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AHHOTALIMS \

B nanHOM 0030pe ocBemaeTcsi poib MyJIbTUIApaMETPUYECKOM MarHUTHOSPEC30HAHCHONH ToMorpaduu B
BBISIBJIGHMM DPaKa MPEACTaTeNbHOW »Kele3bl, B YaCTHOCTH — TRK @NOITe poctatel. Mcmons3oBanue
MYJIbTHIIAPAMETPHUECKON MAarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHON TOMOTpaduu B [ % Ke paka IpocTaThl O3BOJISIET
TaKke MpPUMEHATH e€ Ui Ouorncuu. MysnbpTUnapaMeTpudeckas §¥pe3oHancHas ToMorpadus, mo
JaHHBIM MHOTHX HMCCIICAOBaHMM, 007agaeT BBHICOKOW YyBCTBUTEIFHOGBRIO M CHENU(UUHOCTHIO B paHHEH
IUarHOCTHUKE W CTaJUpOBaHUM Yy  TAIMEHTOB  C AESIIOIINMCS.  BBICOKHM  YPOBHEM
MpoCTaTCeNU(pUIECKOr0 aHTHTEHA, HECMOTPS Ha IPEIbl] LaTeJabHble OWOICHUU TPOCTAaThHI, a
TaKKe MPU BEICHUH MAMEHTOB, HAXOAAIMINXCS O] aKTUB QUIOICHUEM.

Jns mpoBeneHHS NPULETBHONH OWOICHH MPOCTaThl CY TPU THNIA HABEICHUS: KOTHHTUBHAS
($BI0KH-OMOTICHS; IpsiMast OMOTICHS, HampaBJisieMas MATHUTHO-PEBQHAHCHOW ToMOoTrpad el U BHIIIOTHIeMAas
BHYTpH ToMorpada (in-bore); mporpamMMHas KOpERMCTpaLusi CHUMKOB IpeIOINepalioHHON MarHUTHO-
PE30HAHCHOM ToMOrpaduu ¢ HHTpaOIepAIHOHHBIM BYKOBBIM HCCJICOBAHHEM C MIOMOIIBIO (DBIOXKH-
ycrpoiictBa. [Ipu 3TOM mpu mpoBeaeHUH NPUMCTHHE OIICUM PE3YNbTaThbl MYJbTHUIIAPAMETPHUECKON
MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOW  TOoMorpaduu ci B UMOPOBOM BHIAE Ha HU300paKeHUs
TPaHCPEKTAILHOIO YIBTPa3BYKOBOTO HCCI B

Kaxnplii MeTo1 UMeeT CBOM MPEUMYLIECTB
PE30HAHCHOM TOMOTpaduy yaydIIacRKadyecTBO IHETOJOIMUECKUX PE3YIbTATOB 10 CPABHEHHIO C IPYTUMH
MOJXO/aMH, BBISBIISISL 3HAUYUMbIE GKCHBIE TOpakeHUs ¢ TouHOCThIO 10 90%. IlpaBunbHOE
CTaJMpPOBAaHUE TO3BOJISIET BBHIOPATH
CHHM3HUTbH YacTOTy HOBBIX OHMOICHH U eHuid. B Hacrosimiee Bpems rylaBHas 3ajadya COCTOUT B TOM,
4yToOBl chenarb OMOICHIO B CO MarHUTHO-PE30HaHCHOH ToMorpadueil Oosnee AOCTYNMHOH H
CTaHAApPTU3UPOBATh  TEXHHUKY| eleHHsl  TMpOLeNypbl, 4YTO  TO3BOJUT  MHHHMH3UPOBAThH

MEXOIEPaTOPCKYIO Bapuald 0 BHCHUMOCTH OT HCIIOIb3YEMOU CUCTEMBI.
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ABSTRACT ¢

This review explains the role of multiparametric magnetic resonan(% particularly in prostate
. >

biopsy, in the detection of prostate cancer. The use of multiparametrig resonance imaging in the
diagnosis of prostate cancer has also allowed its use in magnetic 1o8g paging-guided biopsies, which
according to many studies present high sensitivity and specificity i gnosis and staging, in patients
with persistently high prostate-specific antigen levels despite previ ative prostate biopsies, and in the
follow-up of patients under active surveillance.
To perform a targeted prostate biopsy, three types of magneti ce imaging guidance are available:
cognitive fusion, direct magnetic resonance imaging-guided/biop8y performed within a tomograph (in-bore
biopsies), and software coregistration of stored magnetic % images with real-time ultrasound using
a fusion device, with multiparametric magnetic resonance i fig findings digitally overlaid on real-time
transrectal ultrasound images for targeted biopsy.
Each method has its advantages and disadvantages. netic resonance imaging-targeted biopsy improves
the quality of histological results compared widls approaches, with approximately 90% correct
detection of significant index lesions. Corrget lows the selection of the best therapeutic options,
adequate evaluation of the prognosis, an the incidence of new biopsies and complications.
The current objective is to make magneti ¢ imaging-guided biopsy increasingly available and
standardize the technique to minimize inter-ope variability depending on the available system.
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BBEAEHUE

B 3amagspix cTpanax pak npeacrarenbHoi kene3sl (PIDK) sBmsercs nHambOosiee 4yacTol HEKOKHON
onyxonbsto y MyxuuH [1]. CormacHo pexomeHmanusiM EBpomelickoil acconyanvy ypoJIoroB U),
Ouorcus mpocTaThl — 30JI0TOW cTaHAapT Auarnoctuku PIDK.

Haunbonee yacto mpuMeHsSEMbIii TUarHOCTHYECKHHA METOIN — 3TO ciydaiiHas 12-Toueunas Ouo (ne
CEeKCTaHT), MpU KOoTopoil 12 oOpa3noB OepyTcs TONBKO B nepudepuyeckoil 30He sxeness [2]. OAPIKA

HUMECT CJICAYIONUC OT'paHUYCHUSA: .

° HGZ[OBI:IGOpKa — HEA0CTAaTOYHOC KOJIHNYCCTBO 06pa3110B 10 OTHOIIIEHUIO K 00HLEM

° nepeBLI6opKa — YpE3MECPHOC KOJIMYCCTBO 06p33LIOB C BBIABJICHUCM HC3HAYUTC.

®  HU3Kad YyBCTBUTCIIbHOCTH — 3aBbIIICHHASA OLICHKA C JUarHOCTUKOM He3Hau

®  HU3Kasg CHEHU(PUUHOCTh — 3aHIKEHHAS OICHKA C HECIIOCOOHOCTHIO TMArHEC
3HAYUMbBIC PAKOBBIC OMTYXOJIH;
e  0omuMOKH, CBsI3aHHBIE ¢ KBaM(UKauei oneparopa [3].

HoBas TepameBTHMYeckas TeHJIEHIMS akTUBHOTrO HabOmromeHus (AH),3a HU3KOTO PHUCKA H
MaJIOMHBAa3MBHBIC II€JCBBIC TNPOIEIYyphl TPeOyrOT OoJiee TOYHOT &Baﬂm MPOCTaThl, YTO
00yCIIOBIIMBAaET HEOOXOAUMOCTh YCOBEPIICHCTBOBAHUS METOI0B OHOTICHH.

B nHacrosimee BpeMst OMOIICHS MPOCTAaThl PEKOMEHIyeTCs MykugmHal B B@3pacte 50—69 JieT ¢ BBICOKUM
ypoBHeM mpoctarcrernupuyeckoro anturera (IICA) B cbiBOpoTkSpoBU (53 HI/MIT) WM aHOMAaTbHBIMHU

pe3yabTaTaMu III/I(prBOFO PCKTAJILHOTO HCCICIO0BAHUA (y3eJ’IK 11 HCHUA H aCI/IMMeTpI/ISI). Ilocne
nepBoﬁ Ceprur OTPULATCIBHBIX PE3YJILTATOB ouoncuun npu  COX IUXCA TMOAO3PCHUAX Ha PITK

Clle/lyeT YBEIUYUTh KOJIMYECTBO OMONTATOB (TO €CTh POBECTH palliOHHYIO OHOTICHIO) U B3Th IPOOBI
TPaH3UTOPHOM 30HHI [4].
C MoMeHTa cBOero mnepBoro npumeHeHus B 1983 romy MTHO-pe3oHancHas Tomorpadus (MPT)
g OCTYITHOCTH U MYJIbTUIIApAaMETPUYECCKOM
BH3yaJIM3alllK, COYCTAIOIICH aHATOMUYCECKUE U (DYHKIIMOHATh 1aHHbIE [5, 6].

B 2012 rony Espometickoe 00IIeCTBO YpOreHUTAMbHON paJnOJIOTUU OMyOJIMKOBAJIO PEKOMEHJAIUHY,
OCHOBaHHBIE Ha KOHCEHCYCE€ OKCIEpTOB, MO MHTEPWPESTALMHM M TpPEACTaBICHHUIO pe3ynbraroB MPT-
HCCIIeIOBaHUN TpeacTarenbHol kemne3bl (Pi- C Tex mop mokazarens Pi-RADS mpomén
BHEIIHIOIO OLIEHKY U OB MPHU3HAH HAZIEKHBIM | > TouHOro BeIsBIeHHUS PITK [8].

B 2019 rony PykoBonsmuii komutet Pi- TKOBaJI OOHOBJIEHHBIC PEKOMEH/IAIIUU C OTIMCAHUEM
KaTeropuii OLeHKH U TEXHUYECKUX MapameTPo
C y4éToM 3THX MPEANOCHIIOK POJb )
TolIbKO B juarHoctuke PIDK, Ho m
CTaMpPOBaHUS U OLIEHKHU PaclpoCTpay
B HacTosmee BpeMs craBUTCA 3a/at

CaMbIM MUHUMU3HPYS MEXOIEpa IO BApHa0CIbHOCTh B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT UCTIOJIb3yeMON CHCTEMBI.
METOAbI UCMNOJIb30 HUTHO-PE3OHAHCHOW TOMOIPA®UU NMPU BUONCUN
MPOCTATbDI
Cy1iecTByeT TpH Buaa JICHUSI TSI TPOBeAcHUs npuiienbHoi ouoncuu (I16) mpocrater.
1. Koruutupnas F norcust (pprokH-Onorncus). OnepaTop BU3YaIbHO TPOBOIUT OUOIICHIO MO/

KOHTpOJIEM Horo ynbTpaszByka (TPY3U) B obmacTu maTtosioru mpocTarhl, KOTOpas

BU3YalU3U MnMPT.

2. Ilpsama paBiieHHass OHWOICHs, BBINOJHsAEMas BHYTpU TpyOku Tomorpada («in-bore
ouorc 0T MeToJ oOJIafaeT JIOCTAaTOYHOW TOYHOCTBIO TPH BBISBICHHS HHTEPECYIOIINX
00 €CTaTeIbHON JKelle3e, OJHAKO IPOLEeAypa HEINPAKTU4HA, 3aTPATHA 10 BPEMEHU U
CTOMMOCHK, TTOCKOJIBKY BECh MPOIIECC BBITIOIHSACTCS BHYTpH reHTpu Tomorpada [10].

3. Ilp Has KOPETuCTpalMs. CHUMKOB IpejponepannoHHoii MPT ¢ uHTpaonepanMOHHBIM

a3ByKOBbIM HccienoBanuem (Y3U) B pealbHOM BpeMEHH € MOMOUIBIO (DBIOXKH-YCTPOHCTBA.
u otoM g nposeneHuss [IB  coxpanénuble pesynbratet MOMPT B 1mdpoBom Buae
axnaapiBaroTcsi Ha u3oOpaxenuss TPY3U B peanbHOM BpemeHH. DTa mpolenypa MOKET OBITh
IMoJIHEHa ¢ momolnelo anactuyHbiXx — Urostation (Koelis, ®pannust), Artemis (Eigen Health,
IHA) — wmm xéctkux — Uronav (Philips, Hunepnanaer), BiopSee (MedCom, I'epmanus) —
CHCTEM COBMEIIEHHS N300paskeHNUil.
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VY Ka)XI0T0 METO/IA €CTh CBOHM NMPEMMYIIECTBA U HETOCTATKH.
HecMotps Ha 3HauMTeNbHBIC pa3nWyus B YyBCTBUTEIHHOCTU BBISIBICHHS WHAOJIEHTHBIX 3a00JIEBaHUN B
PasHBIX HCCIENOBAaHUAX, OONBIIMHCTBO palbOT TOKa3adu, 4To uyBcTBUTEIbHOCTH MPT/Y3U-Ononcun
(KOTHUTUBHOM WM anmapatHoil) coctasisieT oT 80 10 95% [11].
OCHOBHBIMH KIIMHMYECKMMH TMOKa3aHuAMU K mpoeneHnio MPT/Y3U  ¢proxH-Ononcuu SIFOT
coxpansrommiica Beicokuil ypoBenb [ICA, HecMOTps Ha peabIAYIIKE OTpULaTeNbHbIe OUOTICH THI,
Y MOHUTOPHUHT MAallMEHTOB, Haxosammxcs moa AH [12].

KOrHUTHUBHAS ®bIOKH-BUOIICUSA L 4

KorautuBHas (QbIOKH-OMOIICHS BBIMOJHSETCS JIETKO M OBICTPO M HE Tpely N/ITGJ‘IBHOFO
obopynoBanusi, kpome anmnapara MPT u crannaptaoit ycranoBku TPY3U.

MPT- u TPY3U-u300pakeHus] HaKIAABIBAIOTCS APYr Ha JIpyra METOAOM KOTH

T BMCIICHU A,

KOTOPOE MOKET OBITh BBIIIOJHEHO C IMOMOIIBIO PacleyaTaHHOTO JOKYMEHTa WIN peieHust MPT-
n300paxeHnH Ha dKpaH padouel ctaniuu B kabunere TPY3U, Haxomsmmmcs psf r0o TIaTGopMoit
[13]. KorHuTuBHOE COBMEIICHHUE H300paXCHUN OCHOBAHO Ha CIOCOOHOCT paha JTOKATN30BaTh
MHTEPECYIOILyI0 00nacTh MyTEM BU3yalH3alMd €€ DAcIONOKCHUS BeIIpO DCJIe BU3yaIH3aLluu
nopaxenust Ha MPT [12].

[IpeumyiiecTBaMd KOTHUTHBHOTO COBMEIIEHHS SIBIISIFOTCS CKOPOCTH U C Bpau 6epér npoOy u3

odara HOpaXEHHUd, 3Has €ro JIOKaJW3aluio, BbIABICHHY0O Ha MPT
CHEeNHaNbHOr0 00OPYAOBAHHUS, MOMUMO TOTrO, KOTOPOE OOBIYHO
HaBeseHueM, a orneparopy Y 3U He TpeOyeTcst JONOTHUTENBHON MO
OnHako OAHWUM M3 HENOCTATKOB KOTHUTHBHOW (PBHIOXKH-OHOIIC

0 mis ouoncuu ¢ TPY3U-
14].

MOMBITKE KOHLENTYaJIU3UpOBaTh 00JacTh HMHTEpeca, 4YTO OCQOeH poOiieMaTu4HO Uil HEOOIBIINX
onyxoneil. Emeé onmH HEOoCTaTOK — 3TO HEBO3MOXKHOCTh ST MECTO B3ATHS OWONTATOB MpHU
npeapIayIeil OHOCHH.

Hecmotps Ha 310, yacToTa OOHAPYKEHHUS OMyXOJeH mp BHOW (DBIOKH-OMOIICUM COMOCTaBHMA C
TAKOBOM NpH anmapaTHOW, W B OOJBIIMHCTBE HCCIENOBaH 3TH NPOLENYPHl MOKA3bIBAIOT JTyUILINE
pe3yIbTaThl, YeM TOJIBKO ClTydyaifHas cucTeMaTHuecKaggBblOopka s, 16].

Emé€ oauH HEOOCTaTOK KOTHUTUBHOW (DBIOKH-QUOTICMM — BO3MOXHBIE OHIMOKH, OOYCIIOBJICHHBIC

YCIOBCUYCCKUM q)aKTOPOM, BO3HHUKAIOMIUEC IIPpU IIEPE
HaJIOKCHHA CHUMKOB.
B Heckonbpkux HUCCICOOBAHUAX OLCHU

or MPT x TPY3U B oTcyTcTBHE peasbHOTrO

16 koruutuBHON IIB. I.S. Willlams wu coasr.
flllie pe3yNbTaThl 110 CPABHEHHUIO CO CIy4aiHOMN
BBIOOPKOM, OCOOCHHO MPHU MOPAXKCHUU MEPL] oTJIeNIoB TipocTathl [17]. B perpocrnekTuBHOM aHaju3e

ObI Bcero 3,8 cTo0nKa Ha MalnKueHTa,
C HOpPMaJIbHBIMU pe3yabTaTamu MP
ciyvaitHoit ounoncuu B 13% ciry
B wuccnenosanun J. Haffner u
PaKoBbIX 00pa3oBaHuii, TO a aHAapTHOM noaxone — 12 [18].

B npyrom wuccnenoBaHumn U coaBT. OOHapyxuid, uto mpoBereHne MPT mepen Ouomncueit

YBEJIMYMUBAJIO YacCTOTY Bb ka (UBP) ¢ 59% nipu 12-toueunoii caryparmonHoii ouorncuu (CB) mo

65% npu KOTHUTUBHOM

Uto KacaeTcsl 3HAUYUMBIX aka (mmHa OMomnTara, MOPaXKEHHOTO pakoM >3 MM B JJr000M obpasue u
>

pu mposeaeHuu tosubko [Ib Obio mpomymeHo 13 3HAUMMBIX

oleHka no mkane I , UBP cocraBumna 67% nns I1b u 52% nns oObiuHO# Omoncuu [15].

A.P. Labanaris u poaeMoHcTpupoBaiy, yto mpu [Ib mocturaercas 90% coBmaneHue CyMMBI

I'mucona mpeno ii OMOTICUH | MTOCTIEOTIepAlMOHHBIX PE3yIbTAaTOB, U YKazanu, uro MPT cienyer

MIPOBOAMTH J0 @UOTICHY, YTO ITO3BOJIUT YMEHBIINUTh MpoLeHT HepooueHku npu Cb [19].

Takum 00pazo OBPEMEHHBIC HCCIECIOBAaHUS TOKA3bIBAIOT, uyTO Owomncus nojg MPT-kontposnem umeer

Ooutee BbI octb 1 UBP, uem crannaptaas 6uorncus ¢ TPY3H-naBeneuuem.

J. Haffner & coaBl monararot, 4T0 KOTHUTHBHAs (HBIOKH-OMOIICHS YCTyMaeT CHCTEMAaTH4YeCKO OMOICHH Y
H UTeNbHBIMU pe3yiabTaraMd MPT, moguepkHyB, 9YTO OCHOBHOM pHCK, CBSI3aHHBIH C

BIOKH-OMOTICHEH, — 3TO Mexxorneparopckas BapuabdensHocTs [18]. HecmoTps Ha TO, 4TO B

HOW NHUTepaType OTMeUaeTCs 3HAYUTEIbHBIH NOTEHINANT KOTHUTUBHON ()BIOKH-OMOIICHH B CITydae

JTHEHUS! OINBITHBIMH CIICLHATINCTaMH, OOJBIIMHCTBO YpOJOroB B HacTosilee BpeMs BcE ke

csl K KOMMEPYECKH JOCTYNHOW ammapaTHOM OWONCHH H3-32 OTCYTCTBHS BO3MOXKHOCTH

OTCJIC)KMBAHUS TAHHBIX U U(PPOBOTO HAIOKEHHS.

IIPAMASI BUOIICHSA C IOMOIIBbIO MATHUTHO-PE3OHAHCHOI TOMOI'PA®HHU (IN-BORE)

v
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Paguonor Bemonnsier npsmyio MPT-HampaBieHHyro Ouoncuio BHYTpu ToMmorpada (in-bore), coBmerias
npeneinymee MPT-uzo0paxkeHnue, ykaspiBaroliee Ha mnopaxenue, 1 MPT-uzoOpakeHrne B peallbHOM
BpeMEHH, 4YTOOBI OMNpeNeNuTh MECTO BKOla OuorncuitHoW wurisl. [Ipomenypa BbImOMHSETCS uepes
TpaHCpeKTalnbHBIA gocTym. [locie B3ATHS Kakaoro OHoNTara BBIIOJIHAETCS CKaHUPOBAaHHUE
yOeauTscst B ero Jokanu3auumu. Kak mpaBuiio, OepETcst BCEro HECKONBKO HENEBBIX Mpoo,
BbIOOpKA HE IPOBOAUTCSL.
In-bore Ouonicus MMeeT CBOM MPEMMYIIECTBA, 3aKIIOYAIOIINECS B TOYHOCTH YCTaHOBKHU Wl
KOJIMYECTBE OTOOPaHHBIX 00PasLOB 1 HU3KOM PHCKE HPOIYIICHHBIX TOYCK /IS B3STHg Male
onu BujHbl Ha MPT [20]. K HenocTaTkam MeTo/1a OTHOCATCS OOJIbIlas CTOUMOCTh U BpEM

BbisiBIIeHHBIME Ha MOIMPT, y kotopeix panee TPY3U-Ouoncus Obuta oTpuifdrensden, ObLia IpoBeIcHA
TpaHcpekTanbHas in-bore I15, B pesynbrare yero UBP cocraBuma 41%% BLISIBIICHHBIX OIyXOJIel
0

OKa3aJIuCh KIIMHUYECKU 3HAUUMBIMU [24].

L. Marks u coaBT. mpeicTaBWiid OOLIMPHBIA ONBIT MPOBEAEHHS in-b
aBTOPOB, K HEIOCTaTKaM 3TOH MpOLeAypbl OTHOCATCS OOJBbIIUE 3aT
HE0O0XOIMMOCTh MpoBeneHus AByX ceancoB MPT mist monmyuenus
Kpome TOro, mockonbKy B XoJe 3TOH MNpOLEAypbl OTOMPArOTCs WQQPa3fbl TOJIBKO IOJ03PUTEIBHBIX
MOpaXeHUH, TKaHW C «HOPMaJbHBIM» BHEIIHMM BUJOM, BU3Yyall teiv Ha MPT, He otOuparoTcs.
Jannpnii  ¢akt npeactaBiser npodiieMy, MOCKOIBbKY JIOKH@OTPH JIbHBIE XapakTtepuctuku MPT-

WCCIIEZIOBAHNUS MTPOCTATHl HE U3yYEHBI B JOCTATOYHOMN cTeneHy [2
DbIOXKH-BUOIICUSA C HCHOJIB30BAHUEM MA PE3OHAHCHOM TOMOIPA®UU WU

cun [25]. Ilo MHeHUIO
€HU U CPEJCTB, a TaKkKe

TPAHCPEKTAJIBHOT'O YJIbTPA3BYKOBOI'O HCCJIE]

Bo Bpems 310 npotieaypsl oneparop moaydaet n300
ObUTO TIPUHATO Ha MPOTSHKEHHH aecsatuieTuit. [1
pealbHOM BpEMEHH Ha 3apaHee coxpaHEHHy0 MP
MEXaHHU3My HaBeAeHus anmapara Y3 wnens,
COBMEIIEHUS HW300paXeHUi cozgaéres &
OCYILECTBIISIETCS IPULIETUBAHUE U OTCIIEK
[lo cpaBHEHUIO C BU3yallbHOW OLIEHKOM,
BOCIIPOM3BOIMMOCTD Onarogapsi MeH CTH OT OllepaTopa U NPeIoCTaBICHUIO 00paTHOMH CBA3U
B peaJbHOM BpeMeHH o (akTnueckux SOmactsx ouorncuu [3]. Kpome Toro, mpeMMyIiecTBo 3Toro Meroja

DIICUM MOJKET OBITh BBINOJHEH 32 HECKOJbKO MHHYT B
aHecTe3del C HCIOJBb30BaHUEM TEXHOJOTHM, KOTOpbIE

CHHE aThl ¢ IOMOUIBIO YIIBTPa3ByKa, Kak 3TO
9TOM OCYIIECTBIISIETCS HAJIOXKEHUE YIBTpa3ByKa B
E/ICTaTeNIbHON JKENe3bl, YTO IO3BOJSET 3aAaTh
TCJIBHO OYEpYEHHYIO paauonioroM. B pesymbrare
MOJENb MpPOCTaThl, M YyXKe C €€ TOMOIIBIO
B3sITUs 00pa3uos (puc. 1 u puc. 2) [25].

amMOyJIaTOpHBIX  YCIIOBHSIX TIOJ MC

MPUMEHSIFOTCS YK€ MHOTO JIET JIbTAThl, TOJYYCHHBIC IPH MCIOIB30BAHUU (DBIOKH-YCTPOKCTBA,
BecbMa oOHaaéxuBarorue [25].

K Hemoctarkam oOTHOCS BICOKass CTOMMOCTh HPOTPAMMHOIO OOECIICUCHMUS/YCTPOICTBA,
3aBUCUMOCTh TOYHOCTH OT MMHOTO OOCCIICUCHMS, @ TAKXKE CBSI3aHHBIC C 3TUM KpUBas 00y4aeMOCTH

, puc. 4) [26]. Emé oqHuM HEI0CTaTKOM 3TOr0 METOJa SBJICTCS TO, YTO
5b30BaHUSL  JIOTIOJIHUTENILHOTO YCTPOHCTBA M CHEIMAIBHOW TMOATOTOBKU

U MOATOTOBKA OIEPaTopa
OH HempsAMoOMH, Tpedye
oreparopa.
AnmnapatHas (Qbrox
[IOMOILBIO  ammapa
n3zobpaxenus Y, HOM BpeMEHH. JTa TeXHHMKa U3BECTHA KaK Koperucrpaius. B Hacrosmee Bpems
JOCTYIHO HeCKONMbKo@oMMepUecknX miatdopM, Kaxaas u3 KOTOPBIX HUMEET CBOW METOJ KOPErucTpalvu U
CBOIO anmnapar @ opMy A7 IPOBEACHHS OMOIICHH C TIOMOLIBIO KOPETHPOBaHHBIX U300paxkeHuit [3].
HecMmotpsagha v ne HEeCKONbKUX mmiaardopM mist coBMmeuieHus nzodpaxennii MPT u Y3U, Bce onun
HCIIOJIB3Y Te ) WM WHBIE THIBl KOPETUCTPAlMM HW300paKEHUH W  OTCIICKMBAaHHUS WIJIBI/30HAA
nyec WIH 3JEKTPOMAarHUTHOTO). OTH TEXHOJOTHMM TIO3BOJIIIOT IONy4yaTh, XpaHUTh H
aTb YJIbTPa3BYKOBbIE M300paKEHUS! B PEKMME PEATLHOIO BPEMEHH, a TaKKe CO3/aBaTh
bI€ KapThl PACIOJIOKEHHsI 04aroB MOPayKEHUsI U MECT HPEeAbIAyel OHONICHH IS TOCIEAYIOIEro
BaHus [27]. [lockonbky 1r000€ ABW)KEHHE MAlMEHTa WM MPOCTAaThl BIUSET HA KOPETHCTPALHIO
Wi, B 3TUX YCTPOHUCTBAX TAKKe MCIIOJIb3YIOTCSl METO/IbI TMHAMHYECKOM MOBTOPHON pErUCTpaIvu
C MCIIOJIb30BaHNEM aJITOPUTMOB KOMITEHCALIMH JBMYKEHUS sl 00eCTieYeHrs] TOYHOTO M BOCIIPOU3BOANMOTO
HalleTMBaHUA Ha WHICKCHBIN ovar nmopaxkeHus [12].
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B HenmaBHUX HccnienoBaHUsAX cpaBHUBaNOCH BhisiBieHne PIDK u Tspkénbix dopm 3a0oneBaHus ¢ MOMOIIBIO
TpaguuronHoi CBb mim TpancnepruHeaabHOH OMOIICHH MTpeACTaTeNbHOM KeJIe3bl B KauecTBe pe)epeHCHOTO
Tecra [22, 28, 29].
B uccnenoranuu M. M. Siddiqui u coaBT., rae ydactBoBaiio 6osee 1000 manueHToB, aBTOPhI HCIIO.
cucremy Philips Uronav ans mpoBenenust cranaaptHoi 12-toyeynoi Omoncun ¢ TPY3U-nas
KadecTBe pedepeHCHOro Tecta U cooburmn, uro npu [1b auarHoctupoBaHo Ha 30% OoJbILE
BBICOKOTO pHCKa, YeM NpH cTaHaapTHou Ouoricuu (p=0,001), u Ha 17% MeHblIe omyxoei
(p=0,002). B xauecrBe ypoBHs 3HAYMMOCTH UCIONB30BAICS IEPBUYHBIN Oawl 10 mKkage I
E.C. Serefoglu u coaBt. onpeaenunu cymmy OayuioB no 1kane [nmmucona 3+4 kak KIUH
PITX (x3PITK) u coobumnu, uto 14,3-20,9% cnydaeB k3PIK Obuin oOHapy>keHb
I1b, Ho mpourHopupoBansl TpaauuuoHHbIM TPY3U-meronom [30]. Kpome Toro, 2

BbK OMOILBIO
yaeB ObLIU

MepeBeaCHbl U3 pa3psaa HesHauuMbix B paspsa k3PIDK ¢ momompio MPT-TPY »KH-Onoricun. 1
Hanpotus, 4 u3 105 ciyuaes k3PI1K 6butn npournopuposansl npu MPT-TPY3U orncuu [30].

E. Baco u coaBT. npoJIeMOHCTpHUPOBAIH, YTO 98% MHAEKCHBIX OIyXOJeH, onpe e 0 HanboJbIIEMY
Oamnmy ['mucona (unmm HamGosblieMy OOBEMY B Cilydae MYJIBTH(OKAIBHO ¢ QIUHAKOBBIM 0ayuioM
[nicona), ObLIM AMAarHOCTUPOBaHbI ¢ momoisio MPT. Tlpu nposeneHviy PYBU ¢rroxu-Ononcuu

Ha tutatgopme Philips Urostation B 98% cirydaeB nokaau3aius omyxo
Uro kacaercst oOmiecTBeHHOTO 3xapaBooxpanenus, B 2016 romy Y. Ce
pe3yJIbTaThl aHATN3a KITMHUKO-9KOHOMUYECKOH 3(PPEKTUBHOCTH, CpaB
MPT-6uoncueil. ABTOpHI OLEHMBAIM KyMYJSTHBHBIA 3(QeKT
BBIBOJY, 4TO BKitoueHne MPT u npunensHoit MPT-0uoricuu B 1
YKOHOMHUYECKH 00OOCHOBAHHEIM PEIICHUEM JIAXKE Yepe3 MHOTO JIET

0Ob bISIBJICHA MpaBUIbHO [31].

COaBT. OIyOIMKOBAIH
-OMOICHIO ¢ TIPUIIETHHOM
, 15 m 20 ner u nmpumm K
uky u neuenue PIDK Oynmer

CPABHEHMUE PA3JIM4YHbIX NOAXOAO0B K NPULIE

JIume B HECKOIBKHX UccnenoBaHuAX u3ydanucs UBP mp
MIPOTUBOPEYHBHI [26].

B wuccnenoranum N.B. Delongchamps u coasr.
pe3yabTaTaMy, MOJIYYEHHBIMH C TMOMOUIBIO JIBYX

orncum

HbIX crparerusx [1b, u ux pe3ynabraThl

MaIyenTa, rmokasanu Oosnee BbicOKyro UBP mo
perpeccuu [33].
TBOBAJIO 125 My»XYHH C TIOJI03PUTEIBHBIMU OITYXOJISIMHU,

cymmy OamtoB 1o ['mucony > 3+4 (205

P. Puech u coaBT. HE O0OHapyx uit B vactore BbiBieHus PIDK mpu xéctkoil mporpamMMHOi

KOPETUCTpAIlMK C HCIOJIb30Ba edCom Navigator (MedCom, ['epmanus) 1Mo CpaBHEHHUIO C
KOTHUTUBHON TMPHUIEIHHO 1O ncueit (53% mnpotuB 47%). Kpome Toro, He OBUIO OTMEUEHO
pa3nuuuil B O3UTUBHOM CT ka, onpezaensiemoro Ha MPT, B 3agnux (46 u3 79; 58%) u nepeanux
(33 u3 79; 42%) otnena TATHl WM CaMbIX MayleHbKuX (25 u3 79; 32%) ouarax [15]. B 2013 roxy
M.A. Bjurlin u coaBT. BBIBOJY, uTO Hcnonas3oBanre MPT npu I1b mpocTaTtsl MOKET yMEHBIINTD
KOJINYECTBO OIIMOOK BBI CBSI3aHHBIX C OOBIYHOW OWorcHel, 3a CU€T Mydulueil JOKalu3alud 04aroB

3a00JeBaHUS M OTQ
TOYHO Kiaccuuir
pemenuit. Ogn
ené He PeIEH

B. ABTOpHI OOHApY>KWJIM, YTO yBEIMYCHHUE BBIOOPKH IO3BOJSIET Oosee
PUCKH, YTO MOXKET IMOBJIMATh HA NMPUHATHE MOCIEAYIOUIMX TEpareBTUYECKUX
00 ONTHUMAaTbHOM KIMHHYECKOM MpuMeHeHnn MPT-nampaBieHHOW Onorcuu

PAHHAA KA PAKA ITPOCTATHBI

B 2018 rgny oyas rpymna no npodunaktuke 3adoneBanmii CLIA (USPSTF) ony6nukoBana
OOHOBJIEH OMEH/IAIlM, OCHOBBIBAsACh HAa JAaHHBIX OoJiee IUIUTENBHBIX HAOMIONCHUH B KPYIHBIX
c WCCIIEIOBAHUAX M MOSBIISIOIINXCS JOKa3aTelabcTBax Toro, 4yto AH 3a manuentamu ¢ PIDK
HU3 CHIDKACT BpPEJ, CBS3aHHBIA C M30BITOUYHBIM JeueHueMm npu ckpuHunre Ha [ICA. Temeps

pEeKOMEHIyeT MyXUMHaM B Bo3pacTe 55-69 ner mnpoxoauts IICA-tectupoBaHme mocie
U C BpauyoOM €ro OTHOCUTEIBHOM MONb3bl M Bpena. OnHaKo MO-NPeKHEMY HE PEKOMEHIYETCs
npoBoauTh TecThl Ha [ICA y Gonee Monoabix MykuuH (B Bo3pacte 40-55 ner) mim B Bo3pacte crapiue
70 mer [35].
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B orcyrcTBHE mmpoko oprannzoBaHHOTO TectupoBaHus Ha [ICA ommopTYHHCTHYECKUI CKPUHHMHT CTall
PYTHHHO#H mNpakTHKOH Bo MHOrumx crpaHax EC. OmHako HelaBHEE HCCIICIOBAaHHE IMOKa3allo, 4TO ATa
CTparervsi He TOJIBKO OKa3bIBaeT MHUHHUMaJbHOE BIHMsSHHE Ha cMepTHOCTh OT PIDK, HO M mpuBOAMT K

THNEPIUarHOCTHKE IO CPAaBHEHUIO C OpraHW30BaHHBIM TecTupoBaHueM [36]. OtcyrctBHEe 3¢ B
3HAYUTENILHOW CTENEeHU OOBSACHSETCS TECTHPOBAHUEM JIML, KOTOPHIM OHO HE MPUHECET 3HAYUM 0Jlb

(nanpumep, nun ¢ 10-meTHel oXuAaeMoil MPOJNOIDKUTEIBHOCTBIO KU3HH), 0e3 000CHOBa TO
HeoOxoaumoct [37], a Takke OBTOPHBIM TECTUPOBAaHUEM MYKUYHH, HE TIOJBEP>KEHHBIX P BUTHUS

Tsoxénoi popmer PIDK [38].

CHM3UTD BEpOATHOCTb TMIEPAMArHOCTHKM MOXHO C TIOMOIIBIO pPHCK-aJanTHpOBa TEruw,
ocHOBaHHOW Ha 3HaueHusX [ICA, B coyeTaHHWU C KalbKyJsATOpaMHM pPHUCKA M MI ‘xnomomn
pasnnyaTh KIMHWYECKH 3HaunMblid W HesHaunmblii PIDK u coorBercTByrommum 00pa3o KTHPOBATh
neyenue. B pesynpraTe MHOTHE ciydau paHHel nuarHoctuku PIDK moryT ObITh p nomouipio AH,
YTO MO3BOJIUT M30ekarh u3nuiHero JieueHus [39]. [lanuentam ¢ 6onee HU3KUM O ©CKUM PUCKOM
MOJKET OBITh MOJIE3HO MECTHOE JICUeHHE, KOTOpPOe MMEeT MEHbIIEe MOOOYHBIX 1 MaéT myuqiive
pe3ybTaThl, YeM eciii Obl 3a00s1eBaHue ObLIIO TUArHOCTHPOBAHO U MPOJIEYCHO [O3KEeQeM caMbIM YITydLIas
WJTU COXPAaHsIs Ka4ecTBO KU3HU manuenta [40].
EAU pa3zpaborana aqropuTM, pacCKphIBAIOIIHIA CYTh PHUCK-aIalTHPOB uu BeLiBIeHUS PIDK.
OTOT anropuT™M TpefHa3HadeH [Uisd MYXYMH B  BO3pacTte Oner c¢ oxuagaeMoit
MPOAOJKUTENBHOCTBIO JKU3HU Oonee 10—15 ner, mponHpOpMHUPOBAHHE HIOAHCaX TAaKOTO MOJXOAA.
JHETO BBISIBJIGHUS CEPBE3HBIX
¢dopm PIDK, nzbexas npu 3TOM THNEPIUArHOCTHUKH W M3JIUIIHETQ JI¢ Ilocne xknMHUYECKON OLIEHKU
pPHUCKa U COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO KOHCYJIBTUPOBAHUS CAAETCSA TECT HA . Npu Huskoi xoHuentpauuu [ICA
HUKAKUX JOMOJHUTEIbHBIX AEHCTBUI He TpeOyeTcs B TeUeHHU TICA — 1-3 ur/mn) unm 5 net (B
Boszpacte 60 set mpu [ICA — 1 ur/min) [39].
Crpatudukanusi pucKka YUHTHIBACT Takue (aKTOPHL, acT, CeMeWHbIM aHamHe3, LHdpoBoe
peKTanbHOE HCCIeoBaHHEe H 00BEM MpOoCTaThl (TUIOTHO B KaJIBKYJSTOpPE pUCKa. DTO MO3BOIUT
BBIICJINTh MOATPYNIY MYXKYWH (mpuMepHO 35% Bcex MyxX ¢ nepBuuHbIM aHanu3oM [ICA >3 Hr/mn
[41]) ¢ HU3KUM PHCKOM, KOTOPHIM TpeOyeTcsl TOIbKQ@IMHNYECKOR HAOMIOCHNE, YTO TIOMOXKET N30eKaTh
HEOOXOIMMOCTH MPOBENCHHUS NaJbHEUIINX HCCIIE Huli, Bkmoyas MPT u Ouorcuto. MyK4uHBI CO
3HaueHueM KoHueHTpaiuu [ICA >3 Hr/mi, oTHQGH KaTeropuy MpOMEKYTOYHOTO WM BBICOKOTO
TUTH elé onHYy moAarpymnmy (mpumepHo 54% Bcex
MyxuuH, npomennmx MPT [41]) ¢ oneHK o mkane Pi-RADS, kotopas OyseT OTHOCHUTBCS K
rpymne Hu3Kkoro pucka passutus k3PIDK u OJIbKO KITMHUYECKOTO HAOIIOACHUS.

JanbHelimas knaccudukanuss My»XuuH ¢ OleHKQH, 3 mo mkane Pi-RADS ¢ yu€rom mmornoctu I[ICA u
JIPYTUX KIMHUYECKHX XapaKTePHUCTURQIO3BOJMIIA Obl BBISBUTH JOMONHUTEILHYIO KaTETOPHIO MAlMEHTOB,
TPeOYIOIIYIO TOIBKO KIMHHYECKOTO :I:I geHUs (K KaTeropuu Hu3koro pucka — Pi-RADS 1, 2 wmm 3 —

OTHOCUTCS TIPUMEPHO 57% MyXYUH, gmux TecrupoBanue [41]). B pesynbrare ocraBmiascs 4acth
WCXOJHOMW MOMYJISIMH MOXKET OBIT a4 K TPYIIE MPOMEKYTOUYHOTO UM BBICOKOTO PUCKA U JOJKHA

MOJIBEPTHYThCS MPULETBHON 1/ eMaTuieckoi Omorncuu. B 3Toif rpymme iuna ¢ moJoKUTEIbHBIM
JIUarHO30M U COOTBETCTBYIOIIU gy (mpuMepHO 25% Bcex MONTBEPKIEHHBIX IUAarHO30B [42]) MOryT
ObITh oaBepruyThl AH, HO K y JIEYEHUIO.

OnHako Bce OKOHYATEIbHBIC U O JICUCHUM JOJDKHBI TPUHUMATHCS COBMECTHO C TAI[MEHTOM C
prouteHui [40]. JlaHHBIA aNroOpuTM IEMOHCTPHPYET, KaK MOXHO Oojee

u3 Ha [ICA ¢ momompio MuMPT u onenku mo mikane Pi-RADS [43, 44],

ancer (ERSPC) u Prostate Cancer Prevention Trial [42], 4To mM0O3BOJIAT
YHH, TIoJBepratomuxcs ouorncuu. [IpemiaraeMeie BpeMEHHBIC HHTEPBAIIBI IS
s Ha I[ICA B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT BO3pacTa U pPe3yJbTaTOB IEPBUYHOTO
oOcnenoBanus @TpaxdROT PUCK KIMHUUSCKU 3HAYMMOTO JIMarHo3a paka B Oymyiem [45] u, Takum oOpa3om,

MIOMOTatoT WYECTBO OMOIICHH C JIOKHOMOJIOKUTEIILHBIMHI PE3YJIbTaTaMHU.

Heobxon € TIIAaTeJIbHO BEIOWPATh UCIOIB3YEMBIi KaTBbKYISTOp prcka. XoTs kanbKynsiTop ERSPC
XOpOLIO ¢ OMEHAOBAIl U CYMTACTCS JIYULINM, B CIy4ae ero MCIOIb30BaHUS MOXKET OTPeOOBaThCs
OoSme POBKa TAaHHBIX ISl YU&Ta pETMOHAIBHBIX Pa3iInyHii B pacpoCTpaHEHHOCTH 3a00JICBaHHS

u K wMvexy sHaueHusMu [ICA u puckom passutus PITK [46].

PUCKA PA3BHUTHUS PAKA C IOMOIIBIO IPUIEJBHOM BUOIICUU

[lepexoWot cucremarnyeckoil O6uoncuu k I1b BbI3BIBaeT cepbE3HbIC OMACEHHs B OTHOLICHHU JICYCHUS
PIDK. Bcé Oonplume My>KYMH JOJDKHBI AeiaTh BbIOOp B mons3y AH, eciu HOBble MeToApl OHONCHU
BBI3BIBAIOT Y HUX OOJIbIIE JOBEPHUS.
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OpHako Bo m30exaHME M3IHUINHErO JieueHHWs IoJbkHa mpoBoauThest [1B. B Hacrosinee BpeMsi CHCTEMBI
KJaccU(pUKalMd PHUCKA, OCHOBAaHHBIE HAa pe3yJbTaTax OWOINCHH, 3HAYMUTENBHO BIMAIOT Ha MPUHSTHE
peleHnii o0 TocieayromeM JedyeHur [47]. DT cucreMbl ObUIM pa3pabdoTaHbl HAa OCHOBE pE3yJIbTAaTOB
TPaMIIMOHHON cucTeMaTnueckoi Ouoricuu. Ilpu Gosee TIATENBHOW BHIOOPKE 00pa3IoOB C MTOMO b
JI0J1s1 TIOJIOXKUTENBHBIX OMONTATOB M MaKCUMallbHas KyMYJISITUBHAS AJMHA OHONTATa, MOPaXEHH aKo
BBIILIE, YEM TPU TPaIULMOHHOM Ononcuu [48, 18].
B pesynbrare, o cpaBHEHHIO ¢ cucTeMarnyeckoil Ouorncuel, I1b BeisBIsieT Oomnblie ciy
pucka passutust PIDK. O6 stom coobwator N.L. Robertson u coasr. [49] B uccienoBatgi Ko
MOJeNUpOBanus, BkitouasiieM 107 pekoHcTpynpoBaHHBIX 3D-Moneneil 00pa3ioB MpocTa@bl,
MO pe3ysibTaraM MpPOCTATIKTOMHUH. ABTOPHI OOHAPYXWUJIM, YTO MpU MpOBeAcHUH |
ouoncun ToabKo 24% KIMHUYECKH 3HAYMMBIX 3JI0KAYECTBEHHBIX OIyXOoJel ObLTH MpaB
KaTeropuy BBICOKOTO PUCKA, B TO BPEMs KaK MPH TpaHCIEpUHEATbHOH 4-TOuedH
cocraBun 74%. Kpome toro, npu I1b Habmtoganace Gosnee BbICOKas A0S TIOJIO OMONTaTOB U
OoJiee BBICOKHE 3HAYCHUS MAaKCHUMaJIbHON KyMYJIITUBHOHM AJMHBEI OWoITaTa. p IITM K BBIBOAY,
YTO TPH HCIOJNB30BaHMM MOJENed pHCKa, MONyYeHHbIX npu oObruHoi (I PY3#M-Oononcuu u 3aTem
UCIIOJIB3YEMBIX TIPU OUOTICHH, MPOBOIUMOM O] BU3yaIbHBIM KOHTPOJIEM, IIPQECXOMUT CHCTEMATUYECKOE
OTHEeceHHe 00pa3loB K KATEropuH BHICOKOTO PHCKA.
B Kamudopuuiickom ynusepcutere B Jloc-Anmxkenece 194 My)K‘{I/IHLI
nedyeHne ¢ ucnonb3oBanuneM MPT/Y3U  npunensHO#
CHCTEMaTHYECKYI0 M MpPHLEIbHYI0 BBIOOPKY. [Ipn mcnosnb3oBaHy
THCTOJIOTHUECKUX KpuTepreB OmnmreitHa (6 OamtoB mo ['nmucowny,
BoisiBiieHne PITK B 6onee 50% moboro cronbuka) 28% Myk4uH
OBbUTM OTHECEHBI K KaTEropuu Tex, KoMy He moaxoaut AH.
[locne nposenenus [Ib uncno Takux MAIMEHTOB YBEIWYHIIOC
CBSI3aHO C OOHApy>KEHHEM [IOTIOJHHUTENbHBIX OMACHBIX 3] %

TOT ITOKa3aTcCJib

uxcs moa AH, mpouumn
M, KOTopas BKJIIOUana
HNCTEMaTH4YeCKO OHOTCcUn U
2 TIO3UTHBHBIX CTOJIOMKOB H
yIbTaTaM KOHTPOJBHOH OHorncuu

1%. B omHux ciydasx 310 OBUIO
TBEHHBIX HOBOOOpA30BaHUH, B APYIUX
B OAHOM OHOMNTare) 3TO OOBSICHIETCS
yinbTarsl 11b.
€T HCIOJb30BAThCS IS OOOCHOBAHUS

(Haan/IMep, Ipru HAJINYUHU MHOXKECTBA 3JIOKAYCCTBCHHBI
HUCIIOJB30BAHUECM CHCTEMBI K.]'IaCCI/I(bI/IKaIII/II/I, HC YYUTHIBAIOMICE

arpecCUBHOTO JICUECHUsSI OOJIBIIETO YMCIa MYXKYUH,
n30ekKaTh ATOr0 HEXENaTelnbHOTO A(QeKTa, HEQE
cTpatu(UKalud PUCKA, OCHOBAaHHBIC Ha
npoBeqeHa oObryHas Oworicus u [1b ¢ w
I'mucona coorBercTBeHHo. IIb B coueraniz
0€301acHOr0 HAOJIIOJICHUS 3a OITyXOJISIMHU, KOTOPE

ADATHON OHMOIICHEN MOXET OBITh HCIIOJIb30BaHa IS
g B HACTOSIICE BPEMsI CUMTAIOTCS TPEOYIOIIUMU JICUCHHUS

[47].

BKIMFOYEHUE PE3YJIbTATOB @ APAMETPUYECKOWU MATHUTHO-PE3OHAHCHON
TOMOIPA®UUN N PbIOXKH-, B MOAEJIMPOBAHUN PUCKOB IMNMPU PAKE
NMPOCTATbI

[Ipu cpaBHeHnun ¢ obpasua o HBIMM TIPH pafuKalbHOM mpoctarakromun, MOIMPT BeisiBger 85—

95% WHAEKCHBIX MOpaxe
COMHUTEJBHBIX TIOpaxe
[22].

Jis  BBIABICHUST M

PIDK [50]. IlpoBenenue mnpuneabHOH (GBIOKH-OMOICHN B ClIydac
BiIeHHbIX Ha MOIMPT, yBennuuBaer yactoty BbIsABIeHUs K3PIDK Ha 30%

K3PIDK w Bo u30ekaHWEe HEHYKHBIX OWONCHHA MOTYT HPUMEHSTHCS
HbIe Ha OleHKe pUcKkoB [51, 52]. JInd KOJWYECTBEHHOM OLIEHKH pHCKa
pkyssiTop pucka ERSPC. M.J. Roobol u coaBT. mokaszanu, 4To MY>KYMHBI C
WKoTopslii cocrasuser 12,5%, moryt uzbexarb 33% pyTHHHBIX Ouoncuii [52].

LHBIX TIOPaKEHUM, BBIABIAEMBIX TOdbKO Ha MIMPT, sBnsercs moTeHIUATIBLHBIM

METOJIOM C 30BITOYHOTO BBISBJIICHUS He3HAUMMBIX omyxoied, k3PIDK moxer Takke ObITh He
oOHapyxX

B otanuu AR. Alberts u coagt., J.P. Radtke u P.J. van Leeuwen u coaBT. pa3paboTaiii COOCTBEHHEIC
K CKa ¥ 100aBUJIN K KIMHUYECKUM TapamMeTpaM pe3ysbTaThl npeaouorcuitnod MuMPT s

orp ' iHAMBUAyanbHOTO prcka pa3sutus PIDK. ABTops! Hcnonp30Bany BaauANPOBAHHBIN MOIXO],

COUYCTRIIIINI MPHUIIETbHYIO (PBIOXKH-OMOIICHIO M TpaHCIEPUHEATbHYI0 cHcTeMaTtndeckyto CBb B kauecTBe
STAJOHAY, C OJHOW CTOPOHBI, M TPAHCICPHUHEATHHOE KapPTHPOBAHME, IUTIOC MPHUIETBHYIO 12-TOYCUHYIO
TPY3U-buoncuto, — ¢ apyrou [55, 56].

B pesynbTare ananusa miomaau nog ROC-kpusoii P.J. Van Leeuwen u coaBT. mpoeMOHCTpUPOBAIH, YTO
Mozenb, oObeaunstomas Bo3pacT, [ICA, mnanbpleBoe peKTalbHOE MHCCIEJOBAaHUE IIPOCTAThI, 00BEM
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MpOCTaThl, pe3ynbTaT Hpeaplnymeld Ouoncuu u O6amn mo pesynbraraMm MOMPT mo mkane Pi-RADS u
JlaiikepTa, mpeB3oLUIa MOJENb, BKIIOYAIOUIYI0 TOJBKO KIMHUYECKHE MapaMeTphl, ¢ Ko3(QQHIHUECHTOM
nuckpumunarmu 0,90 [56].
B nmomomnenwe x Monenu Ui MY>KYMH, He mojBepraBimxcs Ouorcum, J.P. Radtke u coast.
BHYTPEHHIOIO BaJHMJALMIO MOJEIW PHCKAa Uil MYXYMH C MpeIplAyIledl OoTpuUaTenbHOH O
KOTOpoil coueranuch mnokazarenu IICA, o0béM mpocTaTsl, NanbLEBOE PEKTAIBHOE HC

CpaBHCHUHU C BAJIMAWPOBAHHBIM KAJIBKYJIATOPOM pPUCKA MO KIIMHUYCCKHUM napaMeTpaMg o

Pi-RADS »ta Momens mpep3ouuia o6a mHCcTpymeHTa [55]. CpaBHeHHEe Mojenei puc AIOLLINX
pedyapratel MOMPT © KkiIMHMuYeckuMe mMmapaMmeTpsl, C MOJAEISAMH pHCKa, HCIIO. 10 TOJIBKO
KJIMHUYECKHE MapaMeTphl WM omeHKy mo mkaie Pi-RADS, mo3BomuT moBBICHTH TO MPHUHSTHA
pelieHrss O MpOBEJeHWH OHONCHM y TanueHta ¢ mnogospeHuem Ha k3PIDK. YCHHUE CIEeIyeT
OTMETHUTh, YTO MOJEIHU pUCKa, BKIOJamomue pe3ynbrarel MIMPT, npeBocxonsaTt CKIIIOYAOIIe
TaKOBBIE HE TOJBKO JUIA MY)KUYHMH Tepe]] NepBUYHONW OMOICHel, HO W AJs Ta T KOTOPBIX paHee
ObUTH OTpULATENbHBIE pe3ybTaThl Ouorncuu 55, 56].

Xorst BoisBnenne K3PIDK Moxker ObITh yiydmnieHo, HeGaronpustasie fie TeLMIMPT nnm HU3KUMA
Oann no mkane Pi-RADS He MOTYT ClTy>KUTh OCHOBaHHEM JUISl OTKA3a )51 Clly4ae MOJI03pEHUs Ha

PIDK. VrtBepxknmaercsa, uro (¢bIOKH-OMOINCHS TOJ KOHTpoieM M
nnponenTHell PIDK. Beissnenne PIDK Hu3Koro prcka Mo>xer moBbIC
PEAOTBPALICHNS HEHYKHOT'O JIEYECHHUS U IIOBBIIIEHHS TOYHOCTU
npu otOope nauueHToB it AH.

ract AUAarHoCTUpPOBATH
HOCTb ITaIlUEHTOB 3a CYET
1 MOHUTOPHUHTA 3a00J1€BaHUs

N3BEXAHUE OLLMBOK NMPU NPOBEOEHUN ®bIOXXHsEUNO M C UCNOJIb3OBAHUEM
MYJIbTUMAPAMETPUYECKOWN MATHUTHO-PE30 TOMOIPA®UN

Hecmotps Ha To, uro MOMPT naér monesnyro mapopma muarHocTuku kK3PIDK, MmMPT ¢pioxH-
Ouoricus MOXeT OKa3aThCsl HeynauyHoW. Ha ceromnsmHur OTpeENeHBl YEThIPE MOTEHIIMATBHBIX
MeXaHH3Ma BO3HUKHOBEHHS OLIHOOK:

1. 3710KadecTBeHHBbIE 00pa30BaHUSs, HEBUIUMBI MIIMPT;
2. HempaBWJIBHBIA 0TOOP 00pa3LoB;
3. ommbka omeparopa;

4. BHYTPHONYXOJEBas FeTEPOreHHOCT M I'mucona [57].

A. Muthigi u coaBT. coobmuny, yto B 71% cuy , korna npu Cb o6napyxuBamu x3PIDK, a npu [1b —
ach B [IPEJIEIaX CEKCTAaHTa LEJICBOTO IOPayKEHHsI, YTO COITIacyeTcs
0aBT., KOTOPbIC Ha3BaJM HETOYHBIA OTOOp MpOO OAHOM M3
i [56, 58].

onpeaenunn coderanue IIb u uncunarepanpHoit Cb kak

C pesynbTatamu uccienoBaHus H.
OCHOBHBIX IPUYHH HEYJTAYHOH (PBHIOKE
AmnanornuaeiM obpazom D.J. B

HaWJIy4lIyl CTPaTeTUIO JUIsl BbL nfh K3PIDK 1 cHmkenus cinyuaeB BoisiBiaeHns PIDK Huzkoro pucka y
MAllUEHTOB C OJHOCTOPO opdikeHnsiMM, OOHapyxkeHHbBIMH Ha MOMPT. Ilpu sTomM aBTOpHI
UCIOJIB30BaIA PE3YJILTAThI B KadecTBe 3TajoHa [59]. Pe3ynpTaThl 3THX OBYX HCCIENOBAHUN
CBUJIETENBCTBYIOT O TOM YyeHHe KOJIMYECTBAa 00pa3LloB, B3ATHIX M3 LEJIEBOH 00JIACTH, MOXET
CBECTU K MUHUMYMY O BEIOOpKE U OIpEeNIeHNH BHYTPHOIYXO0JIEBOW reTeporeHHocTH. OAaHaKo
F. Porpiglia u coaBT. 0 W, 4TO JUI TOYHOTO OTOOpaKeHUS! MHIIEKCHOTO MOPaXXEHUs JOCTaTOYHO

BCETO JIBYX IIPULIET
Ha sty temy Ttpe
CBSI3aHHBIE C HE
s MaMPT ¢

3STHIX U3 IIEHTpa opaxeHus [60].

JONOMHUTENbHBIe HccnepoBanust. OmmbOkn npu MOMPT  QoproskH-Ononcuwy,
HOBOOOPA30BaHUSAMH, OTpPHIATENbHAsI MPOrHOCTUYECKAs IEHHOCTh KOTOPBIX
aBIgeT 03—98%, MOXKET OBITH peleHa TONBKO C TIOMOIIBIO MPOBEACHUS AOMOIHUTEIBHOM
Cb [61, 62]. B OojpmmHCTBe ciydaeB coueranus [Ib u 12-toueunoit Cb He oOHapy:xeHO
MIPEUMYILE, enun k3PIDK no cpaBHenuto ¢ nposenenuneM toapko s [1b [22, 63].

Hanporusyl C.P. Bilson u coaBT. oOHapyXuiu, 4To MpH KOMOMHHMPOBAHHOM IOAXOZAE YAAETCS BBISIBUTH
ropaszo 00 myudaeB k3PIDK, uem mipu I1b wnu Cb o otaensHOCTH [64].

OpEUMBBIC PE3YJILTAThl MO3BOJISIIOT CHAENATh BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO NMPH KOMOWHHPOBAHHOM

ot M0 CPaBHEHUIO C IMOJAXOJIOM, OCHOBaHHBIM TOJIbKO Ha I1B, addexruBHOCTh BBHIsIBICHUS K3PITK
Bo3paGaeT Onaromapss Cb, HO TpU 3TOM COXpaHSAETCS PUCK OOHAPYKEHHS 3a00JCBaHHM CYIICCTBEHHO
00JIce HEBKOTO pHCKAa.

Bompoc 00 wuckimoueHun CB, BO3MOXHO, HUKOTJAa HE OYAET IOJHOCTHIO PEUIEH, W pelieHue o ef
HeﬂeCOO6pa3HOCTI/I JOJDKHO TMPUHUMATBCA B YaCTHOM IIOPAAKE B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT HWHAUBUAYAIBHBIX
MOKa3aHWH K OMOTICHU ¥ TOTPeOHOCTE! MallMeHTa.
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Emé omuH MOMEHT, KacarolIMHCs KadeCTBa W BO3MOXKHBIX NPHYMH HEyIayd Npu nposeaeHud MnMPT
(BIOKH-OMOTICHH — 3TO CaMa TEXHHUKA BBIOJIHEHHUS MPOLIEAYPHI.

®bIOXXH-BUONCUSA B COYETAHUU C MYJIbTUNAPAMETPUYECKOA MATHUTHO-
PE3OHAHCHON TOMOIPA®UEN Y MY>XUUH, HYXXOAIOLLUXCA B MOBTOPHOWU
BUOINCUn

My>K4HHBI ¢ HPEABILYIICH OTPULATEIBHOMH OHOIICHEN U COXPAHSIOIIMCS OA03PCHHUCH, Ha YKHBI
HAaXOIUTbCA IO TMOCTOAHHBIM HaOmronenueM. IlpenBapurtensHoe B3siTHE TPOO Omryro
3a00IeBacMOCTh MO CPAaBHEHHUIO C TPYIINOH NAalMeHTOB, HE MOJBEPraBIINXC on Opnaxo
npoBeaenue 12-roueynoit TPY3U-Ouoncun y nuim ¢ MOCTOSHHBIM MOJO3PEHHEM Ha LIPSIKEHO C
PUCKOM JIO)KHOOTPHMLATENBHBIX pe3yapTatoB. MnMPT Bo MHorux wuccnenos oKazaia CBOIO
3¢ PEKTUBHOCTE B MOHHUTOPUHTE 3TOH TPYIIBI MAEHTOB U IMIO3TOMY MOXET Ob €H/I0BaHa IpH
MOBTOpHOU Ouorncuu [1, 65].
B OonpmmHCTBE MCCNENOBaHWN TakWe MalMEHThl OBUIM OTHECEHBI K MOAMHOXe@rBy Oojiee KpymHON
KOTOPTHI, OJJHAKO B HEKOTOPHIX UCCIIENOBAHUAX UM YAEAIOCH 0c000€e BHMMA Tai, L.A.M. Simmons u
COAaBT. OLIEHUBAJIN JUarHOCTUYECKYI0 TOUHOCTh MIMPT y MyxunH, Hy@gza X MOBTOPHOH OHorcun
npocratsl (uccnenosanue PICTURE), xotst Tonmbko y 31% Myx4uH pe TaTB MpebIAyIle Onorncun
ObUTH OTpULATENbHBIMU [660]. B KauecTBe MONIOKUTENBHOTO PE3YIIbTAR MoMPT B 3 Gamra umeer
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTh 97%, crnenupuyHocTh 22%, OTpUIATEIhHYHK) TEJIbHYI0 IPOTrHOCTUYECKYIO
neHHocTh 91% u 47% cooTBeTCTBEHHO [66].
ABTOpBl TIPUIUIA K BBIBOAY, YTO MOBTOPHOH OHONCHH MOX
BEPOATHOCTBIO IMPOUTHOPHUPOBAaHHBIX 9% cmywaeB k3PIDK
3HAYUTENbHOM yiydlieHnu nokasarened AUC npu codeTaHU
I1CA (0,82 mpotus 0,85). ABTOpBI CUUTAIOT, YTO MIOBTOPHO
TPEBOKHBIX pe3ynbraroB MIMPT 1 Huskoil mmoTHocTH 4R
cly4asx MOXXHO wuckmodate Cb, ocrancd HEBBIACHEHHD! . Arsov 4 CcOaBT. B IpPOCHEKTUBHOM
PaHIOMHU3UPOBAHHOM HCCIIeIOBaHUU cpaBHHUBaJM in-bre [1b ¢ cO¥erannem npunenbHoOl GbIOKH-OHONICHH
u 12-roueunoit TPY3U-CB. ABTOpBI OOHApY)MIH, Cb He nokazana JOMOJIHUTENBHBIX TPEUMYILIECTB B
BoisiBiieHnd K3PIDK [10].

Hanporus, HegaBHuE paboThI, T1I€ CPABHUBIIOTQ
yro npu [1b He ynaércs oOHapyXuTh 3HAUMLE

S ok

0

atb y 14% MyXuuH, HO C
» Hansen u coaBT. coOOIIMIH O
no mkane Pi-RADS u miorHocTn

4- unu 12-toueunas Cb, cBUAETEIBCTBYIOT O TOM,
yecTBO ciydaeB k3PIDK [67].

®bIOXH-BMOMNCUA B COYETAHUU C TUNAPAMETPUYECKOWU MATHUTHO-

PE3OHAHCHON TOMOIPA® MY>XX4YUH, HAXOOALWUXCA Noa AKTUBHbBIM
HABJNIOOEHUEM
Emé ongna BakHas KaTeropus II 310 MyxuuHbl ¢ PIDK, koTtopeie MOTYT y4acTBOBaTh B
nporpammax AH. IlpaBunbnas pHCKa TOTEHUUAIBHO MEHEee CEephE3HBIX 3a00JIeBaHUN HMeEET
Oospmioe 3HaueHune. MoMPT etanun c (GbIOKH-OMOINICHE MOXKET MOMOYb HpH TMEPBOHAYATIHLHOM
CKpUHUHIe KaHIUIATOB Ha TOPUHTE pa3BUTHUS 3a0oneBaHus. B uccnenoBanuu J.P. Radtke u

COaBT. (Il:149) CpaBHUBAJIHMCH JIbTAThl TCX MAIMCHTOB, Y KOTOPBLIX IMCPBOHAYAJIBHOC IIPOBCIACHUC
MPUBCJIIO K 3HAYUTCIIbHOMY CHUKCHUIO YaCTOThI CIIy4acB HA3HAUCHUA

1€ TIOCIICIYIOIUX 2 JIeT HAONIOIeHUS U TeX, KTo ObuT oToOpan st AH Ha

AH (20% npotus 48%
OCHOBaHUH PE3yJIbTALOR

poBeneHuss AH, MOCKONbKY HHU3KOE 3HA4YCHHE H3MepseMoro koddguimeHTta
g dy3un  co c Oonee ObICTpHIM pa3BuTHEM TnaToioruu [69]. B HEKOTOPHIX HETaBHHUX
uccrenoBa fanack 3¢ dexkruBHocts MOMPT u  ¢blokH-OMonicMM 1pU  MOHUTOPHHTE
nporpeccypyrom@ro 3adosieBaHus. BoJbIIMHCTBO M3 HUX Mokasand, uro MOMPT nocratoyHo ToyHO
MPEICKa3bIBACT BECPOATHOCTh KIMHUYECKOTO MPOTPECCHPOBAaHMS M YTO MALMEHTHl CO CTAOMJIBHBIMU
pedyabEaTam MPT umeroT HU3KYIO BEPOSTHOCTh pa3BUTHs 3a0oneBanus [70-72].

CMKIIMHUYCCKUX KPUTEPUEB B TMPOIECC MPUHATHS PEIICHHUS, IO-BUIAUMOMY, SBJISCTCS
npeuMyiiiecTBoM npu oTOope mauuentoB i nposeneHuss AH. C. Arsov U coaBT. OOHapyXWiH, 4TO B
3 210 MyX4uH, HE MMEBIIMX MPU3HAKOB Pa3BUTHS 3a00JIEBAEMOCTH Ha MCXOIHOM YpPOBHE,
MPOBOMIIACH TIONTBEPKIAMOMIAs OHOIICUs B ciyd4asx, korma MnMPT He BbI3bIBaIa TMOAO3PCHHN U
wiotHocTh [ICA cocraBisiia <0,15 Hr/mil. ABTOpBI HONAraloT, YTO Y TaKMX MAlMeHTOB CIEAyeT u30eratb
nocneaytomerd Oouornicuu [10]. OpHako BOMPOC O TOM, JOCTATOYHO JIM OyAET TPHU MOCICAYIOUIEM
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HaOIOJICHUH TIPOBEACHUS (PHIOKH-OMOTICHH, OTrpAaHUYMBAIONICHCS JIMIOIL BUAUMBIMH Ha MIMPT
MOpaKEeHUsIMU, Bce el sBiseTcs npeameroM auckyccuil. X. Meng u T.P. Frye u coaBT. mokazanu, 4To
Mpy KOMOWHUPOBAHHOM IOAXOJIE C HCIIONB30BAaHUEM CaTypallMOHHON W mpuieiabHod MIMPT (hbroxkH-
Ouoricun  BO BpeMs nepuoja HaOmoneHus, npu [Ib  oOHapyxuBaeTcs 3HAYUTEIBHO
HOBOOOpa3oBaHuH, yeM npu Cb, uTo moaTBepxkaaer 000cHOBaHHOCTH 0TKa3a ot Cb [53, 70].

BBICOKOH CTENEHHM 3JI0KAYECTBEHHOCTH MOXET OBITh JUArHOCTHPOBAHA TOJIBKO C TTOMO
yYKa3bIBaeT Ha HEOOXOJMMOCTh TNpoBeaeHus nonoiaHutensHorr CB [71, 72]. Otz 1IpQ

PE3YIbTAThl MOKHO OTHACTHU OOBSICHUTD pa3iMiyusMU B MapaMeTpax UCCICA0BaHUS, TAKUX v ana I1b
1  KOJIHMYCCTBO ITOJIOKHTCJIBHBIX 6I/IOHTaTOB, O6Hapy>KI/IBaeMLIX npu Cb. O,Z[ a bl TaKXC

MOMYEPKUBAOT HEOOXOAMMOCTh JIOTIOJIHUTEIILHOTO W3YyYCHUS JOJTOCPOYHBIX PE3YJIbTa poBeneHus
cepuiinoit MTMPT BMecTO MOBTOPHBIX OMOINCHUN U BO3MOXHBIX MOCICIYIONUX O i, 10 pe3yJIbTaTaM
mnMPT.

MOAXOAAaMH, TPHU O3TOM TMPABUIBHO BBIABIsSIETCS OKoido 90% 3HA JIEKCHBIX TOpa)KEHUH.
Cucremarnueckas 12-toueunas TPY3U-Ouoricus mo-npexxHeMy I OJIb3yeTCs, HEeCMOTps Ha

3AKINKOYEHUE o
[Mpuuensnas MPT-0noncus ynydiaetT Ka4ecTBO TMCTOIOTHYECKUX e I:% aBHEHUIO C APYrUMU
bl

O6uonTarToB.

XoTa B Hacrofllee BpeMsl 3TH BHJBI OUOICHH MPHUMEHSIOT
HBIH pe3ybTaT CUCTEMATHYECKON
TPY3U-6uoncuu, ¢ pocTOM HCIOIB30BaHUS MpeaBapUTE octuueckoir MPT oxupaercs, 4ro
9TH NIOJXO0/Ibl 3aMEHAT CTaHAAPTHYIO CUCTEMAaTHYECKyIo O
[IpaBunbHOE CTaAWpOBaHKWE TO3BOJISIET BBIOpATH OMNTH BAPUAHTHI JICUYCHHUs, B TOM YHUCIE
(OKaTbHYIO TEpamnuio, aJeKBaTHO OLIEHHUTH JalibHE KTUBBl U CHU3UTh YACTOTY IOBTOPHBIX

6HOHCI/II7[, 3aTpaTbl U KOJIUYCCTBO ocioxHeHuit. K € TOT'O, OUCHb BAXKHO CTAHAAPTU3UPOBATH TCXHUKY

YMEHBUIUTh KOJIMYECTBO OIIMOOK MpPU OLEHKE nyxoiu. B mpenonepannonnoit ¢aze MoMPT
UPYPruUYecKOil CTpaTernd Npu HEoOXOIMMOCTH
MIPOBEJCHUS PAAUKAIBHOW MPOCTAaT3KTOM
peleHui.

Hcrounuk ¢uHaHncupoBanus. AB
IIPOBEACHNUY ITOMCKOBO-aHAIUTUY 9GO ThI.

Kondankr umHTepecoB. ABTO eKilapupYyIOT OTCYTCTBHE SABHBIX W MOTEHIHAIBHBIX KOH(IMKTOB
HMHTEPECOB, CBS3aHHBIX C II eiglacTodiel cTaTbH.

Bkiuan astopoB. Bcee a TBEPKIAKOT COOTBETCTBUE CBOETO aBTOPCTBA MEXIAYHApPOIHBIM
kpurepusm ICMIJE (Bce eCITM CYLIECTBEHHBIH BKJIaJ B pa3paOOTKy KOHIICMLUH, MPOBEICHHE
[IOMCKOBO-aHAIUTUYECKQ b1 Y TTOJITOTOBKY CTaThbH, MIPOWIH M OJOOpHIN (GUHATIBHYIO BEPCHUIO MEpea
myOIrKaIuei).
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MarHuTHO-pe3oHaHCcHass Tomorpadwmsa: a— T2-B3B HHOe M300paxeHue B aKCUanbHOMW MIIOCKOCTM MoOKa3biBaeT
TMMOVHTEHCUBHOE Y3MOBOEe MopaxeHue B nepudep KOW 30He Ha 3adHeXd MOBEPXHOCTU amnuKarbHOW 4acTu
npoctatbl; b, ¢c— pguddy3MOHHO-B3BELLUEH eHMe B aKCuanbHOM MJIOCKOCTU C U3MepsieMbIM
koadppuumneHtom auddysnn, paBHbIM BeTcTBYyloWwen obnactu; d — pexum DWI B couetaHuu c
COOTBETCTBYHOLLEN KAPTON U3MEPSAEMOro anddy3un. 3To BakHbIN KONUYECTBEHHbIM Guodusnyeckun
napameTp, KOTOPbIA MOXeT ObITb UCNONb [IMarHOCTUKM paKa npeacTaTesibHOW Xernes3bl, Tak KaK CHUKeHUe
CBSI3aHO C MOBbIWEHHON HAaCbIWEHHOCTbI 3I1I0Ka4eCTBEHHbIX

KINeToK, YyMeHbLlleHUeM BHeKneTo4 NMPOCTPAaHCTBA U orpaHn4YeHnemM OBUXEeHUsA Gonblen yactu MoIieKkyn Boabl BO
BHYTPUKIIETOYHOE NPOCTPaHCTBO; € OJib XapakTepuilyetcd UHTEHCUBHbIM PaHHMM HaKonmneHnemM KOHTpacTHOro
BelleCTBa B OKpyXawLWuUX HopMa. ax; f— KornopumMmeTpuyeckasa KapTa, nojsfiy4yeHHasa npu AVWHaMU4YeCcKomn

KOHTpaCTHOﬁ BU3yanums3auuu paka npg EerLHOM Xerne3bl B nepmbepvmecxoﬁ 30He B anuKarnbHOM YacTu npocTaThbl.
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D bLIOXH-6Moncus npocrtartbl B cCo4YeTaHUU C MarHMTHO-peSOHaHCHOﬁI TOMOrpa(bVIeﬁ U TpPaHCpeKTallbHbIM
ynbTpa3BYKOBbIM UccrnegoBaHuem. npOCTaTa M o4yaruv nopaxeHwus, BbidsBlieHHble Ha M306pa)KeHVIﬂX (B AaHHOM cny4ae
Ha T2-B3BeLUEeHHbIX V|306pa)KeHV|ﬂX), CerMeHTUpyrTCA. Bo BpemMAa npouenypbl BbIMONTHEHO AOByXMepHoe

TPaHCpPeKTalibHOe YyInbTpa3ByYKOBOEe UcCcCregoBaHMe MNpocCTaThbl. MSOGPB)KGHVIH co34arTCcA B nonyaBTOM, CKOM
pexunmMme, UX MOXHO cCoBMeWaTb U HaKnaabiBaTb APYyr Ha gpyra. O6beouHMB ABa M306pa)|(e|-|m|, Yy T
onpegenvuTb NoKanusauuio nopaxeHusa npu 6uoncum ¢ nomoLbLo YyNbTPa3BYKOBOro HaBegeHusa B pexum JIbHOro
BpeMeHMU.

MarHuTHoO-pe3oHaHCHasA Tomorpadus ARALON kene3bl: AWdY3MOHHO-B3BElLEHHOe U300paxeHue B
akcuanbHOM MIIOCKOCTU (BBepxy cnesa) oM mnamepsiemoro koadpcduumeHta auddysum (BHu3ly cnesa), T2-
cnpasa) 1-B3BelleHHOe U300paxeHue nocne BBEeAEHUS KOHTPACTHOro

B3BelleHHOe u3obpaxeHue (BBep,
BellecTBa (BHU3y cnpaBa).
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Puc. 4. MarHuMTHO-pe3OHaHCHOe u3oOpaxeHue COBMELaeTcA C U3o0paXeHWeM TpPaHCPEKTanbHOro YynbTPa3BYKOBOro
UccnefoBaHUA B peXuMMe peanbHOro BpPeMeHUW MeToAOM LU pPOBOro HanoXeHus, 4YTO no3BonseT 3apaTh
ynbTpa3ByKOBOMY anmnapaTty LuUefb, NpeABapuUTeNibHO OYepYeHHYK paguonorom. CoBMelleHMe U306paxeHUn
no3BonsieT pPeKOHCTPyMpoBaTb TKaHM MpeAcTaTenibHOM Xenesbl, a NpULenMBaHue U OTCNeXMBaHWE MEC; ncum

3aTeM NPOMCXOAMUT yXKe Ha PEKOHCTPYUPOBAHHON Moaenu.
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