22

CONFERENCE PROCEEDINGS Vol 2 (1) 2021 Digital Diagnostics
DOI: https://doi.org/10.17816/DD20211s22 .

YnbTpasByKoBble KpUTepum Shock o
avddepeHUManbHOU AUArHOCTUKU (ONIMKYNAPHBIX
onyxoneu WUTOBUAHOMN Kene3bl

T.C. Tama3sH

MocKoBCKMIA 06n1aCTHOW Hay4YHO-MCCREe0BaTENbCKUIA KINMHUYECKUI UHCTUTYT uMenu M.Q. BnagumupcKoro,
MockBa, Poccurickan QOepepauua

Ob0CHOBAHUE. ®onnnrynspHble onyxonu WwWutoBuaHoM enesbl (M) oTHocATca K kateropum Bethesda IV. B gaHHoii
KaTeropum HaxofATcA [06pOKayecTBEHHbIE M 3/10KAYECTBEHHbIE OMyXonu. Pe3ynbTaTbl TOHKOWUIOMbHOWM acnypaLyoHHOM
MyHKLMOHHOW 6roncum y3noB LuUToBMAHOM ¥ene3bl B 20% fawT HeonpedenéHHble OaHHble. Bepuduumposatb onyxonb
yOaéTcA no pesynbTataM rmcToNIorMYeckoro UCCnefoBaHUA Noc/e onepaumm.

L{EJIb — paspabotatb JononHuTeNbHbIE Y3-KpuTepun audpdepeHLnansHom AUarHoCTURU GONIMKYNAPHLIX HEOMIa3ui
LK.

METO/bI. UccnepoBaHue (62 nauyeHTa XMpyprivyeckom sHAOKPMHONOr M) BbinosiHeHo Ha 6ase MOHUKU uM. M.0. Bna-
AVMUPCKOro ¢ MapTa no HoAbpb 2020 r. Kputepuii BKNloYeHUA: GONNMKYNAPHAA ONYX0Mb MO AaHHBIM LIMTONOrMYECKOr0
uccnegosanus. MNMaumeHtam npoeaeHo Y3 LMK no ctaHgapTHoW MeToamKe, KnaccuduUMpoBaHbl y3110BbIe 06pa3oBaHus
no TI-RADS 2020 r. TakKe oLeHMBanM KONMYECTBEHHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKMN KPOBOTOKA B MHTPaHOOYNAPHLIX apTepuax y3na.
Mocne onepauum cpaBHUM NONTyYeHHbIE YIbTPa3BYKOBbIE AaHHbIE C MOPGONOrMYECKUMM.

PE3YJIbTATBI. TMaumneHTbl paspeneHbl Ha ABe rpynnbl — C [06POKAYeCTBEHHBIMU U 3/10KAYECTBEHHBIMU OMY-
xonaMu. U3 46 naumeHToB rpynnbl [o6POKa4ecTBEHHbIX 06pa3oBaHUi NMMQoLMTapHbI TUpeouanT umenn 3 (7%),
ayTOMMMYHHbIN Tpeonaut — 3 (7%), y3noBoit HeToKcMYeckuin 306 — 7 (14%), apeHoMy — 22 (48%), onyxonb He-
onpeAenéHHoro noTeHumana 3nokadectBeHHocT — 11 (24%). K 3nokavecTBeHHbIM 0bpa3oBaHuaM (n=14) bbinn oT-
HeceHbl NanunnApHble paku. Bce o6pa3oBaHuMA 6l onucaHbl N0 YNbTPa3BYKOBLIM XapakTepucTuKaM. He BbifiBneHo
HW 0HOr0 NpM3HaKa, KOTOpbIA BCTPeYancA bbl TONbKO Y 0bPOKaYecTBEHHbLIX 06pa30BaHUM M He bbi BbISBMEH Y paKa
LI, n HaobopoT. O6pa3oBanua bbinn pacnpegeneHsl no kateropuam TI-RADS. Y 87% naumeHToB BbiABNEHbI fo6po-
KauecTBeHHble HoBoobpasoBaHus LK. B 5 kateropuax TI-RADS B 71% noaTBepAéH 3/M0KaYeCTBEHHbLIA XapaKTep
nopaenus. llpoBenu BblYMCIEHNE NOKa3aTenen AMarHOCTUYECKON MHGOPMATUBHOCTU ANA «BONbLUMX» U «ManbiX»
Y3-npusHakos. Hanbonbluasa auarHocTMYecKad TOYHOCTb OnpefesfieHa y credylolmx NnokasaTtenen: BepTUKabHanA
OpPUEHTaLMA, HEPaBHOMEPHbLIA MMMNO3XOreHHbIM 060[0K M MaTONOrMYECKMIA COCYAUCTBIN pUcyHoK. lpoBenu como-
CTaB/IEHME CMEKTPasIbHbIX XapaKTEPUCTUK KPOBOTOKA MO MHTPAHOLYNAPHBLIM COCYAaM C AaHHbIMU FUCTONIOMMYECKoro
uccnefoBaHuA. Monyymnm cTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUMMYI0 pa3HULY TONIbKO MeAay nokasatenamu IR B rpynnax 3/oKave-
CTBEHHbIX U [06poKavecTBeHHbIX 06pa3oBaHuit (p=0,0001).

MoncK JONONHUTENbHBIX KPUTEPUEB HA [00MEpPaLMOHHOM 3Tarne OCTaéTcA aKTyanbHoW 3agayen. Kputepum Poc-
cumckon TI-RADS 2020 r. gononHWTeNbHO codepKat pacnpeaeneHne Y3-npusHaKkoB 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHOCTU Ha «bonb-
Wwue» U «Manble». Bce 3TM npusHaky nokasanu 6onee BbICOKYH CNELUUGUYHOCTb, YEM YYBCTBUTENbHOCTb. HU3KKMe
3Ha4YeHMA YyBCTBUTENBHOCTU BCEX Y3-KpUTepueB NOLTBEPHOAIOT HE06X0AMMOCTb OLLEHKM UX COBOKYNHOCTU. Pe3ynb-
TaTbl CNEKTPAsIbHOr0 aHann3a KPOBOTOKA B y3/1e N03BO/IAIT pacCMaTpMBaTh B Ka4yeCcTBE AOMOJIHUTENIBHOTO KpUTEpUA
uHaeKc cocygucroro conpotusnenus (Rl). Uccnegosanve 6yaneTt npogonieHo.

3AKJIIOYEHUE. Xapaktepuctuka y3noB LUK npu Y3W gonHa cogepkatb onmMcaHue He TONbKO «B0MbLIMX» NPU3HAKOB
paKa, Ho 1 «Manbix» Kputepues. Kputepues TI-RADS HefocTaTouHO AnA NONHOLEHHON anddepeHLManbHON QUarHoCTUKK.
KonuuecTBeHHan OLEHKa KPOBOTOKA MOMKET CTaTb JOMONHUTENBHBIM KPUTEPUEM OMpPeSENeHNA pUCKa 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHOCTH
onyxosnu.
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