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BBepeHue. B HacToswee Bpems [0 80 % MyXUYMH C pakoM npepcTatensHoi xenessl (PMX) HU3KoM cTeneHu 3n10KavecT-
BeHHocTH (ISUP 1 (no knaccudukaumm MexayHapoaHoro o6LecTBa yponoruyeckux natonoros)) nogfexar pagukanbHo-
My nevyenuto. MnepguarHoctuka P HU3KOM cTeneHun 310KaYeCcTBEHHOCTU 06YCIOBNEHA UCNONb30BAHUEM AN1S BepUDH-
KauuW JMarHosa TaK HasblBaeMblX CUCTEMATUYECKUX METOAOB OMONCUM NpefcTaTenbHOi Kenesbl, BbINOAHAEMbIX
nof ynsTpassykoBbiM (Y3) KOHTponeM (CTaHfapTHas TpaHCPeKTaNbHas, caTypaunoHHas). B Lensx yayylweHus guarHoctu-
ku PTK EBponeiickoii accounaumeit yponoros pekomeHgoBaHo (2019) nepep 6uoncueit Bcem nauueHTaM NpoBOAUTH
MYNbTUNAPAMETPUYECKYI0 MATHUTHO-PE30HAHCHYI0 TOMOrpacduio, B Ciy4ae 0GHapyKeH!s NoJ03PUTENBHOTO 0Yara BbIno-
HATb MAarHUTHO-pe3oHaHcHyto (MP) npuuenbHyto 6uoncuto. Hanbonbluee pacnpocTpaHeHe Nofy4Yuna MyasTMnapamMeTpu-
yeckas MP/Y3 (MnMP/Y3) fusion-6uoncus. OgHako B psfe UCCNeLOBaHUI NpeACcTaBieHbl MPOTUBOPEYUBLIE PE3Y/LTATHI
BbifBasemoctv PMXK npu cpaBHeHUU cuctematnyeckux U MP-npuuenbHelx MeTOA0B Guoncum.

Llenb uccnepoBaHUA — CpaBHeHWE BbIABNSEMOCTU KNUHKUYecku 3Hayumoro PMXK (ISUP >2) npu nposeaeHuu mnMP/Y3
fusion, cTaHpapTHoOI 1 caTypaunoHHoii Guoncuu.

Marepuansl u meToabl. B uccnenoBarue 6binu BKIOYEHBI 96 NauMeHTOB. Kputepuu BKAKOYEHUS: YpOBEHb NpoCTaTUye-
CKOro cneynduyeckoro aHTUreHa >2 Hr/mn, u/unu oGHapyxeHue NOAO3PUTENLHOTO 04ara Npyu NPOBEEHNUM NaNbLEBOTO
PEKTaNbHOTO M/UNKN TPaHCPEKTANbHOTO YILTPa3BYKOBOIO UCCNefoBaHus, U >3 G6annos no kputepuam PI-RADS (Prostate
Imaging Reporting and Data System) v.2.1. llepBbiM 3TanoM «paccienneHHbIn» yponor BeINOAHAN TpAHCNePUHEANbHYIO
MnMP/Y3 fusion u caTypauuoHHyto GMONCKIo, BTOPbIM 3TaNOM OC/ENEHHBIRAY YPONor NPOBOAUA CTAHAAPTHYIO TPAHCPEK-
TanbHyto 6uoncuto. Knunuyeckn sHauumblii PMK onpepensnu kak ISUP >2.

PesynbTatbl. MeguaHa Bo3pacTa nayMeHToB cocTaBuna 63 roaa, 06bemMa NpeacTaTeNbHoM xenessbl — 47 cM3, ypoBHSA Npo-
CTaTM4yecKoro cneuucuyeckoro aHTureHa — 6,82 Hr/mn. Mpu cpaBHeHuu pesynstatoB MmaMP/Y3 fusion, ctaHpapTHoit
W caTypauuoHHOI GMONCKUM He 0BHAPYKEHbI CTATUCTUYECKU AOCTOBEPHbIE PA3NNYUs B OTHOLEHWUW BbIABNAEMOCTU KIUHUYE-
CKM 3HauyMmoro (29, 24 u 28 % coOTBETCTBEHHO; p = 0,81) U KNUHWUYECKN He3HAYUMOTO (25, 26 U 35 % COOTBETCTBEHHO;
p =0,43) paka. 06was Buisenaemoctsb PMXK Takke conoctaBuma — 54, 50 1 63 % cooTBeTCTBEHHO (p = 0,59). [lons nonoxu-
TeNbHbIX GuonTatoB cocTasuna 33, 10 u 13 % cootBeTcTBEHHO (p <0,01). MakcumanbHas AnvHa 6uonTata, NOPaXeHHOro
pakom, npu mnMP/Y3 fusion-6uoncuu — 6,4 MM, Npu CTaHAAPTHOI — 6,35 MM, NpK caTypauuoHHoi — 5,1 Mm (p =0,7).
3akntoueHme. BoifBnseMoCcTb KNMHUYECKW 3HAYMMOTO, KIMHUYECKU He3HAYUMOTo U 06wwas BoiseasiemocTb PIK conocta-
BWUMbI NPU NPOBEAEHUN KaK CUCTEMATUYECKUX METOLO0B Guoncuu, Tak u MnMP/Y3 fusion-6uoncuu.

KnioueBble CIOBa: KNMHUYECKM 3HAYMMbII PaK NpeACTaTeNbHO Kenesbl, KNIMHUYECKN HE3HAYNUMBIA paK NpepcTaTenbHoll
)Kenesbl, MyNbTUNapaMeTpuyeckas MarHUTHO-pe3oHaHcHas/ynbTpassykoBas fusion-6uoncus, cTaHfapTHas TpaHCpeKTanb-
Has Buoncus, caTypaloHHas Guoncus

Ana umtnposanus: MNertos B.C., Tumodeesa E.H0., basapkuH A.K. n gp. lNpocnekTnBHOe nccnefoBaHmMe BbISBASEMOCTH paKa
NpeAcTaTeNbHOM Xenesbl Npy BbINOJHEHUN MyNLTUNAPaMeTPUYECKO MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHOI/ynbTpa3BykoBoii fusion, cTaH-
AApTHOM W caTypauuoHHoil 6uoncuun. OHkoyponorus 2022;18(4):33-41. DOI: 10.17650/1726-9776-2022-18-4-33-41
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Background. Currently, about 80 % of men with low-grade prostate cancer (per ISUP 1 (International Society of Urologi-
cal Pathology)) have indications for radical treatment. Overdiagnosis of low-grade cancer is associated with the use
of systematic biopsy methods (standard transrectal, saturation) under ultrasound control for diagnosis verification.
To improve prostate cancer diagnosis, the European Association of Urology (2019) recommended multiparametric mag-
netic resonance imaging before biopsy, and in case of detection of a suspicious lesion magnetic resonance imaging
(MRI)-targeted biopsy. In clinical practice, the most common method of MRI-targeted biopsy is multiparametric MRI
ultrasound-guided (mpMRI/US) fusion biopsy. However, some studies show contradictory results in detection of pros-
tate cancer using systematic and MRI-targeted biopsy techniques.

Aim. To compare detection of clinically significant prostate cancer (ISUP >2) using mpMRI/US fusion, standard,
and saturation biopsy.

Materials and methods. The study included 96 patients. The following inclusion criteria were applied: prostate-speci-
fic antigen >2 ng/mL and/or detection of a suspicious lesion during digital rectal and/or transrectal ultrasound exami-
nation, and PI-RADS (Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System) v.2.1 score >3. At the first stage, “unblinded”
urologist performed a transperineal mpMRI/US fusion and saturation biopsies. At the second stage, “blinded” urologist
performed standard transrectal biopsy. Clinically significant cancer was defined as ISUP >2.

Results. Median age was 63 years, prostate volume — 47 cm?, prostate-specific antigen - 6.82 ng/mL. MpMRI/US fusion,
standard, and saturation biopsies were comparable in regard to the rate of detection of clinically significant (29, 24, 28 %;
p = 0.81) and clinically insignificant (25, 26, 35 %; p = 0.43) cancer. Overall prostate cancer detection rates were also
similar: 54, 50, 63 %, respectively (p = 0.59). The percentages of positive cores in mpMRI/US fusion, standard, and satura-
tion biopsies were 33, 10 and 13 %, respectively (p <0.01). The maximal core length in mpMRI/US was 6.4 mm, in standard
biopsy - 6.35 mm, in saturation biopsy — 5.1 mm (p = 0.7).

Conclusion. Detection rates of clinically significant, clinically insignificant prostate cancer and overall detection rate
are comparable between systematic biopsy techniques and mpMRI/US fusion biopsy.

Keywords: clinically significant prostate cancer, clinically insignificant prostate cancer, multiparametric magnetic
resonance imaging/ultrasound-guided fusion biopsy, standard biopsy, saturation biopsy

For citation: Petov V.S., Timofeeva E.Yu., Bazarkin A.K. et al. Prospective study of prostate cancer detection using multi-
parametric magnetic resonance imaging ultrasound-guided fusion, standard, and saturation biopsy. Onkourologiya =
Cancer Urology 2022;18(4):33-41. (In Russ.). DOI: 10.17650/1726-9776-2022-18-4-33-41

Bsepnexue

B Hacrosimiee Bpemst 10 80 % MyXXYUH ¢ paKoM TIpeji-
cratenpHO xene3nl (PI12K) Hu3Koi cTreneHn 3/10KadecT-
BeHHocTH (ISUP 1 (mo ximaccudpukammm MexnyHapoaTHO-
ro 00IIIeCTBa YPOJIOTMIECKHX IMAaTOJIOTOB)) ITOABEPTaloTCs
paguKanbHOMY JiedeHuIo [1, 2]. DTo 0OyCIIOBIEHO TeM,
YTO B Ka4eCTBE OCHOBHOI'O MeTOIa MOPdOIOrniecKoit
Bepudukauuu PITXK mcronb3yioT MyabTu@OKaIbHYIO
TPaHCPEKTAJIbHYIO OMOIICHIO TTOH YVIBTPa3BYKOBBIM (Y3)
KoHTpoJieM [3]. PacmipocTpaHeHHOCTh MCIOIb30BaHUS
TAaHHOTO MeToAa CBA3aHa C JOCTYITHOCTBIO, NeIIIEBU3HOMN
W IPOCTOTOM BBITTOJTHEHUS [4]. OmQHAKO METOI UMEET PSII
CYIIECTBEHHBIX HEIOCTATKOB, TAKMX KaK TMIIEPIUArHO-
CTUKA KIIMHWYECKU HE3HAYMMBIX (DOPM [5], BEICOKHIT pUCK
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MHGEKIMOHHBIX OCJIOXHEeHU# [6], kpoBoTeueHus [7],
HHM3Kas OTPUIIATeIbHAS IIPOTHOCTUYECKAs IIEHHOCTD, 00-
YCJIOBIMBAIOIIAsl HEOOXOAMMOCTD IIPOBEACHUS TTIOBTOPHOI
ouoncuu [8].

B 1e151x ycTpaHeHUs yKa3aHHBIX HEIOCTAaTKOB IIPeI-
JIOXEHa caTypalloHHas onorcus (>20 6monTaroB), odbec-
neynBanLas 00IbLIYIO BHISABISEMOCTh KIMHUYECKU 3HA-
ypmoro PITXK (ISUP >2) mo cpaBHEHMIO CO CTaHIAPTHOM
TpaHcpeKTaabHOU Onorcueii [9, 10]. OxHako mpu 3ToM
ITOBBIIIAETCS BBIBISIEMOCTD Y KITMHUYECKHM HE3HAUMMBIX
¢dopM paka. MHTEeHCUBHBINI 3a00p TMCTOJIOTUYECKOTO Ma-
Teprajia TaKXKe YBEJIMIMBaeT PUCK TpaBMaTH3aluu, 00-
YCJIOB/IMBAIOLLIEN OOJIBILIYIO BEPOSITHOCTD PAa3BUTUSA OCTPOI
3agepxkn mouu [11]. KpoMe aToro, carypaumoHHas
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OuMoICHsI, KaK IPaBUIIO, BBITOIHSICTCS TPAaHCIIEPUHEAIBHO,
4YTO TPeOyeT aHeCTe3U0JIOTUYeCKOro rmocodust [11].

C y4eToM HeCOBEPIIIEHCTBA CUCTEMATUICCKIX METOIOB
ouoricuu nox Y3-KoHTposeM EBpomneiickoii accounanueit
ypoioroB B 2019 1. mpemtoxeH Tak Ha3bpiBaeMbiii MRI-
pathway — aaropuT™, COrJIacHO KOTOPOMY PEKOMEHIOBAHO
ITPOBOIUTH MYJIETUIIApAMETPHUECKYIO MAaTHUTHO-PE30HAHC-
Hyto Tomorpacduio (MM PT) BceM nmatimeHTaM ¢ mogo3pe-
HueMm Ha PITK, a mpu obHapykeHUM oyara >3 OaysIoB
no xkputepusim PI-RADS (Prostate Imaging Reporting
and Data System) — BBIIIOJTHATh MATHUTHO-PE30HAHCHYIO
(MP) npurienpHyto 6morrcuio [3]. MP-mputieibHbIe METOIBI
OMOTICHH HEOMHOKPATHO CPAaBHUBAINCH C CCTEMATUICCKH-
mu. Tak, B uccnenosanny PRECISION noka3aHo npeBoc-
XOICTBO MyJbTUNapameTpudeckoir MP/Y3 (MaMP/Y3)
fusion-6uroricuy Hat CTAaHJAPTHOM TPY TMArHOCTUKE KITMHU-
yecku 3HaunmMoro PITK (ISUP >2) [12], uyTo Takke oaTBep-
XneHo B MetaaHammze W. Baccaglini u coaBr. [13]. OgHako
B MCCITeTOBaHUN 4M He BBISIBJICHO CTaTHCTIIECKH TOCTOBEP-
HOI pa3HULIBI B OOHAPYKEHNH KIIMHIISCKH 3HAYMMBIX (hOpM
PILXK (ISUP >2) mexmy MmuMP/¥Y3 fusion u ctanmapTHOi
Ouorncueii. Tem He MeHee Mpu MpoBeaeHUr M P-tipuiieibHOM
OHMOTICHH TTOKAa3aHO CYIIIECTBEHHOE CHIDKEHUE BBISIBIICHUS
KIMHUIeCKN He3HaunMbiX ¢opm PIK (ISUP 1) [12, 14].
B pa6ote N.L. Hansen 1 coaBT. ycTaHOBJIEHO, YTO Y MalIMEH-
ToB ¢ PI-RADS 3 BoisiBsztemocts PITK 3HaumTe I5HO OOJTBIIIE
IIpY TIPOBEICHNH CaTypalMIOHHON OMOIICHH IO CPABHEHUIO
¢ MnMP/¥3 fusion-6uoncueii (96 u 44 %; p <0,01). OnHako
npu PI-RADS >4 BrisiBnsiemocth PITK Mexxmy MeTonamum yke
6b1a cormocraBuma [15]. Crremyet oTMeTnTh, 9To MIIMP/Y3
fusion-6uoricust MeHbilie (Ha 40 %) BBIIBIACT KIMHUYECKU
He3HAYMMOTO paKa II0 CpaBHEHUIO C CaTypallIOHHON O1O-
rcueit [16]. Bo3amoxHocTh npoBeaeHuss MP-npuliesibHOi
OMOIICHHU MO MECTHOM aHECTe3reN TakxKe HEOOXOIUMO OT-
HECTH K ee npermylectsam [17—19].

[IpoTBOPEUYNBOCTh JAaHHBIX MUPOBOM JIUTEPATYPHI
oTpaxeHa B peKoMeHaausix EBponeiickoit accolauuu
YPOJIOTOB, B KOTOPBIX IPEAIMMCAHO BHIIIOJHEHNE KOMOM-
HUPOBAHHOM OMOTICUY (CUCTEMATUIEeCKOM 1 IIPUIICIIHHOI)
npu Hanmuuu ovara PI-RADS >3 npu niepBuyHoOIT quar-
HocTuke [3].

b nccaenoBannst — CpaBHEHME BBISIBISIEMOCTH KITH -
Hudecku 3HaunMoro PITK mpu nmposenennn MmuMP/Y3
fusion, craHAapTHOI U caTypallMOHHOW TPAHCPEKTATTLHOM
ouoncuu.

Mamepuanbl u Memopbl

ITpocnekTMBHOE UCCIeT0BAaHUE MPOBEAECHO C OKTSIOPS
2020 r. mo stHBapb 2022 . B UHCTUTYTE YPOJIOTUU U PEIIPO-
IYKTUBHOTO 3M0POBBS YesoBeKa Ced4eHOBCKOTO YHHUBEP-
cureTa. B nccienoBanue GbLIM BKIIOYEHbI 96 MALIMEHTOB.
Kpurepun BKIIIOUeHUS: YpOBEHb MPOCTATUYECKOIO CITe-
mupuueckoro antureHa (ITCA) >2 ur/mi, u/uam obHa-
pyXXeH1e TTOI03PUTEIFHOTO OYara Ipu MpOBEACHNHN T1aJIb-
LIEBOTO PEKTAIBHOIO /MM TPAHCPEKTAILHOTO YIBTPa3By-

KOBOT'0O MICCIIENOBaHYSI, 1 >3 0ayioB 1o KputepusiM PI-RADS
v.2.1 no pe3ynsratam MM PT. Kpurepun nckmodyeHus: pa-
Hee BbIsiBJIeHHBIN PIT2K, ocTphlii mpocTatuT 3a nocieaqHue
3 Mec, Tepalus MHTMOUTOpaMM Sa-peayKTasbl 3a 3 Mec
IO HavaJla MCCIICIOBAHMSI, 9KCTPAKAIICYJIIPHOE pacIIpoCTpa-
HEeHME, 00bEM MpeACTATENbHOM XKeJe3bl >80 cM?, TPOTUBO-
nokaszaHusl K rposeaeHuo MoMPT.

IlepBryHass KOHEYHAsI TOYKA — BBISIBIIIEMOCTD KJIMHM-
yecku 3HaunMoro PTI2K (ISUP >2). BropnuHble KOHeYHbIE
TOYKU — 0011181 BbIsiBIIsieMocTb PTT2K, BbIsSIBIISIEMOCTD KITH-
Hndecku HesHaunmoro PITK (ISUP 1), ructomornueckast
3 HEeKTUBHOCTD (KOIMYECTBO ITOJIOKUTEIHHBIX OMOIITATOB,
JITMHA OMOIITaTa, IIOPasKEHHOTO PAKOM).

M3HavanbHO BCeM MalleHTaM Iepea OMoICcUueii mpo-
BOIWIN TPAaHCPEKTAIBHOE YIIBTPa3ByKOBOE MCCIICIOBaHIE
npencratesnbHoi Xene3bl (Flex Focus 500, BHyTpuIonocT-
HOIM OMILTaHOBBIN gaTyuK, 4—12 MIir) u MuMPT opranos
Majoro ta3a (Siemens Magneton Skyra 3T, mporoxkour:
T2-B3BeleHHOE M300pakeHue, TMOPY3MOHHO-B3BEIIECH-
HOoe u300paxeHue, KapTa u3MepsieMoro ko3 guimeHTa
mnddysumn, T1-B3BellleHHOE N300paKeHne, TMHaAMUYE-
CKO€ KOHTpacTHOE ycIeHne). I3MeHeHMSI TIpeicTaTeIb-
HOI XeJe3nl olleHnBaiu 1o mkaire PI-RADS v.2.1. 3a6op
TUCTOJIOTMYIECKOTO MaTeprasa IMPOBOAMINA TO3TAITHO.
[lepBBIM 3TAIIOM <«pacCaeIUICHHBIN» YPOJIOT BBIITOTHSIT
TpaHcIepuHeaabHyo MIIMP/Y3 fusion 1 catypalimoHHYIO
ouoricuio (>20 ouonTaroB). BTopsIM 3TaIrmoM «oceruieH-
HBII» YPOJIOT IPOBOAMI CTAHIAPTHYIO TPAHCPEKTATbHYIO
ouoricuio. bronTarsl, moxy4yeHHbIE B IPOLECCE KAXKIOTO
U3 BUJOB OHoncKuu, ObLIM MOMEIEHbI OTAeabHO. Mcce-
JIOBaHHE OTOOPEHO JIOKAIHHBIM 3TUYECKUM KOMHUTETOM
CeueHoBcKOro YHuBepcutera (mpotokos Ne 28-20
ot 07.10.2020). Bcemu mammeHTaMu moamnucaHa (opma
MHGOPMUPOBAHHOTO JOOPOBOJIEHOIO COIIACHS Ha yIacTHe
B UCCIICIOBAaHUU.

AHaJIM3 TaHHBIX BRITIOJIHSIIN C MCITONIb3oBaHMEM SPSS
Statistics v.23.0. MccnegoBaHue MpoBOAUIIN B CBSI3aHHBIX
BeIOOpKax. CpaBHEHME KaTEerOpUalbHBIX ITePeMEHHBIX
OCYIIECTBIISUIN C IPUMEHEHUEM Y 2-KPUTEPUsl, HeTPEPhIB-
HBIX IIEPEMEHHBIX — C ITOMOIIBIO KPUTEPHUS One-way
ANOVA. CtaTiCTUYECKN 3HAYMMBIMY CIUTAIA 3HAUCHUS
pu p <0,05. Pe3yiasraThl ucciaenoBaHMS MIpeACTaBICHBI
cormacHo START-kputepusim.

Pe3ynbmambi

MenuvaHa Bo3pacTa IALMEHTOB cocTaBuiaa 63 roma
(MexXKBapTUWIbHbBIM pa3Max (interquartile range, IQR) 59; 68),
o0beMa nipeacrarenbHoi xkenesnl — 47 cm® (IQR 39; 63 cv?),
ypoBHs1 [ICA — 6,82 ur/mi (IQR 5,2; 9,5 Hr/mi1), INIOTHOCTH
IICA — 0,13 ar/mu/em?® (IQR 0,1; 0,2 Hr/min/cm’). O61uast
XapaKTepUCTUKA MALIMEHTOB MpeACcTaBieHa B TaoI. 1.

IIpu cpaBuenun MoMP/Y3 fusion, cranmapTHOI
U caTypalOHHOM OMOIICHUM HEe OOHAPYKEHbBI CTATUCTUYEC-
KU JOCTOBEPHbBIE PAa3/IMYKsl B OTHOILIEHUU BbISBISIEMOCTU
KJIMHUYeCcKu 3Hauumoro (29, 24 u 28 %; p = 0,81)
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Tabmua 1. Xapakmepucmuku nayueHmoes ¢ paKkom npeocmamenvHoll Jceaessl, 6KAIOUEHHbIX 8 Uuccaedosanue (n = 96)

Table 1. Characteristics of the patients with prostate cancer included in the study (n = 96)

IToka3arenn 3Havyenne
Bospact (IQR), ner .
Age (IQR), years 63 (59; 63)
O6beM npencrarenbHoii Xee3sl (IQR), cm? .
Prostate volume (IQR), cm? 47 (39 63)
Yposens [1CA (IQR), Hr/mir .
PSA level (IQR), ng/mL 6,82(5,2;9.5)
ITnoraocts ITICA (IQR), Hr/™min/cm? .
PSA density (IQR), ng/mL/cm? 0,13(0,1;0,2)
CeMeliHblil aHaAMHE3 paKa IpeacTaTeIbHOM XKeje3bl, 7 (%) 7(7)
Family history of prostate cancer, 7 (%)
bBuoricust, n (%):
Biopsy, # (%):
TepBUYHAs 69 (72)
primary
TOBTOPHAas 27 (28)
repeat
[MonoXuTeTbHBIN Pe3yJIBTaT MaJbIIeBOTO PEKTAILHOTO MccienoBanus, # (%) 16 (19)
Positive result of digital rectal exam, n (%)
M3MeHeHusI TpH YJILTPa3ByKOBOM MCClieNOBaHWUM, 1 (%) 27 (28)
Changes during ultrasound exam, n (%)
Bain o kpurepusim PI-RADS, n (%):
PI-RADS score, 1 (%):
3 39 (40)
4 41 (43)
5 16 (17)
Jlokanmm3zanmys ouara, n (%):
Lesion location, n (%):
BEpXYIIKA 17 (18)
apex
CpeIHsIs TPETh 64 (67)
middle third
OCHOBaHUE 15 (16)
base
nepenHue OTae bl 24 (25)
anterior parts
3aIHUE OTHCIIbI 72 (75)
posterior pars
nepudepuyeckasi 30Ha 71 (74)
peripheral zone
TpaH3UTOpPHAs 30HA 20 (21)
transient zone
LIEHTpalIbHasA 30Ha 2(2)
central zone
nepeaHsast GuOPOMYCKYJIIpHAsI CTpOMa 3(3)

anterior fibromuscular stroma
Ilpumeuanue. IQR — mexnckeapmunvuwiii pasmax; IICA — npocmamuueckuii cneyugpuueckuii aumueer; PI-RADS — Prostate Imaging

Reporting and Data System.
Note. IQR — interquartile range; PSA — prostate-specific antigen; PI-RADS — Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System.
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U KIMHAYECKU He3Hauumoro (25, 26 u 35 %; p = 0,43)
PIT2K. O6mas BeigBinsemocth PITZK mpu BeIMoOTHEHUMN
MitMP/¥Y3 fusion, craHmapTHOM 1 caTypalliOHHOM OMOIICHI
TakKe coroctaBuMa — 54, 50 u 63 % (p = 0,59).

JloJIs1 IOJIOXXUTETBbHBIX OMONTATOB, ITOyYECHHBIX TIPU
BeITTOTHeHU MITM P/Y 3 fusion, cTaHmapTHOIM 1 caTypalin-
OHHOI1 bHMoncuu, OT OOIIEro YKciaa OMoNTaTOB COCTaBUIA

33, 13 1 10 % cootrBerctBeHHO (p <0,01). MakcumMasbHast
JIJIMHA OMOITAaTa, MOPaXeHHOIo pakoM, Ipu MIMP/Y3
fusion-6uorcun — 6,4 MM, TIpY CTaHZAPTHON — 6,35 MM, TpU
carypamronHoir — 5,1 mm (p = 0,7). JlobaBieHUe CUCTe-
MaTUYECKHX METOAO0B Ouorncuu K MP-npuliensHO# 61o-
TICUY IIPUBOIUT K YBEIMICHHIO BBISIBIISIEMOCTH KIIMHIIECKHI
3HAYMMOro paka Ha 7 % (tabi. 2—4).

Ta6auua 2. Pezyabmamot Myasmunapamempu4eckol MaeHUmMHO-pe30HaHCHOI/YA1bmpaseyKoeoil fusion, cCmanoapmHoll u camypaytoHHol buoncuu npeo-

CmMamenvHoll Jcene3nl

Table 2. Results of multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging/ultrasound-guided fusion, standard, and saturation biopsies of the prostate

Mynsrunapamerpudeckas

MAarHHTHO-PEe30HAHCHAs1/YIBTPA3BY-
KoBas fusion-6uoncus, n (%)

Pesynsrar

JloOpokayecTBeHHAasl TKaHb

Benign tissue 27(28)

ITpocTaTnyeckass MHTpa3MUTEI -

QJIbHASI HEOILJIa3Ms HU3KOM CTENEHU 303)

Low-grade prostatic intraepithelial

neoplasia

[IpocratTnyeckass MHTpa3MUTEI -

aJIbHAsA HEOIUIa3Usl BBICOKOM

CTeTNeHn 10 (10)

High-grade prostatic intraepithelial

neoplasia

ATUnuYHas MeJIKoalMHapHas

nposdepanust 4.(4)

Atypical small acinar proliferation

Oo6m1as BeIsIBIIEMOCTh PTT2K 52 (54)

Overall prostate cancer detection rate

Kiauanaecku HesHaumMbiii PIT2K

(ISUP 1)

Clinically insignificant prostate cancer 24(25)

(ISUP 1)

Kiauauyecku 3HaummbIin PTT2K

(ISUP >2)

Clinically significant prostate cancer 28 (29)

(ISUP >2)

ISUP:
1 24 (25)
2 14 (14)
3 7(7)
4 4(4)
5 3(3)

CrangapTHast CarypauuoHHas
ouoncus, n (%) ouomncus, n (%) P
21 (22) 7(7) <0,01
11 (11) 4(4) _
13 (13) 6 (6) -
33) 18 (19) —
48 (50) 61 (63) 0,59
25 (26) 34 (35) 0,43
23 (24) 27 (28) 0,81
25 (26) 34 (35)
8 (8) 14 (15)
10 (10) 7(7) -
2(2) 3(3)
3 (3) 3(3)

Ilpumenanue. PILK — pax npedcmamenvroii ycenesvl; ISUP — Mexcoyrnapoonoe obujecmeo ypoaocuveckux namono2os.
Note. PCa — prostate cancer; ISUP — International Society of Urological Pathology.
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Tabmua 3. lucmonoeuueckas sgpghexmugHocmo

Table 3. Histological effectiveness

MyabTunapamMmeTpudeckas

IToka3arenn .
KoBas fusion-ouoncus

Bcero 6uonraros, n

Total number of biopsy samples, n 479
[MonoxurensHbIe OUOTITAaTHI, 71 (%) 159 (33)
Positive biopsy samples, # (%)

MakcumainbHas 1jMHa OuonTara,

nopaxentoro pakoM (IQR), Mmm 6,4 (4,7; 8,1)

Maximal positive core length (IQR), mm

Ilpumeuanue. IQR — mexckeapmunvubLil pazmax.
Note. IQOR — interquartile range.

MAarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHAs1/YIBTPA3BY-

Ta6mmua 4. Cpaeﬁeﬁue C 2UCMON02UHECKUM 3AKNI0UEHUEM nocae NPpoCmamsKmomuu

Table 4. Comparison with histological conclusion after prostatectomy

MynsTUnapaMeTpniecKasi Mar-

IToka3zarennb .
Bas fusion-ononcus

HaL[I/ICHTbI, KOTOPBLIM BbITIOJTHEHA
pagukajlbHad IpoOCTaT3KTOMUA, n
Patients who underwent radical
prostatectomy, n

29

KoppekTtHoe onpeneneHue, n (%) 17 (58)
Correct detection, n (%)

[ToBrilIeHue 6asia Mo mKaie
cona, n (%)

Increased Gleason score, # (%)

18 (62)

IMTonmxeHue 6aja 1o mKaie

Imcona, n (%)
Decreased Gleason score, n (%)

3(10)

He npumenumo
Not applicable

Jo6aBoYHAas LIEHHOCTS, 7 (%)
Added value, n (%)

06cy:xneHue

BrorsiBIIsIEeMOCTD KIIMHUYECKH 3HAYMMOTO M KIIMHIYECKHU
He3HaunMoro PITXK, kak v o0611ast BeISIBIISIEMOCTb, COIIO-
CcTaBMMa IIPU CPaBHEHUM CHCTEMATUIECKIX METOIOB OMO-
ricu 1 MM P/Y 3 fusion-6morncun. /1011 ToJI0XXKUTEIBHBIX
ouorraToB B 3 pa3a Oosblie Impy npoBeneHu MuMP/Y3
fusion-6morcun, MakcMMaJibHas JJIMHA OMoITaTa, Iopa-
JKEHHOTO pakKoM, CpaBHMMA.

IomyyeHHBIE pe3yIbTaThl CONIACYIOTCS C JTAHHBIMU MC-
cnemoBanust MRI-FIRST, B KoTopoM He BBISIBIEHO CTaTH-
CTUYECKY 3HAUYMMOM pa3HMIIBI B OOHAPYKCHUY KIIMHITYECKI

38

HUTHO-PE30HAHCHAs1/YIETPA3BYKO-

CrangaptHas CarypaunoHnas
ononcust ounoncust p
996 2287 —
134 (13) 239 (10) <0,01
6,35 (4,7; 8,1) 5,1(3,6;7,0) 0,70
CrannaptHas CarypanuoHHast
ounoncus ononcus D
28 33 —
15 (53) 17 (51) 0,69
21 (75) 18 (54) 0,64
1(3) 309 0,56
2(7) 2(7) —

3HaunMbIX hopMm PITK npm cpaBHeHun MuMP/Y3 fusion
U cTaHgaptHoil 6uoncuu (32,3 u 29,9 %; p = 0,38) [20].
Onnaxo B uccinenoBanuy M. Borghesi 11 coaBT. BbITTOTHEHNE
MnMP/Y3 fusion-6uoncun 06ecrneynio GONbIIYIO BbIAB-
JIIEeMOCTb KJIMHMYecKU 3Haunmoro PITK mo cpaBHeHU1o
CO CTaHJapTHOM OMOICHUeli, TeM He MEHee pa3Hulla CTaTu-
ctruecku HemoctoBepHa (30,8 1 26,9 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO;
p=0,705) [21]. B meTtaanaimm3e W. Baccaglini 1 coaBT. Iipo-
JIEMOHCTPHPOBAHO mpeBocxoncTBo MM P/Y3 fusion-6u1o-
IICUU HAaJl CTaHAapTHO 6uorcueit (88 u 76 % coorseTcT-
BeHHO, p <0,001) B OTHOIIICHUY BBISIBIIEMOCTY KIIMHIIECKI


https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Borghesi
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3Haummoro PITXK [13]. ITocpencTBoM caTypallMOHHOM OKO-
TICUY BO3MOXHO BEISIBUTH OOJIbIIEC KIMHAYCCKHA 3HAYMMO-
ro PIT2K o cpaBHeHmio ¢ MmMP/Y 3 fusion-onorncueii (48,5
1 40,5 % cooTBeTCTBEHHO) [22].

IIpoBeneHre M P-niputiebHOM GMOIICUM, TTPEATIONOXKM-
TEJIbHO, CHIUKACT BBISIBJICHHE KIMHUICCKH HE3HAYMMBIX
¢opm PITK. ITpu BemomHeHn MuM P/Y 3 fusion-6roncun
BBISIBJISIEMOCTb KIIMHWYECKU He3HauruMmoro PITK MeHble
MO CPaBHEHUIO CO CTaHAAPTHOM OMOICHEH, YTO MOATBEP-
xmaercs gaHHbeIMU uccnemoBanuii MRI-FIRST (5,6
u 19,5 %; p <0,001) u 4M (14 u 25 %; p <0,001) [14, 20],
a TaKKe MeTaaHajin3a, B KOTOPOM ITOKA3aHO, UTO BBISIBIISI-
€MOCTb KJIMHMYECKU He3HaurMmoro PIT2K Hvke ripu BbITO-
HeHur M P-nipuiiesibHOM GUOIICHM 110 CPABHEHMIO CO CTaH-
JapTHOM (OTHOCUTENIbHBIM puck 0,65; 95 % noBepuTeIbHbBLIA
unaTepBai 0,55—0,77; p <0,001) [23]. Tem He MeHee pe3yiIb-
TaThbl HALLIE paOOThI HE MTOATBEPXKAAIOT 3TO MPEATIOIOKEHUE,
YTO, B CBOIO OUYepe/ib, COTJIACYETCS C JAaHHBIMHU, TTOJTyIeHHBI-
mu H. Goldberg u coaBt. (pa3Huiia puckos 0; 95 % nosepu-
TeJIbHBIM nHTEepBal —3...3; p = 0,96) [24].

B psine paboT oTMeuaercs: 0oJiee BhICOKasi 00111ast BbI-
sieisiemocTs PITTK mipu ipoBenernm MuM P/ 3 fusion-6mo-
IICMU, YeM TIpU cTaHgapTHOI ouoricuu [23, 25]. OnHako
npu cpaBHeHUU oO1eit BoisiBisieMocty PIT2K B uccneno-
BaHuM M. Kroenig 1 coaBT. He 0OHApPYKEHO CTATUYECKU
3HAYMMOM pa3HUIBI MexXny MnMP/Y3 fusion u caTyparm-
oHHoi1 6uorncueii (44,2 1 50,0 %; p <0,001) [16], uTo Haxo-
JIUT OTpaKeHME U B Hallleil paboTe.

ITpu paccMOTpeHNM TMCTOIOTUYECKOM 3(DHEKTUBHO-
ctu MIMP/¥Y 3 fusion-06morncusi mpeBOCXOIUT CUCTEMATH -
YeCKHWe METOIbI OMOIICUM B OTHOIICHWH IOJIU ITOJIOXM-
TeJbHBIX OnonTaToB. B nccinemoBanum C. Arsov 1 COaBT.
ITOKA3aHO, YTO J0JISI IIOJIOXKUTEJIbHBIX OMOIITAaTOB B 2 pa3a
OoJbIte Tipu IpoBeaecH MIIMP/Y 3 fusion-6uorncuu, yem
npu cTaHgapTHoi ouorcuu (18 u 9 % COOTBETCTBEHHO;
p <0,001) [26]. B uccinenoBanuu P.P. Kayano u coasT.
mpu uctonb3oBanu MitM P/Y 3 fusion-6uoncum mosis mo-
JIOXKUTEJIbHBIX OMOINTATOB cocTaBuiia 85 %, B TO BpeMs Kak
IIPH CTaHJApTHOIM 6roricuu — 65 % (p <0,007) [27].

B oTHoOIIEeHMM MaKcUMAaJIbHOM JIMHBI OMOIITaTa, Mo-
paXkeHHOTO paKoM, B HaIlleil paboTe He BBISIBJICHO CTaTH-
CTHUYECKY 3HAYMMBIX Pa3INIMii ITPY CPABHEHUH YKa3aHHBIX
MeTonoB ouoricuu. IIpu 3ToM JaHHbIE MUPOBOI JIUTEpa-

NUTEPATYPA
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DOI: 10.6004/JNCCN.2015.0009
2. Albertsen P.C., Hanley J.A., Fine J. 20-year outcomes
following conservative management of clinically localized
prostate cancer. JAMA 2005;293(17):2095—101.
DOI: 10.1001/JAMA.293.17.2095
3. European Association of Urology. Available at: https://uroweb.org/
(accessed Sep. 06, 2022).

/

TYPBI IEMOHCTPHUPYIOT, uTo MM P /Y3 fusion-6morncus ac-
COLIMMpPOBaHa ¢ 00JIbllIet MaKCUMAaJIbHOM JJIMHOM O1oITa-
Ta, MopaxkeHHOro pakoM. Tak, B uccienoBanuu Y. Yamada
1 COaBT. MAKCHIMAaJTbHAST IJTMHA OMOIITaTa, IIOPaskeHHOTO pa-
KoM, Tipu TipoBeneHr MM P/Y3U fusion-6uorncum cocra-
Buia 8 (1—19) mm, mipu carypauuonHoi — 5 (0,5—16) MM
(p <0,0001) [28]. AHanornuyHo B ucciaemoBanum B. Covin
1 COABT. MAaKCMMAJTbHAST IJTMHA OMOIITaTa, TOPaKeHHOTO pa-
KoM, 1pu BeimosHeHnu MIMP/Y3 fusion-o6uoncum —
6,9 (5,0—8,8) MM, pu craHgapTHoii — 2,6 (1,9—3,3) MM
(p <0,0001) [29]. BorieykazaHHBIEC pa3TAIKsI B TUCTOJIOTU-
yecKoil 3 PeKTUBHOCTY 00YCIOBJICHBI CAMUM MPUHLIUIIOM
MP-npuiieibHOM OMOICHUM: B OTJIMYME OT CUCTEMATUIECKOM
ouoricuu 3a00p TMCTOJIOTUYECKOro MaTepuaia Ipou3Bo-
JIATCS HETIOCPEICTBEHHO U3 IMTOAO3PUTEILHOIO OJara.
Haiie nccnenoBanue umeeT psia orpaHuueHuil. Bo-
MePBBIX, KaXKIas IPeIIIeCTBYIONIAst OMOIICHS MOTJIa OKa-
3aTh BIMSHUE Ha Pe3yJIbTaThl ITOCICIYIONINX N3-3a OTeKa
" necdopMalluy MPeaCTaTeIbHOM Xene3bl. Bo-BTOPEHIX,
TOJIBKO Y TPETU MALIMEHTOB ITOCTYITHBI JaHHBIC IS aHa-
JIN3a TUCTOJIOTUYECKUX 3aKITIOYEHUN MOCIIE PAAUKATBHON
IIPOCTATAKTOMMU, YTO MOTJIO OTPA3UThCS Ha pe3yiIbraTax.
Ha 00beKTUBHYI0 UHTEePIIPETALMIO Pe3yJIbTaTOB MOT OKa-
3aTh BIMSHNUE CMEIIaHHBIN XapaKTep BbIOOPKHU (CpaBHU-
BaJINCh JaHHBIE TAIIMEHTOB, KOTOPBIM BBIIIOJIHSIIACHh KaK
nepBUYHasi, TaKk U noBTopHas ouorncust). [lociegHum
OrpaHMYCHHEM PabOTHI CIIEAYET yKa3aTh OTCYTCTBHC aHA-
JIN3a IMOCJICOIepallMOHHBIX OCJIOKHEHUM, IPOBEACHIE
KOTOPOT'O HEBO3MOXKHO BBUAY AM3aiiHA UCCIICIOBAHUS.

3akniouenue

BbIsIBIISIEMOCTS KITMHUYECKY 3HAYMMOTO, KITMHUIEeCKH
He3HauuMoro u obuas BoisiBiasieMocts PI12K conoctaBu-
MBI IIPU CPaBHEHUHU CUCTEMATHYECKNX METOIOB OMOIICHI
u MunMP/Y3 fusion-6uonicuu. IMocneaHsss IPeBOCXOIUT
cucTeMaTu4eCKrue METOIbl OMOIICUM MCKIIOUMTEIbHO
B OTHOIIICHUH JIOJIM TTOJIOKUTEIBbHBIX OMONTaToB. Makcu-
MaJIbHas JUTMHA OUOIITaTa, IOPAXKEHHOTO PaKOM, B CBOIO
oyepeb, CTAaTUCTUYECKU He paziindaercs. Takum o0pa3oM,
MM P/Y 3 fusion-0uoricst IeMOHCTPUPYET COITOCTABUMBIE
pe3yJIBTaThl BISIBJISIEMOCTU KIIMHUYECKM 3HauuMoro PITK,
IIPY 3TOM TSI BeprUDUKALIMU TUarHo3a HEOOXOMMMO Cy-
IIECTBEHHO MEHBIIIee KOJIMISCTBO OMONITATOB.
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