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KnuHuko-¢dyHKuMoHanbHble NOKasaTenu rnas Ghack o
y AeTei ¢ apTudakuen U X Matepeu

N.C. Xampaesa', T.. Kpyrnosa?, [1.Y. Hap3ynnaesa'

! TalLKEHTCKUA NeMaTPUYeCKi MeAMLIMHCKWIA HCTUTYT, TalwKeHT, Y36ekncTaH
ZHMUL, rnasmHbix GonesHeit um. MenbMronbua, Mocksa, Poccuiickan Oenepauus

AHHOTALNA

Llesns. AHanu3 KAMHUKO-QYHKUMOHAMBHBIX M 3X0OMOMETPUUYECKUX MOKasaTenen a3 y geTen ¢ apTudakuen B rpynne
C BOCTWUTHYTON BO3pacTHOW LieneBon pedpaKumen, C MUOMUEN U UX MaTepen.

Mamepuan u Memodel. B rnasHoM oTeneHun KIMHUKK TAlKEHTCKOro neuaTpuyeckoro MeaMLUMHCKOr0 HCTUTYTa Npo-
BEAEH KOPPENSLMOHHbIA aHanu3 ONTUKo-3X0bnoMeTpuyeckux nokasateneii y 30 getert (30 rnas) c aptudakmeii u ux Matepeit
(60 rnas). [usaiiH uccnenoBaHMs BKIKOYAN BU3MOMETPUIO, KepaTopedpakToMeTpuio, Y3W obcnepnosatme (A/B ckaHupoBaHue
rnasHoro sbnoka). 0bcnefoBaHue aeTeit npoBoauny Yepes 12—14 MecALEB Mocsie KCTPAKUMM BPOXKAEHHOM KaTapaKTpbl
(BK) ¢ umnnaHTaumen MHTpaoKynspHon nun3bl (M0J1).

Pesynemamel. OnpepeneHa cunbHas NpsMas Koppenaums Mexay ontudeckoii cunoii MOJ1 petei n Teopetuyeckn nnaHu-
PYeEMBIX K MMMNIAHTaLMUKU MHTPAOKYNSPHOW IMH3bI MaTepeii B rpynne ¢ JOCTUrHYTOM LieNieBoii pedpakumeit. 31oT haKkT MoxeT
YKa3blBaTb Ha BO3MOXHOCTb (POPMMPOBaHUSA Y pebEHKA BO B3pOC/IOM COCTOSIHMM TaKoM e onTudeckon cunbl MOJT, Kak y Ma-
Tepu.

BuisiBneHo oTcyTcTBME Koppensumu mexay ontudeckon cunon WOJT Ha rnasax peTeid ¢ nceBLOQaKMYECKOW MUoMUen
W TEOPETUYECKM MNIaHUPYEMBIX K UMIIAHTALMKU MaTEPUHCKUX UCKYCCTBEHHBIX XPYCTaIUKOB.

3aknwoyeHue. BbisBNEHHbI NpAMble CUMbHbIE KOPPESIAILMOHHBLIE CBA3W Mexay ontudeckon cunon WOJT peTeid u Teope-
TMYECKU MNAHUPYEMBIX K UMMIAHTALMU WHTPAOKYNSAPHBIX JIMH3 UX MaTepeid B rpynne ¢ AOCTUTHYTOM K AaHHOMY BO3pacTty
LeneBoii pedpakumeit. ITOT BaKT NO3BOSSET UCMONB30BATh MNOKA3aTeNM MaTEPUHCKMX a3 B KauecTBe OpUEHTUpa Npu Noa-
cuéte cunbl MOJ1, MnnaHTUpyeMon BeTaM, AN AOCTUKEHWS LeneBoi pedpakuun. OTcyTCTBUE KOpPeNsALMM MeXay CuiaMu
npenomnennsa U0J1 Ha geTcKkux rnasax ¢ nceaodakuyeckon muonuen u NOJT ux Matepelt MoXKeT yKasblBaTb Ha HeapanTy-
poBaHHocTb opmynbl SRK |1 ¢ Bo3pacTHoi runoKoppeKumei ans noacyéta cunbl MOJT getaM B rpynne pucka Ype3MepHoro
ycuneHus pedpakummn nocie onepaumu.

KnioueBble cnoBa: nceBaodakuyeckas Muonus; uenesas pedpakums; WUOJT; BpoxaEHHAs KaTapaKTa; WCKYCCTBEHHbIN
xpyctanuk; dopmyna SRK II; cuna npenoMnenunsa xpyctanuka; apTudakus; LeTCKUE N MaTEPUHCKUE XPYCTasMKM.
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Clinical and functional indicators of the eyes
in children with pseudophakia and their mothers

Lola S. Khamraeva', Tatyana B. Kruglova?, Dildora U. Narzullaeva'

' Tashkent Pediatric Medical Institute, Tashkent, Uzbekistan
2Helmholtz National Medical Research Center of Eye Diseases, Moscow, Russian Federation

ABSTRACT

AIM: To analyze clinicofunctional and echobiometric indicators of the eyes in children with target refraction, pseudofacial
myopia, and their mothers.

MATERIAL AND METHODS: In the eye department of the clinic of the Tashkent Pediatric Medical Institute, a correlation
analysis of optical and echobiometric indicators was conducted in 30 children (30 eyes) with artifakia and their mothers
(60 eyes). Visiometry, keratorefractometry, and ultrasound examination (A/B scan of the eyeball) were conducted. Children
were examined 12-14 months after CC extraction with intraocular lens (I0L) implantation.

RESULTS: A strong direct correlation was determined between the optical power of I0Ls in children and their mothers who
were theoretically planned for I0L implantation of I0Ls in the group that has achieved target refraction. This may indicate the
possibility that the child has the same optical power as the mother and the optical power of I0Ls in a child is the same as that
in adults. No correlation was found between the optical power of the IOL in the eyes of children with pseudophakic myopia and
maternal artificial lenses theoretically planned for implantation.

CONCLUSION: The direct strong correlations between the optical power of the I0L of children and the lenses of their
mothers in the group with the target refraction achieved by this age make it possible to use the optical power of maternal
lenses as a “guideline” when calculating the power of the 0L implanted in children to achieve the target refraction. The lack
of correlation between the refractive powers of the IOL in children with pseudophakic myopia and the lenses of mothers may
indicate that the SRK Il formula with age-related hypocorrection is not adapted to calculate the IOL power in children at risk of
excessive refractive enhancement after surgery.

Keywords: pseudophakic myopia; target refraction; I0L; congenital cataract; artificial lens; SRK Il formula; refractive power
of the lens pseudophakia; children’s and maternal lenses.

To cite this article:
Khamraeva LS, Kruglova TB, Narzullaeva DU. Clinical and functional indicators of the eyes in children with pseudophakia and their mothers. Russian pediatric
ophthalmology. 2022;17(2):13-19. DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/rpoj100768

Received: 15.02.2022 Accepted: 22.05.2022 Published: 01.08.2022
V-3
ECOSVECTOR All rights reserved

© Eco-Vector, 2022


https://doi.org/10.17816/r
https://doi.org/10.17816/rpoj100768
https://doi.org/10.17816/r
https://doi.org/10.17816/rpoj100768

OPUTMHATTBHBIE MCCIEOBAHNA

BBEJEHUE

Bo BCcéM Mupe 0fHOI U3 OCHOBHBIX MPUYNH MHBAIMEHO-
CTV 10 3PEeHMI0 0CTAETCA BPOXKAEHHaA KaTapakTa (BK). 3abo-
neBaHWe XapaKTepu3yeTca pacnpocTpaHéHHocTbIo o1 0,32 o
22,9 Ha 10 000 peten U NpMBOAMT K 3KOHOMMYECKUM M CO-
unaneHbiM notepam [1, 2]. Bonpocel, Kacatowimecs neveHuns
peten ¢ BK, sBnsioTca Haubonee akTyanbHbIMW B [AETCKOM
odTansMonoruu.

Mporpecc B TexHonorum neveHns BK npuBen K BO3HWKHO-
BEHWIO HOBbIX BOMPOCOB, Kacalowumxcs pedpaKToreHesa y fe-
Tew npu aptudakum [3—-6]. Hanbonee 3HauMMbiMu Bonpocamm
ABNAOTCA COCTOSHWE U AMHAMWKa NPeNOMASOLLEN CUNbl M-
TUYECKMX CMCTEM, PacyéT LieNeBoi pedpakuum Npu Npoaos-
aloLemcs pocTe rnas B nepuof GpopMMpoBaHUs 3pUTESTb-
Horo aHanu3artopa [7]. BbisiBneHbl B3aUMOCBA3U KPUBM3HbI
POroBuLbl, 0CEBOI ANIMHBI [Na3HOro A6/10Ka W HacneCTBEH-
HocTu [8]. UMeloTca AaHHble 0 reHeTUYecKO B3aUMOCBA3M,
onpefenstoLLeii pocT rnasHoro s61oka, Npy 3TOM AnanasoH
CBAI3W 3X0-OMOMETPUYECKMX MapaMeTpoB rNa3a JeTen U UxX
poauTeneid BapbupyeT B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT pPacoBOM MpUHAg-
NeXHOCTU HaceneHus [9]. Pag aBTopoB Takxe 0TMeYalT He-
3HauuTenNbHyo B3anMocBasb kbl 1130 rnasa u dakTopos
oKpyxatowen cpeabl [10, 11].

WccnepoBaHus MHOMMX aBTOPOB U COBCTBEHHbIE pe3yiib-
TaTbl CBMAETENIbCTBYIOT O MPEBaNMPOBaHUM CUIBHON ped-
paKuuu mpu apTUdakum y Oeten, T.e. 0 Muonusaumum [12].
Bo3moxHO, B pasBuTUM pedpakUMOHHOW aHOManumu rocrne
aKcTpakumu BK v mMmnnaHTaumm MHTpPaoKynspHoW NUH3bI
(MO) nrpaet BaxHyIO posib M BO3POCLLMIA 33 NOCeLHUE Ae-
CATUNETWA POCT YacToTbl binsopykocTu y aeteii [13, 14]. Yee-
JIYEHWE YacTOTbl MUOMMYECKOr0 CABUra pedpaKLmm B NceB-
A0(haKNYHBIX rasax no CPaBHEHWH € HaKMYHBIMU Fa3aMm
MOryT ObITb MOKa3aHWeM AIa TLLATeNbHOro 06cnefoBaHus
LeTei Mo NoBoAy 3aMeHbl MCKYCCTBEHHOO XpycTanuKka [15].
Papn aBTOpOB Npegnonaraet, 4To y AeTen C ANIMHHBIMU ras3-
Kamu OCHOBHbIM (DaKTOPOM, BAIMSIOLLMM Ha pedpaKLMOHHYH
owubKy nocne 3kcTpakumm BK u umnnantauum MOJ1, sB-
NATCA NoKasaTesn nepeaHe-3aaHen ocu (M130) rnasHoro
Aabnoka u npenomnsiowen cunel porosuubl [16, 17]. Ped-
PaKLMOHHbIE U3MEHEHUSA MOrYT bbITb NPOSBNEHUEM HEAJEK-
BaTHo nopobpaHHoi MOJ. Owmbkn MoryT BbiTh CBA3AHBI
C Pacy&ToM ONTUYECKOW CWAbI NIMH3bLI N0 efuHol hopMyne
BCEM [JeTaM be3 yuéTa pucka aHoManbHoro pedpakrore-
Hesa. [lpu 3TOM BbICOKas 4acToTa He3annaHUpOBaHHON
pedpaKum1, BO3MOXHO, CBS3aHa Kak C NpenpacrnosioxkeH-
HOCTBbI0 K aHOManbHOMy pedpaKToreHesy, Tak M C HanuuK-
eM 06cKypaumoHHoW unu pedpakuuoHHoi ambanonuu [8].
Ha cerogHAWHWIA aeHb BCe eLLE CIOXHBIM 0CTAETCA Bblibop
CUMbl UMMNAHTUPYEMBIX JIMH3 A8 BbICTPO pacTylumx aeT-
CKUX rNas3. YunTbIBas BbILUECKA3aHHOE, Mbl PELLMAN U3YUUTb
KIIMHUKO-(YHKLUMOHabHbIE MOKasaTenu rnas y feTei ¢ uc-
KYCCTBEHHbIM XPYCTaIMKOM W WX MaTepen Ans BO3MOXHON
Koppekuun nopacyéta cunbl MOJ1, uMnnaHTMpyeMbIM Ma-
NeHbKWM NaLyeHTaM.
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Poccwiickan neanarpryeckan odmnwonorm

Llenb. AHann3 KNMHWKO-GYHKUMOHANBHBIX U 3X06MoMeT-
pUYeCKUX NOKa3aTeneii rnasy aeTeil ¢ apTudakueii B rpynne
C BOCTUrHYTOM BO3PaCcTHOW LieneBoi pedpaKLyent, C MUONMUEN
U UX MaTepeil.

MATEPUANT U METObI

B rnasHoM oTAeNeHMM KIMHWKKM TalUKEHTCKOro nepua-
TPUYECKOr0 MeMLMHCKOr0 MHCTUTYTa NPOBELEH Koppensum-
OHHbI/A aHanM3 KIMHUKO-(YHKLMOHANbHbIX, 3X0bnoMeTpuye-
CKWX NoKa3atenei rnas, cunbl M0J1 y peteit ¢ aptudarmeit.
06cneposaHo 30 peten (30 rnas) B Bospacte 0T 2 A0 6 neT
U ux Matepu B Bo3pacTe oT 25 no 38 net (30 KeHLWwH,
60 rnas). Y 28 peteit (28 rnas) auarHocTMpoBaHa OAHOCTO-
poHHss BK, y aByx aetei (2 rnasa) —aByxcTopoHHsas BK,
MpM 3TOM NapHbIA a3 Ha MOMEHT 0CMOTpa He onepupoBaH
“ B NnaH 0b6cnefoBaHns He BXOAMI. JKCTPAKLUMA KaTapaKTbl
npoBoaunach AetaM B Bo3pacte ot 1 roga o 5 net. Lene-
Bas pedppaKums COOTBETCTBOBaANA BO3pacTy 06cne0BaHHbIX
BonbHbIX. [lU3ailH MccnefoBaHWA BKIKOYaN BU3MOMETPHIO,
KepatopedpaxtomeTpuio, Y3M obcneposanme (A/B ckanupo-
BaHWe rnasHoro sbnoka). [lns onpegeneHus npenomnsoLLen
CUNbI XpYCTaSMKOB y MaTepeli NPOBOAMICA UHAMBUAYANbHBIN
pacyét ontuyeckomn cunbl MOJ1, KoTopas bbina bbl Heobxo-
OMMa B Crlyyae MMNNaHTaLMU UCKYCCTBEHHOMO XpycTanuKa
Matepu no dopmyne SRK II:

P=A - 2,5L - 0,9K,
roe P — ontnyeckas cuna WOJT, antp,
A — KoHcTaHTa, onpegensiemasn npoussoautenem UOJ1,
L — pa3mMep 130 rnasa, mm,
K — npenomnsiowas cuna porosuubl, AnTp.

Mokasatenu L u K n3Mepstotca y Kaxaoro naumeHTa uH-
OVBULYaNbHO.

Y neTen NOACYET CUAbI UCKYCCTBEHHOTO XpyCTanuKa npo-
Boaunm Takke no dopmyne SRK Il ¢ y4éToM Bo3pacTHOI M-
nokoppekumu (R) no tabnumue RH Trivedi [14]:

P=(A - 2,5L - 0,9K) - R,
roe R — nokasaTtenb BO3pacTHOM OCTaTOYHON pedpaKumm,
AnTp.

Hanpumep, y peb€HKa B Bo3pacTe 4 NieT noKasaTesib 0CTa-
To4HoW pedparumm (R) bynet paseH 4,0 antp.

Cratuctnyeckas 06paboTka AaHHbIX KJIMHWUYECKOro UC-
Cle0BaHuA BbIMOHANACh M0 CTaHAAPTHBIM CTAaTUCTUYECKUM
anroputMaM C NpUMEHeHUEM NporpaMMHOro obecneyeHus
Medstatistic, Bepcus 7.0. [locToBepHOM cuMTanack pasHuua
BesinuuH nipu p <0,05 (ypoeHb 3Haummoctu 95%). Onpepe-
nanu KkoadduumeHT Koppensuun CnupMeHa, cBA3b Mexay
uccneayeMbIMM NpU3HaKaMm No LWKane YepioKa u Kputude-
CKOe 3HaueHue Kputepus CnpmeHa.

PE3YJIbTATbI

lMokasaTtenu ocTpoTbl 3peHWs y AeTeit 40 onepaumu
Obinu B AnanasoHe ot pr.l.certae go 0,01. OctpoTa 3peHus
yepe3 12-14 MecaueB nocne onepaumm coctasuna 0,35+0,01.
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KepatoMeTpuyeckve nokasaTenu Haxogunucb B AManaso-
He ot 41,6 po 46,7 antp, BenmuuHa 130 rnasHoro sbnoka
coctaBnana or 18,78 po 23,5 MM. Y neTent onpepeneHue
pedpakuum 4o onepaumv He MpeLCTaBfiIANOCh BO3MOMHbIM
M3-3a Hanuuua KatapakTtbl. B nocneonepaumoHHoM nepuo-
[e ueneBas pedpakumsa y HuX bbina pocturHyta B 56,6%
cnyyasx (17 rnas). Ha 13 rnasax (43,4%) bbina nonydyeHa
He3annaHupoBaHHas pedpakums, Muonus (16,7% cnyyaes),
3IMMETPONKS, He COOTBETCTBYtOWan Bo3pacTy (23,3%), u ru-
NepMeTponus, NpeBbllLaloLlas Bo3pacTHylo HopMy (3,4%).
Mpenomnsiowwas cuna M0J1y peten BapeupoBana ot (+) 17,0
£o (+) 28,0 pnp.

OctpoTa 3penus y Matepeit B auanasoHe ot 0,1 go 0,4
Habnopanack B 11,7% cnyyaes. B 88,3% cnyuasx otMmeye-
Ha ocTpota 3penus oT 0,5 go 1,0. Kepatometpuueckue no-
KasaTe/in Haxogunuce B npegenax ot 41,93 no 46,81 gntp.
OceBas anuHa rnasHoro sbnoka BapbupoBana ot 21,7 no
29,5 MM, Npu 3TOM cpeHuiA nokasarenb 130 rnasa coctaBun
22,7+0,3 mMm. lMpenomnstowas cuna MNOJT matepein Bapbupo-
Bana o1 (+) 18,0 go (+) 27,1 antp.

Y 0bcnepoBaHHbIX MaTepen npeBanvMpoBasa 3MMeTponu-
yeckas pedpakuua 36 rnas (60%). bamsopykocTb BbisBNIEHA
Ha 22 rnasax, u3 HuX 6iM3opyKocTb crnaboi cTeneHn —
Ha 17 rnasax (77,3%), cpegHen cTeneHM — Ha 3 rnasax
(13,7%), BblcoKoit cTeneHeit — Ha 2 rnasax (9%). Mvunep-
MeTponus 6bbina BbisBneHa B 2 ciyyasx (3,3%) (tabn. 1).

Tabnuua 1. MNokasatenu pedpakumm MaTepeit (n — KONMYECTBO rNas)

Table 1. Maternal refractive indices (n — number of eyes)
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Mpu 3TOM aHU30METPONMA 0TMEYEHa Y 5 JKEHLUMH C 6im30-
PYKOCTbIO.

bbin NpoBeAéH KOpPENALMOHHBIN aHanM3 OMTUKO-3XO0-
BruoMeTpuueckux nokasatenei rnas geted ¢ apTudarment
B Ipynne ¢ JOCTUIHYTOM LienieBoi pedpaKuueit, ¢ Muonuye-
CKOM pedpaKLmen U ux Matepeii (Tabn. 2; Tabn. 3).

Kputnueckoe 3HaueHne Kputepus CnvpmeHa npu faHHOM
yucne cteneHen csoboabl coctanset 0,503.

loKasaHo, YTO MMeeTCA CubHas npsMas Koppens-
UMA MEeXAY ONTUKO-3X0OMOMEeTpUYECKUMU MapaMeTpamu
rnasHoro abnoka, ontuyeckon cunon MOJT peteit B rpyn-
ne C AOCTUTHYTOW LeNieBOM pedpaKumein U TeopeTuyecKu
nnaHupyeMmeix K umnnantaumm U0J1 ux matepeii (tabn. 2).
JT10T haKT MOXKET yKa3blBaTb Ha BO3MOXKHOCTb TaKOM e,
Kak y Matepu cunbl M0J1 pebéHka Bo B3pocnoM cocTos-
HUM NoCNe 3aBepLUeHUs (M3MONOrMYecKoro pocTa rnasa.
CunTaeM, 4TO yKa3aHHas CBA3b He AO/XHA 0CTaBaTbCS
6e3 BHMMaHua npu nopacyéete cunbl MOJT petaM paHHero
Bo3spacra. [lokasatenu ontuueckoit cunbl NOJI, paccum-
TaHHble [JI MATEPUHCKWX rnas, MoryT 6biITb OpueHTU-
pom npu nopcyéte cunbl MOJ1, umnnaHTupyemon petam,
LNS LOCTUXEHUS KOHEYHOW LieneBoii pedpakummn. Hemano-
BaXKHbIM ABNIAETCA TOT aKT, YTo y MaTepen AaHHOM rpyn-
nbl Ha 15 rnasax (93,7%) oTMeuanacb IMMeTpONUYeCKas
pedpakums, a B o4HOM ciyydae (6,3%) — runepMeTponu-
uecKas pedpakums.

Mwuonus / Myopia 3mmetponusa / Emmetropia l'nepmetponus / Hypermetropia
n=22 n=36 n=2
A6c % A6c % A6c %
22 36,7 36 60 2 3,3

Tabnuua 2. Koppensiums onTuKo-3xob1MoMeTpuyeckux napaMeTpoB riasHoro sbioka aeten ¢ Lenesoi pedpakumen 1 ux Matepeit
Table 2. Correlation of optical and echobiometric parameters of the eyeball of children with target refraction and their mothers

Mapametpbl rnasa pe6eHka / Parameters of the child's eye

n=16
MapaMeTpbl rnasa Marepu /
Parameters of the mother's eye Mpenomnsiowias cuna OnTuyeckas cuna
n=16 N30 rnasHoro s6noka, MM. / poroBuubl, Antp. / non, pntp. /
PZ0 of the eyeball, mm The refractive power of the Optical power
cornea, dptr of I0L,dptr
N30 rnasHoro s6noKa, MM. / +0,168 ) )
APA of the eyeball, mm (p >0,05)
lMokasaTtenu npenomneHus porosuubl, AnTp. / _ 40,127
Corneal refractive indices, dptr (p >0,05) -
OnTuyeckas cuna xpyctanuka, antp. / ) ) +0,760
Optical power of the lens, dptr (p <0,05)

pumeyanue. Cvna cBA3M Mexay UcCneLyeMbIMU NPU3HaKaMm no WwKane Yeppoka: r=no 0,3 — cnabas B3aumocsssb; r=0,3-0,7 — cpeaHss
B3auMocBs3b; r=0,7-1,0 — cunbHan B3auMocesA3b; (-) 0OpaTHas B3aMMOCBA3b; (+) MpsAMas B3aUMOCBA3b; I — KO3hGULMEHT KOppensaLuy;
N — KOJMYeCTBO rnas.

Note. Strength of the connection between the studied signs on the Cheddock scale: r=up to 0.3 — weak relationship; r=0.3-0.7 — medium
relationship; r=0.7-1.0 — strong relationship; (-) inverse relationship; (+) direct relationship; r — correlation coefficient; n — number of eyes.

DOl https://doi.org/1017816/rpoj100768
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Tabnuua 3. Koppensuus onTuKo-3x00MoMeTpuyecKux napamMeTpoB riasHoro Ab/oKa feten ¢ nceBnodhaKMyeckon MUonMen 1 ux Matepeil

Table 3. Correlation of optical and echobiometric parameters of the eyeball of children with pseudofacial myopia and their mothers

Mapametpbl rnasa pe6éxka / Parameters of the child's eye
n=14

Mapametpbl rnasa Matepm /

Parameters of the mother’s eye OnTuyeckas cuna

Mokasarenu npenoMsieHua

n=14 N30 rna3Horo s6noka, MM / poroBuubl, ATnp. / non, antp. /
APA of the eyeball, mm Corneal refractive indices, Optical power
dptr of I0L, dptr

N30 rnasHoro abnoka, MM. / 40,310 ) )
APA of the eyeball, mm (p >0,05)
lMokasaTenu npenoMnieHns porosuubl, AnTp. / _ +0,280 )
APA of the eyeball, mm (p >0,05)
OnTuyeckas cuna xpyctanuka, antp. / _ ) -0,007
Optical power of the lens, dptr (p >0,05)

[pumeyanue. Cuna cBA3M MeXay UcCnefyeMbIMU NPU3HaKaMm no WwKane Yeppoka: r=po 0,3 — cnabas B3auMocessb; r=0,3-0,7 — cpepHss
B3auMocBs3b; r=0,7-1,0 — cunbHan B3auMoceA3b; (-) 00paTHas B3aMMOCBA3b; (+) MpsAMas B3aUMOCBA3b; I — KO3hGULMEHT KOppensaLuy;
N — KOJMYeCTBO rnas.

Note. Strength of the connection between the studied signs on the Cheddock scale: r=up to 0.3 — weak relationship; r=0.3-0.7 — medium
relationship; r=0.7-1.0 — strong relationship; (-) inverse relationship; (+) direct relationship; r — correlation coefficient; n — number of eyes.

MokasaHa cnabas npsAMas Koppenauus Mexay Nokasa-
TENAMMU NPENIOMIEHNS POroBoi 060104KN U CpeaHsas npsMas
Koppensauus Mexay 0CeBOM [/IMHOM rna3a AeTen C yCUneHu-
eM pedpaKumm 1 ux Matepeit (Tabn. 3). Mpu 3TOM 0TMeYeHO
OTCYTCTBME KOppenauuu Mexay cunamm npenomnenus UOJI
XpYCTanuKoB JETCKUX a3 C NceBAO(GAKMYECKON MUOMNME
1 MaTepuHCKuX rnas. OTcyTcTBUE KOpPENALMM MOKET YKa3bl-
BaTb Ha HEAOCTATO4HYI0 MMMOKOPPEKLMIO MPU NOLCYETE CUlbI
MOJ1 no dopmyne SRKIl petam u3 rpynnbl pucka pa3suTus
nceBaodaKkmnyeckon muonuu. Y Matepeit gaHHOW rpynnbl
MUONMYecKas pedpaKuma oTMeyanach Ha 12 rnasax (85,7%),
3IMMeTponuyeckasl — Ha 2 rnasax (14,3%).

MpAMble KOppensuMOHHbIE CBA3M Pa3fIMYHOW  CUJIbI
MeXay ONTMKO-6MOMeTpuYeckuMK napaMeTpamn AETCKUX
M MaTepUHCKMX [1a3, M0 HaLeMy MHEHWI, He MCKITYalT
HacneACTBEeHHbIA haKTop oTHocUTeNbHO pasMepos 130 rna-
3a W NpenoMIeHNs POroBuLibl, N0 KOTOPbIM PaccyMUTLIBaeTCS
MOJ1. OgHako ang noaTBEpXKAEHMA 3TOr0 PaKTa HeobxoauMbl
AanbHeMLwme MacliTabHble UCCNef0BaHUA aHaNorMYHbIX No-
Ka3aTenen 06oux poamTenen, bpaTbeB U CECTEP NaLMEHTOB.

3AKJIK4YEHUE

BuisiBneHbl npAMble CUJbHble KOPpPesAaUuNOHHbIe CBA3KU
Mexnay OI'ITMKO-3X06MOMETPVI'~IECKMMM napaMmeTpamu rnas-
Horo s6/10Ka B rpynne c ,U,OCTMFHYTOﬁ ONA NaHHOro Bo3pacrta
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