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Pesiome

LUenb uccneposanua. CpaBHUTE/bHBIN aHaIN3 AUMArHOCTUYECKOW LeHHOCTU TpaguuMoHHOW uutonorum (TU) v xua-
KocTHOM umTonornu (ML) B BbissneHuu cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN) 1 paka weiiku maTku (PLUM).
MauueHTbl M MeToabl. B nccnenoBaHve BKAOYEHbI 87 XeHLWMH B Bo3pacTe oT 18 no 80 net. Bce KeHLWmMHbI bblan Ha-
npasneHbl ¢ nogo3peHmem Ha CIN Mbo nNpoxoauan KOHTPO/bHOE LMTONIOFMYECcKoe UCCNefoBaHMe Moc/ie feveHus
no nosoay CIN n PLUM. NccnepoBanu masku, B3ATble pa3fenbHO C 9KTO-, SHAOLEPBMKCA U CMellaHHble. Mcnonb3o-
Ba/IUCb Pa3/IMYHbIE MHCTPYMEHTbI (wnaTens, WweTku Tunos D, F u cervex-brush combi). Y kaxaoi nauneHTkn 3abop
maTtepvana Npou3BOAM/ICA OLHOBPEMEHHO Pa3/IMYHBIMU TUMAMU WHCTPYMEHTOB. Bcem obcneayembiM KEHLMHAM
NpoBOAUAN OAHOBPEMEHHO TPAAULMOHHOE U KUAKOCTHOE LIUTON0rMYeckoe uccaegosaHune. XuaKocTHble npenapathbl
roTOBMAMCH No TexHonormm SurePath™ (BD and Company, Hugepnanzabl, CLLUA) u E-Prep (Biodyne, tOxHan Kopes). Tpa-
OUUMOHHbIE LMTONOMMYEeCcKMe npenapaThl OKpawmBaamcb no metoay ManneHrelima, XUAKOCTHble — no MNanaHukonay.
MpoBoauICcA CPaBHUTENbHbIN aHANN3 LUTONOTUYECKOTO U TMCTOIOTMYECKOTO 3aKNH0UYEHWA.

Pe3ynbtathbl. 10 HAWWM AaHHbIM, KOMYECTBO HEMHGOPMATUBHOIO MaTepuana NpakTMyeckn cosnagaet B TL, n B XKL,
13 UCMNO/Ib3YEeMbIX NHCTPYMEHTOB HauayyLLMe pe3ynbTaTbl MOyYeHbl MPU UCMONb30BAaHMM LUUTOLLETKM Tuna D n aepe-
BAHHOTO WnaTtens. Yactora obHapy:keHua CIN naockoro anutenus B XL, Heckonbko meHblue, yem B TL, (60% npoTus
62%). OTO CBA3AHO C HEOCTAaTOYHbIM OMbITOM OLeHKM npenapatos KL HecmoTps Ha To 0bLwas YacToTa obHapyKeHUa
CIN HeckonbKo Huxe B XL, yem B TL, yactota obHapyxeHus high grade squamous intraepithelial lesion (HSIL) Bbiwe
B L, (51% npotuB 46%). ITO CBA3AHO C TEM, YTO KJETOYHbIE 3/1eMEHTbI KOHLLEHTPUPYHOTCA B OrpaHUMYeHHON obnacTy,
1 eANHUYHbIe MenKkne Komnaekcebl HSIL, nponyweHHble B TLL, nyywe Bbiasnasatotca B KLU, YysctButenbHocTb TL-ma3koB
C WelKn maTku coctasuna 96,2%, L — 92,4%. TouHoctb TLL — 92%, L, — 89,6%.

3aknioueHue. KL, aBnseTca anbTepHaTUBOW TPAAULMOHHOMY LIUTONOTMHECKOMY UCCNEA0BAHUIO C LLIeNbIO BbIABAEHUA
npegonyxonesbix 3abonesanuit u PLLUM. [ina 06beKTUBHOMN OLEHKM KUAKOCTHBIX NMpenapaTos Heobxoauma A0NONHU-
TeNbHas NoAroTOBKA LUTONOrOB.
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Abstract

Purpose. Comparative analysis of the diagnostic value of traditional cytology (TC) and liquid cytology (LC) in the identi-
fication of cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN) and cervical cancer (CC).

Patients and methots. The study included 87 women aged 18 to 80 years. All women were referred with suspicion of
CIN, or underwent a control cytological examination after treatment for CIN and cervical cancer. Smears were taken sep-
arately from ecto-, endocervix and mixed. Various tools were used (trowel, brushes type D, F and Cervex-Brush Combi).
Each patient was sampled at the same time by different types of instruments. All surveyed women were performed at
the same time traditional and fluid cytology. Liquid preparations were prepared using SurePath™ technology (BD and
Company, Netherlands, USA) and E-Prep (Biodyne, South Korea). Traditional cytological preparations were stained ac-
cording to the Pappenheim method, liquid preparations — by Papanicolaou. A comparative analysis of cytological and
histological findings was carried out.

Results. According to our data, the number of non-informative material practically coincides in the shopping center
and in the LC, from the instruments used the best results were obtained when using a cytobrush of type D and a wood-
en spatula. The frequency of detection of CIN squamous epithelium in the LC is somewhat less than in the shopping
center (60% vs. 62%). This is due to the lack of experience in evaluating the life cycle drugs. Despite the fact that the
overall frequency of CIN detection is somewhat lower in the LC than in the TC, the frequency of detection of high grade
squamous intraepithelial lesion (HSIL) is higher in the LC (51% versus 46%). This is due to the fact that cellular elements
are concentrated in a limited area and single small HSIL complexes that are missed in the shopping center are better
detected in the LC. The sensitivity of the TC smear from the cervix was 96.2%, life cycle — 92.4%. The accuracy of the
shopping center is 92%, the life cycle is 89.6%.

Conclusion. LC is an alternative to traditional cytological examination in order to detect pretumor diseases and cervical
cancer. For an objective assessment of liquid preparations, additional training of cytologists is necessary.
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LlepBuKanbHaa UUTONOMMA SBNAETCA OCHOBOW CKpU-
HUHFA 1 NPOPUNAKTUKU paKa Wenku maTku (PLLUM)
c cepeauHbl XX B. TpaauumoHHasa uutonorma (TL) —
3pPEKTUBHbIM M aeweBbli MeToh CKpuHWHra PLUM,
He TpebylowWwmii foporocroalero obopyaoBaHua ana
npurotosneHna npenapatos. K coxkaneHuto, TL, 3a-
BMCUT OT MHOOPMATUBHOCTM M KayecTBa MOYyYEHHO-
ro rMHeKonorom maTepuana. HeageksaTHoe B3ATME
maTepuana Ana  LMTONOTMYECKOro  UCCNef0BaHMA
WAN HaHeceHWe ero Ha CTeKNO ABAAETCA MPUYUHOWN
2/3 NOXHOHEeraTMBHbIX pPe3ynbTaToB (aHOMasIbHbIN
3NUTENNUIA He NonagaeT Ha MHCTPYMEHT, a clenoBa-
TeNbHO, 1 B Npenapart).

*uaKkocTtHasa untonorus (L) 6bina BBeaeHa B NpakK-
TUKy B cepeaunHe 1990-x rr. Mpenapatbl gna XKL, roto-
BAT CAeAylowmm obpasom: NPOMbIBAOT MHCTPYMEHT
ONA B3ATMA NPob B }KMAKOM cpeae ANA NoayYeHUs cyc-
NeH3UM KNEeTOK U BeCb GIAKOH OTNPABAAIOT B LUTONO-
rMyeckoe oTaeneHne Ana NPUroToBieHUA npenapaTos
C MOMOLLbIO aBTOMATU3NPOBAHHOTO 060PYAOBAHMS.
B HacToAlee BpemsA CyLLECTBYET HECKOJbKO KOM-
MepYeCcKM AOCTYnHbIX cuctem ML, ana TectMpoBaHun
Ha PapTest: ThinPrep ™ (Hologic, CLLA), SurePath ™ (BD
and Company, HugepnaHapi, CLLUA), E-prep Processor
n CellPrep (Biodyne, tOxkHas Kopes), Novaprep NPS
npoueccop (PpaHums) n apyrue. XL, cnoxHee B obpa-
60TKe 1 gopoxke, yem TLL.

Mpenmyuiectsa XL, no cpasHeHuto ¢ TL, [1-5]:
® MeHbllee KO/MYEeCcTBO HeafeKBaTHOro MmaTtepua-

Nla BCNEACTBME TOrO, YTO BECb mMaTepuan nonagaet

B CYCNEH3MIo;
® aBTOMATM3aLMA TEXHONOTUN W, CnefoBaTeNbHO, No-

Jly4yeHre CTaHAAPTU3MPOBAHHbLIX LUTONOTMYECKMX

npenapaToB BbICOKOIO Ka4ecTBa;

* MaTepuan ABNSETCS PenpeseHTaTMBHbLIM, TaK Kak
PasfiMyHble KNETOYHble 31EeMEHTbl M3 CyCNeH3uu
npeacTaB/eHbl B Npenapare;

® npenapatbl MOryT 6bITb WHTEPNPETUPOBaAHbLI Hbl-
CTpee W afeKBaTHee, TaK Kak MaTepuan CKOHLEHTPU-
poBaH B OrpaHMYeHHoOM obnacTu;

* GUKCUPYIOLWLMIA PACTBOP ABNAETCA NN3UPYIOLLUM ANS
3/1EMEHTOB KPOBW M BOCMA/IeHUs, BCeACTBME Yero
yMeHbLuaeTcs GOH, a TaKKe KOHCepBUPYHOLLMM (Kne-
TOYHblE 3/1eMEHTbI COXpaHAlTCA A0 1-6 mec);

® 13 ocTaBlerocAa maTtepuana gns KL moxkHo npuro-
TOBUTb KNETOYHble B/JIOKWU, KOTOpble MO3BOAAIOT CO-
XPaHWUTb MaTepuan HeorpaHMYEeHHOe Bpems;

® OCTATOYHbIM MaTepuan MoXKeT 6biTb MCMOAb30BaH
ANA BCNOMOraTeNbHOr0 MMMYHOLUTOXMMUYECKOTO
N MONIEKYNSIPHOTO TECTUPOBaHMA (3Kcnpeccua 6enka
pl6, onpegeneHne BbiICOKOro pucka HPV, aHanns me-
Tunnposarua AHK n tect Ha MPHK HPV E6/E7 n T. A4.);

* MaTepuan NpurogeH AAs UCMONb30BAHWUA KOMMbHO-
TEPHOro aHann3a n3obpaxkeHun.

B HacTosALLee Bpemsa BO BCEM MUPE MPOUCXOAUT aK-
TUBHOE BHeapeHue KL Kak ona CKPUHUHIA, Tak U ANnA
[MArHOCTMYeCKoro BpayebHOro nccnesoBaHMA Ma3kos
M3 LEMKN MATKM B Ka4ecTBe NpeanoYTUTENIbHOTO LUTO-
NIOTMYEecKoro metoza.

[OBa Hambonee KpynHbIX PAHAOMMU3INPOBAHHBIX
KNMHUYECKUX UCNblTaHMA B HuaepnaHpgax v Utanuu
¢ 60/bWMM YNCOM UCCNELOBAHHbBIX YKEHLIMH C UC-
nonb3oBaHMem TexHonormm SurePath™ cpasHuBanu
4YacToTy HeyA0B/NeTBOPUTENbHbIX 06pasuoB  LIEeMKK
maTku B T, 1 XL, 1 nokasanu, 4yto B XL 6611 3HAUU-
TENIbHO HUMEe MPOUEHT HeyA0BNEeTBOPUTENbHbIX Npe-
napatos: NETHCON (HuaepnaHabl okono 46000 »KeH-
wmH) 0,33% npotms 1,11% mn NTCC (UTanua okono
22000 »keHwmH) 2,59% npoTue 4,10% [6].

MpuumHoi nponyweHHbIX CIN 1 PLLUM moxeT 6bITb
ownbKa MHTEpNpeTaLmn UUTONOrMYECKON KapTUHbI
(aHOmManbHble KNETKM NPUCYTCTBYIOT B nNpenaparTe,
HO nponyleHbl uuTonorom). OWMBKM WMHTepnpeTa-
UMK cocTaBastoT 1/3 OT Bcex HeBbIBNEHHbIX C/yYyaes
naTo/iorMn Wenkn maTtu [4]. Mo AaHHbIM NuTepaTty-
pbl, ANA cpaBHeHUA yyscTBUTENbHOCTM XL, ¢ ncnonb-
30BaHMeM TexHosnormu SurePath n 06blYHbIX Ma3KoB
C TUCTOJIOFMYECKU [OKA3aHHOM naTosornen anutenusa
WEeNKN MATKM Habatoganacb TEHAEHLMA K MNOBbiwe-
HUIO YyBCTBUTENBbHOCTM SurePath — 79,1 npotue 73,7%
(913 KeHLWmH), yacToTa 06HaAPYKEHUA MNOCKOKIETOU-
HbIX aHOMaINI OblNa 3HAYMTE/IbHO BbILLE C MOMOLLBIO
meToga XL, — 11,5% npotue 7,7%, nokasatenun obuie-
r0 aHOMaJIbHOTO Kene3ucToro anutenua Goinn cxoa-
Hbimn — 0,4% npoTms 0,6%. ASC-US n LSIL (atypical
squmous cells of undetermined significance, low grade
squamous intraepithelial lesion) ualie BbiABASNOCH
meTogom XKL, — 9,5% npotms 6,1% (23 000 XKeHLWUH).
Kpome TOro, no AaHHbIM 3TUX e aBTOPOB, KOMIMbtO-
TEPHbIN aHANM3 N306ParKeHMA MO CPAaBHEHUIO C TPaAU-
LMOHHbBIM NPOCMOTPOM MPEnapaToB TaKKe NoBbilaeT
BepoATHOCTb 06HapyrkeHua CIN [7, 8].

TakmMm 06pasom, Mo AaHHbIM AnTepatypbl, XKL, cHK-
KaeT Ko/iM4yecTBO HeMHOOPMATMBHOIO MmaTtepuana
M NnoBblWwaeT Kayectso anarHoctukm CIN n PLLIM.

Lenb uccnepoBaHuA: CpaBHUTENbHbIM aHaNU3 aua-
rHoctmyeckol ueHHoctn T n XKL B BbiseneHun CIN
n PLLUM.

NALMEHTbI U METOZbI

B nccnepoBaHue BKAOYEHbl 87 KEHLWMH B BO3pa-
cTe ot 18 no 80 nert. Bce XeHWMHbI 6blIN HanpaBaeHbl
¢ nogo3peHmem Ha CIN n1mbo npoxoanan KOHTpOSbHOE
LMTONOTMYECKOE NCCNe0BAHNE MOCAE IeYEeHUA MO No-
oAy CIN u PLLUM. Ma3ku 6panucb pasaenbHo ¢ 3KTO- ,
3HAOLEPBMKCA U CMellaHHble (3K30- M 3HOO0LEPBUKC
Ha ogHOM cTekne). Mcnonb3oBanucb pasfmyHble WH-
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CTPYMeHTbI (wnaTenb, weTtku Tunos D, F u Cervex-Brush
Combi). Y Kaxkgon naumeHTKM 3abop matepuana npoms-
BOAMJICA OAHOBPEMEHHO PA3INYHBIMWU TUNMAMUN UHCTPY-
MeHTOB. Bcem obcnesyembim KeHLWMHAM MPOBOAUAN
OLHOBPEMEHHO PYTUHHOE U MKUAKOCTHOE LMTONOMU-
yeckoe nccnepoBaHue. MUAKOCTHbIe npenapaTtbl rOTo-
BUIUCb MO TexHosnorum SurePath™ (BD and Company,
Huaepnangbl, CLLA) n E-Prep (Biodyne, HOskHas Kopes).
TpagULUMOHHbIE LMTONOTMYEecKMe npenapaTbl OKpa-
WrBanucb nNo metoay ManneHrenma, *KUOKOCTHblE —
no ManaHuKonay. MpoBoaunnca CpaBHUTENbHbIM aHaNN3
LMTONOTMYECKOTO U TUCTONIOTMYECKOTO 3aK/OYEHUN.
C uenbto onpeaeneHns [MArHOCTUYECKON LEHHOCTH
TL, v XL, c yueTOM BO3MOKHbIX OLUIMBOK onpeaensnmch
cnefyouiMe MoKasaTeNn: 4YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb, Cheuu-
$MYHOCTb U TOYHOCTb MCCNEAO0BAHMA.

PE3Y/IbTATbl UCCNEAOBAHUA

KonunuectBo HemHpopmaTMBHOrO matepuana

B TL, n XL,

HenHpopmaTUBHBIM Ma3oK cuYMTancs, ecin Bblpa-
KEHHOEe BOCMNaNeHne, KPOBb UM HEKPO3 He MO3BONSA-
JIV OLLEHUTb KNETKM NJIOCKOTO U LUAUHAPUYECKOTO 3NK-
TENWA, a TaK¥Ke B NpenapaTte OTCYTCTBOBAN MaTepwuan

M3 30Hbl TpaHchopMaLMmM M SHAOLEPBMKca (He 6blno
UMANHOPUYEcKoro anuTenus). MonyyeHHble AaHHble
npeactasneHbl B Tabanue 1.

Mo HawMm AaHHbIM, KONNYECTBO HEUMHGOPMATMB-
HOro maTtepmuana npakTnyeckm cosnagaet s TL n B XKL,
T.€. eciM matepuan HenmHpopmaTtuseH B TL,, OH Ke
bynetr HenHpopmaTueeH 1 B L. ObpallaeT Ha cebsa
BHMMaHMe 6ONbLLOIM NPOLEHT HEMHPOPMATUBHOIO Ma-
Tepunana Kak B TLL, Tak n B ¥L,, HecmoTpsa Ha TO, 4TO 3a-
60p maTepuana Npom3BOAUACA KBAMOULMPOBAHHbIM
BPaYOM-TMHEKONIOTOM. Hamu cpaBHMBanAUCL pPasnuy-
Hble MHCTPYMeHTbl Ans 3abopa matepuana. bonbluwee
KONYecTBO HeMHPOPMATMBHOrO MmaTepuana oTme-
YEHO MpPW MUCMNONb30BaHUW LUTOLLETKM Tuna F, meHb-
wee — Cervex-Brush Combi, KoTopble B page cnydyaes
NPOCTO He AOCTUraloT 30Hbl TpaHchopmaumm (y 30%
nauMeHTOB 3Ta 30Ha Haxoautca rybxke 8-10 mm
OT Hapy)KHOro 3eBa B LePBUKANbHOM KaHane). Kpome
TOro, 30HA0Bas YacTb umToweTkn Cervex-Brush Combi
[0CTAaTOYHO XKECTKAA, YTO He NMO3BONAET KOHUMKY 30H-
03 OOTAHYTbCA A0 HOKOBbIX CTEHOK B 6onee WMpPOKoW
4YacTW LEPBUKANbHOIO KaHana. bonee markas n nogat-
IMBaA 30HA,0BAA YacTb LUTOLLETKM TMna F nyywe 3abu-
paeT maTtepuan c HOKOBbIX CTEHOK, HO M3-3a MeHbLUEN
O/IMHbl Yalle He [A0CTUraeT 30Hbl TpaHchopmauuu.

Ta6auua 1. HenHdpopMmaTMBHbIN MaTepuan NpU UCNOIb30BAHUU PA3/IUUHOIO MHCTPYMmeHTapums, % (a6c.)
Tabauua 1. Uninformative material when using different tools, % (abs.)

Lntowetka tvna F/
Cytobrush type F (87)

Cervex-Brush® Combi (87)

Lutowetka Trna D + AepeBaHHbIN wnatenb/
Cytobrush type D + wooden spatula (87)

TU/TC 8(7)

5,7 (5)

3,5(3)

KU/LC 7(6)

5,7 (5)

3,5(3)

Tabnuua 2. O6wan yactotra o6HapykeHUA CIN NI0CKOro anuUTeNnA U NaTO/IOTMK KeNe3nucToro anutenusa, %
Table 2. General frequency of CIN detection of squamous epithelium and pathology of glandular epithelium, %

TU/TC Ku/LC
CIN nnockoro anutenuns/CIN of squamous epithelium 62 60
CIN skenesucroro anutenus/CIN of glandular epithelium 2,3 2,3
Tabnuua 3. Yactota o6HapyxeHus LSIL, HSIL u PLUM, %
Table 3. Detection frequency of LSIL, HSIL and cervical cancer, %

TU/TC Ku/LC
LSIL 6 1
HSIL 46 51
PLLIM 5,7 5,7
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Haunyywwue pesynbTaTbl NOMyYEHbl NPU  MCNONb3O-
BaHWW UMTOWETKM Tuna D n gepesAHHOro wwnaTens.
Kpome TOro, HeobxoaMm MHAMBUAYANbHbIA MNOAXOL
K Kaxgon naumeHTke. Mpu BbibOpe MHCTPYMeEHTa ANA
3abopa maTepmana Ha LUTOIOrMYECKOE UccneaoBaHne
HEeobXxoAMMO YUMTbIBATb aHATOMUYECKNE OCOBEHHOCTH
LENKN MATKM, TUN 30Hbl TPAHCPOPMALMK, COCTONHME
M pa3mepbl HapyXHOro 3eBa, pasmepbl paboyeli yactu
MHCTPyMeHTa Ana cbopa ma3KoB, YTO He cobatogaeTcs,
NosTOMYy Takol 60/blLOK NPOLEHT HeMHPOPMATUBHO-
ro maTepuana umeeTcs npu cKkpuHuHre PLLUM. Heobxo-
OMMO NPaBUIbHO HAHOCUTb MA30K Ha CTEKNO U cobnto-
0aTb NPaBW/ia XPaHEHUA M CPOKM TPAHCMOPTUPOBKMU
maTepuana B LUTONOTrMYeCKyto nabopatoputo [9].

CpaBHUTE/NbHbIM aHaIM3 TOYHOCTU B BbIABNEHUM

CIN v PLLUM B TL, » XL,

B Tabnuue 2 npeacrasneHa obuias yactota obHapy-
YKEHMA NATONI0MMU NAOCKOTO U KenesncToro anuTenma
B TL, v XKL,

Kak BMAHO M3 Tabnuubl 2, yactota 0bHApYKEHUA
CIN nnockoro anutenus B XL, meHble, yem B TL, (60%
npoTuB 62%). 9To CBA3AHO C HEAOCTAaTOYHbIM OMbITOM
oueHKn npenapaTtos XL Mopdonorna KneTouHbIx
anemeHTOB B npenapartax XKL nsmeHaetcs scneacreune
BO34ENCTBMA pPa3/INYHbIX (AKTOPOB B 3aBUCMMOCTMU
OT NpumeHsaemoro npoueccopa ana XKL, (ueHTpudyrm-
poBaHMe B rpafneHTe MAOTHOCTU C CeAMMEeHTaLuen,
MembpaHHaa OUALTPAUMA, MCMNONb30OBaHME pPa3InY-
HbIX KOHCEPBUPYIOLWMX cpes), NO3TOMY OCYLLECTBAATb
OLLEHKY JKWAKOCTHbIX MNpenapaToB MOMXKET LMTO/OT,
npoweawmnin obydeHme no L.
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Puc. 1. }uakoctHas yutonorus. CIN3 Ha ¢oHe aTpodum naockoro
anutenus. OKpacka no ManaHukonay.

Ta obHapyseHua CIN HeckonbKo Huke B XL, yem
B TLl, Ho uvactota ob6bHapyxeHus HSIL (hight grade
squamous intraepithelial lesion) Bbiwe B Ll (Taba. 3).

Mpw aHann3e NogoH6HbIX PACXOXKAEHUI Mbl 06paTh-
1 BHUMaHMe Ha To, 4to B TLL umTtonor anarHoctupyet
CIN 1-2, Torga KaK B XWAKOCTHbIX NpenapaTtax B 3TUX
HabnogeHnax uMTosor BbicKkasbiBaeTca o CIN3. 370
CBA3@HO C TEM, YTO K/JIE€TOYHbIE 3/1EMEHTbI KOHLEHTPU-
pytoTCa B OrpaHUYeHHON 0bnacTh U eANHUYHbIE Men-
Kne komnaekcbl HSIL, nponyuweHHble 8 TL, nyywe BblI-
asnaoTca B XKL,

B Halem nccnefoBaHUM TMNOANATHOCTMKA COCTaBU-
na 5 HabnogeHnn. Hanbonbliee KONMYECTBO OWNBOK
n B TL, n B KL, cBaA3aHo c HegooueHKon CIN3 nnockoro
anuTtenua Ha ¢oHe aTpodum (puc. 1). NMpu nepecmo-
Tpe TPaAMLMOHHBIX NPenapaToB UMenncb eANHUYHbIE
komnneKkcbl CIN3, npuHATble 3a aTpoduio NAOCKOro
anutenua (puc. 2). Mo AaHHbIM HEKOTOPbIX aBTOPOB,
TecT HPV vmeeT BbICOKYHO YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb U Che-
umodnyHocTb Npu BbiaBaeHUU CIN y NOXKUABIX MKEeH-
LWWH, TOr4a Kak LLMTON0MMA NOKa3biBaeT Ype3BblyaliHO
HU3KYlO 4yBCTBUTENbHOCTL [10]. MosTomy LMTONOram
Heobxoaumo 6osee BHMMATE/NIbHO OTHOCUTLCA K Mas-
Kam aTpopUUeCcKoro TMna 1 Npu COMHEHMUAX YKa3blBaTb
Ha umetowmeca mameHeHna Kak ASC-US unm ASC-H
(atypical squmous cells of undetermined significance,
atypical squamous cell-cannot exclude high-grade
squamous intraepithelial lesion).

B oagHOM HabnogeHuu B XL He nocTtasneH AnarHos
«MJIOCKOKNETOUHbIV pak» M3-33 HaANYMA BONbLIOTO KO-
INYeCTBa HEKPOTUYECKUX MACC, KETKWU Onyxonu bbiiu
€4MHUYHBIMW B COCTOAHUW AUCTPODUM, YTO He NO3BO-
NNNO caenatb NpaBUbHOE LIUTONOTMYECKOE 3aK/oye-

Puc. 2. TpagunumoHHas untonorua. CIN3 Ha doHe atpodumn
nnockoro anutenuna. Okpacka no ManneHrenmy.

Fig. 1. Liquid cytology. CIN3 on the background of atrophy of the
squamous epithelium. Papanicolou stain.

Fig. 2. Traditional cytology. CIN3 on the background of atrophy
of the squamous epithelium. Coloring on Pappenheim.
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Hue. Hannume 6onblworo Koanyectsa 6eccTpyKTypHbIX
Macc ABNAETCA O4HMM M3 HAaCTOpaXKMBatOLWMX NPU3Ha-
KoB B OTHOoWweHuuM PLLUM u TpebyeT 6onee TwaTeNbHOM
oueHKM npenapaTtos. OgHa 13 OWMBOK rMNoAMarHocTm-
KM B HaWKX HabnwoaeHusax: y naumeHTkn 8 TU n B XKL
OTMeYeHa BblpaKeHHaA NpoandepaLma Kenesmnctoro
anuTenua 6e3 NPU3HaKoB aTUNUK, TMCTOIOTUYECKM Bbl-
cokoamddepeHUNMPOBaAHHAA ALEHOKAPLUMHOMA 3HAO-
uepBuKanbHoro tmuna (puc. 3 a, 6), Kotopana asnseTca
CNOXHOWM ANA UUTONOTMYECKON ANATHOCTUKMN.

TaknMm 06pa3om, oWMBKN MHTEPNPETALUN B HALLEM
nccnenoBaHUM CBA3aHbl C 06 BEKTUBHLIMU TPYAHOCTSA-
MM oLeHKM mopdonormyeckol KapTuHbl B TL n XKL,
a TaK¥Ke He0CTAaTOYHbIM OMbITOM OLLEHKM YKUAKOCTHbIX
npenapaTos.

B oTeuecTBeHHOWN snuTepaType Haumbonee Kpyn-
HOe wuccnepoBaHue cpaBHeHua metogzos TL u XKL,
npeacTaBneHoO TPynnoK aBTOPOB MO PYKOBOACTBOM
M. B. CaBocTukoBoi. WccneposaHbl 188641 ycnos-
HO 340pOBbIX eHwuH metogom XKLL BD SurePath,
10563 keHwuH — metogom TL. Llutorncronormnye-
CKMe Koppenaumm yaanocb nposectn y 441 naumeHT-
K1, 06cnenoBaHHbIXx metogom MU, ny 93 — TU. Npu
3TOM 4YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, CNEUNOUYHOCTD U TOYHOCTb
metoga XKL, coctasuna 78,3%, 95,9% n 85%, a meto-
nom TLL — 80%, 96,2% 1 89,2% cooTBETCTBEHHO. TakKum
obpasom, no gaHHbiIMm M.B. CaBOCTMKOBOIM WU COaBT.,
L nokasana xygwwue pesynbtatbl, yem TL. K coxka-
NIeHUI0, aBTopaMu He 6blN NPoBeAeH aHaAU3 NPUYUH
NoNy4eHHbIX pesynbratos [11].

KL, nosBonAetr NpoBoAUTb MONEKYNAPHbIE TECThI,
B 4acTHOCTW, TecT Ha BIMY; ocTaBwwuiica nocne uuTo-
JIOTMYECKOro UCCNeA0BaHUA MaTepUan C aHOMAANAMMU

B MpenapaTte UCNOAb3yeTca ANA MONEKYAAPHbIX WU
MMMYHOLMTOXMMMUYECKUX UCCNen0BaHNN, 6e3 Heobxo-
AMMOCTU NOoBTOpPHOro 3abopa matepuana. Ot6op ob6-
pa3uoB ansa KL moxeT 6bITb UCNONb30BAH TAKKeE, €CN
BMY npumeHseTcA B KayecTBe NMepBUYHOIO CKPUHUH-
roBoro Tecta, no3sonsasa BIY-noNoOKUTENbHbIM KEH-
WMHaM MpoOBOAMUTL LMTONOTMYECKOE WUcCiefoBaHWe
maTtepuana 6e3 HeobxoAMMOCTM NOBTOPATL 3abop Ma-
Tepuana unm 6paTb gBa 0b6pasua, OgMH ANA TeECTUPOBa-
HWA Ha BMY v oguH ansa o06bl4HON untonormm. OfHakKo
3aTpaTbl BbICOKM, MOTOMY YTO TONbKO 5-7% KeHLLUH,
npoLweaLnx CKPUHUHT C TAaKUM MOAXOAOM, MMEtoT
QHOManNbHYO LMTONOrMIo, a Konnvectso BMNY-nHomum-
POBAHHbIX eHLWMWH cocTasnaeT 6onee 70% [12].

B HacToAllee BpemA TMHEKO/IOrMYecKaa NpaKTUKa
CTANKMBAETCA C Npobaemamm, CBA3aHHbIMK C ABYCMbIC-
neHHon wuHTepnpetaumenn ASC-US. B Hawem wuccne-
posaHum ASC-US He pgmarHoctmposanca. Mo gaHHbIm
Konnea)ka amMepuKaHCKMX NAToNOroB, C NPUMEHEHUEM
meTtoga XL (ThinPrep u SurePath) konnyectso ASC-US
yBenunumnsaetca u coctaenset ot 0,9% go 11% [13]. C mo-
MeHTa cBoero nossneHus 8 1988 r. ASC-US 6bin npo-
6/1eMaTUYHBIM M CMOPHLIM AMArHO30M. 3aK/toyeHune
ASC-US MoKeT 6biTb BbI3BAHO KayecTBOM MasKa M ero
MHTepnpeTaumei. TectupoBaHue Ha BIMY, Konbnocko-
nua n Bruoncma peKoMeHAYyTCA ANA NeYeHnn naumeH-
TOB C UMTONOrMYECKUM 3akntodeHnem ASC-US. [Jokasa-
HO, YTO NPU LUTONIOTUYECKOM 3akntodeHmmn ASC-US HSIL
npu rMCTONOrMYeCcKoOm nccnefoBaHumn BoiasaeH ot 40%
00 60% HabntogeHui [14]. Noatomy B KnaccuduKaumto
Bethesda BBeaeHa KaTeropus ASC-H (aTunuuHble Knet-
KM NAOCKOr0 3NUTENINA, HE UCKAOYatOLLME TAXKeNoe no-
CKOK/IETOYHOE BHYTPUINUTENNANbHOE MOPaXKEHUE).

PULI W NG
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Puc. 3. BoicokognddepeHuMpoBaHHan afeHOoKapLMHOMA SHAOLEPBUKANbHOIO TMNA: a) TPAAMUMOHHAA uuTonorus. OKpacka no
ManneHreimy; 6) )XuaKocTHas umtonorma. OKpacka no ManaHukonay.

Fig. 3. Highly differentiated adenocarcinoma of the endocervical type. a) traditional cytology. Coloring according to Pappenheim;
b) liquid cytology. Papanicolou stain.
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H.H.Bonuenko, T.B.Cywmtckas, 0.B.bopucosa, B.10.MenbHukosa v ap. / CpaBHUTENbHbIN aHanu3 TPaAMLMOHHOM W *KUAKOCTHOM LUTONOTMM Ma3KOB U3 LUK MaTKK

Takum obpa3om, HECMOTPA Ha TO, YTO B HaLleEM
MUCCNefoBaHUM  KOAMYECTBO  HEeMHPOPMATUBHOIO
maTtepuana B TL, n XL, npaktnyeckn oanHAKOBO,
BCE e Npu MHAMBUAYANbHOM NOAXOAEe K KaxKAol
nauMeHTKe C MCNONb30BaHMEM COOTBETCTBYHOLLEFO
MHCTPYMEHTapUA 1 cobatofeHns rMHeKonoramm npa-
BWUN HaHeCeHUA maTepuana Ha CTEKNO KONMYECTBO
HenHdOpPMaTUBHOrO MaTepuana byaeT ymeHbLIaTbCA
ne T, ne XKL,

YyBcTBUTENbHOCTL TLI-Ma3KoB C WeENKM MaTKu co-
ctasuna 96,2%, KL — 92,4%. JIO}KHONONOKUTENbHbIX
C/ly4aeB B HalleM MccnegoBaHUM He 6bi1o HKU B TL,
Hu B KL. TouHocTb TU, — 92%, KL — 89,6%. Heckonb-
KO Xyglue nokasatenu B XL, cBA3aHbl ¢ HegocTaTou-
HbIM OMbITOM MPOCMOTPA *KUAKOCTHbIX NPenapaTos.
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