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AHHOTALNA

Llens — oueHKa BO3MOKHOCTU MeTOZA MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHOM ToMorpaduu (MPT) opraHoB rpyHOM KNeTKu ANA Bbl-
ABNEHWA NETOYHbIX Y3/10B, MOJO3PUTESbHBIX B OTHOLLEHUM 3/10KAYECTBEHHOCTH, B CPABHEHWM C KOMMbIOTEPHOW TOMOrpa-
duen (KT).

Mamepuanel u Memode. NpoBeaéH nouck B 6asax faHHbix PubMed u Google Scholar 3a nepuop o 7 anpena 2021 r.
BKIIOUNTENBHO. B COOTBETCTBUM C KpUTEPUAMM COOTBETCTBMA ObINM 0TOBpPaHbI UCCeoBaHMA, B KOTOPbIX NPOBOAMNAch
oueHKa cnocobHocT MPT u KT K BbIBNEHWIO NErOYHbIX Y3108, NOA03PUTENBHBIX B OTHOLLEHUM 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHOCTM. Bbibop
MeTo[a aHanv3a v rpynnuMpoBKM AaHHbIX 0 YYBCTBUTENTBHOCTU U CNELMPUUHOCTM BLINOHANIN MO pe3ynbTaTaM OLeHKM re-
TEPOreHHOCTU UCCiefoBaHWA. [1NA OLEHKM CTAaTUCTUYECKOW reTeporeHHOCTU UCCef0BaHWM, BRKOYEHHBIX B MeTaaHanms,
NPUMEHANN KpuTepnid cornacua MpcoHa X v MHOEKC reteporeHHocTy 12,

Pe3synomamei. Mo pe3ynbtataM noucka buino otobpaHo 168 pabot, B MeTaaHanwms Bowwio 21 uccneposanue. OTobpaH-
Hble paboTbl BKAYanu 1188 nauuenTos. Mo pesynbTaTaM MeTaaHanu3a BbIABNEHO HanM4Me CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOVA
reteporeHHocTut p <0,00001 no Kputepuio X% 1 MHOEKC reTeporeHHocTH 1=99% ana YyBCTBUTENBHOCTM M CNELMGUYHOCTM.
B cBA3M c 3TMM AnA aHanu3a JaHHbIX UCMOb30Bany METOR Cly4anHbIX 3QQeKToB. 3HauYeHMA JyBCTBUTENBbHOCTM AnA MPT
Haxogunucb B avanasoHe ot 70,4 no 100%, cneundmyHoctn — ot 60,6 oo 100%.

3aknoyeHue. MPT obnapaeT [OCTaTOMHOM YYBCTBUTENBHOCTBIO U CMELMGOMYHOCTBIO 1A onpeseneHns 3N10KayecTBeH-
HOCTM NEFOYHbIX Y3N0B, 06HapYeHHbIX Npy KT-auarHocTuke.
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Role of chest MRI for the diagnosis of malignant
pulmonary nodules: a systematic review
and a meta-analysis
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ABSTRACT

AIM: To evaluate the ability of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) of the chest to detect malignant pulmonary nodules
compared to compute tomography (CT).

MATERIALS AND METHODS: We searched the following databases with the final date of search on April 7th, 2021:
PubMed, Google Scholar. We selected studies according to the inclusion and exclusion criteria that assessed the detection of
malignant lung nodules by MRI and CT and included information about sensitivity and specificity. Method of the analysis and
data grouping was chosen with regard to statistical heterogeneity of the studies included in the analysis. We used the x? test
and |2 statistic to evaluate the heterogeneity.

RESULTS: We selected 168 articles for the systematic review from the PubMed and Google Scholar databases. We in-
cluded 21 studies on 1,188 patients in the meta-analysis and revealed statistically significant heterogeneity (p<0,00001
for x2 test; 12=99%) for sensitivity and specificity. Hence, we used a random-effect model for further analysis. As a result,
values of sensitivity for detection of pulmonary nodules with MRI of 70.4%-100%, specificity — from 60.6% to 100%.

CONCLUSIONS: Thus, MRI has sufficient sensitivity and specificity for detecting malignant pulmonary nodules primarily
discovered with CT.
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BBEOEHWUE

Jlérounbi y3en (solitary pulmonary nodule, SPN) —
€[IVHbIN, OTFPaHWUYEHHBIN OKPYTTIbIA 04Yar pa3MepamMu MeHee
3 cM B amnamertpe [1, 2]. JIErouHoM y3en NOMHOCTbIO OKPYHKEH
HEM3MEHEHHOW NEroYHOM TKaHbIo, He CBA3aH C aTefeKTa-
30M, KOpPHEM NErkoro unu cpepocteHneM. [laHHoe obpa-
30BaHMe MOMKET MPeAcTaBnATb co60i [OOPOKAYECTBEHHbIE
MPOLLECChI, TAKUE KaK ramMapToMa, pasfinyHble MHOEKLMOH-
Hble MOpaXKeHWs, rpaHyseMaTo3Hoe BOCMajeHue, a TaKKe
3710KaYeCTBEHHbIE MpOLecchl (TakMe Kak MepBUYHBIN paK
NETKOro, MeTacTaTMyecKoe nopaxeHune unm naumMdoma. 3no-
KaueCTBEHHOCTb y3/10B NpennonaraeTcA [0 Tex Nnop, Moka
He [OKa3aHo obpatHoe [2].

B HacTosLwee BpeMa KoMnbloTepHaa ToMorpadua (KT)
ABNAETCA 30/10TbIM CTAHLAPTOM /1A OLEHKU M OVHAMUYe-
CKOr0 KOHTPONA 3a NEMOYHbIMK Y3M1aMK, NOA03PUTESNbHbI-
MW Ha 3noKadvectBeHHocTb [3]. KT npy Hannumm Gonbluoro
KOIM4ecTBa NPEMMYLLECTB MMeeT 0CHOBHOM HeJOCTaToK —
BbICOKYIO JIy4eBYl0 Harpy3Ky, KoTopas, 6e3ycnosHo, yBenu-
uMBaeTCA B X0 AMHAMMYecKoro KoHtpons. C passutueM
W COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHWEM TEXHUYECKOr0 M MPOrpamMMHOro
obecreyeHmns NOUCK HOBbIX anbTEPHATUBHbLIX METOL0B BU3Y-
anu3aumm cTaHoBUTCA o4eBMaHbIM. [TocnegHue 20 net nsy-
YeHWe NOTEHLMANbHOr0 NPUMEHEHUA MarHUTHO-PE30HAHC-
How Tomorpa¢um (MPT) ona AuarHoCTMKM 3aboneBaHuit
OpraHoB IPYAHOM KNETKW NO3BOAMIO BbIAENNTb OTAENbHYIO0
06nacTb Hay4HbIX MCCNeA0BaHWA, NOCBALLEHHYI BbIABIIE-
HUIO NEroYHbIX y3n0B nocpeactsoM MPT. lpenmylectsom
MPT aBnAeTcA oTCyTCTBME BO3[EWCTBMA MOHWU3MPYIOLLETO
U3MYYEHUA, a TaKHKe OMLMOHasbHaA KONMYECTBEHHAA OLEH-
Ka BbIABMIEHHBIX MU3MEHEHWI [aXKe NpW OTCYTCTBUM BBEAE-
HUA KOHTPACTHbIX MpenapaTos.

Llenb uccnepoBanma — oLeHKa Bo3MoHocTv MPT op-
raHOB PYOHOM KNETKU MO CpaBHeHMIO co cTaHaapTHon KT
LA BbIABEHUA 3/I0KAYECTBEHHBIX JIEFOYHBIX Y3J10B.

METOAbI

[aHHas paboTa 6bina opopMieHa cornacHo CTaHaapTy
PenopTUPOBaHUA Pe3y/bTaToB CUCTEMATUYecKoro 0630-
pa v MeTaaHanusa PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for
Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) [4].

Tun uccnepgoBaHum
Kpumepuu sxntoyeHus:

 (I) npocneKkTMBHbIE UCCefoBaHMA MO TUMY Cy4an-KOH-
TPONib, PETPOCMEKTUBHbIE MCCIENOBAHMA NO TUNY Chy-
Yali-KOHTPOSIb, MPOCMEKTUBHBIE KOFOPTHbIE MCCe0Ba-
HWA, PETPOCMEKTVBHBIE KOTOPTHbIE UCCIE0BaHUSA;

« (Il) nccnenoBaHuMA, BKKOYAIOLLME ONMCaHME UCTONb30BaHNA
MPT anA BbIABEHUA 3/10KA4ECTBEHHBIX EMOYHbIX Y3J10B;

o (lll) aTanoHHbIM MeToaoM BhicTynana KT;

o (IV) Hannume cBefieHWU O YyBCTBUTENBHOCTM M CheLu-
puyHoCTM.
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Kpumepuu uckmoyerus:

« (I) nonHbIN TeKCT paboTbl He[OCTYMEH;

(1) nccneoBaHMe NPOBOAMNOCH HE Ha NIOAAX;

« (lll) nccnemoBaHWe NPOBOAMNOCH C y4acTMEM AeTew;

(V) onncaHnA KNMHMYECKMX CNyYaeB, UCCNeoBaHKe ce-
pUM CnyyaeB, CUCTEMATUYeCKMe 0630pbl, METaaHanM3bl;

» (V) couetaHMe NO3UTPOHHO-3IMUCCUOHHOW TOMOrpadum
(N3T) v KT (N3T/KT) 1 coyeTaHMe NO3UTPOHHO-3MUCCH-
OHHOM ToMmorpa¢um u MPT (M3T/MPT); uccnegoBaHumn
C KOHTPACTHbIM YCUIIEHMEM;

o (VI) BKnoueHue B UccriefoBaHME NaLMEHTOB C IEMOYHON
dopMoi TybepKynésa 1 ApyruMy BocrnanuTebHbIMM 3a-
00/1eBaHNAMM NErKMX.

Tunbl yyacTHUKOB

MaumenTbl cTapwe 18 ner.

B 0630p He BOLL/M NaLMEHTbI, 4717 KOTOPbIX OTCYTCTBOBANM
[aHHble M0 AMArHoCTUKE C MPUMEHEHUEM CTaHAAPTHBIX 3Ta-
NOHHBIX MeTof0B (cTaHaapTHaA KT opraHoB rpygHoM KNeTKu).

Tvnbl BMelLaTenbcTBa

MccnenoBaHuA, B KOTOPbIX NPOBOAMIACH OLEHKA Cro-
cobHocT MPT u cTangapTHO KT K BbIABNEHMIO NErOYHbIX
Y3108, NOJ03PUTENBHBIX B OTHOLLIEHUM 3/10KAYECTBEHHOCTM.

Tunbl pesynbTaToB

[lepguyHbie pe3ynemamel: YACNOBbIE 3HAYEHUA YyB-
CTBUTENILHOCTM U crieumuduuHocT MPT NErkux ans oLeHKu
BbIAIBNIEHNA 3/10KA4ECTBEHHbIX JIEMOYHbIX Y3/0B.

BmopuyHeie pe3ynemamei: BbifBNEHWE Hanbonee onTu-
MasbHbIX MP-MMMyNbCHBIX NOCNenoBaTebHOCTEN.

WUcTouHuKu nHdopmauum

MpoBeaéH nouck B 6asax fgaHHbIx PubMed n Google
Scholar B nepvog fo 7 anpensa 2021 r.

Mouck

B 6a3e gaHHbix PubMed npuMeHanu aBa tMna noucKo-
BbIX 3aMpOCOB C MCMO/b30BaHUEM TEPMUHOB 6MOINOTEKM
MeSH v KnioyeBbIX CNOB ANA NOMCKa Cpeay HeaBHMX CTa-
TeM, nockonbky B PubMed tpebyetca okono oaHoro Mecsua
Ansa npuceoeHns TepMmHa MeSH onybnvKkoBaHHow pabore:

«Magnetic Resonance imaging» [Mesh] or «MRI» and
«Computed tomography» or «CT» and «Lung neoplasms»
[Mesh] or «Solitary Pulmonary Nodule» [Mesh] and
«Sensitivity» and «Specificity»;

«Lung MRI» or «chest MRI» and «Computed tomography»
or «CT» and «lung cancer» or «Solitary Pulmonary Nodule».

[na noucka B 6ase AaHHbIX Google Scholar ucnonb3o-
Banu 3anpoc «MRI, CT, lung cancer, specificity, sensitivity».

Mpouecc cbopa AaHHBIX U 31EMEHTbI AaHHBIX

C nomowblo cepBuca Google Spreadsheet paspa-
6otanu Tabnuuy u3BneYeHWA [aHHbIX. ABTOpbI UMenu




CUCTEMATYECKME OB30PHI

O[HOBPEMEHHBIN 1 HEOTrPAHWYEHHbBIA [OCTYM K AOKYMEHTY.
[Ba uccneposatena (0.10. MaHvHa u E.A. TpuK) nsBsnexknm
crefyowme faHHble M3 0TobpaHHbIX paboT: Ha3BaHWe CTa-
TbW, ¥ypHan (Mnu cepBUC ANA pasMeLLeHWUs NPenpuHToB),
pata nybnukauum, DOI, npotokon MPT, 3HaueHue Mar-
HUTHOW MHAYKUMKM MPT, TMnbl BbIABNEHHBIX 04YaroB, YyB-
CTBUTENIBHOCTb, CMELUPUUHOCTb, CTaHAAPTHOE OTKNIOHEHMWE
ana MPT un KT. B cnyyanx Korga nokasatenum YyBCTBUTESIb-
HOCTM U cneunrUHOCTU BbIM paccumnTaHbl ANS Karoon
UMNyNbCHOM nocnefoBatentHocTy (MM) oTaensHo, B MeTa-
aHanu3 BKMIYanucb Havbonee aGHeKTUBHbIE NOKa3aTeNMn.

Tpwu gpyrux uccneposatena (E.C. Axmag, 10.H. Bacunbe-
Ba U [0.A. BacunbeB) 0CyLLECTBUIN NPOBEPKY M3BEYEHHBIX
AaHHbIX. Bce pasHornacms 6biny peLleHbl B xode obcyae-
HUA MeXK[Y aBTOpaMu.

Puck cucteMaTtuyeckon oMbk
B OTZeNbHbIX UCCNeA0BaHUAX

ABTOpbI MCMONb30BaNK KOHTPONbHBIN cnncok QUADAS-2
(Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies) [5], pe-
KOMEHA0BaHHbIA ANA NpoBeeHUA CUCTEMATMYECKUX 0630-
poB AreHTCTBOM MCCNefoBaHWIA M OLIEHKM KayecTBa 3apa-
BooxpaHeHua CLUA (Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality, Cochrane Collaboration, AHRQ). Kaxgylo 13 oto-
bpaHHbIX paboT OUEHMBaNK Mo YeTbIpEM AoMeHaM: oTbop
NaLMEeHTOB, UCCNeyeMbli TECT, 3TANOHHbIA TECT U MOTOK
nauueHToB. [oNHOe OMKCaHMe KaKaoro HanpaBneHWA U Uc-
nonb3yemble KpUTEPUM CyHOeHUA NpuBeaeHbl B KokpaHoB-
CKOM PYKOBOACTBE MO CMCTEMATMYeCKMM 0630paM Meau-
umHckmx BMewwatenbeTB (Cochrane Handbook) [6].

CratucTU4ecKui aHanus

Bribop MeToaa aHanusa 1 rpynnmupoBKM HaHHbIX O YyB-
CTBUTENIBHOCTM U CNEeLMdUYHOCTY (Mofenb CnyyYamlHbix 3¢-
(GEKTOB MM MoZeNb GUKCMPOBAHHOMO 3QdeKTa) BLINOHANN
Mo pe3ynbTaTaM OLEHKW FeTeporeHHOCTU MCCiefoBaHUM.
[InA OLeHKM CTaTUCTUYECKOW FeTepOreHHOCTU UccnenoBa-
HUI, BKIIOYEHHBIX B METaaHann3, NPUMEHANN KpUTepuit x2
W MHOEKC reTeporeHHocTu |2, CTaTUCTMYecKM 3Hauuman
reTeporeHHoCTb B MccnepoBaHuAx cooteetcteyet p <0,10
B Kputepuu x? u 1>40%. MeTaaHanu3 npoBoaMIM npm mo-
MOLLM NporpamMMHoro naketa RevMan 5.4.1.

PE3YJIbTATHI

Mo pesynbTataM noucka B 6a3ax AaHHbIX PubMed
1 Google Scholar 168 oTobpaHHbIX paboT bbinM MMNOPTUPO-
BaHbl B 616AMOTEKY NpOrpaMMbl A/ YNPaBeHUA CCbIIKaMm
Mendeley. Mocne pononHuTENbHOM NPOBEPKM Ha KPUTEPUU
BKITIOYEHMA U UCKIIOYEHWA U U3YYeHMA TeKCTa uccnejoBa-
HWI ocTanock 33 pabotsl (puc. 1).

B xome n3yyeHna TeKkcToB ocTaBLumxcaA 33 pabot [7-38]
o6HapyKeHo, 4To B [BYX McciefoBaHMAX nposogunock KT
C KOHTPAcTHbIM YCUNEHUEM [23, 24], 4TO TaKKe He ABNAET-
CA COOTBETCTBYIOLLMM TMMOM BMeLuaTenscTe. KpoMe Toro,
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JluTepatypHbIi1 nouck
ba3sbl gaHHbIX:
Pubmed, Google Scholar

[Pe3yanaTb| noucka n=1 68]—>
[ PesynbTathl moucka n=33 j

~

VcknioyeHsl cepum
KIMHUYECKUX CIy4aeB,
cMcTeMaTUYecKue
0630pbl, MeTaaHanu3bl,
1CMosb30BaHue
M3T/KT, N3T/MPT,
OTCYTCTBME MOJIHOMO

TeKcTa
(& %

p
WcknioueHbl n=12,

v 13 HUX
* HeT 3Ha4eHUn
CKPUHVHT TeKCTOB YyBCTBUTEJIbHOCTU
1 abCcTpaKToB cTaTeid u cneumuyHoctn KT
(n=10)

* CpaBHeHwe
¢ KT ¢ KoHTpacTHbIM
ycunenueM (n=2)

Y

BruiioueHbl B MeTaaHanu3
n=21

Puc. 1. Cxema npouecca otbopa nccnegosanuit (flow diagram).

B 10 pabotax [20-22, 25-29, 31, 32] nonHoCTbI0 OTCYT-
CTBOBaNM 3HaYeHWA YyBCTBUTENILHOCTM U CMELUPUUHOCTM
ona KT, noatomy 6bi710 NPUHATO peLLeHne 06 UCKMIOYeHUM
LaHHbIX MCCnefoBaHuiA. B MeTaaHanu3 6binn BKIOYEHbI
CTaTbW, e KOHTPOJIbHbIM MCCNE0BaHWEM BbICTyNana
Hu3Kopo3oBaa KT [9, 10, 16], He ABnAtLLancA Kputepuem
UcKknioyeHnA. TakuM o6pasoM, HenocpesCTBEHHO B MeTa-
aHanu3 6bio BKAoYeHo 21 uccnegosaHme (cM. puc. 1).

OTobpaHHble paboTbl BKAo4any 1188 naumenTos. Bee mc-
Cre0BaHWA COAEepKanu CBeieHWA 0 NpoLiefype NpoBefeHNsA
MPT u KT nérkmx. JanHble o yyBcTBUTENBHOCTM AnA MPT n KT
6binM NpefcTaBneHbl BO BCEX paboTax, 0HaKO B TPEX CTaTbAX
noKasatenu cneumpryHoOCTM He bbinu yKasaHbl [8, 16, 30].
BonbLUMHCTBO MCCeoBaHUI BbINOMHEHbI HA TOMorpagax
C MHOyKumMel MariuTHoro nons 1,5 T (rabn. 1).

Puck cucteMatmyecKom owinMbKu

B 11 nccnenoBaHuAx bbinv Hagnealumm o0bpasoM npe-
[0CTaB/eHbl CBeAEHWUA MO MUCCeayeMoMy W 3TaNloHHOMY Te-
ctaM [7, 8, 10-13, 15-18, 33]. OcHOBHBIM UCTOYHMKOM OLLIN-
60K ABNANCA MHOEKCHbIA TecT (MPT) 1 ero mHTepnpeTauus
(puc. 2). B HeKoTOpbIX MCCIEAO0BAHUAX He BbINO MOHOLEHHBIX
[aHHbIX 4NA BO3MOXHOCTU CYAWUTb O PUCKe MPeaB3ATOCTH:
Harnpumep, 6bIIM NI MHTEPNPETVUPOBaHbI Pe3ynbTaTbl UH-
[EKCHOro Tecta 6e3 3HaHWA pe3ynbTaToB 3TaNIOHHOIO TECTa,
1 HaobOpOT, MHTEpPNpPeTaLMA 3TaNOHHOro TecTa 6e3 3HaHuA
Pe3ynbTaToB MHAOEKCHOr0. IMeeTca TaKie pUCK cucTeMatu-
YECKOW OLUMOKM B CNyyae, eClM UCCNEoBaHMA, B KOTOPbIX
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N2 WccnepoBaHua lon VIH.quunv:]:aTr:mHoro Mogensb, nponssogutens MPT un MPT
1 Both[7] 2005 1,5 Magnetom Vision, Siemens VIBE, HASTE, T2TSE
2 Bruegel [8] 2007 1,5 Magnetom Sonata, Siemens STIR

3 Chang[19] 2015 1,5 Intera Achieva, Philips SS-TSE-HF

4 Cieszanowski [30] 2016 1,5 Magnetom Avanto, Siemens T2TSE, T2-STIR, T2-HASTE
5  Dewes [33] 2016 3,0 Magnetom Prisma, Siemens CAIPIRINHA-VIBE
6  Fatihoglu [34] 2019 1,5 Magnetom Aera, Siemens DWI (ADC)

7 Heye [39] 2012 1,5 Avanto, Siemens VIBE, HASTE

8  Huang [39] 2020 1,5 Magnetom Aera, Siemens UTE free-breathing
9 Koo [36] 2019 3,0 Magnetom Skyra, Siemens T2FSE

10 Koyama [37] 2008 1,5 Intera, Philips STIR

11 Koyama [38] 2015 1,5 Achieva, Philips DWI (ADC)

12 Meier-Schroers [9] 2016 1,5 Ingenia, Philips T2FSE

13 Meier-Schroers [10] 2019 1,5 Ingenia, Philips T2STIR

14 Ohno [11] 2017 3,0 Vantage Titan, Canon Medical Systme UTE

15 Regier [12] 2011 1,5 Achieva, Philips DWI (ADC)

16  Satoh [13] 2008 1,5 Intera NovoDual, Philips DWI (ADC)

17  Schaefer [14] 2006 1,0 Magnetom Expert, Siemens PDWI

18 Schroeder [15] 2005 1,5 Magnetom Sonata, Siemens HASTE

19 Sommer [16] 2014 1,5 Magnetom Avanto, Siemens HASTE

20 Vogt [17] 2004 1,5 Magnetom Sonata, Siemens HASTE

21 Yi[18] 2007 3,0 Achieva, Philips T1WI 3D TFE*

lpumeyanue. UM MPT — mMnynbCHble NOCNeA0BATENIbHOCTY MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOM ToMorpaduu.

Otb0p naumeHToB
VHAeKcHbIN TecT
3TanoHHbIN cTaHaapT
TeueHue 1 CUHXPOHM3aLMA

06LwwuMit pUCK NpeaB3ATOCTH

25

o

I Huskmit puck

Puc. 2. FuctorpamMMa pucka CUCTEMATUYECKOMN OLUMOKM.

BbIABNEH 3dGEKT, bblnn onybnMKoBaHbI C bonbLUEl BepoAT-
HOCTbIO, YEM UCCE0BaHMSA, B KOTOPbIX IPDEKT OTCYTCTBYET.
0fAHaKo BO BCEX MCCeL0BaHUAX YYaCTHUKM COOTBETCTBOBANM
KpWUTEpMAM NPOTOKONA HacToALLero ob3opa.

Mo pe3ynbTataM MeTaaHanW3a BbIABEHbI Hannuue cTa-
TUCTUYECKM 3Ha4MMoN reteporeHHocTn p <0,00001 no Kpu-
Tepuio X? M MHOEKC reTeporeHHocT 1=99% ana yyBCTBM-
TENbHOCTU U cneuuduyHocTU. B cBA3M ¢ 3TMM AnA aHanu3a
[aHHBIX MCMONb30Bau MeTof Cy4anHbIX 3PdeKToB.
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[] Ectb comHenna [ Het aanHbIX

InarHoctuyeckana TouHoctb MPT opraHos
FPYAHON KNETKM

B kakpon 3 21 pabot 6bIno NpoBefeHO CpaBHEHWME
MPT c 3TanoHHbIM MeTOOM. 3HA4YeHUA YyBCTBUTENBHO-
ctn ana MPT Haxogunuck B auana3ode ot 70,4 go 100%,
cneunduyHoctn — ot 60,6 go 100% (puc. 3). CpenHee
3HaueHue yyBcTBUTENBbHOCTU MPT cocTaBuno 88,3%, cneum-
¢uuHocT — 71,3. B pabotax, roe He yKasblBanuch napame-
Tpbl CTaHOAPTHOro OTKNOHeHWA SD AnA YyBCTBMTENbHOCTM
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U cneunmdUYHOCTH, pacyéT MPOM3BOAMICA MYTEM OLEHKK
3HayeHuN noKasatenen [40].

B T1abn. 2 npefcTaBneHbl XapaKTEPUCTUKM BKITIOYEHHBIX
B MeTaaHanu3 uccfiefjoBaHuUin ¢ Hambonee BbICOKUMM 3Ha-
YEeHMAMM YYBCTBUTENIBHOCTM M CreLMUYHOCTM ana MeToaa
MPT, conoctaBumbimMm ¢ KT. Ha puc. 3 gaHHble nccnegosa-
HUA 0TMEeYeHbl Kak MMEILLME MAHUMANbHYI0 pasHULY YyB-
cTBUTENBHOCTM U crieyuduuHocTn ana MPT u KT.

OBCYHAEHUE

PesynbTaThl [aHHOrO MeTaaHanM3a [OeMOHCTpU-
PYIOT MeHbLUMEe CpeaHue 3HayeHuA creuupuyHoCTH
1 YyBCTBUTENBHOCTM Ana Metoga MPT no cpaBHenwio ¢ KT.
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B 6onbluMHCTBE UCCNeN0BaHWIA, BRIIOYEHHBIX B METaaHanus,
UyBCTBUTENBHOCTb M cneumndmyHocTb KT opraHoB rpygHom
KNeTKM [N1A BbIABEHMA NEFOYHbIX Y3108 cocTaBuna 100%.
TonbKo Tpu paboTbl MMenu bonee HU3KMe Nokasatenu. 310
06BACHAGTCA TEM, YTO BO BKIIOYEHHBIX MccneoBaHuAx KT
BbICTYNano B ponu 3TanoHHoro Tecta. [na MPT opraHos
rpyLoHO KNeTku 5 uccneposanuii u3 21 umenn 100% yys-
CTBMTENbHOCTb, @ Bcero 2 uccnegosatna — 100% yyBcTBU-
TeNIbHOCTb U CNEeLUGUYHOCT.

lMpn aHanu3e pe3ynbTaTtoB MeTaaHanu3a BbIABMEHO,
YTO BbICOKME MOKA3aTeNnu YyBCTBUTENBHOCTM Habnoaanuch
B MCCNeJ0BaHNAX, B KOTOPbIX paccCumThiBanuChL oblme no-
Ka3aTenn YyBCTBUTENBHOCTU M CMeLMPUUHOCTU ONA BCEro
MP-npoToKona, a He oTaenbHO Ana Kaxaoi U (cm. Tabn. 2).

Test for overall effect: Z = 7.48 (P < 0.00001)

MPT KT Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
Both 2005 100 1 20 100 1 20 5.7% 0.00 [-0.62, 0.62] r
Bruegel 2007 0 0 28 0 28 Not estimable
Chang 2015 89 1.275 36 25.6 14.703 36 5.6% 6.01 [4.90, 7.12] -
Cieszanowski 2016 0 0 50 0 0 50 Not estimable
Dewes 2015 79.1 2.25 54 100 1 54 5.5% -11.92[-13.58, -10.26] -
Fatihoglu 2019 88.2 1.43 53 100 1 53 5.6%  -9.49[-10.85, -8.14] -
Heye 2012 100 1 28 100 1 28 5.7% 0.00 [-0.52, 0.52]
Huang 2020 98.9 0.099 120 100 1 120 5.7% -1.54 [-1.83, -1.25] -
Koo 2019 70.4 2.527 68 100 1 68 5.5% -15.32[-17.19, -13.44] -
Koyama 2008 60.6 1.882 161 100 1 161 5.5% -26.08 [-28.12, -24.05] —
Koyama 2015 33.3 3.926 32 100 1 32 4.7% -23.00[-27.14,-18.86] ——
Meier-Schroers 2016 100 1 30 100 1 30 5.7% 0.00[-0.51, 0.51]
Meier-Schroers 2019 93 0.719 82 100 1 82 5.7% -8.00 [-8.93, -7.07] -
Ohno 2017 99.6 0.055 52 99.6 0.055 52 5.7% 0.00 [-0.38, 0.38]
Regier 2011 92.3 1.589 20 100 1 20 5.6% -5.68 [-7.14, -4.23] -
Satoh 2008 61.1 3.328 51 100 1 51 5.4% -15.71[-17.95, -13.48] -
Schaefer 2006 75 3.125 36 100 1 36 5.5% -10.66 [-12.51, -8.81] -
Schroeder 2005 93.5 1.11 30 100 1 30 5.6% -6.07 [-7.31, -4.84] -
Sommer 2014 0 0 49 0 0 49 Not estimable
Vogt 2004 96.2 0.468 61 100 1 61 5.7% -4.84 [-5.55, -4.13] -
Yi 2007 67 1.962 127 100 1 127 5.5% -21.13[-23.00, -19.26] -
Total (95% CI) 1188 1188 100.0% -8.28 [-10.45, -6.11] L 2
iy 2 . i2 .12 + + + +
IZl Heterogeneity: Tau® = 21.41; Chi® = 2471.61, df = 17 (P < 0.00001); I* = 99% 5o 10 ) 10 20

MPT [experimental] KT [control]

Test for overall effect: Z = 7.70 (P < 0.00001)

MPT KT Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
Both 2005 100 1 20 100 1 20 4.9% 0.00 [-0.62, 0.62] T
Bruegel 2007 72 3.81 28 100 1 28 4.5% -9.91 [-11.89, -7.94] -
Chang 2015 84.8 1.678 36 84.8 1.678 36 4.9% 0.00 [-0.46, 0.46]
Cieszanowski 2016 100 1 50 100 1 50 4.9% 0.00 [-0.39, 0.39]
Dewes 2015 88.1 1.427 54 100 1 54 4.7% -9.59[-10.95, -8.23] -
Fatihoglu 2019 72.2 3.684 53 100 1 53 4.7% -10.22 [-11.68, -8.77] -
Heye 2012 100 1 28 100 1 28 4.9% 0.00 [-0.52, 0.52]
Huang 2020 81.2 3.684 120 100 1 120 4.9% -6.94 [-7.62, -6.27] -
Koo 2019 70.4 2.527 68 100 1 68 4.5% -15.32[-17.19, -13.44] -
Koyama 2008 96.1 0.295 161 100 1 161 4.9% -5.28 [-5.74, -4.81] -
Koyama 2015 70.4 3.684 32 100 1 32 4.5% -10.83 [-12.83, -8.83] i
Meier-Schroers 2016 100 1 30 100 1 30 4.9% 0.00 [-0.51, 0.51]
Meier-Schroers 2019 87 1.249 82 100 1 82 4.7% -11.44[-12.73, -10.15] -
Ohno 2017 93 0.903 52 93.4 0.855 52 4.9% -0.45 [-0.84, -0.06] b
Regier 2011 97 0.651 20 100 1 20 4.8% -3.48 [-4.50, -2.47] -
Satoh 2008 88.9 1.382 51 100 1 51 4.7% -9.13 [-10.47, -7.80] -
Schaefer 2006 100 1 36 100 1 36 4.9% 0.00 [-0.46, 0.46]
Schroeder 2005 85.4 2.276 30 100 1 30 4.6% -8.20 [-9.80, -6.60] -
Sommer 2014 78 2.451 49 100 1 49 4.6% -11.66[-13.37,-9.95] -
Vogt 2004 93 0.834 61 100 1 61 4.8% -7.55[-8.58, -6.53] -
Yi 2007 97 0.258 127 97 0.258 127 4.9% 0.00 [-0.25, 0.25]
Total (95% CI) 1188 1188 100.0% -5.59 [-7.01, -4.16] L 3
H - 2 _ . i2 — — L2 4 il 4 4
III Heterogeneity: Tau® = 10.70; Chi® = 2239.91, df = 20 (P < 0.00001); I* = 99% 5 10 5 10 20

MPT [experimental] KT [control]

Puc. 3. ®opect-rpadmK crpynnmpoBaHHbIX faHHbIX Ans creumeuyHocTy (a) v vyscTuTenbHocTH (b) [40].

Mpumeyanue. SMD (standardized mean difference) — cranmapT1ampoBaHHan cpefHsan pasHuua; Cl (confidence interval) — posepu-

TeNbHbIN WHTEepBan.
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Tabnuua 2. XapakTepucTUKM UCCeoBaHMIA C Hanbosee BLICOKMMM NOKa3aTenaMm YyBCTBUTENBHOCTY M CNELIMGUUHOCTY

N AsTop, rog, qYBCTPMTeanOCTb Cneliud)w-mocm UM MPT WUHpyKuma
uccnenoBaHua (06w MK nokasatens) | (06K NoKasaTens) MarHuTHoro nond, Tn
1 Both, 2005 [7] 100 100 VIBE, HASTE, T2TSE 1,5
2 Cieszanowski, 2016 [30] 100 - T2TSE, T2-STIR, T2-HASTE 1,5
3 Meier-Schroers, 2016 [9] 100 100 T2FSE 1,5
4 Regier, 2011 [12] 97 92,3 DWI (ADC) 1,5
5  Heye, 2012 [35] 100 100 VIBE, HASTE 1,5
6  Schaefer, 2006 [14] 100 75 PDWI 1,5

lpumeyqarue. AN MPT — m“MnynbCHble NOCNeA0BaTENBHOCTM MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOM ToMorpaduu.

[laHHoe ABNeHWe noKasbiBaeT 0COHEHHOCTb NpOBEAEHUA
MeTaaHanu3a ana MPT Kak anAa MeTofda, rAe OLEeHKa Cur-
HaNbHbIX XapaKTePUCTVK MPOM3BOAUTCA B COBOKYMHOCTU
C MPOTOKONIOM CKaHWpoBaHMA. [laHHble npuMepbl MOryT
CBMAETENbCTBOBATb O HEAOCTATOYHOW U3YYEHHOCTH BO3MOMK-
Hocten MPT B anddepeHumanbHOM AMArHOCTMKE NErOYHbIX
y3110B, He06X0AMMOCTM UCCNefoBaHUA coBpeMeHHbIx W,
a TaKKe TLLaTeNbHOM HacTpoiike pyTMHHBIX WUIT Ha ToMorpa-
¢e. Takoi nogxod NOMOKET NOBLICUTL 3¢ perTMBHOCTL MPT
LNl BbIABEHWUA NErOYHbIX Y3/10B U UCCNIE[0BAHUA UX XapaK-
TEPUCTMK, YTO 0COBEHHO BaXKHO B AMArHOCTUKE paKa NErKMX.

Pak nérkux npogonKaeT 3aHMMaTh IMAMPYIOLLLYIO MO3M-
LIMI0 MO CMEPTHOCTM BO BCEM Mupe, B TOM ymncie B Poccui-
ckov Qefepauum, ABNAACL OCTPOM COLMANBHO-3KOHOMM-
yeckon npobnemoii [41, 42]. Hannume paKa B BbIAIBNEHHbIX
néroyHbIx y3nax konebnetca ot 10 go 70% [2]. B HekoTopbIX
CTpaHax B paMKax CKPWHWHra NpoBOAMTCHA HWU3KOL030Bas
KT rpynnam Bbicokoro pucka. Ho B HacToslee Bpems ox-
BaT HaCeNieHWA NPOrpaMMON CKPUHUHIA OCTAETCA HU3KUM,
a KpUTEPUM BKMIOYEHWUS MALMEHTOB OrpaHMYeHbl, YToOb
obecneunTb e€ 3KOHOMMYECKYIO LielecoobpasHocTb. TakuM
06pa3oM, MHOTVM MaLMeHTaM No-npexHeMy byneT cTaBUTb-
CA AWarHo3 nocne rnosBfeHUA CUMMTOMOB, T.€. He Ha paH-
Hel cTaum pasBuTMA 3aboneBaHNA 1 B YCIIOBUAX BbICOKOM
LieHbI OLUMOKM NpY HeNpaBWIbHOM AuarHocTuke [41]. MoHuK-
TOPVHT W yNpaBeHNe HEOLHO3HAYHBIMU NEFOYHBIMU Y3na-
MU [10 CMX NOp OCTAETCA CNOXKHOM 3aajen KaK OnA peHTre-
HOMOr 0B, TaK U /1A KIMHWALMCTOB, MO3TOMY A/1A NOCTaHOBKM
AVarHo3a, MapLUpyTU3aLmMy NaumeHTa 1 Bbibopa onTUManb-
HOW TaKTWKM BeLEHWA W NeYeHUA BCErfa WUCronb3yeTcA
TOJIbKO KOMMJIEKCHbIN noaxon [43].

[laHHbIN MeTaaHanu3 noKasan BO3MOXKHOCTU allbTepHa-
TMBHOIO NOAX0La B OLIEHKE JIEF0YHbIX Y3108, MOJ03PUTESTb-
HbIX B OTHOLLUEHMM paKa. B HaweM vccnefoBaHUM aKLEeHT
bbin coenaH Ha CTaHAapTHble UCCNeAoBaHUA 6e3 MUcnonb-
30BaHWA KOHTPACTHOTO YCUAEHMA.

OrpaHMHEHMﬂ uccnenosaHua

[laHHoe uccnepoBaHMe UMeNo pag orpaHuyeHui. B me-
TaaHanM3 no pAay NpPMYMH ObINIM BKAOYEHbI Te JaHHbIe, e
pasMepbl 04aroB 6binn 6onblue 6 MM. Bo-nepBblIX, pa3mepbl
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y3noB 6onee 6 MM Haubonee 4acTo BCTpeYaloTcA B UCCe-
[0BaHUAX; BO-BTOPbIX, N0 NOCNeAHUM fdaHHbIM OneluHe-
POBCKOro coobLiecTBa, y3/bl MeHee 6 MM UMeKT [ocTa-
TOYHO HU3KMIA PUCK 3noKadvecTBeHHOCTH [3]. KpoMe Toro,
B MeTaaHa/jiM3e He MPOBOAMNOCH cpaBHeHWe MeTogos MPT
C FMCTOMOMMYECKUMM JaHHBIMM, UTO TaKKe MOXKET ABMATLCA
OrpaHUyYeHneM UcCe0BaHUA.

3ARJTIOYEHUE

MPT obnapaeT [OCTaTOMHOM YYBCTBMTENBHOCTBLIO U Crie-
UMPUYHOCTBIO A AOMONHUTENBHOM AUArHOCTUKM NErOYHbIX
Y3/10B, NOA03PUTENbHBIX B OTHOLIEHWM 3/10KAQ4YECTBEHHOCTH,
obHapyeHHbIX npy KT. CpegHee 3HauYeHWe YyBCTBUTENb-
HocTu MPT coctasuno 88,3%, cneumduuroctn — 71,3%.

MPT ABNAETCA HEMOHWU3UPYIOLLMM METOAOM Jly4YeBOM
OMArHOCTMKM W, KpOMe TOro, Npu oLeHKe pasnuuHblx WM
MOMET BbICTYNaTb AOMOJHUTE/IbHBIM METOAOM B PELLEHU
CMOPHBIX CNYYaes.

Heobxoaumo panbHenwwee nsydeHne Hambonee adpdek-
TMBHbIX MMMY/bCHBLIX NOCNeA0BaTENbHOCTEN, Lienecoobpas-
HOCTM KOHTPACTHOTO YCUJIEHWA M HOBbIX TEXHOMOMMYECKMX
PeLLeHNA ANA Ka4eCTBEHHOW AMArHOCTUKM NEMQUHBIX Y3M0B.

AONOJIHUTENBHO

WUcTouHnK duHaHcupoBaHUA. ABTOpHI 3aABRAIT 06 OTCYTCTBUM
BHELLHEro GVHaHCMPOBaHWA MpU MPOBeSEHWUM MOWCKOBO-aHanu-
TUYECKOM paboTbl U NOArOTOBKeE CTaTby.

KoHdpnuKT uHTepecoB. ABTOpPbI AEKNapypyioT OTCYTCTBME ABHbIX
1 NOTEHUMaTbHBIX KOHQAMKTOB MHTEPECOB, CBA3AHHBIX C MybMMKa-
LMen HacToALLEN CTaTb.

Brknapg aBTopoB. [0.A. Bacunbes — paspaboTka KoHLenumu, Hanu-
caHue TeKCTa, aHanm3 1 3KCrepTHaA oLieHKa pesynbTatos; 0.10. Ma-
HWHa — pa3paboTKa KoHUenuuM, Nouck nybaukaumin no Teme,
06paboTKa MonyyeHHbIX pe3ynbTaToB, HanMcaHWe TekcTa 0630pa;
E.A. Tpuk — nomck nybnmKaumi no TeMe, 06paboTka nony4eHHbIX
pesynbraros; E.C. AxMag — obpaboTka pe3ynbTaTos, cucTemMaTu-
3aumA 1 duHanbHoe pefaKkTpoBaHue 063opa; 10.H. Bacunbesa —
aHanM3 1 3KCnepTHaA OLieHKa pe3ysbTato, ¢MHanbHoe pedaKTu-
poBaHue 0630pa. Bce aBTOpLI NOATBEPHAAIOT COOTBETCTBME CBOEMO
aBTOPCTBa MerayHapoaHsIM kputepuam ICMJE (Bce aBTopsl BHeC-
NV CYLLECTBEHHBIN BKMaL B pa3paboTKy KOHLenuMu, noaroToBKy
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CTaTby, NMPOYNM W 0f0bpUAM GUHanbHyl0 Bepcvio nepen nybnm-
Kauuen).
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