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Pesiome

Lienb uccnepoBaHus. M3yunTb BOSMOXKHOCTU MyIbTUCNINMPAIbHOM KOMMNbloTepHoM Tomorpadun (MCKT) ¢ BHyTpuBEHHbIM Botoc-
HbIM KOHTPACTUPOBaHMEM B BbIBIEHWUU U NpesonepaLMOHHOM CTaMPOBaHMMN PaKa NULLEBOAHO-KENYA04HOIO Nepexoaa € Lenbto
YAyULEHUs AOONEPaLMOHHON ANAarHOCTUKM AaHHOM NaToNoTUN.

Martepuanbl u meToabl. poaHaNN3MPOBaHbI Pe3yNbTaTbl MyAbTUCTIMPANbHOW KOMMbIOTEPHOM TOMOrpadumn NaLMEHTOB C Pakom
NULEBOAHO-}KeNyaouHoro nepexoaa (nl = 76), azodarutom (n2 = 27) u KoHTponbHoWM rpynnsl (n3 = 30). Bcem nauneHTam 6bina
nposegeHa MCKT Ha annapartax Light Speed VEX Plus u Light Speed RT 16 («GE», CLLA). Pe3ynbTaTthl MCKT conocTasnieHsl
¢ MOPbONOrMYECKUMM SAaHHBIMM, NOYHEHHBIMU MOC/IE TMICTOMOPPOOTMYECKOTO UCCNe0BaHUA NOCIEONEePaLMOHHOTO U 3HAO-
CKOMMUYECKOTo MaTepunanos.

Pe3ynbratbl. BbiaBneHbl xapaktepHble MCKT-npu3HaKu CTEHKM NULLEBOAHO-XeNy404HOro nepexoaa y 340p0BbIX UL, NpU 330-
daruTte n pake. ToNWMHA CTEHKN NULLLEBOAHO-}ENYA0YHOrO nepexoaa B Hopme, npu a3odarute u pake coctasuna: 5,4 + 1,01 mm,
10,36 + 1,85 mm, 22,53 + 8,19 mm (p < 0,001). Hapy»KHbIl AnameTp abAOMMHANBHOTO OTAENA NULLEBOAA B HopMe 14,2 + 1,68 mm,
npwv a3odarute 17,96 + 3,7 mm, npu pake 27,9 £ 9,48 mm (p < 0,001). OCHOBHbIMM CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HaUMMbIMK (p < 0,001) Kaue-
CTBEHHbIMM NMPU3HAKaMM paKa MULLEBOLHO-KeNYA04HOro nepexoaa bbliv: OTCYyTCTBME BU3YaIN3aLLMM HOPMA/IbHOM CTPYKTYPbI
CN3UCTOW B 30HE nopaxeHusa (96,8 %), byrpuctbie MPOKCUMasbHbIE U AUCTabHbIE FPAHULLbI YTONLWEHHOM cTeHKU (75,2 %),
ACMMMETPUYHOE yToALLEeHMe CTeHKM (70,4 %), HEPOBHbIV HapYKHbI KOHTYpP cTeHKn (58,4 %), Hannume yaweobpasHoro cynpa-
CTEHOTMYECKOro paclumpeHna npocseTa nuwesoga (45,6 %). YyscteutenbHocTb MCKT 3aBucena oT ry6uHbI MHBa3UKM ONYX0iun
1 cocTaBuna npu ctagumn T1-66,7 %, T2 - 76,5 %, T3 - 77,8 %,, T4a—86,2 %, T46—100,0 %; B LLe/IOM ANArHOCTUYECKAA TOYHOCTb
meToaa B T-CTaAMpPOBaHMM paKa NULLEBOAHO-Kenyao4Horo nepexoaa (PMMIM) coctasuna 81,6 %.

3akntoueHue. PesynbtaTbhl paboTbl NOKa3anu, Yto BKAodeHne MCKT ¢ BHYyTpUBEHHbIM 6OIIOCHBIM KOHTPACTMPOBaHUEM B afro-
PUTM MCCNe0BaHMA NALMEHTOB C NOA03PEHMEM Ha OMYXO/EBYIO NAaTOMOTMIO NULLEBOAHO-KENYA0UYHOrO nepexoaa no3BoauT
YAYYWNUTb ANMArHOCTMKY PITAHI.
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Abstract

Purpose of the study. To find out the abilities of multispiral computed tomography (MSCT) using intravenous bolus injection in
detecting and preoperative esophago-gastric junction cancer staging in order to improve preoperative diagnosis of this patho-
logical condition.

Materials and methods. The patients, diagnosed esophago-gastric junction cancer (n1 = 76), esophagus (n2 = 27) and medically
fit people’s (n3 = 30) findings of investigating have been analyzed. All patients went through computed tomography on Light
Speed VEX Plus and Light Speed RT 16 ("GE", The USA). The findings of MSCT have been compared with anatomical data, which
were got after histomorphologic study of post-operation and endoscopic recruitment material.

Results. Characteristic MSCT signs of the wall of the esophageal-gastric junction (EGJ) were revealed in healthy individuals, with
esophagitis and cancer. The thickness of esophagus paries in normal conditions and in case of esophagitis and EGJ cancer is: 5.4
+1.01 mm, 10.36 + 1.85 mm, 22.53 £+ 8.19 mm (p < 0.001). The external diameter of the abdominal part of esophagus in the
normal condition is 14.2 + 1.68 mm, in case of esophagitis is 17.96 + 3.7 mm, EGJ cancer is 27.9 £ 9.48 mm (p < 0.001). The main
statistically significant (p < 0.001) qualitative character of esophago-gastric junction canser were: non-visualization of mucic in
afflicted areas (96.8 %), bosselated upper and lower contours of narrowing (75.2 %), dissymmetric parries pachymenia (70.4 %),
blunt-edged outer contours (58.4 %), cotyloid suprastenotic esophageal distensibility (45.6 %). The delicacy depended on the
degree of damage delicacy and was at the stage T1 - 66.7 %, T2 —76.5 %, T3 —77.8 %, T4a—86.2 %, T4b—100.0 %, in general,
diagnostic accuracy of the method in EGJ cancer T-staging was 81.6 %.

Conclusion. The results of the work showed that the inclusion of MSCT with intravenous bolus contrast in the algorithm of the
study of patients with suspected tumor pathology of the EGJ will improve the diagnosis of cancer of the EGJ.
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AKTYAJIbHOCTb

Pak »kenyaka (PX) aBnaerca ogHol U3 camblx pacnpo-
CTPAHEHHbIX U arpecCcUBHbIX 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHbIX OMyXoei
yenoseka. P} cTabunbHO yaep:KuBaeT amanpytowme
nosuumu B Mmpe n Poccum Kak B CTPYKType 3abonesae-
MOCTM, TaK U CMEPTHOCTM OT 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHbIX HOBO-
obpasoBaHuii (3HO). CornacHo AaHHbIM MeXAayHapoa-
HOro areHTCTBa No M3y4yeHuto paka (International Agency
for Research on Cancer), 8 2018 r. P}K 3aHMMan 5 mecto
(5,7 %) cpegm Bcex 3HO B Mupe, NPU 3TOM HOBbIX CAY-
yaeB PXX 6bis10 3apernctpmpoBaHo okoso 1,03 maH. [1].
B 2019 r. B Poccuun P y my>KumH 3aHAN 4-0e mecTo
(7,1 %) B cTpyKTYpe 3abonesaemoctn 3HO 1 2-oe mecTo
(10,1 %) — B CTPYKTYpE CMEPTHOCTY, @ Y KEHLWMUH — 7-0€e
(4,4 %) n 3-e mecTo (8,3 %) cooTBeTcTBEHHO [2; 3]. YcTa-
HOBJIEHO, YTO B C/ly4ae AnarHoctukm PXK Ha IV ctaguun
NATUNETHAA BbIXKMBAEMOCTb COCTABAAET b 3 %, a npu
YCTaHOB/IEHMM AMarHo3a Ha | cTagum onyxoneBoro nNpo-
uecca goxoaut oo 85-90 % [4-6]. B cTpaHax 3anagHol
EBponbl Tak e HabntogaeTca yBennyeHne 4actoTbl
ageHokapumHombl (AK) auctanbHOM TpeTu NuwLeBoaa
M 30HbI Kapauu [7].

B BMAY pocCTa 4acTOTbl BCTPEYAEMOCTHM paKa nuLie-
BOAHO-}KenygouHoro nepexoga (PM¥*N), 8 nocnegHue
rofibl emy yenaeTca LWMPOoKoe KANHUYECKOE BHUMaHMe.
MpoucxoguT oTaeNneHne pakoBOW ONyXOaM NULLEBOAHO-
*)enyaodHoro nepexoga (MXKM) ot paka nuLieBoaa u xe-
NyAKa ¢ BblgeNeHneM B OTAENbHbIV TUM ONyXonu, Tpeby-
IOLLMI APYron TaKTUKM AMarHOCTUKN U nedeHun [8—10].

HecmoTpsA Ha TO, Y4TO KOIMYECTBO HAYYHO-MPAKTUYECKUX
paboT, NOCBALLEHHbIX AAaHHON TeEMe, PacTeT U3 ro4a B rof,
Tema nyyeBoit anarHoctmukm PMAKI octaeTca He go KoHua
nccnefoBaHHOM M COXPaHAET CBOK 3HAYMMOCTb Ha Cero-
OHAWHWN aeHb [11; 12]. BBMAy YacToro NoAc/nmM3nCcToro
pocTa P, c nomoLLbio TPagMUNMOHHOM peHTreHorpa-
bun NnweBoaa 1 KenyaKa HEBO3MOXKHO OLEHUTD yBUHY
onyxonesow HBasum [13]. HecomHeHHO, YTo SHAOCKONUA
BEPXHUWX OTAE/0B KeNyA0UYHO-KULLEYHOTO TPaKTa ABAAETCA
NPeAnoYTUTENbHBIM METOAOM M AN OBHAPYKEHMA paKa
)enyaka (PXK), n gna nonyyeHms rmcToNnorMyeckoro mate-
puvana 13 nogo3puTeNbHbIX y4acTkos. Ho ao 6,7 % paHHuMX
PAKOB esyAKa MOryT BbITb MPONyLLEHbI NPY BbINOAHEHUN
TONbKO 3HA0CKoNWW. MprucoeanHeHne cTeHo3a NpocBeTa
nuwieBoaa NpenaTcTBYeT 3HAOCKONUYECKON AMArHOCTUKe
PMXM v onpepeneHnio NPOTAXKEHHOCTM ONYXO/1IEBOrO
npotecca BAo/b CTeHKK [14].

CoxpaHAeT CBOI aKTya/bHOCTb NpeaonepaLmoHHoe
ctagnposaHue PIMAKIM B cootBeTcTBumM ¢ TNM-Knaccuou-
Kauueli (8-e usgaHue, 2017) [15-17]. U3yyeHune ponu
MCKT (mynbTMcnnpanbHas KomnbioTepHas Tomorpadusn)
B AMArHOCTUKE paKa MULLEBOAHO-KENYA04YHOro nepe-
X042 MOET 3HAaUYUTENbHO YNYYLIUTL CBOEBPEMEHHOCTb
BblABNEHUNA 6one3Hun [18-20].

NULLEBOAHO-Kenyao4Horo nepexona

Llenb uccnepaoBaHunA: n3yuntb BO3MOXKHOCTU MCKT
C BHYTPMBEHHbIM BO/IIOCHBIM KOHTPACTMPOBAHWEM B Bbl-
ABSIEHUM N NpefonepaLnoHHOM CTaAMPOBaHUKN pakKa
NULLLEBOAHO-KENYA0HHOro Nepexona € Lenbio yny4ule-
HWA L,O00NEPALNOHHOM ANMArHOCTUKM AAaHHOWM NaTONOTUN.

MATEPUA/IbI U METO bl

MponsseaeH aHanm3 gaHHbIX 133 yenosek, NPOXo-
AnBLWNX 0bcnefoBaHMe B AKLMOHEPHOM YyUYpeaAeHUn
YyBalwmm «PecnybaMKaHCKUI KAMHUYECKUIA OHKOMOTU-
Yyeckuit aucnaHcep» MuHUCTepcTBa 34paBoOOXpPaHEHMA
YyBawckoli Pecnybnmku 8 2015-2019 rr.

OcHoBHaA rpynna nccaeaoBaHUA BKAOYAAa Nauu-
eHToB ¢ PM}M (n1 = 76). Bo3pacT nccneaoBaHHbIX B nl
cocTaBun: meamnaHa 61,5, min—38 n max—83,5. (2,5—
97,5 nepueHTuan, 95 % posepuTenbHbI MHTEPBAN).
My»uunH B n1 66110 44 yenoseka (57,9 %), KeHLWMH
MeHble — 33 (43,4 %). locToBepHOCTb pe3ynbTaTos
npeaonepaunoHHoro MCKT-cTagupoBaHns 060CHOBbI-
Ba/1aCb Ha @aHHbIX MPOTOKO/1A onepaLmm u ructomopodo-
NIOTMYECKOro uccnefoBaHnA npenapara, yaanéHHoro
npv paguKasbHOM ONepaTMBHOM BMELLIATENbCTBE Y BCEX
nauneHToB. Kputepmamm BKAKOYEHUA B OCHOBHYIO rpynmny
nccnenoBaHuA bblan: BEpUPULMPOBAHHANA ageHOKapLLU-
Homa 30HbI MK, npoBeaeHne MCKT He 6onee yem 3a
1 mecAy, 0 oNepaTMBHOIO BMELLATE/IbCTBA, OTCYTCTBUE
No6bIX MHBA3UBHbIX AMArHOCTUYECKUX M ONEPATUBHbIX
BMeLlaTenbcTs Ao nposeaeHna MCKT-nccnegosaHua,
OTCYTCTBME NPOTMBONOKa3zaHMn K MCKT-uccnegosaHutio,
Hannume MHGOPMMUPOBAHHOTIO cornacuaA naumeHTa. Kpu-
TEPUM UCKNIOYEHUA: PaCNPOCTPAHEHHDbIN paK Xenyaka
W NULLEBOAA C NEPEXOAOM Ha KapAuIo, Hannyme CTEHTOB,
Ha30racTpasibHbIX 30HA0B B NPOCBETE NULLEBOAA.

BTopas rpynna BKkAtOYana NaLMeHTOB C XPOHUYECKUM
33odaruTom (n2 = 27), BO3pacT UccnefoBaHHbIX: Meauna-
Ha—56 net, min—34 u max—70 net (2,5-97,5 nepueHTU-
na, 95 %-Hoiti N), 66110 NPUMEPHO PaBHOE KONMYECTBO
MYKUUH 14 (51,85 %) n keHWwmH 13 (48,15 %).

TpeTba KoHTponbHaA rpynna (n3 = 30) BKAtoYana 3g0-
POBbIX /L, HE NPeAbABAABLUMX KaKUX-TMO0 Kanob Ha
ANCcOYHKLMIO OPraHoB NuLLEeBapeHnn (Mo aHamHecTUYe-
CKMM U KNIMHUKO-1abopaToOpHbLIM AAaHHbIM Y HUX Bblna
WCK/OYEHA NAaTONOMMUA KeNyA04YHO-KULLEYHOrO TpakK-
Ta), [OBPOBONBLHO COMMACUBLUMXCS HA UCCief0BaHMeE.
Bo3pacT nccnenoBaHHbIX COCTaBUA: meguaHa — 55 ner,
min—30 v max—75 net (2,5-97,5 nepueHTnns, 95 %-Hbliit
[0BepUTENbHBIN MHTEPBaN), MyKUmnH 13 (43,33 %), XKeH-
wmH 17 (56,67 %).

MynbTrcnnpanbHaa KOMMNbOTEPHaa Tomorpadua npo-
BoAuNack Ha Tomorpadax 4-cpesosom Light Speed VEX
Plus n 16-cpe3soBom Light Speed RT 16 («GE», CLUA).
MeToanka nposegeHua MCKT naumeHTam ¢ natonorven
BEPXHUX OTAEN0B KeNYA04YHO-KMULLIEYHOro TPaKTa U cno-
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cob onpeseneHns aHaTomuuyeckom rpaHunubl MK (Z-nu-
HUKM) Ha MCKT n306parkeHusAx bblia OTpaxKeHa B paHee
onyb6iMKoBaHHOM Hamu paboTe [15]. Bcem naumneHTom
BbIMO/IHANOCH UCCAe0BaHME C TYTUM HANO/NHEHUEM
npocseTa }Kenyaka sogon (MCKT-ruagporpadusn). Mpu
npoBeAeHNN HaTUBHOTO NCCAeL0BaHMA UCNOAb30BaNACh
METOAMKA UCCNeA0BaHNA «KHA INOTKEY» C Lie/Iblo MaKcu-
MasibHOro pacnpaBAeHnA NpoceeTa nNuwesoaa. B otcpo-
YeHHy a3y NPMMEHANACb MeTOANKA NONNO3NLMNOH-
HOro MccAefo0BaHNA C NPEANOYTUTENbHBIM NONOKEHUEM
nauneHTa B 1eBO HOKOBOW MPOEKLMN U HA KUBOTE.
BepTuKanbHy NPOTAXKEHHOCTb ONYX0/IM OLEHWMBAM MO
CarMTTaNbHOM PEKOHCTPYKLMM, KOPOHapHasA PEKOHCTPYK-
LMA MCNONb30BANACh ANA OLEHKMN NONOXKEHUA ONYXONU
oTHocuTenbHo MMM 1 anAa oueHKM pacnpocTpaHeHua
3aboneBaHMA Bbile U HUXKe AnadparmanbHOro KonbLa.

MNocnepoBaTenbHbI aHanns MCKT-1306parkeHui
BK/1HO4AN OLLEHKY KO/IMYECTBEHHbIX U KA4YeCTBEHHbIX
MCKT-xapaKTepncTuK 3oHbl MK,

B Hauane nccnepgoBaHuA B HaTUBHYO pa3y Nnpoms-
BOAMACA aHANU3 CTEHKM nuwesoga, MXKIM, xkenygka.
Cpean konuyectBeHHbIXx MCKT-npu3HaKkoB 6biau oue-
HeHbl: MaKCMMabHana ToAwWwmnHa cteHKu MK, Hapyx-
HbI AMameTp abAOMWHANBbHOIO CErMeHTa NULWEBOAA
W NJOTHOCTHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKU CTEHKN HA HAaTUBHOM
n306parkeHnmn. Cpeam KauecTBEHHbIX MPU3HAKOB OLLEHU-
Ba/IMCb CUMMETPUYHOCTb YTONLLLEHUA CTEHOK, KOHTYPbI
YTO/ILLLEHHOW CTEHKN (BEPXHUMN, HUKHUIA U HAPYKHbIN),
HaZIn4Yne 1 XxapakTep CynpacTeHOTUYECKOro paclinpeHuns
nuLeBoAa (YalweobpasHbIi MM KOHycoBUAHDIW). danee,
nocne 6010CHOr0 KOHTPACTUPOBAHUA, BblIN OLEHEHDI
KOAIMYeCTBEHHbIE (NIOTHOCTHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKN CTEHKM
nuwesoaa v MAKIM Bo Bce pa3bl KOHTPACTHOIO UCcNeao-
BaHMSA) U KayecTBeHHble MCKT-npu3Haku (0AHOPOAHOCTb
HaKOMNeHWA KOHTPACTHOIO NpenapaTta v BU3yanm3auua
C/IM3UCTON B 30HE NoparkeHwus). Mocne Bcero aToro npo-
nssogunca andodepeHumnanbHbii aHanms MCKT-ctagunii
(no kaTteropum T) PMXKM.

CTaTUCTMYECKMit aHanus3

CratncTnyeckan 06paboTka AaHHbIX NPOBEAEHa C Mo-
MOLLbIO 3N1EKTPOHHbIX Tabauu, «Microsoft Excel», kom-
NbOTEPHOM NPOrPamMbl A8 CTAaTUCTUYECKON 06paboTKM
AaHHbIx SPSS Statistics 17.0. icnonb3oBanmcb meToAapl
napameTpmUYecKol U HENAPaMEeTPUYECKOMN CTAaTUCTUKM.
BblAn onpeaeneHbl cpeaHee 3HadYeHue (M), cpegHe-
KBagpaTuyeckoe oTKNoHeHue (6), owmnbKa cpeaHero
(m), megunaHa (Me), onAa KauyecTBEHHbIX MPU3HAKOB —
YyacTtoTbl (%). [1nA OLEHKM PasanYmMit 3HAYEHUI napame-
TPUYECKUX KOIMYECTBEHHbIX NMOKasaTenel NPUMeHAIn
t-kpuTepuit CTologeHTa. A HaXoXKAEHUA pasanmuni
MeX Yy KayecTBEHHbIMW NoKasaTenamu gnsa Tabaumy 2
X 2 Npu Hebonblom KonuyecTee ob6bekTos (ao 40-50)
NPUMEHANN KPUTEPUI X2 (XM-KBaLpaT) C nonpaBKomn
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MeTca. Pa3inumna cumTanmuch cTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUYMMbIMM
npu 3HavyeHuax p < 0,05. loBepuTenbHbIN MHTEPBAN
npeacTasseH ¢ HagexXHocTblo B 95 %. MNMpoussogunca
KOpPEeNALMOHHbIA aHaNN3 C BblYMCIEHMEM KO3IddULLU-
eHTa Koppenauum MNupcoHa (R) gasa napameTpuyeckmx
nokasaTtesielt C HOpMabHbIM pacnpeaeneHnem.

Bbin ucnonb3osaH ROC (receiver operation curve) aHa-
M3 ANA onpeaeneHna Noporosbix 3HAYEHUM U3yYaembix
nepemMeHHbIX C Hanbobluelt YyBCTBUTENBHOCTbIO (Se)
n cneumduyHocTbio (Sp). KauecTso mogenu oueHmBa-
locb No nsiowaam nog Kpmuson — AUC (area under ROC
curve). OTMETMM, YTO NPU STOM CUUTaETCA, Yem bonblue
nokasaTtenb AUC, Tem ny4ywei NporHocTMYecKkomn cunom
obnasaer mogenn. bblv onpegeneHbl TOUKM OTCEYEHUSA:
MaKCMMa/ibHaA CYMMapHas YyBCTBUTE/IbHOCTb U CreLu-
dunyHocTb moaenn (max (Se + Sp)) n banaHc mexay vys-
CTBUTE/IbHOCTbIO U CNeUNPUYHOCTBIO, T.e. Se = Sp (min
(Se —Sp)), onpeaenanca oTHocuTeNbHbIV pUCK (relative risk,
RR) pa3BuTtus 3abonesaHus c onpegeneHvem 95 % AN [21].

B cooTtBeTcTBMM C TpeboBaHMAMM DegepanbHOro 3a-
KoHa 0T 21.11.2013 r. Ne 323-d3 «0O6 ocHoBax oxpaHbl
30p0BbA rpaXkgaH B Poccuinckolt Pegepaumnm» yuteHol
NPUHUMNbI AOOPOBONBHOCTU U KOHOUAEHLMANBHOCTH
npwv BbINOJAHEHUW UccnesoBaHuA. CobaoaeHbl HOPMbI
«MonoxeHna o JTokanbHOM 3TUHECKOM KOMUTETE MO
3KcnepTmse buomeanLMHCKUX uccnegoBaHuii ®roy BO
«YyBaLICKMM rocyAapCTBEHHbIA YHUBEPCUTET MMEHU
WN. H. ¥nbsaHoBa», Yebokcapsl, 2019 r.

PE3Y/IbTATbI UCCNNIEAOBAHUA

B pesynbraTe aHanunsa msobpaxkeHuin MM B HaTMB-
Hyto a3y MCKT 6binu BbIBNEHbI CTaTUCTUYECKME pa3-
nanunsa ana cnegyowmnx MCKT-npusHakos (p < 0,001):
B HOpMe TOJILMHA CTEHOK aAeKBaTHO PacTAHYTOrO XKe-
nypKa B 30He MM coctasmna B cpegHem 5,4 + 1,01 mm,
npu 3sodarute 10,36 £ 1,85 mm, npu PMHKM 22,53 +
8,19 mM. Hapy»KHbIi AMameTp abaommMHaNbHOrO oTaena
nuLesoaa B Hopme coctasun 14,2 £ 1,68 mm, npu 330-
darute 17,96 = 3,7 mm, npu PMKMN 27,9 £ 9,48 mm. [len-
CMTOMETPUYECKaA MNNOTHOCTb CTEHKU B HOPME COCTaBu/1a
32,86 £ 5,47 ea.H., npu azodparute 29,88 + 7,96 ea.H.
n npw PMXKIM 38,48 + 6,3 ea.H.

Mpu PN TMN HaKONAEHMA KOHTPACTHOrO Npenapara
He OT/IMYANCA OT KOHTPOIbHOM rpynnbl (n3), HO oTAnYanca
OT rpynnbl NauMeHToB ¢ 330darntom (n2). Ho Konnye-
CTBEHHbIE NoKasaTenu NNOTHOCTU cTeHKu MK Bo Bce
a3bl KOHTPACTMPOBAHMA CTATUCTUHECKMN 3HAYMMO OT/INYA-
JIUCb B rpynnax uccnegosanma nl nn3 (p < 0,001). Nnot-
HocTb cTeHKu MK npu PMKIM coctasmna B apTepuanbHyto
¢da3y—-67,16 + 14,6 (ot 38 go 123) eq.H, BeHO3HYyIO —
81,17 £ 13,51 (oT 55 o 143) ea.H, otcpoyeHHyo — 72,87
+ 11,23 (o7 50 go 110) ea.H, uTo B KOHTPO/LHOM rpynne
6b1710 MeHbLUe (cooTBeTcTBEHHO)—49,78 + 10,56 (0T 30 A0
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82)epn.H, 65,33+11,28 (o140 80 93)en.H.n41,44+7,17
(oT 33 po 62) ea.H. B rpynne nauneHToB ¢ 330¢parntom
OTMEYEH ApYroi TUN KOHTPACTUPOBAHUA —C NOCTEMNEHHbIM
HaKoMn/JeHMem KOHTPACTHOro Npenaparta 40 MaKCcumMasb-

NULLEBOAHO-Kenyao4Horo nepexona

HbIX UMp B oTcpo4yeHHyto ¢asy (66,23 + 6,59 (ot 50 go
75) eq.H), no cpaBHeHMIo c apTepuanbHoi (43,38 +9,11
(o1 25 no 57) en.H) n BeHo3HoM (51,73 + 5,96 (oT 39 Ao
65) eq.H) pasamu KoHTpacTMpoBaHus (p < 0,001).

Puc. 1. MaumneHT P., 60 net, PN, KT ¢ 8/8 KOH-
TpactupoBaHuem. KT-ctagua T1l. a — HaTUBHaA
daza, b — aptepuanbHas ¢asa, ¢ — BeHO3Han
dasa, d — ovcpoyeHHas ¢asza. MonunosugHan
OnNyxo/ib KapAuanbHOTO OTAEeNa XKe/yaka ¢ pac-
npoctpaHeHmem Ha MXKN (ctpenka). NMN: ageHo-
KapuuHoma (8140) Bbicokoli cteneHu andodepeH-
umMpoBkM (Grade 1), onyxonb ¢ npopacTaHuem B
COBCTBEHHYIO MAACTUHKY CAM3UCTON 060/104KM,
cTtagusa pTla.

Fig. 1. Patient R., 60 years old, EGJ cancer, CT with
intravenous contrast. CT — stage T1. a — native
phase, b — arterial phase, c — venous phase, d —
delayed phase. A polypoid tumor of the cardiac
part of the stomach with a spread to the pancreas
(arrow). PI: adenocarcinoma (8140) of a high
degree of differentiation (Grade 1), a tumor with
germination into its own plate of the mucous
membrane, stage pTla.

Puc. 2. NaumeHT C., 47 net. PIIXKM. KT c B/B KOH-
TpacTupoBaHmem. KT-ctagma T3. a — HaTuBHaA
daza, b — aprepuanvHas ¢asa, ¢ — BeHO3Has
dasza, d — orcpouyeHHana ¢asza. ACUMMETPUYHO
YTONLEHHbIE CTEHKWU (KOPOTKas CTPesika), CyKu-
BalolMe NPOCBET HUKHEN TpeTu NULLEBOA3; e,
f, g — KOPOHaNbHanA PEKOHCTPYKLMA B HATUBHYIO,
apTepuanbHylo U BEHO3HYIO $asbl KOHTPACTUPO-
BaHWA, CTEHO3MPOBaHHbIM NPOCBET NULLEBOAA C
ACMMMETPUYHO YTONLLEHHOMN CTEHKON B HUMKHEN
TpeTn (KOpOTKaA CTpesika), acuMMEeTpUYHOe Ya-
weobpasHoe paclimpeHre NULLEeBOAA CO CTa3oM
BOAbl M rasa B npocseTe nuwesosa (ANMHHAA
cTpenka). MMN: ageHokapumHoma (8140) HU3Ko
crenenu guddepeHumnposku (Grade 3), onyxonb
C U3bA3B/JIEHWEM U BbIPAXKEHHbIM BOCMaseHnem
B CTPOME, MPOPACTaHUEM BCEX C/IOEB CTEHKM, Ne-
pPexoAoM Ha XMPOBYIO TKaHb HAa MAaKCUMa/bHYIO
ry6uHy 2o 3 mm, ctaama pT3.

Fig. 2. Patient S., 47 years old. EGJ cancer. CT with
intravenous contrast. CT — stage T3. a — native
phase, b — arterial phase, ¢ — venous phase,
d — delayed phase. Asymmetrically thickened
walls (short arrow) narrowing the lumen of the
lower third of the esophagus; e, f, g — coronal
reconstruction in the native, arterial and venous
phases of contrast, stenosed lumen of the
esophagus with an asymmetrically thickened wall
in the lower third (short arrow), asymmetric cup-
shaped expansion of the esophagus with stasis
of water and gas in the lumen of the esophagus
(long arrow). Pl: adenocarcinoma (8140) of a
low degree of differentiation (Grade 3), a tumor
with ulceration and pronounced inflammation in
the stroma, germination of all layers of the wall,
transition to adipose tissue to a maximum depth
of 3 mm, stage pT3.
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OCHOBHbIMW CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMbIMWN Ka4eCTBEHHbI-
MW nNpusHakamm PMKM 6biin: oTcyTCTBUE BU3yanmnsaumnm
HOPMa/IbHOM CTPYKTYpPbI C/IN3UCTON B 30HE NOparKeHus
(96,8 %), ByrpucTble NPOKCMManbHble U AUCTaNbHbIE IPa-
HULbI YTONLLEHHOW CTEHKM (75,2 %), acummeTpuyHoe
yTonweHue cTeHku (70,4 %), HePOBHbIV HAPYKHbIN KOHTYP
cTeHKun (58,4 %), Hannume YyaweobPaA3HOro cynpacTeHo-
TUYECKOTO pacliMpeHmna NpoceeTa nuwesosa (45,6 %), (p <
0,001). Ans 330darmTa cTaTUCTUYECKN 3HaUMMbIMKU MCKT-
NPM3HaKaMM NOPAXKEHHOM CTEHKM Obln: NAaBHbIE NPO-
KCMMa/bHble U AUCTaNbHbIE FPAHULLbI YTONLLEHHOW CTEHKM
(100 %), pOBHbI1 U YETKMI HAPYKHbIW KOHTYP (100 %),
CUMMETPUYHOE yToANLeHMe cTeHKu MK (96,3 %), ogHo-
popHoe HaKkoneHne KOHTpAcTHOro npenapara (96,3 %),
BM3YyaNM3aLMA CIM3UCTOM B 30He nopaxkeHus (92,59 %),
Ha/iM4yme KOHYCOBMAHOTO CynpacTeEHOTUYECKOrO paclumpe-
HWA NpocBeTa NuweBoaa (62,96 %) (p < 0,001).

OueHka Kateropuu T onyxonu Nnpov3Boguaach B COOT-
BeTCTBMM ¢ MexayHapoaHon Knaccudukaumein 3nokave-
CTBEHHbIX HOBOO6pa3oBaHuii TNM (8-a pegakuumsa, 2017 1.).

Ha ocHoBe 3HaHMA 0 MHOTOC/IOMHOM CTPOEHUM CTEHKM
enyaka, 6bi1m BblgeneHsl cnegyowme MCKT-ctagum

C Hanbonee CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMbIMU XapaKTEPUCTU-
Kamu ANnA Kaxaon ms Hux (p < 0,001). MCKT-cTtagus T1
(n = 6) xapakTepmsoBanacb GoKanbHbIM AN AUPPY3HBIM
YTO/NLLEHNEM CTEHKM (TMNEpPAEHCUBHOMN NPU KOHTPACTK-
poBaHWM B Npeaenax nepsoro u sToporo MCKT-cnoes),
HEenpepbIBHOCTbIO HAPYHKHOTO «MbILLEYHO-CEPO3HOro»
cnon (100 %), pOBHbIM M YETKMM HapPYXHHbIM KOHTYPOM
(100 %) 1 MHTAKTHOWM XMPOBOW KNETYaTKOM BOKPYT ony-
xonu (100 %).

MCKT-cTagua T2 (n = 17) TaK e BO Bcex c/y4yanx
XapaKTepun3oBasnacb POBHbIM U YETKUM HAPYXKHbIM
KOHTYPOM U MHTAKTHOM XMPOBOW KNIETYAaTKOM BOKPYT
onyxonu (100 %), dboKasbHbIM AW YTONLLEHNEM CTEHKMU
(rMnepaeHCcUBHOM NPM KOHTPACTMPOBAHWUM B Npeaenax
BTOporo u Tpetbero MCKT-cnoes), ¢ HenpepbIBHOCTbIO
HapyHOro «MblleYHO-cepo3Horo» cosn (94,12 %).

Mpun MCKT-ctaguun T3 (n = 18) y 6onbwimnHcTBa (13
naumeHToB—72,22 %) 6b110 BbifABAeHO Anddy3HOE yTON-
LLeHME CTEHKM, TMNepAEHCMBHOMN NPU KOHTPACTUPOBAHUMU
M TPAHCMYpPabHbIM PacNpOCTPAaHEHMEM ONYXO/IN Ha BCHO
Tonuwy Tpetbero MCKT-cnos. Mpu aTom 6bina MUHUMaNb-
HaA TAXXWUCTOCTb B NPUIEraloLLel XKMPOBOW KneTyaTtke u/

Puc. 3. NaumeHT K., 68 net. PMXKIM. KT ¢ 8/8 KoHTpacTuposaHuem. KT-ctaamsa T46. a, b, ¢, d — akcManbHas NAOCKOCTb, BeHO3HaA $a3a KOHTpa-
CTUPOBaHUA, € — KOPOHAIbHAA PEKOHCTPYKLMA apTepuanbHaa $pasa KOHTPACTUPOBaHUA. AcMMMeTpUYHOe yTonleHne cteHku MK ¢ pacnpo-
CTPaHEHUEM Ha BCHO TOJILLY CTEHKM C BbIXOAOM Ha CEPO3HYIO 060104KY, MHBa3Mel B 3abPOLIMHHOE NPOCTPAHCTBO (YepHan CTPesKa), B NEBYLO
[I0N110 MEYEHU 1 B NeBYI0 NEYEHOUHYIO BeHY (KOPOTKas KpacHas CTpenka), Avadpparmy (6enas cTpeska), ceneseHKy v ceneseHouHble Cocyapl €
onyxosnesbiMn TpoMbamm B ceneseHoYHOM BeHe (4AMHHAA KpacHasa cTpeska). MIN: ageHokapumHoma (8140) HM3Kol cTeneHu anddepeHum-
poBku (Grade 3), onyxo/ib ¢ U3bA3BAEHUEM, C MPOPACTAHUEM BCEI CTEHKMU M PACMNPOCTPAHEHWEM Ha NeyeHb, 3abpIoLMHHOE NPOCTPAHCTBA,
ceneseHky, gmadparmbl, cragus pT46.

Fig. 3. Patient K., 68 years old. EGJ cancer. CT with intravenous contrast. CT-stage T4b. a, b, ¢, d — axial plane, venous phase of contrast, e — coronal
reconstruction arterial phase of contrast. Asymmetric thickening of the EGJ wall with spreading to the entire wall thickness with access to the
serous membrane, invasion into the retroperitoneal space (black arrow), into the left lobe of the liver and into the left hepatic vein (short red
arrow), diaphragm (white arrow), spleen and splenic vessels with tumor thrombi in the splenic vein (long red arrow). PI: adenocarcinoma (8140)
of a low degree of differentiation (Grade 3), a tumor with ulceration, with germination of the entire wall and spread to the liver, retroperitoneal
space, spleen, diaphragm, stage rT4b.
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WM B NPOEKLUMN CBA3OYHOTO annapara, YeTKUIM U pOBHbI
HaPYXHbIM KOHTYP 30HbI MKIM.

MCKT-ctagua T4a (n = 29) umena cneaytolime npusHa-
KM: HEYETKUI 1 HEPOBHbI HAPYXKHbIN KOHTYpP (89,66 %),
nepuracTpanbHble TAXKUCTbIE YNIOTHEHWA KNETYATKM U/Man
B MPOEKLMN CBA30YHOrO annapaTa, Haanume ogHOro Nan
6onee nMmdaTmUecKux y3n0B B NaparacTpaibHOMN KneT-
YyaTKe No HapyKHoMy KoHTypy M*KI1 B 30He onyxoneBoro
nopaxeHus (86,21 %), runepaeHCUBHBIN NPU KOHTPACTH-
poBaHMM cepo3HbIl cnolt (86,21 %). Mpn MCKT-ctagum T46
BbIAB/NIEHbI HEYETKAA UM HEPOBHAA rPaHMLLA, UAKN NPAMasR
MHPUNBTPALMA OMYXO/IM B NPUNENKALLME OPraHbl U CTPYK-
TYpbl C NOTepei Ux HopmasabHoM aHaTomum (83,33 %).

KnuHnueckme npumepsbl PMXKIM ¢ pasnnyHon rybum-
HOM MHBa3unn cteHkn (MCKT —T ctaaus) npeacraBaeHbl
Huxe (puc. 1-3).

Mo pe3synbtatam ROC aHanu3a 6bina noayveHa oTany-
HaA moAenb ANA ToAwmHbl cteHKn MKM: naowaab nog,

NULLEBOAHO-Kenyao4Horo nepexona

Kpuson AUC coctasuna 0,988 + 0,06, a TonwmHa 11,5 mm
ABMNIACH KPUTMYECKMM 3HaveHnem ana PIKI ¢ nokasate-
NAMM YyBCTBUTENBHOCTM (Se) 96,74 % n cneunduyHoCcTM
(Sp) 94,67 %. Npu TONLWMHE CTEHKM BbILE AAHHOTO 3Ha-
YyeHua BepoaTHocTb PIMHKI Bo3pacTana. OTHOCUTENbHbIN
puck (RR) coctasun 21,7733; 95 % M (o1 8,37 po 56,86).

TaKKe noslyyeHa OT/InYHaA Moaesb AN HapyKHOro
AnameTpa abgomuHanbHoro otaena nuuesoga: AUC —
0,917 £ 0,022, c KPUTUYECKMM 3HAYEHNEM AMameTpa
18,5 mm (Se — 86,96 % n Sp— 86,67 %), RR 5,695; 95 %
OW (ot 3,488 no 9,3).

CpaBHUTENbHbIM aHann3 ocHOBHbIX MCKT-xapakTe-
pucTnK cteHku MK npu PMXKI nokasan cneaytoulee:
- Xopolre MoAenu — ANA MIOTHOCTHbIX XapaKTepu-

CTUK CTEHKM B HaTuee (nnowaab nog ROC kpusoi

AUC-0,767 £ 0,034, c KpUTHUYECKUM 3HaYeHnem 36,5

ea.H (Se — 66,29 %, Sp — 79,37 %), RR—2,079; 95 %

N (1,585-2,726);

MakcumManbHbIA HapyXKHbIA guameTp
HUKHEN TPeTU Nuuiesoaa

TonwuHa cTeHkK
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Puc. 4. ROC KpuBble, NonyyYeHHble ana oCHOBHbIX MCKT-xapaktepuctuk cteHku MKMN npu pake B cpaBHEHUU C HOPMOW 1 330darnTte B HaTUBE

1 npu 6ONOCHOM KOHTPACTUPOBAHUM.

Fig. 4. ROC curves obtained for the main MSCT characteristics of the wall in cancer in comparison with the norm and esophagitis in the native

and bolus contrast.
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- O4YeHb XOpoLlaA MoAe/Nb ANA NAOTHOCTU CTEHKU B ap-
TepuanbHyto pasy (AUCO0,856 + 0,026, C KpUTUYECKUM
3HauyeHunem 57,5 ea.H (Se—73,33 %, Sp—83,33 %), RR
2,806; 95 % AWM (ot 2,049 go 3,843) u gna NNOTHO-
CTM B BeHO3Hyo ¢asy (AUC — 0,859 + 0,025, ¢ Kpu-
TMYeCKMMm 3HayeHnem 70,5 ea.H (Se — 78,65 %, Sp —
77,78 %), RR 2,825; 95 % AU (2,003-3,986);

- OTIMYHAA Mmoaenb ANA NAOTHOCTU CTEHKM B OTCPO-
yeHHyto ¢asy: AUC—-0,930 £ 0,018, c KpuTU4ecKkum
3HavyeHuem 57,5 ea.H (Se — 95,29 %, Sp — 80,16 %),
RR 7,151; 95 % AU (3,975-12,863) (puc. 4).

MoKa3zaTenu 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTH, CNeLUPUYHOCTH

W ToyHoCcTU HaTuBHoro MCKT nccnegosaHma B nepeuy-

HoMm BblABneHumn PIMHKIM coctasunn 86,4 %, 86 % n 86,3 %.

JononHeHne HaTUBHOIO UCCNEL0BaHNA BHYTPUBEHHbIM

60NOCHBIM KOHTPACTHbIM YCUIEHUEM U MPUMEHEHMWE

MEeTOAMKM MOSIMNO3ULLMOHHOTO UCCAe0BaHNA NO3BO-

JNINNO yNy4ywnTb AnarHocTuKy PMKIM 1 nonyumts 6onee

BbICOKME MoKasaTenn YyscTeutenbHoctu (90,4 %), cne-

unounuHoctm (91,2 %) n TouHoctH (90,7 %).

MCKT nokasana 40CTaTOYHO BbICOKME pe3ynbTaThl

B onpeaefieHun Kateropum T: YNCAO UCTUHHO NOJIOXKMU-

Te/IbHbIX C/ly4aes B Kateropuun T1 6binoy 4 us 6 (66,7 %),

T2-13 n3 17 (76,5 %), T3-14 n3 18 (77,8 %), T4a—25

n3 29 (86,2 %), T46 —6 n3 6 (100 %) nccnefoBaHHbIX.

B uenom 4ncno UCTUHHO NONOKUTENbHbIX CAy4aes

B onpeaeneHun kateropum T coctaBuno 62 (81,6 %).

Y 8 (10,5 %) naumeHToB Mo AaHHbIM MCKT 6blna runep-

AMarHocTmKa rnybuHbl HBasMn ny 6 (7,9 %) — runo-

AvarHocTuka. Obuwan TouHocTb MCKT B onpegeneHnu

rny6uHbl MHBasum (T-cTagum) coctasuna 81,6 %.

MCKT nokasasa BbICOKyto crneumduyHocTb (98,6 %)

B onpegeneHnn paHHel ctagum (T1) PNMKN ¢ BbICOKMMM

NoKasaTeNsmmn To4HocTH (96,1 %), HO C HEBBICOKMMM MO-

Ka3aTeNAMM YyBCTBUTENBHOCTH (66,7 %). C yBennYeHnem

cTagnn PMXM (T-KaTeropusa) nokasaTenu 4yBCTBUTE b-
HocT MCKT cTaHOBMAUCH BbiLE, @ CNeLUPUUHOCTM U TOY-
HOCTM TO }Ke 0CTaBa/InCb A0CTaTOYHO BbICOKMMM (Tabn. 1).

OBCYMAEHUE

TaK¥Ke, Kak 1 BONbLIMHCTBO OTEYECTBEHHbIX U 3apy-
6eXKHbIX uccnegoBaTteneit, Mbl CTOIKHYIUCb CO CAOXK-
HOCTAMM B BbiiBNeHUN paHHuX (T1) ctaguin PMXKN
BBUAY Masioro obbema nopakeHua opraHa [19; 22;
23]. YcTaHOBAEHO, YTO NOYTH TpeTb (73,4 %) 601bHbIX
PMXM BbifaBnAOTCA B 3aNyLWEHHOW CTaanK, B CBA3M C YEM
OTMeYeHbl KpaHe BbICOKME NOKa3aTenn NeTasibHOCTH
nauuneHTos c PMXIM Ha nepBom rogy ¢ MOMeHTa ycTa-
HOBKM AMarHosa [24].

Haunbonbliee YUCN0 NOKHOOTPULLATENBHBIX U NOKHO-
NOJIOXKMUTE/NbHbIX PE3YNbTAaTOB B HALLEM UCCAEA0BaAHNM
6b110 NpY pasrpaHUyeHnn Kateropuin T2 n T3, T3 n T4a,
YTO COrNacyeTca C AaHHbIMM APYrvMX UcCnegoBaHmin [25-28).

MMnepgmarHocTnKa ctagum pT2 B ctopoHy MCKT-T3
CTaguu 6bina BblABAEHA Y ABYX NALMEHTOB, YTO MO pe-
3y/NIbTaTam NATOrMCTONOrMYECcKoro uccnesosanus (MNrn)
6b110 B C/1y4aAX COMETAHWA PEAKTUBHbIX BOCMANUTENbHbIX
n3meHeHum cteHkm MK B 30He pacnonoXKeHus paKko-
BOM onyxonu. MnepanarHocTnKa ctagmm pT3 B CTOPOHY
MCKT-T4a ctaguu 6bina obycnosneHa HaaMYMEM Nepu-
racTpuTa W CK/Iepo3a OKpY»KatoLwen KieTyaTku B O4HOM
cnyyae. A B Apyrux AByx cay4vasx 3To 6b110 CBA3AHO
C UHBa3Mewn KMPOBOW KAEeTYaTKM BLONb CybCEPO3HOro
€101 Mafioro casbHMKa 6e3 Bbixoza NpoLecca Ha cepos-
HYt0 060/104KY (4TO CO34aBaNI0 KAPTUHY BbIpaXKeHHOM
TAMUCTOCTM NepUracTpanbHoro xupa no MCKT).

Mbl COrnacHbl ¢ aBTOPaMM, YTO OLIMOKN B OLLEHKE
pacnpoCTpaHEeHHOCTN ONYXO0/IM Ha COCeHNE aHATOMM-
yeckue CTPYKTYpbI (cTaama T4) yawe Bcero 06bAcCHAOTCA

Ta6bauua 1. AuarHoctuueckas uHpopmatusHoctb MCKT npu onpegeneHuu rny6unbl uusasum PMXKIM (n = 76)
Table 1. Diagnostic informativeness of MSCT in determining the depth of EGJC invasion (n = 76)

[okasaTenu AnarHocTmyeckom

MCKT — cragusa / MSCT based stages

nHbopmaTmsHocTu, % /
Indicators of diagnostic

informativeness, % 1 vz = e T46
YyscteutenobHocTs (AN 95 %) / 66,7 76,5 77,8 86,2 100,0
Sensitivity (Cl 95%) (22,3-95,7) (50,1-93,2) (52,4-93,6) (68,3-96,1) (54,1-100)
CneuundunuHoctb (AN 95 %) / 98,6 98,1 91,4 93,6 97,1
Specificity (Cl 95%) (92,3-100) (89,9-100) (81-97,1) (82,5-98,7) (90,1-99,7)
TouHocTb / Accuracy 96,1 92,9 88,2 90,8 97,4
MporHocTnyHoCTbL

NONOXUTENBHOIO pesyabTaTa / 80 92,9 73,7 89,3 75
Positive Predictive Value

MpOrHoCTUYHOCTb

oTpULaTenbHOro pesyabraTa / 97,2 92,9 93 91,7 100,0

Negative Predictive Value
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OTCYTCTBUEM UM CNAabOI BbIPAKEHHOCTbIO XKMPOBOM
KnetyaTku y naumeHTos ¢ PXK u PMXKI BBMAy Kaxekcnun
nauuyeHToB [12; 28]. Hamu B 2-X c/lydyasnx OTMeYeHa runo-
AunarHocTuka pT4a ctagum B ctopoHy MCKT-T3. B o6omx
CNy4Yaax MUMefiacb MUKPOUHBA3MA OMYX0AU B CEPO3HYIO
060/104Ky Masioro casnbHMKa no pesynbtatam M. Bo
BCEX C/Iy4anx No AaHHbIM MCKT BbIsiBAANN YETKUIA U POB-
HbI HAPYKHbIN KOHTYP YTONLWEHHOW CTEHKMU, NNLWb
B O4HOM C/y4ae — Haanyme MMHUMaIbHOM TAMKMUCTOCTHU
B NepuracTpanbHOM }KUPOBOM KneTyaTKe.

Moka3aTenn AnarHocTM4ecKon MHGOPMaTUBHOCTH
MCKT npwu T-ctaguposaHuu PMTXKI, nonyvyeHHble HaMmu,
B LLe/IOM COI/1aCcOBbIBAIOTCA C AAaHHbIMM IUTEPATYPSI, Fae
ToyHocTb MCKT ana obuwein ctaguun T BapbupyeTca oT
77 % £o 89 %. K npumepy, B pabote Kim H. J. c coasT. Ha
pesynbTatax uccnegosaHua 106 naumeHToB yCTaHOB/EHO,
yto npu MCKT TOouHOCTb OnpeaeneHna ctagun T yBenu-
ynsaetca 20 84 % npu NOCTPOEHUN MYNbTUNIAHAPHOMN
pekoHcTpyKumn (MPR) [29]. B nybanKkaumax oTMeYeHo,
4yTO O6bEAEHNE METOAMK BUPTYa/IbHOM FAacTPOCKONUMU
n MPR cnocobcTByeT yBenmueHunto obuieit TO4HOCTH
MCKT [30]. CornacHo 06beaAnHEHHOMY MeTaaHanumsy,
yyscTBUTENbHOCTL MICKT B BbIABNEHMM PAaKOBOW MHBA3UMK
B CepO3Hyto 060/104KY (T4) NO AaHHbIM PA3HbIX aBTOPOB
poxoaut ot 82,8 % no 100 %, a cneunoumyHoctb—oT 80 %

NULLEBOAHO-Kenyao4Horo nepexona

00 96,8 % [25-29]. Mo AaHHbIM APYroro KPynHoro meta-
aHanu3a no uHdopmatTusHoctn MCKT u 3Y3U (aHaockonu-
YECKOro yNbTPa3ByKOBOIO UCCNEA0BAHMA) B AUATHOCTUKE
PX B 12 nccnegosaHusax (obuee uncno obcneaoBaHHbIX
2047), noKkasaTenn 4yBCTBUTE/IbHOCTU U cneundudHocTH
MCKT B onpegeneHun T-ctaguin coctasuan: T1-71% un
94 %; T2—-59 % 1n 80 %, T3-63 % 1 81 %, T4—66 % 1 96 %
cooTBeTCTBEHHO [31]. B Hawem nccnefoBaHWm bbina oTme-
yeHa bonee BbICOKas AMarHoCTMYeCcKas MHPOPMATUBHOCTb
MCKT B pa3srpaHuyeHunn ctaguii MHKIM no kateropun T.

3AK/TIOMEHUE

Pe3synbraTtbl nccnenoBaHMA NO3BONAIOT YTBEPKAATD,
410 MCKT MOHO Ha3BaTb BbICOKOMHGOPMATUBHbLIM
MeToAoM Anda onpeaeneHna ctagum PITKI ¢ Bo3mox-
HOCTbO HEMHBA3UBHO OLLEHMBATb JIOKaJIbHOE pacnpo-
cTpaHeHue onyxonn. MupopmatmeHocTb MCKT mMOXKHO
06BACHUTD TAK Ke BO3MOMKHOCTbIO ObICTPOro NoayYeHums
MHorodasHbIX M306paxKeHU ¢ 0OfHOKPATHbIM BBEAEHU-
eM BHYTPUBEHHOIO KOHTPACTHOrO BellecTea. bontocHoe
KOHTpAcTHoe ycuneHune B npotokone MCKT asnaetca
0b60CHOBAHHbIM, TaK KaK NO3BOASET MOBLICUTb B LLEJIOM
AMarHocTuyeckyto MHGOPMaTUBHOCTb MeToAa B Ana-
rHocTuke PITXKI.
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