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3A ®EHOMEHA “HEPA3IMNO3HATO OCHOBHO 3ABOJIABAHE” — HAKOU AHAIU-
TUYHW BEJNEXKU
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Pestome: C Hacmosawomo u3cnedsaHe yenum 0a ymoyHUM akmyanHama Yecmoma Ha Hepasno3Hamume OCHO8HU 306011518a-
Husi (HO3), HeliHama cmpykmypa 8 OuHaMuKka U no OMHOWEHUE Ha Op2aHHama JloKanu3ayuss u xapakmepa Ha namosioauyHuUs
npouec. 3a 8-200uwer nepuod e uscnedeaHa meduyuHckama dokymeHmauus Ha 726 aymoncupaHu > 1-200uwHa gb3pacm. llosny-
yeHUMe pe3ynmamu ca nodNoXeHU Ha 0eCKpUNMuUBEH aHau3 ¢ nomowima Ha komniombspHama npoepama SPSS 11.0. 3a cma-
mucmuyecku 00cmogepHU ce npuexa cmolHocmu Ha P < 0.05. HO3 ycmarossisame npu 15,01%, a npu 84,98% peaucmpupame
cbenadeHue Ha ocHogHomo 3abonsgaHe (CO3). CpedHama eb3pacm npu crydaume cbe CO3 e 60,08 200., a npu crydaume ¢
HO3 - 60,95 200. B 2pynama cvc CO3 omHocumenHusim 0sn1 Ha XeHume e no-manbk (35,33%) om mo3u Ha mbxeme (64,67%). B
2pynama ¢ HO3 omHocumenHusam 05 Ha xeHume (37,61%) cbwio e no-mambk om mo3u Ha Mbxeme (62,39%). Hali-yecmo ocma-
gam Hepasno3Hamu 3rokayecmeeHume mymopu (32,1%), 3abonsisaHusma Ha cbpdeyHo-cb0ogama (23,85%), OuxamenHama
(16,51%) u xpaHocmunamenHama (10,09%) cucmema. AHanusupalku nonydeHume pesynmamu, ombensiseame guduma meHOeH-
yus 3a yeenuyasaHe Yyecmomama Ha HO3, Kosimo ACHO uyU om 8b3X00AWUS Xapakmep Ha fuHeapHus mpeHd. Pesynmamume
nokasgam, ye epemMemo Ha NPecmos 8 cmauyuoHapa He okassea ernusHue 8bpxy omHocumenHus 0an Ha HO3. Hanuue e meHOeH-
yus 3a yeenuyagaHe yecmomama Ha HO3 npe3 uzcrnedgaHus nepuod.

Kmoyoeu dymu: HepaanosHamu 3/0KkayecmeeHU mymopu, HepasnosHamu 3abonsisaHusi Ha ChpOeyHo-cbAogama, duxameri-
Hama, XpaHocMunamernHama cucmema

Adpec 3a kopecnoHdeHyus: [-p Bun. Jokos, Kamedpa no cb0ebHa meduyuHa u Oeormonoaus, MY, yn. ,MapuH [pu+os”
Ne 55, 9002 BapHa, e-mail: Dokov@seznam.cz

Summary: The purpose of this study was to clarify the actual prevalence of unrecognized primary disease (UPD), its structure
in dynamics and by organic localization and character of the pathological process. Over an 8-year-long period, we studied the
medical records of 726 autopsied patients aged 1 year and above. The obtained results were processed by descriptive analysis
using the SPSS 11.0 computer program. Values of P < 0.05 were accepted as statistically significant. UPD was found out in 15.01%,
whereas coincidence in primary disease (CPD) was registered in 84.98%. The average age of CPD cases was 60.08 years, and of
the UPD cases 60.95 years. In the group of CPD, the relative share of females was smaller (35.33%) than that of males (64.67%);
similarly, in the group of UPD, the relative share of females was 37.61%, which is less than that of males (62.39%). The diseases
most often remaining unrecognized were: malignant tumors (32.11%), cardiovascular diseases (23.85%), respiratory (16.51%), and
gastrointestinal diseases (10.09%). Analyzing the obtained results, we noticed a visible tendency towards increase in the UPD
prevalence, which is indicated clearly by the upward character of the linear trend. The obtained results show that the duration of
hospitalization did not affect the relative share of UPD. It is concluded that there is a tendency towards increase of UPD prevalence
for the period under study.

Key words: unrecognized malignant tumors, unrecognized cardiovascular, respiratory, and gastrointestinal diseases

Adress for correspondence: W. Dokov MD, Department of General and Clinical Pathology, Forensic Medicine and Deonto-
logy, Medical University, 55 Marin Drinov str., Bg — 9002 Varna, e-mail: Dokov@seznam.cz



54 B. [okoe u Bun. [Jokos. 3a heHoMeHa ,Hepasno3HaTto ocHOBHO 3abonsiBaHe” ...

yBOA

HecbBnageHneTo Mexay KrvHU4Hata M narto-
MopdponornyHaTa guarHosa (HO3) no oTHoweHue
Ha OCHOBHOTO 3abonsiBaHe € (heHOMEH, KOWTO BO-
On 0o peauua MopanHo-eTUYHMU, NpaBHU, OEOHTO-
NOTNYHKW, OPraHn3auMoHHM U brMHaHCcoBKM Npobre-
mu. MNpaBunHaTta nHTepnpeTtaumsa u aHanus Ha HO3
ca npeanocTaBka KakTo 3a KonuyecTBeHaTta, Taka u
3a KayecTBeHaTa OLeHKa Ha AWarHOCTUYHWUS Mpo-
Lec BbB BCAKO OOMHMYHO 3aBedeHue [2, 4, 6, 7, 8,
9,11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 19]. B cbBpemeHHaTa nuTtepa-
Typa Mma Marnko [aHHW, UHTeprnpeTupailum nocra-
BEHUTE NpobremMu, KOETO HU Hakapa ga npeanpue-
MEM HacCTOSLLOTO U3cneaBaHe.

LEN

C HacToAWOTO n3cneaBaHe LenMm ga yTouyHuM
akTyanHaTta vectota Ha HOS3, HelHaTa CTpykTypa B
OVHaMKKa M MO OTHOLUEHWE Ha OpraHHaTa fokanu-
3aUuMsa 1 XxapakTepa Ha NaTonorMyHUs NpoLec.

MATEPWAN N METOOU

3a 8-roguweH nepuog (1998-2005 r.) e u3c-
nefBaHa MeguuMHCKaTa [OKYMeHTauus Ha 726
aytoncupaHu Ha un Hag 1-roguwHa Bb3pacT B Ka-
Tegpata no obwa un KNuHW4YHa natonorusa — Bap-
Ha. [poyyeHun ca pasnpegeneHneTo Ha cryvyauTe
no nors, Bb3pacT, NokanusaumsaTa Ha HepasnosHa-
TOTO OCHOBHO 3abonsiBaHe, CpeOHUAT MpecTon B
bonHuuaTa. NonyyeHnte pesyntatn ca nognoxe-
HW Ha OECKPUNTMBEH aHanu3 ¢ NoMoLLTa Ha KOM-
noTbpHata nporpama SPSS 11.0. 3a cratuctu-
YecKn OOCTOBEPHU Ce Mpuexa CTOMHOCTU Ha P <
0.05. JluHeapeH TpeHa narpaguxme no metoga Ha
Han-marnkuTe Ksagpartu.

PE3YNTATU

Ot 726 aytoncupaHu HecbBrageHue Mmexay
KNMMHMYHaTa M MopdonornyHaTa guarHosa ycraHo-

CbBnageHue
85%

BBLNrAPCKM MEAULIMHCKM XXYPHAT, 2, 2008, Ne 1

BsBame npu 109 (15,01 + 2,6%), a npu 617 (84,98
1 2,6%) peructpupame cbBnageHue (cwur. 1).

CpegHaTa Bb3pacT B rpynata MovvMHanm CbC
cbBrnageHve e 60,08 £ 1,0 rog. (SD = 16,87) (B
uHTepsan ot 1 go 90 roa.), a npu cnyyante ¢ HO3
€ Hes3HauyuTenHo no-eucoka — 60,95 + 5,36 rog.,
(SD = 16,97) (B vHTepBan ot 3 go 90 roa.) npu
HecurHudukaHTHa pasnuka (t = 0,49; P > 0,05).

3HaunTenHa e pasnukata B CbOTHOLLIEHNETO Ha
nonosete. B rpynata cbC cbBnageHue (n = 617)
OTHOCUTENHUAT Aan Ha xeHuTe (n = 218, 35,33 +
3,77%) e no-manbKk OT TO3n Ha MbXeTe (n = 399,
64,67 + 3,77%) npu CTaTUCTMYECKN [OCTOBEPHA
pasnuka (t = 7,28; P < 0,001). B rpynata ¢ HOS3 (n
= 109) OTHOCUTENHUAT OAN Ha XeHute (n = 41,
37,61 £ 9,09%) e no-manbk OT TO3N HA MBbXeTe (n
= 68, 62,39 + 9,09%) npwu cTaTUCTUYeCKn OOCTO-
BepHa paanuka (t = 2,58; P < 0,001).

MHTepec npeacraensiea nokanusauusita Ha
HOS no cuctemu (dur. 2).

Ot gnarpamaTta ce Bwxga, Ye Han-4yecTo ocTa-
BaT Hepasno3HaTW TakmBa COLUMANHO3HAYNMW HO-
30J10MMYHY €OMHULM KaTO 3110KaYyeCTBEHNTE TyMOpH
— 32,11 £ 8,76% (n = 35), 3abonaBaHudATa Ha Cbp-
peyvHo-cbgoarta — 23,85 + 8,00% (n = 26), guxa-
TenHata — 16,51 + 6,97% (n = 18), n xpaHocmuna-
TenHarta, 10,09 £ 5,65% (n = 11) cuctema. OTHO-
CUTENHO MOo-psAKo ocTaBaT Hepasno3HaTu MHAEK-
unosHute 6onectn — 3,67 + 3,53% (n = 4), cencu-
cbT — 3,67 = 3,53% (n = 4), n TyGepkynosata —
2,75 £ 2,52% (n = 3). Ennsogn4Ho B rpynaTa ¢
HOS3 ce cpelwlat HepBHO-NCUXMYHUTE 3abonsiBaHMs
1,83 £ 2,51% (n = 2), 3abonsABaHnsiTa Ha OMOPHO-
asuratenHusa anapat — 1,83 £ 2,51% (n = 2), n Ha
otgenutenHata cuctema — 1,83 £ 2,51% (n = 2).
EavHnyHm ca cnyvaute ¢ BpogeHuTe 3abonsiBaHus
n mandopmauuute — 0,92 £ 1,79% (n = 1), n mo-
3byHOCbhoBaTta bomnect — 0,92 £ 1,79% (n = 1).
TpeBoXHM pe3dynTaTy ce HabnogasaT Npu aHanmaa
Ha cnyyaute ¢ HOS3, pasnpegeneHu no rogvHu

(cpwr. 3).

HecbBnageHue
15%

Que. 1. OmHocumeneH 0sJ1 Ha HecbenadeHUsima 1o omMHouWweHuUe Ha OCHO8HOMo 3aboJsisieaHe
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MosbyHocbaoBa 6onect

BpogeHu 3abonsisaHns n mandgopmawmm
3abonsBaHWs Ha oTAenuTenHarta cuctema
3abonsBaHVsi Ha ONOPHO-ABUraTENHUA anapat
HepBHo-ncuxuyHn 3abonssaHus

Ty6epkynosa

Cencwuc

WHdbekumosHn 6onectu

3abonsBaHvs Ha XxpaHocMunaTenHaTa cuctema
BabonsBaHus Ha guxaTenHarta cuctema
3abonsBaHvs Ha CbpAeYHO-CboBaTa cuctema

3rioka4ecTBEHN TyMopU

due. 2. PaznpedenieHue Ha 6posi Ha Hepa3no3Hamume OCHO8HU 3a6osisieaHUs!
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Que. 3. PaznpedeneHue Ha ciiydaume ¢ HO3 no 2o0uHu u nuHeapHusim um mpeHOd (J1T)

AHanuauparky nonyyYyeHuTe pesyntatu, oThe-
ns3BaMe BMAMMA TEHOEHUMS 3a yBernv4aBaHe 4ec-
ToTaTa Ha HOS3 npes3 uscneasaHuna nepuon. 3a aa
obeKTMBM3MpamMe Tasn TEHOEHUUS, MPUNOXNXME
MeToda Ha HaW-marnkuTe KBagpaTu U CbCTaBUXME
nuHeapeH Tpend. OT rpadmkata SCHO NNYKN Bb3XO-
OSLWNAT XapakTep Ha fnvHeapHUs TpeHA Ha Hepas-
nosHaTuTe OCHOBHM 3abonsaBaHus.

BonHuTe c pasno3HaTo OCHOBHO 3abonsisaHe
ca nponexanu cpegHo 7,65 £ 2,74 gHu, a Te3n C
HO3 - 6,35 + 5,89 gHu, Npu cTaTUCTUYECKN HEeOOC-
ToBepHa pasnuka (t = 0,56; P > 0,05).

MonyyeHnnTe pesyntatu nokaseaT, Ye BpemMeTo
Ha MpecTos B CTauuoHapa He oOkasBa BrMsiHWE
BbpXy oTHOcUTENHMs gsan Ha HO3.

OBCBbXOAHE

Cnopeg ronsim 063op, 6a3vpaH Ha nyGnvkaumm
B MEDLINE, B aHrnoesnyHaTta nutepatypa 3a ne-
puoga 1966-2002 r. cpegHuAT, NPOLEHT Ha HECHB-
nageHne mexay KnMHu4HaTa u natoaHaToMu4yHaTa
awnarHosa e 23.5% (npw 3HaunTeneH amnasoH — 4.1-
49.8%) [14]. JaHHUTE ca uOEHTMYHM C u3cnesa-
HeTo, npoBegeHo oT The Royal College of Patho-
logists of Australasia Autopsy Working Party [17] —
23.5%, n ca 6nuskn go pesynTtatute, yCTaHOBEHU
oT peavua uacnegosatenn — 19% [16], 20% [9],
19.6% [18], 19% [15].

B octaHanute nutepaTtypHM WM3TOYHULMU Te3n
OaHHW Bapupat OT MHOIO HUCKU CTOMHOCTU — 5.89%
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[1], 6.87% [3], npe3 cpeaHn — 14.8% [5], 8o 3HaA4u-
TenHn — 37.22% [11], 43.3% [10].

Mpn ToBa MONOXeHMEe KOHCTaTUPaHWUAT OT Hac
npoueHT Ha HecbBrnageHue (15,01 + 2,6%) moxem
[a OTHEeCeM KbM CpefHUTE CTOMHOCTU NpU CPaBHS-
BaHe C JaHHWTe OT nuTepaTypara.

Mo OTHOLWIEHNE Ha BUCOKWUS MPOLIEHT HeCcbBNa-
AeHVe Npu 3rnokavyecTBeHUTE TYMOPWU HaluTe AaH-
HK ca 6nm3kn ao cpegHuTe [9].

HapactBawmar tpeHg Ha HO3 e B cboTBETCT-
BME C M3BOAMTE Ha peguua aBTopu, CNoped KOUTO
AnarHocTUYHaTa TOYHOCT Ha MPUYUMHUTE 33 CMbPT-
Ta He ce yBenu4yaBa BbMNPEKN MOAEepHU3aLmsaTa Ha
MeauumHckmTe TexHonorum [1, 10].

HaweTo mn3cnegpaHe gokasa, Ye BpemeTo Ha
NpecTos B CTauuoHapa He okasBa BNUSIHUE BbPXY
oTHocutenHna aan Ha HO3. Tean gaHHM ca B He-
CbOTBETCTBME C pe3ynTtatuTe OT W3CMNeLBaHMATA,
crnopen KOWTO MoKasaTenaT 3a CbBMNaAeHMETO Ha
OCHOBHOTO 3abonsiBaHe ce e yBenu4yasasn npornop-
LMoHarnHo Ha npectos B 6onHuuarta, 6e3 aa Hapac-
TBa cneg 28-usa get [10].

n3sogu

1. HepasnosHaTn oOCHOBHM 3abonsiBaHusi ce
Habntogasat npu 15,01% oT ayToncupanuTe cnyyam.

2. Ham-yecto octaBaT Hepasno3HaTu Takuea
COUManHO3Ha4YMMM HO3O0MOMMYHU  eUHULKU  KaTo
3110Ka4YeCTBEHNTE TyMOpU, 3abonsBaHusita Ha Cbp-
AeyHo-cboBaTa 1 guxaTenHaTta cucrema.

3. Hanuue e TeHaeHuus 3a yBenuyasaHe Ha
yecTtoTaTa C Bb3XOAdALl, XapaKTep Ha TpeHaa Ha
HOS3 npes nscnensaHust nepunos.

4. BpeMeTo Ha nNpecTos B CTaumMoHapa He okas-
Ba BNMsIHWE BbPXY OTHOCUTENHMA Aan Ha HO3.
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