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Clinical course peculiarities of varicose disease were studied in the patients with the lower limbs
deep veins valves insufficiency. 1320 patients were included in the research. According to the data of the
US scanning and retrograde phlebography the patients were divided into two groups: the 1st group included
524 patients with the affection of only the superficial veins; the 2nd group included 796 patients with the
valvular insufficiency of the deep veins.

The comparison of the main clinical manifestations of varicose disease of the lower limbs has
revealed that the deep veins involvement in the pathologic process leads to unfavorable case course. In
the case of the deep vein valves incompetence most patients have manifestation of chronic venous
insufficiency and trophic disturbances are developing more frequently and rapidly than in the patients
with only superficial veins involvement. The revealed tendency permits to recommend more intensive
medical tactics in patients having deep veins valvular incompetence.
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