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Llenb uccnepoBaHuaA — onpenenuTb KIMHUYecke U MOpdoornyeckme xapakTepUCTUKM Onyxoneil, HeBUAUMBIX NpU Mar-
HUTHO-pe3oHaHcHoil Tomorpacduu (MPT), y nauneHToB € pakom npeactatensHoit xenessl (PMXK), nepeHecwux po6ot-
aCCMCTMPOBAHHYIO paguKanbHY NMPOCTATIKTOMMUIO.

Marepuansbl u metoabl. [poBefeH peTpocneKTUBHBIA aHanu3 MPT-u3o6paxenunit 151 nayuenta ¢ PMX nocne pobot-
aCCUCTUPOBAHHON pPaAMKanbHOM NPOCTaTaKTOMUK B nepuog ¢ 2022 no 2023 r. boinu nonyyeHsl cepuu T2-B3BELIEHHbIX,
AN Y3MOHHO-B3BELEHHBIX U JUHAMUYECKUX KOHTPACTHbIX M300pa¥eHuii B cooTBeTCTBUM C npoTokonom PI-RADS v.2.1
(Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System, CucTema 0TYETHOCTM W LaHHBIX N0 BU3yanu3aLum NpecTateNnsHom xenessl).
Bce ckaHbl MPT uHTEpNpeTMpoBanuch ABYMs PEHTIEHONIOraMu € oNnbITOM paboTel 6onee 20 net. CTaTUCTMYECKYIO 06paboT-
Ky OCyLLecTBAANM C noMolybio nporpammbl IBM SPSS Statistics 25.0.

Pesynbratbl. 13 151 nayueHTa 0CHOBHOI KOropTbl ¢ oTcyTcTBMEM o4aros PI-RADS 3-5 6binu 25 (17 %) 60/bHbIX, TOrAa
KaK ¢ Hanuumem — 126 (83 %) (p =0,121). Y nayMeHTOB OTMEYANNUCh CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYUMbIE PA3SINYNA B YPOBHE Npo-
CTaTMyecKoro cneunduUyeckoro aHTUreHa: B rpynmne C HalMYMEM 04ArOBOrO NOPAXEHUs, NOATBEPKAEHHOMO N0 [AHHbIM
mynsTUnapameTpuyeckoit MPT (MnMPT), no cpaBHeHuio ¢ rpynnoii 6e3 TakoBoro ypoBeHb OHKOMapKepa Obil JOCTOBEPHO
Bbllwe (MegnaHa 7,15 [5,0-11,6] Hr/mn; 95 % poBepuTenbHbil UHTepBan 8,51-11,86 u 5,9 [4,13-8,1] Hr/mn; 95 % AU
4,19-12,05 cooTBeTCTBEHHO; p = 0,034). OLeHEeHa YacToTa BCTPEYaEMOCTH onyxoneil C cymmoi 6annos no wkane Mucoxa
(vHpekc ThucoHa) 6 1 7 B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT XapaKTepa NOpaXeHWs npeacTatenbHou xenessl npu MAMPT. Mpu ouarosom
Nopa¥eHWu 4acToTa BCTPEYAeMOCTU HOBOOOPA30BaHMil C MHAEKCOM [MucoHa 7 6bina Belwe (n = 92), yem B rpynne 6e3 no-
paxeHus (n= 14). OyaroBoe nopaxeHue npeacTaTeNbHoil Xenesbl No faHHeIM MIMPT foCTOBEPHO Yalle BCTpeyanoch
Y NaLMEHTOB C NOTEHLMaNbHO Gonee arpeccuBHbIMU opMamu PTIK (BbICOKMIt ypoBEHb NPOCTATUYECKOTO CReLUduyecko-
ro aHTUreHa, Hgekc MucoHa >7, 6onbloi 06beM NOPaXeHUs NO AaHHbLIM MOPGONOrUYeckoro ucciefoBanus). Mpu ot-
CYTCTBUW NOATBEPXAEHHOTO Npu MNMPT 04aroBOro nopaxeHus B NpefcTaTenbHoii xenese y 72 % nayueHToB 06beM no-
paxeHus no faHHbIM MOPGONOrMYeCcKoro nccnefoBanus He npesbiwan 37,5 % ynaneHHoro opraHa. Takxe B 3ToM ciyyae
OTMEYaNuUCb MEHEEe arpeccMBHbLIE XapaKTEPUCTUKN OMYXONEBOTO MOPAXEHUs U HeOONbWO ero 06beM N0 CPaBHEHUIO
C 04aroBbIM NOPAXEHUEM.

3akntoueHune. Pe3ynbTathl NOATBEPAUIMN BbICOKYIO YaCTOTy BCTPEYAEMOCTU arpeccuBHbIX hopm 3abonesanus npu MPT-
Bugumom PTMXK. B rpynne MPT-HeBUAMMEIX onyxoneii 6onee YeM B NOJIOBUHE CIy4aeB ONpeAensnncs HoBOoGpa3oBaHus
C nHpekcom MnucoHa 7. NMonyyeHHble JaHHble HE NO3BONAIOT OfHO3HAYHO OTHOCUTbL NnauneHToB ¢ MPT-HeBugumeim P
B rpynny 61aronpusTHOrO NporHo3a.

KnioueBble cnoBa: pak npencratenbHOM Xenesbl, MynbTUNApaMeTpuyeckas MarHUTHO-pe3oHaHcHas Tomorpadus, MPT-
BUAMMbIA paK NpeAcTaTeNbHOM xesesbl, po60T-acCUCTUPOBAHHAA PafiMKanbHasn NPOCTaTIKTOMUA

Iina uutupoBaHusa: A6osH N.A., Makyc C.M., Nonskos A.C. u gp. MPT-HeBUAMMbII paK NpefcTaTeNbHOI Xenesbl: KIMHM-
yeckue n mopconoruyeckue xapakrepuctuku. OHkoyponorus 2025;21(4):59-67.
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Aim. To determine clinical and morphological characteristics of the tumors invisible on magnetic resonance imaging (MRI)
in patients with prostate cancer (PCa) who underwent robot-assisted radical prostatectomy.

Materials and methods. Retrospective analysis of MRI images of 151 patients with PCa after robot-assisted radical
prostatectomy between 2022 and 2023 was performed. Series of T2-weighted, diffusion-weighted and dynamic
contrast-enhanced images in accordance with the PI-RADS v.2.1 (Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System)
protocol were obtained. All MRI scans were interpreted by two radiologists with more than 20 years of experience.
Statistical analysis was performed using IBM SPSS Statistics 25.0 software.

Results. Among 151 patients of the study cohort, 25 (17 %) patients did not have PI-RADS 3-5 lesions, while 126 (83 %)
had them (p= 0.121). The patients had statistically significant differences in the prostate-specific antigen
levels: in the group with lesions confirmed by multiparametric MRI (mpMRI) compared to the group without lesions
the level of this tumor marker was significantly higher (median 7.15 [5.0-11.6] ng/mL; 95 % confidence interval (CI)
8.51-11.86 and 5.9 [4.13-8.1] ng/mL; 95 % CI 4.19-12.05, respectively; p= 0.034). The incidence of tumors
with Gleason score 6 and 7 depending on the type of prostate cancer on mpMRI was determined. For focal lesions,
the incidence of neoplasms with Gleason score 7 was higher (n = 92) than in the group without lesions (n = 14).
Prostatic lesions per mpMRI were significantly more common in patients with potentially more aggressive forms of PCa
(high prostate-specific antigen level, Gleason score >7, high tumor volume per morphological examination).
In the absence of confirmed prostatic lesions by mpMRI, in 72 % of patients, tumor volume did not exceed 37.5 %
of the resected organ per morphological examination. Additionally, in this case less aggressive characteristics
and smaller volume of the tumor were observed compared to lesional disease.

Conclusion. The results confirmed high incidence of aggressive forms of the disease in MRI-visible PCa. In the group
of MRI-invisible tumors, more than half of neoplasms had Gleason score 7. These data do not allow to unequivocally
classify patients with MRI-invisible cancer into the favorable prognosis group.

Key words: prostate cancer, multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging, MRI-visible prostate cancer, robot-assisted
radical prostatectomy
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Bsepnexue

MysTunapamMeTpuaeckas MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHAS TO-
morpadpuss (MtMPT) ¢ BHenpennem nporokosna PI-RADS
(Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System, Cucrema ot-
YETHOCTH M TAHHBIX 10 BU3YATN3aIIUH IIPEICTATEILHOM XKe-
JIe3bl) M3MEHWIIA TTOIXOM K IMarHOCTUKE JIOKAJIM30BAaHHOTO
paka mpeacTarenbHoii xene3bl (PTT2K), ynydiB Busyanm-
3aMMI0 KIMHIYECKY 3HAUYMMBIX OITyxoJieii. BocriponsBoom-
MOCTb pe3yisraroB MM PT mexay rcciienoBareasiMu B JTyd-
IIEM CJydae OCTaeTCss YMEPEHHOI, YTO OrpaHUYMBaEcT
IIAPOKOE IMPYMEHEHNE MeTola BHE SKCIIEPTHBIX IICHTPOB
PEHTTEHOJIOTAMHU, KOTOpbIe He Ipoliii ooydeHue [1, 2]. [pu-
MepHO 20 % MepBUYHBIX OIyXOJIei IIPEACTATE/IbHOM XKeIe3bl
HesuauMbl ipu MIMPT [3]. Micnonb3oBaHue BU3yaln3u-
PYIOLLIMX METOIOB B AOTOJHEHKE K JJA0OpaTOPHOI TUArHo-
CTHKE 3HAYUTEIHHO YIYUIIIIIIO BRIABICHHUE JIOKAI30BAaHHO-
ro PITXK, ripuBeIio K BO3MOKHOCTH CTPAaTU(UKALINK PUCKOB,
OIHOBPEMEHHO COKPATUB YMCJI0 M30LITOYHBIX OMoTIcuii [4].
ITockonbKy 9acTh OIMyXOJeiH SIBIISIIOTCSI HEBUIMMBIMU
IIPY MarHUTHO-pe3oHaHCHOM ToMorpacdrm (MPT), ocraercs
HepeIIeHHbIM BOITPOC, KOIIa MOXKHO HE BBITTOTHSITH OUOTICHIO
npu orcyTcTBUM oyaroB Ha MM PT. [1puurHbI HeBUAUMOCTU
PIK B 3HAUMTEIIbHOI CTENICHN HEM3BECTHBI, OMHAKO BBISB-
JIEHO, 4TO Busyaausupyemble ipu MOMPT omyxonu umeror
0oJiee HeOIaronpUsITHhIE ITATOJIOTMYECKHE U OMOIOTMYeCKIe
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ocobeHHocTH [5—8]. Takke B MHOTOYUCIIEHHBIX BHICOKO-
Ka4eCTBEHHBIX MCCJICIOBAHMSIX IPOISMOHCTPHUPOBAHO,
yto BeinosHeHue MIIMPT ¢ nocenyronieii TapreTHoi 610-
TICHEH B CITy9ae OOHAPYKeHMSI BUAMMBIX 04aroB ITO3BOJISIET
VAYYIIUTh BBISBIEHUE KIMHUYeCKM 3Hauumoro PITXK
10 CPaBHEHUIO C CHCTeMaTHYecKoil ouorcueii [3, 9—11].
C mpyroii CTOPOHBI, MCTIONB30BaHUE TOJIBKO TAPTETHOM OHMO-
TICUHY TIPY BBISIBJICHUH 0YaroB B IIPEICTaTeIbHOM JKele3e Co-
MIPSTKEHO C PUCKOM IIPOITYCKA KIIMHUIESCKHU 3HAYUMBIX CITy-
yaeB PILK, nmpu 3ToM mpoLIEHT 3TUX OITyXOJIeil ocTaeTcs
Heu3BecTHBIM [12, 13].

IMenp mccaemoBaHus — OIPENCIUTh KIMHUISCKUE
1 Mopdoorndeckue xapakrepuctuku MPT-HeBuamMbIx
onyxoseil y naiueHToB ¢ PITK, nepeHeciiux podboT-ac-
CHCTHUPOBAaHHYIO PaIUKAIBHYIO IIPOCTATIKTOMMUIO.

Mamepuanbl u Memopbl

ITpoBeneH peTpocnieKTuBHbINM aHanu3 MPT-n3o6pa-
xeHuid 151 namuenta ¢ PIT2K nocne pobor-accuctupo-
BaHHOM paguKaJbHOI ITPOCTATIKTOMUM B nepuoz ¢ 2022
mo 2023 . Kputepun UCKIIIOYEHUS: TIpEIIIeCTBYIOIIEE
neueHue PIIXK, HeBo3daMoxHOCTh mpoBeneHusi MPT
B MYJIBTUITAPAMETPUIECKOM PEXKUME.

By nonydens! cepum T2-B3BelIeHHBIX, TUDPY3U-
OHHO-B3BEIICHHBIX M TMHAMMYECKNX KOHTPACTHBIX N30~
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OpakeHMIT B COOTBETCTBUU C IMpoTokosioM PI-RADS v.2.1.
Bce ckanbl MPT uHTEepripeTUpOoBaIuCh AByMsI pEHTT€HO-
JIOTaMU C OTIBITOM paboThI 6oJiee 20 JeT.

CTaTuCTIYeCKyI0 00pabOTKY OCYILIECTBIISUIU C TIOMOIIIBIO
nporpamMMmbl IBM SPSS Statistics 25.0. CratucTnyecKyio
3HAYMMOCTb MEXIY KOJIMIECTBCHHBIMU ITOKA3aTe ISIMU OIIe-
HUBaIM ¢ ucnojib3oBanuem U-kputepusi MaHHa—YUTHHU,
MEXIy KaueCTBeHHBIMU ITOKA3aTeISIMI — C IIPUMEHEHUEM
TouHOrO Kputepusi Puinepa. YyBCTBUTEIHPHOCTD M CIICIIN-
¢uaHOCTH MOIEMM omnpeaessui Ha ocHoBaHny ROC-aHa-
JI3a.

Pesynbmambl

HMHTEepecHBIM NPeACTaBIsIOCh U3YYEHUE OCOOEHHO-
CTeil KIIMHUKO-INArHOCTUYECKUX M MOPDOIOTrnIeCcKIX
xapakTepucTuk nauueHToB ¢ PIT2K npu orcyrcTBUM noa-
TBepKIeHHOro no gaHHeiIM MPT oyaroBoro nopaxeHust
PI-RADS 3—5 B cpaBHeHUM Cc ero Hajauduem (Tadi. 1)
B LIeJISIX omnpenesieHus crenuudeckux mig MPT-sunu-
moro PIK kimHnyeckux xapakTepucTUK B 0011ei KOrop-
Te manueHToB (n = 151). lanHbie 0 xapakTtepe MPT-110-
paXkeHM IIPeICTaBICHBI Ha puc. 1.

IIpu OTCYTCTBUM BUAMMBIX 09aroB Bpad-peHTICHOJIOT
He Busyanusuposai PITK (MPT-HeBunuMbIie ommyxomn).
B namewm uccnenosanum n3 151 nmanmeHTa OCHOBHOM KO-
roptel 6e3 moctoBepHbIx odaroB PI-RADS 3—5 6bun
25 (17 %) 6onbHBIX, TOTOA KaK ¢ HammaueM — 126 (83 %).
Takum o6pa3oM, IIpakKTUUECKU Y KaXKI0TO 5-To naiueHTa
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Fig. 1. Distribution of the patients of the total cohort per type
of prostate cancer

o611 MPT-HeBunumblid PIT2K. 1151 yrouHeHUsI HaTTEpHOB,
OIPEeAEIISIIONINX OTCYTCTBUE MJIN HAJTMYME 04arOBOTO IO~
paxkKeHus TpelcTaTe/IbHOM Xeae3bl o JaHHbIM MOIMPT,
IMPOBEICHO CPaBHEHNE KIIMHUKO-TUATHOCTUUECKIX U MOP-
domornyeckux mapameTpoB B ciaydae MPT-Buaumoro
(ouaroBoe mopaxenue) u MPT-HeBuaumMoro (muddy3Hoe
HaKOIUIEHWE KOHTpacTa) mopaxkeHus (cM. Tabi. 1).

He BBIsSIBICHO 3HAYMMBIX PA3IMINIA B BO3PACTE AL~
E€HTOB: IIPU OTCYTCTBUU odaroBoro nopaxeHust PI-RADS
3—5 mo manHpIM MPT cpenHuit Bo3pacT COCTaBHI

Tabmuua 1. Ocobenrocmu KAuHUKO-0UASHOCMUYMECKUX U MOPPOA02UMECKUX NAPAMEemPO8 NAUUEHMO8 C PAKOM NPe0CcmamensHoli Jcene3bl

Table 1. Features of clinical, diagnostic and morphological parameters of the patients with prostate cancer

OTcyTcTBHE 09ar0B B MpeICTATE b=
Ho¥i xesese (n = 25)

ITapameTp
Mtm
Me [QI_Q:;]
lgo;spaCT MalMeHTOB, JIeT 61,8 + 6,45
atient age, years
YpoBeHb MPOCTATUIECKOTO CIielpuyIe-
CKOTO aHTUTEHAa, MT/MJI 5,9 [4,13-8,1]

Prostate-specific antigen level, mg/mL

i 3
96’1?6M HpeHCTaTeJ}bHOH 2KEJIE3bI, CM 40’0 [35’0_54’0]
rostate volume, cm’

TTpoueHT mopaxkeHwust 1o TaHHBIM
MOP(dOJOTUYECKOTO UCCIEIOBAHNUS
Percentage of prostate volume affected
per morphological examination

30,0 [20,0—40,0]

OuaroBoe MOpaxeHne NPeICcTATENb-
Ho¥i xeessl (n = 126)

p

95 % I Me [Q,—Q,] 95 % N
59,14—64,46 64,0 [61,0-67,0]  62,39-64,58 0,121
4,19-12,05  7,15[50-11,6]  851-11,86  0,034*
39,35-60,00  42,0[32,0-57,0]  42,85-49,23 0,754
24,25-34,31  350[30,0—40,0]  34,58-38,97 0,018

*Cmamucmuyeckas 3Ha4UMOCMb pa3Au4uil NoKkasamens mexcdy epynnamu onpedeaena no U-kpumepuro Manna—Yumuu.
Tlpumenanue. M £ m — cpednee 3nauenue + cmandapmuas owubka cpedneeo; Me [Q —Q.] — meduana [unmepkeapmunviblii pasmaxj;

MU — dosepumenvrublii unmepean.

*Statistical significance of the differences between the groups was determined using the Mann—Whitney U-test.
Note. M £ m — mean * standard error of the mean; Me [Q —Q,] — median [interquartile range|; CI — confidence interval.
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Fig. 2. Age of patients depending on the nature of the lesions (Mann—
Whitney U-testp = 0.121)

61,8 + 6,45 roga (95 % noBeputenbHblii nHTEpBaI (J1N)
59,14—64,46), npu HATMIMKU MeMaHa BozpacTta — 64,0 [61,0—
67,0] rona (95 % AN 62,39—64,58) (p = 0,121) (puc. 2).

Takxe He 0OHapyKXeHO pa3HUIIBI B 00beMe IpeacTa-
TeJIbHOM 3keJie3bl 1o JaHHbIM M PT: ripu oTcyTcTBUM OYa-
TOBOTO TMOPAXEHUS M €ro HAJIMYMK MeAuaHa COCTaBUJIa
40,0 [35,0—54,0] cMm3 (95 % AU 39,35—60,09) 1 42,0 [32,0—
57,0] em® (95 % AN 42,85—49,23) COOTBETCTBEHHO
(p =0,754) (puc. 3).

C npyroii CTOPOHBI, YCTAHOBJICHO, YTO ITPOIICHT ITOpa-
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Fig. 4. Percentage of prostate with lesions according to morphological
examination data depending on the nature of the lesions (Mann—
Whitney U-testp = 0.018)
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pakmepa nopaxcerus (U-kpumepuit Manna—Yumnu p = 0,754)
Fig. 3. Prostate volume depending on the nature of the lesions
(Mann—Whitney U-test p =0.754)

HOT0 MOP(MOJIOrMYeCKOro UCCIeA0BaHMsI ObUI CTAaTUCTHYE-
CKM 3HAYMMO BBIILIE Y MTALIMEHTOB C HAJIMYKMEM OYaroBOTO
nopaxeHnust PI-RADS 3—5 (mexmana 35,0 [30,0—40,0] %;
95 % IW 34,58—38,97) B cpaBHEHUU C €r0 OTCYTCTBUEM
(menuana 30,0 [20,0—40,0] %; 95 % AU 24,25—-34,31)
(p =0,018) (puc. 4).

Y naluueHTOB OTMEYaIMCh CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMbIE
pasnyusl B YPOBHE MPOCTATMYECKOTO CIIELIM(DUIECKOTO
anturena (ITCA): B rpyrire 04aroBoro IopaskeHus 1o cpaB-
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JIOCTOBEpHO Bhille (MeauaHa 7,15 [5,0—11,6] Hr/mi;
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Fig. 5. Prostate-specific antigen level depending on the nature
of the lesions (Mann—Whitney U-test p = 0.034)
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Table 2. Distribution of the patients with prostate cancer per on Gleason score

OTCyTCTBHE 0YATOB B NPEACTATEIBHOM

Cymma 0ajL1oB
no mkaie Iimucona

xenaese (n = 25)

n %
6 11 44,0
7 14 56,0

OuaroBoe HopaxKeHne NPeICTATENbHOM
xKejessl (n = 126)

P
n %

34 27.0

92 73,0 L

*Cmamucmu4eckast 3HaYUMOCMb Pa3Au4uil NOKaA3amens mexcoy epynnamu onpedeaena no mounomy kpumepuio Quuiepa.
*Statistical significance of the differences between the groups was determined using Fisher's exact test.

95 % AU 8,51—11,86 u 5,9 [4,13—8,1] ur/mi; 95 % AU
4,19—12,05 coorBercTBeHHO; p = 0,034). Heodbxommmo
OTMETUTD, YTO MaKCUMaJbHbie 3HaueHus1 ypoBHS [ICA
(67,10 Hr/MJ1) TAKXKE ITOJIyYEHBI B IPYIIIE C HATMYKUEM 04a-
roBoro nopaxenus PI-RADS 3-5 (puc. 5).

B mcciaemoBaHuM olleHEHa YacTOTa BCTPEYAEMOCTHU
OITyXOJIei ¢ CyMMOIi 0aJUTOB I10 miKajie [mmcoHa (MHIeKC
Iicona) 6 1 7 B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT XapaKTepa IOpaXKeHusI
npeacTaTeabHO Xenesbl 1o naHHbIM MM PT. I1pu Hanu-
yum oyaroBoro ropaxkenus PI-RADS 3—5 gacrora BcTpe-
YyaeMOCTH HOBOOOpa3oBaHMI ¢ MHAEKCOM [JmcoHa 7 Oblia
BeIIIe (1 = 92), yeM B IpymIe 0e3 mopaxkeHus (n = 14),
OIHAKO TOJIyYeHHAsI pa3HUIIA ObLIa CTATUCTUICCKU HeE-
3HauuMoii (p = 0,089) (Tabi. 2).

Takum o6pa3oM, MOXKHO clieJIaTh BBIBO/I, YTO ITIOATBEP-
xneHHoe ripu MOMPT ouaroBoe ropaxeHue rpeacTaTeib-
Hoii xene3bl PI-RADS 3—5 nocToBepHO yallie BCTpevanoch
y MTallMEeHTOB C MOTeHLIMAILHO 00JIee arpecCUBHBIMHU (pop-
Mamu PITK (Bercokmii ypoBeHb I1CA, nxnekc Iicona >7,

%
80

70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

OuaroBoe nopaeHne
npeacTaTesibHOM xenesbl /
Prostatic lesions

OTCyTCTBME OYaros
B NpeAcTaTenibHoM xenese /
No prostatic lesions

M Cymma 6annos

no wkane MmucoHa / no wkane Mmucoxa /
Gleason score Gleason score

6 7

Puc. 6. Pacnpedenenue nayuenmos 6 3a8ucumocmu om cymmbi 6an-
2106 no wixkane Iiucona (mounnviit kpumepuii Puwepa p = 0,089)
Fig. 6. Gleason score depending on the nature of the lesions (Fisher’s
exact test p = 0.089)

M Cymma 6annos

OONBIION 00BEM MOpPaXKEHMS TI0 TaHHBIM MOp(OJIornye-
CKOT0 MCCJICIOBAHMS), TOTHA KaK y ITaIlMeHTOB 0e3 Hal-
yug oyaros PI-RADS 3—5 o manuaeiM MM PT vartie umen
mecto PITXK Huskoro pucka (puc. 6).

C y4yeToM BBISIBJIEHHOM CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMOI
Pa3HULIBI B IIPOLICHTE TTOPAXKEHUS IIPEICTAaTEIFHOM XKele-
3bI 10 TAHHBIM OKOHYATEJIbBHOTO MOP(OJIOTMIECKOTO HC-
CJIeIOBaHMS B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT XapaKTepa ITOPaKeHMST ObLT
npoBeneH ROC-anamm3 (puc. 7) B LEISX OLICHKU YyBCT-
BUTEJIBHOCTU U CEIIN(UIHOCTU IOTYICHHOTO KPUTEPHSI.
IMnomans mog ROC-KpuBoii, COOTBETCTBYIOINIAST B3AUMO-
CBSI3M TIPOIICHTA ITOPaXXeHUS MPEACTATEeIbHOM XeJIe3bl
10 JaHHBIM MOP(OJIOTUYECKOTO UCCISIOBAHMS 1 XapaK-
Tepa mopaxeHusi, cocrasuia 0,649 £ 0,062 (95 % AU
0,527—0,771). IlomyyeHHAsT MOZIEJIb ObUTA CTATUCTUICCKHU
3HaunmMoii (p = 0,019). IToporoBoe 3HaYCHME TTOPAXKCHUS
MpeacTaTebHOM Xeme3bl cocraBuio 37,5 %. Ipu Gomee
HU3KOM IIPOLICHTE ITOPaXXeHUsI IIPOTrHO3MPOBAIACH BBHICO-
Kasi BEpOSITHOCTL OTcyTcTBUsS odaroB PI-RADS 3-5

YyBcTBUTENBHOCTD / Sensitivity

0 0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1,0
1 - CneumnduuHocTb / 1 - Specificity

Puc. 7. ROC-kpusas é3aumocesnsu xapakmepa nopaxceHus nped-
CMamenvHoll Jcenesvl 8 3a8UCUMOCIU OM NPOUEHMA NOPAICeHUs.
no danHbiM MOpGhoNOUMECK020 UCCAe008aHUS

Fig. 7. ROC curve of the relationship between the nature of prostatic
lesions depending on the percentage of lesions according
to morphological examination data
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no gaHHbIM MIIMPT. YyBcTBUTENTBHOCTD M crieli(UY-
HOCTb METOJa B TaHHON TOYKE OTCEUYCHMS COCTABWIIU
721 43,7 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

Takum oOpa3zoMm, TIpu OTCYTCTBUM OYAroB B IIpecTa-
TeJIbHOM XeJiede y 72 % mauueHTOB 00beM MOpaXeHUs
110 TaHHBIM MOP(OJIOTNIECKOTO MCCICIOBAHUS HE TIpe-
Boilan 37,5 % ymaneHHoro opraHa. B maHHoMm ciydae
OTMEYAJIMCh MEHEE arpeCCUBHBIE XapaKTePUCTUKU OITyX0-
JIEBOTO MOpaXXeHUsl U HeOOJIbILION ero 00beM I10 CpaBHE-
HHIO C OYAarOBBIM ITOPAXKECHUEM.

IIpu npoBenenun MuMPT y 83 % maiumeHTOB MMeTn
mecto MPT-Buanmbie HoBooGpaszoBauust, y 17 % — MPT-
HeBUIMMBIE, TIpU 3ToM MPT-BuUaMMBIE OITyXOJW MMEIU
0oJiee arpecCHBHBIC XapaKTepucTUKu (MHIeKc [mmcona 7
U BBILIE, OOJIBIIMI MPOLIEHT ITOPaXXeHUsI peAcTaTe/IbHOMU
JXeJie3bl, bosiee BRICOKU ypoBeHDb ITCA).

06cy:xneHue

B nocneqHme rogsl BeayIre ypoIorndecKue 1 OHKO-
JIOTUYECKHEe acColMaliMy BKIIOUMIU IpoBeaeHue MnMPT
IO OMOTICUM B KJIMHUYECKYIO TTPAaKTUKY [14—16].

OrpuiareabHast IPOrHOCTUYECKAsI IICHHOCTD HE BbI-
3bIBAIOIIUX MOoA03peHUs faHHbIX MIIM PT oka3zanacek npe-
BocxonaHoi (90—95 % y mauKMeHTOB, He IOABEPTHYThIX
ouorncuun). [lepBoHavyanbHble Pe3yJbTaThl, MOJyYEeHHBIS
B HEOOJIBIIINX PETPOCTICKTUBHBIX MCCIICIOBAHMSIX, HAXOIST
MMOATBEPXKICHNE B KPYITHBIX MHOTOLICHTPOBBIX KOTOpTaxX
METOAOM ciiydyaiiHoil BbIOOpKU. [Ipumenenne MmnMPT
MOXKET MCKJIIOYATh HAJIMYKE KIIMHUYEeCKU 3HaunMmoro PIT2K
¢ 0oJibllIe} TOYHOCTBIO, YEM CHUCTEMaTUYeCKasl OMOIICHUSI,
YTO OBLIO TOKA3aHO B pAHAOMU3MPOBAHHOM KIIMHUTYECKOM
nccienosannu M. Ahdoot u coaBT., OIMyOJIMKOBAaHHOM
B 2020t [13].

Ilo maHHBIM HECKOJIPKMX MCCCHOBAaHMI, HECMOTPS
Ha IIIMPOKOE BHEAPEHUE B KIIMHUYECKYIO MPakKTuKy MPT,
JIaXe OIBITHbIE PEHTIEHOJIOIM MOIYT MPOIYCTUTH 10 30 %
cliydyaeB KirHu4Yecku 3HaunMoro PIT2K nmpu ucnons3oBa-
Hun pekoMeHpanuii PI-RADS [17—20]. Kpome Toro, onu-
CaHbl 3HAYUTEJIbHbIEC PA3JIMUMS B 3aKI0ueHUsIXx MOMPT
cpenu peHTreHosaoros [21, 22].

IIpoBeneHHbIe pabOTHI OMpPEASIUIN HOBBI KPYT BO-
MPOCOB, B YaCTHOCTH HEOOXOIMMOCTh OOBSICHEHUST (PEHO-
meHa HeBuaumocTu PITK. JlanHas mpoGiemMa norpebo-
BaJIa BBEeJICHMS CIIEIIMAIbHOTO TEPMUHA B aHTJIOSI3BIYHOMN
mmteparype — «MPT-neBunumeie» (MRI-invisible) omy-
xoJm [23]. I1pu 3TOM HMCcaenoBaTeIn NBITAIOTCS OTBETUTD
Ha MHTPUTYIOIIUI Bopoc U onpeneanTtb, yeM MPT-He-
Bunumblid PIT2K otnuyaercs or MPT-BuauMoro u kakoe
9T0 MMeeT KIMHNYECKOoe 3HaueHne. PaHHMe qaHHbBIC CBU-
JETEJIbCTBYIOT O TOM, YTo MPT-HeBuaMMbIE OMTYXO0JIU OT-
JIMYAIOTCS OT BUAMMOIO aHajiora MpakKTUYECKU BO BCEX
OTHOIIECHUSIX — OT MOJICKYJIIPHBIX M0 KIMHUYECKUX Xa-
pakTepucTuk. BoisiBaieHue ouaroB npu MinMPT, kotopnie
COOTBETCTBYIOT KJIMHMYecKU 3HaunMomy PITK, sBnsercst
OCHOBOTIOJIATaloIEed MPUYNHOU BKIIIOUEHUS JAHHOTO
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MeToja B pekoMeHnauuu EBporneiickoii accouuaniym ypo-
JI0TOB [24].

M3BecTHO, 9TO, BO-TIEPBBIX, BUAMMOCTh OIIYXOJH
npu MnMPT accouunpoBaHa co CTEEHbIO 3JT0KaYeCTBEH-
HocTu, 00beMoM 1 ctaaueit PIT2K, a Takke ¢ ero jokanu-
zanmeit [17, 18, 20, 25—28]. Kpome Toro, Mopdoornae-
CKHMEe pa3Jnuyus B OIYXOJEBBIX KJIETKaX, CTPOME
W JTIOMMHAJIBHBIX IIPOCTPAHCTBAX KOPPEIUPYIOT C BUIU-
MocThio ipu MPT [29]. Ipyrumu ciioBaMu, 4YeM OOJIbIIe
00BeM ITOpaXkeHMSI M arpeCCUBHEE paK, TEM BBIIIIE BEPO-
STHOCTb ero ooHapyxenwus [3, 5, 30—32]. IIpu aToM nH-
nexc Inmumcona 4 mpu PIIXK rpynmer ISUP 2-3
(International Society of Urological Pathology, MexayHa-
POIHOE OOIIECTBO YPOJIOTUIECKOI ITAaTOJIOTUM) HE SIBJISI-
eTcs onpeAensiomnM a1 BuguMmoctu mpu MPT [33, 34].
Takke ciemyeT yIUThIBaTh, YTO HAIMYKME Odara BEICOKOI
creneHu ipu MPT moxeT ObITh IPUYMHOM NPOIyCcKa Ipy-
TMX, MeHee arpeccuBHBIX o4yaroB [27]. [To maHHBIM ucce-
moBanusg N. Branger u coasr., B 17 % ciayyaeB MPT-He-
BUIOUMBIX OITYXOJIEl MMeEeTCsl AKCTPampoCcTaTUIecKoe
npopactanue, a B47,5 % — BTOpUYHBI ITATTEPH IO ILKa-
ne Imucona 4 vnm 5 [35].

B uccnegoBaniu PROMIS MPT-HeBuInMbIe Ommyxo-
JIU MeJId 60J1e€ HU3KW 001 1 MaKCUMAaJIbHBIA MHAEKC
[mcona (p = 0,0007 u p <0,0001 cOOTBETCTBEHHO) IO CpaB-
HeHMo ¢ MPT-BunumbiMu. JleicTBUTEIBHO, MEHBIIINE
o 00bEMY OMYXOJIM, BEPOSITHO, OyIyT HIXKE TIopora Ipo-
cTpaHCTBeHHOTO paspemeHuss MIIMPT (cienoBaTensHO,
OyayT HEBUIVMMbBIMI), a OITyXOJIM TTeprdeprdecKoil 30HbI
0oJiee HM3KOM CTETICHM 3JI0Ka4eCTBEHHOCTH, BEPOSITHO,
OyayT UMETb pa3pekKE€HHYIO IJIOTHOCTh TKaHU (ClieaoBa-
TEJIbHO, MeHee orpaHnmdeHHYIO nuddysuro mpu MaMPT)
[3, 36]. B Bugumbix ipy MPT omyxonsax rpymnmsl ISUP 2
Yalre OIpeaeIsIIOTCS TeHOMHAsI HeCTaOWIBHOCTD, BHYTPH-
IIPOTOKOBasA KapLIMHOMA U/MI KpuOprhOpMHBIE XapaK-
TEPUCTUKU, a TAKXKE TUTIOKCHSI, YTO B KOMOMHAIIUKM HOCUT
HasBaHue nimbosus [5, 37, 38].

Bo-BTOpPBIX, BBIBICHO, YTO CYIIECTBYIOT MOITOTHM-
TeJIbHBIe MOpdoornyeckrue 0cCo0eHHOCTH (TTOMUMO CTe-
IIeHU 37T0KA4eCTBEHHOCTH 1 pa3Mepa OIYyXOJIH ), KOTOPHIE
o0psicHsroT Bumumoctb PITXK [39]. K. Miyai u coaBT. cpaB-
Hu MPT-Bunumble 1 MPT-HeBUaMMBIE OITyXOJIN B Ipe-
naparax mnocje pagukaiabHO# mnpocTtatakromuu. B MPT-
BUIMMBIX OITyXOJISIX OBLIA BBIIIIE apXUTEKTYPHASI ITIOTHOCTD
¢ GoJblIeit gojieil onmyxoseBbix KieTok (60,9 u 42,7 %;
p <0,0001), HO ¢ OoJTee HM3KOM TTPOITOPIIMEH CTPOMATBHBIX
(33,8u45,1 %; p =0,00089) 1 moMuHaIBHBIX (5,21 12,2 %;
p <0,0001) xierok [31]. DTH pe3yabTaThl IIOATBEPXKIAIOT
MIPeIbIMYIINe JaHHBIE, TEMOHCTPUPYIOIINE, YTO OTPaHU-
yeHHas 1uddy3us ObliIa CUJIbHEE CBsI3aHa C pacrpenelie-
HUEM SIHUTEINATbHBIX, JIOMUHAJIBHBIX U CTPOMAaJIbHBIX
KOMIIOHEHTOB, Ye€M C XeJie3ucToi AuddepeHInpoBKOi
[40, 41]. B ananormynoM uccienoBanuu A. Borren 1 coaBT.
oOHapyxuiau, uto MPT-BuauMble OIyXoJu UMEIOT OoJiee
BBICOKYIO TUIOTHOCTB KJIETOK I MUKPOCOCYIOB II0 CpaBHE-
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HMIO C OIYXOJISIMU, HeBUAMMBIMK TIpy MIIM PT (TutoTHOCTB
ki1eTok 3560/mMm? mpotus 2910/MM?; IJIOTHOCTh MUKPO-
cocynoB 115/mm? npotus 90/Mm?) [32]. B aTOM ciiydyae Bu-
JIMMOCTbD OITyXOJIM OOBSICHSIETCSI 00JIee BEICOKOI IJIOTHOCTBIO
MMKPOCOCYIOB, YTO OyIeT TeHepUpOBaTh IOBHIIIICHHBII
JTUHAMWYECKUN KOHTPACTHBIM YCUJICHHBIA CUTHAJI 34 CYET
OOJIBIIMX KOHLIEHTPAITNH TaIOJIMHIS B MUKPOCOCYIaX B TKa-
HsIX. IHTepecHO, 9To CyIecTBYeT 1Ba (TIOTEHIIMAILHO arpec-
cuBHBIX) oarumia PIT2K, KkoTopbie MOTYT He BU3YaJII3UPO-
Batbcsl TIpu MOMPT, — TIpoTOKOBBIN M KprOprhOPMHBIT
[42, 43]. TTpu 5TOM BHYTPUITPOTOKOBBII paK XOPOILIIO BU3ya-
Jymsupyercs ipu MM PT, Ho ripu 3ToM TaksKe cBsi3aH ¢ 6osiee
BBICOKMM MHAEKcoM [mncona [44, 45].

He meHee BaXXHBIM aCIIEeKTOM SIBJISIETCS] U3yYEHME Te-
HeTrueckux ocooeHHocteit MPT-Buaumbix 1 MPT-He-
BunuMbix opm PITXK [36].

A.S. Purysko 1 cOaBT. COITOCTaBUJIM PE3YJILTATHI T'e-
HoMHoro Tecta Decipher ¢ nanusiMu MOMPT y nmanyen-
TOB, IIEPEHECIINX PATUKAIbHYIO IIPOCTATIKTOMMUIO, 1 00-
HapyXWIN 3HAYUTEILHO 00JTee BhIcoKMe 6autbl 1o Decipher
B omyxoJrsix, BUauMbix ipu MonMPT (cpenHsis pasHuia
0,22;95 % AU 0,13—0,32; p <0,001) [7].

OmmcaHo 4 reHa, CBI3aHHBIX C BUIUMOCTBIO IIpu MPT,
BBDKMBAEMOCTBIO 03 IPOTPECCUPOBAHMS M METACTATH-
YyecKoit 0051e3HbI0 [8]. MyTaiy ommyxoJIb-acColMMPOBaH-
HBIX reHOB, Haripumep PTEN, MOryT 0ObSICHATH (heHOMEH
"esuaumoctu PITK nmpu MPT [46].

OmHako He BCe CYNIECTBYIOIIME TeHOMHBIC TOKa3a-
TEJILCTBA ITOATBEPAUIN OTCYTCTBHE arpeCCUBHBIX MOJICKY-
JISPHBIX MPU3HAKOB B ciaydyae MPT-HeBUIMMBIX HOBO-
obOpazoBanuii. Tak, M.A. Parry 1 coaBT. CpaBHUJIA BUTUMBIE
u HeBuauMble ipyu MOMPT onyxonu (ImosydyeHHBIE
IIPY pagvKaIbHOM MPOCTAT3KTOMUM) C UCITOIb30BaHUEM
HU3KOYACTOTHOI'O IMOJTHOTEHOMHOTO CEKBEHHPOBAHUSI.
OOHapyxXeHo, 4To TojoBuHa n3 MPT-HeBUAMMBIX OIy-
XOJIe UMEIOT TeHeTUIeCKIEe N3MEHEHMsI, HaOIIoqaeMbIe
IIPYU METAacCTaTUYECKOM KacCTpPallMOHHO-PE3UCTEHTHOM
PILK, onHako orpaHMYeHUEM JAaHHOTO UCCJIeAOBaHUS
OBLT HEOOIBIIION pa3Mep BLIOOPKM [47].

[To MHEHIIO HEKOTOPBIX MCCIIEAOBATENCH, BO3MOXHO,
B 0003pMMOM OyAyILIEM IMArHOCTUKA KIMHWUYECKMU 3Ha-
yumoro PIT2K ¢akTuyecku coBnanet ¢ heHOTUIIAMU BU-
numoctu 1ipyu MoMPT. B 60/1b1110M KOTOPTHOM UCCIIEN0-
BaHMWM AaKTUBHOro HabJroneHuss Ha ocHoBe MPT
M0Ka3aHo, YTO NporHo3 rnpu MPT-HeBUANMBIX OITyXOJIsIX
rpyrrsl ISUP 2 (uanekc [mcona 3 + 4) aHajoru4eH mpo-
rao3y PILXK rpymmer ISUP 1 (uagexc Imucona 3 + 3),

B TO BpeMsi kKak MPT-Buaumbie 00pa3zoBaHUS TPYIIIIbI
ISUP 2 (unnekc Inucona 3 + 4) uMeroT MeHee 6J1aromnpu-
SITHBIN IIPpOTrHO3 [48, 49].

M. Ahdoot 1 coaBT. MPoBeIN UCCIeA0BaHE BO3MOXK-
HocTH olieHKH cucteMbl PI-RADS mig onpenenenus to-
ro, B KaKMX TPYIIIaxX MallMeHTOB 000CHOBAHHO OTKAa3aTh-
cs1 OT KOMOMHUPOBAHHOK OUOICUM B IOJIb3y TOJIBKO
ouoricuu noj koHtpojem MPT, npu atom obGecrieuuBast
HU3KUM PUCK IPOITycKa KIMHUYECKU 3HAYMMOIO paka.
KoMo6rHMpoBaHHas1 Ororicus (TapreTHasl 1o pe3yJIsTaTaM
MPT u cucremaTndecKkas) Jaie BbISIBISICT KIMHUISCKHU
3HauuMblit PIT2K nipu Hanumuuu MPT-Buagumbix o6pazo-
BaHWI1 110 CPABHEHUIO C JIFOOBIM M3 METOHOB I10 OTHC/Ib-
HOCTH. DT IIPEUMYIIIECTBA, TI0-BUAUMOMY, HAOJIIOIAt0T-
Ccs B OCHOBHOM y MyxX4MH ¢ oyaramu PI-RADS 3—4.
JlobGaBieHue cucTeMaTUuecKoil OMONCcuM JaeT orpaHu-
YEHHOE TOIOJIHUTEIEHOE IIPEUMYIIIECTBO B O0OHAPYKEHUH
KJIMHUYECKH 3HAYMMOTO paKa Y My>XIMH C TOPAKECHUSIMHU
PI-RADS 5. Hannpotus, MPT-nipuiienbHast OMorcust ume-
€T OTPaHMYCHHYIO JOIOJTHUTEIBbHYIO IICHHOCTh Y MY>KIMH
c ouaramu PI-RADS 2. Mcnionp3oBaHue crpaTerui KOMOM-
HUPOBAHHON OWOIICHHU TOJBKO IIPU HAJUYMU OYaroB
PI-RADS 3—4 npuseso K Tomy, uto 40,1 % Myxumu ¢ MPT-
BUAVMBIMM OMYXOJISIMU M30€xXKalIu M30BLITOYHOI OMOICUMN
U CBSI3aHHBIX C HEll ITOTEHIIMATBbHBIX PUCKOB,/OCIIOXKHEHUI,
COXpaHSISI TIPH 3TOM ITPEBOCXOTHYIO TNATHOCTIECKYIO TOU-
HOCTh KOMOMHUMpPOBaHHOM 6uoncuu [50].

3akniouenue

Taxkum 06pasom, rporpecc, JOCTUTHYThIA B IOHUMAaHUN
OMOJIOTMIH Y TEHETUKH, JISXKAIITNX B OCHOBE BUIUMOCTH OITy-
xosii mpu MDMPT, Bce ellie HaxooUTCs HA paHHEW CTaauu,
U OyIyIIe TaHHbIe, ITOTyYeHHBIC B KPYITHBIX MCCIICTOBAHM -
SIX, OKAXKYTCS KPUTUUECKH BaXKHBIMU JUISI TIEPEBO/IA PE3YITb-
TatoB AuarHocTuky PIT2K B KIIMHMYECKYIO IPAKTUKY.

[IpoBeneHHOE UCCIEIOBAaHMUE C OIpeneeHUEM KIIH-
HU4YEeCKUX U Mopdojiornyeckux xapakTepuctuk PITK
IMOATBEPAMIIO OOJIBIIYIO YaCTOTY BCTPEUYAeMOCTH arpec-
cuBHbIX (hopm ripu MPT-Bunumom PTTK. Onnako HeBo3-
MOKHO UTHOPHUPOBATH TOT (PaKT, YTO, HECMOTPSI HA MEHb-
IIyI0 BCTPEYAEMOCTh arpecCUBHBIX (OPM B TpyIIe
MPT-HeBUAMMBIX OTITyXOJIEl, O0JIee YeEM B OJIOBMHE CITy-
YaeB Mpu MOPGHOIOTHYECKOM HCCICIOBAHUN OIIpEeaeIIsi-
JIMCh HOBOOOpa3oBaHuUs ¢ nHaekcoM Inucona 7. Ilomny-
YeHHBIC JaHHBIC HE ITO3BOJISTIOT OMHO3HAYHO OTHOCHUTH
nanueHToB ¢ MPT-HeBugumbiM PITXK B rpymnny Oaro-
MIPUSATHOTO IIPOTHO3A.
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