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06bekTuBHbIe KpuTepuu MPT-oueHKU 3pdeKTUBHOCTH  Suie
Nle4yeHUA MeTacTa3oB B KOCTU Y 60IbHbIX paKkoM
npeAcTaTe/ibHOMU ¥enesbl U paKOM MONOYHOM

}enesbl: CUCTeMaTU4eCKMIA 0630p U MeTaaHanus
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AHHOTALUA

0b6ocHosaHue. Bo3MoXKHOCTb NepCOHUULMPOBAHHOIO NOAX0AA K JIEYEHWI0 METAcTaTMUECKOr0 paKka NpeacTaTesibHow
wenesbl (PMHK) n paka MonouHon *enesbl (PMHK) TpebyeT 06BEKTUBHLIX MeTOLOB OLEHKM OTBETA Ha JieYeHMe 04aroB
B crenete. [loka3aHHaA Bbicokan addexTBHOCTb MPT B BbiABNEHMM MeTacTa3oB B KOCTU B COYETaHUM C OTCYTCTBMEM
WOHW3MPYIOLLEr0 U3NYYeHWA CO3AAET NPefnochbiikM ANA UCMOMb30BaHUA METofa B MOHWTOPMPOBaHMM X0Aa NeYeHWs
Ha 0CHOBE 0OBEKTUBHbLIX KPUTEPUEB OLIEHKM TepaneBTMYECKOro adpdeKTa.

Llenb — oUEHWTb BO3MOMKHOCTM 06EKTUBHBIX KOIMYECTBEHHBIX U MOMYKONMYecTBeHHbIX MPT-KpuTepueB B onpepe-
NeHUn 3QERTUBHOCTU NiedeHmUA (pagmo-, XMMMUO-, FTOPMOHO- W TapreTHasA Tepanus) MeTacTa3oB B KOCTU, NPUMEHABLUMXCA
B KIIMHUYECKUX UccnefoBaHuaxX y 6onbHbIx PIMTHK 1 PMAK.

Mamepuanel u memodel. Mowuck B 6azax gaHHbix Embase, PubMed, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled trials
(CENTRAL), eLibrary ocywectenanca go 01.06.2021 no Knio4eBbIM cioBaM «magnetic resonance imaging», «MRI», «DWi»,
«treatment response», «prostate cancer», «breast cancer», «hone metastasis» Ha aHFMMINCKOM 1 PYCCKOM fi3bIKax. B 0630p
BK/II0YaNN TONBKO WMCCNEAoBaHMA Mo 06beKTUBHOM MPT-oueHKe 3GdeKTUBHOCTM floboro TMna nevebHOro BO3AeNCTBUSA
(32 MCKMIOYEHWEM XMPYPrM) NPU METACTaTMYECKOM MOPaXKEHUM CKeneTa.

Pesynemamel. Ha ocHoBanuu aHanu3a 11 uccnepoBaHui, oTobpaHHbIX M3 312 MCTOYHMKOB, BbiAeNeHbl 4 rpynmbl
06beKTUBHbIX MPT-KpuTEpUEB OLEHKW TepaneBTUYECKOro ¢deKTa npu MeTacTaTMHecKOM MOpaXKeHUW KOCTeM Y 60MbHbIX
PIMK n PMM, BKnioualoLwmx AMHAMUKY pa3MepoB, VHTEHCMBHOCTM CUrHana Ha AMQGAdy3noHHO-B3BELLEHHOM M306pareHu,
UMCNOBLIX 3Ha4eHMM M3MepAeMoro Koapduumenta anddysmm (MKM), obluen onyxoneBoin Harpysku. N3MeHeHWA 3TUX Ko-
JIMYECTBEHHBIX M MOMYKOIMYECTBEHHbIX MOKa3aTeNiel BO BCex paboTax, 3a eAMHCTBEHHBIM UCKIIOYEHUEM, UMENW OfMHAKO-
BYIO HaNPaBNEHHOCTb, XOTA U PasfMyanmcb YMACIOBLIMY 3HAYEHUAMU. YUMTLIBAA CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMYIO FeTEPOreHHOCTb
(p <0,1 ona kputepma x2 v npu 12 >40%) ana sHadeHnin UKL fo v nocne nedenmns, [N aHann3a 1cnonb3oBanack Mofenb Ciy-
yainHbix 3p¢exTo. N3menenne VK[ B pesynbtate neyenns B cpeaHeM coctasuno +0,35 [+0,12; +0,49] x10-° mm?/c co cpea-
HUMM 3Havenmammn UKL po neyennsa 0,83 [0,71; 1,03] x10-3 mm?/c, nocne neyenna — 1,18 [0,83; 1,49] x10-3 mm?/c.

3axnoyeHue. MPT aBnAeTcA MHPOPMATUBHOM METOAMKOM ONA OOBEKTMBHOWM OLEHKM OTBETA KOCTHBbIX METacTa3oB
Ha Tepanuio y 6onbHbIX PITHK 1 PMHK Ha ocHOBe KONMMYECTBEHHBIX 1 MOYKONIMYECTBEHHBIX KPUTEPUEB U UMEET 3HAUUTESTb-
HbI MOTEHLMAN B KA4eCTBE AMArHOCTUYECKOr0 UHCTPYMEHTa ANA MOHUTOPMPOBaHMA 3PDEKTUBHOCTM IeYeHUA MeTacTaTu-
YECKOro NOParKeHUA CKeneTa.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHaA TOMOrpadua; MeTacTasbl B KOCTW; OTBET Ha fleYeHWe; MeTacTaTUYeCKMiA paK
MOJIOYHOW Kene3bl; MeTacTaTUYECKMiA paK NpeAcTaTelbHOM Xenesbl.
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Objective criteria for MRI evaluation

of the effectiveness of treatment of bone metastases
in patients with prostate cancer and breast cancer:
systematic review and meta-analysis
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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: The possibility of a personalized approach to the treatment of metastatic prostate cancer and breast
cancer requires objective methods for the evaluation of the response of foci treatment in the skeleton. The proven high
efficiency of MRI in detecting bone metastases, in combination with the absence of ionizing radiation, has laid the groundwork
for using this method in monitoring the treatment course based on objective criteria for evaluation of the therapeutic outcome.

AIM: To assess the possibilities of quantitative and semi-quantitative parameters of MRI-evaluation of treatment efficacy
(radiation, chemotherapy, hormane therapy, and targeted therapy) of bone metastases that were used in prostate and breast
cancer clinical trials.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: We searched the databases Embase, PubMed, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials
(CENTRAL), eLibrary until April 1, 2021, using the following keywords: magnetic resonance imaging, MRI, DWI, treatment
response, prostate or breast cancer, and bone metastasis. We only included studies related to the MRI-evaluation of treatment
efficacy of any type of therapeutic intervention (with the exception of surgery) for metastatic skeletal lesions in this review.

RESULTS: We selected and analyzed 11 out of 312 sources found as a result of the search. It allowed us to identify four
groups of objective MRI criteria for evaluating the therapeutic effect in metastatic bone lesions in patients with prostate and
breast cancer, including the dynamics of sizes, signal intensity on DWI, ADC, and tumor total diffusion volume (tDV). Changes in
these quantitative and semi-quantitative indicators, with only one exception, had the same direction, although they differed in
numerical values. A random-effects model was used for analysis considering the presence of statistically significant heterogeneity
(p <0,1 for x? test; I? >40%),. The change in ADC as a result of treatment averaged +0.35 [+0.12; +0.49] x10° mm?/s, with average
values of ADC before treatment — 0.83 [0.71; 1.03] x1073 mm?/s, after treatment — 1.18 [0.83; 1.49] x107* mm?/s.

CONCLUSION: MRl is an informative technique for the objective evaluation of the response of bone metastases to therapy
in patients with prostate cancer and breast cancer based on quantitative and semi-quantitative parameters. It has significant
potential as a diagnostic test instrument for monitoring the effectiveness of treatment of metastatic skeletal lesions.

Keywords: magnetic resonance imaging; bone metastasis; treatment response; metastatic breast cancer; metastatic
prostate cancer.
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Cnucok coKpalleHun

[T — ropmoHoTepanus

[IBW — nnddy3moHHo-B3BeLLEHHOE M306parkeHe

WKL — n3mepsaeMbiit KoadppuumeHT auddysum

NC — WHTEHCMBHOCTL CUMrHana

MPT — MarHuTHO-pe30HaHCHasA ToMorpaus

M3T-KT — no3MTpOHHO-3MWUCCUOHHAA ToMorpadus,
COBMELLEHHAA C KOMMbIOTEPHON TOMOrpadue

PMM — pak Mono4Hom xenesbl

BBEJEHUE

MeTacTaTuyeckoe NopareHWe CKeneTa YacTo BCTpeva-
€TCA MPY OUCCEMMHALMKM paKa NpefcTaTenbHOM HKenesbl
(PMH) 1 parka MonoyHol enesbl (PMHK), 0bHapyuBaeTcs
B 70-80% cnyyaeB ayToncui, MHOrAa ABNAACH €QUHCTBEH-
HOW NoKanu3aumen oTHaNnEHHbIX MeTacTasoB. bonee yeM
y 50% naumeHTOB OTAANEHHOE MeTacTa3npoBaHMe HauMHa-
eTCA C noparkeHna Kocten [1-3].

MosBNEHME KOCTHBIX METacTa3oB NPUBOAWT K yXyALle-
HUIO dU3MYECKoro, QYHKLMOHANBHOMO, 3MOLMOHANBHOM0
COCTOAHUA 6OMbHBIX W COKpaLLaeT NpOAOHKMTENBHOCTD
¥U3HW. Ecnu npu Tepanuu onMroMeTacTaTUHecKoro no-
PaKEHMA BO3MOXHO NpOBELEHWNE PaAMKaNbHOMO SIeYeHus,
TO NpY OUCCEMMHUPOBAHHOM MPOLIECCE MPOrHO3 3Hauu-
TeNbHO XYyHe, U NIeYEHWe HOCUT NPeVMYLLECTBEHHO Nanau-
aTWBHbIV XapaKTep, HanpaBMeHHbIM Ha yyylleHve obuero
KauecTBa U3HW TakWX NaumeHToB. CoBepLUEHCTBOBaHWE
XMMMO- U TFOpPMOHOTEpanuu, paspaboTka arpeccuBHOM
MyNbTUMOAANbHOM Tepanuu No3BONIAKT UHAMBULYaNNU3M-
poBaTb IEYEHME, KOPPEKTUPYA €r0 Ha OCHOBE OLLEHKU [o-
CTUIHYTOrO TepaneBTMYeckoro adpdekTa [4, 5].

MarHuTHo-pe3oHaHcHas ToMorpadua (MPT) 3apeko-
MeHpoBana ceba 3dGeKTUBHbIM MeTOLOM B BbIABNEHWUM
MeTacTaTUYecKoro mnoparKeHuA ckeneta ¢ bonee Bbico-
KAMM MOKasaTeNAMU YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTM U cneumduy-
Hoctn (90,5 1 95% CoOTBETCTBEHHO), YEM CLMHTUrpadus
(72,9 v 93,9%), 1 no KpaiiHen Mepe conocTaBUMbIMU — C CO-
BMELLEHHOM MO3UTPOHHO-IMUCCUOHHOW U KOMIMbIOTEPHOW
Tomorpadwmen (M3T-KT) ¢ xonuHom (89,7 n 96%) [6-8]. Bos-
MOHOCTb Mcnonb3oBaHuA MPT ona oLeHKM 3¢ dpeKTMBHOCTH
JIeYeHWA METacTa3oB B KOCTM Hayanu u3yyaTb JOCTAaTOYHO
[aBHO, MUCMOMb3YA OMHAMWUKY Pa3MepoB M WHTEHCMBHOCTM
MP-curHana Ha KoHBeHUManbHbIX u3obpareHuax. C noss-
nexveM anddysMoHHO-B3BELLEHHOMO U306parkeHuna (OBU)
1 MPT Bcero Tena noABUAKCHL HOBblE KPUTEPUM OLIEHKM OT-
BETa Ha NleyeHne 04aroB B KocTAX. 0fHaKo [0 HacToALlero
BpeMeHM He BblpaboTaHo eamHoro noaxopa K MPT-oueHKe
3G PEKTUBHOCTM NeYeHWA MeTacTasoB B KOCTU Ha OCHOBE
06BEKTUBHBIX KpUTEpMEB, a AaHHble 0 MPT-cemuoTHKe oT-
BETMBLUMX 04aroB NpoTMBopeymBsbl [9-12].

Lienb uccnepoBaHUAs — OLEHUTb BO3MOMHOCTU 06b-
EKTUBHBIX KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX M MOJTYKONMYECTBEHHbIX MPT-
KpuTepueB B onpegeneHun 3AEKTUBHOCTU JIeYeHMS

DOl https://doi.org/1017816/DD77311

PN — pak npefcTatentHoM enesbl

PT — pagvotepanua

T1-BN — T1-B3BeLLeHHOe U306parkeHne

TT — TapreTHas Tepanus

XT — xumMuoTepanua

tDV (tumor total diffusion volume) — o6Lias onyxonesas
Harpyska

(pagmoTepanua, XMMWMO- M TOPMOHOTepanuA, TapreTHas
Tepanus) MeTacTasoB B KOCTW, MPUMEHABLUMXCA B KIUHM-
YECKMX UCcCnenoBaHnax y 6onbHbIX P 1 PMMK.

METOAbI

[anHanA paboTta HanucaHa B COOTBETCTBUM C KpUTEPU-
AaMn PRISMA (npegnoytuTtenbHble napamMeTpbl OTYETHOCTH
ONA cMcTeMaTyecKmnx 0630poB M MeTaaHanusa) [13].

Kputepuu cootBeTcTBUA

Kpumepuu srmtoyerus. Nopxopsawme nybnvMKkaumm Bbl-
6upanu no npuHumny PICOS [14]. Mauments (P): oT 18 net
W CTapLue, MMelLMe TMCTONOMMYECKM NOATBEPHAEHHBIN
PMH mnu PIHK ¢ MeTacTaTM4eCcKMM NoparKeHWeM KOCTEN.
Tun BMeLuatesnbeTa (1): MPT Kak oToenbHbIX obnacte, TaK
1 Bcero Tena; B npoToKon MPT fonkHbl BXOAWUTb CTaHAAPT-
Hble aHaTOMWYeCKMe WMIMYNbCHbIE MOCNef0BaTeNIbHOCTM
(T1-, T2-B3BeLweHHble M306paenua, STIR) wu/wnu [BU
C NOCTPOEHMEM KapT M3MepAeMoro Koadguumenta anddy-
3um (MKD). Mpynna cpaBHenua (C): HeT. Ucxombl (0): cka-
HMPOBaHMEe KOCTHbIX MeTacTa3oB NPOBOAMIN He paHee YeM
3a Hefenio A0 Hayana v yepe3 1-6 Mec 0T Hayana NpoTMBO-
OMYX0JIEBOr0 JIeYeHUA; 3TaNOHHaA OLieHKa 0TBeTa ANA ero
conocTaBneHus ¢ AaHHbIMU MPT npoBogunack ¢ NoMoLLbio
MeTo/0B 1abopaTopHOI AMarHOCTUKM (onpeseneHne YpoBHA
npocTaTcneumpryecKoro aHTUreHa B KpoBW), pesynbTaToB
MHCTPYMEHTANbHbIX MCCNefoBaHUM (CMpanbHan KoMMblo-
TepHas ToMorpagus, cumHTUrpadma ckeneta u M3T-KT),
a TaKKe MUCTONOrMYeCcKoro UCcCiefoBaHUA C OLEHKOMW fe-
yebHoro matomopgo3a onyxonu. Tunbl UccnegoBaHmii (S):
paboTbl, B KoTopbx npoBogmnock MPT fo Havana v cnycTA
1-6 Mec oT Ha4yana NpoTMBOONYX0NeBOro neyeHnA. OrpaHu-
YeHWs Mo TUMY Noy4YaeMoii NaLyMeHTaMy Tepanum (XuMmye-
CKaf, rOPMOHarbHas, TapreTHas, y4eBasn) OTCYTCTBOBaM.

Kpumepuu HesK/OYeHUS: NaLMeHTbI, NONYyYUBLIME XU-
PYpPryyecKoe neveHne MeTacTaTMyeckux 04aroB B KOCTAX.

MpUHMMaRA BO BHUMaHWe TeXHUYECKMe pa3paboTku B 06-
nactu MPT, 6binu oTobpaHbl MCCNefoBaHMA, BKIKOYAIOLLMeE:
1) ouenry [OBW n UKL, onybnukoBaHHble nocne 1 AHBa-

pa 2010 r,;

2) TOMbKO CTaHOApTHble aHAaTOMMYECKWe NociefoBaTenb-

HOCTM, ony6nnKoBaHHble nocne 1 AxBapa 1998 r.




CUCTEMATYECKME OB30PHI

Kpumepuu ucKnoyeHus: CTaTbk, HaNMCaHHbIE He Ha pyc-
CKOM M aHTJIMMCKOM A3bIKaX; Te3WCbl KOHPEPEHLMIA, onuca-
HWe KIMHUYECKUX CNy4aeB; UCCNEA0BAHNUA Ha MUBOTHBIX.

WUcTouHnku nidpopmauum

Mouck v oTbop Ny6nMKaLMin NPOBOAUIMN B 3NIEKTPOHHbIX
6a3ax paHHbIx Embase, PubMed, Cochrane Central Register
of Controlled trials (CENTRAL), eLibrary. Mocnegnuit nomck
ocywwectenéH 01 niona 2021 r.

[louck. Monck npoBoawncA cpean MNpOCMEKTUBHbIX
W PEeTPOCMEKTUBHBIX KIMHWYECKUX UCCNeA0BaHWIA M paH-
LAOMU3MPOBaHHbIX KOHTPOIMPYEMbIX UCCNeAO0BaHWiA C UC-
Monb30BaHWEM CreflyloLWwmMX TepMuHOB 6ubnmotekn MeSH
M KNtoueBbix coB: «Magnetic resonance imaging», «DWI»,
«treatment», «response», «prostate cancer», «breast
cancer», «bone metastasis».

Ombap uccnedosanudl. Monck 1 nocneaytoLwmin oTéop npo-
BOAMNCA ABYMA HE3aBUCUMBIMY peLieH3eHTaMu. JTiobble pas-
HOrnacuA v Bonpockl, TpebytoLwme 0bcyKaeHuA, paspeLuanuch
rnaBHbIM MccnefoBaTeneM. Ha nepeoM 3Ttane paccmatpuBa-
JMCb Ha3BaHWA/Te3KCbI/abCTpaKTbl Ha NpeMeT COOTBETCTBUA
TeMe 0630pa 1 BO3MOXKHOCTU HaiMuMA He0bX0AMMBIX [aHHBIX.
Ha BTOpOM 3Tane npoBoawncA MOMHLIA aHanu3 nybavKauui
B COOTBETCTBUM C KPUTEPUAMM BKIIKOUEHMA W UCKIIOYEHMS.

Cbop daHHeix. Ona cbopa faHHbIX bbina paspabortaHa
dopMa-Tabnumua. [1ByMA peLieH3eHTaMM Obina M3BneYeHa
cnepytowwan MHGopMauma: HasBaHue nybnukauum, rog ny-
6nvKaumm, atopel, DOI, nepBUYHbIM oYar, nonynAauus na-
LMEHTOB, METO[ JIeYEeHWA, CPOKM MCCneoBaHWA, UCMOMb-
3yeMble UMMY/bCHbIE NOCe0BaTeNbHOCTU, pedepeHCHbIN
meTtoq, MP-cemnotuka, 3Hayenna UK n nHteHcnBHocTH
curHana ao nevenusn, MP-ceMunoTuKa, 3Havenua K[ u nx-
TEHCMBHOCTM CUrHana nocrie feYeHuA.

Puck cucmemamuyeckol owubku. [nA OLEHKM pucKa
CMCTEMATMYECKOW OWWOKM M NpedB3ATOCTM B OTAENbHbIX
1cCcnefoBaHVAX UCMOb30BaH KOHTPOMbHBIA CMICOK BOMpO-
cHuka QUADAS-2 (Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy
Studies) [15]. TeKcTbl Ny6AMKaLMIA OLEHMBANKCL N0 cedy-
IOLLMM KpuTEpMAM: Habop MauWeHToB, UCCNedyeMas MeTo-
AVKa, 3TaNoHHan METOLMKA, BPEMEHHbBIE MHTEPBAsbl MEXaY
uccneayemoii 1 3TanoHHon MeToamKoi. OTaenbHble BONpoch
n3 cnmcka QUADAS-2 He ucnonb3oBanu BBUAY OTCYTCTBUA
HeobxoamMMocTu (HanpuMep, B paboTax, rge oLeHUBanu
WKL, He ncnonb3oBany BONpoc, CBA3aHHbIW C 0CMIENIEHNEM
MHTepnpeTaTopa UccnefoBaHus, Tak Kak MK — 31o 06bek-
TMBHaA OLeHKa). Mocne aHanuM3a Kawpaoro UccnefoBaHUsA
[BYMA PELEH3eHTaMu Ha NpeMeT pUCKa CUCTEMATUYECKOW
OLLIMBKM bbina cocTaBfieHa rmcTorpamMma.

CraTUCTHYeCKUM aHanus3

Bbibop MeToa aHanmsa v rpynnupoBKY AaHHbIX (Mogenb
Cy4aiiHbIX 3QGEKTOB UK Moaenb GUKCUPOBAHHOTO 3d¢eK-
Ta) OCYLLECTBAANM N0 pe3yNbTaTaM OLEHKM FeTeporeHHOCTH
nccnenoBaHuiA, BKoYaBLwmx onpepenedne UKL, Kotopas
NpoBOAMIAch C MCMONb30BaHUEM KpUTEpUA X2 U MHAEKCa
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reteporeHHocTu 12, [eTeporeHHOCTb UCCeoBaHMiA cumnTa-
NN CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HaumMon nipu p <0,1 ana Kputepus x2
v npm 12 >40%.

PE3YJIbTATbI
Ot60p nccnepoBaHUi

M3 312 WUCTOYHWMKOB, HaMAeHHbIX B 6a3ax [daHHbIX
Embase, PubMed, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled
trials (CENTRAL), elibrary, B HacTofllee uccnefoBaHue
6611 BKNtoYeHbl 11 nccnegosanui (puc. 1).

Ha nepBoM 3tane nocne oTtcemBaHuA aybnukatos (31)
W 1ccieqoBaHUM Ha MUBOTHbIX (8) ocTanock 273 UCTOYHU-
Ka. [lanee, Ha 3Tane CKPUHWUHIA, NOC/Ee OLEHKN abCcTpaKkToB
1 Te3ncoB bbina otceaHa 181 nybnmkaums. Mocne nposep-
KM MOJIHOTEKCTOBbIX BapuMaHTOB PaboT Ha MpeaMeT coOT-
BETCTBMA KPUTEPUSAM BKIIOYEHWA ocTanock 11 UCTOYHMKOB,
KoTopble BbINK BKIIOYEHbI B HAcTOALLMI 0630p (Tabnumua).

Bcero BkntoyeHo 370 naumeHToB, U3 HUX 147 oTBe-
TWAN Ha neveHune. B Tpéx mctounmkax [5, 16, 17] gaHHble
0 KONMYeCTBE 0TBETUBLUMX OTCYTCTBOBaNM. 06BEM BbIOOPKM
KaXaoro 13 BKMIOYEHHbIX UCCeao0BaHUI BapbipoBan oT 10
oo 87 naumentoB. B cemu uccnepgosanuax [9-12, 17-19]
B BbIGOPKY BXOAMIM TOSIBKO NALMEHTLI C NEPBUYHBIM 04aroM
B NpefcTaTe/IbHOM MM MOMOYHOW Kene3se, B YeTbIpEX pa-
botax [5, 16, 20, 21] 371 nokanusaumu coctasmunu 85-95%
anA Bceli Bolbopku. CpegHWA BO3pacT NalMeHToB Bapbupo-
Ban ot 47 oo 73 ner.

MybnuKkauum 6bIM paspeneHbl Ha 4 rpynnbl B COOT-
BETCTBMU C WUCMOMb3YEMbIMU KPUTEPUAMM OLIEHKU OTBETA
Ha CUCTEMHYIO Tepanuio:

Konvyectso [ononHuTensHble
06HapYEeHHbIX nybamKaumu,
nybnuKkauumn 06HapyeHHbIe

B pe3ysbTate noucKa
B 6a3ax gaHHbIX (n=299)

Y Y

Yucno nybnavkaumi nocne
\ yAaneua nybnukatos (n=273)

!

Yucno nybnmkaumid,
MPOLUeLINX CKPUHMHT (n=92)

v

(" TonHoTeKCTOBbIE CTaTbM
OLieHEHHbIe Ha BO3MOMHOCTb
\_ BK/loYeHuna B aHanms (n=11)

y

BrntoueHo nccnenoBaHui
C KOJIMYECTBEHHOM OLIEHKOWM
oTBeTa Ha neyenue (n=11)

yepes3 MOMCK B ApYyrux
UCTOYHUKAX (n=13)
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Puc. 1. bnok-cxema PRISMA naHHoro uccnenoBaHus.
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Tabnuua. XapakTepucTKa UCCnefoBaHuiA, BRMOYEHHBIX B CUCTEMATUYECKMIA 0630p M MeTaaHanu3
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1 Byun u coasr. [5] 2002 PMHK (90%) PT 6 Mec 1,5 He ykasaH MK, UC (OBK)
2 Messiou u coasr. [9] 2011 PIMK XT 3 Mec 1,5 Avanto, Siemens KO
g Reischauer 2010 P M 1-3mec 1,5  Achieva, Philips WKL
n coasr. [10]
4 Ferez-Lopez 2016 P ™ 3 mec 1,5  Avanto, Siemens VKD, tDV
1 coasrT. [11]
5 Blackledge 2014 PITK, PMK XT, [T, PT, 10-38 15 Avapto, Aera, VKT, 1DV
1 coasT. [12] T Hep. Siemens
6 CepreeB u coast. [16] 2016 PMMK, P (90%) XT,TT, PT  2-8 mec 1,5 Excelart, Toshiba MK[, UC (OBW)
7 Cirayucoasr. [17] 2001 PMM XTI 3-6mec 05 Gyrs;ﬁ?:sTS' Pasmep
8 Brown u coasT. [18] 1998 PMXK [T, XT, PT 6; 9 Mec 1,5 Vision, Siemens Pasmep
9  Tombal u coasr. [19] 2005 P XT 6 mec 1,5 Intera, Philips Pa3mep
Cappabianca ] Symphony,
10 1 coasr. [20] 2014 P, PM¥K (90%) PT 1; 2 Mec 1,5 Siemens, MKO, UC (OBW)
j HomApos 2006 PMMK, PIK (75%) XT,[T,PT 2-8mec 05 Proview Open, PasMep
U coaBT. [21] Philips

lpumeyarue. MPT — MarHuTHo-pe3oHaHcHaa ToMorpagua; PMH — pak MonouyHoii enesbl; PITHK — pak npeactatenbHoN wenesbl;
XT — xumunotepanus; [T — ropmoHotepanus; PT — paguotepanus; TT — TapretHaa Tepanua; UKL — n3mepsaeMblii KoapduumeHt
onddysumn; UC — uHTeHCMBHOCTL curHana; B — anddysnoHHo-B3BeLLEHHbIe U306pakeHms; tDV — obLuasn onyxonesas Harpyska.

1) pasMepbl MeTacTaTu4eckumx ovaros [17-19, 21];

2) WHTeHcUBHOCTbL curHana Ha [OBW [5, 16, 20];

3) m3mMepAeMbIn KoagpuumeHT auddysum [5, 9-12, 16, 20];
4) obwwui onyxonesbi 06bEM [11, 12].

B wecTn pabotax [9-11, 16, 17, 20] B KauecTBe 3Ta-
NIOHHOr 0 TecTa ucnonb3oBanu KT, cumHTMrpaduio ckeneta,
npocTatcneumdmyeckmini aHtureH (y 60NbHBIX pakoM npeg-
CTaTeNIbHOM Kenesbl), B IBYX — KPOME NepeymcieHHbIX Me-
ToAMK npuMenanuch M3T [12] v 6uoncwa [5]. B Tpéx nybnu-
Kaumsx [18, 19, 21] paHHble 06 UCMONb3YeMOW 3TafOHHOM
METOAMKE He YKa3aHbl.

MapaMeTpbl cCKaHUpoBaHUA

[NapaMeTpbl CKaHMpoOBaHMA Npu ucnonb3oBaHum T1-SE-
nocneaoBaTeNbHOCTU B Pa3fIMYHbIX UCCNE0BaHUAX UMe-
NN He3HauuTeNbHble 0TNMYMA 3Ha4eHuin TR u TE (ot 400
0o 600 Mc 1 oT 5 1o 16 MC cOOTBETCTBEHHO). TONBKO B 0[HOM
nybnumkaumm [10] napametpbl T1-BU 3HaunTenbHo otnmya-
nucb n coctasunm 1000 v 3,7 Mc. B nATM uccnepoBaHMAX
[5, 10-12, 16] c npumeHeHnem [1BA KonuuecTso b-dakTtopos
COCTaBNANO 2-3 C HayanbHbIMU M Haubonee BbICOKUMM
3HayeHuamn 0-50 n 800-900 cooTBeTcTBEHHO. B opgHoM
pabote [9] KonuuecTBo b-¢arTopoB coctaBuno 4 (0; 50;
250; 750), ewwé B ogHow [20] — 6 (0; 50; 100; 250; 500; 750),
npu 3ToM B 0beunx nonyyeHsl bonee BbicOkMe 3HauveHua K[
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B CPaBHEHWUM C OCTaIbHbIMKU MCCNEAO0BaHWUAMM, YTO MOMKET
ObITb CNEACTBMEM M3MEHEHWUS MapaMeTpoB CKaHWMPOBaHWS.
TonwmHa cpesa Bo BCEX MUCCNe0BaHMAX HaX0AmMach B npe-
Jenax 4—6 MM Kak ana T1-BW, Tak u ana [1BU.

Knaccugmrauma 06eKTUBHBIX OLLEHOYHbIX
KpUTepueB, UCNOJIb3yeMbIX B UTepaType

MepBbIM MOABMUBLUMMCA KPUTEPUEM TepaneBTUYECKOMO
0TBETa KOCTHbIX METacTa3oB bblNio M3MEHEHWE pa3MepoB
oyara. CTouT 0TMeTUTb, YTO M3MEpPeHME 04aroB B KOCTAX
peKoMeHayeTca npoBoanTb Ha T1-BU, roe oHm bonee KoH-
TPaCTHbI, UMeloT 6onee YETKME KOHTYPbI U MEHEe BbiparKeH
nepudOoKanbHbIN OTEK [6, 22]. 3TOT KpUTEPUIA BbIN UCMONb-
30BaH B YeTbIpéX U3 11 0TO6paHHbLIX HaMK paboT.

BTopbIM KpuTepueM oLEHKM 0TBETa 6bI0 NonyKonmye-
CTBEHHOE OMnpefeneHne WHTEHCUBHOCTM CWrHana Ha [1BU,
BcTpetmBlueecs B 3 13 11 pabot. Tak KaK MHTEHCMBHOCTb
curHana He ABNAETCA GU3NYECKOW BEIMUMHOM, €€ YMCIIOBOE
3HaYeHMe MOXKET OT/MYaThCA Ha pasHblx MP-Tomorpadax
1 Mpu pasHbIX NapaMeTpax CKaHWPOBaHWA, NO3TOMY UCMOfb-
3YI0T OTHOLLIEHWE MHTEHCUBHOCTM CUMHana B MeTacTasax K UH-
TEHCMBHOCTM CUrHana B Mblluuax (signal intensity ratio, SIR).

TpeTbMM KpWTEpUEM OLIEHKWM OTBETa Ha JieYeHne ABNA-
eTCA M3MeHeHWe umncnoBoro 3HayeHna WKL B onyxonesbix
ou4arax, KOTOpoe paccymThIBAIOT U KapTUPYIOT Ha ocHose [1BU
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C HECKOMbKUMMU 3Ha4eHNAMM b-daKTopoB. 3T0T KpuTepui nony-
Yni HambonbLUee pacnpocTpaHeHue B NOCieaHee BpeMs 1 Bbin
ucnonb3oBaH B 7 pabotax U3 11, ogHaKo crepyet OTMETUTb,
yT0 3Hau4eHus VK[ 3aBUCAT 0T napaMeTpoB M306parKeHHA.

YeTBEpPTLIM, Hambonee HOBbIM KpUTEpUEM ABMAETCA
onpenenexue obuiei onyxoneson Harpysku (total diffusion
volume, tDV). 06BEM onyxoneBon Harpy3ku (B Mn) aBTo-
MaTUYeCKM PaccyMTbIBAETCA NO NPOEKLUMM MaKCUManbHOM
MHTEHCMBHOCTM (maximum intensity projection, MIP) [1BU
C M0SlyaBTOMAaTMYeCKMU MOCTPOEHHOM U BPYUHYIO CKOPpeK-
TMpoBaHHOM 3D-MacKoi myTéM NoAcyéTa KONMYeCTBa BOK-
cenev B 3afjaHHOM [OMana3oHe WMHTEHCMBHOCTW CUrHana
(puc. 2). PacnpepeneHue KonuyecTa BOKcenel no gmana-
30HaM VK[, cooTBeTCTBYIOWMM OTBETMBLLMM, HE OTBETUB-
LUMM U COMHWUTENbHBIM QYaraM, MOXKeT bbiTb NPeACTaBAEHO
B BMAe ructorpammbl [11, 12, 23].

Puck cucteMaTtuyeckon owmbku

NMeeTca pucK cucTeMaTUyIecKoi OLIMOKK 3a CYET pas-
NINYMA B NPUMEHAEMbIX MeTodax MpPOTMBOOMYXONEBON Te-
panuu 1 OTAIMYMI BO BPEMEHHBIX MHTepBanax mexay MPT
[0 ¥ mocne Hadana nedenus, xota B 50% ny6nmkaumn
uHTepBan coctaBun 2-3 Mec. OCHOBHbIM MOMEHTOM pUCKa
cucTeMaTmyeckomn owwmbku no Kputepuam QUADAS-2 6bin
nofbop 3TanoHHon Metoguku (puc. 3). B natu nybnuka-
LMAX B Ka4ecTBe 3TaIOHHbIX BbICTYManu pasHble METOAUKU
BM3Yyanu3aumMmu ana pasHbix naumenTos [5, 12], nubo 3to
6bina ToMbKo cumHTMrpadma [16, 17, 20], KoTopas ycTyna-
eT B AMarHocTuyeckon LieHHoct MPT M He nMeeT Heob-
XO[MMbIX 3HAYEeHMIA YYBCTBUTENBHOCTM U CreLuUdUIHOCTH,
6nm3kux K 100%. B Tpéx nybamMKaumax 3TanoHHan METOAMKa
otcytcTBoBana Bosce [18, 19, 21], a oueHKy oTBeTa Ha Tepa-
MU0 KOHTPOAMPOBANW MO YPOBHIO NpocTaTcneLuduyeckoro
aHTUreHa M KIMHWUYECKMM AaHHbIM. B oByx pabotax [17, 18]
uccnegyeMasa MeToamKa nposoaunack Ha MP-ToMorpagax
C HanpAKEHHOCTbIO MarHuTHoro nona 0,5 Tn, yTo Takke
MOT/10 CTaTb UCTOYHUKOM CUCTEMATUYECKOW OLLMOKM.

Pe3y11bTaTbl OLleHKU 0TBeTa KOCTHbIX 04aros
Ha CUCTeMHYI0 Tepanuio

Pasmep. W3MeHeHne pa3mepoB Ha T1-BW ouenunBanoch
B 4eTblpéx nybnukaumsx [17-19, 21], B TpEX U3 KOTOpbIX

BpeMeHHble MHTEpBabI
3TanoHHanA MeToauKa
WccnenyeMas MeToamka

Habop nauveHToB
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Pre-treatment Post-treatment

tDV (ml):

493.7 247.0

Puc. 2. Busyanusauma 1 3HaueHus 06LLen OnyxoneBomn Harpys-
KM [10 W nocne fIeYeHWA Y NaLMeHTa C BbIPaXeHHbIM OTBETOM
Ha cucTeMHyto Tepanuio [12].

0TMEYEHO 3HAUNUTENbHOE YMEHbLUEHME KaK OTAeNbHO B3f-
TbIX 0TBETUBLUMX o4aroB [18, 19, 21], TaK v obuiero ony-
XoneBoro pasmepa (tumor mass index, TMI), nony4eHHoro
B pesynbTaTe CyMMaLMK pa3MepoB BCEX MeTacTaTU4ecKuxX
o4aroB B AByXx u3MepeHusx [17], a B. Tombal c coasr. [19]
[axe Habnwpanu nofHoe MCYe3HOBEHWE MeTacTaTuye-
CKUX 04aroB B AByX cny4anax. OgHaKo CTOMT y4muTbIBaTb,
4TO MOBTOPHOE WCCNef0BaHWe OHM MPOBOAWMAM CNYCTA
6 Mec, a He yepe3 2—3 Mec, KaK B 0CTasbHbIX MybAMKaumnaAx.
B pab6ote A.L. Brown c coasrt. [18] n3meHeHua pa3mepoB
oTcyTcTBOBanM B 77% OTBETMBLUMX 04aros, a B 23% 6bino
OTMEYEHO [iaXe WX YBEIMYEHME.

WHmeHcusHocme cueHana Ha [JBA. Tpu uccnepoBaHus
[5, 16, 20] copep+aT AaHHbIE 06 M3MEHEHUW UHTEHCUBHO-
CTW CWrHana B KOCTHbIX MeTacTasax Ha [IBW B pesynbrarte
NpoBeAEHHON CUCTEMHOI Tepanuu. Bo Bcex paboTax aBTopbl
MPULLAM K 0OHO3HAUHOMY BbIBOAY O 3HAYUTENIbHOM CHUMKE-
HUM MHTEHCMBHOCTM CUrHana B OTBET Ha NieyeHue. OpHako
TonbKo S. Cappabianca c coasr. [20] npeacTaBuAM YMCNOBLIE
3HayeHuA, yKasbiBawoLLme Ha 35%-Hoe CHUMKEHUE UHTEHCUB-
HOCTM CMrHana o4aroB, OTBETMBLUMX Ha JTy4eBYl0 Tepanuio.

WK]]. OueHKa 1 aHanMU3 KoNMYECTBEHHbIX 3Ha4YeHun VK]
npoBoannuck B cemu pabotax [5, 9-12, 16, 20]. H.1. Cep-
reeB C coaBT. [16] He NpWMBOOAT [aHHbIX MO KamaoMy

o
—_
o
N
o
w
o

I Huskuit puck

Puc. 3. Puck cucteMatnueckon owmnbkm no QUADAS-2.

[ Bbicoknit puck
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[] MpoMeskyTouHbIi pyck




WKL (x10° MmmY/c)
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Do nevyeHna Mocne nevexna Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean [*10° mwic’] SD [*10° mmic’] Total Mean [*10" mmic’] SD[*10° mmic’] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Ci IV, Random, 95% CI
‘Woo Mok Byun et al. 0.78 0.094 3 1.22 0113 3 159% -0.44[0.61,-0.27) -_—
Reischauer etal. 0.752 0236 20 0.987 0.1 20 16.7% -0.23[0.37,-0.10] —_—
Perez-Lopezetal. 0.693 0.135 6 0.89 0.147 6 16.1% -0.200.36,-0.04] e
Messiou etal. 0.938 0.274 33 1.226 0413 33 158% -0.29[-0.46,-0.12) —_——
Cappabianca et al. 1.155 0.145 15 1.732 0116 15 17.7% -0.58 [0.67,-0.48] -
Blackledge stal. 082 0.079 7 094 0.097 7 178% -012[0.21,-0.03] —
Total (95% CI) 84 84 100.0% -0.31[-0.48,-0.14] e

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.04; Chi*= 52.49, df= 5 (P < 0.00001); F= 80%
Test for averall efiect Z= 3.57 (P = 0.0004)

05 -0.25 0.25 05
Lo neyenuA [experimental) MNocne neyenua [control]

Puc. 4. DopecT-rpaduK no peynbrartaM UccnefoBaHWUM, OnpeaenABLIMX U3MEHEHUA 3HAUEHUI U3MepAeMoro KoadduumeHTa audysum

B MeTacCTa3aX B KOCTW, OTBETMBLLUX Ha JieYeHue.

MaLyeHTy UK oYary, HO YKa3sbIBaloT Ha 0bLLiee NoBbILLEHUE
WKL Ha 25% B 0TBET Ha NneyeHue B 0CTe061aCcTUYECKMX 0Ya-
rax U CHUXeHue Ha 25% — B OCTEONUTUYECKUX. B LiecTu
pabotax [5, 9-12, 20] 6binm npeacTaBneHbl TOUHbIE 3HaYe-
Hua UKL po v nocne neyenusa. Bce aBTopbl 0TMevaloT yBe-
nuyeHne 3HaveHnn MK B oTBETMBLLMX Ha NeYEHME KOCT-
HbIX MeTacTasax, 4YTo oTparkaeT QopecT-rpadmk (puc. 4),
MOCTPOEHHBIM C MOMOLLbI0 MOAENMU ClyqanHbIX 3QPEKTOB,
YUMTbIBAA Hannume CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOW reTeporeH-
HocTu pesynbTatos (p <0,1 ana Tecta X2 u 12 >40%).

M3meHeHne UKL B pe3ynbTate neyeHna B CPegHEM CO-
craBuno +0,35 [+0,12; +0,49] x10°* mm¥/c. Pa3amax ucxog-
HbIX M NocTTepaneBTUYECKMX 3HaveHnin VK[ no BceM Lwectn
nybnmKauMAM npefcTaBnieH Ha puC. 5 €O CPegHUMM 3Ha-
yeHunammn UK go nevenms m nocne Hero 0,83 [0,71; 1,03]
n 1,18 [0,83; 1,49] x10-3 mm?/c cooTBeTcTBeHHO. HecMoTpa
Ha YaCTUYHO NepeKpbIBaloLLMecA 3Ha4eHuA, BUAHO, YTo VKL
Y OTBETMBLUMX MaLMEHTOB B LeSIOM Obinl BbilUe, YeM [0 Ha-
yana neyeHus.

tDV. B mByx wuccnegosanuax [11, 12] tDV oueHuBanm
no [BM ¢ ucnonb3oBaHMeM CrieupanbHOro NporpamMMHOro
obecneyenun. CpegHue 3HaueHus tDV y oTBETUBLLMX Naum-
€HTOB CHM3MAMCB Ha 59% no aaHHbIM R. Perez-Lopez ¢ coaBT.
[11] v Ha 42,3% no paHHbIM M.D. Blackledge c coagr. [12].

2 -
1,8 4
1,6
1,4 -
1,2 1

1 A
0,8 -
0,6 1
0,4
0,2 1

0 T 1

] Do neyenmna ] Ha done nevenmsa

Puc. 5. [Inarpamma pasmaxa (boxplot) 3HaueHuin n3MepaeMo-
ro KoappuumeHta anddysnm MeTactasoB B KOCTU A0 JleYeHUA
(cepbif) 1 yepes 1—-6 Mec oT Ha4ana Tepanuu (CUpPeHeBbIN), Mo-
CTPOEHHaA C Y4ETOM 3HAYEHMIA BCEX OTBETUBLUMX 04aroB (n=156),
BKJTIOYEHHBIX B NyHMKaLmu.
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OBCYXOEHWUE

[aHHbIN cucTeMaTnyeckuii 063op LEMOHCTPUPYET BO3-
MOKHOCTU Mcnonb3oBaHuA MPT anA oueHKM oTBeTa Ha Te-
panuio MeTacTaTM4ecKoro NopaxeHUs KOCTEM Ha OCHOBE
OVMHAMUKM TaKUX OBBEKTUBHBLIX KPUTEPMEB, KaK pasMep
0YaroBs, OTHOCUTESIbHaA MHTEHCMBHOCTb curHana Ha [1BU,
yucnosble 3HaveHna UK wn tDV.

AKTyanbHoCTb paccMaTpvBaeMoro Bonpoca 06ycnoB-
neHa bbicTpo pacTywmm ucnonb3oBaHneM MPT Bcero Tena
ONA NePBUYHOM [MarHOCTUKM MeTacTaTUUecKoro nopaxe-
HMA KocTel y 6onbHbIx PMHK 1 PMIK [7, 8, 24, 25], koTopble
B [aNbHEMLLEM MOMY4YaloT Pa3fIMyHble BapUaHTbl CUCTEMHOM
Tepanuu 1 Ny4eBOro NEYEHUA U HYKLAKTCA B OLEHKE UX
3 peKTMBHOCTM.

OueHKa pasmepa KOCTHbIX MeTacTa3oB B KayecTBe
06BbEKTMBHOMO MoKasatena 3MEKTUBHOCTM CUCTEM-
HOW Tepanuu UCMonb3yeTcs ye AaBHO. Hambonee yacto
C 3TOM Lenblo npuMenaioT kputepum RECIST 1.1 (Response
Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumours), cornacHo KoTopbiM
K M3MepAEMbIM MOparKeHUAM KOCTEH OTHOCAT TOJIbKO OCTEO0-
JIMTUYECKME W CMELLIaHHbIE 0Yaru ¢ pa3MepoM MATKOTKaH-
Horo KoMnoHeHTa He MeHee 10 MM. [luddysHoe nopaeHve
KOCTeM 1 0cTe0bnacTUYecKMe 04ary CYUTAIOTCA HeU3Mepu-
MbIMM [26, 27]. HecMoTpA Ha CyLLecTBYIOLLME OrpaHUYeHMA,
Kputepumn RECIST 1.1 gna ouaroB B KOCTAX BK/OYEHbI B pe-
KoMeHaaumn MET-RADS-P (METastasis Reporting and Data
System for Prostate Cancer) gns MPT Bcero Tena [6] 1 Ha-
pagy ¢ UKL vcnonb3yoTca OnA OLeHKM 0TBETa NpU MeTa-
cTatnyeckom PITHK [1].

Kputepum MDA, pa3paboTaHHble crieLyanbHo LA OLEHKM
MeTacTasoB B KOCTU B OHKOMOTMYECKOM LieHTpe MMeHU AH-
nepcoHa Texacckoro yHuBepcuteTa (bone-specific response
criteria at The University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center)
[27], no3BonAtOT oLeHWBaTb Ntobble TUMbI 04aroB Ha OCHOBE
LMHaMVKM X KOIMYECTBa, Pa3MepoB M CTPYKTYPHBIX 0CO6EH-
Hoctein. Kputepuu MDA npuMeHWMBI Kak OnA peHTreHorpa-
¢um n KT, 1aK 1 gna MPT, ogHaKo OHW NONy4Mnu MeHbluee
pacnpoctpaHeHue B cpaBHeHuu ¢ RECIST 1.1.

OueHKa AVMHAMMKM pa3MepoB KOCTHbIX MeTacTasoB Ha
T1-BW [17-19, 21] noKkasana WX COKpallieHue B OTBET
Ha cneumdmyeckylo Tepanuio. TofbKO B 0OQHOM MCCrefo-
BaHWM BbIM NoNyYeHbl JaHHbIE, NPOTUBOPEYaLLME Pesyib-
Tatam gpyrux pabot. A.L. Brown c coasr. [18] otmMeTunu
yBeNnyeHue 0TBeTMBLLKX o4aroB Ha T1-BU cnycta 6-9 mMec
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0T Hayana CUCTEMHOro fieyeHus. B 3ToM mccnenoBaHum
BCE MaLMEHTbI MOSTy4any CUCTEMHYIO MNIN NIOKANbHYIO Ny-
yeByl0 Tepanuio, u3 HUX 17 — OOMNOMHWUTENBHO XMMUO-
“nu ropMoHoTepanmio. OLeHKa O0TBETA Ha Tepanuio y 3TUX
NaLMeHTOB MPOBOAMMACH KOMMMIEKCHO C MCMOJb30BaHU-
€M KIMHUYECKMX, BMOXMMUYECKUX, PEHTIEHONOrUYecKmx
U CUMHTUrpaduYeckmnx Kputepues. MpUUMHON TaKuX pe-
3yNbTaToB MOMNM 6bITb 0COBEHHOCTM NEYeHUs], NPUBEALLINE
K (OpPMUPOBaHMIO BbIPAXKEHHOM0, AIMTENILHO NEpCUCTUPY-
foero nepudoKanbHOro OTEKa, KOTOpbIM OaET IMMOMH-
TEHCUBHBIN curHan Ha T1-BW u, cornacHo npaKkTU4eckmMm
pekoMeHgaumnAM Met-RADS, MoreT npuvBOAWMTL K NOMK-
HOMOJOMMTENIBHOMY YBEIMYEHMI0 pa3Mepa OTBETMBLLMX
o4aroB [6]. TakMM 06pa3oM, AMHAMMKa pa3MepoB KOCTHBIX
METacTa3oB B OTBET Ha CheUMPUYECKoe NeveHUe MMeeT
AMarHOCTUYECKYI0 3HAYMMOCTb, OOHAKO Pe3ynbTaT MOXKeT
3aBUCETb OT BPEMEHMU Tepanuu U OTIMYATLCA NPU pasHbIX
TepaneBTUYECKMX MOOX0AAX M XapaKTepe MeTacTaTUYeCcKUX
04aroB, YTO YKa3blBaeT Ha LienecoobpasHOCTb AOMOJHEHNS
AaHHOTO KpUTepMA OPYrMMU 06 bEKTUBHBIMU AaHHBIMU.

[MHaMKKa mHTeHCMBHOCTM curHana Ha [IBW, paccum-
TaHHasA NONYKONMYECTBEHHO KaK OTHOLLIEHWE MHTEHCUBHOCTU
CWUrHana oT MeTacTaTUYeCKMX 04aroB B KOCTAX K MHTEHCUB-
HOCTM CMrHana OT HOPMAasbHbIX MbILLILL, MOMET paccMaTpu-
BaTbCA B KayecTBe 0OBEKTMBHOMO KpUTEPUA OLIEHKM OTBe-
1a [5, 16, 20]. Bo Bcex nybnuKaumax aBTopbl Habnwoganu
CHUMEHME MHTEHCMBHOCTU CWUTHaMa 04aroB Y OTBETMBLLMX
Ha CUCTEMHYI0 Tepanuio MauMeHTOB, OAHAKO, Y4MTbIBaA,
YTO YMCNEHHbIE 3HAYeHUA MpefCTaB/eHbl TONIbKO B OJHOM
pabote [20], a TaKKe TO, 4TO BO BCEX TPEX MybIMKaLMAX
He ObINM Y4TEeHbI XapaKTep 04aroB M BMI CUCTEMHOW Tepa-
nUK, HeobXoaMMo fanbHelillee UCCe0BaHNE 3aBUCUMO-
CTW U3MEHEHWA MHTEHCUBHOCTM curHana Ha [IBU ot Bbiwe-
MEePeYNCIEHHbIX YCIIOBUNA.

OnpegeneHne uncnoBbix 3HaveHun UKL mmeet Bbl-
COKMM NOTEHLMAN B KayecTBe O0O6EKTMBHOIMO OLEHOYHOrO0
KpUTEPMA W ABNAETCA OOHWUM W3 KIIOYEBbIX B PEKOMEH-
paumax Met-RADS, npegHasHauveHHbIx anAa aHanusa MPT
Bcero Tena. AHanu3 JaHHbIX ceMu uccneaoBaHuit [5, 9-12,
16, 20] cBMAeTENbCTBYET O CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOM YBe-
nndennn VK[ y oTBeTMBLUMX NaumeHToB. Bmecte ¢ TeMm
BO BCeX paboTax onucaHbl eAuMHUYHLIE ClyYaun CHUMKe-
HuAa UKL npy xopowem oTBeTe Ha neyeHue. 3Tn ciyvan
aBTOpbI CBA3LIBAKOT C pa3BUTMEM (KOpPO3a MM CKNepo3a
B 0TBeT Ha Tepanuio. Mo HabnoaeHnsam C. Messiou ¢ coasT.
[9], yBennueHune VKO MorKeT HabniogaTbCaA My NaLMEHTOB
C NPOrpeccuent, Ho MeHee BbIparKEHHOE, YEM Y OTBETUBLLIMX.
N3 Bcex cemu nybnukaumi Tonbko H.A. Ceprees u coasr.
[16] conocTaBnanu 3Havenna UKL y oTBeTMBLUMX maumeH-
TOB C XapaKTepOM 04ara W nosly4ynnm pasHoHanpaBneHHbIe
n3MeHeHua: nosbileHne MK Ha 25% B ocTeobnacTUYeCKUX
oYarax u cHukeHue Ha 25% — B octeonuTyeckux. C yué-
TOM 3TUX [aHHbIX OTCYTCTBME [eNeHMA 04aroB Ha 0CTeo/ M-
TUYECKME M 0CTe0bNacTUYecKkMe B APYrUX MCCneloBaHMAX
MOMET ObITb MPUYMHOM pacxoxaeHusa B 3HaueHuax UKI
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y OTBETMBLLMX MaLMEHTOB, a TaKKe BHOCUTb OrpaHUYEHNA
B MHTEPMpPeTaLMIio pesynbTaToB 3TUX paboT, YTo yKasbiBaeT
Ha Heo6X0AMMOCTb [JanbHeLWNX UCCNeoBaHMIA C BKMIOYe-
HWEM 0HOPOAHbIX Py 0Yaro..

B nccnenoBaHMAX, OLEHWMBABLUMX 0OLLIMIA OMyXoneBbIn
06bEM (tDV) [11, 12], nonyyeHbl cornacyloLimecs pesynbTa-
Tbl. B 06eux ny6nmKaLmaAx aBTopbl NPULLIAKM K BbIBOAY O 3Ha-
UMTENBHOM CHUKeHWM tDV B 0TBET Ha cneumduryeckylo Te-
panuio. OgHaKo [aHHbIA NOAX0A MMEET pAfd OrpaHUYeHUM.
Bo-nepBbiX, OH YyBCTBMTENEH K KauecTsy nonyyeHHbix [1BU,
UTO MOMKET NPUBECTU K M3MeHeHuio tDV npu Hannumm apte-
(aKTOB MM HeJOCTAaTOYHOM NOAABNEHUM CUrHana oT OKpy-
¥alwwmx TKaHen. Bo-BTopbix, B 06enx nybnmKaumax Bpyd-
Hyto ObIN YOANEH CUrHaN Bbile 4—5-T0 LWeNHbIX NO3BOHKOB
C LeNblo YCTPaHEHWA NOTEHLMANbHOMO NOMHOM0 YBennYe-
HWA tDV 0T rofioBHOrO M0O3ra, CHIOHHbIX HEeNE3 1 60MbLIoro
KonmyecTBa NMMQOY3/0B, YTO MO0 NPUBECTM K MPOMYCKY
o4aroB B 3Tux obnactax. B-TpeTbux, MeToaMKa BpemA3a-
TpaTHa, T.K. COLEPHUT 3Tan py4yHon 06paboTKM, YTO MoKa
MPEenATCTBYeT € LUMPOKOMY WCMONb30BaHWI0 B KIWMHWUYe-
CKOM NpaKTUKe.

Takum obpasoM, Meton MPT npeanaraeT KoMMeKc
00BEKTUBHBIX KPUTEPUEB, MO3BONAILIMX OLEHUBATb 30-
(GEKTUBHOCTb Tepanuu [OMCCEMUHUPOBAHHOrO MeTacTa-
TMYECKOro mopaxkeHuA ckeneta y 6onbHbix PMK 1 PMMK,
0[IHaKO ANA LUMPOKOr0 UCMOMb30BaHWA €ro B KMHUYECKOM
MpaKTVKe HeobxoOMMbl [OMONHUTENbHbIE UCCefoBaHuA,
HarnpaBfeHHble Ha YTOYHEHME METOLMYECKMX aCMeKToB
W KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX 3HAYEHWI KPUTEPUEB OLIEHKW ANA pas-
JIMYHBIX TUNOB METacTaTUYECKMX 04aroB.

0rpa|-|uqe|-|uﬂ uccnengosaHuA

CnepyeT yKasaTb, 4TO MHTEpNPETUPOBATL pe3ynbTaThl
AaHHOr0 CUCTeMaTMyecKoro o63opa cneayet ¢ 0CTOPOXKHO-
CTbI0, YUMTbIBAA HEKOTOPbIE OFPaHNYEHMA, TAKUE KaK Manoe
KO/IMYeCTBO BKIIOYEHHBIX UCCeJ0BaHWM, PETPOCNEKTUBHDIN
XapaKTep 4acT paboT, OTCYTCTBME CTaHAAPTU3MPOBAHHOM
3TaNnoHHOM METOAMKM, pasHble BUAbI CNeLuuyeckomn Tepa-
MWK, KOTOPbIE MOTYT BAIMATL HA XapaKTep MUKPOCTPYKTYPHBbIX
M3MEHEHUN W NPUBOAUTL K OTAMUMAM MP-xapakTepucTuk
OTBETUBLUMX 04aroB..

B nccneoBaHuAX, BRIIOYEHHBIX B CUCTEMATUYECKWIA 06-
30p M MeTaaHanu3, He3HauNUTeNbHO OTAINYAIOTCA NapaMeTpbl
CKaHMpOBaHWA, B YaCTHOCTM pa3HOE KOMYECTBO U pasHble
3Ha4YeHNA Ucnonb3yeMblx b-haKkTopoB, YTO MOXKET NOBINATL
Ha uTorosble 3Ha4veHua UK.

3AKNTIOYEHUE

MPT sBnseTcs MHOPMATUBHOM METOAMKOMN AN 00beK-
TMBHOM OLEHKM OTBETa KOCTHbIX METacTa3oB Ha Tepa-
nuio y 6onbHbIx P 1 PMHK Ha ocHoBe KofMYeCTBEHHbIX
1 MONTYKONMYECTBEHHbIX KpUTepueB. B HacToALlee BpeMA
Mpu oLeHKe 3IPHEKTUBHOCTU NIEYEHNA CledyeT OPUEHTUPO-
BaTbCA B NEPBYI0 04epefb Ha JUHAMWKY pa3MepoB 04aros
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B pexkmme T1 1 auHamuky 3Havennn VKM, npuyém TouHble
KONMYECTBEHHbIE KPUTEPUM OLIEHKM MOKA He pa3paboTaHbl.
Hanbonee nepcnekTMBHBIMW ABNAIOTCA NapameTpbl, 6asupy-
towmeca Ha [1BW, oHaKo 3T0 He UCKNIOYaeT UCMOb30BaHMA
TpagmumoHHbIX Kputepues RECIST 1.1 n MDA,

TakuM obpasom, MPT Bcero Tena ABnAETCA NOTEHUMANb-
HO 3QdEKTUBHBIM AMArHOCTUYECKUM MHCTPYMEHTOM B Bbl-
ABNEHUM W NOCNeAYLLEM MOHUTOPUHIE METACTaTUYECKOr0
nopameHua ckeneta y 6onbHbix P n PMXK.
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