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Pesrome

K nacrosiiemy BpeMeHH Mojielib [0101aTT runepTeH3uu «2 mouku, 1 3aKum» UCCieoBaHa B OOJIbIIIOM
KOJIMYECTBE HKCIIEPUMEHTAIILHBIX paboT. MI3BECTHO, YTO aKTHUBAIMsI peHHH-aHI'MOTeH3nHOBOH cructeMbl (PAC)
JISKUT B OCHOBE pa3BUTHsI TaHHOH Tuniepren3u. OcHOBHBIM Oydepom PAC siBnsieTcs mpencepAHblil HaTpuii-
ypetuueckuit entun (ITHIT), ypoBeHb KOTOPOTO CYIIIECTBEHHO MOBBIMIACTCS B OTBET HA POCT apTEPUATHLHOTO
nasiienusi (AJl) v BEICOKYHO KOHIIeHTpaluto anruoten3una Il u nonos Na'. [THIT o61amaeT BhIpaKeHHBIM THIIO-
TEH3UBHBIM JIeiicTBHeM. KITMHUYEeCKHe U DKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHBIC HCCIIECAOBAHMS TTOKA3bIBAIOT, UYTO YHIJIATEPAIIb-
Hasl peHoBacKyssipHas runeprensus (Y PI) pa3BuBaeTcst He Beerna TaKe MPH CYIIECTBEHHOM CTEHO3€ MOUEIHOMN
aprepuu. Llesib HacTosMIeH pab0Thl — MCCIIEIOBAB C MIOMOIIBIO0 METAaaHaN3a JINTePATYPHBIX JaHHBIX aKTHB-
Hocth PAC u [THII, caBuru B BOIHO-3JIEKTPOIUTHOM OaslaHCe, a TAKIKE CUMIIATUYECKYI0 aKTUBHOCTh MTOUCUHBIX
HEPBOB, U3YUUTh TMIIEPTEH3UBHBIE U TMIIOTEH3UBHbIE MEXAHNU3MBbI B MOJIEJIM PEHOBACKYJISIPHOW TMIIEPTEH3UU
«2 noukw, 1 3axum». MaTepuajbl H MeToibl. MeTaaHaau3 ObLT POBE/ICH MTPH MOMOIIU CTATHCTUYECKOM MPo-
rpammbl Review Manager 5.3 (Cochrane Library). B MeTaaHayin3e ObLTH HCIIOJIB30BaHbI JaHHBIC 76 MyOJInKa-
LU, MOCBALIEHHBIX YKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHBIM HccieqoBaHuaM mojienu YPI' Ha kpeicax. Pe3yabrarsl U BHIBOABI.
[IpoBeneHHbIi HAME MeTaaHaJIN3 TIOKa3aJl, uTo nojaaepkanue Y Pl obecrieunBaeTcst BRICOKOH akTUBHOCThIO PAC
Y CUMIIaTUY€CKON HEPBHOM CHUCTEMBI, @ TAKKE THIIOKAIMEMUEN U PEMOAEITUPOBAHUEM CEPJEUHO-COCYIUCTOM
cucteMbl. OJTHAKO Mbl HE TIOYYHIN YOSIUTEIbHBIX JIOKA3aTeIbCTB BIMSHUS HATPUIH-00beM-3aBUCUMBIX MEXa-
HU3MOB Ha TobeM Al mpu TaHHON MOJEIH TUTIEPTCH3UH.

KuroueBble cjioBa: peHOBACKYIIsIpHas TUIIEPTEH3Us, PEHUH, aHTHOTeH3UH 1, ampaocrepoH, npeacepaHblit
HaTpUNYypPETUUECKUHN NIENTH]T
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Abstract

Background. Today, the Goldblatt model of hypertension “2 kidneys, 1 clamp” has been investigated in
a large number of experimental studies. The activation of the renin-angiotensin system (RAS) underlies the
development of this type of hypertension. The main buffer of the RAS is the atrial natriuretic peptide (ANP),
its level is significantly increased in response to blood pressure (BP) elevation and high concentration of
angiotensin II and Na*. ANP has a pronounced hypotensive effect. Clinical and experimental studies show
that unilateral renovascular hypertension (URH) does not always develop even in significant stenosis of the
renal artery. The purpose of this work is to investigate the activity of the RAS and the ANP, shifts in the
water-electrolyte balance and renal sympathetic nervous activity via meta-analysis, to evaluate hypertensive
and hypotensive mechanisms in the model of renovascular hypertension “2 kidneys, 1 clamp”. Design and
methods. The meta-analysis was carried out by statistical program Review Manager 5.3 (Cochrane Library).
In a meta-analysis, we used 76 publications of experimental studies of the model of renovascular hypertension
in rats. Results and conclusions. The meta-analysis showed that the maintenance of URH is ensured by the
high activity of the RAS and the sympathetic nervous system, as well as hypokalemia and cardiovascular
remodeling. However. there is no convincing evidence of the effect of sodium-volume-dependent mechanisms
on BP elevation in this model of hypertension.
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Beenenne

W3 Bcex citydyaeB apTepuallbHOM THIIEPTEH3UH Ha pe-
HOBAaCKYJSAPHYIO puXoauTcst okoio 4 % [1]. OcHoBHOM
[IPUYMHOMN PA3BUTHSI PEHOBACKYIIIPHOU TUIIEPTEH3UN 5IB-
JISICTCSI TATOJIOTHSI IOYEUHBIX apTepuii (B 75 % ciydaes
arepockiepos, B 25 % — pudOpombliieuHas qucIuiasus,
5% — npyrue npuuunsl) [2—4]. Ecnu atepockieporu-
YECKOE NOBPEKACHUE apTEPUNA BOZHUKAET B OCHOBHOM

y JIMILL TIO’KMIJIOTO BO3pacTta, To (GUOPOMBIILICUHBIN CTe-
HO3 MOKET BCTPEUATHCS U Y MOJIOJIBIX MAIUCHTOB [4].

ITnoHepoM ucciie0BaHui peHOBACKYISIPHOM TUIep-
TEH3UH B 3KcriepuMenTe cuntaercs ['appu [onnonarr,
onybnukoBaBiuil B 1934 rogy B «XypHane skcnepu-
MEHTAJILHON METULMHBD) Pe3ybTaThl CBOMX OIBITOB,
B KOTOPBIX HAaOJIOAaJ OBBIIICHUE YPOBHS apTepralib-
Horo fasnenus (A/l) mpy OKKITIO3MK MOYEUHBIX apTepuid
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y cobak [5]. B name Bpemst runieprensus [onnonarra
SIBJISICTCS] OJTHOM M3 HauOoJiee 4YacTo U3y4aeMbIX MO-
JIeJiell C 1eNbI0 UCCIeI0OBAHUS MEXaHU3MOB IeHe3Hca
U O epKaHus TUNepTeH3un. B skcniepumMenTe B oc-
HOBHOM HCIIOJIB3YIOT TpU Moupukammu [onadnart-
TUNEPTECH3UN — «2 TOYKH, | 3aKuM», «2 MOYKH, 2 3a-
KuMa» U «1 mouka, 1 3aum», MO3BOJISIONINE UCCIEI0-
BaTh PEHOBACKYJISIPHYIO TUIICPTEH3UIO «B UHCTOM BUEC)
(6e3 COoMmyTCTBYIOIIMX MaToioruii). B kinHn4eckoi
MPaKTUKE Yallle BCTPEUACTCS YHUIATEPAIbHBIN CTEHO3
MOYEUHOM apTepuu [6, 7], aHATOrOM KOTOPOT'O CIY>KUT
MOJIETb «2 TOYKH, 1 3aKuM».

YHunarepanbHasi peHOBACKYJspHAsl TUIIEPTEH3UA
(YPT') pa3BuBaercst npy HaAJIMYUU TEMOAMHAMHUYECKU
3HAYUMOTO CTEHO3a Move4Hoi aprepuu (Oonee 50 % ot
IpocBeTa cocyaa) [6, 8], KOTOpbIN MPUBOAUT K aKTHBA-
LIUU peHUH-aHTnoTeH3nHOBOM cuctembl (PAC). Penun
13 IOKCTArJIOMEPYIISIPHBIX KJIETOK BEICBOOOKIACTCS
B KPOBOTOK U 3aIlyCKaeT KacKaJl peakiuii ¢ oopa3opa-
nueM anruotensuna | (Aurl), anruorensuna Il (Anrll)
U aJIbJIOCTEPOHA, OOSCIICUNBAIOIINX BA30KOHCTPUKIIHIO,
yaepskanue noHoB Na* u Bogbl. OIHAKO KIMHUYECKUE
HCCIIEOBAHUS MMOKa3aJd, YTO J1a’Ke MPU CTEHO3€E TO-
yeuyHoii aprepun 6omnee 70 % ycToiunBasi TUIepTEH3MS
BO3HHUKAET HE y BCEX MalUEHTOB [§]. DT0, B 4aCTHOCTH,
MOXKHO OOBSICHUTBH TE€M, YTO MPU UIIEMHUH TTOYCUHOHN
apTepUu AKTUBUPYIOTCS TAKKE MEXaHU3MBI, IPOTUBO-
JEUCTBYIOIIUE TOBBIIIEHUIO AJl, OCHOBHBIM U3 KOTOPBIX
SIBJISICTCS BBIICTICHUE MIPEICEPAHOTO HaTpUilypeTHuyie-
ckoro nentuaa (ITHIT) kapnuomuonuramu B OTBET Ha
noabeMm AJl u aktuBaruio PAC [9].

Ha ceronusmnmii nens Ha caiite PubMed npu mouc-
Ke IMyOJIMKaIHii TI0 TEME «PEHOBACKY/ISIpHAS THIIEPTCH-
35 JIBE MTOYKHU OJIMH 3)KUM» ObLIH HaiiieHsl 691 padora
C HCIIOJIB30BaHUEM KPBIC, 36 paboT ¢ UCTIOIL30BAHUEM
MbIiei, 33 — KpoiaukoB, 38 — cobak, 5 — MOpPCKUX
CBHMHOK, 4 — XOMSKOB, 6 — CBUHEH, 2 — oBell. bonbioe
KOJIMYECTBO OIMyOIMKOBAHHBIX JTAHHBIX UCCIICIOBAHUIT
VYPI" Ha kpbIcax MO3BOJISIET MPOBECTU METAAHAIN3 Mapa-
METPOB FeMOIUHAMUKH, OMOXUMHUYECKUX TTOKa3aTenen
P TaHHOM MaTOJIOTUH.

Heanb Hacrosel padoTbl — UCCIEIOBAB C TOMO-
b0 Metaanaimuia aktuBHocTh PAC u ITHII, cnsuru
B BOJIHO-2JICKTPOJIMTHOM OaJlaHCe, a TAKXKE CUMITaTH4e-
CKYI0 aKTUBHOCTb IIOUYE€YHBIX HEPBOB, U3YYUTh THIIEP-
TEH3UBHBIC U THIOTECH3UBHbLIC MEXaHMU3MbI B MOJCIIN
PEHOBACKYISIPHOU TUIEPTEH3UU «2 MOUKH, | 3aKUMY.

MarepuaJibl 1 METOABI

Metaananu3 ObUT BBITIOJHEH B COOTBETCTBHU C Pe-
xomenaanusmu PRISMA (http://www.prisma-statement.
org). [Touck myOnukaIuii 0CymecTBISIICS HE3aBUCHMO
JIBYMSI UCCIIC/IOBATCIISIMH.
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s MetaaHann3a ObIIM OTOOpaHBI MyONHUKaLuy,
MOCBSIILIEHHBIE UCCIIEIOBAHUIO PEHOBACKYISIPHOH -
MEePTEeH3UH B MOIU(UKALNU «2 TIOYKH, | 3aKuM» Ha
KpbIcax. PeHoBacKynsipHasi THIIEPTEH3US MOJEIHPO-
BaJIach y KpbIC HOPMOTCH3UBHBIX JIMHUH C TIOMOIIBIO
MOCTaHOBKH Ha OAHY M3 MOYEYHBIX apTEPHil KIUIICHI
0,2—0,3 MM, BTOpas moyka OcTaBajach UHTAKTHOM.
B kadecTBe KOHTPOJISE OOBIYHO MCIOIB30BAH JIOKHO-
OTIEPUPOBAHHBIX KUBOTHBIX (aHAJIOTHYHASI OTIEepaLus,
HO 0€3 HAJIOKCHUS 3aKUMa).

[pu noucke myonukanmii B 6aze PubMed Obuin mc-
MOJTb30BaHBI CICAYIOIINE KII0YEBbIe CIOBOCOYECTAHMS:
“renovascular hypertension rat”, “2 kidneys 1 clip rat”,
“2 kidneys 1 clamp rat”. ITorck He ObIJT OTpaHUYEH TO-
JaMu myonukanuid. B Metaananus He ObUIH BKITIOUESHBI
paboThl, B KOTOPBIX JJIs1 MOJIETMPOBAHUS PEHOBACKY-
JSIPHOM THMEPTEH3UH HCIIOIb30BAINCH KPBICHI C MaTO-
JIOTHEH, TOCKOJIbKY IIETIbI0 OBLIO MCCIeN0oBaTh MeXa-
Hu3Mbl pasButus YPI' B «uncrom Bune». Takxe Hamu
He OBbLTH UCIIONB30BaHbl padOThI, TIie CPABHUBAIUCH HE
KOHTPOJIbHBIE TPYIIBI )KUBOTHBIX, @ HCXOJHBIE TTapa-
METPBI A0 KIMIUPOBAHHS TOYEUHON apTepHH.

W3 myOnukanuii N3BIEKaIUCh NaHHBIE O MapaMe-
Tpax TeMOIUHAMUKH B (paze yCTOHUMBOM THIIEPTEH3UH
(uepe3 8—12 Hezenb MOCIE KIUITUPOBAHUS ITOYEUYHOMN
aprepun) — cuctonanaeckoro AJl (CAl, MM pT. CT.)
M 4acToThl cepaeuHbix cokpamenuit (HCC, yn/mMun).
CA/l nu YCC peructpupoBaiuch JU00 ¢ MOMOIIBIO
MaHKeTKH Ha XBOCTE KPBICHI, TU0O C MOMOILBIO KaTe-
Tepa, BXUBIICHHOTO B apTEPHIO.

JList OLleHKH BIMSIHUS CTEHO3a TTIOYEYHOH apTepuu
Ha pPa3BUTHE THIEPTPOGHH MUOKAPAA HCIIOIB30BAIUChH
JaHHbIe MyOnuKanuii o0 HHAEKCcEe Macchl MUOKapaa
nesoro xenynouka (MMMJIDK = macca neBoro xeny-
nouka / Macca Tena (Mr/T)). Macca JIeBoro skemynouka
yCTaHaBIUBaJach aBTOPaMU ITyTeM B3BEILIUBAHUS HIIH
paccuuThIBaIach M0 CTaHAAPTHOH (GOpMye Ha OCHOBE
pe3yabTaToB dXoKapauorpaduueckux uamepenni [10].

AHanu3upoBaiach HHPopMaIus 00 aKTHBHOCTH pe-
HuHa mnasMel (APIT), Anrl (Hr/mi/dac), KOHIEHTpaLUH
mupKynupytomero Axrll (ir/min) B ocTpoit 1 XpoHuUe-
CKOM CTaaMsIX PeHOBACKYIsIpHOU runeprensuu. Mcce-
JOBAJIMCh KOHIEHTPAUH HUPKYIUPYIOLIETO alba0CTe-
poHa (1ir/muit) uepes 2—6 Helelb MOCie KIUIHPOBAHUS
MOYeYHOH apTepuu. AHaIU3UpoBaIach HHPoOpManus
0 nuHaMuke ypoBHs nupkynupyromero [THIT (rir/mo)
Y HOpaJpeHarHa (HI/MIT) TIPU Pa3BUTHH PEHOBACKYIISIP-
Hol runiepreH3uu. Ecnu B myOnukanuu Oblia ykazaHa
MOJISIpHAst KOHIIEHTPAILHsI BEIECTBA, TO OHA IIEPEBO-
JJIach B BECOBYIO C TOMOLIBIO OHJIaH-KaIbKyJISITOpa
http://www.endmemo.com/medical/unitconvert/.

APII ouenunBanach aBTOpaMu METOAOM PalONM-
MyHHoro ananu3a. Konnenrpauuto Anrll u Hopaape-
HaJMHA ONpPENesUIH C IOMOIIBI0 PATHOUMMYHHOTO
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1 IMMYHO(EpMEHTHOTO aHanu3a. KoHIeHTpauu anb-
pocrepoHa u ITHIT aBropbl u3mepsun ¢ HOMOILBEO pa-
JUOMMMYHHOTO aHaJIM3a.

B xoze uccnenoBanust BOXHO-3IEKTPOIIMTHOTO Oa-
JIaHCa B TUHAMUKE Pa3BUTHUS PEHOBACKYJISIPHON TUIep-
TEH3UH U3 MyOIuKauii OTOMpanuch JaHHbIE 00 00beMe
MOTpeOJIeHUsT BOABI U BBIIEICHHUS MOYH (MJI/CyTKH),
0 KOJINUECTBE BBIBEJAEHHBIX C MOUON HOHOB HATPHs
1 Kanust (MMOJIB/CYTKH), @ TaK)Ke O KOHIEHTPAIHIX
nupKyaupyromux noHos Na* u K* kpoBu (MMOIb/).
[Torpebnenne Boxbsl 1 00bEM MOYH aBTOPBI U3MEPSLIH,
MoMeniast >kKHBOTHBIX B UHAWBUYaJIbHBIE META00H-
yeckue KiaeTku. [ coopa Moun HEKOTOpBIE HCCIIe-
JIOBaTEJH TaKXKe MCTI0Ib30BAIIN KaTeTep, BYKUBJICHHBIN
B ypetpy. Coneprxanue Na' u K" B Moue u kpoBH olie-
HUBaH ¢ iomoiisio flame-doromerpun.

AHaNM3UpOBAIUCH MyOIHUKAINH, TOCBSIICHHBIE
H3MEpEeHHUI0 0a30BOH aKTUBHOCTH CUMITATUYECKUX T10-
YyeuHbIX HepBoB nipu Y PI, BeIpakeHHO# B paspsia/c,
KOTOpasi PerucTpHpoOBajIach MpH MOMOIIU OUITONSPHBIX
ANIEKTPOJOB M CIIEUATBHBIX CUCTEM cOOpa TaHHBIX.
Taxoke uccienoBaIich pe3yabTaTsl SKCIIEPUMEHTaIIb-

HBIX paboT MO U3YUYECHHUIO apTepHaIbLHOTO OapopeLen-
TOpHOTO pedrieKca, TECTUPYEMOTro OOIFOCHBIM BHYTPH-
BEHHBIM BBeJieHHEeM (eHMII(PprHaA U BBIPaKEHHOTO
B MC/MM PT. CT.

Bce otobpanHble JaHHBIE COPTUPOBAIIMCH IO CPOKAM
HX PETUCTPALUH B IKCIIEPUMEHTE (OT MOMEHTA KITHITU-
POBaHUsI TOYEUHOM apTepPHH), UTO a0 BO3MOKHOCTb
MPOCIEAUTh U3MEHEHHUS HCCIEAYEMBIX MTapaMeTPOB
B TMHAMUKE PA3BUTHUS PEHOBACKYIISIPHON THIIEPTEH3UH.

MeTtaananu3 ObUT TPOBEAEH MPU MTOMOILHU CTaTHU-
cruueckoit mporpammbl Review Manager 5.3 (Cochrane
Library) [11], pe3yabTarsl IpeAcTaBICHBl B BUJIE
forest-nuarpamm. B nuarpammax: Mean — cpennee
3HaueHue, SE — cranpaprHas ommbKa cpeaHero,
Weight — cpenHeB3BelICHHBIN BKIa] HCCISOBAHMS,
Mean Difference — cpeansisi aMmiinuTyaa pa3inanii
MeKay rpynmnamu. s ananus3a i3MEHEeHH Tpy pa3Bu-
THH PEHOBACKYJISIPHOH TMIIEPTEH3UN ObLT HCIIONB30BaH
Inverse Variance-tect. [ eTeporeHHOCTb BKIIIOUEHHBIX
B METaaHaJIN3 MCCIICAOBAHNHN YCTaHABINBAIIN 110 KPH-
teputo 12, Beibop Mozien (pMKCHPOBaHHBIX WITH PaHIO0-
MHU3UPOBaHHBIX 3()(HEKTOB OCYIIECTBIISICS B COOTBET-

Pucynok 1. Biiok-cxema B COOTBETCTBHH ¢ PEKOMEHIAIMSIMU 10 HAITMCAHUIO CHCTEMHBIX 0030POB
u meraanaausos (http://prisma-statement.org/)

—
CraTby, MAEHTUGULMPOBAHHbIE C MOMOLLbIO
- nowcka g 6ase gaHHbix PubMed
g (n=691)
o
=
l
—
CKPUHWHT cTaTeit VckatoueHe No 3aronoBKkam u
. (n=691) d pesiome (n =577)
H
=
H
=
o
3
MO/IHOTEKCTOBBIE CTATbU MCKJ/IHOUEHDI
no npuynHam (n = 26):
— Mo/IHOTEKCTOBbIE CTaTbl, OL,EHEHHbIE 1. Ana moZennpoBsaHua
Ha MpeameT NpUeMAEMocTi > runepTeHsuu BN MCMoNb30BaHbI
(n=114) KpbICbl C MaToNorvein;
2. HeT KOHTPOIbHOM rpynmbl;
2 l 3. Micnonb3oBaHbl OPUTMHANbHbIE
© MeTOo/bl UCCNIeflOBaHMUA
9 UccneoBaHns, BRIOYEHHbIE B nokasatenei;
KaueCTBEHHbINM aHanus 4. basoBble 3HaYEHUA NapameTpoB y
(n =88) KOHTPO/IbHBIX *MBOTHbIX
— CYLLECTBEHHO OT/IMYANIUC OT HOPMbI;
—
l 5. He yKasaHbl cpoKku oT
KANMUPOBaHUA MOYEUHOMN apTepun
a WccnepoBaHus, BRIKOYEHHbIE B [0 PEruCTpaLynm nokasatenen.
= KOIMYECTBEHHDIN aHanns
) =
= (n=76)

___ | CAL (n=15) AP (n =23) MHM (n =6) Na* :3Kckpeuus ACMH (n=4)
Ycc (n=#6) AHrll (n =24) MotpebneHune (n=8) BP (n=5)
NMMITK AnbAOCTEPOH BoAbl (n=7) B kpoeu (n=13) HopappeHanuH
(n=11) (n=5) [Ownypes (h =10) K*: 3kekpeums (n=5) (h=9)

B kpoeu (n =11)

Hpumeuanue: CAJ]l — cucronmngeckoe aprepuanbHoe nasinenne; YCC — gacrora cepreunsix cokpamennii; UMMJIDK — unnekce
Macchl MHOKap/a JieBoro xemynouka; API1— aktuBHOCTE peHnHa mia3Mer; AHTII — anrmorensus I1; ITHIT — npexcepanblii HaTpwii-
yperuueckuii nentua; ACITH — akTHBHOCTB CHMITAaTHYECKUX MOYEYHBIX HepBOB; bP — GapopenenTopHsiii peduiekc.
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CTBHU C pekoMeHaauusiMu M. Borenstein u coaBTopoB
(2009) [12]. [y1s1 OlLIeHKH CTaTHCTUYECKON 3HAYUMOCTH
CYMMapHBIX Pe3yJIbTaTOB pUMeHsics Z-TecT. JloBe-
puTenabHbIA HHTEepBaT — 95 %. Pa3nuuus cunranuce
CTaTUCTUYECKHU 3HaYuMbIMU TIpH p < 0,05. B Tekcte
JTaHHBIE TIPE/ICTaBIEHBI B BUE MEUAHbBI U HHTEPKBap-
THWJIBHOTO pa3maxa (25-i u 75-1 IepueHTHIIN ).

Pesynbrarsl

Jlis metaananusa u3 691 myOnukanuu ObUIO OTO-
opano 76 [13—87] (puc. 1). OCHOBHBIE XapaKTEPUCTUKU
nyONMKaLUii MpeCcTaBIeHbl B TAOIUIIE.

[lo pesynsraram 15 myOnukaiuii mpu MOAEIUPOBa-
HUH Y HOPMOTEH3UBHBIX KPBIC THIIEPTEH3UH «2 TIOUKH,
1 3axum» yepe3 8—12 Henenb nocie KIUMUPOBAHUS 110-
yeyHoil aprepun ypoeHb CA/] moBbliazics B cpejHeM
Ha 63 (56; 70) MM pT. cT. 1 nocturan 184,5 (164,8;
190,8) MM pT. CT. IO CPaBHEHHIO C )KUBOTHBIMH B KOH-
TponsHO# rpynme 124 (118; 129,8) MM pt. cT. (puc. 2).
OnHaKo MHOTHE aBTOPBI COOOILAIOT, YTO IS HCCIEA0Ba-
HUH U3 TPYIITIBI KITUIHPOBAHHBIX KPBIC OBLTH OTOOPAHEI
ToJbKO xKUBOTHBIE ¢ CAJ] > 150-160 MM pt. cT. Takke
CTaTUCTUYECKass 00padoTKa JaHHBIX 6 MyOIUKalui
MoKasaia, 4To IpH 3Toi Monenu [onadnarT runepreH-
3UM 3HaUnTEeNbHBIX U3MeHeHni YCC He mpoucxonuT
(puc. 2). JlanHbple myOnuKanuii TOATBEPKIAIOT, YTO
yke yepe3 6 Heslenb nociie KIUIUPOBaHUs MOYeYHON
apTepuu y KpbIC pa3BUBAETCS THIIEPTPO(Us MUOKAP-
Jla JIEBOTO JKETy/I04Ka, KOTOpas CyIIeCTBEHHO HE Mpo-
rpeccupyer B XpOHUUYECKOH CTaANN PEHOBACKYIISIPHON
runeprensun (puc. 3).

Craructudeckas 00paboTKa JaHHBIX MyOIHKALUA
nokasana, 4To APII BeIcOKast MO CpaBHEHMIO C KOH-
TPOJBHOM Ipymnmoi yepe3 1-3 Hexenu nocie CTeHO3H-
pOBaHUA MOYEYHOHN apTepuu, 3aTeM uepes 4—6 Heaenb
camwkaetcs (p < 0,01), a uepes 14 Hexenb yxe HE OT-
JMYaeTcst OT KOHTPOJbHOM rpymisl. [1o gaHHBIM 00Jb-
LIMHCTBA IMyOnuKanuii, konuenTpauus Axrll ocraercs
BBICOKOH ¢ 1-i1 Mo 12-10 Hezento nocie KINIUPOBaHUS
[IOYEYHOU apTepuu. B XpoHHYECKOM CTaquu peHOBa-
CKYJISIPHOHM THIIEPTEH3UH YpoBeHb AHrII, X0Ts 1 cy-
LIECTBEHHO YMEHBIIAETCSl, OCTAETCS MOBBILIEHHBIM 10
cpaBHEHHIO ¢ KoHTposieM (puc. 4, 5). [Tpu YPI' Taxke
BO3pacTaeT YPOBEHb LIUPKYJIHPYIOIIErO albA0CTePO-
Ha (puc. 6).

[To naHHBIM OTOOpaHHBIX MyOIUKALUI, KOHIICH-
Tpauus nupkynupyromero ITHIT noseimena uepes
4—6 "enenp nocie KIUMNUPOBAHUS OYEUHON apTeprun
U OCTAeTCs Ha TAKOM K€ BBICOKOM ypOBHE uepe3 8—16
Henens (puc. 7). BoabIMHCTBO aBTOPOB COOOLIAIOT 00
YBEJIIMYCHUH MTOTPEOJICHHSI BOABI M BBIICICHUS MOYH
uyepe3 1—-6 Henenp mociie CTEHO3UPOBAHUS TOUYEUHON
aprepui (puc. 8, 9), HO COOTHOILIEHNE TOTPeOIIEMON
BOJIBI K 00bEMY MOUH CYLIECTBEHHO HE OTINYAETCSI OT
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KOHTPOJISL U COCTAaBIISIET B cpeaHeM 2.2: 1 mo cpaBHe-
Huto ¢ 2.6: 1 (p =0,14). ITpu YPI skckpeuns ¢ Mmouoit
3a CyTKU MOHOB Na' B TIepBbIC HEJICIU YBEIUYNBACTCS,
HO 3ateM ymeHbmaercs (puc. 10). Konnenrpanus mup-
Kynupytomero Na“ He n3MeHsieTcs Bech Neproj HalIo-
nenuit (puc. 11). [Ipu 3ToM HaOMFONAOTCS TEHACHIIUS
YBEIIMYEHUS IKCKpeluu HOHOB K™ 1 moHmKeHne ux
KOHIICHTpAllMU B KpoBH (puc. 12, 13).

AHanmu3 SKCIIEPUMEHTANIBHBIX Pa00T MOATBEPIMIT
ycuiieHre 0a30B0 aKTUBHOCTU CUMITATUYECKUX IT0YEY-
HBIX HEPBOB U CYIIECTBEHHOE YTHETCHUE apTePUATLHOTO
Oapoperentoproro peduekca nmpu YPI (puc. 14). Uepes
3—4 Henenu nociie KJIUIMUPOBAHUS TIOYSYHON apTepuu
OTMEYAJIOCh YBEIIMUCHUE KOHIIEHTPAIIMKA HOPAIPCHA-
JuHa B mia3me (puc. 15).

Oo6cy:xneHue

M. Martinez-Maldonado B 1991 roxy BbImenu
3 dazsl B passutun YPI [89]. IlepBas u Bropas hasb
cBa3aHbl ¢ yBenuueHueM APII u poctom KoHIIEHTpa-
uuu nupkynupyromero Axrll. DxkcnepruMeHTanbHbIe
uccienoBanus [35, 38] BEISBUIN NPSMYIO KOPPETSILIUIO
MeXJly ypoBHEM noabsema AJl mocie cTeHO3UpOBaHUS
nouedHol aprepun U APII, a Takke KOHLIEHTpauei
Amnrll B mnasme. Axrll o0iagaeT MOITHBIM Ba30KOH-
CTPUKTOPHBIM 3P PEKTOM, a TAKKE YBEIUIHBACT YPO-
BEHb LIUPKYJIHUPYIOLIETO aJIbJJOCTEPOHA, YTO BHI3bIBAET
yaep>kanre Na" v Boasl u nansHeimmii poct AL Kpo-
Mme Toro, AHrll yrueraer OapopenenTopHsiii peduiexc,
BO3/ICUCTBYS Ha BTOpU4HbIe apepeHTHbIC HEHPOHBI
OapopediaekTopHOil 1yTH, TOKaIM30BaHHbIE B nucleus
tractus solitarii [90]. Takxe Anrll yuacTByeT B pa3s-
BUTHUH runepTpopun Muokapaa [91]. B orset Ha BbI-
cokyto koHueHntpauuto AHrll, poct A/l, noBeiieHue
KOHLIEHTpALMU LUPKyIupytonero Na“ n runepBojeMuto
HaOmonaercs ysenuuenue cexperuu [THIT kapanomu-
ouurtamu. [THII, yBennuusas nuypes u HaTpuilypes,
a TakKe MOJABNsA BbIAEIECHIE PEHNHA U aJIbJIOCTEPOHA,
criocobctByet cHbkeHuto AJ[ [9]. K Tomy xe nu3Bect-
HO, uTo nipu Aerpaaanuu AHrIl obpasyercs Aur(1-7)
[92], obnanaromuii Ba30AMIATaATOPHBEIME CBOMCTBAMH.
Coueranue runepTeH3MBHBIX M THIIOTEH3UBHBIX (haKTO-
POB NPU OAHOCTOPOHHEM CTEHO3€ MOYEYHOHN apTepun
MIPUBOJUT K TOMY, UTO PEHOBACKYJSIPHAs THIIEPTEH3US
pazBuBaetcs Toiabko B 30-50% ciygaes [8, 93]. B akc-
MepPUMEHTAIbHBIX UCCIEIOBAaHUAX Ha KPbICAX MbI Ha-
Omromany, 4To yepes 8 Helelb Mocie CTEHO3UPOBAHUS
nodeyHoit aprepun yposenb MPHK narpuitypernuecko-
TO MenTuaa A B MHOKap/Ie JIEBOTO JKEITy/I04Ka MOBBIIIEH
y BCEX KJIMITUPOBAHHBIX KMBOTHBIX HE3aBUCHMO OT Be-
muunbbl Al [93]. [IpubnusurensHo yepes 14 Henenb
MocJIe CTEHO3UPOBAHMS MIOYEYHON apTepruu HaYMHAETCS
TpeThs (xpoHndeckasi) gaza YPI. K atomy Bpemenu
APII nopmanuzyercs non neiicteuem AHrll (mpuHmmn
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Tabnuya
OCHOBHBIE XAPAKTEPUCTUKHU UCCJIEJJOBAHU, OTOSPAHHBIX JIJISI METAAHAJIM3A
Cooome- Oobem Hepuon d
JluHus HHE 0 BBIOOPKH | HAOMIO- | 3a)Ku-
My6aukanus . MMapameTpsl
KpbIC paujo- onbIT/ JMeHu i Ma
MH3aLHMU | KOHTPOJb (uem) (Mm)
Amiri F, 1997 [13] Spr. Dawley - 10/10 16 0,2 CAJl, APII
Arnal JF, 1993 [14] Wistar - 8/10 0,2 CAl, UMMJIK, APII, ITHIT
Cao YJ, 2013 [15] Spr. Dawley + 8/8 0,2 CA, Anrll
Garcia-Saura MF. .
’ +
2005 [16] Wistar 11/8 8 0,2 CAl, UMMJDK
Lee TM, 2006 [17] Wistar + 10/12 8 0,2 CAJ1, UCC, UMMIJIXK, Aurll
Matsubara H, .
1990 [18] Wistar - 10/10 10 0,2 CAJl, UMMJDX, ITHIT
Qin XP, 2009 [19] Spr. Dawley + 12/12 10 0,2 CA, Aurll
Rezazadeh H, .
2014 [20] Wistar + 8/8 8 0,2 CAJl, APIT
Sadjadi J, 2002 [21] | Spr. Dawley + 12/12 12 0,2 CAJl, Aurll
Suzuki J, 1993 [22] Wistar - 4/4 10 0,2 CAl, UMMJDK
Waldman BM, CAJT, UCC, Amnrll, Na" u K*
2017 [23] Spr. Dawley + 7/9 12 0,2 (kpoBb)
Zhi JM, 2002 [24] Wistar - 15/12 16 0,2 CAJl, UCC, UMMIJIXK
Zhou N, 2015 [25] Spr. Dawley + 8/8 11 0,3 CAJl, Aurll
Zhou WT, .
2014 [26] Wistar + 10/10 14 0,2 CA, Aurll
Rhaleb NE,
2001 [27] Spr. Dawley - 12/14 8 0,2 4cc
Rossi NF, 2013 [28] | Spr. Dawley 9/14 12 0,2 4ccC
Zhang S, 2013 [29] Wistar 10/10 9 0,2 YCC, Anrll
Bianciotti LG,
2001 [30] Spr. Dawley - 15/12 6 0,25 NUMMJTK, ITHIT
Nicoletti A .
’ +
1995 [31] Wistar 9/13 18 0,2 MMIDK
Park BM, 2015 [32] | Spr. Dawley - 8/8 0,2 UMMIJTK, Anrll, ITHIT, AJT
Zhu GQ, 2009 [33] | Spr. Dawley - 63/56 0,2 NUMMITK, HA
Kobayashi N,
+
1999 [34] Spr. Dawley 6/5 10 0,2 NMMJIK
Fg]k"n"n ML, 1986 1 S Dawley - 8/10 7 0.2 APII, Na* u K* (kpoBb)
Guan S, 1992 [36] Spr. Dawley - 5/5 4 0,25 APII, Aurll
Kageyamay, . APII, AJI, HA, Na" u K*
+
1987 [37] Wistar 6/6 3 0,2 (poBh)
Mai M, 1995 [38] Spr. Dawley - 4/4 3 0,2 APII
Nakada T, 1996 [39] Wistar - 12/11 18 0,22 APII, Aurll
Overbeck HW, R
1982 [40] Spr. Dawley - 30/31 3 0,38 APII, Na* u K* (kpoBb)
Sawamura T, Wistar - 28/28 3 0.2 APII
1996 [41] ’
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IIpooonscenue mabauyvl

Coo01ue- Oobem IMepuon d
Jlunus HHe 0 BbIOOpKM | HaOmI0- | 3ayu-
ITy6smkanus . IapameTpsl
KPpbIC paujo- onbIT/ JAeHuit Ma
MHU3ALIHMU | KOHTPOJIb (uem) (MMm)
Von Thun AM,
1994 [42] Spr. Dawley - 6/6 2 0,25 APIT
Wolf G, 1998 [43] Wistar - 9/6 5 0,2 APII
Wolf'K, 2001 [44] Spr. Dawley - 6/4 1 0,25 APII
Zimmerman JB,
1987 [45] Spr. Dawley + 12/12 3 0,2 APIT
Basso N, 1995 [46] Wistar — 18/12 4 0,25 APII
Beyer AM,
2013 [47] Spr. Dawley - 14/9 5 0,2 APII
Kim YG, 2016 [48] | Spr. Dawley - 5/6 0,25 APIT
Kohno M, 1991 [49] Wistar + 6/6 6 0,2 APII
Ohnishi A, N
1986 [50] Spr. Dawley + 8/8 3 0,2 APIL, TIB, AV, Na* (kpoBs)
Sporkova A,
2017 [51] Spr. Dawley - 6/6 4 0,25 APII, Anrll
Suzuki H, 1981 [52] | Spr. Dawley - 15/15 4 0,2 APIL IIB, [IY, Na” u K
(xpoBb)
Wilson SK, .
1987 [53] Wistar - 8/5 4 0,2 APII
Garcia R, 1986 [54] | Spr. Dawley - 8/8 3 0,2 APII, AJL, TIB, 1Y
Shao W, 2016 [55] | Spr. Dawley - 19/16 3 0,25 Anrll, TIB, 71V, Na“u K
(moua)
Chen WW,
2013 [56] Spr. Dawley + 6/6 4 0,2 Awrll, HA
Maliszewska-
Scislo M, 2008 [57] Spr. Dawley + 7/5 6 0,2 Amnrll
Maneesai P,
2017 [58] Spr. Dawley - 12/12 4 0,2 Anrll
Najafipour H,
2015 [59] Spr. Dawley + 8/8 16 0,2 Anrll
Xue H, 2015 [60] Spr. Dawley 6/6 4 0,25 Amnrll
Zhang Y, 2016 [61] | Spr. Dawley 8/8 8 0,2 Amnrll
Zhu X, 2018 [62] Spr. Dawley - 7/7 4 0,2 Awrll, HA
Gul R, 2009 [63] Spr. Dawley - 19/15 8 0,2 Amnrll
Kava L, 2012 [64] Spr. Dawley - 6/5 12 0,2 Amnrll
Gao S, 2016 [65] Spr. Dawley + 8/8 24 0,2 Anrll
Botros FT, 2005 [66] | Spr. Dawley - 14/11 3 0,25 AJl
Othman HK, . "
2012 [67] Hopmorens. - 7/7 4 0,25 AJl, Na" n K* (kpoBb)
An MR, 1999 [68] Spr. Dawley - 9/9 0,2 TTHIT
Oh YB, 2011 [69] Spr. Dawley — 15/10 0,2 [THIT
Gouvea SA, . .
2014 [70] Wistar + 8/8 2 0,2 I1B, 1Y, Na* (moua)
334
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Ipooonacenue mabauyvl

Cooome- Oobem Mepuon d
JluHusa HHE 0 BBIOOPKH | HaOMIO- | 3a)Ku-
My6aukanus . IMapameTpsl
KpbIC paujo- onbIT/ AeHuit Ma
MH3aLMU | KOHTPOJb (uen) (Mm)

Pasquié JL, < ;
1994 [71] Spr. Dawley - 10/8 4 0,22 Na'" u K" (kpoBb)

. IB, 1V, Na" u K*
Lopes NR, 2020 [72] Wistar - 6/7 6 0,2 (kpoBb, Moua), ACTTH
Shimoura CG, . B " I1B, 1Y, Na* (kpoBb, Moua),
2017 [73] Wistar 8/8 6 0,2 ACIIH
Zhang HY, . . .
1989 [74] Wistar - 18/15 4 0,2 1Y, Na" n K* (kpoBb, Mo4a)
Oliveira-Sales EB, . .
2013 [75] Wistar - 7/5 6 0,2 AV, Na" u K* (kpoBb, Moua)
Theilig F, 2006 [76] | Spr. Dawley 10/10 1 0,2 Na* (moua)
Bahner U, 1991 [77] | Spr. Dawley 10/10 0,2 Na'" u K (kpoBb)
Nishi EE, 2013 [78] Wistar - 11/9* 6 0,2 ACTIH
Oliveira-Sales EB, .
2010 [79] Wistar - 5/5 6 0,2 ACITH
Britto RR, 1997 [80] Wistar - 16/16 5 0,25 BP
Carvalho-Galvao A, .
2018 [81] Wistar + 10/10 6 0,2 bP
Cunha TM, .
2013 [82] Fisher - 8/8 4 0,2 bP
Edmunds ME .

’ +
1990 [83] Wistar 8/10 6 0,2 bP
Dargie HJ, .
1977 [84] Wistar - 8/8 4 0,2 HA
Katholi RE
) + sk

1982 [85] Spr. Dawley 20/10 9 0,35 HA
QiJ,2019 [86] Spr. Dawley + 7/7 0,2 CAJl, HA
Ishiy C, 2020 [87] Wistar - 6/6 0,2 AV, Na" u K" (moua)
Zhang Q, 2018 [88] | Spr. Dawley + 8/8 - BP, HA

Ipumeuanne: CAJl— cucronmmaeckoe aprepuansaoe gapieHne; APII— akruBHOCTS pernHa mia3mel; MMMJDK — nanexe maccs
MHOKap/a jeBoro xemygouka; [THIT — npencepanstit Harpuityperudecknit nentun;, Aurll — anrnorensun II; YCC — gactora cepred-
HBIX cokpaieHnii; Na* — nonsl Hatpusi; K" — wons! kanus; [1B — norpebnenne Bonsr; 1Y — muypes; AJI— ampnocrepon; HA — Ho-
panpenanus; ACITH — aKTHBHOCTH CHMITATHYECKHX MTOYEYHBIX HepBOB; bP — GapopenenTopHslii pediekc; * — B kadecTBe KOHTPOIIS
OBLTN MCIIONB30BAHBI HHTAKTHBIEC KUBOTHBIE; (—) — HET HH(OPMAIIHH.

o0patHoli cBsi31), HoHOB Na”™ (duepe3 perenTopsl macula
densa), ysenmuenus cekpenun [THI1. Knunuueckue uc-
CIIeIOBAHUsI TOKA3BIBAIOT, UTO TOJBKO Y 50 % manueHToB
C PCHOBACKYJISIpHOM Tuniepren3ue Haomonaercs APIL
BhIie HOpMEI [94]. [Ipennonaraiot, 4To B moAAEpKAHUN
BBICOKOTO YpOBHS A/l B XpOHHUECKOM CTaIUK PEHOBA-
CKYJISIPHOM TMIIEPTEH3UU YYaCTBYIOT BHETIOUEUHBIE JIO-
kanbpHble PAC. OfHaKo mpH 3TOM, XOTSI KOHLIEHTpaLus
uupkyaupyromero AHrll cynecTBeHHO CHUXKaeTCs,
ypoBeHb AHTII MOXKeT ocTaBaThbCsi BLICOKUM B MO3TE,
cepJile, COCYIUCTON CTeHKe, HaloYeuyHuKax. Takxke

PEMOIENIMPOBAHKE CEPLA U COCYIIOB, BBI3BAHHOE [EMO-
JUHaMHUYeCKOl Harpy3koi u neiicrsueM AHrll, umeer
CYLIECTBEHHOE 3HaYEHHE B MOAEPKAHUH PEHOBACKY-
JSIPHOM TUIIEPTEH3UH B TpeThel (ase.

[TockonbKy aBTOpPBI OONBIIMHCTBA SKCIIEPUMEH-
TaJbHBIX MCCIECAOBAHUN COOOIIAIOT O TOM, YTO HOCTE
KIUMKAPOBAHUS IOYEYHOH apTepuH CienUanIbHO OTOH-
paiu XKUBOTHBIX C BBICOKMM ypoBHEM AJl, B HaleM
MeTaaHaJIN3€ U3ydaroTCs IPOLECCHI, IPOUCXOLAIINE
IIPU BBIPAXKEHHOH (CYIIECTBEHHOW) PEHOBACKYIISIPHOM
runepren3un. [1o qaHHBIM OONBIIMHCTBA UCCIIEI0BAHUH,
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Pucynok 2. IlapameTpbl reMOTUHAMUKY NP YHUJIATEPAJIHHON PEHOBACKYJIAPHON rMIIePTEH3NU
yepe3 8—12 Hemeap Mocjie KINMAPOBAHUA TOYEYHOM apTepun

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE Weight IV, 95% Cl v, 95% CI

Cucronnyeckoe aprepuanbHoe faBneHne, MM pr.cT.
Amiri F. 1997 72 40243 85% 72.00[64.11,79.89) -
Amal JF. 1993 93 57359 7.6% 93.00[81.76,104.29) -
CaoY.d. 2013 46 14.7691 3.6% 46.00 [17.05, 74.95) .
Garcia-Saura M.F. 2005 48 29924 89% 48.00 [42.14, 53.86] -
Lee T.M. 2006 B1 55528 7.7% 61.00[50.12, 71.88] —
Matsubara H. 1990 105 157003  3.3% 105.00[74.23,135.77] —
QiJ. 2019 53 63246 7.3% 53.00 [40.60, 65.40] -
QinXP. 2009 46 69402 7.0% 46.00 [32.40, 59.60] -
Rezazadeh H. 2014 49 101242 53% 49.00 [29.16, 68.84] n—
SadjadiJ. 2002 54 154913 3.4% 54.00 [23.64, 84.36] I —
SuzukiJ. 1993 75 64031 7.3% 75.00 [62.45, 87.55] _—
Waldman B.M. 2017 58 42762 B.4% 58.00 [49.62, 66.38] -
ZhiJM. 2002 58 35496 B8.7% 58.00 [51.04, 64.96] -
Zhou N. 2015 60 128111 42% 60.00 [34.89, 85.11) E—
ZhouW.T. 2014 62 29833 89% 62.00 [56.15, 67.85] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0%  62.17 [55.27, 69.07] L 2

Heterogeneity: Tau®=129.97; Chi*= 80.18, df=14 (P < 0.00001), = 83%
Test for overall effect Z=17.66 (P < 0.00001)

Yactora cepaeyHbiX COKpaleHHH, Y/MHH

Lee T.M. 2006 0 115261 221% 0.00 [-22.59, 22.59] —
Rhaleb N.E. 2001 5 211975 143% 5.00 [-36.55, 46.55] . —
RossiNF. 2013 7 127885 21.0% 7.00[-18.07,32.07] R
Waldman B.M. 2017 -36 16.2525 18.0% -36.00[-67.85,-4.19] e
Zhang S. 2013 23 538516 3.8% 23.00[-82.55,6128.59)
ZhiJ M. 2002 40 129544 208% 40.00[14.61, 65.39] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 4.91[17.19, 27.02] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 442.35; Chi*=13.94, df=5 (P =0.02); = 64%
Testfor overall effect Z= 0.44 (P = 0.66)

100 -50 50 100

[Bonbwe B KOHTpone] [Bonblwe npu YPM

Ipumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccienoBanus wim cyorpymnms; Mean Difference — cpemsss aMIumuTyna pa3inauii Mexay
rpynnamu; SE — crannaprhas ommbka cpeanero; Weight — cpenHeB3BeleHHBII BKIa nceienosanusi; Heterogeneity — rereporeH-
HocTh; Test for overall effect — tect Ha 00wt 3 dexr; YPI — yHunarepanbHas peHOBACKYJISIPHAS THIICPTCH3HS.

Pucynok 3. IsMeHeHue HHAEKCA MAacChl MHOKapAA JeBOTro sKeayxouKka (Mr,/T)
IIPY YHUJIATEPAJIHHON PEHOBACKYJISIPHON T'HIIePTEeH3UNU

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

UYepe3 4-6 Heflenb nocne W apTepl
Arnal JF. 1993 1.07 01 19.2% 1.07 [0.87,1.27] o
Bianciotti L.G. 2001 0.82 00949 19.3% 0.82[0.63,1.01] o
Nicoletti A. 1995 1.2 01901 17.4% 1.20[0.83,1.57] R
ParkB.M. 2015 1 04978 9.8% 1.00(0.02,1.98] ————
SuzukiJ. 1993 1.2 03015 145% 1.20(0.61,1.79] N
Zhu G.Q. 2009 0.2 0.0569 19.7% 0.20[0.08,0.31] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 0.88 [0.45, 1.32] <l
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.24; Chi*= 90.13, df= 5 (P < 0.00001); F= 94%
Test for overall effect. Z= 4.02 (P < 0.0001)

UYepes 8-12 veflens nocne NoYeyHOH apTep
Arnal JF. 1993 1.06 00851 185% 1.06[0.89,1.23] e
Garcia-Saura MF. 2005 042 00795 18.6% 0.42(0.26, 0.58] B
Kobayashi N. 1999 14 01246 17.8% 1.40[1.16,1.64] e
Lee T.M. 2006 088 0124 17.9% 0.88[0.64,1.12) A
Matsubara H. 1990 1.8 01919 16.3% 1.80[1.42,2.18] e
Suzuki J. 1993 1.2 04031 10.9% 1.20[0.41,1.99] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 1.11[0.71, 1.50] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.21; Chi* = 78.64, df= 5 (P < 0.00001); F= 84%
Test for overall effect. Z= 5.46 (P < 0.00001)

Yepes 14.24 nocne ]
Nicoletti A. 1995 1.4 01676 47.7% 1.40[1.07,1.73] ——
ZhiJ.M. 2002 08 0106 52.3% 0.80(0.59,1.01] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 1.09 [0.50, 1.67] e
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.16; Chi*= 8.15, df=1 (P = 0.002); *= 89%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 3.62 (P = 0.0003)

-2 R] 0 i 2

[Bonbwe e KouTpone] [Bonkwe npu YPM

Ipumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust uian cyorpynmsr; Mean Difference — cpenuss ammmTyna paznnanii MeXTy
rpynnamy; SE — crannapraas ommbka cpennero; Weight — cpenHeB3BemmeHHbIH BiIax nceiaenosanus; Heterogeneity — rereporen-
Hocth; Test for overall effect — tect na 00mwuit 3pdexr; YPI' — ynunarepanbpHast peHOBACKYIISIPHAS THIICPTEH3HS.
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Pucynok 4. [luHaMuKa aKTUBHOCTH peHuHA 1maa3Mbl (AHrl Hr/mi/gyac)
P YHUJIATEPAJIHHON PEHOBACKYJISIPHON I'HIIePTEeH3UN

Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, 95% CI A 95%Cl
Yepes 1-3 nocne p noYeYHoH apTep
Amiri F. 1997 11.6 3.06837 65% 11.60[5.60,17.60]
GarciaR. 1986 6.33 23577 7.8% 6.33[1.71,10.95] -
Guan S. 1992 5 1.3038 9.9% 5.00[2.44, 7.56) =
Kageyama Y. 1987 10 33412 6.0% 10.00[3.45, 16.55) —_—
IMai h. 1995] 55 2506 75% 5.50 [0.59,10.41] —
Makada T. 1996 6.2 0.8627 10.7% 6.20 [4.51,7.89] b
Overbeck HW. 1982 75 2449 786% 7.50[2.70,12.30] —_
Sawamura T. 1996 128 07233 108% 12.80[11.38,14.22) =
Won Thun AM. 1994 76 21091 8.3% 7.60[3.47,11.73] s
Wolf G. 1998 121 42032 47% 12.10[3.86, 20.34) —
Wolf K. 2001 8 1.3229 99% 8.00[5.41,10.59) e
Zimmerman J.B. 1987 33 1169 102% 3.301.01, 5.59] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0%  7.71[5.37,10.04] L
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 12.51; Chi*= 73.76, df = 11 (P < 0.00001); = 85%
Test for overall effect: Z= 6.48 (P < 0.00001)
Yepes 4-6 nocne p noYeyHoH apTep
Amiri F. 1997 123 25054 49% 12.30[7.38,17.21] —_—
Armnal JF. 1993 301 6.3675 1.0% 30.10[17.62,42.58]
Basso M. 1995 27 28111 41% 270[281,821) T
Beyer AM. 2013 16 07086 13.5% 1.60 [0.21, 2.99] ™
Guan S. 1992 1.3 16279 82% 1.30 [-1.89, 4.49] T
KimY.G. 2016 16 15297 87% 1.60 [-1.40, 4.60) ™
Kohno M., 1991 41 1.0206 11.6% 4.10([2.10,6.10] e
Ohnishi A. 1986 26 06295 14.0% 2.60[1.37,3.83] -
Sporkova A. 2017 48 09327 121% 4.80[2.97,6.63) s
Suzuki H. 1981 3.7 02449 1586% 3.70[3.22,4.18] =
Wilson S.K. 1987 3 22224 57% 3.00 [-1.38, 7.36) e
Wolf G. 1998 124 86629 0.6% 12.40[-4.98, 29.38] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0%  3.72[2.42,5.03] ¢
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.77, Chi*= 46.51, df= 11 (P < 0.00001), I*= 76%
Test for overall effect: Z=5.60 (P < 0.00001)
Yepes 8-12 nocne p NOYeYHOMN apTep
Amiri F. 1997 21 31262 258% 21.00[14.87,27.13] -
Armnal JF. 1993 49 16793 301% 4.90[1.61,8.19] -
Pyykdnen M.L., 1986 13 8.2462 11.7% 13.00[-3.16,29.16] -
Rezazadeh H. 2014 24 02372 323% 2.40[1.94, 2.86) L
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0%  9.20 [2.26, 16.14] -
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 38.75; Chi*= 38.79, df= 3 (P < 0.00001); I*= 92%
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.60 (P = 0.009)
Yepes 14-24 Heq nocne NOYeYHOH apTep
Amiri F. 1997 -0.3 0.2683 345% -0.30[-0.83,0.23] L
MNakada T. 1996 1.3 06281 299% 1.30 [0.07, 2.53] o
Zhou'W.T. 2014 1.9 0.08%4 356% 1.901.72, 2.08] -
Subtotal (95% ClI) 100.0% 0.96 [-0.69, 2.62] »
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 1.99; Chi*= 60.88, df= 2 (P < 0.00001), #= 97%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.14 (P = 0.25)
—t —t
-20 -10 10 20
[Bonbwe & KoHTpone] [Bonbwe npu YPI]

IMpumeuanne: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanus uian cyorpynmnsl; Mean Difference — cpequss aMIumTya pa3inauil MeXLy
rpynnamy; SE — crannaprHas ommbka cpennero; Weight — cpenHeB3BeleHHbIH BKIa] nccienosanus; Heterogeneity — rereporeH-
Hoctb; Test for overall effect — tect Ha 00wt 3¢ dexr; YPI' — yHunarepanabHas peHOBACKYIISIPHAS THIICPTEH3HSI.

YPI' e conpoBoxxaaercst usmenennem YCC. Oqnaxo
pe3yabTaThl SKCIIEPUMEHTOB € UCTIONIB30BaHUEM TEJe-
meTpuu [95] u kpwic ¢ SPF ctatrycom [93] BeisiBIIIN
yyallleHHe CepIeuHOro puT™Ma yepe3 6—8 HeJlelb 1nocie
KJIMIUPOBAaHMSI TOYEUHON apTepHH.

PezynbTrarel npoBeIeHHOTO HAMU MeTaaHaIu3a Mo-
kazanu yBenuuenue APIL, konnentpanumii Aurll u ane-
noctepoHa B 1-i u 2-i daszax YPI. [lanee B xpoHuue-
ckoii craauu APII cHmxaeTcst 10 HOPMaJIBHOTO YPOBHH,
KOHIIEHTpalus nupkynupyromero AHnrll, xors cyme-
CTBEHHO M YMEHBIIIAETCS], HO BCE PABHO OCTAETCS BBILIIE,
YeM y KOHTPOJIBHBIX KUBOTHBIX. Take Mpu CTEHO3e
MOYEYHOH apTepuu HaOMoaaeTCs YBETMUeHNE KOHIICH-
Tpauu uupkynupytrouiero ITHIT. ITomumo ITHII, mpu
VYPI' yBennunBaeTcss KOHIEHTpALHs HUPKYIUPYIOLIETO
MO3TOBOT'0 HaTPUHYPETUYECKOro MenTuaa, odnaaaro-
IIET0 aHAJIOTHYHBIM AEHCTBUEM U MPOLYLUPYIOLIErocs

KapJIUOMUOLIUTAMU KelyaoukoB cepana [30]. Meraa-
HaJI13 OIyOJIMKOBAHHBIX KCIIEPUMEHTAIbHBIX UCCIIC-
JIOBaHU MO3BOJIMJI YCTAHOBUTD, UTO Y KpbIc ¢ YPT'
YBEIMYHMBACTCS MOTPEOICHIE BOIBI M BBIICIICHHE MOYH,
[IPH ATOM KOHIICHTPAIHS IIUPKYIHPYOLIIX HOHOB Na*
HE U3MEHSETCs, a KOHIEeHTpalus noHoB K cHmxkaercs,
YTO CBHJICTEIBCTBYET 00 yiepxkaHuu HOHOB Na* mpu
VYPI. OnHako 0Ka3bIBA€T JIU ATO BIUSAHHUE HA HMOIACP-
JKaHHe BBICOKOTO ypoBHs A/l?

DKCIepUMEHTAIbHBIC UCCIEAOBAHUS MOKA3ATIH,
YTO MPH JIUETE C MOBBIMIEHHBIM cojiepxkanrem NaCl,
XOTsl U HaOroaeTcs enie OobIliee YBEIHUYCHHE KO-
JIUYECTBA MOTPEOJICHHOM BOJIBI U BBIICIICHHOW MOYH,
9TO HE YCHJIMBAET TUIIEPTEH3UIO IPU OTHOCTOPOHHEM
cTeHo3e novyeuHout aprepuu [73]. Hanportus, B psiae
JKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIX PabOT MCCIIEIOBATEIH OTMEUa-
JIM, YTO JIMETa C MOBBIIIEHHBIM cojepxkannem NaCl

337



Metaanaaus / Meta-analysis

Pucynok 5. I3aMeHeHMe KOHIIEHTPAIMU HMPKYJINpYyoiero anruorensuna II (mr/mir)

IIPY YHUJIATEPAJIBHON PEHOBACKYJJISIPHON T'UIIePTEH3UNU

Mean Difference

Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Yepes 1-3 vepenu nocne W aprepi

Guan S.1992 74 222036 24.8% 74.00[30.48,117.52]

Nakada T. 1996 105 149724 27.0% 105.00(75.65,134.35)

SadjadiJ. 2002 11 10.0042 28.2% 11.00 [-8.61, 30.61] b

Shao'W. 2016 84 353508 20.0%  84.00(14.70,153.30)

Subtotal (95% CI)

100.0%  66.62[11.25, 121.98]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2730.31; Chi*= 30.51, df= 3 (P < 0.00001); F= 90%

Test for overall effect: Z= 2.36 (P = 0.02)

Yepes 4-6 Hegenk nocne

Chen W, 2013 55
Guan 8. 1992 1
Maliszewska-Scislo M. 2008 107
Maneesai P. 2017 35
Najafipour H. 2015 46
Park B.M. 2015 56
Sporkova A 2017 4
Xue H. 2015 39
ZhuX. 2018 100

Subtotal (95% CI)

224574 97% 55.00 (10,98, 99.02]
18.7207 10.5% 11.00[-25.71, 47.71]
235111 95% 107.00[60.92,153.08]
35237 12.7% 35.00 [28.09, 41.91]
16.7705 10.8% 46.00[13.13,78.87]
250325 9.2% 56.00 [6.94, 105.08]
52281 125% 4.00[-6.25,14.25)
53072 125% 39.00 [28.60, 49.40]
37417 126% 100.00([9267,107.33]

100.0% 49.20 [21.23,77.17])

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1597.29; Chi® = 288.43, df= 8 (P < 0.00001), F= 97%

Testfor overall effect: Z= 3.45 (P = 0.0006)

Yepes 8-12 vegens nocne

CaoYJ. 2013 70
GulR. 2009 110
Kava L. 2012 50
Lee T.M. 2006 115
SadjadiJ. 2002 14
Waldman B.M. 2017 165
Zhang §. 2013 58
Zhang Y., 2016 90
Zhou N. 2015 30

Subtotal (95% CI)

NoYe4YHON apTep

31.0608 8.9% 70.00([9.12,130.88]
9.4685 13.5% 110.00[91.44,128.56]
311073 89% 50.00[1087,110.97]
44609 14.1% 115.00[106.26,123.74]
19.4615 11.5% 14.00[-24.14,5214]
46,4867 6.1% 165.00([73.89,256.11)
18.5311  11.8% 58.00 [21.68, 94.32)
17.8466 11.9% 90.00 [55.02, 124.98]
11.068 13.3% 30.00([8.31,51.69]
100.0%  74.94 [45.37,104.52]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1593.60; Chi* = 82.63, df= 8 (P < 0.00001); F=90%

Testfor overall effect: Z= 4.97 (P < 0.00001)

Yepe3 14-24 Heflenk nocne K

Gao §. 2016 12
Najafipour H. 2015 6
Nakada T. 1996 15
QinXP. 2009 12

Subtotal (95% CI)

no4eyHom apTep
16.5529  3.6% 12.00 [-20.44, 44.44)
6.7546 21.8% B.00[-7.24,19.24]
81613 149% 15.00 [-1.00, 31.00]
4.0825 59.7% 12.00[4.00, 20.00]
100.0% 11.14 [4.96, 17.32]

Heterogeneity. Tau® = 0.00; Chi*= 0.85, df= 3 (P = 0.84); F= 0%

Test for overall effect: Z= 3.53 (P = 0.0004)

s . . s
200 -100 100 200
[Bonbwe e koHTpone] [Bonbwe npu YPI]

Ipumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust win cyorpymmsl; Mean Difference — cpeamsis aMIumuTyia pasinauii MKy

rpyrnamu; SE — crangaprHas omnbka cpeanero; Weight — cpenHeB3BenieHHbIi BiIag uccienosanns; Heterogeneity — rerepores-

Hoctb; Test for overall effect — tect na 06wt 3¢ dexr; YPT — yHunarepanbHas peHOBACKY/SIPHAS THIICPTEH3HSI.

Pucynok 6. I3mMeHneHne KOHIEHTPAIMY MPKYINPYIOIIET0 aJbI0CTePOHA (IIT'/MJI)

P YHUJIATEPAJIHHON PEHOBACKYJISIPHON r'UIIePTEeH3UU

Mean Difference

Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Uepes 3-4 venenu nocne "
Botros F.T. 2005 306 87.0862 22.0% 306.00[135.31, 476.69] —_—
Garcia R. 1986 2,388 1,191.0945 0.5% 2388.00([53.50,4722.50] _—
KageyamaV. 1987 265 61.8843 250% 265.00[143.71, 386.29) S
Othman HK. 2012 48.46 10,008 287% 48.46 [28.84, 68.08] -
Park B.M. 2015 260 721708 23.8% 260.00[118.55, 401.45) —
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0%  221.12[55.94, 386.30] S
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 24635.04; Chi*= 31.77, df= 4 (P < 0.00001); = 87%
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.62 (P = 0.009)
+ y T + t
-500 -250 0 250 500

[Bonbwe B kouTpone] [Bonbwe npu YPI]

IIpumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust wian cyorpymnmsr; Mean Difference — cpenuss aMmmTyna pa3innanii MeXITy

rpynmamy; SE — crannmaprhas ommbka cpennero; Weight — cpenHeB3BemeHHBIH BiIax nceiaenosanus; Heterogeneity — rereporen-

HocTh; Test for overall effect — tect Ha 00muit 3ppexr; YPI' — yHunarepanabpHast peHOBACKYIISIpHAS THIICPTEH3HS.

3HauuTeNbHO cHIKana APII [47, 96, 97] u noBeImana
KOHIIEHTPALIMIO HATPUHYPETUIECKOTO MENTH 1A B TIa3-
Me [98], mpu 3TOM KOHIIEHTpAIUS ITUPKYIUPYIOIIIe-
ro Na’ cymecTBeHHO He u3MeHsutack [73]. B paborax
[73, 97, 98] Habnronanu CyiecTBEHHOE OCIIa0ICHHE
VPI' y kpbIc, coliepKaluXcsl Ha JUETE C HOBBIILIEH-
HbIM copepkanuem NaCl. MHTepecHO OTMETHTS, 4TO
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MIPY MOJICJIMPOBAHUY THITEPTEH3MH, BBI3BAHHOH MEepH-
¢depuueckum BBegeHreM AHTII mpu BICOKOCOJIEBOM
Jere, HA00OPOT, HAOIOAJICS CYIIECTBEHHBIN POCT
A1 [99]. U 3T0 BriOSTHE O0BSCHUMO, MTOCKOJIBKY MTPH
MOCTOSTHHOM TOCTYTUICHHH B OPraHU3M JK30T€HHBIX
Amnrll u NaCl BayTpenHee paBHoBecue Mexy PAC
Y HATPUAYPETUUECKUM TICTITHIOM HE UMEET 3HAYCHUSI.
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B apyrux uccnegoBaHusx 1UeTa ¢ MOBBIIICHHBIM CO-
nepxanueM KCl cyniecTBeHHO yMEHbIIaa MoIbeM
A]Jl mocne KIunupoBaHusl MOYEUHOU apTepuu [52, 67,
74]. Kpome Toro, HaOIHOIAN0Ch YBEIMUCHUE TOTPeOIe-
HUS BOJIbI U BBIJICJICHUS] MOYH, ITOBBIIIAINCH HATPHIA-
ype3 U Kaluilypes, HO B TO JK€ BpeMsl YBEJINUNBAIACh
KOHIICHTPALMS IIUPKYIUPYIOIIETo Kanus [52, 67, 74].
Juera ¢ noseieHHBIM conepkanneM KCl He npenor-
Bpamana yeenunuenue APII npu creno3upoBanuu mo-
4yeyHoU aprepuu [52]. ABTOpbI onaratoT, uto npu Y PI'
TUTIOKAJTUEMUISI, BBI3BAHHAS TIOBBIIIICHHBIM JTHYPE30M,
CIOCOOCTBYET MOAICPIKAHUIO BBICOKOTO YpoBHS AJl.
Takske U3BECTHO, YTO MOIYJISIHS TOYCUHOH (DYHK-

LMW TIOCPEJICTBOM MTOYCYHBIX HEPBOB MI'PACT BAXKHYIO
poJib B IMypese, HaTpuitypese, CeKpely peHnHa 1 Mo~
nepxxanun ypoBHs AJl. [Tokazano, uto npu YPI' cummna-
TUYECKasi aKTHBHOCTb, PETHCTPHPYyEMasi Ha IIOYCUYHBIX
HEpBax, CyHIECTBEHHO BO3pacTaeT BCIEICTBUE BO3-
neiictBust Anrll Ha nepudepruyeckue HepBbI U HA 1IEH-
TpaJibHbIe AHT-PELENTOPBL, JIOKATN30BaHHbBIE B Organum
subfornicale, area postrema u nucleus tractus solitarii
[73, 100]. O¢ddexrst AHrll Ha aKTUBHOCTH CUMIIATHYE-
CKOIi HEPBHOU CHCTEMBbI CBSI3aHBI CO CTUMYJISIIMEH TIepe-
JIa4d UMITYJIbCOB B CUMITATHUECKHUX TaHIIHAX, YCUICHH-
€M BBICBOOOXK/ICHUSI HOPAIPCHAIMHA B CUMITATHYESCKUX
TEPMUHAJISIX, TOBBIIICHUEM YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTH ajib(a-

Pucynok 7. IaMeHeHUEe KOHI[EHTPAIMU IIUPKYIUPYIOIIETO
MpeacepaHoTO HATPUINYPETHUECKOTO MenTuaa (Ir/MJi) Ipu yHIJIATePaJIbHO’
PeHOBACKYJIAPHOI rNIEePTEH3NH

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Yepes 3-6 Hegens nocne K W apTep!
An M.R. 1999 168 68.5055 3.6% 168.00(33.73,302.27]
Arnal JF. 1993 78 423143 78% 78.00[-4.93,160.93]
Bianciotti L.G. 2001 80 223013 16.4% 80.00(36.29,123.71) S
OhY.B. 2011 56 23.9249 154%  56.00(9.11,102.89) e
ParkB.M. 2015 24 65.2948 26.7% 24.00 [11.66, 36.34) -
Subtotal (95% CI) 69.8%  60.81[23.37,98.25] -
Heterogeneity Tau®= 1031.46; Chi*= 12.37, df= 4 (P = 0.01); F= 68%
Testfor overall effect: Z=3.18 (P = 0.001)

Yepes 8-16 Heflens nocne p noYeyHo# aprep
Amal J.F. 1993 101 52.0934 57% 101.00[1.10,203.10)
Matsubara H. 1990 62 10.2956 245%  62.00[41.82,82.18) SE
Subtotal (95% CI) 30.2%  63.47 [43.67,83.26] L 2
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*= 0.54, df=1 (P = 0.46); F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 6.28 (P < 0.00001)
Total (95% CI) 100.0%  61.14[33.91,88.36] >
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 682.43; Chi*= 20.35, df= 6 (P = 0.002); F=71% t t + t
Test for overall effect: Z= 4.40 (P < 0.0001) [E;]Ufme . lgoanTpune]u [mefugnnp" yéﬂr?
Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.02, df=1 (P =0.90), P= 0%

[pumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanus wim cyorpynmnsl; Mean Difference — cpeanss ammiuTyna pa3iauauil MexmLy
rpymnamu; SE — cranmaptHas ommbka cpenHero; Weight — cpenHeB3BeneHHBIH BKIan nccnenoBanus; Heterogeneity — rereporen-
HocTb; Test for overall effect — tect Ha o0mmit 3¢ pexr; YPI' — yHunarepansHast peHOBACKYIIIpHAS THIIEPTEH3HSA.

Pucynoxk 8. U3meHeHue MOTPEO0IeHUA BOIBI (MJI/CYyTKH)
P YHUJIATEPAJIHHON PEHOBACKYJJIIPHON THIIEPTEH3UNU

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean Difference SE Weight IV, 95% CI v, 95% CI

Yepesz 1-3 nocne K NOYeYHOH apTep
GarciaR. 1986 10 89443 7.7% 10.007.53 27.53] T
Gouvea S.A 2014 4 29155 142%  4.00[1.71,9.71) r—
Shao'W. 2016 16 52825 11.5% 16.00 [5.65, 26.35] e
Suzuki H. 1981 9 1.0954 155% 9.00 [6.85,11.15] o
Subtotal (95% CI) 49.0%  8.48[4.65,12.32] <
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 5.55; Chi*= 4.60, df= 3 (P = 0.20); F=35%
Test for overall effect: Z= 4.33 (P < 0.0001)

Yepes 4-6 nocne K NOYeYHOH apTep
Lopes N.R. 2020 38 106413 6.3% 38.00(17.14,58.86]
Ohnishi A. 1986 -7 15 153% -7.00(-9.94,-4.06) =
Shimoura C.G. 2017 17 31641 14.0% 17.00[10.80, 23.20] e
Suzuki H. 1981 11 1.3904 15.4% 11.00(8.27,13.73] .
Subtotal (95% Cl) 51.0% 12.11[-1.31, 25.53] i
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 164.57; Chi*=106.11, df= 3 (P < 0.00001); *= 87%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.77 (P = 0.08)
Total (95% CI) 100.0%  9.98 [3.20, 16.77] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 75.85; Chi* = 120.57, df= 7 (P < 0.00001); F= 94% -5:0 -jlﬁ 235 540
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.88 (P = 0.004)
Test for subaroup differences: Chi*= 0.26, df=1 (P = 0.61). F=0% R g DN TG

IIpumeuanne: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust uwian cyorpynmsl; Mean Difference — cpequss aMmmTyna pa3inauil MeXIy

rpymnamy; SE — cranmaprHas ommbka cpennero; Weight — cpenHeB3BeleHHbIH BKIa uccienosanus; Heterogeneity — rerepores-
Hoctb; Test for overall effect — tect Ha 06muit 3¢dexr; YPI' — ynunarepanbHas peHOBACKYJISIPHAS THIICPTEH3HSI.
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Pucynok 9. U3meHnenue BpigeeHuss Mouu (MJI/CYTKH)
P YHUJIATEPAJBHON PEHOBACKYJISIPHON T'UIIePTEeH3U U

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Yepes 1-3 nocne W apTep
GarciaR. 1986 9 89443 26% 9.00[-8.53, 26.53) ]
Gouvea SA 2014 15 06042 13.7% 1.50[0.32, 2.69] o
Shao'W. 2016 10 6.5091 4.3% 10.00[-2.76,22.76) T
Suzuki H. 1981 3 07303 136% 3.00[1.57,4.43) K
Zhang HY. 1989 11 37639 79% 11.00[3.62,18.38] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 42.2% 3.24[1.01,5.47] *
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2,50, Chi*=9.98, df= 4 (P = 0.04); F= 60%
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.85 (P = 0.004)

Yepe3 4-6 Heflenb nocne p noYeyHo# apTep
Ishiy C. 2020 28 41633 7.2% 28.00[19.84,36.16] —_
Lopes N.R. 2020 34 12.7064 1.4% 34.00[8.10, 58.90]
Ohnishi A. 1986 0 15 125% 0.00[2.94,2.94) T
Oliveira-Sales E.B. 2013 16 46229 65% 16.00[6.94, 25.08] n—
Shimoura C.G. 2017 12 23717 107% 12.00([7.35,16.65) -
Suzuki H. 1981 3 1.0954 132% 3.00[0.85,5.19) [
Zhang HY. 1989 20 47773 6.3% 20.00[10.64, 29.36) —
Subtotal (95% CI) 57.8% 13.40[6.56, 20.23] >
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 66.30; Chi*= 74.40, df = 6 (P < 0.00001); F=92%
Testfor overall effect: Z=3.84 (P = 0.0001)
Total (95% CI) 100.0%  8.64[5.49,11.80] *
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 18.52; Chi*= 93.27, df= 11 (P < 0.00001); F= 88% 50 25 215 510
Test for overall effect: Z=5.37 (P = 0.00001)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*= 7.67, df= 1 (P = 0.006), F= 87.0% LT S RS ST b

Ipumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust win cyorpynmns; Mean Difference — cpentss ammnTyna pa3inuuii MexXIy
rpynnamu; SE — crannaprhas omubka cpeanero; Weight — cpenHeB3BelneHHblil Bkiiaa nceienoBanus; Heterogeneity — rereporeH-
HocTb; Test for overall effect — Tect na o6uwmii apdexr; YPI' — yHumaTepanbHas peHOBACKY/IIPHAs THIEPTEH3MUSI.

Pucynox 10. U3MmeHeHre 9KCKPEINH ¢ MOUOil mOHOB Na' (MMOJIb/CYyTKH)
P YHUJIATEPAJIHHON PEHOBACKYJISIPHOI I'HIIePTEH3UN

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference

Yepes 1-3 Heenu nocne NoYe4YHOM apTep
Gouvea S.A 2014 018 00637 16.7%
ShaoW. 2016 01 022 148%

Theilig F. 2006 028 02025 151%
Subtotal (95% CI) %
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.37, df=2 (P=0.83), F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z= 3.12 (P = 0.002)

Yepes 4-6 Hegenk nocne K
Ishiy C. 2020
Lopes N.R. 2020

noYeyHoH apTep!
-1 01826 154%
-0.5 03426 125%
Oliveira-Sales E.B. 2013 -1.4 03153 131%
Shimoura C.G. 2017 01 03536 123%
Subtotal (95% CI) 53.4%
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.25; Chi*=11.97, df= 3 (P = 0.007), F=75%
Test for overall effect Z=2.53 (P=0.01)
Total (95% CI) 100.0%

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.26 (P = 0.21)

Mean Difference
SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

0.18 [0.06, 0.30] =
0.10[-0.33,0.53] i
0.28[-0.12, 0.68] T
0.18 [0.07, 0.30] *

-1.00 [-1.36, -0.64]
-0.501.17,0.17)
-1.40[-2.02,-0.78)

0,10 [-0.59,0.79)
0.73[1.30,-017]

-0.30 [-0.77,0.17]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.33; Chi®= 61.93, df= 6 (P < 0.00001); F= 30%

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*= 9.60, df=1 (P = 0.002), F= 89.6%

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-

-‘-—_
.

R ;
[Bonbwe B koHTpone] [Bonbwe npu YPI]

Ipumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust uian cyorpynmsr; Mean Difference — cpenuss amminTyna paznnauii MeXITy
rpynnamy; SE — crannaprhas ommbka cpennero; Weight — cpenHeB3BelmeHHbIH Biax nceiaenosanus; Heterogeneity — rereporen-
Hocth; Test for overall effect — tect na 00mwuii 3dppexr; YPI' — ynunarepanbHast peHOBACKYIISIPHAS THIICPTEH3HS.

peLenTopoB K Ba30KOHCTPUKTOPHBIM CUMITAaTHUECKUM
CTHMYJIaM U YTHETeHUEeM OapoperenTopHoro pediekca
[101]. [IpoBeaeHHBII HAMU MeTaaHATU3 MOATBEPIMIT
ycuiieHue 0a30BOil aKTUBHOCTH CUMITATHYECKUX MTOYeY-
HBIX HEPBOB, YTHETEHHE OapopenenTopHoro pediekca
1 YBEIMUYEHHE KOHIIEHTPaLlK HOpaJpeHalliHa B TUIa3-
Mme nipu YPI. Takum 006pa3om, B TO BpeMsi Kak BBICOKAsT
KkoHLeHTpauus AHrIl B IpoTUBHOM cilydae moAaBisiia
OBl CEeKpeLUI0 PEHUHA MEXaHU3MOM O0paTHOH CBS3H,
OJTHOBPEMEHHAsl CUMIaTH4eCKasl aKTHBALUS 1 HU3KOE
nep(y3uMOHHOE AaBICHUE B HIIEMU3UPOBAHHOMN MTOYKE
BMECTE IPUBOJAT K BBICOKOMY YPOBHIO LIUPKYJIHPYIO-
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mero AHrll. B skcniepuMenTax Ha KpbIcax JIeHepBaLUs
WIIeMU3UPOBaHHOMN MOYKH, MPOBEJIEHHAs yepe3 6 He-
JIeTIb 10CyIe KIMITMPOBAHKS TOYEUHON apTepyu, CHIKAJIA
ypoBenb AJl u HopManu3oBana KoHIeHTparuo AHrll
B ma3zme [100]; OunarepanbHas IGHEPBAIIMS TTOYCK
yBeJIUUMBaa MOTpeOIeHHe BOABI U BBIZICIICHUE MOYH,
a TaKKe MPENITCTBOBAJIA Pa3BUTHIO TUIIEPTEH3NN UITH
HOpMaJIh30Baja ypoBeHb A/l mocie cTeHO3UpOBaHUs
noueuynoit aprepuu [70, 102]. Jluera ¢ HOBBIICHHBIM
coaepxanreM NaCl He m3mensa y kpoic ¢ YPI™ 6a3o-
BYIO aKTUBHOCTh CUMIaTUYECKUX TTOYEYHBIX HEPBOB,
HO CYILIECTBEHHO yCUIIUBaja 6apopeieKTOPHYIO TyB-
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CTBUTEIBHOCTH, CKOPEE BCETO, 3a CUET YMECHBIICHHUSI  BBI3BAHHOU BRICOKUM ypoBHeM A/l, runeppoieMueii
APII [73]. Ilpu runepreH3un, BHI3BAHHON SK30TCHHBIM  (CBSI3aHHOM C YBEITUYCHUEM MOTPEOJICHUS BOJIBI) U Pe-
BBeneHueM AHTII u NaCl, monmHas neHepBanus moYexk  Mojenupyronmm aericteueM AHrII, koTopsiii yuacTByeT
HE OKa3blBaJIa BIUSHUS HU HA moabeM AJl, HU HA BO- B Ipolieccax BOCMAICHUSI MUOKApIa U COCYIOB MOCPE-
JTHO-DIIEKTPONUTHBIN OanaHc [103]. CTBOM aKTMBAalLlMM PA3JIUYHBIX TUIIOB KJIETOK U CEKpe-

Ilonnep>xanue peHOBACKYISIPHOM TUMEPTECH3UN LMY LIUTOKUHOB, a TAK)KE YBEIUUMBAECT OKCUIATUBHBIN
B XPOHUYECKOU cTaauu obecreunBaercs, B ToM unc-  crpecc [91]. Hanporus, ITHII oGnanaet kapauomnpo-
Jie, TUIepTpodueit COCyIMCTON CTCHKH U MUOKap/ia, TEKTHBHBIMH CBOWCTBAMH: CHIDKAET FeMOJUHAMUYC-

Pucynoxk 11. IaMeHeHNe KOHIIEHTPAIMH IUPKYJIUPYIOINX HOHOB Na* (MMoJIb /1)
P YHUJIATEPAJIbHOI PEHOBACKYISIPHOI Ir'HIIePTEeH3UN

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, Rand 95% CI IV, Rand 95% Cl

Yepes 1-3 Hegenu nocne P NoYeYHOH apTep
Kageyama Y. 1987 -0.3 07071 13.8% -0.30[1.69,1.09] _r
Overbeck HWW. 1982 -25 19848 51% -250[-6.39,1.39] —
Suzuki H. 1981 -1 11708  97% -1.00[-3.29,1.29] -1
Subtotal (95% Cl) 28.6%  -0.66 [1.79, 0.48] L 3
Heterogeneity; Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.20, df= 2 (P = 0.55); F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=1.14 (P = 0.26)

Yepes 4-7 Hefjlenb nocne NOYEYHOM
BahnerU. 1991 -2.8 15284 7.3% -280[5.80,020] e |
Lopes N.R. 2020 1 34365 21% 1.00[-5.74,7.74) —
Ohnishi A 1986 4 443 13% 4.00[-468 1268 —
Oliveira-Sales E.B. 2013 0 12189 9.3% 0.00[-2.39, 2.39] e e
Othman HK. 2012 1.33 1.7962 59% 1.33[-2.19,4.89) e Eaa—
Pasquié J.L 1994 8 28284 29% 800[246,1354
Pyykdnen M.L., 1986 -1.6 07211 13.7% -1.60[3.01,-0.19] —
Shimoura C.G. 2017 1 33025 23% 1.00 [-5.47,7.47] EE—
Suzuki H. 1981 -07 1311 86% -0.70[-3.27,1.87) S
Zhang H.Y. 1989 -4 12202  9.3% -4.00[6.39,-1.61] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 62.7%  -0.43[-2.07,1.21] -

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.50; Chi*= 22.55, df= 9 (P = 0.007); F= 60%
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.51 (P = 0.61)

Yepes 12-16 nenens nocne NoYeYHOH
Waldman B.M. 2017 -1 13154 86% -1.00[-3.58,1.58]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 86%  -1.00[-3.58,1.58] -
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect Z= 0.76 (P = 0.45)
Total (95% Cl) 100.0%  -0.80 [-1.84, 0.24] <&
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 1.53; Chi*= 24.17, df= 13 (P = 0.03); F = 46% pr E— 3 T

Test for overall effect Z= 1.50 (P = 0.13) [Bonswe g KouTpone] [Bonewe npu YPI]

IMpumeyanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust wiu cyorpynnsl; Mean Difference — cpenusist aMminTyaa pasindauit Mexmy
rpynnamu; SE — cranmaptHas ommbka cpentero; Weight — cpeqHeB3BeleHHbIH Bk uccaenosanms; Heterogeneity — rereporeH-
HocTh; Test for overall effect — Tect na o6uwii 3¢ dexr; YPT — yHunatepanbHas peHOBAaCKY/ISIpHAs THIIEPTEH3MSI.

Pucynok 12. IzameHeHne d9KCKpenun ¢ Mouoii noHOB K (MMoab/cyTKHI)
P YHUJIATEPAJIBHON PEHOBACKYJIAPHON THIIEPTEH3UNU

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Yepes 1-3 nocne p no4e4HoH apTep
ShaoW. 2016 0.2 0541 13.4% 0.20 [-0.86, 1.26] e
Zhang H.Y. 1989 01 03134 189% 0.10[-0.51,0.71] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 32.4%  0.13[0.41,0.66]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.03, df=1 (P=0.87), F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 0.46 (P = 0.64)

Yepes 4-6 Heflenb nocne p noyey4HoH apTep
Ishiy C. 2020 15 0238 208% 1.50(1.03,1.97] —
Lopes N.R. 2020 -0.5 0.9163 7.4% -0.50[2.30,1.30] —
Oliveira-Sales E.B. 2013 09 03153 189% 0.90(0.28,1.52] e
Zhang H.Y. 1989 0.2 0.2447 20.6% 0.20 [-0.28, 0.68] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 67.6%  0.70 [-0.06, 1.47] —
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.45; Chi*=16.71, df= 3 (P = 0.0008); F=82%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.80 (P = 0.07)
Total (95% ClI) 100.0% 0.53 [-0.06, 1.12] e
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.37; Chi*= 22.07, df = 5 (P = 0.0005); F= 77% 2 1 1 2
Test for overall effect. Z=1.78 (P = 0.08) [Bonbwe 8 Koutpone] [Bonbuwe npu YPT]
Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*=1.48, df=1 (P =0.22), F=32.5%

Ipumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanus nim cyorpymmsr; Mean Difference — cpenss aMmumTyaa pa3nuanii MEXIy
rpynnamu; SE — crangaptHas ommbOka cpenHero; Weight — cpenHeB3BemeHHBIN BKIIAA HccnenoBanus; Heterogeneity — rerepores-
Hocth; Test for overall effect — tect na 06wt 3¢ dexr; YPT — yHumaTepanbHas peHOBACKY/SIPHAS THIICPTEH3HSI.
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IIPH YHUJIATEPAJBHON PEHOBACKYJISIPHON T'UIIePTEeH3UNU

Pucynok 13. I3MeHeHUe KOHI[EHTPAIMY UPKYIUPYOIuX HoHOB K* (MM0Ob/1T)

Mean Difference

Mean Difference

Study or Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, 95% CI v, 95% CI
Yepes 1-3 Heflenu nocne p NoYeYHOH
kageyama'. 1987 0 04123 30% 0.00-0.81,0.81)
Overbeck HW. 1982 -0.52 01748 109% -0.52[-0.86,-0.18) e
Suzuki H. 1981 -04 0073 206% -0.40[-0.54,-0.26) e
Subtotal (95% CI) 34.6% -0.41[-0.54,-0.28] L 2
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 1.40, df= 2 (P = 0.50); F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=6.12 (P < 0.00001)
Yepes 4-7 Heflens nocne no ]
Bahner U. 1991 -01 02683 62% -0.10[-0.63,0.43) I e
Lopes N.R. 2020 -0.7 06388 1.4% -0.70[-1.95, 0.55)
Oliveira-Sales E.B. 2013 -05 03513 40% -050[1.18,019) —
Othman HK. 2012 -0.31 025 69% -0.31[0.80,018) —_—T1
Pasquié J.L. 1994 0 01005 17.7% 0.00 [-0.20,0.20) o o
Pyykiinen M.L., 1986 -01 02236 80% -0.10[0.54,0.34] —
Suzuki H. 1981 0 01461 13.2% 0.00[-0.29,0.29] -
Zhang H.Y. 1989 -0.4 05784 16% -0.40[1.53,0.73]
Subtotal (95% CI) 58.9%  -0.07 [-0.21,0.06] L 3
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*= 4.46, df=7 (P = 0.73); F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.06 (P = 0.29)
Yepes 12-16 veflens nocne noyeyHoM
Waldman B.M. 2017 -05 02594 65% -0.50[1.01,001) _—
Subtotal (95% CI) 6.5%  -0.50[-1.01,0.01] B
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=1.93 (P = 0.05)
Total (95% CI) 100.0% -0.24 [-0.39, -0.09] L 2
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.02; Chi*= 18.90, df= 11 (P = 0.06); F= 42% MR o 1

Test for overall effect: Z=3.17 (P = 0.002)

[Bonsuwe B kKoHTpone] [Bonbwe npu YP]

Ipumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust uwian cyorpynmnsl; Mean Difference — cpennss ammnTyaa pa3innauii MexIy

rpynnamu; SE — cranaprHas ommoOka cpenHero; Weight — cpejHeB3BeIIeHHbII BKIIa uccienoBanus; Heterogeneity — rereporeH-

HocTb; Test for overall effect — Tect Ha o6uwmii 3¢ dekr; YPI' — yHuIaTepanbHas peHOBAaCKY/IApHAs THIEPTEH3NSI.

Pucynok 14. YcuineHne aKkTHBHOCTH CUMIIATUYECKOI HEPBHOM CHCTEMBbI

yepe3 4—6 Hemexp I0OCJe KIUITNPOBAHUSA ITOYEYHOM apTepuu

CuMMnaTMyecKas aKTMBHOCTb, PETUCTPUPYEMAs HA MOYe4YHOM Hepee (pa3paa/c)

Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Lopes N.R. 2020 55 09403 238% 55.00(3552,7448)
Nishi E.E. 2013 65 71668 294% 6500[50.95,79.05)
Oliveira-Sales E.B. 2010 37 63561 31.2% 37.00(24.54,49.48)

Shimoura C.G. 2017 47.5 150428 156% 47.50(18.02,76.98]

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 51.16 [36.19, 66.13]
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 146.77; Chi*= 8.84, df = 3 (P = 0.03); "= 66%
Testfor overall effect Z= 6.70 (P < 0.00001)

BapopeuenTtopHbiii pednekc (McVMM pT. CT.)
Mean Difference

“100 -50 0 50
[Bonbwe 8 KowTpone] [Bonbwe npu YPT]

Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean Difference SE_Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Britto R.R. 1997 -0.72 00806 43.1% -0.72[0.88,-0.586] -

Carvalho-Galvdo A 2018 -0.74 0084 39.7% -0.74[-0.90,-058] —

Cunha T.M. 2013 -06 0179 8.7% -0.60[-0.95,-0.25) _—

Edmunds M.E. 1990 -0.74 02025 68% -0.74[1.14,-034] .

Zhang Q. 2018 -1.05 0.4031 1.7% -1.05[-1.84,-0.26]

Total (95% CI) 100.0% -0.72 [-0.83, -0.62] <

Heterogeneity. ChF=1.18, df= 4 (P = 0.88); F= 0% y t

Testfor overall effect: Z=13.70 (P < 0.00001)

1 05 0 05 i
[Bonbwe e KouTpone] [Bonbwe npu YPI]

Ipumeuanue: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanust win cyorpynmsr; Mean Difference — cpenuss ammmTyna pazmmanii MexXTy

rpynmnamu; SE — crannmaprhas ommbka cpennero; Weight — cpenHeB3BelmeHHbII Biax nceienosanus; Heterogeneity — rereporen-

HocTh; Test for overall effect — tecT Ha 00wt 3 pexr; YPI — yHuHIarepanbHas peHOBACKYIISIpHAS THIICPTEH3HS.
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Pucynoxk 15. IsaMeHeHHe KOHIIEeHTPAIMHY HOPAIPEHAJNHA B IJIa3Me (HI/MJI)
IIPH YHUJIATEPAJIbHOI PEHOBACKYJISIPHON Ir'HIIePTEeH3UHN

Study or Subgroup  Mean Difference SE Weight

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

NOYeYHOH

-06 03618 53%
5.3%

Yepez 1
Dargie H.J. 1977
Subtotal (95% CI)
Heterogeneity: Not applicahle
Test for overall effect. Z=1.66 (P=0.10)

nocne

Yepes 3-4 Hegenwu nocne P NOYEYHOH

-0.60[-1.31,0.11] —_—
-0.60 [-1.31, 0.11]

ChenWW. 2013 014 0052
Dargie HJ. 1977 0.2 03618
Kageyama Y. 1987 0 0.0231
Zhang Q. 2018 0.34 0.0854
Zhu G.Q. 2009 1.07 0.0532
ZhuX 2018 0.31 0.0288
Subtotal (95% CI)

12.7%

5.3%
13.0%
121%
12.7%
13.0%
68.9%

Testfor overall effect: Z=2.24 (P = 0.03)

Y)BaHWA NOYEYHOH
0.06 0.0357 12.9%

025 00412 129%
25.8%

Yepes 8 Heflenb nocne
Katholi R.E. 1982
QiJ. 2019
Subtotal (95% CI)

Test for overall effect: Z=1.62 (P = 0.11)
Total (95% ClI) 100.0%

Testfor overall effect: Z= 2.34 (P = 0.02)

0.14[0.04,0.24]
0.20[-0.51, 0.91]
0.00 [-0.05, 0.05] T
0.34[017,051]
1.07[0.97,1.17)
0.31 [0.25, 0.37) -
0.35 [0.04, 0.66]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.14; Chi* = 360.02, df= 5 (P < 0.00001); F= 99%

0.06 [0.01,0.13]
0.25[017,0.33]
0.15[-0.03, 0.34]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.02; Chi*= 12.15, df= 1 (P = 0.0005), F= 92%

0.25 [0.04, 0.47]
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.08; Chi* = 382,63, df= 8 (P < 0.00001); IF= 88%

e

¢

-

4 05 0 05 1
[Bonbwe e koHTpone] [Bonbwe npu YPI]

Ipumeuanne: Study or Subgroup — uccnenoBanus win cyorpynmsl; Mean Difference — cpequss aMIunTya pasinuauii MEexIy
rpynnamyu; SE — crannaprHas ommbka cpennero; Weight — cpenHeB3BeleHHbIH BKIag uccienoBanus; Heterogeneity — reteporeH-
HocTh; Test for overall effect— tect Ha o0mmit a3ddext; YPI' — yHunarepanbHas peHOBACKYIIAPHAS THIICPTCH3HS.

CKYyI0 HarpysKky, ycuinBas quypes, ymenbmaer APII,
unruoupyer cunte3 JAHK B pubpodnacrax [9]. Huera
c nossieHHBIM cozepxkanreM NaCl npu YPI' crioco6-
ctByeT yBenuueHuto UMMIDK, nHecMoTps Ha To, 4TO
camkaet APII, ysenuunsaer [THII u He ycunuBaer ru-
neprensuto [71]. K HactosmeMy BpeMeHN MeEXaHU3M
pa3BUTHS THIIEPTPOPUN MUOKapAa MPH BEICOKOCOJIE-
BOH MeTe 0 KOHIIa HE U3Y4€EH, €CTh MTPEINOI0KEHUS
00 ydacTuu runepBosieMuy, JokanbHbIX PAC, a Takxe
BOCTIAJIUTEIBHOIO U OKUCIUTENBHOTO cTpecca [104].
Pe3ynbrarel mpoBeJeHHOr0 HAMU MeTaaHaIN3a MoA-
TBEP)KJAIOT, UTO YK€ uepe3 6 HeleNb Mocie KIUIHPO-
BAaHMS MTOUYEYHOM apTepUN y KPBIC C BHICOKUM YpPOB-
Hem A/l pazBuBaercsi runeprpodusi MUOKap/a JEBOTO
JKeITyl0uKa, KOTopas CyIlIeCTBEHHO HE MPOrpECCUPYET
B XPOHUYECKOHM CTaJIuM PEHOBACKYJSIPHON THIIEPTEH-
3uH. MOJKHO ITPEANONIOKNTD, YTo cTabunuzanust A/l Ha
OTIpe/IeNIEHHOM YpoBHe, cHikeHne APII u yBennuenne
cekpenuu [THIT B mozauux ¢azax YPI mpensrcty-
10T JanpHelmemMy ysenndenuto MMMIDK. Ocobenno
cyuiecTBeHHO Bo3pacTaeT ypoBeHb MPHK rena ITHIT
B KapAuoMuouuTax xxkeaynoukoB [30]. Tem He Mmenee
A. Nicoletti u coaBTops! (1995) Habmronanu, 4to, XOTs
NMMUILX y xpsbic uepe3 1 u 4 Mecsna nocne KIMmIpo-
BaHMs MOYEUHON apTEPUH CYILIECTBEHHO HE Pa3InyaroT-
cst, puOpo3, B OCHOBHOM BOKPYT' KOPOHAPHBIX apTepuii,
Oosiee BeIpaXKeH depe3 4 Mecsia Mnocie CTeHO3UpoBa-
Hust noyeunoit aprepuu [31]. Hpyrue uccnegonarenu
MOKa3aJid IPOrPeCcCUpPOBaHNE TUIEPTPO(UN CTEHKU
OpIOIIHOM a0PTHI B XpOHWYECKOH (paze peHOBaCKyIIAp-

HO runepren3uu [105]. ABTOPBI IPEATIOTOKUIH, UTO
MIPOLECC PEMOJEIUPOBAHUS aPTEPHAIBHBIX COCY/I0B
oOecrieunBaeTcsi BRICOKOM KoHIeHTpanueil Aurll Bay-
TPHU COCYIUCTON CTEHKH.

B uTore pe3ynbTaTsl Halllero MeTaaHaIn3a JINTe-
paTypHBIX JaHHBIX oaTBepaun yyactue PAC B moa-
Jnepxannu YPI' nake Ha XpOHMYECKOH CTaauu, Ipu
9TOM MBI HE MOJTYYHIH YOS TUTEIBHBIX IOKa3aTeIbCTB
CYIIECTBEHHOTO BIIMSHUSI HATPHII-00bEM-3aBUCHMBIX
MEXaHU3MOB Ha nmoabeM A/l mpu maHHON MOAETU T'H-
MepTeH3nu. JTO, BEPOSTHO, CBA3AHO C TE€M, UTO YIep-
JKaHre NOHOB Na' aKTHBHPYET TMIIOTEH3WBHBIE MeXa-
HU3MBI: criocobcTByeT cHIbkeHnto APLI, ycunmBaer
OapopelenTopHbIN pedIieKe, CTUMYIUPYET CEKPEIHIO
TTHII. delcTBUTENBHO, B MHOTOYMCIIEHHBIX KCIIEPHU-
MEHTAJIBHBIX MCCIIETOBAHUAX JI0KA3aHO BRIPAXKEHHOE
AHTUTUNIEPTEH3UBHOE JielicTBHEe HHTHONTOpOoB AIID
u OnokaropoB AHrll-perienTopoB Ha pa3HBIX CTaIUIX
YPI'[13, 15,19, 25, 26, 31, 62, 65, 106, 107], B TO Bpe-
MsI KaK MOHOTepaItus THypeTUKaMHu (Jjaxe Kanuiicoepe-
rarolIyMH) B ONBITaX Ha KUBOTHBIX B JAHHOM MOJENN
TUNIEPTEH3UH HE MTO0Ka3ajia CyIIeCTBEHHOTO THIIOTEH-
3uBHOrO 3dexra [31, 107, 108, 109].

3ak/ouenme

1. PAC npuaumMaet yuyactue B noanepxxanuu Y PI'
Jla’ke€ Ha XpOHUYECKOM CTajuu.

2. He momy4yeHo yOeauTENbHBIX JOKA3aTEIbCTB
CYIIECTBEHHOTO BIIUSHUS HATPUN-00bEM-3aBUCUMBIX
MexaHn3MoB Ha moaseM Al mpu YPI. Ynepkanue no-
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HOB Na' mpu 1aHHOM MOJIeNIN THIIEPTEH3UU aKTUBHPYET
THIIOTEH3UBHBIE MEXaHU3MBI: CIIOCOOCTBYET CHIKEHHIO
APII, ycunupaet OapopenenTopHblil pedieke, CTUMY-
mupyet cexpenuto [THIT.

3. IIpu YPI" npoucxoaur BeIMbIBaHUE HOHOB K' 13
OpraHu3Ma, 4TO MOXKET CII0OCOOCTBOBATH MOIEPKAHHIO
BBICOKOTO YpoBHA A/Jl.

4. YBenuueHne akTHBHOCTH CUMITaTHYECKUX M10YeU-
HBIX HEPBOB U yrHETeHHE 0apoperenTopHoro pediexca
CrocoOCTBYOT nojyiepxkanuto YPI.

5. lpu YPI" pazBuBaercs runeprpodusi MUOKapAa
JIEBOT'0 JKEIIyA0YKa, KOTOpasi CyIECTBEHHO HE IIPOrpec-
CUPYET B XPOHUYECKOU CTaJUH.

®dunancuposanne / Funding

Pabora ¢pumancupoBana us cpeacts I'ocyaap-
crBeHHOTO 3amaHma Ne 056—-00109-21-02. /
The work was funded by the State Task No.
056-00109-21-02.

Koundaukr uarepecos / Conflict of interest

ABTOpEI 3asgBUIN 00 OTCYTCTBUU KOH(MIUKTA

untepecos. / The authors declare no conflict
of interest.

Cnucox gurteparypsl / References

1. Mehta AN, Fenves A. Current opinions in renovascular
hypertension. Proc (Bayl Univ Med Cent). 2010;23(3):246-249.

2. Ram CV. Renovascular hypertension. Curr Opin Nephrol
Hypertens. 1997;6(6):575-579.

3. bapcykoB A.B., Kopueiiuyk H. H., IllyctoB C.b. BoI-
COKOPEHHHOBBIE apTepHalIbHbIe THIEPTCH3UH: OT CUMITOMA
K auarHosy. Bectauk CeBepo-3anagHoro rocyaapcTBEHHOIO Me-
JuIuHCKoro yHuBepcureta uM. M. M. Meunukosa. 2017;9(2):7—
18. [Barsukov AV, Korneychuk NN, Shustov SB. High-renin
hypertensions: from symptom to diagnosis. Bulletin of the
Northwestern State Medical University named after I.1. Mechnikov.
2017;9(2):7-18. In Russian].

4.Nandwani A, Kher V. Renovascular hypertension. Hypertens J.
2016;2(2):86-95.

5. Goldblatt H, Lynch J, Hanzal RF, Summerville WW. Studies
on experimental hypertension: I. The production of persistent
elevation of systolic blood pressure by means of renal ischemia.
J Exp Med. 1934;59(3):347-379.

6. Harding MB, Smith LR, Himmelstein SI, Harrison K,
Phillips HR, Schwab SJ et al. Renal artery stenosis: prevalence
and associated risk factors in patients undergoing routine cardiac
catheterization. ] Am Soc Nephrol. 1992;2(11):1608-1616.

7. Kupumesa 2. K., lllytoB A.M., Cepos B. A., Ocunen-
ko A.A., Kamenes E. B. YactoTa 1 BbIpa)k€HHOCTb aTepoCKIIepo-
3a MOYEUHBIX apTepHii y OOJIBHBIX C apTepUaIbHON rHIepTeH3Hei
NIepBO U BTOPOH cTeNeHeH TSHKECTU. YIbSHOBCKUIN MEAUKO-O1o-
norunueckuit xypHai 2015;4:31-37. [Kirischeva EK, Shutov AM,
Serov VA, Osipenko AA, Kamenev EV. The incidence and severity
of renal artery atherosclerosis in patients with arterial hypertension
first and degree of gravity. Ulyanovskiy Mediko-biologicheskiy
Zhurnal = Ulyanovsk Medical Biological Journal. 2015;4:31-37.
In Russian].

8. Olin JW. Renal artery disease: diagnosis and management.
Mt Sinai J Med. 2004;71(2):73-85.

9. Nishikimi T, Maeda N, Matsuoka H. The role of natriuretic
peptides in cardioprotection. Cardiovasc Res. 2006;69(2):318-328.

344

Mertaanamus / Meta-analysis

10. Devereux RB, Alonso DR, Lutas EM, Gottlieb GJ, Campo E,
Sachs I et al. Echocardiographic assessment of left ventricular
hypertrophy: comparison to necropsy findings. Am J Cardiol.
1986;57(6):450-458.

11. Guraya SY. The usage of social networking sites by medical
students for educational purposes: a meta-analysis and systematic
review. N Am J Med Sci. 2016;8(7):268.

12. Borenstein M, Hedges LV, Higgins JPT, Rothstein HR.
Introduction to Meta-analysis. Wiley: Chichester. 2009.

13. Amiri F, Garcia R. Renal angiotensin II receptor regulation
in two-kidney, one clip hypertensive rats: effect of ACE inhibition.
Hypertension. 1997;30(3Pt1):337-344.

14. Arnal JF, el Amrani Al, Chatellier G, Ménard J, Michel JB.
Cardiac weight in hypertension induced by nitric oxide synthase
blockade. Hypertension. 1993;22(3):380-387.

15. Cao YJ, He X, Wang N, He LC. Effects of imperatorin,
the active component from Radix Angelicae (Baizhi), on the
blood pressure and oxidative stress in 2K, 1C hypertensive rats.
Phytomedicine. 2013;20(12):1048—1054. doi:10.1016/j.phymed.
2013.04.021

16. Garcia-Saura MF, Galisteo M, Villar IC, Bermejo A,
Zarzuelo A, Vargas F et al. Effects of chronic quercetin treatment
in experimental renovascular hypertension. Mol Cell Biochem.
2005;270(1-2):147-155.

17. Lee TM, Lin MS, Tsai CH, Chang NC. Effect of pravastatin
on left ventricular mass in the two-kidney, one-clip hypertensive
rats. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 2006;291(6):H2705—
H2713.

18. Matsubara H, Yamamoto J, Hirata Y, Mori Y, Oikawa S,
Inada M. Changes of atrial natriuretic peptide and its messenger
RNA with development and regression of cardiac hypertrophy in
renovascular hypertensive rats. Circ Res. 1990;66(1):176—184.

19. Qin XP, Zeng SY, Tian HH, Deng SX, Ren JF, Zheng YB
et al. Involvement of prolylcarboxypeptidase in the effect of
rutaecarpine on the regression of mesenteric artery hypertrophy
in renovascular hypertensive rats. Clin Exp Pharmacol Physiol.
2009;36(3):319-324. doi:10.1111/j.1440-1681.2008.05079.x

20. Rezazadeh H, Hosseini Kahnouei M, Hassanshahi G,
Allahtavakoli M, Shamsizadeh A, Roohbakhsh A et al. Regulatory
effects of chronic low-dose morphine on nitric oxide level along
with baroreflexsensitivity in two-kidney one-clip hypertensive rats.
Iran J Kidney Dis. 2014;8(3):194-200.

21. Sadjadi J, Puttaparthi K, Welborn MB, Rogers TE, Moe O,
Clagett GP et al. Upregulation of autocrine-paracrine renin-
angiotensin systems in chronic renovascular hypertension. J Vasc
Surg. 2002;36(2):386-392.

22. Suzuki J, Matsubara H, Urakami M, Inada M. Rat
angiotensin II (type 1A) receptor mRNA regulation and subtype
expression in myocardial growth and hypertrophy. Circ Res.
1993;73(3):439-447.

23. Waldman BM, Augustyniak RA, Chen H, Rossi NF. Effects
of voluntary exercise on blood pressure, angiotensin 11, aldosterone,
and renal function in two-kidney, one-clip hypertensive rats. Integr
Blood Press Control. 2017;10:41-51. doi:10.2147/IBPC.S 147122

24. Zhi JM, Zhao LY, Jiao XY, Zhao RR. Changes in
autoantibody against cardiovascular AT 1-receptor during develop-
ment of renovascular hypertension in rats. Sheng Li Xue Bao.
2002;54(4):317-320.

25. Zhou N, Zhang Y, Wang T, He J, He H, He L. The impe-
ratorin derivative OW1, a new vasoactive compound, inhibits
VSMC proliferation and extracellular matrix hyperplasia.
Toxicol Appl Pharmacol. 2015;284(2):125-133. doi:10.1016/;j.
taap.2015.02.019

26. Zhou WT, Abdurahman A, Abdusalam E, Yiming W,
Abliz P, Aji Q et al. Effect of Cydonia oblonga Mill. Leaf extracts
or captopril on blood pressure and related biomarkers in renal



Meraananus / Meta-analysis

hypertensive rats. J Ethnopharmacol. 2014;153(3):635-40.
doi:10.1016/j.jep.2014.03.014

27. Rhaleb NE, Peng H, Yang XP, Liu YH, Mehta D, Ezan E
et al. Long-term effect of N-acetyl-seryl-aspartyl-lysyl-proline on
left ventricular collagen deposition in rats with 2-kidney, 1-clip
hypertension. Circulation. 2001;103(25):3136-3141.

28. Rossi NF, Chen H, Maliszewska-Scislo M. Paraventricular
nucleus control of blood pressure in two-kidney, one-clip rats:
effects of exercise training and resting blood pressure. Am J
Physiol Regul Integr Comp Physiol. 2013;305(11): R 1390-R 1400.
doi:10.1152/ajpregu.00546.2012

29.Zhang S, LiH, LiY, Zhang F, Liu Y, Chen X. Nicousamide
normalizes renovascular hypertension in two-kidney one-clip
hypertensive rats. Biomed Rep. 2013;1(1):89-92.

30. Bianciotti LG, de Bold AJ. Modulation of cardiac
natriuretic peptide gene expression following endothelin type A
receptor blockade in renovascular hypertension. Cardiovasc Res.
2001;49(4):808-816.

31. Nicoletti A, Heudes D, Hinglais N, Appay MD, Philippe M,
Sassy-Prigent C et al. Left ventricular fibrosis in renovascular
hypertensive rats. Effect of losartan and spironolactone.
Hypertension. 1995;26(1):101-111.

32. Park BM, Gao S, Cha SA, Kim SH. Attenuation of
renovascular hypertension by cyclooxygenase-2 inhibitor partly
through ANP release. Peptides. 2015;69:1-8. doi:10.1016/j.
peptides.2015.03.022

33. Zhu GQ, Xu Y, Zhou LM, Li YH, Fan LM, Wang W
et al. Enhanced cardiac sympathetic afferent reflex involved
in sympathetic overactivity in renovascular hypertensive rats.
Exp Physiol. 2009;94(7):785-794. doi:10.1113/expphysiol.2008.
046565

34. Kobayashi N, Kobayashi K, Hara K, Higashi T, Yanaka H,
Yagi S et al. Benidipine stimulates nitric oxide synthase and
improves coronary circulation in hypertensive rats. Am J Hypertens.
1999;12(5):483-491.

35. Pyykoénen ML, Ylitalo P, Karp M, Nurmi AK,
Tikkanen I. The effect of sodium load on the development of
hypertension, plasma renin and kininogen in rats with renal
artery constriction. Acta Physiol Scand. 1986;127(4):461-466.
doi:10.1111/5.1748-1716.1986.tb07929.x

36. Guan S, Fox J, Mitchell KD, Navar LG. Angiotensin and
angiotensin converting enzyme tissue levels in two-kidney, one clip
hypertensive rats. Hypertension. 1992;20(6):763—767.

37. Kageyama Y, Suzuki H, Arima K, Saruta T. Oral calcium
treatment lowers blood pressure in renovascular hypertensive
rats by suppressing the renin-angiotensinsystem. Hypertension.
1987;10(4):375-382.

38. Mai M, Hilgers KF, Wagner J, Mann JF, Geiger H.
Expression of angiotensin-converting enzyme in renovascular
hypertensive rat kidney. Hypertension. 1995;25(4Pt2):674—478.

39. Nakada T, lijima Y, Kubota Y, Watanabe M, Ishigooka M,
Suzuki H. Increased vascular collagen and noncollagenous protein
synthesis contributes to sustain chronic phase of two-kidney, one-
clip renovascular hypertension. J Urol. 1996;156(3):1180-1185.

40. Overbeck HW, Grissette DE. Sodium pump activity
in arteries of rats with Goldblatt hypertension. Hypertension.
1982;4(1):132—-139.

41. Sawamura T, Nakada T. Role of dopamine in the striatum,
renin-angiotensin system and renal sympathetic nerve on the
development of two-kidney, one-clip Goldblatt hypertension.
J Urol. 1996;155(3):1108-1111.

42.Von Thun AM, el-Dahr SS, Vari RC, Navar LG. Modulation
of renin-angiotensin and kallikrein gene expression in experimental
hypertension. Hypertension. 1994;23(1):1131-1136.

43. Wolf G, Schneider A, Wenzel U, Helmchen U, Stahl RA.
Regulation of glomerular TGF-beta expression in the contralateral

kidney of two-kidney, one-clip hypertensive rats. J Am Soc Nephrol.
1998;9(5):763-772.

44. Wolf K, Kurtz A, Pfeifer M, Hocherl K, Riegger GA,
Kramer BK. Different regulation of left ventricular ANP, BNP
and adrenomedullin mRNA in the two-kidney, one-clip model of
renovascular hypertension. Pflugers Arch. 2001;442(2):212-217.

45. Zimmerman JB, Robertson D, Jackson EK. Angiotensin II-
noradrenergic interactions in renovascular hypertensive rats. J Clin
Invest. 1987;80(2):443-457.

46. Basso N, Kurnjek ML, Ruiz P, Cannata MA. Effect of EXP
3174 on blood pressure of normoreninemic renal hypertensive rats.
Hypertension. 1995;25(2):283-287.

47.Beyer AM, Fredrich K, Lombard JH. AT1 receptors prevent
salt-induced vascular dysfunction in isolated middle cerebral
arteries of 2 kidney-1 clip hypertensive rats. Am J Hypertens.
2013;26(12):1398-1404. doi:10.1093/ajh/hpt129

48. Kim YG, Lee SH, Kim SY, Lee A, Moon JY, Jeong KH
et al. Sequential activation of the intrarenal renin-angiotensin system
in the progression of hypertensive nephropathy in Goldblatt rats.
Am J Physiol Renal Physiol. 2016;311(1): F195-F206. doi:10.1152/
ajprenal.00001.2015

49. Kohno M, Murakawa K, Horio T, Yokokawa K, Yasunari K,
Fukui T et al. Plasma immunoreactive endothelin-1 in experimental
malignant hypertension. Hypertension. 1991;18(1):93-100.

50. Ohnishi A, Branch RA, Jackson K, Hamilton R,
Biaggioni I, Deray G et al. Chronic caffeine administration
exacerbates renovascular, but not genetic, hypertension in rats.
J Clin Invest. 1986;78(4):1045-1050.

51. Sporkova A, Certikova Chabova V, DoleZelova S, Jichovas,
Kopkan L, Vanourkova Z et al. Fenofibrate Attenuates hypertension
in Goldblatt hypertensive rats: role of 20-hydroxyeicosatetraenoic
acid in the nonclipped kidney. Am J Med Sci. 2017;353(6):568-579.
doi:10.1016/j.amjms.2017.04.009

52. Suzuki H, Kondo K, Saruta T. Effect of potassium chloride
on the blood pressure in two-kidney, one clip Goldblatt hypertensive
rats. Hypertension. 1981;3(5):566-573.

53. Wilson SK, Lynch DR, Snyder SH. Angiotensin-converting
enzyme labeled with [3H] captopril. Tissue localizations and
changes in different models of hypertension in the rat. J Clin Invest.
1987;80(3):841-851.

54. Garcia R, Thibault G, Gutkowska J, Cantin M. Effect of
chronic infusion of atrial natriuretic factor on plasma and urinary
aldosterone, plasma renin activity, blood pressure and sodium
excretion in 2-K, 1-C hypertensive rats. Clin Exp Hypertens A.
1986;8(7):1127-1147. doi:10.3109/10641968609045478

55. Shao W, Miyata K, Katsurada A, Satou R, Seth DM,
Rosales CB et al. Increased angiotensinogen expression, urinary
angiotensinogen excretion, and tissue injury in nonclipped kid-
neys of two-kidney, one-clip hypertensive rats. Am J Physiol
Renal Physiol. 2016;311(2):F278-F290. doi:10.1152/ajprenal.004
19.2015

56. Chen WW, Sun HJ, Zhang F, Zhou YB, Xiong XQ, Wang JJ
et al. Salusin-f in paraventricular nucleus increases blood pressure
and sympathetic outflow via vasopressin in hypertensive rats.
Cardiovasc Res. 2013;98(3):344-351. doi:10.1093/cvr/cvt031

57. Maliszewska-Scislo M, Chen H, Augustyniak RA, Seth D,
Rossi NF. Subfornical organ differentially modulates baroreflex
function in normotensive and two-kidney, one-clip hypertensive
rats. Am J Physiol Regul Integr Comp Physiol. 2008;295(3): R 741—
R 750. doi:10.1152/ajpregu.00157.2008

58.Maneesai P, Bunbupha S, Kukongviriyapan U, SenggunpraiL,
Kukongviriyapan V, Prachaney P et al. Effect of asiatic acid
on the Ang II-AT R-NADPH oxidase-NF-«xB pathway in
renovascularhypertensive rats. Naunyn Schmiedebergs Arch
Pharmacol. 2017;390(10):1073—1083. doi:10.1007/s00210-017-
1408-x

345



59. Najafipour H, Vakili A, Shahouzehi B, Soltani Hekmat A,
Masoomi Y, Yeganeh Hajahmadi M et al. Investigation of
changes in apelin receptor mRNA and protein expression in the
myocardium and aorta of rats with two-kidney, one-clip (2K1C)
Goldblatt hypertension. J Physiol Biochem. 2015;71(2):165-175.
doi:10.1007/s13105-015-0394-z

60. Xue H, Zhou S, Xiao L, Guo Q, Liu S, Wu Y. Hydrogen
sulfide improves the endothelial dysfunction in renovascular
hypertensive rats. Physiol Res. 2015;64(5):663-672.

61. Zhang Y, Yu XJ, Chen WS, Gao HL, Liu KL, Shi XL et al.
Exercise training attenuates renovascular hypertension partly via
RAS- ROS-glutamate pathway in the hypothalamic paraventricular
nucleus. Sci Rep. 2016;6:37467. doi:10.1038/srep37467

62. Zhu X, Zhou Z, Zhang Q, Cai W, Zhou Y, Sun H
et al. Vaccarin administration ameliorates hypertension and
cardiovascular remodeling in renovascular hypertensive rats. J Cell
Biochem. 2018;119(1):926-937. doi:10.1002/jcb.26258

63. Gul R, Park JH, Kim SY, Jang KY, Chae JK, Ko JK et
al. Inhibition of ADP-ribosyl cyclase attenuates angiotensin II-
induced cardiac hypertrophy. Cardiovasc Res. 2009;81(3):582-591.
doi:10.1093/cvr/cvn232

64. Kava L, Rossi NF, Mattingly R, Yingst DR. Increased
expression of Na, K-ATPase and a selective increase in
phosphorylation at Ser-11 in the cortex of the 2-kidney, 1-clip
hypertensive rat. Am J Hypertens. 2012;25(4):487-491. doi:10.
1038/ajh.2011.247

65. Gao S, Park BM, Cha SA, Bae UJ, Park BH, Park WH
et al. Oxidative stress increases the risk of pancreatic 3 cell damage
in chronic renal hypertensive rats. Physiol Rep. 2016;4(16):pii:
¢12900. doi:10.14814/phy2.12900

66. Botros FT, Schwartzman ML, Stier CT, Goodman Al,
Abraham NG. Increase in heme oxygenase-1 levels ameliorates
renovascular hypertension. Kidney Int. 2005;68(6):2745-2755.

67. Othman HK, Almas M, Mahmud R. Effects of potassium
and magnesium on some hemodynamic and renal function
related parameters in 2klc hypertensive rats. IOSR J Pharmacy.
2012;2(6):33-42.

68. An MR, Chung YJ, Kang DG, Nam SC, Lee J. Augmented
expression of cardiac atrial natriuretic peptide system in hypertensive
rats. J Korean Med Sci. 1999;14(5):497-501.

69. Oh YB, Gao S, Shah A, Kim JH, Park WH, Kim SH.
Endogenous angiotensin II suppresses stretch-induced ANP
secretion via AT 1 receptor pathway. Peptides. 2011;32(2):374-381.
doi:10.1016/j.peptides.2010.10.031

70. Gouvea SA, Tiradentes RV, Santuzzi CH, Mengal V, Futuro
Neto Hde A, Silva NF et al. Role of renal nerves in the treatment
of renovascular hypertensive rats with L-arginine. Int ] Hypertens.
2014;2014:735627. doi:10.1155/2014/735627

71. Pasqui¢ JL, Jover B, du Cailar G, Mimran A. Sodium but
not chloride ion modulates left ventricular hypertrophy in two-
kidney, one clip hypertension. J Hypertens. 1994;12(9):1013-1018.

72. Lopes NR, Milanez MIO, Martins BS, Veiga AC, Ferre-
ira GR, Gomes GN et al. Afferent innervation of the ischemic kidney
contributes to renal dysfunction in renovascular hypertensive rats.
Pflugers Arch. 2020;472(3):325-334. doi:10.1007/s00424-019-
02346-4

73. Shimoura CG, Lincevicius GS, Nishi EE, Girardi AC,
Simon KA, Bergamaschi CT et al. Increased dietary salt changes
baroreceptor sensitivity and intrarenal renin-angiotensin system in
Goldblatt hypertension. Am J Hypertens. 2017;30(1):28-36.

74. Zhang HY, Li HQ, Lu MW. Effects of dietary K on blood
pressure, prostaglandin, and kallikrein in renovascular hypertensive
rats. Zhongguo Yao Li Xue Bao. 1989;10(5):418-421.

75. Oliveira-Sales EB, Maquigussa E, Semedo P, Pereira LG,
Ferreira VM, Camara NO et al. Mesenchymal stem cells (MSC)
prevented the progression of renovascular hypertension, improved

346

Mertaanamus / Meta-analysis

renal function and architecture. PLoS One. 2013;8(11):¢78464.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0078464

76. Theilig F, Debiec H, Nafz B, Ronco P, Niising R, Sey-
berth HW et al. Renal cortical regulation of COX-1 and functionally
related products in early renovascular hypertension (rat). Am J
Physiol Renal Physiol. 2006;291(5):F987-F994.

77. Bahner U, Geiger H, Palkovits M, Ganten D, Klotz B,
Heidland A. Changes in the central ANF-system of renovascular
hypertensive rats. Kidney Int. 1991;39(1):33-38.

78. Nishi EE, Bergamaschi CT, Oliveira-Sales EB, Simon KA,
Campos RR. Losartan reduces oxidative stress within the rostral
ventrolateral medulla of rats with renovascular hypertension. Am J
Hypertens. 2013;26(7):858—-865. doi:10.1093/ajh/hpt037

79. de Oliveira-Sales EB, Nishi EE, Boim MA, Dolnikoff MS,
Bergamaschi CT, Campos RR. Upregulation of AT1R and iNOS
in the rostral ventrolateral medulla (RVLM) is essential for the
sympathetic hyperactivity and hypertension in the 2K-1C Wistar
rat model. Am J Hypertens. 2010;23(7):708-715. doi:10.1038/
ajh.2010.64

80. Britto RR, Santos RA, Fagundes-Moura CR, Khosla MC,
Campagnole-Santos MJ. Role of angiotensin-(1-7) in the
modulation of the baroreflex in renovascular hypertensive rats.
Hypertension. 1997;30(3Pt2):549-556.

81. Carvalho-Galvao A, Gadelha DDA, de Brito Alves JL,
Khan BA, Castro-Gomez RJH, Cruz JC et al. A newly isolated
carboxymethyl-glucan (CM-G) restores depressed baroreflex
sensitivity in renovascular hypertensive rats. Front Physiol.
2018;9:607.

82. Cunha TM, Lima WG, Silva ME, Souza Santos RA,
Campagnole-Santos MJ, Alzamora AC. The nonpeptide ANG-(1—
7) mimic AVE (0991 attenuates cardiac remodeling and improves
baroreflex sensitivity in renovascular hypertensive rats. Life Sci.
2013;92(4-5):266-275. doi:10.1016/1.15.2012.12.008

83. Edmunds ME, Russell GI, Burton PR, Swales JD.
Baroreceptor-heart rate reflex function before and after surgical
reversal of two-kidney, one-clip hypertension in the rat. Circ Res.
1990;66(6):1673—1680.

84. Dargie HJ, Franklin SS, Reid JL. Central and peripheral
noradrenaline in the two kidney model of renovascular hypertension
in the rat. Br J Pharmacol. 1977;61(2):213-215.

85. Katholi RE, Whitlow PL, Winternitz SR, Oparil S.
Importance of the renal nerves in established two-kidney, one clip
Goldblatt hypertension. Hypertension. 1982;4(3Pt 2):166—174.

86.QiJ, YuXJ, FuLY, Liu KL, Gao TT, TuJW et al. Exercise
training attenuates hypertension through TLR 4/MyD 88/NF-xB
signaling in the hypothalamic paraventricular nucleus. Front
Neurosci. 2019;13:1138. doi:10.3389/tnins.2019.01138

87. Ishiy CSRA, Ormanji MS, Maquigussa E, Ribeiro RS,
da Silva Novaes A, Boim MA. Comparison of the effects of
mesenchymal stem cells with their extracellular vesicles on the
treatment of kidney damage induced by chronic renal artery stenosis.
Stem Cells Int. 2020;2020:8814574. doi:10.1155/2020/8814574

88. Zhang Q, Tan YY, Liu XH, Yao FR, Cao DY.
Electroacupuncture improves baroreflex and y-aminobutyric
acid type B receptor-mediated responses in the nucleus tractus
solitarii of hypertensive rats. Neural Plast. 2018;2018:8919347.
doi:10.1155/2018/8919347

89. Martinez-Maldonado M. Pathophysiology of renovascular
hypertension. Hypertension. 1991;17(5):707-719.

90. Polson JW, Dampney RA, Boscan P, Pickering AE,
Paton JF. Differential baroreflex control of sympathetic drive by
angiotensin II in the nucleus tractus solitarii. Am J Physiol Regul
Integr Comp Physiol. 2007;293(5):1954-1960.

91. Kurdi M, Booz GW. New take on the role of angiotensin 11
in cardiac hypertrophy and fibrosis. Hypertension. 2011;57(6):1034—
1038. doi:10.1161/HYPERTENSIONAHA.111.172700



Meraananus / Meta-analysis

92. Garcia-Espinosa MA, Shaltout HA, Gallagher PE, Cha-
ppell MC, Diz DI. In vivo expression of angiotensin-(1-7) lowers
blood pressure and improves baroreflex function in transgenic
(mRen2)27 rats. J Cardiovasc Pharmacol. 2012;60(2):150-157.

93. Kyssmenko H. B., Kusizea A. A., T'onoBkun A. C., Kpy-
TUKOB A. H., Mumanun A. U., IlaBnos I'. C. u np. K ananusy
BO3MOKHBIX MEXaHH3MOB Pa3BHTHUsI YHUIIATEPalbHOIl Basope-
HaJbHOH runepreH3nu. Poccuiicknii puznomornyeckuii xxyp-
Hait. 2017;103(12):1377-1394. [Kuzmenko NV, Knyazeva AA,
Golovkin AS, Krutikov AN, Mishanin Al, Pavlov GS et al.
To the analysis of a possible mechanisms of unilateral vasorenal
hypertension development. Russian Journal of Physiology.
2017;103(12):1377-1394. In Russian].

94. Nandwani A, Kher V. Renovascular hypertension.
Hypertens J. 2016;2(2):86-95. doi:10.5005/jp-journals-10043-0037

95. Oliveira-Sales EB, Toward MA, Campos RR, Paton JF.
Revealing the role of the autonomic nervous system in the
development and maintenance of Goldblatt hypertension in rats.
Auton Neurosci. 2014;183(100):23-29.

96. Liu DT, Birchall I, Kincaid-Smith P, Whitworth JA. Effect
of dietary sodium chloride on the development of renal glomerular
and vascular lesions in hypertensive rats. Clin Exp Pharmacol
Physiol. 1993;20(12):763-772. doi:10.1111/j.1440-1681.1993.
tb03014.x

97. Jackson CA, Navar LG. Arterial pressure and renal function
in two-kidney, one clip Goldblatt hypertensive rats maintained on
a high-salt intake. ] Hypertens. 1986;4(2):215-221.

98. Lee J, Kim JK, Choi KC, Gill WS. High salt intake
attenuates the development of hypertension in two-kidney, one-
clip Goldblatt rats. Proc Soc Exp Biol Med. 1991;197(2):181-185.

99. Osborn JW, Fink GD. Region-specific changes in
sympathetic nerve activity in angiotensin Il-salt hypertension in
the rat. Exp Physiol. 2010;95(1):61-68.

100. Rossi NF, Pajewski R, Chen H, Littrup PJ, Maliszewska-
Scislo M. Hemodynamic and neural responses to renal denervation
of the nerve to the clipped kidney by cryoablation in two-kidney,
one-clip hypertensive rats. Am J Physiol Regul Integr Comp Physiol.
2016;310(2): R197-R 208. doi:10.1152/ajpregu.00331.2015

101. Konpanu A.O. B3aumonencTBie Mexay cUMIaTH4ue-
CKOI HEpBHOM CHCTEMOIl M PEeHUH-aHTMOTEH3MHOBOI CHCTEMOIA.
Posib B TMOBBIMICHUH apTEpPHANBHOTO AaBJICHHS. ApTepHaibHast
runeprensus. 2012;18(6):577-583. [Konradi AO. Interrelation
between sympathetic and renin-angiotensin systems: Role in arterial
hypertension. Arterial’naya Gipertenziya = Arterial Hypertension.
2012;18(6):577-583. In Russian].

102. Leipaus B. A., Ky3emenxko H. B., [Tnuce M. T, Py6ano-
Ba H. C. BazopenanbHas aprepuanbHas TUIIEPTEH3USI B YCIOBHIX
JIeHepBaluu nouek. AprepuaibHas runeprensus. 2015;21(6):552—
558. [Tsyrlin VF, Kuzmenko NV, Pliss MG, Rubanova NS.
Renovascular hypertension in kidney denervation. Arterial’ naya
Gipertenziya = Arterial Hypertension. 2015;2(6):552-558.
doi:10.18705/1607-419X-2015-21-6-552-558. In Russian].

103. Foss JD, Fiege J, Shimizu Y, Collister JP, Mayerhofer T,
Wood L et al. Role of afferent and efferent renal nerves in the
development of Angll-salt hypertension in rats. Physiol Rep.
2018;6(3):¢13602. doi:10.14814/phy2.13602

104. Katayama IA, Pereira RC, Dopona EP, Shimizu MH,
Furukawa LN, Oliveira IB et al. High-salt intake induces
cardiomyocyte hypertrophy in rats in response to local angiotensin
II type 1 receptor activation. J Nutr. 2014;144(10):1571-1578.
do0i:10.3945/jn.114.192054

105. Morishita R, Higaki J, Miyazaki M, Ogihara T. Possible
role of the vascular renin-angiotensin system in hypertension and
vascular hypertrophy. Hypertension. 1992;19(2Suppl):1162-1167.

106. Ling Q, Guo ZG, Su Z, Guo X. Regression of cardiac
hypertrophy and myosin isoenzyme patterns by losartan and

captopril in renovascular hypertensive rats. Zhongguo Yao Li Xue
Bao. 1994;15(3):206-210.

107. Wang YX, Gavras I, Wierzba T, Gavras H. Comparison
of systemic and regional hemodynamic effects of a diuretic, an
angiotensin II receptor antagonist, and an angiotensin-converting
enzyme inhibitor in conscious renovascular hypertensive rats. J Lab
Clin Med. 1992;119(3):267-272.

108. Ceron CS, Castro MM, Rizzi E, Montenegro MF, Fontana V,
Salgado MC et al. Spironolactone and hydrochlorothiazide exert
antioxidant effects and reduce vascular matrix metalloproteinase-2
activity and expression in a model of renovascular hypertension.
Br J Pharmacol. 2010;160(1):77-87. doi:10.1111/j.1476-
5381.2010.00678.x

109. Kopecky RT, Thomas FD, McAfee JG. Furosemide
augments the effects of captopril on nuclear studies in renovascular
stenosis. Hypertension. 1987;10(2):181-188.

HNndpopmanus 06 aBTopax

Kysbpmenko Haranus BiagumupoBaa— kananaar Ononoruye-
CKHX HayK, CTApIINI HAyYHbI COTPYIHUK OT/E/a SKCIIEPUMCHTAIb-
HO# ¢pm3uonoruu u Gpapmaxosiorun PI'BY « HMULL um. B. A. An-
MazoBa» Munzapasa Poccun, ORCID: 0000-0001-6027-7325,
e-mail: nat.kuzmencko2011@yandex.ru;

Upipnun Butanuii AnekcanapoBud — JJOKTOP MEAULIMHCKUX
HayK, [JIABHBII HAYYHBIA COTPYAHUK OT/IENA IKCIICPUMECHTAILHON
¢usuonoruu u papmakonorun I'BY «t HMULL um. B. A. Anmaszo-
Ba» Munzapasa Poccun, ORCID: 0000-0002—7767—-8560, e-mail:
tsyrlinva@mail.ru;

ITuce Muxann ['eHHeBUY — KaHIUIAT MEAUIMHCKUAX HAYK,
3aBEAYIOIINIT OTICIIOM SKCIICPUMCHTAIBHOM (Qu3ronoruu u dap-
makosnorun ®I'bY «<HMULL um. B. A. AnmazoBa» MuHn3npasa
Poccun, ORCID: 0000-0002—-1515-1616, e-mail: pliss@niiekf.ru.

Author information

Natalia V. Kuzmenko, Candidate of Biological Sciences,
Senior Researcher, Department of Experimental Physiology and
Pharmacology, Almazov National Medical Research Centre,
ORCID: 0000-0001-6027-7325, e-mail: nat.kuzmencko2011@
yandex.ru;

Vitaliy A. Tsyrlin, MD, PhD, DSc, Professor, Chief Researcher,
Department of Experimental Physiology and Pharmacology,
Almazov National Medical Research Centre, ORCID: 0000-0002—
7767-8560, e-mail: tsyrlinva@mail.ru;

Mikhail G. Pliss, PhD, Head, Department of Experimental
Physiology and Pharmacology, Almazov National Medical Research
Centre, ORCID: 0000-0002—-1515-1616, e-mail: pliss@niiekf.ru.

347



