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locMepTHble nyyeBblie uccaefo0BaHUS ekt
B MMPOBOM U 0Te4eCTBEHHOM 3/1paBOOXpPaHEeHUM:

aHanus3 nutepaTtypbl U MHEHUA POCCUUCKUX

cneLuanmcToB

A.U. Werones, Y.H. TymaHoBa

HaumoHanbHbIi MeAUUMHCKWIA UCCNe0BaTeNbCKUIA LIEHTP aKyLLEPCTBa, TMHEKONIOTM U NIEPUHATONOTMK MeHN akanemuka B.W. Kynakosa,
MockBa, Poccuiickas Qepepaums

AHHOTALMA

HecMoTps Ha ocobylo 3HaUMMOCTb BCKPLITUIA TeN yMepLUMX 00IbHBIX C LIeSIbio ONpefenieHus MpUUnHbl CMepT U 3D dEKTMB-
HOCTW NPOBEAEHHOTO SIEYEHNS, BO BCEX CTPaHaX 0TMEYaeTCs NPOrpeccupyloLLee CHUKeEHWe UX KonnyecTBa. OfHOBpeMeHHO
C 3TMM HabnloAaeTcs aKTMBHOE BHEAPEHME MOCMEpPTHBIX Jly4eBblX UCCNEAOBaHUI ANS aHanu3a Ten yMepLumx W norubLumx
NaLM1eHTOB.

MpeAcTaBneH aHanu3 AaHHbIX IUTepaTypbl, 0600LAKLWMX Pe3yNbTaTbl aHKETUPOBAHUNA MHOCTPAHHBIX CMELMAUCTOB, a TaK-
K& MHEHWI POCCUACKMX CMELManucToB 0 BO3MOXKHOCTAX W 0CODEHHOCTSX MPOBEAEHWS MOCMEPTHbIX JlyYeBbIX UCCNeoBa-
HWI TNaBHbIM 00pa3oM HOBOPOXAEHHBIX W MnafeHuUeB. OTMeYeHO, YTO NMOCMEpPTHbIE JlyyeBble UCCNEA0BaHUS NPOBOAATCA
KaK B paMKax MaTosior0aHaTOMUYeCcKOro BCKPbITUS, TaK U CyAebHO-MeANLMHCKON 3KCnepTu3bl. B cnyyasx HacunbCTBEHHOM
CMepTM Yallle NPOBOAMNM MOCMEPTHYI0 KOMMbIOTEPHY0 ToMorpaduio, Npu cMepTu OT Bone3He — NOCMEPTHYH0 MarHUTHO-
pe3oHaHcHyto Tomorpaduio. bonee yacTo Mcnonb3oBanock 0BLLEKNMHUYECKOe 060pyL0BaHME, HAXOAALLEECS B KIIMHUYECKUX
OTAENEHMSX Jly4eBOW AMArHOCTUKM, YeM 00OpyLOBaHME, PacnonoXeHHoe B MOpre, MaTooroaHaTOMUYECKOM OTAENeHUM
WM CynedHO-MeAULMHCKOM YUYpEXAeHUN. AHanM3 pe3ynbTaToB MOCMEPTHbIX JIy4eBbIX UCCNeL0BaHUA B DOJbLUMHCTBE Ha-
bntofieHUIA NPOBOAMAM BpPauM-PEHTIEHONOM, HAMHOIO PEXE UMEN MECTO COBMECTHBIN aHanW3 PEHTTEHOMI0ra M NaTonoroaHa-
ToMa. [MopuépkuBaeTcs, uto B Poccuiickoit Defepaumm nocMepTHbIE NIydeBble UCCeA0BaHNUA HOCAT B OCHOBHOM eMHUYHBIN
XapaKTep. B T0 e BpeMs, N0 MHEHWUIO POCCUACKUX UCCNef0BaTeNen, B HacTosLLee BpeMs — BPeMs Pa3BUTUS NepCOHanM-
31POBaHHON MeAMLMHBI, Nly4eBbIX METOAMK U MHDOPMALMOHHBIX TEXHONOTMIA — Ha3pena HeobXoAMMOCTb MCNOJb30BaHNS
MOCMEpTHBIX JTy4eBbIX UCCNeL0BaHUIA AN 06BEKTUBM3ALMM U NOBBILLEHWS TOYHOCTU TPAAMULMOHHBIX ayToncuid. Mpu 3ToM no-
CMepTHbIe NyyeBble UCCNefoBaHWUA, NpeACcTaBnsiome coboi 06bEKTUBHbIE OMepaTop-He3aBUCUMbIE METOAbI UCCe0BaHUSA
TEN NorubLUMX, CrefyeT paccMaTpuBaTh Kak BbiICOKOI((EKTUBHLINA 3Tan NaToforoaHaToMMYeckoro u TeM bonee cynebHo-
MEAMLIMHCKOrO BCKPbITUS.

KnioueBble cnoBa: ayToncus; BUPTONCUS; NOCMEPTHAsA MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHas ToMorpadus; NnocMepTHas KOMMblTepHas
ToMmorpadus; KT; TaHatopaamonorus; 063op.
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Postmortem radiology studies in global
and national healthcare: literature analysis
and perspectives of Russian specialists

Aleksandr |. Shchegolev, Ulyana N. Tumanova

Research Center for Obstetrics, Gynecology and Perinatology, Moscow, Russian Federation

ABSTRACT

Despite the significant importance of autopsies for determining the cause of death and the evaluating the effectiveness of
treatments, there is a progressive decrease in their number across all countries. At the same time, there is an active introduction
of postmortem radiological studies to analyze the bodies of deceased patients.

The article presents literature analysis summarizing the results of surveys from foreign specialists, as well as the opinions of
Russian specialists, regarding the possibilities and features of postmortem radiological studies, mainly focusing on deceased
newborns and infants. It is noted that postmortem radiological studies are carried out as part of both pathoanatomical autopsy
and forensic medical examination. Postmortem computed tomography in cases of violent death and postmortem magnetic
resonance imaging in cases of death from diseases were performed more often. General clinical equipment located in clinical
radiology departments was more frequently used than those located in the mortuary, pathology department, or forensic facility.
The analysis of the results of postmortem radiological examinations was predominantly carried out by radiologists, with a
joint analysis involving a radiologist and a pathologist being less common. It is emphasized that in the Russian Federation,
postmortem radiological studies are mostly of a single nature. According to Russian researchers, in the current era of advancing
personalized medicine, radiation techniques, and information technologies, there arises a need to use postmortem radiological
studies to objectify and improve the accuracy of traditional autopsies. Postmortem radiological studies, which are objective
operator-independent methods of examining the bodies of dead people, should be considered as a highly effective stage of
pathology and, especially, forensic autopsy.

Keywords: autopsy; virtopsy; postmortem computed tomography; postmortem magnetic resonance imaging; thanatoradiology;
review.
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