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Pe3siome

AKTyanbHocTb. HeoagbloBaHTHaA Tepanua (HT) agnaet-
CA CTaHAAPTHbIM METOAOM fleyeHUA NaunmeHToB C MecT-
HOPaCNpPOCTPaHEHHbIM PAKOM MKLLEBOAA, MO3BOAAIOWUM
YMEHbLUNTb pa3Mepbl ONYXONn 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, CTaAUN
T n N. BoamorkHocTtu M3T-KT 1 3Hpo-Y3W B onpeaeneHnn
OCTaTOYHOWN OMYXONEeBOWN TKaHU B CTPYKTYPE CTEHKM Nu-
WweBoAa Ha GoHe NOCTYUYEBbIX M3MEHEHWNI OrPaHUYEHbI.
[lnAa onpepeneHnAa coBpeMeHHbIX ANarHOCTUYeCKMX BO3-
MOXXHOCTE MarHUTHO-Pe30HaHCHON Tomorpadum (MPT)
B OLeHKe 3PpPEeKTUBHOCTU HEOAABIOBAHTHOIO NleYeHmA
TpebyloTca NpocnekTMBHble uccneposaHus. Llenb mc-
cnepoBaHMA: onpegeneHne Bo3moxHocTern MPT B ouen-
Ke 30eKTMBHOCTU HEOa4blOBAHTHOIO NeYeHna MecT-
HOpPACNPOCTPaHEHHOro paka nuwesoda. Matepuanbi
n metopbl. [lpoBefeHo obcnefoBaHve 72 nauuMeHTOB
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C ANarHo3om «pak nuwesoga» — 49 (68%) My>KUnH n 23
(329%) »)eHwwuH. CpefHM BO3pacT NaLMeHTOB COCTaBM
63,4+12,2 rona. Bcem nauneHTtam soinonHanace MPT c no-
cnegyloLen rmcTonornyeckon seprudmrkaLmen amarHosa.
Cmamucmuka. Ctatuctuyeckaa obpaboTka KaTeropu-
anbHbIX JaHHbIX Oblia NPoBeAeHa C NCMOoJb30BaHNEM Me-
TOAMK: TaBANLIbl YAaCTOT, TabNMLbl CONPAKEHHOCTK, KpUTE-
puA XU-KBagpar unm TouHoro Kputepua Quiwepa (B cnyyae
Manoro uucna Bblbopku). CTaTUCTMUYECKN 3HAUYUMbBIMM
NPU3HaBannCb pasnnuuna npu 3HadeHunax p<0,05. Pesynb-
TaTbl. [10 NONyYeHHbIM AaHHbIM 00LLasA YyBCTBUTENIBHOCTb
metoda MPT npwn conoctaBneHum ¢ pesynbTaTaMu rmcro-
NIOTMYECKOro NccnefoBaHnAa B onpeneneHnn BblpaXeH-
HOCTU nmaToMopdo3a coctaBmna 59,1%, obwaa cneyu-
drUHOCTb — 93,5%, TouHOCTb — 80,7%. 3aKnoueHune.
Ncnonb3oBaHue MmynbTunapameTnyeckoro npotokona



MPT npopgemMOHCTMpOBano JOCTaTOYHO BbICOKYIO Aua-
FHOCTMYECKYH0 3GPEKTMBHOCTL B OLIEHKE OTBETA OMYXO/N
Ha HeoaabloBaHTHOeE NeveHue. [lanbHenwve nccnegoBa-
HWA NO JaHHOW Teme NO3BONAT ONTMMM3MPOBATb NHANBU-
ZyanbHbIi nofxop B BbIOOpe TaKTUKWN BejeHNA NaLMeHTOB
N YNYULWWTb Ka4eCTBO UX XKU3HW.

KnioueBble cnoBa: pak nvweBoja, HeoaabloBaHTHasA Te-
panua, MPT, perpecc onyxonu

Summary

Background. Neoadjuvant therapy (NT) is a standard
treatment method for patients with locally advanced
esophageal cancer, which allows to reduce the size of the
tumor, and, accordingly, stages T and N. The possibilities
of PET-CT and endo-ultrasound in determining the re-
sidual tumor tissue in the structure of the esophageal
wall against the background of post-radiation changes
are limited. Prospective studies are required to determine
the modern diagnostic capabilities of MRI in assessing the
effectiveness of neoadjuvant treatment. The purpose
of the study. To determine the possibilities of MRI in
evaluating the effectiveness of neoadjuvant treatment
of locally advanced esophageal cancer. Materials and

BBepeHmne

HeoagbtoBaHTHaa Tepanua (HT) aBnAeTca ctaHgapT-
HbIM METOZOM JleUeH A NaLNeHTOB C MeCTHOPaCcnpPoCTpa-
HEHHbIM PaKOM MULEBOAA, NO3BOMAKWMM YMEHbLINTD
pa3mMepbl ONyxonn 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, cTaguun T n N, uTo
JenaeTt BO3MOXKHbIM NPOBEeAEHNE paguKanbHONM onepa-
unn 1 ynyywaert Bbixunsaemoctb [1]. OTeeT Ha HT Bapua-
6eneH 1 cyrybo nHausuayanet [2]. OTcyTCcTBUE peakuymm
Ha HT accoummpyeTca c XyaLwmm nporHo3om [3], B nepsyto
ouepeb CBA3aHHbIM C HEBO3MOXHOCTbIO ONEPATMBHOIO
nevenus [1]. Hanbonee BaxeH NHAUBMAYaNbHbIA Noabop
ONTMMAaNbHOWN CXeMbl leYeHMA ANA Kaxkgoro nauyeHTa. Cy-
LLeCTBYIOT CNOXKHOCTY OLleHKM oTBeTa Ha HT: KnuHnyecku
OTBET 3a4acTyto OCTAETCA HeonpeeneHHbIM 1 C1labo Kop-
penupyeT C BblXXUBaeMocCTbio [4]. B KnuHnyeckom npakTum-
Ke NPUHATO OPNEHTMPOBATLCA Ha YMEHbLUEeHMe pa3MepoB
006pa30BaHuA, OfHaAKO AaHHbIN NMOKa3aTeslb INLb KOCBEH-
HO OTparkaeT OCTaTOYHYIO OMyXONeBYIO TKaHb 13-3a HanNu-
ynA yuyacTKoB GpMOPO3a UNn Hekpo3sa. Kpome Toro, Ha BOC-
NPON3BOANMOCTb OLIEHKM pa3mepoB ONyxonu NuLLeBoaa
MOXET BAINATb Ha/IMumMe UHBA3UKN COCEAHMX CTPYKTYP U 13-
MeHeHune obbema obpa3oBaHusa Bo Bpema HT.

B 60nblUMHCTBE MCCeaoBaHNn ANA OLEHKW OTBeTa
Ha HT ncnonb3yeTtca NO3UTPOHHO-3MNCCMOHHaA TOMOrpa-
¢dus c propaesokcurnokoson (OAr), ogHaKo pesynbTathl
3a4acTyto npoTmsopeumssbl [2, 5-7]. MocTnyyeBblie n3me-
HEeHUA B CTeHKe MKLLieBOAa He NO3BOJIAIT JOCTOBEPHO UC-

methods. 72 patients diagnosed with esophageal cancer
were examined. The average age of the patients was
63.4112.2 years, 49 (68%) of the patients were male, 23
(32%) were female. All patients (72 people) underwent
MRI followed by histological verification of the diagno-
sis. Statistics. Statistical processing of categorical data
was carried out using the following methods: frequency
tables, conjugacy tables, CHI-square criterion or Fisher’s
exact criterion (in the case of a small sample number).
The differences were considered statistically signifi-
cant at values of p <0.05. Results. According to the data
obtained, the overall sensitivity of the MRl method when
compared with the results of histological examination in
determining the severity of pathomorphosis was 59.1%,
the general specificity was 93.5%, and the accuracy was
80.7%. Conclusion. The use of the multiparametric MRI
protocol demonstrated a sufficiently high diagnostic
efficiency in assessing the tumor response to neoadjuvant
treatment. Further research on this topic will optimize the
individual approach in choosing patients’ management
tactics and improve the quality of their lives.

Keywords: esophageal cancer, neoadjuvant therapy,
MRI, tumor regression

KNIOYNTb OCTaTOUHYIO TKaHb onyxonu [8-14]. bonee Toro,
okono 20-25% kapunHom nuwesofa n 40% KapuvHom
Xenygka He anatotca OM-aktmeHbiMuK [15, 16], nosTo-
My oLleHKa MeTabonnyeckoro oTeeTa Npu 3TUX ONyXOonsax
HEeBO3MOXHa [16]. JHOOCKONMYECKOe YNbTpa3ByKOBOe
nccnefoBaHne NoKasbiBaeT BbICOKYIO TOUHOCTb Npu nep-
BVMYHOM CTafIpOBaHUN racTod3odareanbHOro paka, ofg-
HaKo OMbIT oLeHKM oTBeTa Ha HT noka3an 6onee HU3KKe
3HauveHusa (27-78%) [13, 17, 18].

CreneHb perpeccum onyxonu (tumour regression
grade, TRG) — 3710 nNATMGaNNbHaA CMCTEMA OLEHKM, OC-
HOBaHHaA Ha MPOLEHTHOM COOTHOLUEHUMN OCTATOYHOW
onyxoneBol TKaHM K ¢pubpo3y/HeKkpo3y, koTopas 3ape-
KOMeHJO0BasNa cebsA Kak MPOrHOCTUYECKUI MapKep AJis
naLneHToB C MeCTHOPACMPOCTPaHEHHbIM PAaKOM MKLLEBO-
ga [19] n npamon knwku [20, 21]. N nosTomy onpepgene-
HWe oNTMManbHON METOAMKN OLeHKM OTBETa Ha JieyeHne
ABNAETCA BaXKHOW 3ajiauen.

Lilenb nccnegoBanmnsa

OnpepeneHne Bo3MmoxkHocTelh MPT B oueHKe a¢pdek-
TUBHOCTU HEOAAbIOBAHTHOIO JIEYEHUA MECTHOPACNpPO-
CTPaHEeHHOTro paka NuLieBoga.

MaTepmanbl n metToabl ncaieaoBaHnA

MpoBegeHo obcnegoBaHme 72 NaLMEHTOB C AMarHo-
30M «PaK NULLEBOAAY, MPOXOAUBLLVX NleUYeHNE B KITMHUKE
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HMWU oHkonorum nm. H.H. MetpoBa, — 49 (68%) My>XuuH
1 23 (32%) xeHwmH. CpeaHWIA BO3pacT NauneHTOB COCTa-
BUN 63,4+12,2 ropa.

Bcem naumenTam BbinonHanacb MPT go v nocne npo-
BefleHNA HeoaAblOBAaHTHOWN Tepanuu, ¢ nocnegyowmnm
OnepaTUBHbLIM JIEUEHVEM U TUCTOSNIONMYECKON BepUdpUKa-
umen.

MeTtopguka BbinonHeHua MP-tomorpadun

NccnepoBaHmA BbINOAHANUCL Ha annapaTtax Magne-
tom Aera (Siemens Medical Systems, l'epmaHua) n Signa
Excite HD (General Electric Healthcare, CLLA) c nHaykunein
MarHuTHoro nons 1,5 Tn. MeTtoanka BbINOJIHEHMA U TeX-
HUYecKne xapaktepuctnku MP-nccnegosaHuma nuwesoga
noApobHO NpepAcTaBneHbl B cTatbe [22].

[na oueHKN NOCTHeOoaAblOBATHbIX WM3MEHEHUI B
CTPYKType onyxonu Hanbonee mHbopmaTUBHbI GbinK
cnepyioLne nocnefoBaTenbHOCTU:

« BblCOKOpa3pewatowas T2-BU (T2_tra_high_reso-
lution, TonwwuHa cpesa 3,0 mm), obecneunBatolas
HaunyJlee MArkOTKaHHOE pa3pelleHme;

o anddy3moHHO-B3BelLEHHble n3obpaxkeHus (DWI
¢ b-value: 50, 400, 800) c nocTpoeHnem KapTbl And-
dy3mm (ACD), nomoratowein gudbdepeHumpoBaTb
NOCTNYy4YeBOW OTeK OT OCTaTOYHOW OMyXONeBoun
TKaHu;

» T1-BU ¢ guHaMmnyecknm KOHTPACTHbIM yCUneHnem
(T1 WI Dixon — DCE: mask, arterial,venous,delay-
ed) ana oueHKM XxapaKkTepa HaKOMIeHNs1 KOHTpacT-
HOro npenapara.

Ona natomopdonornyeckomn oLeHKN oTBeTa OMnyxo-

nn Ha npegonepaunoHHyto XJ1T ncnonb3oBanacb Knac-
cndukauus, npeanoxkeHHasa A. Mandard u coasrt. (1994)

Hyuesan ANarHoCTuKa, ¢yHquouaanaﬂ ANarHoCcTuka

n O. Dworak un coaBT. (1997). CTeneHb perpeccuu onyxo-
nmn (TRG) KonnuecTBEHHO OLeHMBanach B NATW CTEMNEHAX:
TRG 1 (nonHaA perpeccusa) nokasbiBana OTCyTCTBME OMy-
XOJIEBOW TKaHW, 3ameLlleHne ee pnbposom; TRG 2 xapakTe-
pu30Banacb HanMumem eUHNYHbIX OCTaTOUHbIX PAKOBbIX
KIeTOK, paccesiHHbIX no ¢ubpo3y; TRG 3 xapaktepuso-
Banacb yBeNMYeHneM KONMyecTBa OCTaTOUHbIX PAKOBbIX
KINeToK, HO ¢ubpo3 no-npexHemy npeobnagan; TRG 4
MokKasblBasa, YTo OCTaTOUHbIV paK NpeobnagaeT Hapg du-
6po3HoI TKaHbio; TRG 5 xapakTepu3oBanacb OTCYyTCTBUEM
perpeccusHbIX usmeHeHun. [Ina oueHkn perpecca Ha MPT
ncrnonb3oBanacb MmoandULMPOBaHHasA CCTEMA OLIEHKU
Mandarda, npencraBneHHas B Tabnuue.

[na pnocToBepHOW OUEHKW Tepanuu NpPoBOAMIOCH
cpaBHeHue gaHHbix MPT nocne nposegeHua HT ¢ nep-
BUYHbIM MP-nccnegosaHuem (puc. 1).

CraTncTunka

[na onncaHmA pasHbIX 3HaYEHW KaTeropuanbHbIX
JAHHbIX UCMONb30BaNMCb abCONMOTHbBIE YAaCTOTbl U MPO-
LiEHTbI OT 0bLLero Konnyectea HabnogeHnin. O6paboTka
KaTeropuanbHbIX JaHHbIX NPOBeAeHa C UCMOJIb30BaHNEM
Tabnuny YyacToT, TabnmL CONPAXEHHOCTH, KpUTEPUA X2 UK
TOuHoro Kputepua Quiepa (B csiyyae manoro ymcna Ha-
6niogeHniA). A KONMYeCTBEHHbIX JaHHbIX BbINOAHANACH
npoBepKa Ha HOPManbHOCTb C NOMOLLbIO Kputepua Kon-
moropoBa-CMrpHoBa. KonnuecTBeHHble faHHble ONUChI-
Ba/INCb Yepes cpefHee 3HauYeHne U CTaHJapPTHOE OTKII0-
HeHue, nnun 95% nosepuTenbHbIM MHTEpBanom (4N 95%),
a TakXe Mpu nomowy meguaHbl n 25 n 75 KeapTtunen.
Bce pacuetbl BbinosiHeHbl B nporpamme SAS Visual Statis-
tics v.9.4. CTaTUCTMYECKMN 3HAUYMMBbIMUN Pa3NNYnA NpuU3Ha-
Banucb npwu p <0,05.

Tabauua

OueHKa oTBeTa OnyXxosn Ha OCHOoBe MarHMTHO-pEBOHaHCHOﬁ 'romorpa<|>m/|

Cragus (TRG) MP-xapakTepucTuku

mrTRGI — nonHbIi 0TBET

Y4acToK M3MEHEHHOr0 CUrHana npeacTaBneH runouHTEeHCMBHOM no T2-BU ombpo3HOIi TKaHbto 6e3 NpU3HaKoB
pecTpuKLmMmM Andhdy3ni 1 y4acTKOB PaHHEr0 HAKOMIEHNS KOHTPACTHOrO Npenapara

mrTRG-Il — BbIpaXKeHHbINA

30Ha U3MEHEHHOr0 CUrHana B CTEHKE NWLLEBOAA NpeACcTaBneHa runoMHTeHCUBHON no T2-BU dnbposHoi
0TBET TKaHbIO C BbILLeonUCaHHbIMIU MP-xapakTepucTukami ¢ Hanmyuem B CTPYKTYpe Y4acTKOB U30-TUNepuHTeH-
CUBHbIX N0 T2-BI, a Takxe y4acTKOB PeCTPUKLMN AMY3Un 1 Y4aCTKOB PAHHEr0 HAKOMIIEHWUS KOHTPACTHOIO
npenapara, 3aHumaromx menee 20% obbema

mrTRGIII — ymepeHHbiIii

30Ha U3MEHEHHOr0 CUrHana B CTEHKE NULLEeBoAa NpeAcTaBneHa runouMHTeHcUBHON no T2-BU cnbposHom
0TBET TKaHbHO C BbiLeoNncaHHbIMU MP-XxapakTepucTMkamu ¢ Hanu4yuem B CTPYKTYPe Y4aCTKOB rMNepUHTEHCUBHbIX
no T2-BI, a Takxxe y4acTKOB pecTpukLmmn anddy3nm 1 y4acTKOB paHHEro HakomnaeHUs KOHTPACTHOro npenapa-
Ta, 3aHumatowux ot 20 go 50% obbema

mrTRGIV — MUHMMAanbHBbIi

wue meHee 50% obbema

30Ha M3MEHEHHOr0 CUrHana B CTPYKTYpe CTEHKW MULLEBOAA NpefiCcTaBeHa OnyX0NeBoii TKaHbio, Ha (hoHe
0TBET KOTOPOW ONpeaenstoTCs rmnonHTEHCKUBHbIE N0 T2-BU yyacTkn 663 npu3Hakos pecTpukumum no ADC, 3aHumato-

mrTRGV — oTCyTCTBYHOLWMIA | Y4aCTOK M3MEHEHHOrO CUrHana B CTPYKTYPe CTEHKW MULLEBOAA NPELCTABMEH MNePUHTEHCUBHON
oTBeT no T2-BW TkaHbt0 ¢ XapakTepHbIMI A5 ONYXO0NeBOI TKaHN N3MEHEHUAMU, C MUHUMANIbHO BbIPOXEHHBIMU
UAN NONHOCTbIO OTCYTCTBYHOWMMK N0 T2-BI BKNtoYeHMAMN
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Puc. 1. MaumeHT 46 net. Pak cpeaHerpyaHoro otaena nuwesoda, T4bN3MO, cragmus HIC (AJCC TNM 7). CoctosHue nocne kypca OJ1T, kypca
nonuxummotepanun no cxeme PF. pTRG 1. VccnenoBaHns BbINONHEHbI ¢ UHTEPBANoOM 2 u 4 Mec: a, I, x — T2-B/ B akcuanbHoit npoekuumn
110 1 NOCNe He0aAbBAHTHON Tepanunm AEMOHCTPUPYIOT CTPYKTYPHO M3MEHEHHYIO ONYX0NeBoi MHUAbTPALMEN CTEHKY; @2 — 10 NPOBEAEHHOI
Tepanun onyxoneBas TKaHb UMEeT N30-runepuHTeHcuBHbIN MP-curtan Ha T2-BU; g, x — nocne npoBefgHHOro NeveHns yepes 2 u 4 Mec cooT-
BETCTBEHHO OTMEYAtOTCH YMEHbLLEHWE TOMWMHBI CTEHKU, NOABNEHNE B CTPYKTYPE OMyX0NeBON TKaHU (hmbpo3a (rMnoMHTEHCUBHbIA MP-curHan
Ha T2-BW); 6, 4, 3 — nudppy3HO-B3BELLIEHHAsA NOCNea0BaTenbHOCTb (DWI); 6 — nepBuyHas onyxonb MMeeT NoBbILWeHHbIA MP-curian; g — nocne
MPOBEAEHHOr0 NEYEHNS BbISBASETCA PErPecC MHTEHCUBHOCTW CUrHaNa, 3 — MOMHbIA OTBET HA Nie4eHne, OTCYTCTBUE MOBbIeHns MP-curHana;
B, €, " —ANHAMNYECKOE KOHTPACTHOE YCUNEHWE, MHTEHCUBHOE HAKOMJIEHWe NapaMerHeTika onyxosbio 4o fe4eHus (8), CNaboUHTEHCUBHOE AMC-
KPETHOE HaKOoMeH1e napamarHeTka CTeHKON NuLLeBoA Noce NPoBeEeHHOro fieyeHns (e, #). CTpenkn yKasbliBarT MECTOMOMOXKEHIUE 0MyX0nu
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Puc. 1. OkoH4arne. NMauueHT 46 net. Pak cpefHerpyaHoro otaena nu-
wesopa, T4bN3MO, cragus l1IC (AJCC TNM 7). CocTosiHWe noche Kyp-
ca [J1T, kypca nonuxumuotepanun no cxeme PF. pTRG 1. Wccnego-
BAHWA BbINOSIHEHbI C UHTEPBANIOM 2 U 4 MEeC: K — TUCTONOrMYeCKMiA
MWUKpONpenapar, NoJiHbIii OTBET: ONyX0NieBble KNETKW OTCYTCTBYIOT,
(pn6po3HbIN pybeL, pacnpoCTPaHAETCs Yepes BCHO CTEHKY NULLEBOA.
[ncTonornyeckmii matepuan: o4ar nHeBMoUGp03a C BKIHYEHUAMN
KPYMNHbIX KNETOK C KPYNHbIMU SapaMu

Pe3synbTaTbl U nx 06cyxpeHne

Mo nonyyeHHbIM JaHHbIM CpefHAA YYBCTBUTENbHOCTb
meTtofa MPT npu conoctaBneHnn ¢ pesynbTaTaMmu rucro-
NOrNYeCcKoro nccneqoBaHnA B onpefeneHnm BblpaXkeH-
HocTM naTomopdo3a coctaBuna 59,1%, cpeaHan cneun-
dunuHoCTb — 93,5%, TouHoCTb — 80,7%. PacnpepeneHue
MONyYeHHbIX 3HaYEHWU YyBCTBUTENbHOCTY 1 cneuunduny-
HOCTV NPU CONOCTaBEHUM C pe3ynbTaTamu rMcTosnormye-
cKon BepudrKaumm npescTaBneHo Ha puc. 2.

Ha puc. 2 npogemMoHCTpUpoOBaHO, YTO B Cjlyyae nos-
Horo otBeTa (MrTRG1) Ha NpoBeAeHHOe neyeHne YyB-
cTButenbHocTb MPT coctaBuna 54%, TouHOCTb — 78%,

100%

nyuesaﬂ ANarHoCTuKa, ¢YHKI.|MOHaJ'IbHaiI AVarHoCcTMkKa

AnA BblpakeHHoro oteeTa (MrTRG2) — 14 n 81% cooTBeT-
CTBEHHO, ANnA ymepeHHoro oteeta (MrTRG3) — 63 1 81%
COOTBETCTBEHHO, NPY MUHMMaNbHOM oTBeTe (MrTRG4) —
85 1 85% COOTBETCTBEHHO, NpU OTCYTCTBUN dddeKTa
Ha neyenme (MrTRG5) — 100 1 97% cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

O6c¢cyxaeHune pe3ynbTaToB

B HacToAwee BpemsA pacTeT NHTepeC K OnpefeneHunto
ponu MPT B oueHKe OoTBeTa ONyX0fn Ha HEOAAbIOBAHTHOE
neyeHue. B nutepaType BCTPeUanTCA MHOrOUYUCTIEHHbIE
NCCenoBaHNs, NOCBALLEHHbIE JaHHOW npobneme npu
onyxonax APYrux nokanusauunn, KoTopble MoKasblBa-
10T BbICOKME AnarHoctuyeckmne Bo3moxxHoctn MPT. Tak,
B nccnepoBaHum S. Nahas n coasT. (2019) uyBcTBUTENb-
HOCTb meToga MPT B onpegeneHnn oTBETa Ha neyeHue
onyxonen NPAMON KULWKK cocTaBuna 67,2%, a cneyu-
¢dunyHoCcTb — 51,6% [23]. B paboTe B. Gui 1 coaBT. (2016)
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb MeToAa MPT B oueHKe 3G dEKTUBHOCTY
HeoaablOBaHTHOM Tepanun paka LWeNKN MaTKn COCTaBu-
na 69%, a cneundunyHoctb — 71% [24]. OgHako, Hecmo-
TPA Ha To, utTo MPT 3apekomeHpoBana ceba Kak LieHHbIN
ANarHOCTUYECKUI WMHCTPYMEHT B OHKOAWArHOCTUKE,
B InTepaType BCTPeYanTCcA NULLb efnHNYHbIe PaboThl,
nocBsALeHHble onpegeneHuto ponu MPT B oLeHKe oTBeTa
Ha nevyeHue paka nuwesoga. Mo gaHHbIM S.E. Vollenbrock
n coagT. [25], o6was uyscTBUTENbHOCTL MPT (T2-BW, po-
nonHeHHble [1BM) B 06Hapy»eHnM 0CTaTOUYHOWN OMnyxonu
BapbupoBanacb oT 90 fo 97%, a cneundUYHOCTb — OT 42
[0 50%. B HacToALWeM nccnenoBaHMmM obpallaeT Ha cebs
BHUMaHMe 6onee H13KasA YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb (59,1%), B TO
BpeMA Kak cneundruUHOCTb OCTUIAET BbICOKNX 3HAYEHNI
(93,5%). Ha Haw B3rnAg, 3To CBA3aHO C YaCTbIM 3aHWXKe-
HUEM CTEeNneHn perpecca Onyxonu C 3aBbllIeHMEM CTa-
ann TRG1-2 go TRG 3-4 npu conocTaBneHnmn ¢ JaHHbIMA
rMCTONOTMYECKOrO UCCNefOBaHNA: 30HbI GUOpPO3a Xyxe

100% g7% 97%
85% 85% 85%

81%

n=35 2 (n=7

YyscTButenbHocTb M CneundmyHOCTb

88% 639
o
78% 81%
63%
54%
14%
1(n=39) ) 3 (n=8)

5 (n=3)

4 (n=13)

To4HOCTb

Puc. 2. inarpamma pacnpeaeneHns nosy4eHHbIX 3Ha4eHNiA YyBCTBUTENBHOCTH, CNELMAIMYHOCTI M TOYHOCTM MeToga MPT B onpeaeneHun oTeeta
OMyX0Sn Ha NpoBeAeHHble HT npu conocTaBfieHnn ¢ pesynbTatamu r1cTonormyeckoii Bepudukaumu. NMosicHeHns B TeKcTe
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anddepeHunpoBanicb Ha doHe NOCTNYYEBOro oTeka
1 04aroB HeKpo3a. MoMumo 3Toro, obpalLaeT Ha cebs BHU-
MaHMe BblCOKasA TOYHOCTb MeToa 80,7% npu conoctasne-
HUm ¢ gaHHbiMu MCKT 1 3Hgo-Y3W, TOUHOCTb KOTOpPbIX CO-
cTaBuna ot 51 go 75% n 27-78% cootBeTcTBeHHO [13, 18].

CTONT OTMETUTb, YTO B HaCTOALWEM MCCeAOBaHUM
ANA OLEeHKM OTBEeTa OMNyXoNnn Ha nevyeHne NPoBOAMNach
BM3yasibHasA UHTepnpeTaunsa Mop¢ponornyeckux msme-
HeHul Ha T2-BU (B TOM umncne C BbICOKUM pa3pelueHun-
€M), [OMOJTHEHHbIX faHHbIMK B/ ¢ nocTpoeHmem KapT
anodoysnm n T1-BU ¢ guHamMnyeckmm KOHTPaCTHbIM yCu-
neHuem. B npegblaywnx nccnenoBaHmAxX oueHKa 3ayva-
CTYI0 OCHOBbIBANACb UCKMIOUYNTENBHO Ha AaHHbIX Konnye-
cTBeHHon 1BV — yBennueHne 3HaueHnn namepaemoro
KoabouumeHTa gnddysnn Ha n3obpaxkeHUax Ao 1 nocne
NpoBefeHHOro fieYeHna pacLeHnBanoch Kak Npeankrop
otBeTa [25]. Kpome Toro, ysennuyeHune ADC-3HaueHuUn
B CPaBHEHUWN C NCXOAHbIMY MOCAe NPOBEeAEHHOro neve-
HUA, MO MHEHNIO aBTOPOB, ABNAETCA NPOrHOCTUYECKIM
nokasaTenem nosiHoro oteeTa onyxonu (pTRG1) [26]. Oa-
HaKo pe3ynbTaTbl OTOOPA NALMEHTOB AJ1A ONEPATUBHOMO
NnleyeHus TONIbKO Ha OCHOBaHUM KonuuecTBeHHon [BU
MOKa3anu HU3KYI0 ANarHoCTuyeckyto 3¢ peKTnBHOCTb [24,
26]. B Hawem nccnenoBaHUM BU3yanbHas OLEHKa CTeneHu
TRG ¢ ncnonb3oBaHMeM MynbTUNAPaMETPUYECKOrO MPo-
TOKOJIa NPOAEMOHCTPMPOBAsia BbICOKYIO YyBCTBUTESb-
HOCTb B BblAIBIEHUN OCTaTOUYHOW OMNYyXONW.

MNoasogaa ntor, cnegyeT OTMETUTD, UTO B CBA3U C HELO-
CTaTOYHO BbICOKUMU ANArHOCTUYECKMMM NOKa3aTensamuy,
pAap nccnepgoBartenen npegnonaratoT, Yto mMrTRG He mo-
»KeT pacCMaTpPUBaTbCA KaK TOUHbIN NnpeankTop pTRG [27].
Mo Halwemy MHEeHMIO, 3TO OOYCNOBIEHO 3HAYUTESIbHBIM
BPEMEHHbIM MHTEPBAIOM MeXay KOHTponbHbiM MPT no-
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