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AHHOTALMA

06ocHoBaHue. Mo nocnegHUM onybnnKoBaHHbIM AaHHbIM, B 2021 r. B Poccum 3apeructpupoBaHo 40 137 HoBbIX CnyyaeB paka npen-
CTaTeNIbHOM ene3bl, YTO CTABUT ero Ha BTOPOe MECTO CPeM OHKONOTMYECKMX 3aD0NeBaHWIN B MYXCKON NONYNAUMM NOCNE paKa NErKoro.
TakuM 00pasoM, paK npencTaTenibHOM enesbl ABNSETCS OAHUM M3 Haubonee pacnpoCTPaHEHHBIX 3/0KAYeCTBEHHbIX HOBOODPa3oBaHUM
Y MYUMH. B 3TUX ycnoBmsX TOYHOE M CBOEBPEMEHHOE BbISIBNIEHWE paKa NpefcTaTeNlbHoM 3Kenesbl NpuobpeTaeT 0codyto BaXKHOCTb.

Llenb HacTosLLero cucteMaTyeckoro 063opa ¢ MeTaaHanIM30M — OLIEHKA KayecTBa NPOrHOCTUYECKUX MOAENEN, MOCTPOEHHbIX Ans Bbl-
AIBNEHNSA paKa NpeacTaTesIbHON Xenesbl Npu NepBUYHOM 0bpaLLeHuM.

Martepuanbl U MeTogbl. CUCTEMATUYECKUIA NOMUCK NYONMKALWMIA NPOBOAMAM B CMIELMANM3MPOBaHHbIX MOMCKOBLIX CUCTEMaX Hay4HoI MHOp-
Mauum elibrary.ru, PubMed, Google Scholar, Web of Science u ResearchGate ¢ ncnonb3oBaHWeM ycTaHOBNEHHbIX METOA0B B COOTBETCTBUM
¢ npotokonoM PRISMA. [ins aHanu3a otbupanu ctatby, onybsmkoBaHHble B nepuof, ¢ aHBapA 2019 r. no centabpb 2023 r. [lga aBTopa He-
3aBMCUMO OTOMpanM NyONMKaLMK B COOTBETCTBUW C KPUTEPUAMM BKITIOUEHUS U UCKITIOYEHNS.

PesynbTatbl. 3T0T cucTeMaTuyeckuii 0630p ¢ MeTaaHanu3oM BKiYaeT 21 uccnepoBaHue. B oblen CnoHOCTM B HUX y4acTBOBano
3630 nauneHToB, U3 HUX 47% NaUMEHTOB C PaKoM NpeacTaTenbHoi Xenesbl U 53% ¢ fobpokayecTBeHHbIMM 06pa3oBaHMAMM NpeacTa-
TeNbHOM Kenesbl. BospacT nauueHToB B cpefHeM coctaBun 67,1 roga (B ananasoHe ot 36 o 90 net). U3 Bcex uccnenosanui, B 81%
C/y4aeB MCNONb30BaCs NPOTOKON T2-B3BeLLEHHbIX U300paxeHuit, B 57% — Anddy3mMOHHO-B3BELLEHHBIX U300paxeHuil, U B 76% —
n3MepsieMbix Ko3dduumeHToB auddysun. KpoMe Toro, 43% uccneoBaHuin usydanu 0bpasoBaHus B NepexofHoii 3oHe, 33% — B ne-
pudepuyecKoit 3o0He npefcTaTeNibHoOM enesbl. B 52% cnyyaeB aBToOpbl NPOBOAMIM UCCNEAOBaHWE B LIESIOM NO OpraHy, bes pasgene-
HWS! Ha 30HbI. AHanW3 nokasan, Yto Hambonee YacTo UCCAeLOBaTENM MCMONB3YIT CeayloLMe anropuTMbl MalwKMHHOTO 0byyeHmns: MLR
(Multiple Logistic Regression) — 76%, SVM (Support Vector Machine) — 38%, u RF (Random Forest) — 24%. o aaHHbIM npoBei€HHOrO
MeTaaHanm3a oueHkn ROC-AUC B 73 nporHoCTUYECKWX MOZENSAX, ONUCAHHBIX B U3Y4YEHHbIX HaMW NybaMKaumax, ¢ UCNob30BaHUEM METO-
Ja ciydaiiHbIX 3G deKTos, BbINo nonyyeHo utorosoe 3Hadenne ROC-AUC 0,793 (95% Cl; 0,768-0,818), P=86,71%, p <0,001. Mogenu, no-
CTPOEHHble Ha NocneoBaTeNbHOCTAX T2-B3BELLEHHbIX 3006paXKeHni + n3MepseMblx koadouumnentos auddysumn (ROC-AUC 0,860 95%Cl
0,813-0,907), a Takxe Moaenu, NOCTPOEHHbIe Mo NpUHLMNY «benbiii Awmk» (ROC-AUC 0.834 95%Cl 0.806—0.861), okasanucb Hanbonee
TOYHbIMM, N0 CPABHEHUIO C MOCTPOEHHLIMU MO NPUHLMNY «YEpHbINA AwmMK» (ROC-AUC 0,733 95%Cl 0,695-0,771). Mogenu, ucnonb3yioLuue
PaaMOMUYECKME U KIIMHUYECKME NPU3HAKK, Dbl HECKONBKO TOYHEE, YEM NOCTPOEHHbIE UCKIIOYMTENbHO Ha PaLMOMMYECKUX NPU3HAKAX:
ROC-AUC 0,869 (95%Cl 0,844-0,895) npotus 0,779 (95%Cl 0,751-0,807). TouHoCTb Moaesel NPaKTUYECKM He pa3nuyanachb no 30He Uc-
CnefoBaHusA (nepexodHan unu nepudepuyecKas).

3akntouenue. Pe3ynbTaTbl MHOrooOeLLaoLME, HO KIIMHUYECKasA NPUMEHUMOCTb No-NpexHeMy TpebyeT bonee TLaTenbHOM NPOBEPKM CO
CTOPOHbI 3KCMEPTOB B MEAMULIMHCKUX YUPEKAEHUAX W OLEHKN 3D(EKTUBHOCTU B NPOCNEKTUBHBIX MCCELOBaHMUSX.
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Diagnostic accuracy of artificial intelligence
for the screening of prostate cancer in biparametric
magnetic resonance imaging: a systematic review
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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: Based on the latest published data, 40,137 new cases of prostate cancer were reported in Russia in 2021,
ranking second after lung cancer in men.

Thus, prostate cancer is one of the most common malignant neoplasms in men. Accurate and timely detection of prostate
cancer is important under the current conditions.

AIM: This systematic review aimed to assess the quality of prediction models designed to detect prostate cancer during initial
presentation.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: A systematic search was performed in eLibrary.ru, PubMed, Google Scholar, Web of Science, and
ResearchGate for relevant publications indexed from January 2019 to September 2023 in accordance with the PRISMA protocol.
Two authors independently assessed the relevant studies for potential inclusion or exclusion.

RESULTS: This systematic review meta-analysis included 21 studies. In total, data from 3,630 patients were analyzed, of
which 47% had prostate cancer and 53% had benign prostate neoplasms. The mean age of the patients was 67.1 (36-90)
years. In addition, 81% of the studies were based on T2-weighted imaging, 57% on diffusion-weighted imaging, and 76% on
apparent diffusion coefficient. Moreover, 43% and 33% of the studies were dedicated to transition zone and prostate peripheral
zone neoplasms, respectively, and 52% of the authors examined the whole prostate gland, without dividing it into zones. The
most common machine-learning algorithms applied by the investigators were as follows: multiple logistic regression (76%),
support vector machine (38%), and random forest (24%). Based on the meta-analysis performed for the receiver operating
characteristic-area under the curve (ROC-AUC) assessment with random-effect approach in 73 prediction models described
in the publications, the final ROC-AUC was 0.793 [95% Cl 0.768-0.818], /= 86.71%, p <0.001. The most accurate prediction
models were based on the T2-weighted imaging + apparent diffusion coefficients imaging protocol: 0.860 [95% Cl 0.813-
0.907], and models created according to the “white box” principle (0.834 [95% CI 0.806-0.861]) were more accurate than the
“black box” ones (0.733 [95% CI 0.695-0.771]). The models using radiomics and clinical features were slightly more accurate
than those using the radiomics parameters alone (0.869 [95% Cl 0.844—0.895] vs. 0.779 [95% CI 0.751-0.807]). Model accuracy
was nearly identical across transitional and/or peripheral zone studies.

CONCLUSIONS: Artificial intelligence demonstrated promising results. However, the clinical applicability may require more
intensive expert inspection in healthcare institutions and evaluation of efficacy in prospective studies.

Keywords: machine learning; magnetic resonance imaging; prostate gland; prostate neoplasms; diagnostic techniques and
procedures.
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CUCTEMATVHECKME OB30PHI

Ob0CHOBAHUE

B HacTosLLee BpeMs, No AaHHbIM NiuTepatypbl Ha 2020 T,
PacnpoCTPaHEHHOCTL paKa npencTatenibHoi xenesbl (PITH)
B Mupe cocTaBnseT 1 414 259 HoBbIx cnyyaeB B rog u 15,1%
OT BCEX BbISIBIEHHbIX 3/10KQYeCTBEHHbIX HOBOODpa3oBaHWi
cpeam MyxumH [1]. Mo nocnegHUM onybMKOBaHHBIM AaHHBIM
B 2021 r. B Poccum 3apeructpupoBaHo 40 137 HoBbix cnyyaeB
P, 1 B MyCKOI NONyNnsuMM OH 3aHUMaeT BTOPOe MecTo
nocsie paka nerkoro [2].

Takum obpasoM, PITH aensetca ogHMM u3 Hanbonee pac-
MPOCTPaHEHHBIX 3/10KAYeCTBEHHBIX HOBOOOPA30BaHUi y My-
UWH. B 3TuX ycnoBusx ToYHOE U CBOEBPEMEHHOE BbISBIEHME
PIM npuobpetaet ocobyto BaxHoCTb. Peluatowee 3Have-
HWe WUMeeT pa3feneHue NauMeHToB C pasHbiM NPOrHO30M
LNs onpefeneHns cTpaTerum neveHus u noabopa BapuaHToB
aKTUBHOrO HabnoeHus.

B [aHHbIN MOMEHT, COMNAaCHO aKTyamnbHbIM KITMHUYECKUM
PeKOMeHAaLMAM, COBPEMEHHbIE MOAX0b! K NEPBUYHON Ana-
rHocTuke PMXK cTposTca Ha KOMBMHALMM HECKOMbKUX Me-
TOLOB MCCNef0BaHus: GU3MKanbHOro ocMoTpa (manbLeBoe
pekTanbHoe uccneposaHne — [PK), a Takske nabopatopHo-
MHCTPYMEHTANbHBIX MCCNEA0BaHWM, TaKUX KaK YpoBEHb npo-
cTatcneumdmyeckoro aHTureHa (MCA, PSA) u nnotHocTb MCA
(PSAD) B cblBOPOTKE KpOBM, TPaHCPEKTaNbHOE YNbTPa3BYKo-
Boe uccnenosanue (Y3M), komnbtoTepHas ToMorpagms (KT)
W My/bTUMapaMeTpUYecKas MarHUTO-pe3oHaHCHas ToMorpa-
¢ua (MNMPT), a TaKkKe CBeAEHUA 0 CEMEeHOM aHaMHe3e.

TeM He MeHee, HECMOTPSA Ha TaKoW NOAXof K AuarHo-
cTuke PITH, BbisBneHWe faHHOM NaToNorMK OCTAETCA COX-
HOW 3apaven. 310 06YCNOBNEHO HW3KOW YyBCTBUTEJSIbHO-
CTbH0 U CNeuudpUUHOCTBI0 HEKOTOpPLIX MeToAoB. HanpuMep,
y 70-80% naumeHTOB C NoBbIlEHHOM KOHLeHTpauuen MCA
(>4 Hr/mn) Het P [3]. Y3U sBnsieTca 6a30BbIM AnarHocTm-
YECKUM METO/OM, HO MrpaeT OrpaHMuYEHHY0 Pofib B BbiSIB-
nenmn PIMK, nockonbKy ouaroBble NOpa)eHUs BUAHbI JILLb
y HebonbLuoi yacTv naumeHToB (11-35%). Cpeamn HUX nLwb
yacTb (17-57%) BnocneAcTBUM OKa3bIBAETCS OMYXOJbIO.

BHeapeHue ctaHaapTM3mpoBaHHoM wkanbl PI-RADS no-
3B0/mno BeiBecT MNMPT npeacTatensHon xenessl U3 ao-
MOAHUTENBHBIX METOA0B CTAAMPOBaAHUSA B UHCTPYMEHT nep-
BMYHOI [IMarHOCTMKM U aKTMBHOro Habmiogenus. HepasHee
uccnenosaHue BbisBUIO, 4To MNMPT ¢ npuMeHeHueM Pl-
RADS v2.1 nMeeT XOpoLUYK YYBCTBUTENLHOCTb, CreLnpuy-
Hoctb M ROC-AUC 85,2%/72,4%/0,84, 62,9%/85,5%/0,83
1 92,4%/53,6%/0,82 npn KoppeKTupoBke Kateropui PI-RADS
ans nopora PSAD 0,10, 0,15 u 0,20 vr/(MnxMn) ans obHa-
PYXKeHWs KMHUYeckn 3Hauumoro PITH [4]. IMeHHo noaToMy
B HacToswee BpeMa MNMPT 3aHMMaeT inaupytollee MecTo
U ABnseTcA MeToAoM Bbibopa B auarHoctuke PITH. OpHa-
KO, HECMOTpS Ha 3TU [OCTUXEHWS, MEeTOL MO-NpexHeMy
MMeeT pAf, He[OCTaTKOB: BbICOKYK CTOMMOCTb, HECTabumb-
HOe KauyecTBO M300paeHuii, yMepeHHylo cneuuduyHocTb
U BOCNpOM3BOAMMOCTb [9, 6]. [Ina ycTpaHeHWs orpaHuye-
HWI OaHHoro Metopa BMecTo MNMPT ctanum npuMeHATb
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bunapametpuyeckylo MPT (6nMPT), KoTopas copepxut
Takue e nocnefoBaTeNbHOCTU (Kak T2-B3BeLUeHHble
u anbdysnoHHO-B3BELLEHHbIE U300paXeHMS, a TaKKe u3-
MepseMble Koapduumentsl anddysum: T2-BU, ABU u UKL
COOTBETCTBEHHO), HO UCKJIYAET NPOTOKOJT AUHAMMYECKOTO
KoHTpacTtHoro ycunenus (OKY, DCE — Dynamic Contrast
Enhanced), koTopbiit TpebyeT NpoBeA€HWS MHBA3WUBHOTO [i0-
POrocTosLLero BMeLIaTenbCTBa.

[ina vcknoueHns BapnabenbHOCTU MHTepnpeTaLuu pe-
3yNbTaToB MeXAy WUccnefoBaTensMu CTanu UCMosb30BaTh
PagMOMMKY M UCKYCCTBEHHBIA MHTEJINEKT, B YacTHOCTM an-
rOpUTMbI MalLMHHOro obyyenust (MO) [7]. B nocnentue rogpl
Bbino 0MybAMKOBaHO HECKOIBKO CMCTEMATUYECKUX 0630pOoB,
roe 06beKTOM u3yyeHus ctanu pagmomuka 1 MO Ha ocHose
MnMPT n 6nMPT [8-11].

OpaHaKo Bce 3TM UccnesoBaHUA UMeNK Apyrue 3aaaqn, Ta-
KMe KaK OLLeHKa BbISB/EHUS TOMBKO KIIMHWMYECKW 3HAYMMOr0
paKa 1nm pasHble KOMBMHALMK OLIEHKW PavOMUKK Ha OCHOBE
He TonbKo 6nMPT, Ho u MNMPT. PaHee cobpaHHas B cucTeMa-
TUYecKux 063opax MHpOpPMaLMs He COAEPHKUT MeTaaHann3a
Ans noslydeHust 0606LLEHHBIX JaHHbIX N0 NMPOBEAEHHLIM UC-
CefoBaHuAM. TakuM 06pa3oM, BCE BbiLLENEPEUNUCTIEHHOE Ae-
NaeT aKTyasbHbIM NOUCK BO3MOXHOCTEN YBESIMYEHNS TOYHOCTH
6nMPT ans amarHoctukn P n 0606LeHns npoBeaEHHbIX
UCCNe0BaHUiA Ha OCHOBE METaaHanmu3a.

Llenb uccnepoBaHus — oLeHKa KayecTBa NporHoCTuye-
CKMX MOZEenen, MoCTpoeHHbIX ans Boisenenus P npu nep-
BMYHOM 06paLLeHuu.

MATEPWAJIbI U METOTbI

MpoTokon u pernctpaums

lpoTokon cuctemMatmieckoro 063opa He bbin 3aperucTpu-
POBaH HU B 0AHOW Ba3e AaHHbIX A0 Hayana [aHHOro uccne-
L0BaHMS.

Mouck ny6nukauuin n otéop uccnesoBaHuit

Anroput™ noucka npoussefiEH B COOTBETCTBUM C MPO-
TOKONOM ANS cUcTEMATUYecKUX 0630poB M MeTaaHanM3oB
(PRISMA). Mowuck nutepatypbl Obi BLINOMHEH B NATU CReLu-
aNM3MPOBaHHBIX MOMCKOBbLIX CUCTEMAX HayyHON MHbOpMa-
umm: eLibrary.ru, PubMed, Google Scholar, Web of Science
1 ResearchGate. [lns aHanu3a oTbupanu cTatbu, onybmKo-
BaHHble B nepuof ¢ aHBapa 2019 r. no ceHtadbpb 2023 r. Mo-
CNefHUA NOUCK ocyLecTBnsAncs 24 centadbpsa 2023 r.

lomncKoBbIA 3anpoc cocTosN U3 TPEX OCHOBHBIX YacTem.
lNepBas yacTb 6bina nocesweHa Pl 1 Bknoyana aBa Kio-
YeBbIX C/I0Ba: «MpoCTaTa» U «paK npocTaTbl». BTopas yacTb
Bbina nocesLieHa ucnosb3oBaHuio MPT ¢ nomolbio AByx
KNoyeBbIX €noB: «MPT» M «MarHuTHbIM», a TpeTbs 4acTb
Bbina nocssLLeHa pafUoMMKe U UCKYCCTBEHHOMY UHTENTIEKTY
1 BKJIOYana 5 Kio4eBbIX (Ppas: «pafMoMUKa», «MaLUMHHOE
0byueHue», «rnybokoe 0by4eHMe», «UCKYCCTBEHHbIA UHTEN-
neKkT» U «Mogenb». Ctpaterus noucka: #1 AND #2 AND #3.
lMoapobHasa nHdopmauus focTynHa B Tabn. 1.



https://doi.org/10.17816/DD626643

SYSTEMATIC REVIEWS

Vol. 5 (3) 2024

Digital Diagnostics

Tabnuua 1. KnloueBble cnoBa [/ NoUcKa B 3N1EKTPOHHBIX Da3ax AaHHbix: eLibrary, PubMed, Google Scholar, Web of Science 1 Research

Gate

Pycckuii a3bik

AHIIMNCKUMA A3bIK

«npoctata» WA «pak npocTatbi»
«MPT» UJTN «MaruuTHbI»

«pagmnomMuka» N «MalumHHoe obyyenmne» UITW «rnybokoe
0byyenme» UM «uckyccTBenHbIn MHTeNNeKT» U «Mogenb»

«prostate» OR «prostate cancer»
«MRI» OR «magnetic»

«radiomic» OR «machine learning» OR «deep learning» OR
«artificial Intelligence» OR «model»

Kputepuu BrIlOYEHUS/UCKNIOYEHUA

CornacHo nocTaBAEHHOW LienM NOMCKa, B UCCef0BaHue
ObIM BKJTIOYEHbI OPUTMHAMbHBIE CTAaTbi U MOJHBIA TEKCT
Ha PYCCKOM MW aHTMICKOM A3blKax. MoHorpaduu, 0630-
pbl, METaaHaNN3bl, ONMCAHUSA OTAENbHBIX CNY4aeB, MHEHUS
3KCNepToB, UCCNeA0BaHUs, pe3ynbTaThl KOTOpbIX onybau-
KOBaHbl TONbKO B hopMe Te3uCoB, a TaKKe MCCefl0BaHUs
Ha XMBOTHbIX MM UccneAoBaHns 3QheKTUBHOCTH AnarHo-
CTUKM BbINM UCKMIOYeHbl U3 aHanu3a. Kpome Toro, u3 pas-
Aena CKPUHUHra BbIN UCKITIOYEHbI CTaTby, B KOTOPBIX He-
A0CTaTOYHO BHUMaHUS yAeNAN0Ch peann3alny anroputMoB
MO, uccnenosanuio PIK u pesynbtatam MogenmpoBaHus.
CnenyeT NOAYEPKHYTb, YTO KONMYECTBO BKJIIOYEHHBIX B UC-
CNefoBaHWA NALMEHTOB He ABNANOCH /15 Hac onpejensio-
WwuM dakTopom oTtbopa.

Kputepuu Brullo4eHMA: OpuriHanbHas CTaTbsl; Hannuue
MOJIHOrO TEKCTa CTaTbi; CTaTbsl HA PYCCKOM UMW aHITUACKOM
A3bIKe.

Kputepumn uckniouenus: MoHorpadus; ob3op, cucre-
MaTU4YecKuin 0630p UK MeTaaHanu3; Te3nUCbl KOHQEepeHLY;
onMcaHue 0TAEeMbHbIX CIyYaeB; UCCe0BaHNSA Ha XUBOTHBIX;
uccnefoBaHus 3QHEKTUBHOCTU ANArHOCTUKM.

WU3BneyeHne U CUHTE3 AaHHbIX UCCNE0BAHUA

Mpn nepBM4HOM 0TOOpE C WCMONAb30BAHWEM Bbl-
LIeoMnnCaHHbIX MOMCKOBLIX 3amMpocoB ObIO NOy4eHo
836 nybaukaumin. M3BneyéeHHble AaHHble ObiKM cobpaHbl
B 6a3y naHHbIx (Microsoft Excel 365). Hazganua u aHHoTa-
UMM NOTEHLMANbHO NOAXOAALIMX UCCNeA0BaHWUA NpOBepsi-
JCb OBYMA WUCCNeAOoBaTeNsMU Ha NpeaMeT COOTBETCTBUSA
KpUTEPMSM MOMCKA, a pa3Hornacus 06cyaanuck ¢ TpeTbuM
PELIEH3EHTOM NS JOCTUXKEHUA KOHCEHCYCa.

3ateM uccnepoBaTeNiaMKU BbiIM NPOaHaNU3MPOBaHLI
MOJIHble TEKCTbI CTaTel. [l KaXaoro McCnefoBaHus peru-
CTPUPOBANUCh CrefylolwmMe AaHHble: NepBbIii aBTop, rof ny-
DAMKaLWK, KONMYECTBO CNy4YaeB, BO3PAcT, TUM NPOBeAEHHO-
ro aHanMsa, KoNMYecTBO MOJIOKUTENbHBIX U OTPULLATESbHbIX
cnyyaes. bbina cobpaHa nHbopMaums, Kacatowwasncsa pagmo-
MUKW M MeToAa MO, BKIIOYEHHBIX MOCELOBaTENIbHOCTEN
B MPT-uccnepnoBaHue, feTaneit CerMeHTaUuu NopaXKeHui,
3TanoB npefBapuTeNbHOW 00paboTKM AaHHBIX, KOIMYECTBa
M3BJIEYEHHBIX MPWU3HAKOB, Npouecca oTbopa NpM3HAKOB,
MOJENIM NPOrHO3WUPOBaHMA W CTpaTernn npoBepKn. MuHu-
MaNbHbIA pa3Mmep BbIDOPKM NaUMEHTOB B UCCNe0BaHUAX
AN8 BKIKOYEHMSA B CUCTEMATMYECKMIA 0630p He bbin BbIOpaH.

DOl https://doiorg/1017816/DDé26643

Wccneposanue BKTIoYanoch, ecnv bbin cobniofeHs Bee
CrieaytoLme KpUTepuu.

1. Bbin npeacTaBneH aHanus, HanpaBNeHHbIN Ha BbIBIIE-
Hue PIXK B npoTtuBoBec aobpoKavecTBEHHLIM 06pa30BaHMAM,
TaKMM KaK [0DpoKayecTBeHHas runepnniasvs npeacTatesib-
How ene3bl (AMX), onpenensieMas kak 6ann InucoHa (GS)
MeHee 6, NoCTaB/eHHbIM Ha OCHOBE B1oNCKUW UMK MO pe3yb-
TaTaM rMcTonorMm nocne paguKanbHoM MPOCTaTaKTOMUM.

2. beina npepoctaBneHa MHGOPMAUMS O BHITIOYEHHbBIX
nocnepoBatensHocTax B MPT-uccnegosanue; nocneposa-
TenbHocTb [IKY He bbina BK/loYeHa B UTOTOBYIO MOfENb.

3. Bblan npefcTaBneHbl UCNONL30BaHHbIE anroputMel MO
ana sbissneHuns PIK.

4. bbina npepocTaBneHa MH@opMauus 0 naowagu
noa kpusoi ROC (ROC-AUC) u obLieM KonuyecTBe naumeH-
TOB, KOJIMYECTBE MOSIOMKUTENBHBIX U OTPULIATESNbHbIX Pe3sysib-
TaToB, onpeaensieMbix kak PCa (P — 3nokavectBeHHoe
obpa3oBaHue) 1 [obpoKa4ecTBeHHbIe Npouecchl (non-PCa).

Ecnm obpasoBaHue aHanuavpoBanoch OTAENBHO Ha OC-
HoBe MecTonosoxeHus nepexogHoi (TZ — transition zone)
unu nepudepuyeckon 3oHbl (PZ — peripheral zone),
TO B MeTaaHanu3 6binM BKKYEHb! pe3ynbTaTtbl 0benx mo-
Aenen. ViccnepnoBaHus, B KOTOPbIX He uUcnofb3oBanuce MO
WNK cofiepIKanoch HeAOCTAaTOYHO AaHHbIX, He bblnn BKIOYe-
Hbl B MeTaaHanms.

CraTUCTMYECKUIK aHanu3

ToyHOCTb NPOrHO3MpOBaHMsA (NpeAcKkasaHue Hanuuns PIK)
OblNna KOSIMYECTBEHHO oLieHeHa ¢ ucnonb3oBaHueM ROC-AUC
[12]. ns kaporo u3 BKIOYEHHBIX MccnepoBaHuin ROC-AUC
Oblnia nonyyeHa ¢ cooTBETCTBYIOLWMMU 95% [0BEpUTENBHBIMM
untepeanamu (ON). CraHaapTHylo owwmbky (SE — standard
error) ans ROC-AUC paccumtbiBanm Ha ocHoBe GopMyn, Npea-
ctaBneHHblx B Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews
(handbook-5-1.cochrane.org) [13]. Pe3ynbTtathl MeTaaHanmsa
npeacTaBneHsbl B Buae bnoborpamml (forest plot).

3Hauenune F, nonydeHHoe Ha OCHOBaHWM MeToaa Xur-
ruHca—-TomncoHa (Higgins—Thompson), wucnonb3oBanoch
ONA OLEHKU CTAaTUCTMHECKOI reTeporeHHOCTH, Kotopas obe-
CreynBana OLeHKy MpoLeHTa BapuabenbHOCTU BKIIOYEHHBIX
B MeTaaHanm3 uccienosaHuit. 3xadenna F 0-25%, 26-50%,
51-75% u >75% npepncraensioT coboi 04eHb HU3KYHO, HU3-
KYI0, CPELHIOK U BbICOKYI0 reTepOreHHOCTb COOTBETCTBEHHO.
Cratnctuka F onucbiBaeT NPOLIEHT BapuaLmMin Mexay 1ccre-
[0BaHUAMM, 00YCNOBNEHHBIX CKOPEE reTepOreHHOCTbI0, YeM
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cnyyaiiHocTblo [14]. AHanus nogrpynn npoBoAwMACS Npu Ha-
JIM4MM BbICOKOM reTeporeHHOCT!.

Bec Kaxporo uccnefoBaHMs paccuuTbIBaNCA C NOMOLLbIO
MeTofa 0bpaTHOi aMcnepcum, B KOTOPOM BEC, MPUCBOEHHBIN
KaX[OMy WCCNefoBaHuo, BblbupaeTca paBHbIM 0bpaTHoMY
3HaYeHMI0 AMUCrepcUn OLeHKM 3ddeKTa, YTO MUHUMU3UPYET
HEonpeaeneHHOCTb OLEHKN 0bbeanHeHHoro addekta [13].
bbino BbINONHEHO 06beauMHEHWE MUCCNef0BaHWA W OLEHeHa
Be/M4MHA 3deKTa C UCMONB30BaHUEM MOAENM ClyYalHbIX
3 eKTOB, KOTOPas NO3BOJISAET OLEHUTL pacnpeeneHme uc-
TUHHBIX 3DHEKTOB MEXAY MCCNE0BaHUAMU C YHETOM reTe-
poreHHocT [15].

Paznnuns cuuTanuch CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMBIMM
npu p <0,05. MeTaaHanu3 paHHbIX MPOBOAMACA C MC-
noNb30BaHMEM CBOOOAHOrO NporpaMMHoro obecrneyeHus
OpenMetalAnalyst] (Brown University, Providence, Rhode
Island, CLLA).

PE3Y/IbTATbI

Mouck nutepatypbl U U3BNEYEHUE AAHHBIX

lNepBoHayanbHbIA MOMCK BbiABUN 2468 noTeHuM-
anbHO noaxojswmMx uccnefoBaHuin. [ocne yaaneHus

lepBoHaYanbHbIN NOUCK
C NMOMOLLbIO 3/IEKTPOHHBIX 633 AaHHbIX
(n=2468)

Mocne ynanexus ay6nukatos
(n=836)
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1632 pybnukatos uccnepfoBatensiMu bbinv NpoaHanu3uposa-
Hbl 836 nybaukaumi. Mocne oUEHKM Ha3BaHWUA W aHHOTALMIA
769 ctatei BblAM UCKIIOYEHDI, MOCKOJIbKY OHW He COOTBET-
CTBOBanM LENaM noucka. Takum obpasoM, 67 NonHOTeK-
CTOBbIX CTaTei OblIM OLiEHEHbl KaXAbIM UCCnefoBaTeneM
Ha npeaMeT npuemneMocty. Mocne fopabotkn bbino ewe
UCKIIoYeHo 46 cTateid, ocTanack 21 ctatba [16—36]. MNonHbin
anropuT™ NOMCKa NIUTepaTypbl NpeacTaBneH Ha puc. 1.

WcxopHble XapaKTepUCTUKU BIYEHHBIX UCCIEeL0BaHMUIA
noKasaHbl B Tabn. 2 u 3.

B urore B cuctematyeckuin 063op M MeTaaHanu3s
6bino BrToyeHo 21 uccnegosanue. KonmuectBo naumeH-
ToB B 21 BK/IOYEHHOM WUCCNELOBaHUM BapbupoBasno ot 32
0o 463. Taknm obpasoM, Bcero B UCCIeA0BaHUM y4acTBO-
Bano 3 630 naumeHToB, M3 HUX 47% naumeHtoB c P
1 53% c nobpoKayecTBEHHLIMU 00pa30BaHMAMM NpefcTa-
TeNbHOM Jene3bl. Bo3pacT naumeHToB B CpeHEM COCTaBUN
67,1 ropa (B ananasoHe ot 36 no 90 nert). B 81% cnyyaes
uccnefoBaHusa ObinM npoBefeHbl mMo npoTtokony T2-BWU,
B 57% — [IBU n B 76% — WK/[. U3 BCex uccnenosaHui,
43% w3yyvatoT obpasoBanus B TZ, 33% — B PZ npocratbi.
B 52% pabot uccnepoBaTeny He yKkasanu, Kakyr 30HY npo-
cTaThl OHM U3yyanw.

769 cTaTteit UCKIII0YEHbI B CBA3W C HECOOTBETCTBUEM LIENM MOMUCKa:
* KJIMHUYECKME CNyYau, Cepum CNyyaeB, cucTeMatuyeckme 063opel
 MCCNeloBaHUA Ha XUBOTHbIX

t- uccnenoBaHns 3QHEKTUBHOCTM AUArHOCTUKU

[MonHoTeKCTOBbIE CTaThY,
NPOCMOTPEHHbIE 1Sl fleTaNbHOr0 aHanmu3a
(n=67)

Ve

46 NONHOTEKCTOBBIX CTaTeN UCKITYEHO U3 aHann3a B CBA3N C TEM, YTO:
* aHanM3 He HanpaeneH Ha BbisiBneHue P B npotuBoBec
[,00pOoKaYecTBEHHbIM 00pa30BaHUAM
« U3yyaeMble nocneposatenbHocTn MPT Broyanu npotokon DCE
* He npeJcTaBeHbl UCrosb30BaHHbIe anroputMbl MO ans soiseneHus PITHK
* He npefocTas/eHa UHdopMaums o 3HaveHun ROC-AUC u/unv obluem
KOJTNYeCTBE NaLMeHTOB

CraTbW, BKIOYEHHBIE B aHaNK3
(n=21)

Puc. 1. bnok-cxema npouecca o63opa nybnukaumin u otbopa uccnegosanmii. PITHK — pak npeactatensHoi xenessl; MO — MalumuHHoe
0byyeHne; MPT — MarHuTHo-pe3oHaHcHas Tomorpadus; DCE (Dynamic Contrast Enhanced) — AMHaMMueckoe KOHTPAcTHOE YCUNEHME;

ROC-AUC — nnowagap nog ROC-kpuBoi.

DOl https://doiorg/1017816/DDé26643
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Tabnuua 2. VicxoHas XapaKTepuCTUKa BKIKYEHHBIX UCCNe0BaHUiA (YacTb 1)

Astop | lop | HasBaHue xypHana | N | PMX (n) | He-PIMX (n) | Bo3spact | Mpotokonbl MPT | 3oHa MK
He [32] 2021 Cancer Imaging 459 273 186 — T2WI, ADC —
Chen [31] g019  Journalof Magnetic a0, g, 199 (55-90)  T2WI,DWL ADC  —
Resonance Imaging
Jamshidi [33] 2022 MAGMA 32 21 — T2WI —
Han [30] 2022 Medical Science Monitor 84 32 52 70 [65-76]  T2WI, DWI, ADC —
Ayyad [29] 2022 Sensors 80 43 65,7 T2WI, DWI, ADC —
Li [28] 2093 Physicsin Medicineand ;. 49 38 60(36-76) T2WI,DW,ADC  —
Biology
Jin [27] 2023 BMC Med Imaging 463 152 3N 62,6+8,2 T2WI, DWI, ADC TZ, PZ
g‘f]‘sa"a"'m’ek“l 2022 Prostate 101 70 70:579  T2WI, DWI, ADC  —

) Current Problems in 65+7 TIWI, T2WI, DWI,
Giambelluca [35] 2020 Diagnostic Radiology Lé 19 27 (49-80) ADC TZ, PZ
Viswanath [36] 2019 BMC Med Imaging 85 — — — T2WI, DWI, ADC Pz

Physical and
Ji [26] 2021 Engineering Sciences in 459 273 186 — T2WI, ADC —
Medicine
Hu [25] 2021 European Radiology 136 63 72 (49-89)  T2WI, DWI, ADC TZ, PZ
McGarry [24] 2019 Tomography 48 16 32 60 (45-71)  T2WI, DWI, ADC —
Ou [23] 2020  Anticancer Research 153 86 66,84+0,54 T2WI —
Zhong [22] 2023 Scientific Reports 171 66 105 68 T2WI, DWI, ADC TZ, PZ
Wu [21] 2019 ?“ma' of Magnetic o0 4y 61 6847 T2WI, ADC Vi
esonance Imaging
Journal of Computer
Zhou [20] 2022 Assisted Tomography 75 — — — DWI, ADC TZ
Lu [19] 2022 Frontiersin Oncology 136 49 87 6(283_156;' T2WI, ADC i
Gui [18] 2022  Frontiers in Oncology 146 66 80 71+7,2 T2WI, DWI —

. L 66+7,6
Li [17] 2021  Frontiers in Oncology 203 112 91 (36-85) T2WI, DWI, ADC TZ, PZ
Woznicki [16] 2020 Sensors 191 89 102 69 [63; 74] T2WI, ADC TZ, PZ

Mpumeyanue. PN — pak npepctatensHoii enessl; MK — npeactatenbHas xenesa; MPT — MarHuTHo-pe3oHaHcHas ToMorpagms; T2WI (T2 weighted
image) — T2-B3BeLweHHble u3obpaxenus; DWI (diffusion-weighted imaging) — AnddysmoHHo-B3BeLeHHbIe 306paxenms; ADC (apparent diffusion
coefficients) — namepsieMble koadduumenTsl auddysum; TZ (transition zone) — nepexopHas 30Ha; PZ (peripheral zone) — nepudepuyeckas 3oHa.

B 4 (19%) uccnepnosanusx beina npoBeAeHa npenobpa-
B0TKa AaHHbIX B BULE HOPManuU3aLuW NOJTyYeHHbIX AaHHbIX
paanoMuKu. B 6 (29%) nccnegosanusx bbina npoBesieHa npo-
BEPKa AaHHbIX Ha MYNBTUKONIMHEAPHOCTb: B 5 UccnefoBa-
HMAX Ucnonb3oBancs KoaGduumeHT Koppenaumn CnupMeHa
(Rs), n B ogHOM — K03 duLmeHT Koppensaumm upcoHa (Rp).
B ocHOBHOM MyNETMKOMMHEAPHOCTb OLIEHWBANK, €C/u K03g-
GuumeHT Koppensumm bbin 6onee 0,9.

B 10 (48%) uccnepnoBaHusx bbina npoBefeHa npoueay-
pa Bblbopa Haubonee 3HauUMMbIX NepeMeHHbIX. Yalle Bce-
ro ato 6bino caenaHo ¢ nomowbio LASSO (Least Absolute
Shrinkage and Selection Operator), TaK)xe Ucnoib3oBanch

00l https://daiorg/10.17816/DDb626643

ANOVA (Analysis of Variance), DT (Decision Tree), RFE
(Recursive Feature Elimination), WRST (Wilcoxon RankSum
Test) » MRMR (Minimum Redundancy Maximum Relevance).

B 9 (43%) uccnepoBaHusax bbina BbligefieHa TecToBast
BbIOOpKa, Ha KOTOpOIA BbIN0 NPOBEAEHO TECTUpOBaHUE MO-
CTPOEHHOI MPOrHOCTMYECKOM Moaenu. TectoBas BblbopKa
BapbMpoBanack B auanasoHe ot 17 go 48%. B 8 (38%) uccne-
[0BaHuAX bbina npoBefeHa Kpocc-Banuaaums ans Boibopa
ONTMManbHbIX MOAENeN Ha OCHOBaHUM Noabopa runepnapa-
METPOB 191 MOBbLILLEHWS TOYHOCTU MOAENN.

B 7 (33%) uccneposanusax npumensines Tect [le JloHra (DeLong
test) ns oueHku pasnnums ROC-AUC noctpoeHHbIX Moaenei.
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Tabnuua 3. McxonHas xapaKTepucTHKa BRIKOYEHHBIX MCCeA0BaHUM (HacTb 2)

T L g ) e gy e A
AaHHbIX apHoOCTb HbIX BaHme, AJ Bannaauna D‘e Nowra KnaccoB MO
He [32] 2021 — — LASSO 30 10 — — MLR
Chen [31] 2019 — Rs LASSO 30 _ _ SMOTE MLR
Jamshidi (33 2022 — — — — — — — KE}“ o
Han [30] 2002 — — — — — . — MLR
Ayyad [29] 2002 — — _ _ 5, 10 — o
Li [28] 203 — _ ASSO  — _ _ — LDA
Jin [27] 2023 —  Rs>9  ANOVA 17 _ _ SMOTE SVM
Aussavavirojekul 2022 . _ . . . . MLR, SVM,
[34] NB, RF, XGB
Giambelluca [35] 2020 — — — — 10 — — MLR
Viswanath [36] 2019+ — _ _ 3 — — Q%‘E,S[}’TM'
Ji 126] 21— Rs09 yoh 48 10 — —  SVM,RF, MR
Hu [25] 2001  — — ASSO  — — + — MLR
McGarry [24] 2019 — — — — — — — MLR
0u [23] 2000 — — — _ _ _ — MLR
Zhong [22] 2003 — — LASSO,DT 30 — . — MLR
Wu [21] 2019 — — _ _ 10 . — MLR, SVM
Zhou [20] 2002 — _ _ _ _ _ — MLR
MLR, RF,
Lu [19] 2022 +  Rp>099  RFE 30 5 + —  SVM, LASSO,
LDA, NB, KNN
Gui [18] 2022+  Rs>09  LASSO 29 — . — MLR
Li [17] 2001+ _ ‘&'\g‘ég' 31 — . _ MLR
Woznicki [16] 2020 — Rs — 2 5 — RE%(RG';V&N

[pumeyarue. MO — MaluuHHOe 0byyeHue; Rs — KoadduumeHT koppensummn CiupmeHa; Rp — koadduumeHT Koppensiumm NupcoHa.

B 2 (10%) uccnenoBaHusx bbina npoBeeHa KoppeKums auc-
banaHca KnaccoB Mpu MOCTPOEHWUM MPOTHOCTUYECKUX MO-
nenent MetogoM SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling
Technique) [37].

AHanu3 nokasan, 4to Haubonee 4YacTo aBTOPbI UCMONb3Y-
10T B CBOMX UCCleA0BaHMAX criefytowwme anroputmel MO: MLR
(Multiple Logistic Regression) (76%), SVM (Support Vector
Machine) (38%) u RF (Random Forest) (24%). bonee petanb-
HO [laHHble NpefCTaBeHbl Ha puc. 2.

06wui aHanus

Mo JaHHBIM MpOBELEHHOT0 CUCTEMATUYecKpHp 0630-
pa ¢ MeTaaHanu3oM oueHkun ROC-AUC B 73 nporHoctu-
YECKUX MOJENSX, OMUCAHHBIX B U3YYeHHbIX MybBAuKaumsx,

00l https://daiorg/10.17816/DDb626643

C UCMOJNIb30BaHMEM METOAA CIy4aiHbIX 3Q(EKTOB, Mbl Bbl-
ACHWK, yTo utorosoe 3HadyeHne ROC-AUC coctasuno 0,793
(95%Cl 0,768-0,818), ’=86,71%, p <0,001 (puc. 3).

AHanus B nogrpynnax

AHanu3 nonyyeHHbIX B X0Ae WCCNEAOBaHUS [AaHHbIX
no NoArpynnaM nokasan cnegytolime pesynbrarbl.

B pa3pe3e no wucnonb3oBaHHOMY npoTokony MPT-
uccnefoBaHusa Ans NoCTPOeHUs MPOrHOCTMYECKOW MOAENH
3HaueHnsa ROC-AUC cywiecTBeHHO pasnnyanuck: Haubonee
TOYHBIE MPOTHOCTUYECKWE MOJENM BbINM NOCTPOEHBI HA OCHO-
BaHUM AaHHbIX 6nMPT pagroMMKM U LaHHbIX N1abopaTopHbIX
U MHCTPYMEHTaNbHbIX UCCNeA0BaHUiA nauuneHTa (Radiomics-
Laboratory-Instrumental: 0,869 [95%Cl 0,844-0,895]).
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Puc. 2. [lons ncnonb3oBaHHbIX anropuTMOB MaLLMHHOTO 0byyeHms B uccnepoBaHusx. MLR — Multiple Logistic Regression; SVM — Sup-
port Vector Machine; RF — Random Forest; LDA — Linear Discriminant Analysis; DT — Decision Tree; NB — Naive Bayesian; KNN — K
Nearest Neighbors; CNN — Convolutional Neural Network; XGB — eXtreme Gradient Boosting; QAD — Quadratic Discriminant Analysis.

KpoMme Toro, BaxHo 0TMeTUTb, 4T0 oueHkn ROC-AUC noctpo-
€HHbIX MOJIeNeil MMENN HU3KYI0 reTeporeHHocTb (P=22,71%,
p=0,227). Yawue Bcero B UCCNeA0BaHMSAX B Ka4ecTBe [aHHbIX
NabopaTopHbIX M WMHCTPYMEHTANbHbIX WCCNeA0BaHWA MUC-
nosb3oBanuck 3Ha4eHuss PSA, PSAD, PV (06b€M npoctatbi)
unn PI-RADS. CnegyeT TaKkxKe OTMETUTb BbICOKYH0 TOYHOCTb
MoJenei, MOCTPOEHHbIX C WUCMONIb30BaHWEM MPOTOKO/I0B
T2WI+ADC: 0,860 [95%CI 0,813 — 0,907], *=78,36%, p <0,001
(puc. 4). OctanbHble NpOTOKOMbI MOKa3anu bonee HU3KYlo
TOYHOCTb:

T2WI: 0,735 [95%CI 0,681-0,789], F=87,73%, p <0,001;

ADC: 0,764 [95%Cl 0,720-0,808], F=81,36%, p <0,001;

T2WI+DWI+ADC: 0,791 [95%CI 0,718-0,865], /*=89,5%,
p <0,001;

DWI: 0,742 [95%Cl 0,456-1,028], *=94,51%, p <0,001;

T2WI+DWI: 0,840 [95%CI 0,720-0,960].

Ecnm nocMoTpeTb Ha MOCTpPOEHHbIE MOAENM UCKIIHOYM-
TENBHO C UCMOMb30BaHWMEM PaMOMUYECKUX XapaKTEpPUCTUK
W MoJenem, NOCTPOEHHbIX Ha OCHOBE PafIMOMUKU U KIIMHUYe-
CKMX AaHHbIX NaUMeHTa, TO MeTaaHanM3 NoKasan, 4To KoMou-
HWPOBaHHbIe MOJLENM OKa3annch bonee TOYHbI:

Radiomics-Clinical: 0,869 [95%Cl 0,844-0,895], F=22,71%,
p=0,227,

Radiomics: 0,779 [95%Cl 0,751-0,807], F=87,38%,
p <0,001.

B pa3pese no 30He uccnefoBaHKUs NpocTaThl 3HAYEHUA
ROC-AUC cywiecTBeHHO He pasnuyanuchb:

PZ-TZ: 0,797 [95%Cl 0,763-0,831], F=88,12%, p <0,001;

PZ: 0,789 [95%CI 0,637-0,942], #=90,3%, p <0,001;

TZ: 0,786 [95%CI 0,749-0,823], *=82,45%, p <0,001.

Mpy paccMoTpeHUW MpOrHOCTUYECKUX MOAENeN B 3aBu-
CMMOCTM OT aNnropuT™Ma ux NocTPOEHMS, BbIICHUOC, 4TO MO-
LNy, NOCTPOEHHblE HA OCHOBE aNifOPUTMa UCKYCCTBEHHOTO
uutennekta CNN, okasanucb Hambonee TOYHBIMM U MOKa-
3anu Haunydwme pesynbtatel (0,856 [95%Cl 0,574-1,138]).

DOl https://doiorg/1017816/DDé26643

OnHako Mogenu, nocTpoeHHble Ha ocHoBe CNN, okasanucb
HecTabunbHbIMKU B cBOen paboTe u Hanbonee retTeporeH-
HbIMK (P=95,75%, p <0,001). Ha BTOpOM MecTe wm Moae-
N, NOCTPOEHHbIe Ha ocHoBe anroputMa MLR (0,852 [95%Cl
0,822; 0,883], #=80,89%, p <0,001). Onu nokasbiatoT 60-
nee cTabunbHyio paboty. Moaenu, NOCTPOEHHbIE C MOMO-
LUbIO CNleAYIOLLMX aNrOpUTMOB, OKa3aanUCh HUXe CpeAHero
3HayveHusa ROC-AUC B paHHOM MeTaaHanu3e:

SVM: 0,732 [95%ClI 0,668-0,796], ’=87,87%, p <0,001;

RF: 0,727 [95%Cl 0,662-0,793], F=77,29%, p <0,001;

DT: 0,755 [95%Cl 0,667-0,843], F=71,07%, p <0,001;

LDA: 0,796 [95%CI 0,714-0,879], F=79,95%, p <0,001;

NB: 0,662 [95%CI 0,498-0,826], ’=93,86%, p <0,001;

XGB: 0,778 [95%CI 0,720-0,837], #=0%, p=0,533;

QDA: 0,683 [95%CI 0,601-0,765];

LASSO: 0,735 [95%CI 0,666—0,804], F=28%, p=0,239;

KNN: 0,720 [95%ClI 0,662-0,778], P=0%, p=0,501.

B paspese no OTKPBLITOCTU MPOrHOCTMYECKOM Monenu
(«benbln AWMK» — Nerko MHTepnpeTUpyeMas MoAeNb —
Open model; «4épHbiit Awmk» — Close model), 3HaueHus
ROC-AUC cyLLecTBeHHO pa3nuyanmchb:

Open model: 0,834 [95%Cl 0,806-0,861], F=81,76%,
p <0,001;

Close model: 0,733 [95%CI 0,695-0,771], F=85,81%,
p <0,001.

Kpome Toro, MHTepecHbIM NpeiCTaBNAETCA aHaM3 Npo-
Lilecca NnoCTPoeHMs NPOrHOCTMYECKUX Moaenen. beino u3-
y4eHo, UCMob30BaNy fn aBTopbl NY6MKaLMIA cheaytoLme
NPUEMBI.

1. [lposepka nNpu3HaKo8 Ha MyJIbMUKOJI/IUHEAPHOCMb,
T.K. BKJIlO4YEHME B MOJE/b NPU3HAKOB, CUILHO KOppenupy-
OLLMX MeXAy cob0i, MOXKET NpUBECTU K TOMY, YTO OHM Ha-
YMHAKT KOMMEHCUpoBaTb APYr Apyra, 3aTpPYAHAS BbifBe-
HWEe HE3aBMCUMOr0 BJIMAHWA KaX[oW: CTAHOBUTCA TPYAHO
ONpeaenuTb CTeneHb BAUSHUS KaXAOM M3 HUX Ha WUCXoa,.
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Studies Estimate (95% C.I.)
He (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.775 (0.702, 0.848) —
He (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.863 (0.802, 0.924) — .
He (MLR T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.855 (0.792, 0.918) [
Chen (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2019) 2019 0.985 (0.903, 1.067) ——
Chen (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2019) 2019 0.982 (0.900, 1.064) —.——
Chen (MLR T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2019) 2019 0.999 (0.917, 1.081) ——
Jamshidi (CNN T2WI PZ-TZ) (2023) 2022 1.000 (0.918, 1.082) ——
Han (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.911 (0.844, 0.978) i —a—
Han (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.887 (0.807, 0.967) —
Ayyad (SVM T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.781 (0.699, 0.863) —_—.—
Ayyad (SVM Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.882 (0.800, 0.964) ——
Ayyad (RF T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.760 (0.678, 0.842) —_—
Ayyad (RF Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.858 (0.776, 0.940) ‘,_.7
Ayyad (DT T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.683 (0.601, 0.765) —
Ayyad (DT Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.838 (0.756, 0.920) —_—
Ayyad (LDA T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.727 (0.645, 0.809) —I—
Ayyad (LDA Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.820 (0.738, 0.902) _——
Li (LDA T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 2023 0.945 (0.863, 1.027) —
Jin (SVM T2WI PZ-TZ) (2023) 2023 0.650 (0.568, 0.732) —
Jin (SVM ADC PZ-TZ) (2023) 2023 0.613 (0.531, 0.695) — :
Jin (SVM DWI PZ-TZ) (2023) 2023 0.598 (0.516, 0.680) —— !
Jin (SVM T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2023) 2023 0.763 (0.681, 0.845) —.—
Aussavavirojekul (NB T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022  0.500 (0.418, 0.582) —@———
Aussavavirojekul (XGB T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.760 (0.678, 0.842) —I—‘—
Giambelluca (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.775 (0.634, 0.916) -
Giambelluca (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 2021 0.815 (0.674, 0.956) -
Viswanath (DT T2WI PZ) (2019) 2019 0.744 (0.662, 0.826) —
Viswanath (QDA T2WI PZ) (2019) 2019 0.683 (0.601, 0.765) —
Ji (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.616 (0.534, 0.698) —
Ji (RF T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.605 (0.523, 0.687) ——
Ji (SVM T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.601 (0.519, 0.683) —.—
Ji (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.812 (0.730, 0.894) —_—
Ji (RF ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.654 (0.572, 0.736) —— :
Ji (SVM ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.635 (0.553, 0.717) —
Ji (MLR T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.886 (0.804, 0.968) —
Hu (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.920 (0.838, 1.002) ‘ —_——
Hu (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.850 (0.721, 0.979) - -
Hu (MLR DWI PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.890 (0.784, 0.996) —v—.—
McGarry (MLR T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2019) 2019 0.790 (0.708, 0.872) —l—
McGarry (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2019) 2019 0.580 (0.498, 0.662) — :
McGarry (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2019) 2019 0.780 (0.698, 0.862) —I—
Ou (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2020) 2020 0.800 (0.726, 0.874) o=
Zhong (MLR T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2023) 2023 0.922 (0.840, 1.004) —a
Wu (MLR T2WI-ADC TZ) (2019) 2019 0.989 (0.907, 1.071) —
Wu (SVM T2WI-ADC TZ) (2019) 2019 0.949 (0.867, 1.031) ! — =
Zhou (MLR ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.828 (0.746, 0.910) +
Lu (RF ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.730 (0.648, 0.812) .
Lu (SVM ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) —_—
Lu (MLR ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) —
Lu (Lasso ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) —_——
Lu (LDA ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.710 (0.628, 0.792) —I—
Lu (NB ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.779 (0.730, 0.828) —
Lu (KNN ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.740 (0.658, 0.822) —I—v—
Lu (RF T2WI TZ) (2022) 2022 0.680 (0.598, 0.762) ——
Lu (SVM T2WI TZ) (2022) 2022 0.808 (0.761, 0.855) ——
Lu (MLR T2WI TZ) (2022) 2022 0.780 (0.698, 0.862) —I—
Lu (Lasso T2WI TZ) (2022) 2022 0.770 (0.688, 0.852) —.
Lu (LDA T2WI TZ) (2022) 2022 0.780 (0.698, 0.862) —I—v—
Lu (NB T2WI TZ) (2022) 2022 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) ——
Lu (KNN T2WI TZ) (2022) 2022 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) —_—
Lu (MLR Radiomics-Clinical TZ) (2022) 2022 0.844 (0.801, 0.887) ——
Lu (MLR T2WI-ADC TZ) (2022) 2022 0.872 (0.835, 0.909) : —
Gui (MLR T2WI-DWI PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.840 (0.720, 0.960) =
Gui (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 2022 0.900 (0.810, 0.990) =
Li (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2021) 2021 0.937 (0.855, 1.019) H — .
Li (MLR T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ) (2021) 2021 0.941 (0.859, 1.023) ——
Li (MLR T2WI-DWI-ADC TZ) (2021) 2021 0.926 (0.844, 1.008) : —_——
Woznicki (MLR T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 2020 0.800 (0.718, 0.882) +
Woznicki (SVM T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 2020 0.799 (0.717, 0.881) —a—
Woznicki (RF T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 2020 0.804 (0.722, 0.886) +
Woznicki (XGB T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 2020 0.797 (0.715, 0.879) —I—
Woznicki (CNN T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 2020 0.712 (0.630, 0.794) —a—
Woznicki (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2020) 2020 0.889 (0.807, 0.971) —_—
Overall (1*2=86.71 % , P< 0.001) 0.793 (0.768, 0.818) <,>
r T T ‘I T 1
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Puc. 3. bnoborpamMMa oTaenbHbIX MPOrHOCTUYECKUX MOAenei Ans 06beAMHEHHO nnowwaam nog Kpusoii (ROC-AUC) u 95% noBepuTeNbHbIiA
MHTEPBaJT XapaKTEPUCTUKM paKa NpeacTaTeNlbHoM xenesbl. [opU3oHTanbHble IMHAM NpeacTaBnsoT 95% A0BepUTENbHbIA UHTEPBaN TOUEUHBIX
OLieHOK. KaxKabli cnioLuLHoi npsaMoyrofibHuK npeacTaenset 3HaveHne ROC-AUC otaenbHbIx Mofienel, a pa3Mep NpsiMOYrofibHUKa YKasbiBaeT
Ha Bec uccnepoBaHus. Pomb o3HauaeT 06beauHEHHOe 3HaseHne ROC-AUC Bcex 73 mogenei B 21 uccnepoBanum. NyHKTMpHas nuHus 0603Ha-
yaet cpepHee 3Ha4eHue ROC-AUC. TZ — nepexopHas 3oHa; PZ — nepudepunyeckasn 3oHa, PZ-TZ — nepudepuyeckas u nepexopHas 30Hbl.
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Studies Estimate (95% C.I.)
He (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.775 (0.702, 0.848) .
Chen (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2019) 0.985 (0.903, 1.067) H -
Jamshidi (CNN T2WI PZ-TZ) (2023) 1.000 (0.918, 1.082) —
Jin (SVM T2WI PZ-TZ) (2023) 0.650 (0.568, 0.732) —
Giambelluca (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.775 (0.634, 0.916) - e
Viswanath (DT T2WI PZ) (2019) 0.744 (0.662, 0.826) 4l—v—
Viswanath (QDA T2WI PZ) (2019) 0.683 (0.601, 0.765) —.
Ji (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.616 (0.534, 0.698) —_—.
Ji (RF T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.605 (0.523, 0.687) —
Ji (SVM T2WI PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.601 (0.519, 0.683) —_——
McGarry (MLR T2WI PZ-TZ) (2019) 0.580 (0.498, 0.662) —_—l—
Lu (RF T2WI TZ) (2022) 0.680 (0.598, 0.762) —_—.
Lu (SVM T2WI TZ) (2022) 0.808 (0.761, 0.855) — .
Lu (MLR T2WI TZ) (2022) 0.780 (0.698, 0.862) +
Lu (Lasso T2WI TZ) (2022) 0.770 (0.688, 0.852) . R
Lu (LDA T2WI T2) (2022) 0.780 (0.698, 0.862) l
Lu (NB T2WI TZ) (2022) 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) —.
Lu (KNN T2WI TZ) (2022) 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) —_—.
Subgroup T2WI (1A2=87.73 % , P=0.000) 0.735 (0.681, 0.789) !
He (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.863 (0.802, 0.924) —.——
Chen (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2019) 0.982 (0.900, 1.064) —_——
Han (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.887 (0.807, 0.967) P———
Jin (SVM ADC PZ-TZ) (2023) 0.613 (0.531, 0.695) —_—
Giambelluca (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 0.815 (0.674, 0.956) _————————
Ji (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.812 (0.730, 0.894) —r—I—
Ji (RF ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.654 (0.572, 0.736) — H
Ji (SVM ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.635 (0.553, 0.717) —_—. H
Hu (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.850 (0.721, 0.979) —._.7
McGarry (MLR ADC PZ-TZ) (2019) 0.780 (0.698, 0.862) ——
Zhou (MLR ADC TZ) (2022) 0.828 (0.746, 0.910) —
Lu (RF ADC TZ) (2022) 0.730 (0.648, 0.812) L i
Lu (SVM ADC TZ) (2022) 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) —.—
Lu (MLR ADC TZ) (2022) 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) —a
Lu (Lasso ADC TZ) (2022) 0.700 (0.618, 0.782) — =
Lu (LDA ADC TZ) (2022) 0.710 (0.628, 0.792) —a—
Lu (NB ADC TZ) (2022) 0.779 (0.730, 0.828) —
Lu (KNN ADC TZ) (2022) 0.740 (0.658, 0.822) ——
Subgroup ADC (142=81.36 % , P=0.000) 0.764 (0.720, 0.808) -
He (MLR T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.855 (0.792, 0.918) r—H
Chen (MLR T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2019) 0.999 (0.917, 1.081) f .
Ji (MLR T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.886 (0.804, 0.968) —
Wu (MLR T2WI-ADC TZ) (2019) 0.989 (0.907, 1.071) —
Wu (SVM T2WI-ADC TZ) (2019) 0.949 (0.867, 1.031) H —
Lu (MLR T2WI-ADC TZ) (2022) 0.872 (0.835, 0.909) f—.—
Woznicki (MLR T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 0.800 (0.718, 0.882) o=
Woznicki (SVM T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 0.799 (0.717, 0.881) - =
Woznicki (RF T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 0.804 (0.722, 0.886) —
Woznicki (XGB T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 0.797 (0.715, 0.879) ]
Woznicki (CNN T2WI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2020) 0.712 (0.630, 0.794) .
Subgroup T2WI-ADC (1%2=78.36 % , P=0.000) 0.860 (0.813, 0.907) |
Han (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.911 (0.844, 0.978) —a—
Ayyad (SVM Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.882 (0.800, 0.964) —
Ayyad (RF Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.858 (0.776, 0.940) H—‘
Ayyad (DT Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.838 (0.756, 0.920) .
Ayyad (LDA Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.820 (0.738, 0.902) — -
Hu (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.920 (0.838, 1.002) H —
Ou (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2020) 0.800 (0.726, 0.874) —_——
Lu (MLR Radiomics-Clinical TZ) (2022) 0.844 (0.801, 0.887) —.—
Gui (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.900 (0.810, 0.990) —_—
Li (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2021) 0.937 (0.855, 1.019) —
Woznicki (MLR Radiomics-Clinical PZ-TZ) (2020) 0.889 (0.807, 0.971) ——
Subgroup Radiomics-Clinical (1*2=22.71 % , P=0.227) 0.869 (0.844, 0.895) i <>
Ayyad (SVM T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.781 (0.699, 0.863) +
Ayyad (RF T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.760 (0.678, 0.842) —
Ayyad (DT T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.683 (0.601, 0.765) —.
Ayyad (LDA T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.727 (0.645, 0.809) —
Li (LDA T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.945 (0.863, 1.027) —_—
Jin (SVM T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2023) 0.763 (0.681, 0.845) —
Aussavavirojekul (NB T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.500 (0.418, 0.582) ——@——— H
Aussavavirojekul (XGB T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.760 (0.678, 0.842) +
McGarry (MLR T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2019) 0.790 (0.708, 0.872) —_—
Zhong (MLR T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ-TZ) (2023) 0.922 (0.840, 1.004) P ——a—
Li (MLR T2WI-DWI-ADC PZ) (2021) 0.941 (0.859, 1.023) i —
Li (MLR T2WI-DWI-ADC TZ) (2021) 0.926 (0.844, 1.008) [ S
Subgroup T2WI-DWI-ADC (12=89.5 % , P=0.000) 0.791 (0.718, 0.865) —<"'\/—
Jin (SVM DWI PZ-TZ) (2023) 0.598 (0.516, 0.680) . i
Hu (MLR DWI PZ-T2) (2021) 0.890 (0.784, 0.996) —_—
Subgroup DWI (1°2=94.51 % , P=0.000) 0.742 (0.456, 1.028) e G ——
Gui (MLR T2WI-DWI PZ-TZ) (2022) 0.840 (0.720, 0.960) S S
Subgroup T2WI-DWI (1*2=NA , P=NA) 0.840 (0.720, 0.3960) —<>—
Overall (142=86.71 % , P=0.000) 0.793 (0.768, 0.818) <>
T T T br T 1
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Puc. 4. BnoborpaMMa oTenbHbIX NPOrHOCTUYECKUX Moaeneit ans obbeanHéHHoN nnowaam nog kpusoi (ROC-AUC) n 95% nosepuTenbHbIi
MHTEPBaJT XapaKTEPUCTUKM paKa NpeaCcTaTeNibHOM xenesbl. [0pu30HTanbHbIe IMHUM NpeacTaBnsT 95% [0BepUTENbHbIA MHTEPBa TOYeY-
HbIX OLieHOK. Kakabl cnnoluHoi npsaMoyronbHuK npeactaenset 3HadeHne ROC-AUC oTaenbHbIx Mogenei, a pasmMep NpsMOYrofibHUKa
yKa3blBaeT Ha Bec uccnefoBaHus. PoMb o3Hauaet obbeanHeHHoe 3Hauenne ROC-AUC Bcex 73 Mogeneii B 21 uccnepoBaHuu. [yHKTMpHas
nnHus obo3HavaeT cpeaHee 3HadyeHne ROC-AUC. TZ — nepexopHas 3oHa; PZ — nepudepuueckas 3oHa, PZ-TZ 0151 nepudepuyeckan
1 nepexoaHas 30Hbl. T2ZWI — T2-B3BeLueHHble u3obpaxerus, DWI — auddysunoHHo-B3BeLLeHHbIe n306paxenns, ADC — nsMepsemble
KO3 puUMEHTbI anddy3um.
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WckntoueHne cunbHO KOpPEnMPOBaHHBIX MEPEMEHHBIX TakxXe
MonesHo ANS yMeHblUeHUs pa3MepHOCTM Mopenu. Bmecto
TOro, YTobbl BKIIIOYATL B MOAEeNb 0b6e nepeMeHHble, crefy-
eT BbibpaTb 04HY, KoTopas bonblue BO3AEHCTBYET Ha MCXOA,
1 oTbpoCUTb apyryo.

B paspese no npoBeaeHMI0 MPOBEPKU NEPEMEHHBIX
Ha MYy/bTUKO/IMHEAPHOCTb NPKU NOCTPOEHUW NPOrHOCTUYe-
cKoii Mopenu 3HaueHus ROC-AUC cyuiectBeHHO pasniuya-
JUCh:

NO Test Multi-collinearity: 0,828 [95%CI 0,791-0,864],
F=85,32%, p <0,001;

Test Multi-collinearity: 0,762 [95%CI 0,729-0,795],
P=86,64%, p <0,001.

2. Ombop Haubosiee 3HAYUMO BUSIOUUX HA UCXO00 hepe-
MEHHBIX (CHUMEeHUe pa3MepHOCMU).

3Hauenns ROC-AUC npu noctpoeHun Mogenm ¢ 0TbopoM
TaKMX NepeMeHHbIX M 663 HEro 3HaUMTENbHO He pa3nnyauCh:

Feature processing: 0,790 [95%Cl 0,756-0,823],
F=88,12%, p <0,001;

NO Feature processing: 0,798 [95%Cl 0,768-0,837],
FP=84,58%, p <0,001.

3. Ucnone3oearue mecmosoli 8bi60pKU. Bbino 0TMeYeHo,
YTO TOYHOCTb MOZENel, NPOBEPEHHBIX Ha TECTOBLIX BbIOOP-
KaX, HECKOJNBKO HIKE, YeM Y TeX MOJeNeN, KOTOpble He npo-
BEPA/INCb Ha TECTOBOI BbIBOpKe:

Test set: 0,782 [95%Cl 0,751-0,812], *=86,95%, p <0,001;

NO Test set: 0,812 [95%Cl 0,768-0,856], /°=86,5%,
p <0,001.

4. Kpocc-eanudayus. B Halem MeTaaHanmse He 0bHapy-
JKEHa 3HauMMas pasHuLa B TOYHOCTW NOCTPOEHHBIX MOAENEl
Ha ocHoBaHuu ROC-AUC:

Cross-validation: 0,771 [95%CI 0,745-0,796], *=80,43%,
p <0,001;

NO Cross-validation:
F=90,94%, p <0,001.

0,833 [95%CI 0,779-0,887],

ObCYXOEHWUE

Llenblo naHHoro cucteMaTtyeckoro o063opa bbina oueHKa
KauecTBa MPOrHOCTUYECKUX MOAENEN, NOCTPOEHHbIX AN1S Bbl-
senenus PN npu nepsuuHoM obpalLieHnu.

B npenctaBneHHoM MeTaaHanmuse MO B coyeTaHuw
C pagMOMWKOW MOKasaHbl MHOroobelyawwme pesynbra-
Tol ana BoisBnenus PIK ¢ cosokynHom ROC-AUC 0,793
[95%Cl 0,768-0,818]. B cuny Toro, 4to Mexay uccriefoBa-
HUAMM CYLLIECTBOBaa BbICOKas HE0AHOPOAHOCTL (P=86,71%,
p <0,001), 66110 NPUHATO peLLeHre NPOBECTU aHaNK3 B Nof-
rpynnax Ans BbISIBJIEHWUS UCTOYHWUKOB 3TOW HEOJHOPOAHOCTH.
3-3a BbICOKOW reTeporeHHOCTU pe3ysibTaToB BO BCEX 00b-
€[MHEHHBIX aHanu3ax MCnonb30Banacb MOAesNb CiyyaiHbIX
apdekToB. Camoe Bhicokoe 3HayeHne ROC-AUC, 1,000 6bino
nonyyeHo B uccnegoBauum [33], a camoe Huskoe — ROC-
AUC, 0,500 [34].

MonyyeHHbln Hamm pesynbTaT (ROC-AUC, 0,793) co-
rnacyetca ¢ apdextnBHocTblo PI-RADS, KoTopbiii nmeeTt
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XOPOLLYI0 YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb, HO BoNlee HU3KYH cneundmy-
HocTb, ¢ ROC-AUC 0,779 n 0,797, o KoTopbix coobLuatoT
P. Woznicki n coast. [16] u, B nocnegHee Bpems, J.-G. Zhong
1 coaBT. [22], n ABNAETCA 3HAYMTESIBHO JyyLle pesynbTa-
TOB MPOTHO3MPOBaHUA Ha OCHOBE KJIMHWYECKUX LaHHbIX:
PSAD — 0,623 [27], Bo3pacta — 0,69 [38] unn obbEMa
npoctatel — 0,68 [39]. lNpu 3TOM Haw aHanu3 nokasan,
4To fobaBneHMe KIIMHUYECKUX AaHHBIX K pe3ynbTaTaM pa-
JMNOMUKN MOXET NoBbIcUTb KayecTso Mogenu: 0,869 [95%Cl
0,844-0,895], F=22,711%, p=0,227, no cpaBHEHMIO C WC-
KIIOYMTENIBHO PaMOMUYECKUMK XapakTepuctukamu: 0,779
[95%Cl 0,751-0,807], ’=87,38%, p <0,001. Kpome Toro,
Bbiio onpefieneHo, YTo eCNM UCMOMb30BaThb TONIbKO pauo-
MUKy, TO MPOrHOCTUYECKME MOJENM NONYHalOTCA Ka4eCTBEH-
Hee, ec/M MW UX NOCTPOEHMM Y4aCTBYHOT aHHbIE Clefyto-
wmx npotokonos T2WI+ADC: 0,860 [95%CI 0,813-0,907],
P=78,36%, p <0,001.

Mpu paccMoTpeHun NPOrHOCTUYECKUX MOAenei B 3a-
BUCMMOCTM OT anroputMa MO ux nocTpoeHus, BISICHM-
N0Cb, YTO MOAENM, MOCTPOEHHBIE HA OCHOBE anropuTMa
HeiipoceTeit CNN, oka3zanucb Hanbonee TOUYHBIMM U NOKa-
3anu Haunydwwe pesynbratsl (0,856 [95%CI 0,574-1,138]).
OnHako Mopenu, nmocTpoeHHble Ha ocHoBe CNN, okasa-
nnUcb HecTabunbHbIMKM B cBOei paboTe M Haubonee re-
TeporeHHbIMi (P=95,75%, p <0,001). Ha BTOpOM MecTe
AKX MOAENU, NOCTPOEHHblE Ha ocHoBe anroputma MLR
(0,852 [95%Cl 0,822-0,883], ”=80,89%, p <0,001). Oxm no-
Ka3blBaloT 6onee cTabunbHylo paboty (=80,89% npotus
F=95,75% y CNN). CneayeT Takye OTMETUTb, 4TO Mofe-
nu, nocTpoeHHble Ha ocHoBe CNN, ABNAOTCA «YEPHBIMM
AWMKaMW» U He NOALAI0TCA UHTepnpeTaumun. Mogens e,
NocTpoeHHas Ha ocHoBe MLR, ABnsieTcs OTKPLITON U NErko
MHTEpNpeTMpYyeMON.

AHanus mofrpynn Takxe MoKasan, YTo KayecTBO Mpo-
FHOCTMYECKOW MOJENM 3HAUUTENbHO He BO3pacTaeT, eciiu
MofJeflb CTPOMUTCA ANS OLHOW KOHKPETHOW 30HbI MpOCTaThl
UMW He3aBMCMMO OT 30HbI mpocTatbl: PZ-TZ: 0,797 [95%Cl
0,763-0,831], =88,12%, p <0,001; PZ: 0,789 [95%CI 0,637—
0,942], =90,3%, p <0,001; TZ: 0,786 [95%Cl 0,749-0,823],
P=82,45%, p <0,001.

KpoMe TOro, MHTEpecHbIM MpeAcTaBifeTcs aHanus
npouecca NoCTPOEHMS NPOrHOCTUYECKUX Mofenei. beino
M3y4yeHo Ucrnofib30BaHUe aBTopaMu Nybnukauui cnegyio-
LLMX NPUEMOB.

1. llposepka nNpu3HaKo8 HA MYJILMUKO/IIUHEAPHOCMb.
ROC-AUC 3HaunTenbHO pasnnyanncb B 3aBMCMMOCTU OT Ha-
JIN4YMA/OTCYTCTBUSA NPOBEPKU HA MYNbTUKOMHeapHocTb: NO
Test Multi-collinearity — 0,828 [95%Cl 0,791; 0,864],
F=85,32%, p <0,001; Test Multi-collinearity — 0,762 [95%Cl
0,729; 0,795], F=86,64%, p <0,001. 06bI4HO He AenaloT npo-
BEPKY Ha My/IbTUKOJIIMHEApPHOCTb MPY NOCTPOEHWUM MpOrHO-
CTUYECKOW Mogenu, KoTopasi B bonblueli cTeneHn npegHa-
3HayeHa 1A NpeACcKasaHus pesynbrara, YeM Ans onucaHus
u3yyaeMoro sieneHus. B xoge npoBefEHHOro MeTaaHanu3a
HaMmu BbIIO NOTYYEHO NMOATBEPIAEHME WU3NOMKEHHOMO BbILLE
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Te3uca: MOAenu, NOCTpoeHHble Be3 MpoBefeHNs NpOBEpPKM
Ha MYJIbTUKOMIMHEapHOCTb, UMenu Bonee BbICOKYH0 TOYHOCTb
npeacKasaHus.

2. Ombop Haubosee 3HAYUMO BAUSIOWUX HA UCX00
nepemeHHbIX (CHUMeHUe pasmepHocmu). B otnuume ot uc-
Mo/b30BaHUs BCEX UMEIOLLMXCSA NEPEMEHHBIX NMpU NOCTpoe-
HWM NPOrHOCTMYECKON MOLENM, KPOME CHUMEHWS BPEMEHM
MOCTPOEHMS MOJENM W BpeMeHW paboTbl MPOrHOCTUYECKON
MOLENM Npu €€ WCNONb30BaHUM, YAANEHUe HEe3HAUYMMBIX
MAM Masio3HauMMO BAMSIOLLIMX HA UCXOA NepeMEHHBIX N03B0-
NSieT pewwnTb TaKyl npobneMy, Bo3HMKaloLylo mpu pabote
C MHOTOMEpPHbIMY [aHHBIMM, KaK «MPOKJIATVE Pa3MEPHOCTU».
31a npobnema Bo3HMKaeT ¢ HabopaMu AaHHbIX C 60MbLINM
KOJIMYECTBOM MEPEMEHHBIX MPU ManoM KoNMYecTBe Habnio-
LeHui (nauueHToB).

MpoBefEHHbI MeTaaHanKU3 He MOKa3an 3HauuMylo pas-
Huuy npu ouedke ROC-AUC npu noctpoeHun Mopeneit
C MCMoMb30BaHWEM WM Be3 MCMOMb30BaHUS CHUMKEHUS
pa3mepHocTW. Bo3mMoxkHo, 3T0 CBA3aHO C TEM, YTO B TeX ny-
BnmKaumax, B KOTOpbIX He OMMCAHO MPOBEAEHWS CHUMEHMS
pa3MepHoCTH, 3Ta Npoueaypa bbina npoBefeHa uccnesoBa-
TENAMM, HO He OnMcaHa B CTaTbe.

3. UcnonbsosaHue mecmosol 8bI6OPKU NPWU NOCTPO-
€HWW NPOrHOCTUYECKOW MOAENM BaHO, T.K. 3TO Mpepno-
CTaBNISieT BO3MOXHOCTb NMPOBEPUTL MOCTPOEHHYI0 MOLESb
Ha AaHHbIX, Ha KOTOPbIX MoAeNb He obyyanack, 4To AaéT
HEKOTOPYI0 YBEPEHHOCTb, YTO MOAENb NPaBWibHO YNIoBMAA
MMEKLLMECH Y ONUCHIBAEMOrO SIBNIEHWUSI 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH,
a He MpOCTO 3ay4unia UMeloLLMe 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH B 0byya-
foLen BolbopKe.

lpoBeaéHHOE UCCe0BaHUE NOKa3ano, uto 62% (45/73)
PacCMOTPEHHbIX HaMu Mojienell NpoBepeHbl Ha TECTOBOW
BblbopKe. TOYHOCTb Mofeneid, NPOBEPEHHBIX Ha TECTOBbIX
BblbOpKax, bbila HECKONBKO HUXKE, YeM Tex MOfeNei, KoTo-
pble He NPOBEPSIM Ha TecToBOM BbibopKe: Test set — 0,782
[95%CI 0,751-0,812], /=86,95%, p <0,001; NO Test set —
0,812 [95%CI 0,768-0,856], /*=86,5%, p <0,001.

4. Kpocc-sanudayus. Mbl npoBepunn NporHocTuye-
CKUEe MOLENU Ha HanMuue NpoBeAeHNs UCCNe0BATENAMH
npouenypbl Kpocc-Banuaaumm (cross-validation). Kpocc-
Banuzauusa NnpoBoaMTCS Ans Bbibopa Haubonee onTuManb-
HbIX MOZAENEN Ha OCHOBaHMM nonbopa runepnapaMeTpoB
ANS NOBLIWEHWA TOYHOCTM Mogenu. B Hawem cutema-
TUYecKoM 0b3ope C MeTaaHanu3oM He bbina oTMeYeHa
3HauyMMas pasHULa B TOYHOCTW MOCTPOEHHBIX Mofesie
Ha ocHoBaHun ROC-AUC: Cross-validation — 0,771 [95%Cl
0,745-0,796], P=80,43%, p <0,001; NO Cross-validation —
0,833 [95%Cl 0,779-0,8871, =90,94%, p <0,001.

lpoBeAéHHOE HaMK UCCIe[0BaHMe NOKa3ano, uto dak-
TUYECKM CYLLECTBYET LUMPOKMI CMEKTP NePBUYHbIX UCChe-
A0BaHMI, HanpaBJieHHbIX HA NOCTPOEHWE NPOrHOCTUYECKON
Mozenn Ha ocHoe 6nMPT u MO ans puarHocTukmn PITK.
OpHaKo HaM He ynanocb HaliTU COOTBETCTBYIOLLME MeTaa-
Hanu3bl, NOCBALLEHHbIE 3aSIBJIEHHON LieNIW HaLLero mccne-
noBaHusa. lpy 3TOM nocnegHMn cucTeMaTUYeckui 0b3op
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no HaleMy uccnefoBaHuio 6bin nposenéH B 2021 r. [11].

UrpaHW-IEHMﬂ uccnenosaHua

JlaHHbIN cucTeMaTnyeckuin 0630p UMeeT psg orpaHuye-
Hui. Tpex e Bcero, KpUTepusM o0Tbopa COOTBETCTBOBAIO
OTHOCUTENTBHO HeBOJbLLOE KONIMYECTBO MCCNefoBaHui. Ya-
CTUYHO 3TO CBSI3aHO C HECOOTBETCTBMEM 3arosioBKa CTaTbi
U e€ HanosHeHWeM. Mol TakKe 06HapYKUIKM BLICOKYIO reTe-
pOreHHoCTb, 06yt npobneMy ¢ ApyrumMu MeTaaHanm3amm
MPT npocTaTbl M TOYHOCTW AMArHOCTUHECKUX TECTOB B LiesIoM
[40, 41]. HecMmoTpsa Ha 370, 0bLlee KayecTBO NMpOrHOCTUYe-
CKMX Mofienei B 0ToBpaHHbIX uccnefoBaHusax bbino gocra-
TOYHBIM 1S MeTaaHanumsa.

3AKJTIOYEHUE

MpencraBneHHbIN cucTeMaTnueckuit 063op ¢ MeTaaHa-
NM30M MoKasan MHoroobelualolme pe3ynbTaThbl Konye-
CTBEHHON uaeHTUUMKauum PTXK Ha ocHose MO no paH-
HbIM paIMOMUYECKOr0 aHanu3a AaHHbIx 6nMPT. Hecmotps
Ha pa3Hoobpasue NoAXoA0B, KOTOPLIE UCMOMb30BaM aBTo-
pbl, pe3ynbTaTbl JEMOHCTPUPYIOT COMOCTaBAMYK TOYHOCTb
npu cpaBHeHuM noaxopa ML u TpaauumoHHoi oueHku Pl-
RADS. OnHaKo K 3TUM [10Ka3aTe/bCTBaM CrleflyeT 0THOCUTHCS
C AOSIKHOW OCTOPOKHOCTBH0, MOCKOJIbKY MHOMOLIEHTPOBIE 1C-
CefoBaHUs NPOrHOCTUYECKUX Mogenen, obecneumBaroLme
npsiMoe cpaBHeHMe Mexay addeKTMBHOCTbIO anroputMoB MO
1 3QDEKTUBHOCTLIO PEHTTEHOJIONOB, BCE ELLE OTCYTCTBYIOT.
TeM He MeHee, COBpPEMEHHbIE MOAXO[bI C UCMONIb30BaHUEM
WCKYCCTBEHHOTO MHTENNEKTa MOMYT YNYYLWKUTb TOYHOCTb 06-
HapyeHus P 1 Bocnpou3BoamMMOCTb METOAWKU B KIIMHU-
YeCKOI NpaKTuKe.

A0NOSIHATESIbHAS! UHOOPMALIUA

WUcTounmk duHaHcupoBaHus. ABTOpbl 3asBnAT 06 oTCyT-
CTBMM BHELLHEro GMHAHCMpOBAHUSA NpW NPOBEAEHWUN UCChe-
L0BaHUs.

KoHbnuKT uHTepecoB. ABTOpbI AEKNApUPYIOT OTCYTCTBUE ABHbIX
1 NoTeHUMANbHbIX KOHQMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3aHHBIX C MybnnKa-
LMer HacTOsILLLe CTaTbM.

Brnap aBTopoB. Bce aBTOpbl NOATBEPKAAIOT COOTBETCTBME CBOETO
aBTOPCTBA MeXOyHapoaHbIM kputepmsam ICMJE (ce aBTopbl BHEC/N
BKNaL B pa3paboTKy KOHLEeNLMK, MpoBefeHe NOMCKOBO-aHamMTH-
YecKow paboTbl M NOArOTOBKY CTaTby, MPOYAM M 0A0bpMnn drHanb-
Hyl0 Bepcumio Nepef nybnvkaumeit). Hanbonslunii BKNaa pacnpese-
NEH cnepytolmmM obpasom: 0.B. KptoukoBa — KOHLENUMA 1 An3aiiH
MCCne0BaHNs, HamMcaHWe TeKCTa CTaTby, peaKTMpOBaHWe TEKCTa
PYKOMWCK, YTBEPXAEHWE MTOrOBOr0 BapMaHTa TeKCTa PYKOMWCHK;
E.B. LlenknHa — HanmcaHWe TeKcTa CTaTbi, aHanM3 NosyYeHHbIX
BanHblx; C.B. EnndaHoBa — pepakTvpoBaHWe TeKCTa pyKonucy;
E.B. 3aps — cbop 1 obpaboTKa Matepmanos; H.A. PybLoBa — KoH-
CynbTaTMBHaA NOAJEPXKKA, YTBEPIAEHWE UTOrOBOrO BapuaHTa TeK-
cTa pykonwck; b.A. Anexcees, A.3. TanblLUMHCKWMI — yTBEPXKAEHNE
UTOrOBOr0 BapMaHTa TEKCTa PyKOMMCH.
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