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B cvieopomice kposu 336 nepsuunvix 601bHbIX paKom npedcmamenvroil yceaesvl (PILK) ¢ ucxoonvim yposnem obugeeo npocmamu4eckoeo
cneyuguueckoeo anmueena (0oullICA) < 30,0 ne/ma uccaedosansvt noxasamenu c60600noeo IICA (celICA), [-2[npollCA, onpedenenvi
%ceIICA, %[ -2]npolICA, undekc 300poess npedcmamensvroi scenesvt (M3I1) u noswiii nokazamens BU3I, paccuumannviii ha 6asze aabo-
PAMOPHBIX AHAAU308 ¢ yuemom éo3pacma, cmaduu T u undexca Iucona no pezynsmamam 6uoncuu. IlonyuenHole dannvle conocmagneHsl
co cmadueii onyxonegoeo npouecca (pTNM) u cmenensio 310kauecmeenHocmu onyxoau no wkane Inucona 8 coomgemcmeuu ¢ OKOHYA-
MenbHbIM 2UCOA02UMECKUM 3aKAI0ueHUeM nocie npogedenusi npocmamakmomuu. Ilokasano, umo BU3I umeem cmamucmuuecku docmo-
sepHoe npeumyuecmeo neped I[ICA-accoyuuposanuvimu mapkepamu 6 ouggepenyuposke KaunueckKu 3Havumvlx nodepynn PILK:
pT2c/pT3a/pT3b; nokanuzosannbiii undonenmuniii PILK/n0xaruzoeannoiii azpeccusrulii/mecmuo-pacnpocmpareniniii/PILK ¢ pecuonap-
HbIMU Memacma3samu; cymma 6a1n06 no wixane Lnucona 5—6/7(3 +4)/7(4 + 3).

Karoueevie caoea: undosenmuulii u azpeccughblii pak npedcmamenvHoll jcenes3vl, npocmamuyeckuil cneyuguueckui anmueen, 00w lICA,
c8lICA, [-2]npollCA, undekc 300po6bs npedcmamenvHoll Hcene3vl
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APHIG: a new multiparameter index for prostate cancer
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Serum of 336 patients with primary prostate cancer (PC) with baseline total prostate-specific antigen level (totPSA) < 30.0 ng/ml was
tested for free PSA (freePSA) and [-2]proPSA; %free PSA, %[-2]proPSA, prostate health index (phi), and a new index APHIG calcu-

lated using lab tests and taking into account age, T stage and Gleason score from biopsy were evaluated. Obtained data was compared to

tumor stage (p TNM) and malignancy grade according to the Gleason score based on the final histological report after prostatectomy.

APHIG has statistically significant benefits compared to PSA-associated markers for differentiation of clinically significant subgroups of
PC: pT2¢/pT3a/pT3b; local indolent PC/local aggressive/locally advanced/PC with regional metastases; total Gleason score 5—6/7(3
+4)/7(4 + 3).

Key words: indolent and aggressive prostate cancer, prostate-specific antigen, totPSA, free PSA, [-2]proPSA, prostate health index

BseneHue TYecKuii cienudpraeckuii anTureH (001l 1CA) u ero n3o-
Pak npencrarensHoit xkeme3sl (PITXK) spnsgercs omaum  dopm (cBobomabiit [ICA (cBIICA) u [-2]polICA) n uH-
M3 CaMBIX PaCIPOCTPaHEHHBIX OHKOJIOTUIECKHX 3a001eBa-  JIeKca 3MOpOBhs IpeacTaTenbHoM kenessl (M3I1) Ha ux
HMi1 y My>kurH B mupe. [1ocie BBeeHMs B KIIMHUYECKYI0  0ase BbisiBisieMocTb PIT2K 3HaunTe 1bHO BO3pOCIa, IpUYeM
IIPAKTUKY CEPOJIOTMUECKIX aHAJIM30B Ha OOIIMIA TIPOCTa-  Ha paHHUX CTaIMSIX OITyXOJIeBOTo mpoirecca [ 1, 2]. OmHako
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cchopmupoBaicsa psa npodieM B gumarHoctuke PITXK,
B YaCTHOCTH OIIEHKA CTaIMH OITyX0JIEBOTO IIpoIiecca.

ITo nroram peTpoCIIeKTUBHBIX UCCIICIOBAHUI JOOTIepa-
IIMOHHAsI TUTIEPIMATHOCTHKA (KOTIa BEICTABJICHHAS O OIle-
pauuu craaust PITXK Brie, yem upeHTU¢GULMPOBAHHAS
IT0 OKOHYATEJIbHOMY THCTOJIOTHICCKOMY 3aKITIOUCHUIO)
Bcrpevaetcs B 30—45 % ciydaeB [3], rUImonMarHoCTHKA —
B 10—15 % [4, 5]. CoOTBETCTBEHHO OOJIbHbBIE C MHIOJIEHT-
HbiMu popMamu PITK nonydanm n30bITOYHOE JeUeHUE
C 3aTPyJHEHUEM IOCENYIOLIEN TPYIOBOM U COLIMAIbHOMI
peadmInTallNy U MOTepei KadecTBa XXM3HU B 1ICJIOM.
IIpu noomnepallioHHOI HETOOIIEHKE CTEITEHN arpeCCHUBHOC-
TH OITyXOJIEBOTO MpoIecca 00heM IMePBUIHBIX JICICOHBIX
MEPOIIPHUSITHIA, B TOM YHCJIE OIIEPaTUBHOTO BMEIIIATEIbCTBA,
OBLT HETOCTATOUEH, C BHICOKOM BEPOSITHOCTHIO Pa3BUTHS
peLuanBa 3aboneBaHus. TakuMm 00pa3oM, MpaBUIbHOE 10-
onepatroHHoe ctanupoBadre PITXK seistercst omHOI 113 Bak-
HEHIINX 1 aKTYaTbHBIX 337129 B COBPEMEHHO OHKOYPOJIOTH.
IepcIieKTMBHBIM B pPEIIEHUH 3TOi IPOOJIEMBI OCTACTCS TaiTh-
Heliee n3ydeHue pa3mmaHbIX n3odopM ITCA 1 pa3padboTka
HOBBIX TUArHOCTHUUYECKIX AJITOPUTMOB Ha X OCHOBE.

Iean nccnenoBanust — pa3padoTKa MyJIbTUIIApAMETPU-
YeCKOTo ajJirOpMTMa, OCHOBAHHOTO Ha KJIIMHUKO-J1abopa-
TOPHBIX TaHHBIX (BKJIIO9ast pa3auaHbie n3opopmbl [ICA)
¥ HaIIPaBJICHHOTO Ha YIIyYIIIEHHE JOOIIePallIOHHOIO CTa-
nupoBanust PITXK.

Mamepuanbl u Memofbl

B uccnenoBanue ObUTM BKITIOYEHBI 344 MepBUYHBIX
OOJIBHBIX ¢ BepupUUMpOBaHHBIM aAuarHo3zom PIIXK
u ¢ ypoBHsMU [TCA < 30 Hr/mi 1o KammopoBke BecemmpHoit
opranm3anum 3apaBooxpadHeHust (ARCHITECT i1000SR,
Abbott, CIIIA), koropeim B MHHUOMUM um. I1.A. Tepuena
ObITa BRIITOJIHEHA paarKabHas mpocTaTakTomMust. CpemHuit
BO3pacT nauueHToB coctaBui 62,6 + 0,4 (41—85) rona.
BoapmmacrBo 6onbHbIX PITXK Gblin B Bo3pacTte 61—
70 net — 53,8 % 1 51—60 net — 29,4 %; MyX41H B BO3pacTe
<50 ner okazanocb 4,7 %, > 70 netr — 12,2 %.

JoorepalinoHHBIC TaHHBIC O TAIIMEHTAaX BKIIOYAIH:
creneHb TU(epeHIINPOBKI OITyX0JIEBOM TKAHM II0 pe-
3ynbTataM ouorncuu (6—12 Touek) cornacHo mikaie [iu-
COHa, JJAbOpaTOPHBIC MapaMeTPhI (CBIBOPOTOYHBIC YPOBHHI
o6mlI1CA, cBIICA, [-2]mpolICA), K1accudpUKaIIIO OITy-
xonu TNM 1o pe3yabraTaM KJIMHUYECKOro o0cienoBa-
Hus, Bo3pacT. [Tocie onmepanuy mareHThl ObLTA OXapaK-
Tepu3oBaHbl 110 pTNM-knaccudukalum omnyxoaeBoro
rpouecca [6], BKJIo4asi OLIEHKY arpeCCUBHOCTH OITyXOJIM
110 1Kaste [71McoHa B COOTBETCTBUM € TTATOMOPGOIOTHIe-
CKMM 3aKJTI0YCHHIEM TTI0CIIE TIPOCTATIKTOMUM.

Craguio T1 umenu 40 (12 %) nauuenros, T2 — 237
(69 %), T3 — 67 (19 %). [1ocne onepauuu ctagus T1-T2
oKazajach HemoctaTouHoit B 30 % HabmoneHuii (y 84
O6opHBIX M3 277 cTamus OblIa M3MeHeHa Ha p13), cragust
T3 — u3bniTouHoii B 25 % cinyvasx (y 17 natmeHToB u3 67
Ob11a BeIcTaBieHa ctagus p12). [Tocioe omepamum mo-

Tabmuua 1. Pacnpedenenue nayuenmos no 06semy nopaliceHus onyxone-
8bIM npoueccom npedcmamensroii sceaesvt (T u pT)

Table 1. Patient distribution by stage of prostate cancer (T and pT)

Yucao Yucno
NALVEeHTOB, NALEHTOB,
Cramusa T n (%) Cramus pT n (%)
T1 40 (11,6) — —
T2, B ToM 237 (68,9) pT2, B ToM 210 (61,0)
YUCJIE: YHUCIe:
T2, including: pT2, including:
T2a—b 111 (32,3) pT2a—b 16 (4,6)
T2c 126 (36,6) pT2c 194 (56,4)
T3, B TOM 67 (19,5) pT3, B TOM 134 (39,0)
YHUCJIE: YHUCJIE:
T3, including: pT3, including:
T3a 38 (11,0) pT3a 67 (19,5)
T3b 29 (8,5) pT3b 67 (19,5)

TaﬁJmua 2. Pacnpede/teﬁue nayuenmoe no Cmenenu 310KayecmeeHHocmu
onyxoau no wkane Tucona 6 coomeememeuu ¢ 0KOH4AMENbHBIM
cUCmonocu4ecKuUm 3aKarn4eHuem

Table 2. Patient distribution by tumor malignancy according to the Gleason
score based on the final histological report after prostatectomy

Cymma 2 noka3sa- Mo nanmbM
Teneii 10 mKae 6nonc1;1 won(% loceonepawm,
I'micona > n (%)
3 2 (0,6) 1(0,3)
4 4(1,2) 3(0,9)
5 33 (9,6) 24 (7,0)
6 169 (49,1) 124 (36,0)
7, B TOM YUCJIE: 110 (32,0) 159 (46,2)
7, including:
73 +4) 65 (18,9) 95 (27,6)
74+ 3) 42 (12,2) 55 (16,0)
8 18 (5,2) 19 (5,5)
9 8(2,3) 14 (4,1)

MWHAHTHYIO TPYIIIY cocTaBuian mauueHTsl ¢ PTTK pT2
(61,0 %), Bkmovas 56,4 % GonbHBIX ¢ pT2c. ¥ 134
(39,0 %) 60mbHBIX PTTXK omyxonu cooTBETCTBOBAIM CTa-
v pT3 (pT3a—19,5 %, pT3b — 19,5 %) (Tabn. 1).
Pacnpenenenue 6onbHbIX PITXK 110 cTenenu 3moxkaue-
CTBEHHOCTH OITyXOJIM IT0 InKayie [JimcoHa mpeacTaBieHo
B Ta0J. 2. CorsracHO TUCTOJIOTHYECKOMY MCCIICTOBAHUIO
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OGuoIcHiiHOro MaTepuaa u3 Bceit Beioopku 208 (60 %)
MalMEeHTOB NMeN BeIcoKoanddepeHInpoBaHHbIN PTT2K
(cymMma OaytoB 1o mikane Inmmcona (mHmexc [mmcoHa)
<6),y 110 (32 %) GonbHbIX MHAEKC [M1coHa ObLT paBeH
7,y26 (8 %) — > 8. 1o pe3ynbraram maromMopdosoruye-
CKOTO MCCIIeA0BAaHUS J0JIs TTAlleHTOB ¢ HU3KOM CTelIre-
HBIO 3JI0KaYeCTBEHHOCTH OIYXOJIM 10 IiKae [nmcoHa
(c uHgexcom Iucona < 6) cuusmiach 10 43,9 %. Unnekc
Inucona 7 3aperucTpupoBaH y OOJIbIIEro 4yucia 00Jib-
HbIX, YeM JI0 ornepaunu — B 46,2 % nabmoneHuii. Camoii
MajouncieHHou (9,6 %) Oblia rpyina ¢ uHaekcom [nu-
coHa 8—9. Takum o6pa3om, nocie onepauuu y 43,8 %
(91 u3 208) manmeHTOB C UHAEKCOM [JTMCOHA IO JTaHHBIM
ouoncun < 6 TMarHOCTUPOBA/IU BLICOKYIO CTEIIEHb 37I0Ka-
YeCTBEHHOCTH omyXojiu (> 7), mpu atoMm y 5,1 % (7 u3 136)
OOJBHBIX ¢ MHAEKCOM [JrcoHa 1Mo JaHHBIM Ouoricuu > 7
ObLTa BBICTABIICHA O0JIce HU3Kas CTEIICHb 3JI0KAYeCTBEH-
HOCTH omyXonu (< 6).

PacnipocTpaHeHHOCTB OITyXOJIEBOTO TIpOIIecca B IIpeI-
cratebHOM Xene3e pT u cTereHs ee nuddepeHITNPOBKI
(maImekc IrcoHa mo pe3yabTaTaM IIaToJI0roaHaTOMUYE-
CKOM 3KCITePTU3BI) OBLIN UCITOIb30BAHBI IJISI pa3aeIeHUS
OOJIBLHBIX TI0 aTPeCCMBHOCTU 3abosieBaHud [7—9] Ha cie-
IOV TPYIIIIH:

» uaponeHTHBIN PTTK (n = 124):

— tokanuzoBaHHbli: pT2NO, nunaekc Inmncona < 6;
arpeccuBHbI PITXK (7 = 220):

— noxkanmu3oBaHHbI: pT2N0, nnaekc Imcona > 7
(n=185);

— MecTHO-pactpoctpaHeHHBIN: pT3N0 (7 = 87);

— PITX ¢ pernoHapHbiMU MeTacTazamu: pT1—-3N*
(n=48).

CeiBoporounsle ypoBHH o0mITCA (aT/M1), cBIICA
(ur/mi), [-2]mpolICA (1ir/MiT) OlleHMBaJIM XeMUTIOMM--
HECIICHTHBIM METOIOM C MCITOJIb30BaHUEM CHUCTEMBI M-
MyHOXHUMIYecKoTo aHaiau3a (Access 2, Beckman Coulter,
CIIA) mo kanmudbpoBke Hybritech. Ha nx ocHoBe 6bUTH
paccuntanbl goau cBIICA (%cBIICA), [-2] npollICA
(%]-2]npoI1ICA) u U311 no cienyromum hopmyiam:

%cBITCA = (cBIICA (1r/mn) /00w IICA (Hr/mit)) x
100 %,

% -2]poIl1CA = ([-2]mpolICA (ur/mim)/
¢BIICA (ur/mi)) x 100 %,

n3n = [=21mpolICA 55, TICA.
cBIICA

CratTucTUYeCKU aHAJIN3 JAHHBIX MPOBOIWIN C WC-
noab3oBaHueM mporpamMMbl SPSS Statistica 17.0. Ipu
MPeAOCTaBICHNH CPpeIHUX (TI0 TPYIIIIaM) BeTMINH MapKe-
POB pacCUMTHIBAIN OIIMOKY cpeaHero. JJocToBepHOCTh
pasTuuurii (p) MEXIY KITMHUISCKUMH TPYIIIaMH OOJIBHBIX
PITK no BennunHe nokasareseii OLieHMBaJIU C TIPUMEHEe-
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HrieM xkputepust CThiofeHTa. Pasnuuus cuuranim JocTo-
BepHBIMU T1pH p < (,05.

Pesynbmambi u o6cyKpeHue

AHaJI13 COBOKYITHOCTH ITOJYYEeHHBIX KIMHUIECKIX
1 3KCITepUMEHTAIBHBIX JTaHHBIX OBUT IIPOBEICH C MCITOIb-
30BaHMEM METOJa JIMHEWHOM perpeccuu. B pesynbrarte
OBbLT TIpeUIoKeH HOBBIN TokazaTenb — BU3IT (Bo3spacr,
N3I1, uagekc ImmcoHa), BKIIIOYAIOIINIA JOOTIEpalIMOH-
Hele janabsie. BU3T onpeaenstiii mo popmyiie:

BU3I = 0,025 x Bo3pact + 0,01 x

-2|npollCA , \56mTICA + rp. vH. [Mcona +
cslICA

0,6 xrp. T,

rme Bo3pacT — 9uciio moiHbIX jeT; oomlIICA u cBIICA
M3MepEeHBI B HT/MJT 10 KaymmbopoBke Hybritech; [-2]mpolICA
W3MepeHBI B IT/MJI o KannbpoBke Hybritech; rp. uH.
Imucona (rpymnmna uHnexkca [limcoHa) uMeeT paHroBOE 3Ha-
yeHne «1», ecu nHAeKC [McoHa 1Mo pe3yabrataM OMom-
cun <6, «2» — ecu nHaekc [mcona 7 (3 + 4), «3» — ecnn
nHaekc [mcona 7 (4 + 3) u «4» — ecnu nHAekc [mcona
>8; tp. T (rpymma T) uMeeT paHroBoe 3HAYCHNUE «1», ecn
T10 TIpeABAPUTEILHOMY (IOOTIEPAallMOHHOMY) O00CIemoBa-
Huto nuarHoctupoBanu T1NO unu T2NO, paHroBOe 3Ha-
yeHne «2» 1ipu T3NO. [Ipu ctagpoBaHNM MCHOIH30BATN
KiacCU(PUKALIMIO 3JJ0KaYeCTBEHHBIX omyxojieit TNM (7-e
usnanue) [6].

B npencraBieHHBIX HIDKE TaOJUIAX U PUCYHKAX TTPO-
neMoHcTpupoBaHo, uto BU3T ob6nagaer Gonbleil Tod-
HOCTBIO IIPY JUCKPUMHUHHUPOBAHUHM IO OTICPAIlUM Pa3HbIX
KJIIMHUYECKUX TpyIi 00abHbIX PTTXK.

B cooTBeTCTBIY C 00bEMOM OITYXOJIEBOTO TTOPAKEHMS
MIpeacTaTeIbHOM Kene3bl (pT) TpynIibl MalueHTOB OBLIN
COITOCTaBJICHBI II0 OCHOBHBIM IIEPEUNCIICHHBIM BBIIIIE YK~
CJIOBBIM ITOKA3aTeJISIM, TIOTYYSHHBIM 0 OIEPAaTUBHOTO
BMeIIaTeNnbcTBa (Tadi. 3). BugHo, uro ypoBHU 00mITCA,
[-2]apoIlCA, %[-2]npollCA, U311 u BU3I Bo3pacraior,
a %cBIICA cHuXaeTcs ¢ yBeIMueHEM 00beMa OITyXoJIe-
BOro nopaxeHus. CTaTUCTHYECKUE pa3TAIns TOCTUTAIOT-
CsI JUTSI KaXKIOTO U3 3TUX MoKa3aTeJe MexXIy TpynIiaMu
pT2c u pT3a, a ng mokazarensgs BU3IN — takxke Mexny
rpyrmamu pT3a u pT3b. 3HaYNMBIX pa3IU4Wii JjIsT TPYIIIT
pT2a—b u pT2c He TTOYYEHO HU 10 OJHOMY U3 TTapame-
TPOB.

Hanee mauneHTsl ¢ PIT2K Obutn pa3aeneHsl Ha rpyIIbL
C Pa3IMYHON CTEIeHBIO 3JI0KAYeCTBEHHOCTU OIYXOJIHU
mo 1mKajie [mcoHa (B COOTBETCTBHU ¢ OKOHYATEITBHBIM
TUCTOJIOTHYECKUM 3aKioueHueM) (taoi. 4). OueBUIHO,
yro ypoBHU 00WIIICA, [-2]mpollCA, %[-2]npollCA,
N3T1, BU3I Bospactanu, a %cBIICA cHuxXacs ¢ yMeHb-
IIeHNeM cTerieH! TruddepeHIMPOBKI OITyX0JIeBOM TKAHMU.
CraTucTraecKue pasaindusi MeXIy TpyIIaMu ObBLIN I0-
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Tabmua 3. Cpasrenue duckpumunupyrouux ceoiicme BU3I ¢ kanonuueckumu 1a60pamopHoimMu NOKA3amensimi 045 epynn 601bHbIX PAKOM npedcmament-

HOU JHcenesvl pasauyHbvix cmaouii pT

Table 3. Comparison of discriminating abilities of APHIG and traditional lab indices for subgroups of patients with prostate cancer of different pT stages

O6mIICA,

[-2]mpoIICA,

oT Iapamerp o %cBIICA, %
X+m 8,66 096 11,27+ 1,46
ﬂ“;““f’“ (0,50—17,59)  (3,78—28,00)
pT2a—b g
(n=16) Mennana
Median 7,58 10,20
p* 0,251 0,827
X+m 9,87 +0,43 10,94 + 0,36
JlviamrazoH
T2 Range (1,19-35,54)  (3,76—28,16)
(n=194) Menunana
Median 8,31 9,88
pr* < 0,001 < 0,001
X+m 15,34+ 1,04 8,70 = 0,49
ﬂ“@““}’H (0,67—34,79)  (2,97—20,90)
pT3a ange
(n=167) Menuana
Median 12’96 7,55
prEE 0,404 0,436
X+m 16,59 1,08 9,26 0,52
pT3b ﬂ“;“"lf‘\OH (0,53—36,56)  (3,06—22,05)
(n _ 67) ange
Menunana
Median 16’71 8,49

nr/mi %[-Z]H%OHCA’ N3II, en. BU3T, en.
15,90 £ 2,95 2,02 +£0,28 58,26 £ 8,93 4,21 £0,28
(2,63—54,12) (0,78—5,36)  (13,28—151,75) (3,08—6,70)
13,22 1,73 52,39 3,62
0,400 0,944 0,847 0,972
18,49 £ 0,86 2,04 £ 0,06 60,02 + 1,88 4,20 £ 0,07
(1,27-72,95) (0,33—4,75) (4,75—141,44)  (3,12—-7,99)
16,02 1,90 57,89 3,85
< 0,001 0,001 <0,001 <0,001
29,20 + 2,77 2,47 £ 0,12 91,95 £5,72 5,16 £0,16
(3,08—155,22)  (0,77-5,13)  (18,01—280,62) (3,40—8,59)
24,08 2,23 85,53 4,74
0,213 0,167 0,183 0,003
34,15+£2,82 2,73£0,15 103,70 £ 6,64 5,82+ 0,15
(2,25—140,02)  (0,78—6,56)  (19,98—339.64) (3,42—8.,50)
27,84 2,39 97,13 5,88

Ilpumeuanue. 3decv, 6 mabn. 4—7 u na puc. 1—3: BU3I — 6o3pacm, undexc 300poevs npedcmamenvroii eeaesol (U3I1), cymma
6annos no wkane Lnucona; [ICA — npocmamuueckuii cneyuguueckuit anmueen; 00uIICA — oowuii IICA; %celICA — doas c60600-
Hoeo [ICA; X — cpednee; m — owubka cpedneeo (SE). Kpumepuit snauumocmu p mexncdy epynnamu: *pT2a—b no omnowenuro k pT2c;
**nT2c no omuowenuro k pT3a; ***pT3a no omuowenuro k pT3b. 2Kupnoim wpugpmom evioeservt 3uauenus p < 0,05.

Note. Here, in tables 4—7 and in fig. 1-3: APHIG — age, prostate health index (PHI), Gleason score; PSA — prostate-specific antigen; totPSA — total
PSA; %free PSA — fraction of free PSA; X — average; m — standard error (SE). Significance test p between groups: *pT2a—b versus pT2c; **pT2c versus

pT3a; ***pT3a versus pT3b. Values p < 0.05 are presented in bold text.

cturHyThl i o0 I1CA, [-2]mapollCA, %[-2]npolICA,
M3I1, BU3T mexny rpynmnaMu MalMeHTOB C MHIEKCOM
Imcona 5—6u 7 (3 + 4), a taxxke s [-2]npolICA, U3T1,
BW3I ma rpymm ¢ manekcom Dmcona 7 3 +4)u7 (4 + 3).
Hns rpyni ¢ muHaekcoM [mucona 7 (4 + 3) u 8—10 cTatu-
CTUYECKH JOCTOBEPHBIC PA3INUUS TOCTUTHYTHI TOJIBKO
st mapameTpa BU3T.

CXomHBIN aHAIM3 OBLT OCYIIECTBIICH IIJIST TPYIIIT OOJThb-
HBIX C MHIOJCHTHBIM 1 arpeccuBHBIM PITK. OueBumHo,
yro ypoBHHM 0OIIIICA, [-2]npolICA, %[-2]npollCA,
M3I1, BU3I Bospacrtaiu, a %cBIICA cHuxaics npu

TTOBBIIIICHIH arpeCCUBHOCTH OITyX0JIEBOTO ITporiecca (Taoir. 5).
CraTucTrdecKue pa3Indusi MeXIy TpyHIaMu ObLIN 10-
cTUTHYTHI 110 TtokazaTesnssMm oomlI1CA, U3I1, BU3T mwrs
TPYIII JIOKAJIU30BAHHOTO UHAOJEHTHOIO U arpeCCUBHOIO
PILK, mo BceMm mpeacTaBieHHBIM ITOKa3aTeNIsIM — JIJIs
TPYIII JIOKAJIM30BaHHOTO arpeCCMBHOIO M MECTHO-pac-
npoctpaHeHHoro PITK, mo moka3zatensm [-2]mnpolICA,
%|-2]npol1CA nu BU3I' — mist rpyIin MecTHO-pacpocTpa-
HeHHoro PIT2K u PITX ¢ permoHapHbIMU MeTacTa3aMM.
Hanee nns mokasatenst BU3T Oblma cocraBieHa qua-
rpaMMa, Ha JIoTapr(MHIECKOM IITKaJie KOTOPOM IIPEICTaB-
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Tabmmua 4. Cpasrerue duckpumunupyrowux ceoticme BU3I ¢ kanonuueckumu 1a6opamopHuimMu NOKA3amensmu 045 epynn 601bHbIX PAKom npeocmament-
HOIL Jicenessl ¢ pasnu4HbIM ypoeHem no uikaie Iucona (no OGHHLIM NRAMOA020AHAMOMUYECK020 3AKAHYEHUs)

Table 4. Comparison of discriminating abilities of APHIG and traditional lab indices for subgroups of patients with prostate cancer with different Gleason
scores (according to pathological-anatomical report)

Cymma
0aJI0B
I INCENTE ITapametp gomTlc %cBIICA, %
Liucona HI/MJ
X+t m 10,11 £ 0,50 10,56 + 0,39
Jlnama3oH
- Range (0,50—29,55) (3,11-28,00)
(n=152) Menuana
Median 8,23 9,77
p* 0,005 0,229
X+t m 12,64 £ 0,73 9,81 + 0,49
1G4 ﬂ”;ﬂii"‘* (0,53-35,81)  (2,97—28,04)
—+ el
(n=95) Menuana
Median 10,65 8,43
p* 0,082 0,598
X+t m 15,06 £ 1,17 9,41 + 0,58
T3 ﬂ“;ﬂﬁio’* (1,99-36,56)  (3,06—21,13)
+ el
(n=355) Menuana
Median 13,72 8,55
prEE* 0,508 0,680
X+ m 16,39 + 1,63 9,83 £ 0,83
8—10 ﬂ”;“i{"’* (1,27-35,54)  (3,13—22,05)
(n = 33) ange
Menuana
Median 13,48 8,93

[-2]mpoIICA,

%[ -2]npoIlICA,

r /M % N3II, en. BU3T, exn.
18,97 £ 1,10 2,04 £ 0,07 61,73 £2,43 3,87 £ 0,04
(1,27-72,95) (0,44—5,36) (5,22—151,75)  (3,08—5,98)

14,89 1,94 58,22 3,77

0,030 0,046 0,001 <0,001
22,75+ 1,34 2,27 = 0,09 75,72 £ 3,57 4,64 + 0,09
(2,25—-70,96) (0,52—5,86)  (18,94—195,53) (3,19—6,90)

20,66 2,03 71,22 4,52

0,010 0,053 0,015 <0,001
30,34 + 2,60 2,66 £0,18 96,23 £ 7,52 5,75+ 0,15
(3,01-90,66) (0,59—6,56)  (10,71-339,64) (3,37—7.,41)

24,76 2,28 87,73 5,88

0,279 0,781 0,778 <0,001
37,28 + 5,81 2,59+0,18 99,67 £ 9,53 6,71 £ 0,20

(5,29—155,22) (1,36—5,19)  (34,25—280,62) (3,72—8,59)

27,53 2,30 86,25 6,77

Ilpumeuanue. Kpumepuii 3uauumocmu p mexcdy epynnamu: *c cymmoii 6asn06 no wikase Inucona (undexc Inucona) 5—6 no omuoute-

Huw k 7 (3 + 4); **c undexcom Inucona 7 (3 + 4) no omnowenuio k 7 (4 + 3); ***c undexcom Inucona 7 (4 + 3) no omnowenuio

K §—10. 2Kupuoim wpugpmom svidenenwvt snaverus p < 0,05.

Note. Significance test p between groups: *with Gleason score (Gleason sum) 5—6 versus 7 (3 + 4); **with Gleason score 7 (3 + 4) versus 7 (4 + 3);
***with Gleason score 7 (4 + 3) versus §—10. Values p < 0.05 are presented in bold text.

JICHBI €T0 3HAYeHUS B TPYMITIaxX MAallMEHTOB C pa3INnIHON
CTENEHBIO arpeCCUBHOCTH OITyXOJIEBOTO TIporiecca (puc. 1).
OueBUIHO, YTO CYIIECTBYIOT 0b6acTu 3HaueHuii BU3T,
B KOTOPBIX MOXHO 0 ONepalni TUCKPUMUHUPOBATH
PILK pa3nuyHO# cTenmeHU arpecCUBHOCTU. Tak, mpu
BU3I < 3,6 nauueHT, BEpOsITHEE BCEro, MMEET MHIOJEHT-
Hyto dhopmy PITXK (53 (82 %) mauueHTa U3 65 umenu uH-
monenTtHbIin PITXK), mpu BU3T > 5 omyxoseBslii mpoliecc
C BBICOKOI BEpPOSITHOCTBIO ABJISIETCS arpecCUBHBIM (113
(98 %) 60nbHBIX U3 115 umenu arpeccuBHbIl PITXK).

98

CooTHoIIIeHNE YKciia HaOMIOASHU MHIOJEHTHOTO
n arpeccuBHoro PITK mipu paznmunbix 3HaueHusx BU3T
ImoKa3aHo Ha puc. 2. [IpencTaBieHHbIC TaHHBIC IIOATBEPXK-
naroT, uto ¢ yBernmyeHrueM BU3T BepoITHOCTL MMETH ar-
PECCHUBHBIN PaKOBEIM ITPOIIECC BO3PACTACT.

ITo pesynsraram ROC-aHann3a ObUIO YCTAaHOBIIEHO,
yto nokasatenab BU3I, momumo mpouero, obecreynBaeT
OOJIBIIYIO, YeM KaHOHMWYECKHE MapaMeTphl, IJIOMaIb
mmon kpuBoit (area under ROC curve, AUC) mis pa3HbIX
knuHndecknx rpyn 6oabpHbIX PITXK. Tak, BU3I numeer
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Tabmmua 5. Cpasrnenue duckpumunupyrouux ceoiicme BU3I ¢ kanonuueckumu 1a60pamopHsimMu NOKazamensimu 04s 60AbHbIX PA3AUYHBIX KAUHUHECKUX
2pynn npu UHOoNeHMHOM U azpeccuehom PILK

Table 5. Comparison of discriminating abilities of APHIG and traditional lab indices for patients in different clinical groups of indolent and aggressive PC

Kimnnyeckmii

OomIICA,

e ITapamerp o %cBIICA, %
X+ m 9,06 + 0,48 11,02 = 0,44
JlokanuzoBaH-
HBII MHIOJIEHT- ﬂpiinaim{ (0,50—27,88) (3,77—28,00)
HbIii PTIK anse
(n=124) M
Local indolent PC [\iilgliiga 7,81 10,37
(n=124)
p* 0,034 0,912
X+ m 10,85+ 0,68 10,94 + 0,58
JlokanuzoBaH-
HBII arpecCcuB- ﬂlﬁ?,r][]aiOH (1,19-35,54) (3,76—28,16)
HbIii PTIK anse
(n=285) M
Local aggressive PC [\i)g(lj/ligﬁla 9,94 9,14
(n=285)
p** <0,001 0,002
X+ m 15,42 +£0,83 8,64 £0,42
MecTHO-pacrpo-
CTpaHEHHBII ﬂlﬁnaioH (0,53-31,66) (2,97-21,13)
PITK ange
(n=287)
Locally advanced MMei[(IJ/Iiiga 14,77 7,48
PC (n = 87)
pEEE 0,423 0,243
PITX c pervio- X+t m 16,77 £ 1,46 9,55 £ 0,65
HapHBIMU
MeTacTazamu ﬂ“@ﬁfgﬁ‘m (1,05-36,56)  (3,06—22,05)
(n=48)
PC with regional M
metastases (n = 48) Meg(lﬁif]{a 16,82 8,30

Ilpumeuanue. 3decv, 6 maba. 6, 7u na puc. 1, 2: PIIK — pak npedcmamenvHoii scenessl. Kpumepuii 3nauumocmu p mexncdy epynnamu:

[-2]mpoIICA,

%] -2]npoIICA,

T /Mt % N3II, en. BU3T, en.
17,17 £ 1,15 1,96 £ 0,07 55,85 £ 2,35 3,77 £ 0,04
(1,27-72,95) (0,44—5,36) (5,22—151,75)  (3,08—5,64)

13,18 1,85 52,00 3,69

0,087 0,160 0,012 <0,001
19,95+ 1,13 2,13£0,10 65,41 2,96 4,80 £ 0,12
(1,92—53,23) (0,33—4,75) (4,75—134,88) (3,19-7,99)

17,82 1,96 61,74 4,63

<0,001 0,015 <0,001 0,036
27,99 £+ 1,69 2,45 £ 0,09 91,32 + 3,84 5,17 £0,13
(2,25-76,27) (0,77-5,25)  (18,01—186,52) (3,40—8,26)

24,82 2,36 92,12 4,98

0,039 0,046 0,091 <0,001
38,04 = 4,50 2,90 £ 0,21 109,46 £9,94 6,09 £ 0,18

(2,34—155,22)  (0,85—6,56)  (19,98—339,64) (3,72-8,59)

29,67 2,35 90,69 6,22

*10KAAU308AHHbLI UHOONEHMHbLI NO OMHOUWEHUIO K N0KAAU308aHHOMY azpeccusnomy PIIK; **rokaruzoeannbiii aepeccusHbiii
no omuoweHuro Kk mecmuo-pacnpocmpanennomy PILK; ***mecmuo-pacnpocmpanenmotii no omnowenuro k PILK ¢ pecuonaprvimu

memacmaszamu. 2Kuproim wpugpmom evioenervt 3uauenus p < 0,05.

Note. Here, in tables 6, 7 and in fig. 1, 2: PC — prostate cancer. Significance test p between groups: *local indolent PC versus local aggressive PC; **local
aggressive PC versus locally advanced PC; ***locally advanced PC versus PC with regional metastases. Values p < 0.05 are presented in bold text.

npeumyiectsa nepen U311 qis nuckpumMuHamm WHIO-
JICHTHBIX U arpeccuBHBIX TUIOB PTT2K (AUC BU3T 0,87
vs U311 0,72 nnst yposneit 0061l 1CA 0—40,0 ar/mi u 0,82
vs 0,67 nnsa ypoBHeit o6 IICA 2,5—10,0 Hr/mia) u aus
nuckpumuHauuu PITK ¢ naanekcom Inmcona < 7 u > 7
(AUC BM3T 0,86 vs U311 0,66 pist ypoBHeit o6 I1CA
0—40,0 ur/mn u 0,85 vs 0,66 st ypoBHeii 061 IICA 2,5—
10,0 ar/™M1). Ipadmyeckoe BBIpaxkeHUE MPEUMYIIECTB
nokazatenst BU3I nepen U311 n 061l 1CA mig 2 nuana-
30H0B [1CA (0—40,0 u 2,5—10,0 HT/MJ1) TI0 pe3yJIETaTaM
ROC-ananm3a mponeMOHCTPUPOBAaHO Ha pyc. 3 1 B Ta0I. 6.

Hmarmrazon oomIICA 2,5—10,0 Hr/Ma cauTaeTcst oo1e-
MPUHSTON «cepoit 30HOoI» B [ICA-ckpununre PITXK, mo-
aTomy Beicokuit mokasareib AUC (> 0,8 y BU3I' vs < 0,6
y 00mI1CA) mis 3TUX HaOIIOOCHWH SIBJISIETCS KIIMHUYE-
CKM 3HAYNMBIM.

B Tab6n. 7 npeacraBieHbl JaHHBIE, JEMOHCTPUPYIOLIIE
npeumyiiectsa BU3T nepen U311 B nuckpumuHamum
CJICIYIOIINX COCTOSTHUIA: JIOKAIM30BaHHBIN WHIOJICHTHBIN
vs arpeccuBHoro PIT2K (AUC BM3T 0,80 vs U311 0,61);
MecTHo-pacrpocTpaHeHHbI PITXK vs PITXK ¢ pernonap-
HeiMu MeTactazamMu (AUC BU3T 0,71 vs U311 0,54);
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JlokanusoBaHHbIV NHZONEHTHbIN PITK /
:Local indolent PC

5,64

3,19

>6

7,99

o - 2 o im moa o imay 4y W

Jlokann3oBaHHbIN

arpeccumBHbIv PIMK / Local

34

aggressive PC 8,26

MeCTHO-paC.I'IPOCTpaHeHHbIIZ P/

Locally advanced PC
8,59

3,72

- -
PIM?K ¢ permoHapHbIMn MeTacTaszamu

B3I / PC with regional metastases

2 3 4 5

BW3r / APHIG

7 8 9 10

Puc. 1. Pacnpedenerue nayuernmos no yposusm BHU3I 6 pazauunbix KAUHUMECKUX epYyNnax npu uH0oAeHmHom u azpeccusrHom PIIK
Fig. 1. Distribution of patients by APHIG in different clinical groups of indolent and aggressive PC

=
S

©
S

=
S

| 1

Yucno Habntopenuii, % /Number of cases, %

13 %
4

=

40 12 8
2 16 13 8
0- 2 .
) w Q= 2 ) ® 2 2
b U A S S A S AU
Vioa 8 5 x 3 8 % 5 = &
:’1 o~ o~ o~ < < < < < w
VHponenTHbIit PMX / Indolent PC ® ArpeccuHblit PTIX / Aggressive PC BU3T / APHIG

Puc. 2. Coomnowenue uucia Habaiodenuii UHOOAEHMHO20 U A2PECCUBHO20
PIIK npu pazauunsix 3navenusx BHU3I. B unmepeane 3nauenuii BU3I
om 3,6 do 5,0 evidenena «cepas 3ona». llugpamu na cmoabyax ykazano
Koauuecmeo nabarodenuil Kaxcooeo muna PILK

Fig. 2. Ratio between indolent and aggressive PCs for different APHIG values.
In APHIG range between 3.6 and 5.0 a “grey area” was observed. Numbers
in bars show total number of each PC type

PITX ¢ unnekcom Imucona <6 vs 7 (3 + 4) (AUC BU3T
0,78 vs U311 0,62); 7 (3 +4)vs7 (4 + 3) (AUC BU3I' 0,78
vs U311 0,62); 7 (4 + 3) vs > 8 (AUC BU3T 0,73 vs U311
0,50). Takum obpazom, AUC y mokazatenss BU3I 6ombite,
yem y U311 n1s BcexX KITMHUYECKUX TPYITIT OOJIbHBIX.

3akniouenue

Hccnenosannl 061ITCA, cBITCA u [-2]npolICA y 344
o6oabHbIX PIT2K pasznuuHbix KTuHU4YecKux rpymnn. Ha oc-
HOBAHUU TOJIyYEeHHBIX JaHHBIX paccunTtaHbl %cBIICA,
%|-2]npol1CA, U3I1, a Takke HOBBIA 1ToKa3ateib B3I

YcranosneHo, yto BU3IT gocToBepHO nyyliie Apyrux
BBHIIIICTICPEINCIICHHBIX ITapaMeTPOB TUCKPUMUHUPYET
KIMHUYECKU 3HAYMMBIe TpyImibl 0ombHBIX PITXK (B gacT-
HOCTH, C pa3HOM pacIipoCTPaHEHHOCTHIO OMYXOJIU B IIpe-
CTaTeJIbHOM Xee3e, ¢ pa3IMIHBIM MHIeKcoM [imcoHa,
WHIOJEHTHBIX Vs arpeccuBHBIX THIoB PITXK). AUC
y BU3T mist Bcex KMMHUYECKUX TPYITIT OOJTBHBIX OOJIBIIIE,

Tadmuna 6. ROC-ananus u naowads noo kpusoi (AUC) dns pazauunsix duanazonos 06w lICA
Table 6. ROC analysis and area under curve (AUC) for different ranges of tot PSA

Cymma Cymma AUC
Puc. 3 oﬂﬁnnilll'laé(z): ]I;Ef;(;;ﬂﬁl;;- lﬁge;gl;;’ Hgali]IﬂK:;e mﬁ)me
HI/MJI n > n Dmco:a <1, Dmco;la >17, oGuIICA TSI BY3T
a 0—40,0 124 220 0,686 0,719 0,870
o 2,5-10,0 76 69 0,561 0,673 0,822
8 0—40,0 124 220 0,634 0,660 0,860
2 2,5-10,0 84 61 0,550 0,655 0,850
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YyBcTBUTENBHOCTD / Sensitivity

: 06w NCA / TotPSA
H W3/ PHI
0247 BW3I / APHIG
: ~  AUCO,5/AUCO.5
,‘.
0,0 T T T T
0,0 0,2 04 0,6 0,8 1,0

1 - CneundunyuHocTtb / 1 - Specificity

YyBcTBUTENBHOCTB / Sensitivity

y, 06WMCA / TotPSA
' W3M/PHI
024 ___ BW3r/APHIG
Fi AUCO,5/AUC 0.5
0,0 T T T T
0,0 0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1,0

1 - CneundunyHocTtb / 1 - Specificity

0

YyBcTBUTENBHOCTD / Sensitivity

YyscTBUTENBHOCTD / Sensitivity

o6wWCA / TotPSA
W3/ PHI
0,2 BU3r / APHIG
T AUCO,5/AUCOS5
0,0 T T T T
0,0 0,2 04 0,6 0,8 1,0

1 - CneundunyuHocTb / 1 - Specificity

- o6wWMCA / TotPSA
: n3n/PHI
02 ___ BUBI/APHIG
. AUCO,5/AUCO0.5
i
0'0 T L] T T
0,0 0,2 04 0,6 0,8 1,0

1 - CneundunyHocTb / 1 - Specificity

Puc. 3. ROC-anaaus u naouwads hoo kpueoii (AUC) das nokazameneti o0ulICA, U311 u BU3I 0as pazauunsix duanazonos oou[ICA: a — unoosenmmuolii vs
aepeccugnvtii PI1IXK (06w IICA 0—40,0 ne/mn); 6 —undonenmuuiii vs aepeccushuiii PILXK (06ulICA 2,5— 10,0 ne/mn); 6 — PILXK ¢ cymmoii 6a1106 no wikane
Taucona < 6 vs > 7 (06w lICA 0—40,0 ne/ma); e — PIILXK ¢ cymmoii 6arnoe no wikane [nucona < 6 vs > 7 (06w lICA 2,5—10,0 ne/mn)

Fig. 3. ROC analysis and area under curve for totPSA, PHI and APHIG for different ranges of totPSA: a — indolent vs aggressive PC (totPSA 0—40.0 ng/ml); 6 —
indolent vs aggressive PC (totPSA 2.5—10.0 ng/ml); ¢ — PC with Gleason score < 6 vs > 7 (totPSA 0—40.0 ng/ml); e — PC with Gleason score < 6 vs > 7 (tot PSA

2.5-10.0ng/ml)

yeMm y octanbHBIX [ICA-accounmpoBaHHbBIX TAPAMETPOB.
Tak, B muarazone oomITICA 0—40 ur/min AUC y mokaza-
teass BU3I cocrasisier 0,80 vs AUC U3IT 0,61 mrst nuc-
KPUMMHAIINY JIOKAJIM30BaHHOTO MHIOJIEHTHOTO VS arpec-
cusHoro PITK, 0,87 vs 0,72 mia WHIOJIEHTHOTO VS
arpeccuBHoro PITX (0,82 vs 0,67 mist ypoHst o61I1CA
2,5—10,0 ur/mi), 0,78 vs 0,62 nias nuckpumuHanuu PITXK

¢ unaexkcom Immcona <6 vs 7 (3 + 4), a takxe 0,86 vs 0,66
st PITK ¢ unnexcom Inmucona < 6 vs > 7 (0,85 vs 0,66
1151 ypoBHst o0 IICA 2,5—10,0 Hr/Mo).

CdopmynupoBaHbl 001IMe TTpaBUIa IS TTOKA3aTeNst
B3I, mo3BoJsronye mo KpaiiHel Mepe ISt HEKOTOPBIX
OOJTBHBIX PA3IMYUTh KIIMHUYECKU 3HAUYMMBbIEC CTAIUU 3a-
0osieBaHMSI 10 ONEpaLvu.
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Tabmmua 7. Pezyasmamost ROC-ananusa (naowads nod kpueoii, AUC) 045 pazauuHbix KAuHU4ecKux epynn 6oavrvix PILK

Table 7. ROC analysis (area under curve, AUC) results for different clinical groups of patients with PC

Yucao AUC
nanyeH-
Kinnanyeckue rpymnbi 6ombHbix PITK TOB, Il

oomlIICA [-2]npolICA  %[-2]npoIICA N3I1 BU3r
JlokanuzoBaHHbI# arpeccuBHbIi PITXK vs
JIOKAJIM30BaHHBIN MHIOJIEHTHBII PITXK 85/124 0,590 0,621 0,555 0,613 0,801
Local aggressive PC vs local indolent PC
MectHo-pacnpoctpaHeHHbId PTTK vs
JIOKaJIM30BaHHbIN arpeccuBHbI PTTK 87/85 0,684 0,662 0,637 0,713 0,585
Locally advanced PC vs local aggressive PC
PITX ¢ peruoHapHbIMU MeTacTa3aMu Vs
MeCTHO-pacmpocTpaHeHHbIin PTIXK 48/87 0,532 0,576 0,542 0,538 0,705
PC with regional metastases vs locally advanced PC
MectHo-pacrnpoctpaHeHHbI PTTXK vs
Jokanu3zoBaHHbINA PITK 87/209 0,728 0,710 0,664 0,758 0,763
Locally advanced PC vs local PC

Cymma 6aa106 no wkaae Inucona
7(3+4)vs5-6 95/152 0,613 0,617 0,574 0,621 0,778
7(@4+3)vs7(3+4) 55/95 0,572 0,616 0,587 0,624 0,778
8§—10vs7 (4 + 3) 33/55 0,539 0,527 0,499 0,503 0,728
Cmaoua pT

pT2c vs pT2a—b 194/16 0,523 0,591 0,550 0,555 0,571
pT3avspT2c 67/194 0,705 0,678 0,637 0,730 0,749
pT3bvspT3a 67/67 0,550 0,584 0,555 0,583 0,653

Ecaun BU3T < 3,6, iMarHOCTAPYIOT JIOKAJIM30BaHHBII
unponeHTHoIl PITK (unaexc [ucoHa < 6).

Ecaiu BU3T > 5,0, tMarHOCTUPYIOT arpeCcCUBHBIN
PITXK (mamekc [lmmcona > 7 v cragus > T3a)

Ecim BU3T > 6,0, 1MarHOCTUPYIOT arpecCUBHBIN
PITXK (mamekc [lmcona > 7 u cragus > T3a)

Hunanazon BU3T 3,6—5,0 aBisiercst cBoeoOpa3HOM
«Cepoit 30HOIT», B KOTOPYIO BOILIN OOJBHBIC U3 Pa3Idd-
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HBIX KITMHUYEeCKUX TpynIl. B To e BpeMs B COOTBETCTBUM
C TIpeICTaBIeHHBIMHU B TAOJIUIIAX M JarpaMMax JaHHBIMU
¢ yBesmmaeHreM B3I BeposTHOCTD MMETh OOJIBIITYIO CTa-
JINIO OITyXOJIEBOTO IpOlIiecca BO3PacTaeT.

ITony4yeHHBIe pe3yabTaThl 1alOT OCHOBaHUE MPEAIIO-
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