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PE®EPAT
Uenb: N3yyeHne 3pdEKTUBHOCTU MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOW TOMOTPadUM MOJTOYHBIX Xesle3 B BbIABIEHUM MY/IbTULEHTPUYHOTO No-
pa*KeHUA NPW PaKe MOIOYHOM Kenesbl.
Martepuan n metoapl: C 2022 no 2023 rr. npoBeLeHO NPOCNEKTUBHOE UCCEA0BAHME, BKAOYatoLWee 57 NAaLMEHTOK PAaKOM MONOYHOM
Kenesbl, KOTOPbIM C Lie/Ibio YTOYHAOLLEN AMArHOCTMKM NpoLiecca bbl1a BbINoSHEeHa MarHUTHO-Pe30HaHCHaA ToMorpadua MONOYHbIX
Kenes, C NoC/NefyoLMM XMPYPrMYecKUM Ie4eHUEM B OTAENEHUN OHKONOTUW U PEKOHCTPYKTUBHO-NIACTUYECKOWN XMPYPrMn MOIOY-
HOW »Kenesbl n Kok MHUOWU um. MN.A. TepueHa. B nocsieonepalMOHHOM NepMOAE CONOCTaBAEHbI AaHHbIE MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOM
TOMOrpadumn MONOYHBIX XKese3 1 pesynbTaTos NaToMopPONOrMYEeCcKoro UccaefoBaHNA onepaLMoOHHOro maTepuana.
Pesynbtathbl: Y 21 (38,9 %) nauMeHTOK 13 54 60/IbHbIX PAKOM MOJIOYHOM }Kenesbl C MyNbTULEHTPUYHbIM NnopaxkeHuem (cT,,) no
AaHHbIM MAarHUTHO-PEe30HaHCHOM TOMOrpadun MONOYHbIX XKene3 Hblaa NoATBEPKAEHA MYNbTULLEHTPUYHOCTb MPU NAaHOBOM MaTo-
MOPdONOrMYECKOM MUCCeA0BaHUM ONEPALLMOHHOMO MaTepurana. ¥ 53 n3 57 601bHbIX My/bTULLEHTPUYHOE nopaxkeHue (cT,,) bbino
BbIiB/IEHO N0 AaHHbIM MPT. U3 Hux y 21 (38,9 %) MynbTULLEHTPUYHOCTb Oblaia NOATBEPMKAEHA NO AaHHbIM NAaTOMOPHOIOrMYECKOro Uc-
cnepoBanusa. Y 3 60nbHbIX (5,3 %) MybTULEHTPUYHOE NOparKeHWe bbl10 BbIABNEHO NO pe3ynbTaTam NaToMopdoI0r1Myeckoro nccne-
[0BaHWA, TOrAa Kak NPy MarHUTHO-Pe30HaAHCHOM TOMorpaduy onpeaenanca oguMH NaToNorMyecknin odar. Xmpypruyeckoe neveHuve B
06beMe MaCTIKTOMMM, B TOM YMUCNE NOAKOKHOW/KOKECOXPAHHON MACTIKTOMUM C PEKOHCTPYKTUBHO-MNACTUYECKUM KOMMOHEHTOM
BbINONHeHO B 44 (77,2 %), B 13 (22,8 %) cny4asx — OpraHOCOXpaHAoLwasn onepaums.
3aknoueHne: Takum 06pa3om, B 60NbLWIMHCTBE CNyYaeB MY/bTULLEHTPUYHOCTb MO AaHHbIM UHCTPYMEHTaNbHOTO 0bcief0BaHNA
(marHUTHO-pe3oHaHcHas Tomorpadus) He NOATBEPKAEHA NPU NATOMOPPONIOrMYECKOM UCCAEA0BaHUN ONEePaLLMOHHOrO MaTepua-
N3, 4TO NPMBENO K BbINONHEH IO HO/bLIEro 06bema XMpypruyeckoro BMeLlaTes1bcTBa, @ UMEHHO MACTIKTOMUM UM MACTIKTOMUM C
peKoHcTpyKumelt. Heobxoanm 6osiee TiaTenbHbli 0TOOP NaLMEHTOB, KOTOPbIM NMOKa3aHa MarHUTHO-Pe30HaHCHasA Tomorpadus B
OMarHoCTUYECKOM MOUCKe.

Kniouesble cnoBa: pak MOJIOYHOM Kenesbl, MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHasA TOMorpadus, MyNbTULEHTPUYHOE NOPAXKEHME, PEKOHCTPYKLMA
MOJIOYHOIA Xee3bl, MacTIKTOMMSA, OpraHOCOXPaHAoLLMe onepaLun
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ABSTRACT

Purpose: To study the effectiveness of magnetic resonance imaging of the mammary glands in detecting multicentric lesions in breast
cancer.

Material and methods: From 2022 to 2023, a prospective study was conducted, including 57 breast cancer patients, who underwent
magnetic resonance imaging of the mammary glands for the purpose of clarifying the diagnosis of the process, followed by surgical
treatment in the Department of Oncology and reconstructive Plastic Surgery of the breast and skin of the P.A. Herzen Moscow State
Medical Institute. In the postoperative period, the data of magnetic resonance imaging of the mammary glands and the results of a
pathomorphological examination of the surgical material were compared.

Results: Multicentricity was confirmed in 21 (38.9 %) patients out of 54 patients with breast cancer with multicentric lesion (sTm)
according to magnetic resonance imaging of the mammary glands during a planned pathomorphological examination of the surgical
material. In 3 patients (5.3 %), a multicentric lesion was revealed by the results of a pathomorphological examination, whereas
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magnetic resonance imaging determined one pathological focus. Surgical treatment in the volume of mastectomy, including
subcutaneous /skin-preserving mastectomy with a reconstructive plastic component was performed in 44 (77.2 %), in 13 (22.8 %)

cases organ-preserving surgery.

Conclusion: Thus, in most cases, multicentricity according to instrumental examination (magnetic resonance imaging) was not
confirmed during the pathomorphological examination of the surgical material, which led to the performance of a larger volume of
surgical intervention, namely mastectomies or mastectomies with reconstruction. A more careful selection of patients who are shown

magnetic resonance imaging in the diagnostic search is needed.

Key words: breast cancer, magnetic resonance imaging, multicentric lesion, breast reconstruction, mastectomy, organ-preserving

operations
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BBegeHue

Pak moJsiouHo# x)ene3bl (PMX) 3anumaeT tuaupy-
1oliee MecTo B P® B cTpyKType 3a60J1eBa€MOCTH 3J10-
KayeCTBEHHbIMU HOBOOOpa3oBanusamu (21,2 %) [1]. B
CBSI3U C 9TUM BO3HUKaAeT HEO6X0JUMOCTb Pa3paboTKH
3¢ PeKTUBHBIX METO/,0B IUArHOCTUYECKOM BU3yain3a-
uuu PMK ns1g Bei60opa jla/ibHEN e TAKTUKY JIeYeHU s,
a MMEeHHO 06'beMa XMpPyPruyecKoro BMellaTe bCTBA.

[To nanubiM P. Britton et al, u3y4yaBmInM TOYHOCTH
JUArHoCTUYECKON BH3yasu3allud NpU 3aboJieBaHU-
SIX MOJIOYHOM ’KeJsie3bl OJJHUM METOJOM HJHU HUX KOM-
OuHalMel, 1 KaTeropuu >KeHIuH ctapiue 50 JjeT
YyBCTBUTEJBbHOCTb MaMMorpaduu cocTtaBuJa 6oJjee
80 %. Takxe BbIABJIEHA NPSAMO NMPONOPLMOHAIbHASA
3aBHCHMOCTb YyBCTBUTEJBHOCTU METOJA OT Bo3pac-
Ta nayueHTa (oT 47,6 fo 86,7 %). Kpome Toro, npu co-
YeTaHUU C YJAbTPa3BYKOBbIM HUCCJIELOBAHUEM MOJIOY-
HOU xkeJsie3bl (Y3U) aToT nmokasaresib yBeJMYUBAETCS
20 90 %. /laHHBIe MeTO/ bl IeMOHCTPUPYIOT BBICOKYIO
YYBCTBUTEJBHOCTb B BU3yaJM3alUU NATOJIOIHYECKO-
ro opa<eHus, 0JJHAKO OHa CY1[eCTBEHHO HUXKe (0K0JI0
50 %) npu BbICOKOW PEHTTeHOJI0TMYeCKOU MIOTHOCTH
MOJIOYHBIX >KeJie3, Jaxke NMPU MCHOJIb30BaHUU COBpe-
MeHHOU nudpoBoit Mmammorpaduu [2]. B janHHOM KOH-
TeKCcTe JJ1s1 HauboJiee TOYHOHU MarHOCTUKH NIpe/ICTaB-
JisieT UHTepec MarHUTHO-pe30HaHCHas ToMorpadus
(MPT) c KOHTpPACTHBIM YCUJIEHUEM.

MPT MoJIOUHBIX KeJsie3 00J1aZlaeT BbICOKOW 4yB-
cTBUTeNbHOCTBIO (90-93 %) cpeau coBpeMeHHBIX
METO/I0B UHCTPYMEHTaJIbHOM BU3yau3aluu JJisl Bbl-
aByenuss PMK [3-5]. OgHaKo BbICOKAasi YYBCTBUTEJb-
HOCTb [JOCTUTaeTcsl 3a C4YeT CHWXXeHUs crnenudud-
HOCTH, KOTopas JJisl JAHHOTO MeToJa JUAarHOCTUKHU
coctaBageT 73-80 %, 4TO NPUBOAUT K JIOKHOIIOJIO-
KUTEJbHBIM pe3yJsbTaTaM. /[l npeojosieHUs orpa-
HUYEeHUS B CleLLUPUYHOCTH, ObLJIM MCCJIEJOBAHbI He-
CKOJIBKO APYyTUX QYHKIMOHAJIbHBIX pexumoB MPT, u
UX IpMMeHeHHUe oNpe/ieisieTcsl Kak MHOroapaMeTpHu-
yeckasd MPT (MuMPT) mosiouHo# *esie3bl. MPT mMostou-
HOM 2KeJie3bl MOKeT ObITh BbINOJIHEHA IPU PA3JIMYHON
MarHuTHOU UHAYKI KU 1,5-7 T 1 BK/IIOYaeT, Kak ycTa-
HoBJIeHHble (AUdPy3HOHHO-B3BelleHHAsA BU3yaJsu3a-
nus, MP-cnekTpomeTpuyeckass BU3yasau3alus), Tak
Y HoBble pexxnMbl MPT, Takue Kak Bu3yasu3alus Ha-
TpUA U NlepeHoca HAChleHUs XUMUYeCKUM 0OMEHOM,
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a TakXe 3aBUCSALLAs OT YPOBHS KHUCJOPOJAA B KPOBH.
WMeronivecss JaHHble CBU/AETEJbCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO
MHOronapaMeTpuyecKas BA3yaJsu3alus C HUCIO0JIb30-
BaHMEM Pa3JIUYHbIX QYHKILHMOHAJIbHBIX peXUMOB MPT
MOJKeT PeJ0CTaBUTh NOAPOGHY0 HHOPMALUIO O Jie-
»Kal[UX B OCHOBE OHKOTEHHBIX MPOLeCCax pa3BUTHUSA U
nporpeccupoBaHUs paka U MOXeT 06eCledUThb J0M0JI-
HUTEJIbHYIO CIeLUPUYHOCTD [6].

Hosble MeTonbsl MPT-Busyanusanuu (Busyasusa-
nus aAuddy3uoHHOTO 3Kcuecca, nepdy3uoHHAsA BU-
3dyanusayusi, MP-cnektpomerpus, ®MPT u MPT co
CBEPXBBICOKUM M0JIEM 3PEHMUSI) MO3BOJISIOT MOBBICUTh
JUarHoctuyeckyo TodyHocTb MPT MoJsiouHOH keste-
3bl IIPU COKpAILleHUH YHCJIa HEHYKHbIX 6UONCUH [7].
[lo pe3syabTaTaM uccaenoaHus Waugh et al, aHau3
TekcTypbl MPT mnpepocTaBisieT MopdoJsoruyeckyto
MHOpMaIMIO C BICOKUM pa3pelleHUeM, a TaKxKe He-
KOTOpy10 QYHKIMOHAJbHYI0 MHOpPMAlHMI0 O HeoaH-
ruoreHese Kak crnenudruyeckoM Npru3HaKe ONyX0JH Ha
OCHOBE PETPOCIEKTUBHbBIX JAHHBIX 00y4YeHU [8].

OcHoBy MPT MoOJIOUHBIX 2KeJile3 COCTaBJfAeT
T;-B3BelleHHas BHU3ya/iM3aldd C KOHTPACTHBIM yCH-
JIeHUeM: JIJ1s1 BbISIBJIEHUS TOpaXkeHUsI 0O6bIYHO J0CTa-
TOYHO MOJIyYeHUs ABYX B3BelleHHbIX 1o T; u3o06pa-
>KEHUH B yKa3aHHble MOMEHTb! BpeMeHHU (0ZHOro /0
1 ofHoro 4yepe3 60-90 c mocJie BBeJleHUSI KOHTPACT-
HOro BellecTBa). /ljsg 6oJiee TOYHOTO ONpefeseHus
NaTOJIOrMYeCKOT0 oyara nopa{€HWfA MOXKHO HCIOJIb-
30BaThb T,-B3BellleHHBIH, CBEPXOLICTPBIN U JudPPy3u-
OHHO-B3BelleHHbIH (DWI) pexumbl BHU3yasM3alHU.
JVHaMu4ecKUil aHa/1u3 03BOJIeT UCCIe[0BaTh Npo-
HULIAeMOCTb COCY/I0B, MUTAIOIIUX O4Yar MOpaKeHMUS.
B ciyyae HerepMeTUYHBIX COCY[0B MK HaKOIJIEHUS
KOHTPACTHOTO BellleCTBa MPOXOJUT ObICTPO, U KOH-
TpacTHOe BelleCTBO yJa/ifgeTcs U3 o4ara nopaKeHus.
[Ipy nmopakeHUsAX C MeHee NPOHULIAEMBIMU COCYAAMHU
rpaZlMeHT KOHTPACTa [0 CTEHKe COCyAa Mo-peXKHeMY
OCTaHEeTCs MOJI0KUTEbHBIM, 4YTO OTpaXkaeTcs Ha ¢pop-
Me KPUBbIX 3aBUCUMOCTH HHTEHCUBHOCTH CUTHAJIA OT
BpeMeHHU. CHU)KEeHHE Ha M03/JHeH CTaiuy XapaKTepHO
JUIS1 3JI0KaYeCTBEHHBIX MOPa*KeHUH, TOTja KaK CTOH-
Koe yBeJINUeHHUe Yallle Bcero HabJr0jaeTcs Npu Ao6po-
KavyeCTBEHHBIX MopakeHusx. [IpumepHo 85 % cayyaes
paka nposiBJASITCS KpUBOH BIMbIBaHUS. Kpome Toro,
T,-B3BelleHHasa BU3yaJM3alyds I03BOJIET BbIABUTH
nepudokaJbHbIN UK IpeNeKTopaJbHbIM 0TEK MOJIOY-
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HoOH xesie3a. DWI — Kosin4ecTBEHHO ONpeJie/IUTh Xa-
OTHYECKOe NepeMellleHre MOJIEKYJ BOJbl B TKAHU B 3a-
BUCUMOCTHU OT MUKPOCTPYKTYPbl TKAHU U IJIOTHOCTH
kJieTOK. [Ipu pake HabG/t01aeTcs cHUKeHue nuddysuun
BO/Ibl B CBSI3U C YBeJIMYEHUEM IIJIOTHOCTH KJIETOK, IPU-
BoJiflee K 60Jiee BBLICOKOM MHTEHCUBHOCTHU CUTHaJIA.
KpoMe Toro, JOCTynHbI NpOrpaMMbl, KOTOpPble reHe-
PUPYIOT HaJIOXKEHUs [JBETHOM KapThl pacnpezeseHus
KPHUBOH yCUJIEHU S BHYTpU ouara nopaxkenus [9, 10].

B psijie ucciesoBaHu# GbIJIO TPOJEMOHCTPUPOBA-
Ho, 4To MPT cnoco6Ha ugeHTUPUIUPOBATH JJONOJTHU-
TeJIbHble NMaTOJIOTUYeCKHEe OYary, KOTopble 0CTaJIUCh
Obl He3aMeYEeHHbIMU NPU CTAHAAPTHOW JUArHOCTHUKE
[11, 12]. MeTa-aHau3 19 ucciegoBaHUM MOKa3aJ, YTO
MPT o6HapyXH1BaeT MyJIbTUIEHTPUUHOCTh IIOpPaXKe-
HUA Y 16 % 60/JbHBIX PAKOM MOJIOYHOMH XkeJie3bl (n =
2610). [TonoxkuTENBHAS MIPOTHOCTHUYECKAS [IEHHOCTD
coctaBusia 66 % (95 % AU, 52-77), a cooTHOIIEeHHE
MCTUHHOMNOJIOXUTEJbHBIX U JIOXKHOMOJIOKHUTENbHbBIX
pe3ysbTaToB cocTaBjaseT 1,91 (95 % /iU, 1,09-3,34).

KoHnBepcusa xupypru4yeckoro jeyeHus y nalueH-
TOB (1pu MOPOJIOTUYECKOM NMOATBEPKAEHUHU J0TOJI-
HUTEJbHBIX NMATOJOTUYECKHUX 04YaroB, OOHapy»KeH-
HbeIX npu MPT) cocTaBusia: U3 opraHoCcoXpaHsIlen
onepanuu (0OCO) B macTakToMuto — 8,1 % (95 % /IH,
5,9-11,3), B 60siee MIMPOKYI/OMOJTHUTEJIbHYIO pe-
zekyuo — 11,3 % (95 % Y, 6,8-18,3).

B ciyyae JI0)KHONOJIOXKUTEJbHBIX pe3yJbTaTOB
MPT (otcyTcTBHe MOpP}OJOTUYECKOTO MO TBEPHK-
JleHUsl JONOJIHUTEJNbHbIX 04aroB Mopa)keHHs) KOH-
Bepcus us 0CO B mactakTomuto — 1,1 % (95 % U,
0,3-3,6), B 6oJsiee LIMPOKYIO/ONOJTHUTEJNbHYIO pe-
3exknuo — 5,5 % (95 % [H, 3,1-9,5). ABTOpBI NpuULI-
Ju K BeIBOAY, 4To MPT npuBoguT k 6oJiee obuinp-
HOM omepanuu y 3HAYUTEJbHOW YAaCTH MALMEHTOB,
BBISBJISIA MYJbTPULEHTPUUHOEe mopaxeHue [13].
MeTa-aHasu3 Fancellu A. et al, BksiroyaBmuii 3252 na-
[UEHTA MPOTOKOBOM KapIMHOMOH in Situ, U3 KOTOPBIX
1077 npownu npegonepanuonHoe MPT nccnenoBanue,
1 2175 - HeT, Npo/IeMOHCTPUPOBAJ 3HAYUTEJbHOE YBe-
JINYeHUe KOJIMYeCTBa MAaCTIKTOMUIN B MepPBOU rpymnie
nanuenTtoB (OP 1,72,p=0,012) [12].
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BuccienoBanuu Mota B etal (n=267) npoBe/jeHHast
MPT yBesivunjia 4acTOTy MacTIKTOMU M Ha 8 %, 10’KHO-
MOJIOXKUTEJbHBIN pe3ysbTaT cocTaBua 23,8 % [14].

Lobbes MB et al B 2017 r. coobuuiu 06 yMeHblie-
HUU KOJIMYeCTBa MaCTIKTOMUM M MOJOXKUTEJbHBIX
KpaeB pe3eKknuu npu nposegeHnu MPT B ciiydyae unBa-
3UBHOr0 Z10J1bKOBOro PMJK, HO 1 06 yBeJIMUeHUH 3TOTO
nokasaTeJisl IpU UHBAa3UBHOM NpoTokoBoM PMX (OP
1,55,95 % /11 1,45-1,67 npotus OP 1,01, 95 % /I 0,90-
1,12 cooTBeTCcTBeHHO) [15].

TakuM 06pa3oM, HA CETOAHSANIHUN JIeHb HET e/lU-
HOTr0 MHeHUd ucnosab3oBaHud MPT u ero BinsAHKA Ha
00'beM XMpPYPruyecKoro BMellaTe JbCTBA.

llesiblo JAaHHOT O UCCJIeJOBaHUA ABUJIOCH U3YUYeHHUe
3pdeKTUBHOCTH ¥ TOYHOCTHU NpejonepanioHHol MPT
B IMarHOCTHKEe MYJbTULEHTPUYHOT O paKka MOJIOYHOH
»KeJiesbl.

MaTepnaJI U METOAbI

C 2022 no 2023 rr. 661710 TPOBEIEHO MPOCHEKTUB-
HOe HcCJie/joBaHMe Ha 6a3e OTAeseHUsI OHKOJIOTUH U
PEKOHCTPYKTUBHO-IIJIACTUYECKOH XUPYpPruyd MoOJIOY-
HO keJsie3bl U Kok MHUOU um. I1.A. l'epuena — ou-
auana HMUL paguosoruun Munsapasa PO.

O06BbEeKTOM HccaeZj0BaHUA ObIIM 57 NalUMeHTOoK,
KOTOpPbIM NpoBesiM MamMmorpadpuw (MMI') u yabrpa-
3ByKOBoOe HccaeoBaHue (Y3U), 3aTeM c Lesbio yTOY-
HSAWOIEeN AUarHOCTUKU — mpejonepanioHHoe MPT
MOJIOYHBIX eJie3 C BHYTPUBEHHBIM KOHTPACTHPOBaA-
HUeM, [10 pe3yJbTaTaM KOTOpPOro y 54 nanueHTOK BbI-
sIBJIeH MYJIbTULIEHTPUYHBIA paK MOJIOYHOH >KeJsie3bl.
CpesHuil Bo3pacT nmalueHTOK cocTaBua 49+10,4 jseT.
PeHTreHoJiornyeckas mJ0THOCTb CTPYKTYpPbl MOJIOY-
HOH >KeJsie3bl OlleHWBaJach nmo kKjaaccupukanuu ACR.
Haubosee yacto BcTpeyasicsa Tun Bu C — 47,7 u 35 %
cooTBeTcTBeHHO (puc. 1). PacmpejesneHue mno cra-
ausam 6eL10 caeaytomum: [A — 31 (54,4 %), 1A — 18
(1,6 %), IIB— 3 (5,2 %), II1A — 4 (7 %), l1IC — 1 (1,8 %).
[logpo6HOe pasjesieHHe B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT pa3Mmepa
onyxosu (cT) U KJIMHUYECKH MOPAKEHHBIX JUMPOY3-
Ji0B (cN) npefcTaBJjieHo B Ta6I. 1.

Tabnuua 1. PacnpeaeneHue 60nbHbIX B 3aBucMmocTM ot Tu N
Table 1. Distribution of patients depending on T and N

KnnHunyeckas Konunyectso Konunyectso
cragms (c) 60nbHbIX (abc) 60/bHbIX (%)
T
T, 1 1,8
Tim 33 57,9
Tom 20 35
T3 2 3,5
Tam 1 1,8
N
No 51 89,4
Ny 3 5,3
N2_3 3 5,3
Bcero 57 100
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= NtomuHanbHbI B, HER2/HeraTuBHbIN
® HentomuHanbHbIM, HER2/No3uTmBHbIN
¥ /ltoMMHaNbHbIN A

I TpoWHOM HeraTUBHbIN

Puc. 2. PacnpegeneHue 60/1bHbIX B 3aBUCMMOCTH
OT UMMYHHOTMCTOXMMMYECKOTO NoATUNa

Fig. 2. Distribution of patients depending on the
immunohistochemical subtype

FucTosioruyecKkre THUNBl B HCCJAEJOBAHUM: HH-
Ba3uBHbIA NpoTokoBbld PMX — 41 (71,9 %), unBa-
3UBHBIN M0JbKOBBIN — 13 (22,8 %), WHBA3UBHBIN
MyLUHO3HBIN pak — 2 (3,5 %), MHBa3UBHbIN MUKpOIIa-
nuspHbid pak — 1 (1,8 %).

CTemneHb 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHOCTH OIYX0JIEBOI0 ¥3J1a B
OCHOBHOM 6bls1a pesacTaBJjeHa: G2 — 50 (87,7 %), na-
nee: G1 — 2 (3,5 %) u G3 — 5 (8,8 %). Kak BUJHO U3
puc. 2, Hau6oJsiee YaCTO BCTPEYAIOIINMCSI UMMYHHO-
TUCTOXMMUYECKUM TMOATUIOM ObIJ JIIOMUHAJIbHBIA B
Her2 HeratuBHbI# (53 %).

HeoaabloBaHTHOE JIEKapCTBEHHOE JIeYeHHE TPOBe-
ZeHo 6 (10,5 %) nagueHTKaM.

Pe3yabTaThl

HaMmu 66171 1poBe/ieH aHAJIN3 IOy YEHHBIX Pe3yJib-
TaToB MamMMmorpaduu, Y3U u MPT Mo/I04HBIX KeJie3.
[lokasaHa BbicOKas 4yBcTBUTeJbHOCTb MPT B BbIsAB-
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Tabnuua 2. ConoctaBsieHUe KO/IMUYECTBA BbiAB/IEHHbIX
NaTo/IorM4YecKknX o4aros no gaHHoim Y31, MMI, MPT

Table 2. Comparison of the number of detected pathological

foci according to ultrasound, MMG, MRI

Kon-so | MM natonoru- | MPpT | Meno | Hueno
Y3 /n YeCcKux ovaros BonbHeix, | GonbHbIX,
n (abc) n (%)
1 He BblABNEHO 2 3 5,3
1 He BblABNEHO >2 6 10,5
1 1 1 30Ha MUKpO- >2 5 8,7
Ka/bLUMHATOB
1 1 22 20 35,1
2 >2 >2 20 35,1
1 1 1 3 5,3
Bcero 57 100

8,7%

OHKONMacTnyeckan pesekumna

JIEHUH JIOTIOJTHUTEJIbHBIX 0YaroB, JaHHbIE TPUBE/IEHbI
B TabJI. 2.

[Ipu npeponepanuonHoM MPT-uccienoBaHuu Mo-
JIOYHBIX KeJie3 C BHYTPUBEHHbIM KOHTPACTUPOBAHHUEM
y 54 (100 %) manueHTOK ObLJ BbISIBJEH MYJbTUIEH-
TPUYECKUU pak MoJI0YHOH xeesbl, y 3 (5,6 %) no MPT
onpejiesisijiacb YHUIEHTPUYHAs ONMYX0Jib, B JaHHOU
rpyimne npu Mop$osIoruiecKoM UCCJIeJOBAHUH BbIsIB-
JIeHa MYJIbTULEHTPUYHOCTb OMYXO0JIEBOI'O IIpOIecca.
B 44 (77,2 %) cnyyasix 661710 BbINOJHEHO XUpYypruye-
CKOe JiedeHHe B 00'beMe MAacCT3KTOMHHU, B TOM YHCJIE
HO/IKOKHOM/K0XKeCcoXpaHHON MacT3IKTOMUU c/6e3 pe-
KOHCTpykuuy, B 13 (22,8 %) — opraHocoxpaHsiolias
onepanus (puc. 3).

PesyibraThel MPT-uccnefoBaHUs cONOCTaBJIEHbI
C pesy/JbTaTaM{ IJIaHOBOTO NaTOMOPGOJIOrHYeCcKo-
ro MCCJIeJJOBAHUS, [0 JAHHBIM KOTOPOTO MYJIbTUIIEH-
TPUYHOE MOopakeHUe MoATBepxjaeHo ¥ 21 (38,9 %)
HanyeHTa.

77,2%

MaCTIKTOMMA ¢/6e3 PEKOHCTPYKLMM

Puc. 3. PacnpeaeneHmne 60bHbIX B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT XMPYPIr1MYECKOro BMeLLIaTeNbCTBa
Fig.3. Distribution of patients depending on surgical intervention
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JI0>KHOMO/IOKUTEIbHBIE U JIOXKHOOTPULIATEJIbHbIE
pesynbTaThl cocTaBasAau 61,2 % (33/54) 1 5,3 % (3/57)
COOTBEeTCTBeHHO. Kak [jonosiHUTeIbHbIE ONYXO0JIeBble
o6pasoBaHUs 10 pe3yabraTaM MPT-AMarHoCTUKH MOT-
JIU pacleHUBaThbCcs NpoardepaTUBHbIE U3MEHEHUS U
06poKaYeCcTBEHHbIE MMPOIECCHI, B TOM YHCJIE CKJIEPO-
3UPYIOIUHI a/I€HO3.

O6cyxeHue

[Ipu conocTaBJ/ieHUH TOJYYEHHbIX HAaMHU pe3yJib-
TaTOB C JJaHHBIMU MeTa-aHaiu3a Houssami N et al, ox-
BaThIBawIero 9 uccaegoBanuii (n = 3112), B koTopom
NalyeHThl ¢ 6oJblIeld BepOsITHOCTHIO MO/IBEPTaUCh
MacCT3KTOMMUHU, Korga UM nposopuad MPT Mosou-
HOM keJsie3bl: cKoppekTupoBanHoe Ol 3,06 (95 % /U
2,03-4,62, p < 0,001) [16]. Takue >xe pe3ybTaThl ObIIN
NOJIyYeHbl B NMPOCIEKTHBHOM PaHAOMU3UPOBAHHOM
KoHTposupyeMoM ucciaegoBanuu COMICE, rge oue-
HUBAJIOCh WCIOJb30BaHUE MNpejonepanuoHHodn MPT
MOJIOYHBIX 3KeJie3 (n = 1623). [lanueHTKH ObIJIN paHA0-
MU3UPOBaAHbI Ha I'pynnbl npejgonepanuoHHod MPT u
6e3 Hee. [Ipy HHBa3uBHOM J0JbKoBOM PMXK (n = 133)
yacTOTa MEePBUYHBIX MACTIKTOMHUN OKa3aJachb Bbllle
y TeX, KoMy npoBozuaacb MPT MoJsiouHO¥M xKeJie3bl, o
CpaBHEHUIO C TEMH, KOMY OHa He NMpoBojuJach (8,8
npoTuB 2,8 %). Tak:ke Gbl/a oNpesiesieHa KOppeJsius
Mexy MPT MoJiouHBIX Kesie3 U MOP(OJOrHYeCKUM
3aKJII0YeHHEeM, JIO)KHOIOJIOKUTEJIbHBIN pe3y/bTaT 10
faHHbIM MPT 6611 BoisiBJieH B 38 % (55 13 144 macTak-
Tomui) [17]. B aHasmoruynom ucciegoBanuu POMB
npegonepanruoHHasd MPT M3MeHUI0 XUpPYypPTrUYeCcKyo
TaKTUKY y 40 nauueHToB (18 %), J10XKHOMOJI0KHUTEb-
HbIU MMoKa3aTeJsb cocTaBusa 9 % [18]. B Hamem ucciie-
JIOBaHUM TP MPOBEJLEHUN KOPPEeJsIUU JIOKHOIOJIO0-
JKUTeJIbHbIU pe3ynbTaT cocTaBua 61,1 %, ogHako npu
0OHapY’>KeHUH MYJIbTULEHTPUYECKOr0 IIopakeHus 1o
AaHHbIM MPT, 6uorncus HeCKOJIbKUX 00pa3oBaHUM MPo-
BeJieHay oAHOM nauueHTKH (1,9 %) v BbIsIBJIEH a/IEHO3,
B OCTaJIbHbBIX CJ1y4YasiX GUOICH S BbIITOJHEHA TOJIbKO OJI-
HOT0 06pa30BaHuS.

HecMoTps Ha BbICOKYI 4yBCTBUTEJNbHOCTb, MPT
MOJIOYHBIX eJie3 UMeeT psJ, OrpaHUYeHUH U HeJlo-
CTaTKOB. B 60JIbIIMHCTBE c/y4yaeB JUarHOCTUPOBaH-
Hasi MYJbTUUEHTPUYHOCTb MOpPAXKEHUS MO JAaHHBIM
npejonepalMoOHHON MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOM TOMO-
rpaduu He MOJTBEPKAAETCS NpU naToMopdoioruye-
CKOM MCCJIe[JOBAHUHM ONEepPallMOHHOT0 MaTepuaJa, 4YTo
NOBBIIIAET [JO0JII0 BbINOJHEHHbIX MAacT3KTOMMUH HJH
MacT3KTOMHUH C peKOHCTpYyKLUeH. [IpescTaBiseT UH-
Tepec, 4YTO NpPH J0JbKoBOM PMIK BblsiBJIeHHAs MYJib-
TULEHTPUYIHOCTH o MPT He 6blyia moaTBep)AeHa y 5
(41,7 %) manueHTOB Npy MOpPdOJIOrHYeCKUM HUCCIe0-
BaHUM OllepaljMOHHOI0 MaTepuaJa.

Zikiryakhodjaev A.D., Zanozina E.A., Hugaeva F.S., Rasskazova E.A., Usov F.N., Asimova E.K., Yuldoshev U.R., Petrunina K.M.
The Role of Magnetic Resonance Imaging in the Identification...

3akJjlo4yeHue

MbI peKoMeH/lyeM BBINOJHATbH MOBTOPHYIO MPHU-
1[eJIbHY10 MaMMorpaduio B pexxuMe TOMOCUHTE3a WU
Y3U Mos04HBIX XKeJse3, nocje npoeaeHus MPT, ¢ no-
cjefytolieil 6UoTncHell BceX BbISIBJIEHHBIX 04aroB Mo/,
KoHTpoJieM Y31 unu Mmammorpapuu.

AnekBaTHasi mpejonepanoOHHAs JAUATHOCTHUKA
MYJbTHUIEHTPUYHOCTH OMYXO0JIEBBIX y3JIOB, MO3BOJIUT
BbIGPATh ONTHUMAJbHbIA 06'b€M XUPYPrUYECKOr0 BMe-
11aTeJbCTBA, /15 UCKJIIOUEeHHUS MOJ0XKUTENbHbBIX Kpa-
€B pe3eKIUH B CJly4ae BbINIOJHEHUSI OPraHOCOXPaHS0-
IIMX ONepanui.
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