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Pedepar. [TpeacraBieHa cucreMaTHyeckast oLjeHKa 3¢ GeKTUBHOCTH TUMIIAHOIUIACTHUKH 1-TO THIIA y AlIIeHTOB
C XPOHMYECKUM TyGOTHMIIAHAIBHBIM THOMHBIM CPeJHUM OTHTOM, CONPOBOXKAQIOIUMCS lepdopanneii 6apa-
GaHHO epenoHKH II01IabIo 60s1ee 50%. OCHOBHBIMU KPUTEPUSIMU YCIIELTHOCTH BMeLIaTe/IbCTBA BHICTYITHIH
ko3¢ duument nproxkusneHus Tpancruianrara (GTR — Graft Take Rate) u BocctanoBneHne ciyxoBoi GyHKLUH,
n3MepsieMoe Yepe3 n3MeHeHre KOCTHO-Bo3aylHoro uHtepsaia (KBW). B aHanusa BKIIOYEHBI MCCIeA0BaHUS,
OlLIeHMBAIOLIMie AHATOMUYeCKHe 1 PpyHKLINOHAIbHBIE Pe3y/IbTaThl THMIIAHOIUIACTHKY C HUCIIO/Ib30BaHNEM Pas-
JIMYHBIX ayTOJIOTUYHBIX TPAHCIUIAHTATOB, TAKMX KaK ¢acuus u xpsu. [Ipeobragaomieil TeXHUKON yKIaAKU
TPaHCIUIAHTATA sIB/IsUIachk MeToguKa underlay. CpesHeB3BelieHHOe 3HaYeHHe mpegonepanuonHoro KBUY cocra-
BMJIO 25,31/D, a mocsieonepanyyioHHOr0 — 11,09 4B, YTO CBU/IETE/IBCTBYET O CYIeCTBEHHOM Y/Ty4lLlIeHUH CJTyXOBOM
dyHKMYU octe BMelaTenbcTBa. CpaBHUTENBHBIN aHAMN3 3GPEeKTUBHOCTH Pa3/IMYHbIX TPAHCIUIAHTATOB II0-
KasaJl, YTO MCII0JIb30BaHHeE XPSILIeBOro KOMIIOHeHTa obecredrBaio 6osiee BHICOKME TOKA3aTe/IH IPYDKUBIEHHS
(GTR 92,6%) 1o cpaBHenuio ¢ pacuuein (GTR 88,6%). [Ipu 5TOM pasnuvus B yIyUII€HUH CTYXOBOU GyHKIMH
MEX/Y XPAIOM U pacupeid ObUIM CTAaTUCTHYECKH HE3HAYMMBI (D > 0,05). AHa/IM3 JAHHBIX, IPE/ICTAB/IEHHBIX B
CTaTbhe, yKas3bIBaeT Ha BBICOKYIO HaJIe)KHOCTb MOJTyY€HHBIX Pe3y/IbTaTOB, MOATBEPXKAEHHYI0 HU3KOM reTeporeH-
HOCTBIO UCC/T€OBAHUM U OTCYTCTBHEM ITyGINKALIOHHOTO CMELeHHS.
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Abstract. This article presents a systematic evaluation of the effectiveness of type 1 tympanoplasty in patients
with chronic tubotympanic suppurative otitis media, accompanied by a tympanic membrane perforation
exceeding 50% of its surface area. The primary success criteria of the procedure are graft take rate (GTR) and
restoration of auditory function assessed through changes in the air-bone gap (ABG). The analysis included
studies evaluating the anatomical and functional outcomes of tympanoplasty using various autologous graft
materials, such as fascia and cartilage. The predominant graft placement technique was the underlay technique.
The weighted average preoperative ABG was 25.31 dB, while the postoperative ABG was 11.09 dB, indicating
significant improvement in auditory function after surgery. Comparative analysis of the effectiveness of different
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