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Pesiome

Lienb uccnepoBaHms. M3yueHuve BIMAHUA GaKTOPOB PUCKA peLLMaMBa paKka npeacTatesibHow enesbl (PMK) nocne pagukanbHoro
XUPYPIrUYECKOro eYeHms Ha HebnaronpuaTHoe TeyeHne peunamnsa 3a6onesaHmns ¢ GOpMUPOBaHMEM U3 COBOKYMHOCTU Hanbonee
3HaYMMbIX GaKTOPOB MOAENN, OTPAXKAIOLLEN BEPOATHOCTb HACTYMN/IEHWUA PeLuanBa.

Matepuanbl U meToapl. MpoBeaéH PETPOCNEKTUBHBIN aHaNN3 KNMHUYECKUX, NaTOMOPGONOrMYECKMX U NepUonepaLMoHHbIX
napameTpos 803 60/1bHbIX PaKOM MpeacTaTeibHOM Kenesbl (PMHK), KOTOpbIM BbINOMHEHO PagUKaIbHOE XMPYPruYeckoe edeHne
B 06beMe paguKanbHOW NPOCTaTaKTOMUKU. CpeacTBamMm NOTUCTUYECKOW perpeccum Bbina NoCcTpoeHa MoZEe/b OLEHKU PUCKA peum-
OMBa oA naumeHTos ¢ PMIK, B KOTOpyto BOLWAK 7 MOKa3aTeNei, OANH U3 KOTOPbIX KOIMYECTBEHHbIN (Bpemsa mexay buoncuei
M Ha4ya/IoM JIeYeHUA) U WECTb KaTeropuanbHbix (rpynna rpagaumm ISUP, cT, cN+, NO3UTUBHbIN XMPYPruYecKuin Kpal, ypoBeHb
npocTatuyeckoro cneunduyeckoro aHtureHa (MCA) nocne onepauyn, pN+). MocTpoeHne NOrMcTUYEcKon perpeccMoHHON Mogenu
3aK/K0YaA/I0Ch B MONYYEHUM XapPaAKTEPUCTUK NOTUCTUYECKON GyHKLUMM W ana ctaHaapTHoro ypasHeHus y = exp(U) / (1 + exp()).
Pe3ynbratbl. Onpeaenns KoaddULMEHTbI 417 KaXKA0r0 U3 NoKasaTtenen, nonyyeHo W ans oueHkn pucka peunamsa W = 0,485
x X1+ 1,937 x X2+ 0,789 x X3 + 3,229 x X4 + 0,443 x X5 + 0,880 x X6 + 0,015 x X7-6,65. B popmyne Kaxkablit U3 KospdnumeHToB
perpeccumn onucbiBaeT pasmep BK/IaAa COOTBETCTBYOLWEro GpakTopa 1 ABAAETCA NONOXKUTENbHBIMU. TaKMM 06pa3om, KaxKAabll U3
baKTOpOoB MoAeNu yBennumBaeT 061U pUCK peunamsa. KauecTBo NonyyeHHOM Moaenv onpeaeneHo NoKasaTeNem Xu-KBaapar =
284,3; p < 0,001; OR = 28,45. YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb AAaHHOW MoZenu coctasuna 86,6 %, cneumdunyHocTb — 81,5 %, AnarHocTnyeckan
To4YHOCTb— 82,7 %.

3aKknoueHue. MocTpoeHHan Moaesib NO3BO/IAET OLLEHUTb BEPOATHOCTb PeLnanBa nocae paguKkanbHoro nevyenus (Pr3) 6onb-
HbIX PAKOM MpPEeACTaTeNbHOW XKefle3bl B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT CTEMNEHU BbIPaXKEHHOCTU Habopa NPeANKTUBHBIX GaKTOPOB NPOrHO3
nonoxutenbHoro a¢dekta gaercs npu y > 0,5, oTpuuatenbHoro npu y < 0,5, Takux Kak rpynna rpagaumv ISUP, mecTHas pac-
NPOCTPaHEHHOCTb 3a60/1eBaHUA, KNIMHUYECKN onpeaensiemoe noparKeHne AMMPaTUHecKnx y3n0s, NO3UTUBHbIN XMPYPrUYecKunit
Kpaii, yposeHb MNCA yepes 1 mec. nocne onepauum 6onee 0,09 Hr/MAn, HaMUMe PErMOHA/bHbBIX METACTA30B, a TaKXe Bpems
Mexay buoncueit U Hauyanom NeyeHus.
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Abstract

Purpose of the study. The study’s objective is to investigate the influence of risk factors for recurrence of prostate cancer (PCa)
after radical surgical treatment on the unfavourable course of recurrence of the disease with the formation of a set of the most
significant factors of a model that reflects the likelihood of relapse.

Materials and methods. A retrospective analysis of clinical, pathomorphological and perioperative parameters of 803 patients
with PCa after radical prostatectomy was carried out. By means of logistic regression, a model for assessing the risk of recurrence
for patients with prostate cancer was built, which included 7 indicators, one of which was measured by quantity (time between
biopsy and start of treatment) and six categorical ones (ISUP grade group, cT, cN+, positive surgical margin, PSA level after surgery,
pN+). The construction of a logistic regression model consisted in obtaining a characteristic of the logistic function W for the
standard equation y = exp({) / (1 + exp(Y)).

Results. Substituting the coefficients obtained for each of the indicators, we obtain W to assess the risk of relapse W = 0.485 x X1+
1.937 x X2 + 0.789 x X3 +3.229 x X4 + 0.443 x X5 + 0.880 x X6 + 0.015 x X7-6.65. In the resulting formula, each of the regression
coefficients describes the size of the contribution of the corresponding factor. In our case, all regression coefficients were pos-
itive, which means that this factor increases the overall risk of relapse. The quality of the resulting model is determined by the
chi-square = 284.3; p < 0.001; OR = 28.45. The sensitivity of this model was 86.6 %, specificity 81.5 %, diagnostic accuracy 82.7 %.
Conclusion. This model makes it possible to obtain the probability of recurrence after radical prostatectomy depending on the
severity of a specific set of predictive signs (a positive effect is predicted fory > 0.5, a negative one for y < 0.5) and the degree of
influence of one or a group of predictive signs on the likelihood of relapse, such as the ISUP grade group, locally advanced disease,
clinically detectable lymph node lesion, positive surgical margin, PSA level of more than 0.09 ng/ml 1 month after surgery, the

presence of regional metastases and the time between biopsy and the start of treatment.
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BBEAEHUE

HecmoTps Ha coBpeMeHHble BO3MOMKHOCTM PafmKaib-
HOTO JIeYeHUA HeMeTacTaTUYECKOro paKa NpeacTaTeNb-
HOW »Kenesbl, y 3HaYUTENbHOIO KOANYeCcTBa NaLMEHTOB
nocse pagukanbHou npocrataktomun (PM3) n nyyesoi
Tepanuu (1T) oTmeyvaeTcs peungms 3abonesaHus, Nnpo-
ABNAOLMINCA POCTOM NPOCTAaTUYECKOTO cneunduyeckoro
aHTureHa (NCA) (Bnoxummnueckmnin peumams (bXP)) n/unu
noaBaeHMeM KNMHMYEeCKMX odaros [1].

MNaen o BO3MOXKHOCTU NPOrHO3MPOBaHMA peunamea
passuBatotcsa 6onee 20 net. M3HavanbHO OHM BblAN OCHO-
BaHbl Ha labopaTopHbIxX (ypoBeHb MCA), dU3NKaNbHbIX
(maHHbIe MPU) n mopdonornyeckux (cteneHb gubdepeH-
uMpoBanu onyxonu) napametpax [2; 3]. PaHHMe paboTbl
NMoKasasau, YTO MOAE/b C KOMNAEKCHbIM BKAIOYEHUEM
Hanbosiee 3HaYMMbIX MOKa3aTenen ¢ 6onbllel BeponT-
HOCTbIO NPOrHO3MPYET PUCK MPOrpeccMpoBaHmns No cpas-
HEHMIO C OTAEeNbHBIMW NapameTpamu [4; 5].

CoBpeMeHHble MeToAbl Iy4EBOM AMATHOCTUKM NpU-
BOAAT K NOABMIEHUIO HOBbIX HOMOrpamm. Tak, Di Trapani
E. ¥ coaBTOPbI UCMO/Ib30BANN MYILTUNAPAMETPUYECKYIO
MarHMTHO-pe3oHaHcHy Tomorpaduio (MnMPT) B Kaye-
CTBE OCHOBHOTO MeTo4a NPOrHO3a MeTacTaTUYecKoro
nopaeHua permoHapHbix AMmdoysnos y 742 naymeH-
TOB, MO/YYMBLUMX BNOCNEACTBUM SleveHme B 06beme Pl
C paclwmnpeHHol TazoBoi ammdogeHaktomus (PT/IAI).
Mo AaHHbIM NAaTOMOPHONOrMYECKOro UCCAE0BAHNSA
149 13 Hux (20 %) umenu ctaguto N1. MynbsTMBapuaHT-
Hasf NormcTuYeckas perpeccMoHHas Moaesnb NoKasana,
yTo ypoBeHsb MNCA (OR: 1,03; P =0.001), kateropusa ISUP
(OR:1,33; P =0.001), npouUEeHT NO3UTUBHbIX BUONCUIA-
HbIX cTon6ukos (OR: 1,01; P = 0.01) u 6ann BepoAaTHOCTH
Ha/INYMA IKCTPaAKaANCYNAPHOro PacnpocTpaHEHUA No
AaHHbIM MOMPT 6b11M accounnpoBaHbl ¢ 6onbluen Be-
POATHOCTbIO MeTacTa3oBs B AMmboy3nbl. Homorpamma,
OCHOBAHHasA Ha YKa3aHHbIX MPU3HaKaX C OLEHKOW 3KCTpa-
KancynsapHOM 3KCTEH3MM NOKasana ceba apdeKkTUBHbBIM
CNocoboMm BbIABUTb PEFMOHAPHbIE MeTacTasbl C BEPOAT-
HOCTbto 81 %, UTO NpPeBbILAET NOKa3aTe/lb HOMOIPAMMbI
Briganti (74 %) [6].

Taknm 06pasom, Ha CerogHALWHNN AeHb NOHATHO,
YTO KKMACCUYECKME» KPUTEPUU, NPEASIOKEHHbIE 6O-
nee 20 neT Hasafj, He COOTBETCTBYIOT COBPEMEHHbBIM
TpeboBaHMAM BBMAY 60/1bLIOrO pazbpoca pe3ynbTaToB
JIEYEHMA Y CXOXKMX NO KAMHUYECKUM XapaKTeEPUCTUKAM
nauneHToB. 3To TpebyeT 0T6OPa HOBbLIX GAKTOPOB PUCKA
nporpeccMpoBaHmnsa U pa3paboTKM HOBbIX HOMOFPaMM,
Nno3Bo/AOWMX C 60/blIe TOYHOCTHIO NPOrHO3NMPOBATb
pe3yNbTaTbl XMPYPrMYecKoro 1 KOMMAEKCHOTO IeYEHMs.

Lienb uccnepoBaHua: GopmnpoBaHMe U3 COBOKYM-
HOCTV Hanbonee 3HauYMMBbIX GAKTOPOB PUCKa peunamnsa
paKa npeacrtatenbHol )kenesbl (PMX) nocne pagukans-
HOrO XMPYPruyeckoro Ne4eHnna MoLeNun, OTparKatoLwemn
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BEPOATHOCTb HACTYN/JEHUA PELUUANBA, a TaKKe aHanu3
pe3yNbTaTUBHOCTU NOCTPOEHHOW /I0FMCTUYECKOM perpec-
CUOHHOWN MoAENN.

MATEPUA/IbI U METOAbI

MpoBeaéH peTpOCNeKTUBHbLIN aHaIN3 pe3ynbTaTos
neveHuna 812 naumeHTtos ¢ PN, KOTOpbIM BbINOAHEHO
paguKanbHOE XMPYypPruyeckoe feveHre B obbeme paau-
Ka/IbHOM NPOCTAaTIKTOMUN.

Kpumepuu ekntoyeHus

Y BCeX NaLMEHTOB, BKIOYEHHDIX B aHaM3, Obl1 BbIAB-
JIEH JIOKA/IM30BaHHbIA MM MECTHOPACNPOCTPAHEHHbIN
pak npeactatenbHom Kenesbl. CTagMpoBaHUe NpoBoau-
JI0Cb B COOTBETCTBUM C peKoMeHaaumamm EBponeickoi
accounaumn yponoros (EAU). Kputepmuamm BrknoueHun
B MCCNe0BaHUeE ABNANUCL Hanume natomopdonoruye-
CKM BepnPULMPOBAHHON aleHOKAPLMHOMbI NPOCTaThl,
JNIOKaNIM30BaHHbINA UIN MECTHO-PACMPOCTPAHEHHbIN
XapaKkTep npouecca (oTCyTCTBME PEerMoHaNbHbIX U OTAa-
JIeHHbIX MeTacTa3oB), OTCYTCTBME B aHAMHE3e NPOTUBO-
OMnyx0/1eBOM Tepanuu, NPoBOAMMOM MO NOBOAY pakKa
npocTaTbl, BO3pacT NauueHTa 4o 75 neT, oxungaemas
NPOAONKUTENBHOCTb XU3HU HA MOMEHT BbINO/NHEHUA
onepauuu > 10 net, OTCYTCTBUE aKTUBHOM COMNYTCTBY-
oLwen NaTonormm, NoaHaa MHGOPMaLMA O KNMHUYe-
CKOM CTagupoBaHuM, neyebHOM 3Tane, pesynbraTax
naTomopdonornyeckoro nccaefosaHua GUONCUNHOTO
W nocseonepaumMoHHOro maTepuana, gaHHble noce-
onepaunoHHOro HabaAeHUA B TeYUEHNE KaK MUHUMYM
oA HOro roga. 3 nccnenoBaHmA UCKAKOYEHbI NALMEHTBI
C MeTacTaTMYyecKum (oTaaneHHble meTacTtasbl U/mamn
nopakeHue permoHapHbIX 1MMGOY310B) NPOLLECCOM,
a TaKKe NoJlyYnBLIME C MOMEHTA NOCTAHOBKM AMarHo3a
Ao P13 nyyesyto Tepanuio AN CUCTEMHOE NeveHune (rop-
MOHa/IbHY0, XMMWUOTOPMOHANbHYIO TePanuto).

ObcnedosaHue 00 onepayuu U cmaouposaHue

Ha aTane KoHcynbTMpoBaHMA nocne ob6cae0BaHNA BCe
NauneHTbl 66111 NPOMHPOPMMUPOBAHDI C B3ATUEM COMNa-
CuA, YTO AMArHOCTMKa PAcNpPOCTPAHEHHOCTMN Npouecca
M KOpPPEKLMA CONYTCTBYHOLLEN NATONOTMK NPU HeEObX0AH-
MOCTM MOXKET NnoTpeboBaTb 6O/bLLE BPEMEHU U YBENNYUTD
WHTepBan BpemeHu (UB) Lo BbINONHEHUA onepaLyn. Tak-
TUKA U KOHOUAEHLMANBHOCTb AaHHbIX COOTBETCTBOBAAN
NpUHLMNam XenbCMHKCKON aeknapaumun. CtagmpoBaHue
1 cTpaTMduKaLmMa No rpynnam pucka NnporpeccMpoBaHus
NPOBOAMIOCH HA OCHOBaHUM 06bEKTUBHOIO 06CcnenoBa-
HUA (BKOYan NanbLEBOE PeKTasibHOE UCCNeL0BaHUE),
nabopaTopHbix Nnokasatenel (MCA), gaHHbIX 6BMoncum
(BbINONHANACH NOA TPAHCPEKTA/IbHBIM Y/IbTPA3BYKOBbIM
KOHTPONEM, B3ATMEM 06bIYHO 12—16 CTONOUKOB TKaHU U3
obeunx gonen NpPocTaTbl, CEMEHHbIX Ny3blPbKOB) cornac-
HO cucTeMbl KnaccuduKaumm MexKayHapoAHOM WKObI
yponatonoros (ISUP, International Society of Urological
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Pathology) nepecmotpos 2005, 2014 roaoB, AaHHbIX
nyyeBoit anarHocTukm (MPT Tasa, KT rpygHoMn KneTku
M 6PIOLIHOM NONOCTU, OCTEOCLMHTUIPadUA).

MB cunTanoch KOANYECTBO CYTOK MeXKAY BbINOAHEHNEM
6uoncumn npocTaTbl M BbiNosHeHWeM PM3. B 3aBucmocTu
oT MB, naumeHTbl 6blIN pa3geneHbl Ha rPynnbl: NOAy-
UYMBLLME XMpPYpPrMyeckoe sedveHune B TedeHne 30 aHen,
B NnpomeKyTok mexay 30 u 90 gHei 1 6onee 90 gHeN.

XupypauyecKkoe ne4yeHue U namomopgono2udecKas

OoueHKa npenapama

Bcem naumeHTam NNaHMPOBaNoChb BbINOSIHEHWE Na-
MapoCKOMMYECKOWN PaaMKaNbHOM NpocTaTaKTOMUM (yaa-
NleHWe NpeacTaTeNnbHOM Kenesbl, CEMEHHbIX Ny3blpb-
KoB). OLLEeHKA BEPOATHOCTM HAIMYMNA PErMOHANbHbIX
MeTacTa3oB NPOBOAUAOCH NO paHee NPeasoKEeHHbIM
HoMorpammam [7]. B cnyyae nosnyyeHuna pesynbrata,
npesbliwatowero 5 %, B xoge onepauunm BbINOAHANACH
[ABYXCTOPOHHAA pacwmpeHHas numoaeHaktomumsa (J1A3)
B paHee onucaHHom obbeme [8; 9]. Kaxkaoe onepaTMsHoe
BMeLLaTeNbCTBO NPOBOAMAOCH O4HUM U3 XMPYPrOB, y4acT-
BYIOLLMX B UCCNELOBAHMM, KaXKabli U3 KOTOPbIX 0b1agan
ONbITOM BbINOIHEHWA 1ANAPOCKOMMUYECKOM PaNKaNIbHON
NPOCTAaTIKTOMMM COrNacHo pekomeHaaumam [10]. NaTo-
mopdonornyeckan oL,eHKa matepuana NpoBoAMAACH
nocae 6GMoONCcMM NPOCTaThl M NOC/E NPOCTATIKTOMUM.

Pexcum Habn0O0eHUA U OYyeHKU 3ghpekmusHocmu

nevyeHuA

YposeHb obutero MNCA oueHUBancs 4o Havyana neve-
HUA, fanee —eemMecAYHO 0 XUPYPrUYECcKoro e4eHmns,
nocne Hero —uyepes 1 mec., fanee — Kaxgble 3 mec. 40
2 net, ganee —Kaxkgble 6 mecaues. buoxmummueckmm
peunansom (BXP) cumTtanoch BbisiBneHue yposHs MCA
0,2 Hr/mn 1 6onee Nocae NPOCTaTIKTOMUM.

BAvsAHWe BpemeHM ¢ MOMeHTa BUoncum Ao paamKaib-
HOWM NPOCTAaTIKTOMUM OLLEHWBA/IOCh NO PA3HULLE MeXAY
rpynnamu HebnaronpuATHbLIX NOCAeonepaLMoHHbIX
NaTomMmopdONOrMYecKnX XapakTepucTmK (NofoxKuTeNb-
HbIV XMpypruyeckunit kpan (MXK), mectHas pacnpocTtpa-
HEHHOCTb, cymma [incoHa 8 u Bbilwe, meTacTaTudeckoe
noparkeHue permoHasbHbIX IMMbOY310B), BblXKMBaE-
mocTu 6e3 BXP, pakosocneundmyeckon (PCB) 1 obuian
BbIxkuBaemoctn (OB).

MocmpoeHue modenu

[na BbiABneHNA GaKTOpPOB, BANAIOLLUX Ha peLManBU-
poBaHue B My/NbTUPAKTOPHOM perpeccCMoOHHOM aHanuse
nNpoBeAeH aHaM3 KIMHUYECKUX, MAaTOMOPHOIOrMYeCcKnx
M NepronepaumnoHHbIX faHHbIX. CpeacTBaMu NormcTmye-
CKOW perpeccuu bblna NOCTPOEHA MOAENb OLLEHKN PUCKA
peunamea ana naumeHTos ¢ P, B KoTopyto Bowau 7
noKasaTtesniei, 0aMH U3 KOTOPbIX KOJIMYECTBEHHBIN (Bpems
MexAay buoncmen 1 Ha4anoM eYeHUs) U WeCTb KaTe-
ropuanbHbix (rpynna rpagaunm ISUP B 6uoncuitHom
matepuane, cT, cN+, NO3UTUBHBIN XMPYPTUYECKUIN KpaK,
ypoBeHb MNCA nocne onepauuu, pN+).

paxkom npencrarenbunﬁ enesbl nocne pannKaannﬁ NPOCTaTIKTOMMUK

MocTpoeHne NOrMcTUUYECKOM PerpeccMoHHO Moaenm
3aK/104AN0Ch B NOJYYEHUMN XaPAKTEPUCTUK NOTUCTU-
yeckoi dyHKUMM W ans CTaHZAPTHOrO YpaBHEHUA Y =
exp(P) / (1 + exp(W)). CornacHo dopmyne, normctuyeckas
dyHKumA onpegenaetca Kak W = A1l x X1 + A2 x X2 + A3
X X3 + Adx X4 + A5 x X5 +A4 x X6 + A5 x X7 + B.

PE3Y/IbTATbI UCCNNIEAOBAHUA

B oKoHYaTenbHbIN aHanm3 Bownn 815 naumeHToBs,
NONYYMBLUMX PAaANKaNbHOE XMPYPrUYECKOe leveHme no
NoBOAY SI0KAa/IM30BAHHOIO UM MECTHOPACNPOCTPaHEH-
Horo PM}, 13 KOTOpbIX MHTEPBaA BPEMEHU OT bruoncum
[0 pagMKanbHoro neveHms 6oin n3BecteH y 812 60/bHbIX.
MeauaHa HabntogeHWA 3a NaLMeHTamm cocTaBuaa 61 mec.

Bcero 3a Bpems HabnoaeHus passuTtne bXP 6bino oT-
MeyeHo y 179 (22,3 %) naumeHToB. KnMHUYecKmne, nato-
Mmopdonornyeckme n nocneonepaumoHHble XapaKTepucTym-
KM 3TUX NaLMEHTOB B CPAaBHEHWUW C TEMMU, Y KOTO Pa3BUTUA
peunamnBa He 0OTMEeYEHO, NpeacTasaeHbl B Tabamue 1.

B noctpoeHnn mogenu cpeacTsamm N0rMCTUYECKOM
perpeccuu u3 npeactaBaeHHbIX B Tabanue faHHbIX
3HaYMmoe BAUAHME Ha NporHo3nposaHue BXP okasa-
1N TaKMe KavyecTBeHHble NapamMeTpbl Kak rpynna rpa-
paumnn ISUP, K1MHMYecKan oueHKa MeCcTHOM pacnpo-
cTpaHEHHOCTU (> cT2c), KAMHUYECKN onpedensemoe
nopaxeHue nMmoaTmyecknx y3nos (cN+), NO3UTUBHbIN
XMpYpruyecknin kpamn, yposeHb NCA yepes 1 mec. nocne
onepauuu (6onee 0,09 Hr/mn), HanUUMe permMoHanbHbIX
meTacTa3oB (pN+).

Kpome Toro, Kputepmem, okasaBLIUM BAUAHUE HA
BEPOATHOCTb pa3BuTUA BXP oKkazanca oanH KoNUYecTBeH-
HbI NPU3HAK — Bpema mexay buoncuelt n Havyanom
NleyeHunsn, B3aMMOCBA3b KOTOPOro OLLEHEHA OTAENbHO
W npeacTaBneHa B Tabaunye 2.

CyTb NOTUCTUYECKOWN pErpeccMoOHHOM MOLENN 3aKto-
YyaeTcA B NOJIYyYEHUUN XapPaKTEPUCTUK JIOTUCTUYECKOMN
dyHKunm W, MNMocTpoeHHaa moaenb NO3BOAAET OLEHUTb
BEPOATHOCTb peunansa nocne PM3 B 3aBnucumoctn ot
CTENEeHU BblPaXKeHHOCTU Habopa NPeaMKTUBHbLIX GaKTo-
poB (NporHo3 nonoxutenbHoro apdeKkTa gaerca npu y
> 0,5, oTpuuatensHoro npuy < 0,5) 1 cTeneHn BANAHUA
O4HOTO WAM FPYNNbl NPEAMKTUBHBIX GaKTOpPOB (Tabnunua
3), B TOM YMCNE U B NPOLEHTAX, HAa BEPOATHOCTb HaCTyn-
NeHnA BUOXMMMYECKOTO peunamBa. JlormcTmueckan GyHK-
uMs BbIMNAAUT cneayowmm obpasom: W = Al x X1 + A2 x
X2+ A3 x X3 + Ad x X4 + A5 x X5 + A4 x X6 + A5 x X7 + B.

Mcnonb3ys KoadpduumeHTbl M3 Tabanubl Ne 3, nonyumm
W anA OLEHKM pUCKa peLuamnea nocsie pagukanbHon npo-
ctaTakTommm: W = 0,485 x X1+ 1,937 x X2+ 0,789 x X3+
3,229 x X4 + 0,443 x X5 + 0,880 x X6 + 0,015 x X7-3,65.

Kaxabin KoapdUUMeHT onucbiBaeT BKAAL KOHKpeT-
Horo ¢akTopa. B cnyyae NonoKMTenbHOro 3Ha4YeHun
KoadppuumneHTa perpeccum GakTop yBeanmUnBaeT pUck
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M3y4yaemoro ucxoga npu ero yseandeHun. Ecnm xe
KO3pDULMEHT OTpULLaTENbHbIN — 3TOT haKTop obpaT-
HO NMPOMOPLMOHANbHO YMEHbLUIAET PUCK HACTYyNIeHUA
cobbITnA. B Hawem cnyyae Bce KoapdpuumeHTbl bbinm
NONOXKUTENBHBIMMU.

OueHKa KayecTBa Noly4YeHHOM MOLENN: XM-KBagpaT
=284,3; p < 0,001; OR = 28,45. CBoiicTBa NO/Ny4EHHOM
MoZenu npeacTaBaeHbl B Tabanue 4.

[na oueHKN pUCKa peumanBa Nocae paanKkanbHoOro
NedyeHus, Tpebyetca paccuntatb W (ocb abuucc), yunTbl-

Bas Mmetlowmecs gaHHble (X1-X7). Janee onpenenvtb
BEPOATHOCTb M3y4aemoro cobbiTvA (0Cb opANHAT) No
noructuyeckoin kpmsoi y = exp(P) / (1 + exp(V)).

MoporoBble 3Ha4YeHUA norncTudeckon dyHkumm W
ONA onpefeneHna pucka peunamsea:

W <-2,94 — pucK He npesblwaeT 5 %;

W < 0—puck He npesbiwaet 50 %;

W > 0—pwuck npesbiwaet 50 %;

W > 2,94 - puck npesbiwaet 95 %.

Ta6bnuua 1. CpaBHEHUE KIMHUYECKUX XapaKTEPUCTUK NaLMEHTOB C peuuansom u 6e3 Hero
Table 1. Comparison of clinical characteristics of patients with and without relapse

bes peunausa / C peumngusom /

MokasaTtens / Indicator Without relapse With relapse P-value
(n=633) (n=179)

Bospacrt (net) (meguaHa, IQR) / Age (years) (median, IQR) 64,0 (60,0-68,0) 63,0 (58,0-68,0) 0,02

MCA npu noctaHoBKe AnarHo3a, Hr/mn (meamana, IQR) / - _

PSA at diagnosis, ng/ml (median, IQR) 10,0 (6,7-15,0) 14,2(9,1-25,0) <0,0001

CreneHb anddepeHumposku ISUP no gaHHbIm 6uoncum /

Degree of differentiation of ISUP according to biopsy data

ISUP1, n (%) 409 (64,6) 58(32,3)

ISUP2, n (%) 134 (21,2) 47 (26,3)

ISUP3, n (%) 50 (7,9) 27 (15,1) <0,0001

ISUP4, n (%) 37 (5,8) 37(20,8)

ISUP5, n (%) 3(0,5) 10 (5,5)

KnuHunyeckan ctagusa (cTNM) / Clinical stage (cTNM)

<T2b, n (%) 317 (50,1) 39(21,8) < 0,0001

T2c, n (%) 239 (37,8) 72 (40,2) 0,6101

T3a, n (%) 56 (8,8) 33(18,4) 0,0005

>T3b, n (%) 21(3,3) 35(19,6) < 0,0001

cN+, n (%) 7(1,1) 23(12,8) <0,0001

Hanuume permoHanbHbIx metactasos /

The presence of regional metastases 35(5,6) 53(29,6) <0,0001

(pN+), n (%)

MONOXKUTENbHBIN XMPYPrudeckunit kpai /

Positive Surgical Edge 93 (14,7) 51 (28,5) < 0,0001

(R+)

MCA yepes 1 mecay nocne onepauuu, Hr/mn (meamana, IQR) / 0,008 (0,001-0,06) 0,13 (0,09-0,18) <0,0001

PSA 1 month after surgery, ng/ml (median, IQR)

MNpumeyanue: NCA — npocTatcneuunduyecknin anturen; ISUP — International Society of Urological Pathology, mexxayHapoaHoe obuiectso yponaTtonoros; IQR —

MHTEPKBAPTUAbHbINA MHTEPBA.

Note: PSA — prostate-specific antigen; ISUP — International Society of Urological Pathology, International Society of Uropathologists; IQR — interquartile range.

Tabauua 2. XapakTepucTUKM BpeMeHu mexay buoncueit U Hauanom neyeHus
Table 2. Characteristics of the time between the biopsy and the start of treatment

XapaKkTepucTukm /

bes peunausa / C peunpgusom /

MokasaTtens / Indicator Characteristics Without relapse With relapse P-value
(n=633) (n=179)

Bpema Meay 6Moncued u Hauanom Mtsd 61,58 + 35,55 82,17 + 45,86

nedenA (Konnyectso Aneit) / min + max 10+ 179 12 + 180 P =0,001

Time between biopsy and start of

treatment (number of days) Me (LQ; UQ) 54 (36,76) 71 (41;118)

100



WccnepoBanus u npaktika B Mepuumbe 2022, T. 9, N2 4, C. 96-105
Pesa C. A. =, Apnayto A. B., Knuuenko 0. A., Nlerpos C. b. / lporHocTiyeckan 3Ha4nMocTb NOTUCTUYECKOI PErpeccuOHHOM MOZIENW ANA OLUEHKN PUCKA PELMAMBA Y BONbHBIX
paKoM npefcTatenbHOiA Menesbl Nocne paanKkanbHoil NPOCTaT3KTOMUM

Tabnuua 3. KomnneKkc mogenbHbIX XapaKTepPUCTUK ANA OL,eHKM PUCKa peuuamnBa naumeHTos ¢ PMXK nocpegcteom
JNIOTUCTUYECKOW perpeccumn
Table 3. A set of model characteristics for assessing the risk of recurrence of patients with PCa through logistic regression

0603HayeHue Bennunna .
nepemeHHbix / KoadpduumeHTos / UL YOG RIEREL
MapameTtpbl mogenu / Morel parameters pe . 4 3Hauumoctu / Rank of
Designation of The value of the redictive significance
variables coefficients A1 — A7 P 8

CreneHb guodepeHumnposkm ISUP no gaHHbIM
6uoncum / Degree of differentiation of ISUP according X1 0,485 3
to biopsy data

MNopo3peHne Ha HannumMe permMoHaNbHbIX MeTaCTa3OB/

Suspicion of the presence of regional metastases (cN+) X2 1,937 4
MO/I0XKMTEIbHBIN XMPYPTUECKHiA Kpaii / X3 0,789 7
Positive surgical edge

MCA yepes 1 mec. nocne onepauum /

EngPSA in a month after surgery x4 3,229 6
cT ctagmsa / cT stage X5 0,443 5
pN+ X6 0,880 2
Bpema ot 6M_oncvm no onepauyu / X7 0,015 1
Time from biopsy to surgery

CBo6oaHbIN uneH / Free member B -3,65 n/a

MNpumeyanue: NCA — npocTatcneuunduyeckmnin anturen; ISUP — International Society of Urological Pathology, mexayHapoaHoe obuiectso yponaTtonoros; IQR —
MHTEPKBAPTU/bHbINA MHTEPBA.
Note: PSA — prostate—specific antigen; ISUP — International Society of Urological Pathology, International Society of Uropathologists; IQR — interquartile range.

Ta6nuua 4. OCHOBHbIE CBOCTBA MOAENN OLLEHKU PUCKa PeLMamnBa paka npocTtatbl nocae PM3
Table 4. Main properties of the model for assessing the risk of recurrence of prostate cancer after RPE

Csoicteo mogenu / Model features %

YyBcTBuTENbHOCTL / Sensitivity 86,6
CneumduuHocTsb / Specificity 81,5
MpPOrHOCTUYHOCTb NONOXUTENBHOIO pe3ynbTaTa / Positive predictive value 58,3
MporHoCTUYHOCTb OTpULaTeNnbHOro pesynbTata / Negative predictive value 95,3
[wnarHoctrnueckas TodHocTb / Diagnostic accuracy 82,7

:

/ Puc. 1. ROC aHanus. Jlornctnyeckan KpmBasa OLEHKM BEPOATHOCTU

n w & 0 o N 0 W

BepostHocTh peumiuBa
= =@ = 8 @ = @ =

7 peunausa nocne PM3.
Lr / 1 Fig. 1. ROC analysis. Logistic curve for estimating the probability of
a — L . . ! relapse after RPE.
-6 -4 -2 a 2 4 &
JlorucTuyeckas (1))‘HK11HH
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OBCYMAOEHUE

HecmoTpa Ha coBpemeHHbIN nporpecc B NOHUMa-
HWMK natoreHesa P} n BHegpeHMe HOBbIX MapKepoB.,
Hambonee NPU3HAHHbIMU KPUTEPUAMM YCTAHOBEHUA
BbICOKOIO pPMCKa [10 CUX NMOP OCTAOTCA CTeNeHb MECTHOM
pacnpoCcTpaHeHHOCTH, cymma [IMcoHa 1 ypoBeHb Npo-
cTaT-cneunduryeckoro aHTureHa. NposeaéHHbIE paHee
nccnenoBaHUA NoKa3ain, YTO NaLMEHTbI C YKa3aHHbIMU
HebnaronpuaATHbIMKU GaKkTopammn 6osiee CKNOHHBI K Npo-
rpeccMpoBaHMio, METACTa3nPOBAHUIO U CMepPTH OT 3abo-
nesaHuAa [11-13].

Bbonee 20 neT Ha3ag, BO3HUKNA MAeA KOMBMHMPOBATb
NPU3HaKK c Lensto opMnpoBaHUA eaAMHON MOAEeNN ANA
NPOrHO3MpPOBaHMUA PA3/INYHbBIX OHKONOTUYECKUX NCXOL0B.
Hanbonee WMpoKo BanNAMPOBaHHbIE M YACTO UCMNONb3Ye-
Mble C 3TON Lenbio —Homorpammel Partin AW u Kattan MW.
B oaHOM U3 Hanbosiee KPYMHbIX NO KOAMYECTBY HABPAHHbIX
naymeHToB (n = 996) U AAUTENBHOM NO NPOAO/IKUTENb-
HOCTM HabnoaeHnn 3a HUMKM (MeaunaHa — 37 mec.) aHa-
nuse Kattan MW 1 coaBTOpOB, BblxkMBaemocTb 6e3 EXP
B TeyeHue 7 net coctasuna 73 %; npn sTOM NporHocTuye-
CKaA TOYHOCTb HOMOTPaMMbl, MPEAJ/IOKEHHON aBTOPaAMMU,
coctasuna 89 % [5]. Ewe 6onbwas rpynna (4133 nauneHTa)
B aHanwm3e Partin AW 1 coaBTopoB 6bl/1a OLeHeHa Ha npea-
MeT BblfiBNEHMA HEBNAroNPUATHLIX XapaKTEPUCTMK Nocne
BbinosHeHMs PMN3 [14]. NonyyeHHan B pe3y/ibTaTe OLUEHKU
JaHHbIX HOMOrpamma nokasana BO3MOXKHOCTb MPOrHo3a
natomopdonornyeckom ctagnm B Lenom B 72,4 % cnyvaes,
a oTZe/bHbIX NOKa3aTenel —ot 60 % (BepoATHOCTb pacnpo-
CTpaHeHWA onyXxo/u 3a Kancyny npoctatbl) Ao 82,9 % (Be-
POATHOCTb HA/IMYMA METACTA30B B PErMOHabHbIX TMMO-
y3nax). OpurMHanbHble BEPCMU HOMOTPAMM NPOAOIKAOT
pa3BMBaTbCA B CTOPOHY YBE/IMYEHUA UX AMArHOCTUYECKOM
LeHHocTU. Tak, BaMaauma opurmHaabHOMn HOMOrpaMmbl
D’Amico AV c Luenblo yNy4yLieHMs ee NPOrHOCTUYECKOM LigH-
HOCTM NpUBENA K NOABNEHMIO TAKOTO BAaXKHOTO KpUTepus
OLEHKM pe3ynbTaToB IeHEHMA KaK MPOLEHT NONOKMUTENb-
HbIX 6MONCUIHBIX cTONBMKOB [15]. MPOLEHT NO3UTUBHbIX
6uonTaTos (Hapaay ¢ npegonepaumoHHbIM yposHem MNCA
M arpeccMBHOCTbIO OMYXO/M) MOKa3aH 3Ha4YMMbIM MNpe-
AMKTOPOM NPOrpeccMpoBaHuA NpU aHan3e pesyibTaTos
Xupypruyeckoro nedeHns 1510 601bHbIX C KIUHUYECKU
NIoKannsoBaHHbIM PMXK, B xoae Kotoporo Gancarczyk KJ
M COaBTOPbI YCTAaHOBWUAM 3TU paKTopbl (TOYHOCTb HOMO-
rpammbl —83 %) Kak Hanboiee BaXKHbIE B NJIAHe Nocaesyto-
LLEro BbISIBNEHMA KCTPAKaNCyAApHOM aKcTeH3uu (pT3a)
N MHBa3UM CEMEHHbIX Ny3bipbKoB (pT3b) [16]. B nnaHe
yANyYleHNa BEPOATHOCTU NporHo3nposaHua bXP, pac-
LWMpeHHanA BepcMa Homorpammbl Kattan MW (2009 r.)
NoKasana AMarHOCTUYECKYH LLEeHHOCTb, NPEBbLILIAMOLLYHO
opurMHanbHyto —79 % [17].

JanbHelwee pa3BuTre cMctem NPorHO3MpoBaHmaA
BXP npuseno K noABneHU0 HOMOrPamMM C NOTEHLMANBHO

102

6onbluen AMarHocTnuyeckom ueHHocTbio — CAPRA-S (AUC
0,77) [18], Homorpamma DPC (AUC 0,74) [19] u Homo-
rpamma Briganti A (AUC 0,86) [20].

HecmoTpA Ha BbICOKYHO MPOrHOCTUYECKYH LIEHHOCTb Cy-
LLEeCTBYIOLLMX METOA0B MPOrHO3MPOBAHMA UCXOAA IeYeHUA
60nbHbIX PMXK, B TOM Uncae 1 BbICOKOTO pucKa, B nocnea-
HWe roabl PeryNAapHO OCyLLECTBAAKTCA MOMbITKU YAYYLLINTb
HOMOTPaMMbI 3a CHET YKe MMEIOLLUXCA U NOABAAIOLWMNXCA
NabopaTopHbIX NOKa3aTeseil, MeTo408B Ny4eBOM ANArHO-
CTUKK, NAaTOMOPHOOrMYECKMX KPUTEPUEB M MPOYETO.

B oTeuecTBeHHOW NnTepaType Hanbosiee BbICOKYIO
NPOrHOCTUYECKYHO LLEHHOCTb NOKa3asa HOMOrpaMmma,
npeanoXKeHHan HeJaBHO No pesysibTaTam obcnenoBaHUA
W nevyeHna 2255 naumeHTos. NporHocTMYecKasa LLEHHOCTb
pa3suTnA BXP y 601bHbIX C OTCYTCTBMEM METACTa30B
B AnmoaTtnyeckux ysnax (pNO) no pesynbtatam naaHo-
BOro Mop®$0oa0rMyeckoro nccnegoBaHma coctasmna 71 %
(nnowaap nog, ROC-kpueoii (AUC) 0,7119) [21].

B Hawel paboTe mbl NpoOaHaNM3nMpoOBaIn paHee He
OoLeHMBaemble AaHHble, TaKMe KaK ypoBeHb obuwiero
MNCA yepes mecaAl nocae paguKkasabHON NPOCTATIKTO-
MWK U BPEMSA MeXay bruoncmelt U Hayasiom fieveHus,
KOTOpble NOTEHLMANbHO MOTYT OKa3aTb BAUAHME Ha
Bpema pa3sutma bXP. B xoae aHann3a BbIABAEHO, YTO
BEPOATHOCTb PeLuanBa Nocne pagmKaabHOro ae4yeHns
NPAMO NPONOPLMOHANLHO 3aBUCUT OT 3HAYEHUI BXOAA-
LLMX B NONY4YEHHOE ypaBHeHMe GpaKTopoB.

Cpeayn HeOCTATKOB NPOBEAEHHOIO HamMu uccneno-
BaHMA MOYHO OTMETUTb OTHOCUTENIbHO HeBONbLUIYIO
rpynny 60/bHbIX, BKAOYEHHbIX B NOCTPOEHUE AAaHHOM
MOZENN U MANIOE KOJIMYECTBO NALMEHTOB C BUOXUMUMYE-
CKUM peumamnsom. Kpome Toro, HekoTopble $GaKTopbl,
paHee NPW3HaHHbIE BAUAIOLLMMM Ha YAaCTOTYy PA3BUTUA
BXP (Hanpumep, KOJIMYECTBO NO3UTUBHbIX BUONCUIA-
HbIX CTONIBUKOB), HE BblNM YyYTEHbI B HalLeM aHanuse.
B 3aknt04EeHME CTOUT CKa3aTb, YTO NONYYEHHbIE HaMU
pe3ynbTaTbl TPEOYIOT BaNMAauMmM o5 NOATBEPKAEHMUA
OMNArHOCTUYECKOM LLeHHOCTU NpeACcTaBAeHHOW MOAeNu.

3AK/TIOMEHUE

HecmoTpAa Ha yKa3aHHble HeA0CTaTKM, NONYyYeHHasn
MOZe/Nb NO3BOJIAET C BbICOKON TOYHOCTbIO ONpPeaennTb
BEPOATHOCTb PeLuManBa Nocne pagmKaabHOro aeYeHns
paKa npeacTaTenibHOM Kenesbl B 3aBUCMMOCTHM OT Bblpa-
YKEHHOCTM Habopa NpPeaUKTUBHbIX GaKTOPOB, TAKMUX KaK
rpynna rpagaunm ISUP, mecTHaA pacnpocTpaHEHHOCTb
3aboneBaHua (> cT2c), KNMHMYECKU onpeaensiemoe
nopaeHue nMmoaTmyeckmx y3nos (cN+), NO3UTUBHbIN
XMpYypruyecknin Kpam, yposeHb MNCA yepes 1 mecau nocne
onepaumu 6onee 0,09 Hr/mn, HaANUMeE PerMoHanbHbIX
MmeTacTasos (pN+), Bpema mexay buoncuei n Hayaaom
Jle4yeHuna, U OLEHUTb CTENEHb BAUAHUA 3TUX NPU3HAKOB
Ha BEPOATHOCTb HaCTyN/JeHNA peunamsa.
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