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In recent decades, due to advances in imaging and improvements in diagnostic algorithms, there has been a tendency to increase the frequency
of detection of small renal masses for which nephron-sparing surgery is possible. To predict the potential complexity of partial nephrectomy and
to reduce the degree of subjectivity in choosing the volume and method of surgical procedure, different groups of researchers proposed a significant
number of concepts for evaluating renal tumours. The R.E.N.A. L. nephrometry score is one of the first but remains relevant and is based on a set
of anatomical characteristics. This score allows to classify renal neoplasms in a structured and standardized way. This article presents a method
for evaluating the parameters of R.E.N.A.L. nephrometry score, as well as a brief literature review of its prognostic significance.
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[MovyeuHO-KIIeTOUHBIN paK SIBJISICTCS] OMHIM M3 HanboJiee
pacrpocTpaHeHHbBIX OHKOYPOJIOTMYECKUX 3a001eBaHuii [1]
1 3aHMMaeT OTHO M3 BEAYIINX MECT T10 TEMITy ITPUPOCTa 3a-
00JIeBaMOCTH CPEIU OITyXOJIeil MOYETIOJIOBOIl CUCTEMBI,
YTO 00YCIIOBJICHO KaK MICTUHHBIM YBEJIMUCHUEM KOJTMIECTBA
CJTydaeB, TaK ¥ ONTUMM3AIINEH TIPOTOKOJIOB IPOIIaKTIYC-
CKUX 00CIIeIOBaHM, Pa3BUTUEM METOIOB BU3YaIM3aIlUN.
B Hacrosiiee BpeMmst 6osiee 60 % oryxoJieBbIX 00pa30BaHuUiA
IMOYKY BBISIBIISIIOT CIYyYaifHO TIPW IIPOBEICHUU YIIBTpa-

3BYKOBOTO MCCJICIOBAHUSI OPTaHOB OPIOIIHOM ITOJIOCTHU
1 3a0pIOIIMHHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA MPY OOPAIIICHUH 10 MHOM
rmpuanHe [2]. B ¢BsI31 ¢ 3TUM BO3pOCIIO KaK OTHOCUTEIBHOE,
TaK 1 aOCOMIOTHOE KOJTMUYECTBO CITydaeB BBISIBIICHUS JIOKAJT-
30BaHHBIX (POPM TTOUCYHO-KIIETOYHOTO paKa, I KOTOPBIX
ONTUMAJILHBIM CUMTACTCS XUPyprudeckoe jJeucHue [3].
Pesexknmsa mouyku — «30JI0TOM CTaHOAPT» JICUCHUS
JUTSI OITyXOJIel, pa3Mep KOTOPBIX He IIPEBBIIIAeT 4 CM (UTO CO-
oTBeTcTBYeT cTamuu Tla mo kinaccudukauum TNMS).
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IIpu pa3zmepe obpazoBanus oT 4,1 10 7cM (COOTBETCTBYET
cramuu T1b) opraHocoxpaHsitoIee JIeYeHNE BBITTOTHSIETCS
MPpU TEXHUYIECKOI BO3MOXKHOCTH [2, 4, 5]. T1o cpaBHEHUIO
¢ He(DPIKTOMMUEH Pe3eKITS ITOYKK 00JIamaeT PSIIIOM TIPEeuMy-
IIIECTB, HANOOJTee BAXKHBIM 13 KOTOPBIX SIBJISICTCS] COXpaHEHIIEe
(GYHKIIMOHATBHOTO pe3epBa MOYCYHONW IapeHXUMBI
Kak U obecTieueHusT 00jIee BRICOKOTO YPOBHST KauecTBa
>KM3HU MALMEHTOB MOCJIe ONEePALAr, TAK U JUTS1 BO3MOXHOCTH
ITPOBEICHNS TIOBTOPHBIX OITEePaLINii (B CITyJae METaXpOHHOTO
Iporiecca B TIOPaXKEHHOM MJIM KOHTpAIaTepaIbHOM ITOYKe
U 110 MHBIM Ipu4rHaMm) [6—9].

B Hacrostiee Bpemst pa3mep OIyXOJIr — OIWMH 13 Hau-
0oJiee 3HAYMMBIX TTapaMETPOB, KOTOPBIN ITPUMEHSIOT
KaK JUTs IPeIONIEPALIMOHHOTO CTAAUPOBAHUS MO PE3yJIETaTamM
METOIOB JIy4eBOI MTUAarHOCTUKH, TaK 1 IUTS TUIAHUPOBAHUS
XUPYPTUIECKOTO JICYCHHS TTAIIMEHTOB C JIOKATM30BaHHBIM
pakoM ToukH |2, 3, 6—8]. JlaHHas xapakTeprcTHKa Heoria-
CTHUYECKOTO TIpoIiecca OTHOCUTCST K Ha0oJjIee BOCIIPOM3BO-
JIMMBIM B CJTyJae TIPOBEACHIST IMHAMITIECKOM OIIEHKH, a TaK-
XK€ MMEET MPOTHOCTUYECKYI0 3HAUMMOCTb. JloKazaHo,
YTO pa3Mep HOBOOOPa30BaHMSI KOPPEIMPYET C YaCTOTOM He-
OJIAarONPUSITHBIX OHKOJIOTMUECKUX W XUPYPTUIECKIX HCXO-
JTOB, B YaCTHOCTH C TTOBBIIIICHHBIM PUCKOM Pa3BUTHSI TTOYCY -
HOW HEAOCTATOYHOCTHY WJIM YPUHAPHOU (UCTYIIHI [6, 8, 9].

OnHaKo 3HaHWI OTHUX JIUIITH IMHEHHBIX pa3MepPOB OITy-
XOJICBOTO y3J1a B TTOIABIISIONIEM OOJIBIIIMHCTBE CIIyJ9acB He-
JTOCTAaTOYHO JUTST KOPPEKTHOTO OIPEeIe/IeHNsT 00beMa 1 METO-
MKW TIPOBEACHISI OTTepaTMBHOTO BMeEIIIaTe/IbCTBa. He MeHee
BaXXHBI U IPyTHe TIapaMeTpbl HOBOOOPA30BaHMSI, KOTOPBIC
TTOJDKHBI OBITh YITCHBI TIPH TIOATOTOBKE K OPraHOCOXPaHSI-
OIIIEMY JICYCHUIO. BOITBIITMHCTBO aBTOPOB BBIICIISTIOT TTOMU-
MO pa3Mepa CIIeIyIoIIre HanooIee BasKHbIC XapaKTepUCTUKI
OITYXOJIM TIOYKHU: OJIM30CTh K COOMPATEIIEHOM CUCTEME, CTe-
IIeHbh MHBA3WH B TTApPEHXMY, PACTIONIOXEHNE OTHOCUTEIHHO
IIPOIOJIEHOIM OCH TTOYKM, OTHOIICHUE K APYTUM OpraHaM,
B TOM UHCJIe K KPYITHBIM cocynaM [10—15].

Ha pesekTabepHOCT OITyX0JIM 3HAYUTETbHOE BIIMSTHIC
OKa3bIBaCT IIyOMHA € MHBA3WH B TIAPCHXIMY, TIO3BOJISTIOIIAST
OIPEIEIINTD, TOCTATOYHA JIH TS TIOTYYCHHS OTPUIIATEIIEHO-
TO Kpasi pe3eKIMK TOIIIMHA HEM3MEHHOM TKaH! TTOYKH BO-
Kpyr HOBooOpazosaHus [12, 13]. OTHOIIIEHKE OITyXOJI! K I0-
BEPXHOCTH ITOYKH TAKKe HEMAJIOBAXKHO: YeM 00J1ee BhIpaKeH
5K30(bUTHBII KOMITOHEHT 00pa30BaHUS, TeM 0OJIee TeXHIUC-
CKU TIPOCTBIM sIBNIsIeTCs yaaneHue [14, 15]. BoieueHHOCTD
coOMpaTeTbHOM CUCTEMBI, KPYITHBIX COCYIOB 1 IPUJIEsKAIIIIX
OpraHOB TaKXe KOPPeIUpyeT ¢ PUCKOM BO3HMKHOBCHUS
U CTETICHBIO BBIPAXKEHHOCTH MHTPAOIIEPALIMOHHBIX OCIOXK-
HEHMIA, TAKMX KaK 00beM KPOBOITOTEPHU 1 YaCTOTA TTOBPEIKIIE-
HUS YallleuHO-JIOXaHOYHOM cucTeMbl [ 15]. brmsocTs K cTpyk-
TypaM CcoOOMpaTeIbHON CUCTEMBl CBUIACTEIBCTBYET
O IICHTPAJEHOM PaCIOJIOXKEHUN OITyXOJIM, YTO MPUBOIUT
K YBEJIMUCHUIO BPEMEHHU UIIIEMUH 1 TIOTCHIIMATBHOMY CHH-
KEHUIO (PYHKIIUM TTOYKU B TIOCTOTICPALIMIOHHOM ITEPHOJIE.
3HaHVe JIOKAIM3alM HOBOOOPA30BaHUS OTHOCUTEIHHO
JUTMHHOI OCH TIOYKM CITOCOOCTBYET OITPEIECICHUIO 00beMa
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OpPraHOCOXPAHSIIOIIETO JICUCHUS W €0 METOMUKM: TIPA pac-
TTOJTOKEHUH OITyXOJIM B 00JTACTH TTOJTFOCA TTPOBOIUTCS TTOJTIOC-
Hasl pe3eKIMs, a TAKKE MOXKET OBITh IIPUMEHEHA METOIMKA
CEIICKTUBHOM MIIIEMUM, JTNOO PE3eKIIHS MOXKET OBITh BBITION-
HeHa 0e3 aHoKcHH (0e3 HATOXKEHMSI 3aKMOB Ha TTOYCYHBIC
cocybl) Ha (OHE YIIPaBIsieMO TUITOTOHMM [ 14—16].

7151 00beKTUBHOTO TTPOTHO3a MOTSHIINATBHOM CII0XK-
HOCTH PEe3eKIMHU 1 a0JIaTUBHBIX METOANK Pa3HBIMU TPYII-
IMaMu McciemoBarteseii 3a mocaeaaue 10 jJeT ObL10 TIpeI-
JIOXKEHO HECKOJIbKO He(PPOMETPpHUECKUX IIIKaJI, B KOTOPBIX
OILIEHKA OITyXOJIEBOTO y3JIa IIPOBOIUTCS JTMOO0 IO OMHOMY
ImapaMeTpy, IojlaracMOMYy YHUBEPCAIbHBIM, JIMOO IO CO-
BOKYITHOCTH TTOKa3aTelIei.

OlieHKa OMyXOJIEBOTO TMpOIecca OCYIIEeCTBISIeTCS
Ha OCHOBE aHaM3a TOMOTpachMICCKNX M300pakeHUI
(KoMIThIOTEpHAsT TOMOTpadusi, MATHUTHO-PE30HAHCHASI
ToMorpacdust), IMPU 3TOM MOTYT OBITh XapaKTePU30BaHbI
00pa30BaHMS Pa3TNIHON (KMCTO3HOM, COMMIHON, KUCTO3-
HO-COJIMITHOI) CTPYKTYPHl M pa3MepoB. Bce cucrembl
OLIEHKW OCHOBaHBI Ha aHATOMMYECKMX XapaKTepUCTUKaX
OITYXOJIA, HA0Op 1 KOJIMIECTBO KOTOPHIX BAPBUPYIOT B pa3-
JINYHBIX HEPPOMETPUUECKUX IITKAJIaX.

3HaHuUe MeToIa OLICHKA HOBOOOPA30BAHUIA ITOYEK C TIPH-
MEHEHMEM pa3IMIHbBIX He(DpOMETPHUESCKIUX IITKaJT AaeT CIIe-
LIMATCTaM B 00JIACTH JTy4eBOiT TMarHOCTUKY TIPEACTaBICHIC
0 TOM, KaKHe XapaKTePUCTUKH OITyXOJIEBOTO y3JIa CUNTAIOTCS
KIMHUYECKH 3HAYMMBIMU M TPEOYIOT 00s13aTeJIbHOTO OTpa-
JKEHUSI B IIPOTOKOJIC MCCIICTOBAHMS.

Hedpomerpuueckas cucrema R.E.N.A.L. O6bla npe-
noxena B 2009 . A. Kutikov u R. Uzzo [17]. Ha3Banue
IIKaJIBI SIBJISIETCST aKpOHUMOM (renal (aHTJI.) — TTOUeYHBI)
1 TIO3BOJISIET JOCTATOYHO JICTKO 3aIIOMHUTD OLICHBaeMbIC
ImapaMeTpBHI:

(R)adius — pasmep;

(E)xophytic/endophytic — 3K30(bUTHBII/35HIOMDUTHBII
XapakTep pocCTa;

(N)earness the collecting system or sinus — OIM30CTh K CO-
OMpaTeTIbHOM CUCTEME TN CUHYCY;

(A)nterior/posterior — mepeHsIst/3aTHsIs JTOKaTN3alIls;

(L)ocation relative to the polar lines — pacmosoxkeHe
OTHOCHUTEJTLHO JIMHHHU TTOJTIOCA.

Taxkum 00pa3oM, OlLIeHKa OITyX0JIEBOTO y3J1a B He(hpome-
Tpuueckoit mkane R.E.N.A.L. mpoBoauTcs HA OCHOBaHUM
5 XapaKTepUCTUK:

1) pa3mepa OITyXO0JIEBOTO y3I1a;

2) xapakrepa pocTa (3K30(DUTHBII/SHIOMDUTHEII);
3) O;M30CTH K COOMPATENTbHOI CUCTeMe,/CHYCY;
4) pacIToIOXKeH!sI OTHOCUTEIBHO JIMHUH TIOJTIOCA;
5) mepemHeit WM 3aMHEH JIOKAT3alli.

[lepsbic 4 MapaMeTpa OLIECHUBAIOTCS KOJMYECTBEHHO
¢ mpucBoeHuEM OT | 10 3 GayJIOB B KaXIOW KaTeTOpUU.
IMepemennast «A» (TIepemHsIsl/3aXHSIS TOKAIN3aIisI) Olle-
HUBAeTCsI Ka4eCTBEHHO C IIPUCBOCHHMEM ITOCT(UKCA.
B 1a6:1. 1 mpencraBieHBI NCCIeMyeMbIe TapaMeTpPhl U Tpa-
AN UX OLICHKU.
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Tadomua 1. Hegppomempuueckas cucmema R.E.N.A.L.
Table 1. R.E.N.A. L. nephrometry score

Kpurepnii 1 6ann

R (paguyc, MaKCMMaJbHBINA pa3Mep), M -
R (radius, maximal size), cm -

>50 % 2K30(DUTHBII
poct
>50 % exophytic

E (ax30(UTHBIN/3HI0(DUTHBIN XapaKTep

pocra)
E (exophytic/endophytic properties)

N (paccTrosiHUE OT cOOMpaTETbHOMN
CHCTEMBI/TTIOYEYHOTO CUHYCA), MM >7
N (nearness to the collecting system -
or sinus), mm

A (TTepeHsisi/3aIHsIsT TIOKaTU3alHsl )
A (anterior/posterior location)

O0pa3zoBaHue LEJTUKOM
HWKE TMHUY HKHETO

IL (J'[OKaJ'II/I3aI.[I/IH OTHOCUTECJIbHO JIMHUN

MoJroca)
L (location relative to the polar lines)

TI0JII0CA MJIN BBIIIC

Memop oueHku napamempos

1. Pasmep

Bonpias yacte 00pa3oBaHUIl MOYEK MMEET IIapo-
00pa3HyI0 MM MTPUOIMKEHHYIO K TaKOBOM (DopMy, 00J1a-
JTaeT IPUMEPHO OMMHAKOBBIMU pa3MepaMU 110 BCeM 3 OCsIM
koopauHat. OmHAKO IS y3JI0B HEIMPAaBUIBbHON (OPMEI
HEI0CTaTOYHO M3MEpEeHUs 2 pa3MepoB (IIOPCOBEHTPATTLHO-
TO ¥ JIaTepaTbHOMEINAIBHOTO) B aKCUATbHOM TIJIOCKOCTH,

391m/
3.97cm

No points given. Mass assigned a descriptor of “a”,

JIMHUUM BEPXHETO I10JII0Ca
Entirely above the upper
or below the lower polar line

2 0ajia 3 6amna

4,1-6,9 >7

TToaHOCThIO 9HAOMDUTHBII
Entirely endophytic

<50 % 5K30(UTHBIN POCT
<50 % exophytic

4,1-6,9 <4

Hert 6anoB. O603HaYa0TCs MOCTMUKCAMHU «a», «p», «X», «h»

» Gy ey wp
>50 % obpa3oBaHUs MepeceKa-
€T JIMHUIO ITOJII0OCAa.
O06pa3oBaHUE HAXOIUTCS
MEXIY JTUHUAMMU I10JIOCOB.
06p3.30BaHI/IC EpeCCKacT
CPEIHION0 JIMHUIO
>50 % of mass is across polar line.
Mass is entirely
between the polar lines.

Mass crosses the axial renal midline

O06pa3oBaHMeE MepeceKaeT
JmHMIo omoca (<50 %
00pa30BaHUS MEXTY
JIMHUSIMU TIOJTFOCOB)
Lesion crosses polar
line (<50 % is between polar
lines)

TpeOyeTcsl U3MepeHHne AMaMeTpa Mo KpaHUOKaydabHOM
MPOTSDKEHHOCTH Ha CarMTTAIbHOM WIJIM KOPOHAJIBHOM pe-
KOHCTpYKIIMu. HeoOxonumocTh n3MepeHust 3 JTMHEeMHBIX
pa3MepoB O0YCIOBJIEHA TeM, YTO MAKCUMAJIbHBIN aKCHUaTb-
HBII pa3Mep OLICHUBAEMOI OITYXOJI MOXET COCTABJISITh Me-
Hee 4CM M COOTBETCTBOBATh 1 Oay Mo mapameTpy «R»,
TOTJa KaK KpaHWOKayNaJIbHBIN pa3Mep OyleT MpeBbIIaTh
4. cM 1 COOTBETCTBOBATH 2 OayllaM B 3TOi KaTeropuw (puc. 1).

Puc. 1. Komnvromeproie momoepammor nayuenma c 00pazoeanuem 1egoii NOYKU, NOLYHeHHble 8 KOPMUKO-MeOYANSIPHYIO (ha3y KOHMPACMUPOGAHUS: 4 — U3-
MepeHue MaKCUMAabHbiX AKCUANbHbIX PA3Mepos onyxoau (AamepaivHomeduanshvlii pazmep 3,84 cm, dopcosenmpanvhoiii pazmep 3,91 cm; 6 — usmepenue
MAKCUMANbHO20 KPAHUOKAYJanbHo20 pazmepa onyxoau (5,26 cm), KOpOHAAbHAS MHO2ONAOCKOCMHAS PEKOHCIMPYKUUS

Fig. 1. CT-images of the patient with tumour of left kidney, corticomedullary phase: a — measurement of maximum axial size of the tumour (lateromedial size 3.84 cm,
dorsoventral size 3.91 cm); 6 — measurement of maximum craniocaudal size of the tumour (5.26 cm), coronal multiplanar reconstruction
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M3 3 momyueHHBIX pa3MepoB (B CAaHTUMETpPax) BbIOM-
paeTcst MAaKCUMAaJTBHBIN M COTJIACHO TTOTyYeHHOMY Pe3yiThb-
TaTy HOBOOOpPAa30BaHUIO MPHUCBAMBACTCS COOTBETCTBY-
foruii 6am (Tad. 2).

Tadmua 2. Kpumepuu oyenxu pazmepa (R)
Table 2. Size evaluation criteria (R)

Pa3mep, cm bamn
<4 1
4,1-6,9 2
>7 3

Br1OpanHbIe TpaHUIIBI U pa3nefieHus 3 KaTeropuit
He cITyJalfHbI M YeTKO COOTHOCSITCS C Tpajallieil KaTero-
pun T B ximaccudukanum TNM paka moyku:
* Tl — onyxoiab <7cM B HauOOJbIIEM W3MEPEHUHU,
HE BBIXOIUT 3a TIPEIeIIbI TTOUKHU:
— Tla — omyxomb <4 cM B HAMOOJIBIIIEM U3MEPEHUMN;
— T1b — onyxonb >4 cM, HO <7 cM;
* T2 — onyxonb >7cM B HauOOIbIIEM W3MEpPEHUMU,
HE BBIXOIUT 3a TIPEIEIIbI TTOUKH.

2. Xapakrep pocTa

ZLIISI HaunboJee 4acTo BCTpEYAIKOLIECTOCA HEOILIAaCTUYEC-
CKOT'O IMmpolecca IMMo4YkKn — CBETJIOKJIETOYHOI'O IMMOYCYHO-
KJIETOYHOTO pakKa — 0oJiee XapakTepeH 3K30(DUTHBIN Xa-
pakTep pocta. [Ipu 3TOM 0OpazoBaHue B TOI WJIM UHOM
crerieHu ae(opMUPYET KOHTYP TTOUKU, TIO3TOMY JIJIsl KOp-
PEKTHOI OLIEHKN HEOOXOIMMO MPOBECTU BOOOpaAXKAEMYIO
JUHUIO, COOTBETCTBYIOLIYIO MPUMEPHBIM HAPYXHBIM

2

OYepTaHUSIM OpTaHa B OTCYTCTBHE oIryxoju. Ecim He ObLT
BOCCTAHOBJICH KOHTYP ITOYKH M OIICHKA XapaKTepa pocTa
MIPOBOIMIACH TIPU TTOCTPOCHUM TIPSIMOI JIMHUM MEKIY
TOYKAMM KOHTAKTa KpaeB OITyXOJIM ¢ Hapy>KHOM IrpaHMIIeH
opraHa, ITOBBIIIAETCS BEPOSITHOCTH HEAOOIIEHKH OITyXO-
JIEBOTO y3J71a 1o mapameTpy «E».

[Tpu oTCyTCTBMI KOPPEKTHOT'O BOCCTAHOBIICHMST KOH-
Typa MOXeT JIOXXHO CO3IaBaThCs BIIEUATIICHUE, YTO OITy-
XOJIb TIPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO pacIiojiaraeTcsl 9KCTpapeHalIbHO,
YTO TIPUBEICT K 3aHIKCHHIO OLICHKM 00pa30BaHMSI, KOTO-
pomy o1nbo4yHo OyaeT rpucBoeH 1 6asi. B neiicTBuTeb-
HOCTH IIPU KOPPEKTHOM BOCCTAHOBIICHUU KOHTYpa 00JIb-
mas JacTb oOpa3oBaHUS OKaXXeTcs JIoOKaJln30oBaHa
B TTIOYEYHOI TTapeHXMUME, 1 TI0 3TOM KaTeTOpUH el TOJKHO
OBITH IMPHUCBOEHO 2 Oaia (puc. 2).

M3MepeHune 3TOro mapamMerpa MOXHO ITPOBOIUTH
B JII0OOM TJIOCKOCTH, OJHAKO HauboJiee yIoOHOI Tpe-
CTaBJIsIeTCST aKcUabHAasI. Takoke BBITTOTHSITH OIICHKY COOT-
HOIIICHUS 3HI0- U 3K30(UTHOTO KOMITOHEHTa MOXHO
B JIFOOYIO IIOCTKOHTPACTHYIO (pa3y cKaHupoBaHUsA. BE16op
ONTUMAJILHOM cepuu I XapaKTepUCTUKU HOBOOOpa30-
BaHUS TIPOBOAMTCS B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT MaTTepHa KOHTpa-
CTUPOBaHMSI OITyXOJICBOT'O y371a, HaITpuMep 9KCKpPETOpHAst
(daza sBrsieTcst Hanboee MH(POPMATUBHOM ITPU ONMCAHUHT
TUTIOBACKYJISIPHBIX 00pa3oBaHuii. Kpurepnum oneHKM xa-
pakTepa pocTa IpeacTaBIeHBI B Ta0. 3.

3. bum3ocTh K coOMpaTebHOI crcTeMe/CHHYCY

Jns oueHKU OAM30CTU K cOOMpATENbHON CUCTEME
cJIemyeT M3MEPUTh PacCTOSTHUE (B MUJUIMMETPax) OT Me-
IWAJIbHOTO Kpasl OMyXOJM Ha yJacTKe MaKCHMaJbHOMU
WHBA3MU B TAPEHXUMY 10 COOMPATETHbHOI CUCTeMBI (HaN-
0oJiee YaCcTO — J0 OCHOBAHUS MaJIbIX YallleuekK) MU K1~
POBOIT KJIETYATKM, OKPYXKAOIIEil CTPYKTYphl CHUHYCA.

Puc. 2. llocmrxonmpacmusie KOMRbIOMEPHbIE MOMOSDAMMbL HAUUEHMA C ONYX0AbI0 N€60L NOYKL, bINOAHEHHbIE 8 AKCUANbHOL NAOCKOCIUL, UAAIOCIMPUPYIOUiUe
OUeHKY Xapakmepa pocma; dH00PUMHbLI KOMAOHEHM 3AUMPUX08an: a — HeKOPPeKMHAs OUeHKA XapaKmepa pocma o0pazoéanus 1e6oi nouky (KoHmyp
NOYKU He 80CCMAH08AeH); 6 — KOPPEKMHAsL OUEHKA XapaKkmepa pocma 06pa3os8anus 1e60t nouku (KOHMyp NOYKU 80CCHAHOBAEH)

Fig. 2. Axial post-contrast CT-images of the patient with the tumour of left kidney, illustrating the assessment of exophytic/endophytic properties; endophytic
part is shaded: a — incorrect assessment of the exophytic/endophytic properties (the renal contour is not restored); 6 — correct assessment of the exophytic/

endophytic properties (the renal contour is restored)
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Tabmua 3. Kpumepuu oyenxu xapaxmepa pocma (E)

Table 3. Exophytic/endophytic (E) evaluation criteria

Xapakrep pocTa Bannsr
>50 % 3K30(DUTHBIIT pOCT 1
> 50 % exophytic
<50 % 3K30(UTHBII POCT )
<50 % exophytic
[MorHOCTEIO 9HTOMUTHBII 3

Entirely endophytic

Puc. 3. Komnsromepras momoepamma nayuenma c o6pazoeanuem npasoii
NOYKU 8 AKCUANbHOU NAOCKOCMU 8 KOPMUKO0-MedyansipHyio ¢azy. Hamepenue
DPACCMOAHUS MeNCOY ONYX0NeBbIM Y310M (OKOHMYPEH) U CIPYKMypamu Cu-
Hyca cocmaensiem 9,62 mm, umo coomeemcmeyem 1 6ainy

Fig. 3. Axial post-contrast CT-image of the patient with the tumour of right
kidney, cortico-medullary phase. Measurement of the distance between
the contoured tumour node and structures of the sinus, distance is 9.62 mm
(1 point)

KT-u3o0paxenue

HauGonee nH(GOPMaTUBHBIM SIBJISIETCS ITPOBEACHUE U3ME-
peHUsI Ha M300paXkeHMSIX, MOJIYUYEHHBIX B 9KCKPETOPHYIO
(hasy ckaHMPOBaHUS, TaK KAK CTPYKTYPhI YallIeYHO-JI0Xa-
HOYHOI1 CUCTEMBI B KOPTUKO-MEIY/UISIPHYIO 1 Hedporpadu-
4eCKYI0 (ha3bl CKAHUPOBAHMSI TOCTOBEPHO HE BU3YaIU3UPY-
I0TCSI, B CBSI3U C YeM B 3TH (pa3bl OLieHKA OyeT OorpaHrYeHa
KOHCTaTaLuei 0J1M30CTH 00pa30BaHusI K KJIeTYaTKe CUHYCa,
YTO MOXKET IIPUBECTH K 3aHMXKEHMUIO Oajlia 10 JaHHOM KaTe-
ropuu otieHKH (puc. 3). Kpurepnu olieHKM 0JIM30CTH K CO-
OupaTeIbHOI CUCTEME IIPEACTABIEHbI B Ta0. 4.

[Ipu nmpocMoOTpe MCCAEIOBAHMSI HA STOM XKE YpOBHE
B 9KCKPETOPHYIO (pa3y ckaHnpoBaHU (puc. 4) Ha aKCHUATb-
HbIX M300pakeHMSIX 00pa30BaHKUE BIUIOTHYIO MPUICKUT
K CJIa0OTUIIePAEHCUBHOM CTPYKTYPE, COOTBETCTBYIOLLIEH
OCHOBaHMIO MaJIOH Jamiedku (3 6ajia B 3TOI KaTerOpyn),
[IpY aHAJIM3€ CATUTTaIbHOM PEKOHCTPYKLIMU PACCTOSIHKE
MeX Iy 00pa30BaHUEM M YalleYyHO-JIOXaHOYHOM CUCTEMOI
TaKKe cocTaBisieT MeHee 4 MM (3 Gaa).

151 GoJiee J1IerKOoro 3altOMUHAHMS YMCIIOBBIX 3HAYe-
HUIl, COOTBETCTBYIOLIMUX KaXI0i KAaTerOpuu, aBTOPAMU
ObLIM BBHIOpAHBI AMAMA30HbBI, AHAJIOTUYHBIE TAKOBBIM
IIpU OLIEHKE pa3Mepa HOBOOOPa30BaHMUSI.
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Tabmua 4. Kpumepuu oyenku 6auzocmu Kk cobupamenvroii cucmeme/cunycy (N)

Table 4. Nearness of the tumour to the collecting system or sinus (N) evaluation criteria

Paccrosinie 10 cooupaTteabHOi

Bamns KT-u3o0paxenue
CHCTEMbI/CHHYCA, MM

>7 1
,6 M /
13.6mm
4,1-6.,9 2
5.7 mm
<4 3
Ecmm OITYXOJIb MHBa3npyeT Wi MHTUMHO IIPpUNJIC- N3MEPCHUEC HE Tpe6y€TC$I, B TaKHX CjIydasaX HEOIJ1IaCTH -
KT K Yall€dyKaM HWJIMU CHUHYCY (HpI/I OTCYTCTBHUUA YECKOMY IIpOLIECCY B 2TON KaTeropmu 1rpucBanBacTCA
YETKOW TpaHUIBI MEXKIY MAaHHBIMU CTPYKTYpaMmM), 3 basia.

293 m/
2.93cm

Puc. 4. Komnvromephuvie momoepammot nayueHma c 00pazosanuem npasoii Nouku (OKOHMypero) 6 IKCKPemopHylo hasy 6 akcuansHol (a) u caeummanvioi (6)
NAOCKOCMSAX: A — ONYX04e6blil y3ea (OKOHMYPeH) Npuaedcum K 0CHOBAHUI0 MAAoll yauteuku (0003HAUeHO CMPeaKoll); 6 — OUeHKa paccmosHus Medxncoy ony-
X0n1e8bIM Y310M (OKOHMYDEH) U CMPYKmypamu cooupamenvrol cucmemsl cocmaensem 2,93 mm, umo coomgemcmsyem 3 6aiiam

Fig. 4. CT-images of the patient with the tumour of right kidney (contoured), excretory phase, in the axial (a) and sagittal (6) planes: a — the contoured tumour
is attached to the base of the small calyx (marked by arrow); 6 — measurement of the distance between the contoured tumour and structures of the collecting
system, distance is 2.93 mm (3 points)

22



Jexyus

4. Tlepenusisa/3aaHss JOKATN3AMUA

st ompenesieHust MepeaHero/3aaHero pacmoaoxe-
HUSI OITyXOJIM HEOOXOAMMO Ha aKCUAJIbHBIX CKaHAaX MPO-
BECTHU JIMHUIO, TTAPAJIIENIbHYIO COCYIUCTBIM CTPYKTypaM
B BOpPOTax MOYKH (puc. 5).

B cooTBeTcTBUM C pacnonioxeHreM 00pa3oBaHus OT-
HOCUTETHHO 3TOU TMHUY €My TTPUCBANBAIOTCS TOCT(HUK-
CBI: «a» — OITyXOJIb JIOKAJIM30BaHa KMepeau OT JIUHUMU,
«p» — OITyXOJTb K3a/I1 OT JIMHUU, «X» — TOUHO OTIPE/IEIUTh
JIOKAJTM3alii0 HEBO3ZMOXHO (HampuMep, Mpu pacrosioxke-
HUU B LIEHTPAJTbHBIX OTEIaX MAPEHXUMBI), «<h» — omyXomb
pacnoJjioxeHa B 0bj1actu Bopot (puc. 6). IToctdukce oObIu-
HO TIOMEIIIAETCS TIOCTIe UTOTOBOM CyMMBbI OAJIIOB (HATIpu-
Mep, 10p, 4a).

Puc. 5. Komnvromepras momozpamma nayueHma c onyxoawio 1€60il NO4KU,
UANIOCMPUPYIOWAs MEMOOUKY OUeHKU 00PCO8EHMPANbHO0 PACHOAONCEHUS.

ONYX0AU OMHOCUMENbHO YCAOBHOU AUHUU (NYHKMUPHAS NUHUS) 5. Jlokanau3anus OTHOCUTEJIbHO JIMHUHU MOJII0CA

Fig. 5. CT-image of the patient with the tumour of the left kidney, illustrating 3aKITIOYNTETBHBIM KPUTEPHUEM OLICHKU OITYXOJICBBIX
the method of evaluating the dorsoventral location of the tumour in relation Macc B cucteme R.E.N.A.L. gBjsieTcs1 uxX pacrosioxeHue
fo conditional line (dashed line) OTHOCHTEJIEHO ITPOIOIBHOM OCH MOYKU. JIJ1s1 3TOrO CemyeT

Puc. 6. ITocmkonmpacmuvle KomnvlomepHbie MOMOSPAMMbL 8 AKCUANLHOU NAOCKOCIU, UANKOCMPUPYIOUiUE 8APUAHMbI 00PCOBEHMPANBHOLO PACHONONCEHUS.
ONYX0AU OMHOCUMENbHO YCAOBHOU AUHUU (NYHKMUPHAA AUHUS): a4 — ONYXO0Ab 1€80L NOUKU, PACHOA0NCEHHAS Knepedu om YCA08HOU AUHUY (HOCMPUKC «a»);
0 — 0nYX01b NPABOLl NOUKU, PACNOAONICEHHAS K3A0U OM YCAOBHOU AUHUU (HOCMGUKC «p»); 8 — ONYX0Ab NPABOLL NOUKU, PACNOAONCEHHOU 8 UEHMPANbHbIX
omaoenax (nocm@uic «x»); e — Onyxoab npagoil NOYKU, pacnpoCmMpanAouwascs @ CUHyc nouku (nocmeurc «h»)

Fig. 6. Post-contrast axial CT-images, illustrating variants of the dorsoventral location of the tumor in relation to conditional line (dashed line): a — tumour
of the left kidney located anteriorly from the conditional line (descriptor “a”); 6 — tumour of the right kidney located posteriorly from the conditional line
(descriptor “p”); 6 — tumour of the right kidney located in the central section (descriptor “x”); e — tumour of the right kidney spreading to the renal sinus
(descriptor “h”)
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Puc. 7. Komnvromepnoie momoepammot NouKu: a — 6 casummanvHoll naockocmu; 6, 6 — 6 akcuanvhoil. Cmpeaku ykaswléaiom cpe3vl, COOmeemcmayoujue
VPOBHAM NOANOCHbIX AUHUL (RYHKMUPHbIE AUHUU)
Fig. 7. CT-images of the kidney: a — sagittal plane; 6, ¢ — axial planes. Arrows indicate scans corresponding to the levels of the polar lines (dashed lines)

YCTAaHOBUTDb MECTOITOJIOKEHHNE O6pa30BaHI/IH OTHOCHTECIIb- JIMHMY MOJTIOCOB 1 OTHOLLIEHNE K HUM OObEMHBIX 06]33.—
HO 2 YCJIIOBHBIX ITOJIIOCHBIX nuHuil. [TonocHbIe TMHUN 30BaHUIA MOXHO OIMp€ACJINTb Ha I/1306]3a)K6HI/II/I B JII000M
paciiojararorcd Ha TOM YpPOBHEC, II€ KOJIbIIO MOYEeYHOUN TIOCKOCTH, TIPU OTCYTCTBUHM MaJIbpOTAlIM ITOYKHM 3TO HA-

IMapeHXUMBI IIPEePHIBACTCS XKUPOBOM KJIIETIATKOM, cOCyma-  Ooee yooOHO AejaTh Ha KOPOHAPHBIX WIIA CAaTUTTATBHBIX
MM U JIOXaHKOM, T.e. Ha YPOBHE BOPOT MOYKM, U ACIAT  PEKOHCTPYKIIMSIX. BapraHThI pacTiofioskeHUST HeOTTaCTHYIe-
ITOYKY Ha YCJIIOBHBIE TpeTH (puc. 7). CKUX y3JI0B ¥ KPUTEPUH OLICHKH TIPEICTaBICHBI B TA0II. 5.

Tabmua 5. Kpumepuu oyenku sokaruzayuu OMmHOCUMeNbHo Aunuu noawca (L)

Table 5. Location relative to the polar lines (L) evaluation criteria

PacnosioxkeHne 0OTHOCHTEILHO JJMHUH TOJIOCA Bbann Cxema

OOpazoBaHue 1EJIUKOM KaydaJibHee TUHUM HUKHETO

TIOJIIOCa WJIW KPaHWAJIbHEE IMHUY BEPXHETO ITOJII0Ca 1
Lesion is located entirely below the lower polar line or above the

upper polar line

OO6pa3oBaHuMe MepeceKaeT JIMHUIO mosoca (MeHee 50 %
00pa30oBaHUs MEXITY JTMHUSMU ITOJTFOCOB) 2
Lesion crosses polar line (less than 50 % is between polar lines)
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PacmoioxkeHne OTHOCHTEILHO JJMHUH TOJIIOCA

a — 50 % u 6osiee 06pa3zoBaHUSsI IIEPECEKAET TUHUIO
moJroca (IMTyHKTUPHAST TNHIS )

6 — oOpa3oBaHue MepecekaeT CPeANHHYIO TUHUIO
MOYKU (CIUIOLIHAS JIMHUS)

6 — 00pa30BaHNE HAXOIUTCST MEXKTY IMHUSIMHU TTOJIIOCOB
(TMTyHKTUPHbBIE JIMHUM)

a — lesion crosses polar line, more than 50 % is between
polar lines (dashed lines)

0 — lesion crosses the axial renal midline (solid line)

6 — lesion is entirely between the polar lines (dashed lines)

Puc. 8. [locmkonmpacmusie KomnblomepHble MOMOSPAMMbL HOHEK (CAzUMMAanbHas NAOCKOCMb), UAIKOCPUPYIOUiUE PACHOA0JICEHUEe ONYXO0AU OMHOCUMENbHO AUHULL
N0AI0C08 (NYHKMUPHble AUHULL): A — ONYXO0Ab 8ePXHE MPemuU Ae80U NOYKU, NOAHOCIbIO PACNOA0JICEHHAs blilie 8epXHeli noatocHoll aunuu (1 6aan); 6 — onyxons HucHeil
mpemu npagoii NOKU, NePeceKarouydst HUICHIOI NOAKCHYIO MUHUIO ¢ pacnonodceHuem meree 50 % obpazosanus KpanuansHee aunuu (2 6aina); 6 — onyxons éepxeil

Bamn

OkoHuanue maba. 5
End of table 5

Cxema

U cpedHetl mpemeil nPAagoLl NOUKU, NePECeKarouidst HUNCHION NOAIOCHYIO AUHUIO ¢ pacnonoxceruem 6onee 50 % oopazoeanus kayoanvhee aunuu (3 baiia)

Fig. 8. Post-contrast CT-images of the kidneys (sagittal plane), illustrating the location of the tumour relative to the polar lines (dashed lines): a — tumour of the upper section
of the left kidney, located entirely above the upper polar line (1 point); 6 — tumour of the lower section of the right kidney crosses polar line, less than

50 % is between polar lines (2 points); ¢ — tumour of the upper and middle sections of the right kidney crosses polar line, more than 50 % is between polar lines (3 points)

O11eHKa 3TOro rapaMeTpa sIBJISIeTCsl HauboJiee JUTUTEb-
HBIM TIPOLIECCOM, TIpUYEM OOJTbILIOE KOJTMYECTBO BpEMEHU
3aHMMAeT XapaKTepucThKa 00pa3oBaHMIA, TIepeceKaroIImX
TTOJIIOCHYIO JIMHUIO (Y3JIbI, PACIIOIOKEHHBIE B YCIOBHOM
CcpelHel TpeTW WIM Ha TpaHMIle TpeTeil), B TO Bpems
KaK OIyXOJTb, PACTIOIOKEHHYIO B 00JIACTH TIOJIIOCOB, B BEPX-
HeW WM HUKHEHN TPETH, OTHOCUTEIBHO TIPOCTO JIOKATHU30-
BaTh 1 MPUCBOUTH COOTBETCTBYIOIIEE YMCIIO 6a/lioB (puc. 8).

[Mocne omeHKM KaXIoro TmokKasaTessi MPOBOASITCS
WX CyMMUPOBaHUE U BbICTaBlieHUe TocTdukca. B 3aBucu-
MOCTHU OT TIOJYYEHHOW CYMMBI OIpeaesieTcsl CTeTieHb
CJI03KHOCTU pe3eKiuu (Tadit. 6).

Tabmua 6. Oyenka cmenenu cA0NCHOCMU pe3eKuuu

Table 6. Complexity assessment

Cymma 6a10B CreneHb CIOKHOCTH Pe3eKIuH
- i
7-9 hodermte
10-12 Bricokar
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Hedpomerpuueckas mkana R.E.N.A.L. nmeer Kak
MMPUKJIATHOE, TaK U hyHIaMeHTaIbHOe 3HaueHue. [lennio
CO3IaHMSI JaHHOI CHCTeMBI ObLIa pa3padoTKa CTPYKTYpH-
POBAaHHOTO M BOCTIPOM3BOAMMOTO METO/IAa OTTMCAHMS aHa-
TOMMYECKHNX OCOOCHHOCTEM OITYXOJIM TSI CHIDKEHUS CTe-
IIEHN CYOBEKTUBHOCTHU IPU BBEIOOpPE 00BeMa M MeToda
XUPYPTUYECKOTrO BMeIIaTeabcTBa. [1o3TOMy B mepByIO
odepenb MpUBEICHHAS IITKajia IpUMEeHMA IIJIST CTpaTh(H-
KAl TPYIIT pUcKa MPH TNTAHNPOBAHUH JICICHUST HOBO-
00pa30BaHUIA TTOYEK, a TAKXKE MJIST XapaKTePUCTUKI CTe-
MEeHU CJIOXKHOCTH abJIaTUBHBIX TTpoueayp [18—20].

Hedpomerpuueckasg cuctema R.E.N.A.L. Takxxe nc-
TOJIB3YETCH Il CTAaHAAPTU3ALMU PE3YJIBTATOB ITPU aHAIA3E
HCCIIeIOBaHUI, TIPOBEICHHBIX B PA3TMYHBIX YIPSKICHUSIX.
Kpome atoro, 1mokazaresu, morydeHHbIC IPY KOJTMIECTBEH-
HOI XapaKTepPUCTUKE OITYyXOJIEBOTO y37a, IMTOTCHIIMAIBHO
MOTYT OBITh IPUMEHEHHI B Ka4eCTBE JOIOJTHUTEIHFHOTO
ImapaMeTpa IIpU OILIEHKE OTBETa OIMYXOJH II0 CHCTEeME
RECIST (Response Evaluation Criteria In Solid Tumors)
IIpY TIPOBEICHNN KOHCEPBATUBHOTO JICYCHHUSI, B KAYSCTBE
IMPOTHOCTUYECKOTO (haKTOpa OHKOJIOTMIECKOM CMEPTHO-
CTHU U [UTSI OTIpeeIICHUSI ITOTEHIINATbHOM YaCTOTHI pa3BU-
TUS PELIMANBOB TTOCJIe TIPOBEeNeHHOTO eueHus [21—23].
Taxoke MMEIOTCSI TIPOTUBOPEUYMBEIC JAHHBIC O KOPPEISIINT
OLICHKU He(POMETPUICCKUX TaHHBIX CO CTETICHBIO 3710-
Ka4eCTBEHHOCTHU 00Opa30BaHMil TOYEK M arPeCCUBHOCTHIO
OITyX0JIeBOTo mpoliecca [24—27].

C MOMeHTa IMyOJIUKAIIMY CTaThH, TTOCBSIIICHHON CHC-
teme R.E.N.A.L., ObLJ10 IpoBeeHO 3HAYNUTETbHOE KOJIU-
YeCTBO MCCIICIOBAHNI, 1IEIbI0 KOTOPHIX ObLTAa OIICHKA e¢
IMPOTHOCTUIECKOM 3HAaYMMOCTU. B paboTax nccienoBaTe-
JIeil TIPOBOAMIICS. aHAJIM3 KOPPEIISIINHI CTEIICH! CJIOXKHO-
CTH BBHITIOJTHEHUSI Pe3eKIINH, OTPaXKEHHOI B CyMMe Oair-
JIOB, U OTACIBbHBIX HepPOMETPUUECKNX IOKa3aTeaei
C Pa3IMIHBIMU KIIMHUTYECKU 3HAYUMBIMU JaHHBIMU: 00b-
€MOM M METOAMKON XUPYPTUUECKOTO JICUCHUsI, TIPOIOII-
KUTEJbHOCTBIO OMEpay, IJIUTCIbHOCTHIO WUIIEMUM,
WHTPAOIIePAIIMOHHBEIM 00BEMOM KPOBOITOTEPH, PHCKOM
ITOCTOIIePALIMOHHBIX OCIIOKHEHUI 1 MX TSDKECTBIO, a TaK-
K€ C COCTOSTHHEM TTOYCYHOMN (PYHKIIAMN.

AHaIu3 pe3yJIbTaTOB MCCIACHOBAHUI psia aBTOPOB
CBUACTEIBCTBYET O HAJTUYNM CTAaTUCTUUECCKN 3HAYNMOI
B3aMMOCBSI3M MEXIy He(pOMETPUICCKUMH TaHHBIMU
1 00bEeMOM XMPYPTUUYECKOTO BMeIaTeabeTBa. [1pu aToM,
ITOMMMO OOIIIei CYMMBI, B POJIA OTACIBHBIX TIPEIUKTOPOB
BBICTYITAIOT pa3IMYHBIC TIepeMEHHBIC M X coueTaHus |20,
28—31]. Takke MMEIOTCS HEMHOTOUYMCIIEHHBIE TaHHbBIE
0 CBSI3U HePPOMETPUIECKHX ITapaMEeTPOB C BELIOOPOM Me-
TOIUKU XUPYPTUUECKOTO BMEIIaTeIbCTBA. Tak, B paboTax
D. Canter u coaBT. OBLTO TTOKa3aHO, YTO YBEJTMUCHHE 3HA-
yeHmit mokasateneit «R» (pasmep), «E» (xapakTep pocra),
«N» (6TM30CTh K CTPYKTYypaM CHHYyca) 1 «L» (pacriosoxe-
HHE OTHOCUTEIIFHO MPOMOJBbHOI OCH TTOYKHM) TTOBHIIIIACT
BEPOSITHOCTH MCITOIb30BAHMS OTKPBITOTO JOCTYTIA TIPY BbI-
MOJIHEHUU pe3eKIUK Nodku [28]. JlaHHbIe, TTOIy4eHHbIE
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P. Sharma u coaBT., CBUIETeILCTBOBAIN O HAJTUINU 3aBU-
CHMOCTH CYMMBI 0aJUIOB OT BO3MOXHOCTH IIPOBEICHUS
JIaITapOCKOIIMYEeCKOTo BMelaTebeTa [29]. B nccienona-
HHUSX HEKOTOPBIX aBTOPOB OBLIN TTOJIYIEHBI Pe3YJIBTaThI,
JIOKA3BIBAIOIINE BIMSHUEC HE(PPOMETPHMIESCKUX XapaKTe-
PUCTUK HA TIPUMEHSIEMYIO METOIMKY UIIIEMU3AIIN TT0UeT-
Ho¥ TTapeHxuMsl [30, 32—34].

BoapmmHCTBO MccaenoBaTeneil BEISBIIIN TIPSIMYIO
CTaTUCTUIECCKY 3HAYMMYIO B3aUMOCBSI3b MEKITy UTOTOBOI
CYMMOI1 0aJUTOB M [UTUTEIBHOCTBIO MIIIEMUN, OTHAKO CBE-
JIEHUS O BKJIAJIE OTACTBbHBIX He(hpOMETPUUISCKUX TTOKA3a-
TeJlel 3HAaYUTeJIbHO BapbupyloT [28, 32, 35-52]. Tax,
B padbote W. Mayer 1 COaBT. TOKa3aHO, YTO IIPOTHOCTHYEC-
CKOIf 3HAUNMMOCTBIO ITPU OIICHKE BPEMEHU UIIIEMUH 00JI1a-
IaloT TOJBKO KOMIOHEHTHI pasmepa (R) m 6am3octu
K CTPYKTypaMm cobmpartenbHoii cructeMsl (IN), B TO ke Bpe-
Ms maHHble D. Desantis u coaBt. 1 FE. Altunrende 1 coaBT.
CBUIETEIBCTBYIOT O CTATUCTHUYCCKNA 3HAYMMOM BKJIae
M30JMPOBAHHO NoKa3atests «N» U mepeMeHHBIX «R», «E»,
«N» cootBeTcTBeHHO [37—39]. B paborax C. Wu u coasBr.,
S. Yallappa u coaBT. OblJIa TOKa3aHa 3HAYUMMOCTD B Kade-
CTBE TIPEINKTOPOB CIICAYIONINX aHATOMUUECKHX XapaKTe-
puctuk omyxonu: pasmepa (R), xapakrepa pocra (E)
1 PACITOJIOXEHUSI OTHOCUTEBHO TTOMIOCHBIX JTuHU (L);
B ucciaenoBannu K. Watts 1 coaBT. TAKOBBIMU SIBUJINCH
TOJBKO Moka3zarenn «R» u «N» [40, 42, 43]. B psne uccie-
JIOBAaHMI aBTOpaMU OBUTIO OTMEUEHO HAJTMINE KOPPEIIIIIUT
CYMMBI 0aJIJIOB ¢ 00bEMOM MHTPAOIIEPAIIMOHHOI KPOBO-
notepu [28, 32, 38, 42, 45—48].

JlaHHBIe 3HAYUTEILHOTO YKCIa HAOTIOACHUI, TIOCBS-
LIeHHbIX n3y4eHnto 3HauuMocTu R.E.N.A. L. 1151 oueHKu
BEPOSATHOCTH TOCTOTICPAIIMOHHBIX OCTOXHEHUI, CBUIE-
TEJILCTBYIOT O HAJTMIUHU CBSI3U HE(PPOMETPUIECKIX TTapa-
METPOB C YACTOTOM M TSLKECThIO OCIOXKHEHMI. B yacTHO-
CTH, TI0 pe3yibrataM ucciaenoBanus J. Simhan u coaBT.
OBLIN BBISIBIICHBI KOPPEJISLINS KOJTMISCTBEHHBIX XapaKTe-
PUCTUK OMYXOJU C YAaCTOTOM TSKEJIBIX OCJIOKHEHUM
(>1I crenenu Tsokectr o Kinaccudpukarmy Clavien—Dindo)
U OTCYTCTBUE CBSI3W IIPW aHAJIM3€ YAaCTOTHI HETSDKEIBIX
ocnoxkaeHunit (I-11 crenenn mo xmaccudukarum Clavien—
Dindo) [45]. B paboTax apyrux aBTOpOB CBSI3b 3HAYCHUS
nepeMeHHBIX R.E.N.A.L. oTMeuanach TOJIbBKO C 4aCTOTOM
OCJIOKHEHMIA, HO He ¢ uX TskecThio [30, 32, 37, 40, 42, 44,
45]. Kpome 3T0r0, OBIJIa TTOKa3aHa 3HAYMMOCTD OTJIETHHBIX
KOMITOHEHTOB (pa3Mepa, XapaKTepa pocTa W PacCTOSHUS
MEXKITy OITyXOJIbIO M CTPYKTYPaMU COOMPATEeTbHOM CICTEMBI)
B IIPOTHO3MPOBAHMM Pa3BUTHSI OCIOXKHEHUI TTOCIIC XUPYP-
ruaeckoro yiedenus [30, 37, 40, 42]. B To e Bpems, 110 naH-
HBIM HEKOTOPBIX MCCIemoBaTescii, B3aUMOCBI3N MEXIY
He(POMETPUISCKUMY JaHHBIMM 1 YaCTOTOM TTOCJIeorepa-
LIMOHHBIX OCJIOXKHEHWI He BBISIBIIEHO [38, 41, 52—54].

PesynbraTsl ncciieqoBaHUM, ITOCBSIIIIEHHBIX BO3MOXK-
HocTsiM cucteMbl R.E.N.A.L. B olleHKe (DyHKIIMOHATBHBIX
HCXOIIOB OPTaHOCOXPAHSIOIIETO JICUCHUSI OITyXOJIei TTOUeK,
3HAYUTEJIEHO BapbMPYIOT, B TOM YMCIIC 32 CYEeT Pa3HOCTHU



Jexyus

TIPUMEHSIEMBIX METOIMK 1 CPOKOB TIPOBEICHIST 00CIeI0Ba-
Husl. B Oonee paHHMX paboTaxX KOJTMYECTBEHHbBIN aHAJIU3 10~
YEUHO (DYHKITUH TTPOBOIIIICS C TIOMOIITBIO pacyeTa IToKasa-
TEJIST CKOPOCTH KITyOOUKOBOM (DMJIBTpAITiH, TTO3BOJISIIOIIETO
XapaKTepH30BaTh TOJIBKO COBMECTHYIO (DYHKIIMIO 00EHX TT0-
YyeK 0e3 TOCTOBEPHOI OILIEHKM BKJIafa UIICHIATePATbHOTO
opraHa. AHaJIM3 STUX JAHHBIX TTOKA3bIBAET HAJTMIME KOppe-
JIAIAM CO CTETICHBIO CIIOXKHOCTU PE3EKIINI B paHHKE CPOKU
TTOCJIe XMPYPIIUYECKOTO BMEIIATeIhCTBA 1 €€ OTCYTCTBUE B OT-
nmaneHHoM rreprone [43, 55]. C npyroit CTOpOHBI, pe3yIIbTaThl,
TTOJTydeHHBIC IPYTIMK aBTOPaMU, HAIIPOTUB, CBUIICTCITECTBY-
0T O HAJTMYWH TIPSIMOM TIOJIOXKUTETHHOM CBSI3M CYMMBI TIepe-
MeHHBIX cucTeMbl R.E.N.A.L. co cTeneHbl0 yMeHbIIIEHUS
CKOPOCTH KJTyOOUKOBO#1 (DMITBTpAITNK Uyepe3 3 MeC 1 TTOKa3bI-
BalOT MX OOpaTHYIO 3aBUCHMMOCTD B TiepBhie 30 mHelt mociie
OpraHOCOXPAHSIOLLEro JieueHus [49].

B nccienoBaHmsIx, Kacaroyxcst M30JMPOBAHHOTO aHA-
Jm3a GYHKIIANA OTIePUPOBAHHOMN TTOYKH, OTMEJaIach KOp-
pensiuys Kak ob1eit cymmbl 6auioB 11o mkane R.E.N.A.L.,
TaK 1 OTAETbHBIX He(hpOMETPUUICSCKIX ITOKA3aTeNIeH ¢ JaH-
HBIMU TUHAMUWYECKOM He(POCIIUMHTUTpadH, TIPOBEICH-
HOI1 B pa3JIMYHbIE CPOKU TOCIIE pe3ekunn [43, 56—58].

ITomumo R.E.N.A.L. cyiiecTByeT ele HeCKOJIbKO He-
(poMeTpUIeCKIX IITKaJI, HarnboJjIee M3BECTHBIMU M3 KOTOPBIX
spisitoress PADUA (2009), C-index (2010), DAP (2012),
NePhRO (2014), CSA (2014), ABC (2016) u SPARE (2019).
M3 HuX mmpokoe MpaKTUUecKoe MPUMEHEHME HAIIUIN
PADUA (Preoperative Aspects and Dimensions Used for an
Anatomical Classification of Renal Tumors; ripeonepaiiior-
HBIC aCIIeKThI M U3MEPEHUSI, UCTIONB3yeMbIe ISl aHATOMIUE-
CKOM KitaccruKaImm oryxodeii mouek), C-index (Centrality
index; enTpanpHBIN nHIEKC) 1 CSA (Contact Surface Area;
IJIOLIaIb KOHTAKTHOM MoBepXHocTH) [59—65]. [ABe nmocien-
HHE CUCTEMBI TIPEACTABIISIIOT COOOM CITOCOOBI OIICHKH Be-
POSITHOCTH MHTpa- 1 TOCTOIEePAIIMOHHBIX OCIOXHEHWI
Ha OCHOBE €IMHCTBEHHOTO YHMBEPCATbHOTO ITapaMeTpa:
IIpY XapaKTePUCTUKE HOBOOOPA30BaHMSI TTIOUYKH C TIPUME-
HeHneM C-index MpoBOIWTCS KOJWUYECTBEHHBIN aHAIN3
B3aMMOPACITIOJIOKEHUS YCIIOBHOTO IIEHTpA IMMOYKU M IIeH-
Tpa OITyXOJIEBOTO y3J1a, TIpX MCIToab30BaHNN CSA — BBI-
YYCJICHUE TUTOIIAIN TTIOYSTHO ITapeHXUMBI, TIpHIeKaIIeit
K omyxosn [60, 65]. OneHka 1Mo o0enM IIKajiaM TpedyeT
HaJIWYUS CIEIMAIbHOTO MMPOTPAMMHOTO O0CCIICUCHMS,
KpOMe TOTO, 00e CUCTeMbI He MMCIOT YeTKOI cTpaTu(u-
KallMd CTEIICHU CJIOXHOCTU BBITIOJHEHUS pPE3eKIINU
U TIPUMEHSIOTCS B OCHOBHOM IIJISI OLIEHKU BEPOSITHOTO
BOCCTaHOBJICHMS (DYHKIINU UTICUJIATE PATBHOM TTOUYKM.

Cucrema PADUA, xak 1 R.E.N.A.L., ocHOBaHa Ha co-
BOKYITHOCTH aHATOMUYIECKNX XapaKTepUCTHK OITyXOJIH, HO,
HEeCMOTPS Ha 3HAYUTEIbHOE CXOACTBO, MMEET PsII OTIIMIMIA
(Tab. 7). YacTth mapameTpoB (pa3Mep, XapaKTep pocTa, Iie-
PeIHSIST/3aTHSIST JIOKAIN3ALIMS ) 1 KPUTSPUH X OLICHKY MIICH-
TAYHBI, TOTAA KaK APYTrMe XapaKTepUCTUKU OTINYHBI

KaK I10 METOINKE (PaCITONIOXKEHIE OTHOCUTEIIEHO ITPOIOITh-
HOIT OCH TTOUKH), TaK U TI0 KPUTEPHSIM OIICHKM (OTHOIIICHIE
K cOOMpate/IbHOM CUCTEME U CUHYCY) [59].

Bnocnenctsun aBropamu PADUA Obl1a co3naHa HoBast
Hedpomerpruueckas cuctema SPARE (Simplified PADUA
REnal), npeamnomnararoriast ympoIeHHbII TOIXOI 33 CUeT
YMEHBIIICHUSI KOJIWYECTBA MCCICAYECMBIX ITapaMeTpoOB
1 OLICHKH TOJIBKO ITPOTHOCTUUYECKY 3HAUMMBIX XapaKTepH-
CTHK OITyxoJieBoro y3ia [63]. 1o pe3y/israraM mpoBeacH-
HOTO aHa/M3a TaKOBBIMU OBLIM MPU3HAHBI BOBJICUCHNE
CTPYKTYp CHMHYCa, XapaKTep POCTa, pa3Mep OITyXOJIH, pac-
ITOJIOXKEHNE OTHOCUTEJBHO Kpasl MOYKM (MemamaabHoe/
narepanbHoe). Omnako SPARE, B otmmame ot R.E.N.A.L.
n PADUA, He conep:KuT COOTHOLLEHMSI CTeNIEHH CI0XHO-
CTH pe3eKIINH C TUATTa30HOM ITOTyYeHHO CYyMMBI OAJLIOB.

CiemyeT OTMETUTD, UTO HepoMeTpruecKas IIKajia
R.E.N.A.L., moMuMO 1CIOIb30BaHMSI B KAUECTBE OCHOBBI
IIJIST CO3MAaHUSI HOBBIX CUCTEM OLIEHKHU Pe3eKTa0eTbHOCTH
00pa3oBaHMI1 IOYEK, TAKKE TTOABEPTaTach MOTUMDUKAIII.
B 2014 1. 6puta omyOIMKOBaHA CTaThs, MOCBSIIEHHAs
n3meHeHHol mkane R.E.N.A.L. (modified R.E.N.A.L.,
mR.E.N.A.L)., mpuMeHsIeMOI1 IJI OLIEHK! OITyXOJIEBbIX
y3JI0B HEOOIBIINX Pa3MepOB B Cllydyae MCIIOJTb30BAHUS
absaTuBHBIX MeToAMK [66]. OTanurie mR.E.N.A.L. ot uc-
XOITHOM CUCTEMBI OLICHKH 3aKJTF09aeTCs B U3MEHEHUHN JTH-
arna3oHa 3HayeHUii mepeMeHHon «R», cooTBeTCTBYIOIIEH
pa3HBIM KaTeTopusM (Taob. 8).

B MHUOMU um. I1.A. Tepuena — punmmane HMUILL
PaTUOJIOTUH JJIST TIPEAOIIepalliOHHOIO TNTAHUPOBAHUS
B LIEJISIX OTIpeneICHNST 00beMa OIepallii U CTpaTuduKa-
MMM pUCKa Pa3sBUTHSI MHTPAOIICPALIMOHHBIX U PaAaHHUX
ITOCTOTICPAIITMOHHBIX OCIOXKHEHMI NCTIONb3YeTCs CUCTEMA
R.E.N.A.L. Ilpu Hanuuuu y mauuxeHTOB HOBOOOpA30Ba-
HUI, OTHECEHHBIX K TPyIIIaM HU3KOM M CpeIHel CTeIeH!
CJIOXKHOCTH PE3EKIINH, B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CIIy4aeB BBITTOTHSI-
€TCsT OPraHOCOXPAHSIOIIEe BMEIIATeILCTBO. B cirydasx BbI-
COKOU CTETIEHM CJIOXKHOCTH BOIIPOC 00 00BbEeMe XUpypride-
CKOTO JIEYEHUS pPellaeTcs UHANBULYaTbHO. B HEKOTOPBIX
CITy4asix, TIpY HU3KOM CTETICHU CJIOKHOCTH PE3eKIINHU U Ha-
JIMYUA Y XAPYPTa JOCTATOYHOTO OIThITa, BOZMOXKHO TTPOBE-
JIeHIe BMeIIaTeIbCTBa 0e3 TiepeskaTHs ITOYSUHBIX COCYIOB,
YTO 3HAYNUTEIIBHO CHITKACT CTETICHb NIIIEMIUYECKOTO TTOBPE-
KICHUS TTApeHXUMBI 32 CUET OTCYTCTBUS SIBJICHUI periep-
y3um, IMEIOIITNX MECTO TIPU CHITHH HAJIOXKEHHOTO Ha TT0-
YEUHBIC COCYIBI 3aKMa.

Cucrema R.E.N.A.L. coueraer B cebe YeTKyIO CTpa-
TU(UKALINIO CTETICHU CJIOXKHOCTH BBITIOJTHEHUS OTICPALIH
TIPH TIPOBEACHNH OPTaHOCOXPAHSIOIIETO JICYCHMS 1 TIPO-
CTOTY B TIPUMEHEHUH 3a CUYET HAIMYMSI eAMHOOOpa3HOM
KOJIMIECTBEHHOM CHCTEMBI OLIEHKH! ITapaMeTPOB OITyXO-
JIEBOTO y3JI1a, 9YTO 3HAYUTEIbHO CHITKACT CTEIIEHb CYOheK-
TUBHOCTH ¥ TTO3BOJISIET CTAHAAPTU3NPOBAHHO XapaKTePH-
30BaTh HOBOOOPA30BaHUS ITOYEK.
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Ta6muua 7. Cpasnenue neghpomempuueckux wranr R.E.N.A.L. u PADUA
Table 7. Comparison of R.E.N.A.L. and PADUA nephrometry scores

Criteria

MakcumanabHbIi pa3Mep
Maximal size

DK30(MUTHBII/
SHAOMUTHBINA POCT
Exophytic/endophytic properties

OTHo1IeHNe

K COOMpATENILHOM CHUCTEME
Nearness of the tumor

to the collecting system

OTHOIIIEeHWE K IIOYEYHOMY

CUHYCY
Nearness of the tumor to the sinus

Tlepennsisi/3amHsist
JIOKJIU3ALMS
Anterior/posterior location

Jloxanm3anust OTHOCUTETEHO
MPOIOJIBLHON OCU MOYKU
Location relative to the
longitudinal axis of the kidney

MenuanbHasi/natepaibHast
JIOKaJIU3alusg
Medial/lateral location

KonmuecTBeHHas o1ieHKa 110 3-6ayutbHol mKaine KommyecTBeHHasT OlleHKa 1o 3-6a/UTbHOM IITKaie
Quantitative assessment on a 3-point scale Quantitative assessment on a 3-point scale

KonmuecTBeHHas olieHKa 110 3-6ayutbHol mKaine KommuecTBeHHasT olleHKa 1o 3-6a/UTbHOM IIKaie
Quantitative assessment on a 3-point scale Quantitative assessment on a 3-point scale

KauectBenHas orenka (+/—) ¢ mpucBoeHNEM
0aJuIoB MO 2-0a/UTbHOM IIKaJe

T T RO 110 3-6 HOit e Qualitative assessment on a 2-point scale

Quantitative assessment on a 3-point scale
KauectBeHHas orieHka (+/—) ¢ IpUCBOSHUEM

6aJuI0B 1O 2-0aJUTbHOI 11IKaJe
Qualitative assessment on a 2-point scale

Her 6amoB. O603HaYaIOTCST TOCTOUKCAMU «@», «P», «X», «h»
No points given. Mass assigned a descriptor of “a”, “p”, “x”, “h”

KonmyectBeHHast olieHKa 1o 3-6aibHoi mikane KonryecTBeHHast olieHKa 1Mo 2-0aIbHOM 11IKajie
Quantitative assessment on a 3-point scale Quantitative assessment on a 2-point scale

KavecTBeHHast olleHKa C PUCBOSHUEM OAJITIOB
- 1O 2-0aJITbHOM HITKaje
Qualitative assessment on a 2-point scale

Tadmaua 8. [Toxasamens pazmepa (R) 6 cucmemax R.E.N.A.L.umR E.N.A.L.
Table 8. Value of the size (R) in R.E.N.A.L. and mR.E.N.A.L. nephrometry scores

Value of “R”, cm

<3 1
3—4 2
>4 3
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