HyTputnBHas p KneTouHas
HeOJoOCTaTO4YHOC ANCYHKLUMSA,

CHMXeHue 3aUTHbIX
MeXaHN3MOB

Tb
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Contents lists available at SciVerse ScienceDirect

Clinical Nutrition

journal homepage: http://www.elsevier.com/locate/clnu

Meta-analyses

A systematic literature review and meta-analysis of randomized clinical trials of
parenteral glutamine supplementation

Lea Bollhalder®*, Alena M. Pfeil®, Yuki Tomonaga ?, Matthias Schwenkglenks ?

* Institute of Social and Preventive Medicine, Medical Economics Unit, University of Zurich, Hirschengraben 84, 8001 Zurich, Switzerland
Y Institute of Pharmaceutical Medicine, University of Basel, Klingelbergstrasse 61, CH-4056 Basel, Switzerland

40 nccnenoBaHuu

11 - B UHTEHCMBHOW Tepanumu
21 - B Xupyprumu

8 - CMellaHHble

3107 OONbHbLIX



napeHTepanbHoe NpUMeHEeHUN
[NYTaMMHA

*  CHWXeHne 4acToTbl MHEKLUMNOHHbIX OCOXHEHUN (RR 0.83; 95% Cl, 0.72-0.95)

* YMeHbleHne gnutenbHocTu npedbiBaHns B8 OPUT Ha 2,5 aHs (95% Cl, 3.68

-1.02)
Mortality Infections
Subgroup analysis Number of Number of  Effect on mortality Number of Number of  Effect on infections
trials [n]  patients [N] [RR(95% C1), p] trials [n]  patients [N] [RR (95% C1), p]
Glutamine dosage
Low dose (<0.20 g/kg BW/day) 6 788 105(0.87-127), p=0615 8 789 1,00 (0.85-1.18), p = 0.971
High Dase (>0.20 gfkg BW/day) 16 1338 069(054-088) p=0003 19 1102 0.79 (067-093), p =0.006
Duration of administrati
Sho 7 (<0 days) 12 1649 096 (0.81-1.13), p= 0600 20 1626 0.93 (083-104),p = 0203 =
ng duration (>9 days) 10 477 065 (0.45-093), p=0019 6 235 0.62 (042-093), p = 0.020
Time delay before start of treatment
elay (<48 h) 4 173 0,66 (0.45-097), p=0035 4 168 1,00 (0.76-1.30), p = 0.972
Long delay T8 8 1238 097 (0.72-132), p=0854 5 732 0.97 (085<1.11), p = 0678 "
Study quality
Low quality (<3.5 points) 9 457 0.79 (0.53-1.16), p= 0221 14 570 0.68 (0.50-093), p = 0.015
High quality (>3.5 points’) 13 1669 085 (0.69-1.04), p=0.117 13 1321 0.87 (0.74-1.02), p = 0,080
Disease severity
Lower severity (bg mortality <020) 11 882 0.77 (0.43-124), p=0282 11 542 0.69 (0.52-0.94), p = 0.017

Higher severity (bg mortality >0.20) 11 1244 087 (0.72-1.04), p=0.126 6 951 0.9 (087-1.11),p = 0.820
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