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OLIEHKA YPOBHS CO3HAHUSI B PEAJIBHOM KJIMHUYECKOM IMMPAKTUKE C ITIOMOIIbIO
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Uccnedosanue yposHs co3nauus s61semcsi OOHUM U3 OA308bIX JNEMEHMO8 OYEHKU NAYUEeHMO8 &
JHCUZHEY2podCcarouem cocmosiHuu. B 3agucumocmu om yposHs yeHemeHus CO3HAHUsL ONPedensemcs maxicecms
COCMOSIHUSL NayueHma, NIAGHUPYemcs mapupymuszayus O0NbHO20, A MAaKdce NposooOUmMcs OUHAMUYECKAs
OYeHKa Ha 0020CNUMAIbHOM dmane, a makice 8 OMOeleHUsIX peaHumMayuy U UHMeHCUBHOL mepanuu.

U3zyuenvr omeyecmeenHvle U 3apyOedxCHble UCMOYHUKU JTUmMepamypuvl 07 onpeoenenus OnmuMaibHO20
UHCMPYMEHMA U ANl2OpUmma e20 NPUMeHeHUsl Npu OYeHKe VPOBHS CO3HAHUS NAYUEeHmMO8, 00CMABIAeMblX
CKOPOU MEOUYUHCKOU NOMOWBIO.

IIposeden ananuz pabom u3z nayumwix 6az PubMed, eLibrary, Google Scholar, MedRxiv, nocesaujennbix
OUACHOCMUKU, 1e4eHUI0 NAYUEHMO8 CO CHUNCEHHBIM YPOBHEM CO3HAHUSL.

Ulkanvr Full Outline of UnResponsiveness (FOUR) u wxana xomwt Ihazeo (LLKI) umerom odunaxogo
8bICOKULL YPOBEHb NCUXOMEMPUYECKUX NAPAMEmpo8 NpuU OYeHKe NAYUEeHMO8 00uje20 peaHuMayuoHHO-20
npoguis, 00HaKo OYeHKa cmeoosvix peguexcos, sxnouennasn 6 wxkany FOUR, denaem ee onmumanvHou npu
copmuposxe u OUHAMUYECKOM HAOI00EeHUU 3a NAYUSHMAMU 80 8PeMsL NPOBOOUMO20 JIeYeHUS.

Knroueegvie cnosa: napywenue cosnanus, koma, LIIKI, FOUR, unmencugnas mepanus
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Examination of the level of consciousness is one of the basic elements of assessing patients in a life-threatening
condition. Depression of the consciousness influence on the patient s severity, therapy planning. The dynamic
assessment is carried out at the prehospital stage, as well as in intensive care units. Domestic and foreign
literature sources were studied to determine the optimal tool and algorithm for its use in assessing the level of
consciousness of patients delivered by emergency medical services. The analysis of the works from the scientific
databases PubMed, eLibrary, Google Scholar, MedRxiv devoted to the diagnosis and treatment of patients with
a reduced level of consciousness was carried out.

The Full Outline of Unresponsiveness (FOUR) scale and the Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS) have an equally high
level of psychometric parameters when assessing patients in general intensive care, however, the assessment of
brainstem reflexes included in the FOUR scale makes it optimal for triage and dynamic monitoring of patients
during ongoing treatment.

Key words: impairment of consciousness, coma, FOUR, GCS, intensive care

HccnenoBanue YPOBH CO3HAHUA ABJIACTCA OOHUM H3 0a30BBIX 3JIEMEHTOB Ipu MNNOMOIIHU IMAIITUCHTAM B

JKU3HCYT'POXKAOIMEM COCTOAHUU. Cero TIOMOLIBIO OMPEACITIACTCA TAKCCTh COCTOSAHUS MMALITUCHTA, IINIAHUPYCTCA
€To MapupyTusanus, IpoBOAUTCA HE TOJIBKO NCPBUYHAA SKCTPCHHAA OLICHKA Ha JOTOCIHHUTAJILHOM 3Tarle, HO U
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JMHAMHUYECKOE HAOMIOICHHE B OTJICICHUAX peaHUMaIlui 1 UHTEHCUBHOM Teparnuu.

B pamkax Hacrosimiero mccienoBaHus MpoaHaau3upoBaHa 31 pabora u3 HayuHbix 06a3 PubMed, eLibrary,
Google Scholar, MedRxiv, MOCBSIIIEHHBIX JAMATHOCTHUKE, JEUYCHHUIO MAI[MEHTOB CO CHIKEHHBIM YpPOBHEM
co3HaHus ¢ TIyOnHO# moucka 36 net. Mcnonp3oBansl kimtodeBbie ciaopa: “LIKI™, “FOUR”, “Illkana koMbl
I'maszro”, “Full Outline of UnResponsiveness”, «koMay, KAHTEHCUBHAS TEPAITHS.

Cpenu paxTopoB, BEI3BIBAIOIINX CHUKEHHUE YPOBHS CO3HAHUS, BBIIEIISIOT CTPYKTYpHBIE [ 1], MeTabonnueckue
[2], a Takke icuxoreHusie [ 1]. K cTpyKTypHBIM IPpUYMHAM OTHOCSIT TpPaBMaTHYECKHE U HETpaBMaTuueckue [3].

Haunbonee yacto npuunHaMy HETPaBMAaTUYECKOW KOMBI SIBJISIFOTCSI MHCYIIBT, TUIIOKCHUS Pa3IMYHON MPUPOJIBI,
BozzeiicTBue nHpekunu [3]. K ocHOBHBIM (hakTOpaM TpaBMAaTHUECKOTO MOPaKEHUS TOTIOBHOTO MO3Ta OTHOCSIT
TPaBMBI IIPHU TOPOKHO-TPAHCTIOPTHBIX MPOUCHIECTBUSAX U Pa3IUYHbIe ageHus [4].

Kpaiinsis aktyalbHOCTh 00BEKTUBU3ALINN COCTOSHUS OOJLHOTO B PeasIbHOM MPaKTHKe MOTpedoBaia co3qaHus
CHEIMAM3UPOBAHHBIX MHCTPYMEHTOB Ui OLIEHKH CTEIEeHHW YrHEeTeHUs co3HaHus. OCHOBHas LEib TaKUX
MHCTPYMEHTOB COCTOHUT B TOM, YTOOBI OBICTPO U TOYHO MONYyYaTh HHPOPMAIIMIO O COCTOSHUU MallMeHTa s
MOCJIEYIONIETO MPUHATUS KIMHUYECKUX PEIIeHUH.

[xama xombl I'masro (ILIKI) crama omHO#M W3 MEPBBIX KIWHWYECKHX IIKad s OOBEKTUBHOM OIICHKH
HapymieHus cos3HaHusa [5, 6]. M3nawanpHo IIKI npeanaznayanach Jyisi MalMeHTOB C TpPaBMAaTUYECKUM
MopakeHHeM rojJoBHOro Mmo3ra. Ha ee ocHoBe Obu1a pazpaboTaHa COOTBETCTBYIOIIAs KiacCU(PHUKAIIHS YePEITHO-
Mo3roBoi TpaBMbl (UMT).

[Ipouienypy OLIEHKH OTAMYAIOT OBICTPOTA U JOCTYMHOCTh oOcienoBaHus. OLEHUBAIOTCS OTKPBIBAHUE IUIa3,
BepOaNbHBIM U MOTOPHBIN OTBETHI B OTBET HA MPEIBIBISIEMbIN CTUMYI, YTO COOTBETCTBEHHO 0003HauaeTcCs
OykBeHHBIMH cUMBOJIaMHU: «E», «V» u «M». OcO6EeHHOCTh METOAUKH COCTOUT B TOM, YTO TPH IMyHKTA HIKAJIbI
MOTYT OBITh OIIEHEHBI KaK MO OTAEIbHOCTH, TaK U COBMECTHO (MTOTOBBIM Oamin — ot 3 go 15). Anroputm
OLIGHKH BKJIIOYAET 33JaHUS C YETKUMH U JOCTYIMHBIMUA MHCTPYKIMSIMH, YTO TIO3BOJISIET MPUMEHSTD IIKAy HE
TOJILKO BpauaM, HO U CpEAHEMY MEIULIMHCKOMY MEepCOHay 0e3 moTepu HHPOPMaTUBHOCTH [7, §].

Ha npotsixennn muorux set LK™ mpouHo 3aHMMaeT MECTO B PsiIy HIMPOKO MCIIONB3YEMBIX KIMHUYECKUX
mKan He Toibko mpu YMT, HO U Ipu MHOTHX APYTUX MPUUMHAX HAPYIICHHUS CO3HAHUS: OCTPOE HapyllIeHHE
MO3TOBOTO KpPOBOOOpAIIEHHUS MO HUIIEeMUYECKOMY U TeMopparudeckomy tumy [9, 10], undexmuonHoro u
TOKCHYECKOTO TTopakeHus rojjoBHoro mosra [11, 12, 13].

Kpowme Toro, 1akOHUYHOCTH U OTHOBPEMEHHO BbICOKasi HHPOPMATUBHOCTH 00YCIOBHIIIN TO, YTO MOAAIBHOCTH
KT ucnons3oBansl B apyrux mkaitax: Hunt Hess Scale, APACHE II, Traumatic Injury Scoring System u T.
1. [14, 15]. Ha ocrose ILIKI cranmm pa3pabarpiBaTh HOBBIC IITKAJBI 11 IPUMEHEHUS B CITy4asx, KOrja pedeBast
byHKIIHUA OTCYTCTBYET [14].

JanpHelmme wuccieqoBaHUs BBISIBUIM BBICOKYIO IporHoctuyeckyro neHHocts ILIKI. Tak, noka3ana
KOpPEJSLHs MKATbHON OIIEHKH CO CIeIyIONIMMH TapaMeTpaMu: TeMITbl BOCCTaHOBNEHUS nanuenTa npu UMT,
cyOnypanpHBIX TeMaTomax [16], xapakTep MpOBOIMMOTO JIeUeHHUs (XMPYpPrHuecKoe HIIM KOHCEPBATHBHOE),
HEO0OXOIMMOCTh MPOBEJCHUS NCKYCCTBEHHOW BEHTHIISALINK JIeTKUX [17].

N3nauansho onenka mo KT onuckiBanmach TOIBKO UTOTOBBIM OasuioMm [ 18], omHako mo3ske ObIIIO BBISBIICHO,
YTO OJMHAKOBBIM MTOTOBBIA Oajul MPU Pa3HBIX MATOJIOTHUAX MMEET Pa3ITUYHOE MPOTHOCTHUECKOE 3HAYCHHUE.
W3BecTHO, 4TO U HU3KOH CYMMapHOH OIIEHKE IBUTaTEeIbHBIN OTBET UMEET OOJBIINIA «TPOrHOCTUYECKUN BEC»
[0 CPABHEHHIO C PEUEBBIM OTBETOM M peaklrel 1ia3, B TO BpeMsl Kak Mpy CHIKEHUU CO3HAHUSA JI0 OTITYIIEHUS
Oosblllee 3HaUEHUE UMEET CHIDKEeHUE Oalta rmo peueBomy oTBeTy [19]. B cBsi3u ¢ 3TUM cTano oueBUIHBIM, YTO
JUTS OITUMAJILHOM OIIEHKH U TIPOTHO3a COCTOSIHUS MallMeHTa Hapsoy C UTOTOBBIM OaljioM TpebyeTcs yKazaHue
MOJIOMEHHBIX 3HaYeHUH. Tak BO3HUK moaxoj ¢ OyKBEeHHO-IM(POBLIM 0003HaueHHeM (Harmpumep, E3V2M3),
B COOTBETCTBHUU C KOTOPHIM B pe3yibTaTe HccielaoBaHUS BO3MOXHO Oonee 100 pa3nuyHbIX KOMOWHAIWH,
B TO BpeMs Kak CyMMa 0aJlJIoB MO IIKajne BapbupyeT OT 3 10 15 6amioB. DT0 CyIHIECTBEHHO OTpaHHUYMBAET
JMArHOCTUYECKHUE U TPOTHOCTUYECKUE BO3MOKHOCTH U MPEMSATCTBYET €€ UCIIOIb30BAHUIO B MYJIBTUIIEHTPOBBIX
Hay4YHBIX UCCIIEIOBAHMX Kbl [20].

Hecmotps Ha 1o, uro IHHIKI" On1na pa3zpadorana 6omnee 50 neT Ha3aj, oHA HE TIOTEpsIa CBOCH aKTyaaIbHOCTH U
710 HACTOSIIIETO BpEMEHH, aKTUBHO TpUMeHseTcs Oosiee ueM B 80 cTpaHax, IJie mepeBeicHa Ha HallOHAIbHbIE
SI3BIKM, B TOM YU CJIe M Ha pycckuii [21,22]. C y4eToM BBICOKOTO YPOBHS MEXKIUCITUTIIIMHAPHON COITIACOBAHHOCTHU
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U BOCIPOM3BOAMMOCTH IIKaJla CUYUTAETCS «30JIOTHIM CTAaHAAPTOM» [JIsl OLIEHKH CO3HAaHUS TPH BEICHUU
MaIMEHTOB B OTACICHUAX PEAaHUMAIlMU U MHTEHCUBHOM Tepanuu [23].

Opnnaxo LIKT, kak u ar06ast Apyras KIIMHUYECKas 1IKalla, UMEeT OTpaHHueHUs UCTI0NIb30BaHus. B wacTHOCTH,
[0 MHEHHIO HKCIIEPTOB, B JAHHOM CJIy4ae 3aTpy/JAHEHa aJeKBaTHas OlIEHKa BepOaTbHOrO OTBETA MPHU PEUEBBIX
HApYIICHUSX U HEBO3MOXKHA Y UHTYOHPOBAHHBIX MMAIIMEHTOB, a TAK)KE OTCYTCTBYET CTPYKTYPHUPOBAHHAS OILICHKA
CTBOJIOBBIX pediekcoB [24]. B psae paboT ykas3piBaeTcs Ha HU3KYIO MEXIKCIIEPTHYIO HAJEKHOCTh OLIEHKHU 10
KT (ocobeHHO AJis IBUTaTEIPHOTO KOMIIOHEHTA) /ISl HEOTIBITHBIX Bpadei [24].

Vkazannbie Hegoctarku LK cTamm ctumynom aiis nanbHenIel neciea0BaTeaIbCKoi paboThI MO pa3padoTKe
OOBEKTHBHBIX M O0Jiee TOYHBIX MHCTPYMEHTOB JJIsl MAI[MEHTOB CO CHIDKEHHBIM CO3HaHUEM. B pesynbrare B
2005 r. E.F. Wijdicks ¢ coaBropamu Obina mpenioxena [1lkana mogpoOHOI OIIEHKU COCTOSHUSI apeaKTUBHBIX
narueHToB (Full Outline of UnResponsiveness, FOUR) [25]. B nauane mkana FOUR Obuta npenHa3zHaueHa
JUIS HeWpOopeaHUMAIIMOHHBIX OTIENIEHUH, MOCKOJIbKY MO3BOJIsIa OLEHUBATh CO3HAHWE Yy MHTYOMPOBAaHHBIX
namnueHToB [25, 26]. llkana FOUR BkiItoyaeT yeTbipe JTOMEHA: ABUKECHMS IVia3, JBUKEHHUS KOHEYHOCTSAMH,
CTBOJIOBBIE PE(IIEKCHI U IbIXaTEeNbHBIN MaTTePH, KaX bl U3 KOTOPBIX OI[EHUBAIOT 10 MATUOAIIILHON CUCTEME
(ot 0 no 4 GammoB), uro obJeryaeT yder pe3ysibTaTtoB TecTupoBaHus 1o cpaBHeHuto ¢ IIKI, B xoropoit
MaKCHUMaJIbHBINA 0aJljT BApbUPYET B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT OLIEHMBAeMOro MyHKTa [25, 27]. BaxkHON 0COOCHHOCTHIO
mikansl FOUR sBrsieTcs To, 4TO B paMKax OLIEHKH IBUTATENIbHOTO KOMIIOHEHTA (UKCUPYIOTCS SITUIETITUYE CKUN
CTaTyC, MHUOKJIOHUH, JI€KOPTHKAI[MOHHAS PUTHAHOCTh M TEHEPaTU30BaHHBIH MHOKIOHHMYECKHI cTaTyc,
BO3MOJKHA OLIEHKA MAaI[MeHTa C CHHAPOMOM «3alepTOT0 YeIOBEKay.

[IpoBeneHbl MHOTOYHCIIEHHBIE UCCIEIOBaHUA MO CpaBHEHHIO JIByX Hauboliee pacrnpoCcTpaHEHHBIX
nnctpymerToB — [IIKT" u FOUR. B pe3ynsrare nmokaszano, 4o 3naueHue 6amios o LK u FOUR conocTaBumbl
JUTS IPOTHO3UPOBAHUS BHYTPUOOILHUYHON CMEPTHOCTH U HebnaronpusTHoro ucxona, onHako FOUR umeer
JTYYIIyI0 JUCKPUMHHALIMOHHYIO CIIOCOOHOCTH, Onmaromaps uemy mnpeBocxoaut LIIKI' B mpornosupoBanuu
CMEPTHOCTH CpEAHM TMOCTYNMBIIMX B OTJEJICHHWE SKCTPEHHONM MeAunuHCKOM momomnu. Ilpu cpaBHEeHUUM
aHAJIOTMYHBIX JIOMEHOB JIByX IIIKall BBISBICHO, YTO MOTOPHBIM M IJIa3HOM KOMITOHEHTHI MMEIOT JIyUIIyIO
MIPOTrHOCTUYECKYIO CIIOCOOHOCTh, YeM KOMIIOHEHTHI cTBoJa Mo3ra [28, 29, 30]. B uenowm, orieaxka FOUR tecno
CBsI3aHA C TUIOXUM (YHKIIMOHATHHBIM UCXOIOM.

Kpome TOro, mokazaHo, 4uTo AJisi MAllMEHTOB C HMHCYJIBTOM COBMECTHOE Hcmoib3oBaHue mmkan FOUR u
NIHSS ob6nanaror onpenenennsiMu npeumyiectsamu [31]. Taxxe mkana FOUR nMeer BbICOKHI ypOBEHBb
MPOrHOCTUYECKOW IIEHHOCTH OTHOCHUTENHHO (PYHKIMOHAIBHOTO pe3ylbTara (IUIoiaib IO KPUBOM B
nposeneHHoM ROC-ananuze cocrasuia 0,8-0,9) [29, 30]. lIkana FOUR pacnpocTtpaneHna BO MHOTHX CTpaHax
MHpa U TIEpEBE/ICHa Ha MHOTHE sA3bIKH, a B 2021 1. BanuaupoBaHa u B Poccuu [23]. OgHako, HECMOTpS Ha psif
HEOCTOPUMBIX TpeumyiiecTs, 1mkana FOUR nmocTeneHHO 3aBOeBBIBACT NMpU3HAHME 3a MpeaernaMu OOJIbHUIL
KJIMHUKU M»1H0, HO TEM HE MEHEe He MOJTy4YHna JOJKHOTO PacpOCTpaHEHUs Ha MpakTuke [21].

3akaouenne. [lanyieHTaM B KPUTHYECKOM COCTOSHHM, Hapsily C JAPYTUMH MapaMeTpamu Tpedyercs
TOYHasl OILIEHKAa YpOBHS co3HaHUS. M3 MHOXeCTBa MpeUIOKEHHBIX IIKaJl HaumOosee pacinpocTpaHeHa Ha
Hactosuii MoMeHT Illkana xomel [masro, koTopas, oHAKO HE JUIIEHA psa OTPaHUYEHUH, Ui YaCTUIHOTO
KOMITEHCHPOBaHHUSI KOTOPBIX I€71€CO00pa3HO HCMHONb30BaTh OykBeHHO-IIMPpoBoe obOo3HadeHue. LIKID u
co3nanHas Ha ee ocHoBe mkajga FOUR sBnsroTcst Hanbosee BOCTpeOOBaHHBIMY JJIs TaHHOU 11eu. [TokazaHbl
MperMyIIecTBa B JAMAarHOCTMYECKOM M MPOTHOCTHMYECKOW TOYHOCTH JaHHOTO HHCTpyMeHTa. C yueToMm
KIIMHUYECKON 1IEHHOCTH W HEJOCTATOYHOW MOMYJISIPHOCTH 1eJeco00pa3Ho 0ojiee MIMPOKOE HCIOJIb30BaHUE
mkanel FOUR Ha npakrtuke.

Kongpnuxkm unmepecos. ABTOpbI 3asBISIOT 00 OTCYTCTBHH IMOTEHIIUMATBFHOTO KOH(PIUKTA HHTEPECOB.
Q@unancuposanue: uccieoBaHNe HE UMENO CIIOHCOPCKOM MOICPKKH.

Cmambsa coomeemcmayem cneyuaibHOCmAM:

3.1.12. — «AHecTe3n0JIOTusl U PEaHUMATOJIOTHS».

3.1.24. — «HeBponorusi».

31.08.56 — «Helipoxupyprusi».

Bxnao aemopoe.
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Beuopko B.U. — 40% (pa3paboTka KOHIICTIIIMH U JU3aiiHA UCCIIEAOBAHMS, aHAJIU3 U UHTEPIIPETaIUs JaHHBIX,
Hay4YHOE PeJaKTUPOBAaHUE, YTBEPKIECHNE (PUHATLHOTO TEKCTa CTaThbH).

3umun A.A. — 30% (cOop u aHanM3 JUTEPATYpHBIX JAHHBIX, HAMMCAHUE TEKCTa CTAThU, TEXHUYECKOE
pelaKTUPOBaHUE, YTBEPIKICHNE OKOHUATEIBHOTO TEKCTa CTaThH).

Oo6yxoBa E.B. — 30% (pa3paboTka KOHIIETIIMM M JAM3aiiHA HUCCIIEIOBaHHWS, HAyYHOE pEIaKTUPOBAHUE,
yTBEpKIAeHHE (PUHATEHOTO TEKCTA CTAThH).
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