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CPABHUTE/NbHbIA AHA/IU3 KOHTPACTHOWM CMEKTPA/IBHOM MAMMOTPA®UU U MPT MOJIOYHBIX KE/E3 (IMTEPATYPHbBI OB30P)

Pak monouHoi kenesbl (PMX) 3aHMMaeT nepBoe MecTo B CTPYKTYpe OHKONOrMYecKoi 3a60/1eBaemMoCTh U CMEPTHOCTM OT paka CPeam KEHCKOro
HaceneHua Bo Bcem mupe. [JOCTUXKEHUA HAay4YHO-TEXHMUYECKOTO nporpecca B nevyeHnn PMIK cnocobcTBoBanM CHUMKEHWIO NOKasaTeneil CMepTHOCTU
oT PMX 1 yBennyeHuto cpegHein NATUNETHEW BbIXKMBAEMOCTM KeHwwmH [1]. OgHako, npobnema cBoeBpeMeHHON AmMarHOCTUKM PMM ocTaertca
aKTyanbHOM. [laHHbii 0630p MOCBAWEH CPAaBHUTENbHOMY aHAAW3y JIMTEPATYPHbIX AAHHbIX O MNPeMMyLLecTBax M HegocTaTkax Haubonee
COBpPEMEHHbIX METOA0B BU3YaNN3aLMKU MOJIOYHbIX YKENE3 - KOHTPACTHOM cnekTpanbHoi Mammorpadum (KCM) u MPT MONOYHbIX Kenes.

KntoueBble c10Ba: pak MO/IOYHOW ¥Kesie3bl, KOHTPACTHAsA CNeKTpanbHas mammorpadus, MPT MONOYHbIX XKenes, YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb, CNeuuduyHoCTb,
PPV 1 NPV

BBeaeHue

Pe3ynbTaTbl MHOFOYMCAEHHbIX PAaHAOMMU3UPOBAHHbLIX KOHTPOMPYEMbIX UCMbITaHUI (PKWU) CBMAETENLCTBYIOT O CHUMKEHMU CMEPTHOCTM Baarogaps
CKpUHWHTOBOW Mammorpadum Ha 30% [2]. YyBcTBUTENBHOCTE MaMMmorpaduu B BbiasaeHnn PMHK coctasnset 75-80% [3], HO MOXeT yxyawaTtbea Ao
50% B NAOTHbIX MOJIOYHBbIX Kenesax [4, 5]. CneumdnYHOCTb U NONOKUTENBHAA NPOTHOCTUYECKAA LEHHOCTb MamMorpadmm No pasHbIM UCTOYHMKAM
BapbupytoTca B npegenax 25-40% [6, 7]. B gnarHoctuke PMMXK, cTagmpoBaHMKM OHKOMpoLecca U oueHKe 3GPpeKTUBHOCTM NPOBEAEHHOro NeYyeHuns
“30N10TbIM cTaHAapTOM” siBnseTca MPT MOIOYHbIX »Kenes ¢ KOHTpacTMpoBaHuem [8, 9]. Ho 3a nocnegHue [ecATUNETUA yYeHble AOCTUMIN YCNEeXoB B
YCOBEPLUEHCTBOBAHUMN PEHTIEHONIOMMYECKUX TEXHOIOTUIA BU3YaiM3aLMM MOJIOYHbIX ¥Kesies, cnocobHbIX KOHKYpupoBaTh No addekTnsHoctn ¢ MPT
MOJIOYHbIX XKenes.

Martepuanbi u metoabl

B npegacrasneHHblt 0630p BKAKOUEHbl Haubosee peneBaHTHblE AaHHbIE PAHAOMM3MPOBAHHBLIX KOHTPOAMPYEeMbIX uccneposaHuin (PKU) n meta-
aHanu30B 06 3PpHEKTUBHOCTM KOHTPACTHOM CnekTpanbHoM mammorpadum u MPT MONOYHBIX XKenes B anarHocTuke PMXK, ony6nukoBaHHble 3a
nocnegHue 10 net. Mouck npowussoguaca B cuctemax Pubmed, Web of Science, Scopus, The Cochrane Library. Bcero 6bino HavigeHo 80
NIUTEPATYpPHbIX UCTOYHMKOB, U3 KOTOPbIX 42 WCTOYHWMKA OblM BKAKOYEHbl B NpeacTaBieHHbln 0630p. OueHWBanUCb YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb MeToAa
(sensitivity) — gona naumeHToB ¢ 3a6oneBaHUEM, Y KOTOPbIX AUArHOCTUYECKUIA TECT NONOKUTENEH; cneunduyHocTb meToaa (specificity) — pons
naumeHToB 6e3 3a601eBaHNA, Y KOTOPbIX AMArHOCTUYECKUIA TECT OTPULLATENEH, a TaKXKe OTpULaTeNbHas NPorHocTMyeckas LeHHocts (NPV) — pona
60/1bHbIX C OTPULIATENIbHBIM PE3YNbTAaTOM TecTa, B nonynaumu 6e3 aaHHoro 3abonesarus. C nomolbio nporpammbl Excell Microsoft BbicuntaHbl
cpefHee 3HAYEHWE U MefMaHa CTaTUCTUYECKMX NOoKasaTenen.

Pe3ynbratbl

KCM — peHTreHONIOrMYeCcKUii MeTOoZ, BM3yanu3aLMM MOMOYHBIX ¥Kenes ¢ BONCHbIM BBeAEeHUEM WMOACOAEPIKALLEro KOHTPACTHOrO BELLECTBA,
NO3BONALWMIA 0BHAPYKUTb TMNEPBACKYNAPHBIE O4arM B MOIOYHbIX XKese3ax. Bnepsble 6bin1 ynomaHyT 8 1985 roagy, HO LUMPOKO Ha4yan NPUMEHATLCA
ona puddepeHunanbHom guarHoCcTUKKN 3abonesaHmii MonoYHbIX kenes ¢ 2013 roga [10].

TexHuKa nposegeHna KCM BKAOYaET BHYTPUBEHHOE BBEAEHMWE MOACOAEPIKALLErO KOHTPACTHOrO BelecTsa B Ao3uposke 1.2-1.5 ma/Kr. IKkcnosunuma
npounssoautca vyepes 2,0-2,5 MMHYTbI NOCae BBEAEHMA KOHTPACTHOrO BellecTsa. B TeyeHne 5 MUHYT NPOn3BOAUTCA CEPUA CHUMKOB B CTaHAAPTHbIX
KpaHMOKayAabHbIX U MeAMOoNaTePasbHbIX KOCbIX NPOEKUMAX, C NOAyYEeHUEM M306paskeHWU HU3KOI 3Hepruun, KoTopble SIBNAKOTCA SKBMBANIEHTOM
06bIYHON Mammorpammbl U M306paskeHWU BbICOKOW 3HEpruu. 3aTem NPOMCXOAWUT aBTOMATMYeCKas reHepauus ABYX TUMNOB M306pakeHus B
pekoMbUHaHTHOe M306paykeHne, KOTOPoe OTOBParKaeT pacnpesesieHne KOHTPACTHOrO BELWLECTBa M oYaru runepsackyaapusaumm [11-12].
Mcnonb3osaHne KCM y NauMeHTOK C KAMHUYECKMMU Npu3Hakamn PMX obecneunBaeT cBoeBpeMeHHYHO OLEHKY pacnpocTpaHeHHOCTU npouecca ¢
onpegeneHnem TO4YHbIX pasmepoB onyxonesbix y3nos [13]. T. Tagliafico nposen cuctemaTuyeckuit 0630p pe3ynbTaTOB PETPOCNEKTUBHBIX W
NPOCMEKTUBHbIX UCCNEA0BAHMUM, NOCBALLEHHbIX M3ydeHUto KCM u pestomuposasn, 4to KCM MmeeT YpesBbl4altHO BbICOKYHO YyBCTBUTENLHOCTL - 98%
[14]. E. Fallenberg wuccnenosan 118 KeHWMH C YCTAHOBNEHHbIM AMarHo3om PMIK. KneTouHbili cOCTaB COOTBETCTBOBANA ABYM TWNam paka:
VHBA3UBHOM KapLUMHOME M MPOTOKOBOW KapuuHome in situ. YysctButenbHoctb KCM coctaBuna 93.3% [15]. YyBCTBUTENIBHOCTb METOZ, B APYrom
nccnepoBaHUK ¢ gonent MHBasmsHoro PMX coctasuna 100%, HO 3 15 rucToNIOrMYEcKy NOATBEPMKAEHHbIX MPOTOKOBbLIX paka Tosbko 13 (86,7%)
MMe/IM HaKOMNEeHME KOHTPACTHOro BELLECTBA Ha PEKOMBUHAHTHbIX M306paskeHnax KCM [16], a octanbHble ABa cayyan (13,3%) - BbiaBieHbl Ha
1306paKkeHNAX HU3KOM 3aHepruu. B AANOHCKOM NpocneKkTMBHOM uccnesoBaHun adpdekTmBHOCTM KCM B MAOTHBIX MOJOYHBIX Kenesax NpUHAAN
yyacTve 77 KeHWmH 1 143 MONOYHbIX ¥Kenesbl (0AHa NauMeHTKa paHee nepeHecna MacTaKToMuUIo). [LoNA reTeporeHHO NOTHbIX MOOYHbBIX XKenes
(tvin C) coctaBuna 79%; A0na 4pe3BblYaiHO MAOTHLIX MOJIOYHbIX Kese3 (Tun D) coctasuna 11%. KCM npoaemoHCTpUpOoBana BbICOKME nokasaTenu
YyBCTBUTENbHOCTU (86.2%) 1 cneumdunyHoctu (94.1%) [17].

B 2014 ropy He3aBMCMMO Apyr OT Apyra ABe rpynnbl yyeHblx Bo rnase ¢ M. Lobbes [18] u E. Luczyriska [19] BbifaBMAKM, YTO OTpuUaTeNbHOE
nporHocTuyeckoe 3HadeHnem (NPV) ans KCM coctasnset 100% npu cOOTBETCTBUM KPUTEPMEB KauYecTBa YKAaAKM MONOYHBIX Xenes u cobaoaeHum
MYNbTUAUCLMNIMHAPHOTO MOAXOAA, BKAKOYAOWEro KAuMHWYeckoe obcnefoBaHue MOMOYHbIX kenes, KCM M ructonormyeckuin aHanus. Mo
pesynbTatam Apyrux wuccneposaHuii, KCM obnagaer BbICOKMMK 3HadeHMamu NPV cpeau naumeHToB, NOBTOPHO MPUrAalLEHHbIX Mocne
CKpUHMHTOBOM LIM: 100% cpeam 113 keHwumH [18]; 98.2% cpegy 199 xeHwmH [20]; 100% cpean 102 keHwmH [21]. O 6onee HU3KUX 3HAYEHUAX
NPV 6bin10 coobuieHo A. Tardivel, koTopbiii uccnegosan 195 KeHWUH C NOA03PUTE/IbHLIMWU UM HEOAHO3HAYHbIMM pe3yabTatamu LM, no aHanmsam
TONIbKO PEKOMBUHAHTHBIX M306paeHnit 6bino BbiaBneHo 157 cnyvaes PMMK, Takum obpasom NPV coctasun Beero 81% [22].

PeKOMBUHAHTHble M306paKeHUA B LONONHEHUE K U306PAXKEHUAM HU3KOM IHEeprM 061a4at0T BbICOKOW MHPOPMATUBHOCTbIO /18 BPaYa-paanonora,
4yTO noaTBepXAaeTcs B uccnefoBaHMM HOTTMHFEMCKOTO MCCNefoBaTe/IbCKOrO WMHCTUTYTa MOJIOYHOM Kesesbl: NATepo Bpayein-pasvonoros,
HEe3aBUCUMO Apyr OT Apyra B 75% cnyyaeB OTMETU/IM BbICOKYO MHPopmaTuBHOCTb KCM gna guddepeHuManbHOW AMArHOCTUKM PasINYHbIX
3a60/1eBaHN MOIOYHbIX Xenes [23].

Mpeumywecteom KCM saBnseTcs xopoluas nepeHocMmocTb nauneHTamm. M. Hobbs onpocun 49 keHwmH, 100% oTmeTnam KompopTHOCTb, BbICTPOTY
n beclwymHocTb KCM [24].

Mcnonb3osaHne KCM orpaHMYeHO Npu NOYEYHOW HEeAOCTaTOMHOCTU Y KEeHLMH MOXKUAOro Bo3pacta, 60/bHbIX caxapHbiM AnabeTom, MUENOMHOMN
60/1€3HbI0 UK ApYrMMK 3aboieBaHUAMM NoYeK. B cnyyae nabopaTopHo noaTBEPKAEHHbIX HapyLweHui GyHKuun noyek KCM He npoBoauTcA.

Ewe oAHWMM orpaHuyeHMem B ucnonb3oBaHuUM KCM nBAsAeTCA PUCK PasBUTMA annepruyeckMx peakuuiti Ha BBeAeHMe WNoAcoAeprKallero
KOHTPaCTHOro BellecTsa. B uccnegosaHnu, NnpoBegeHHOM rpynnoli yueHbix Bo rnase ¢ M. Jochelson y 1,3% nauumeHToB HabaoAaNUCh yMepPEHHble
annepruyeckme peakumm [25]. I. Houben coobumn o natv cnydasx passBuTUA HE3HAUUTENbHbIX aIIEPrMYECcKMX peakumii npu BbinoaHeHnn 839 KCM,
yTto cocrasmno 0,6% [26].



K HepgocTaTtkam KCM OTHOCUTCA OTHOCUTENBHO BbICOKOE MOHU3MpPYIOLLEe U3/TlyYeHNe B CPAaBHEHUN C APYTMMM METOAAMM BU3Yann3aLMN MOOYHbIX
Kenes: B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT o6bema XKenesnucTon TKaHM U TEXHUYECKMX XapaKTepUCTUK annapaTta AManasoH AOMNONAHWUTENIbHOM Ny4eBOM Harpysku
MOXeT BapbupoBatbca oT 20% po 80% [27, 28]. OgHaKO CTOMT OTMETWUTH, YTO AaXe 3TW 3HAYeHMA YKNa4blBAOTCA B HOPMbl CTaHAApPTOB
6€e30MacHOCTM 1 KayecTBa Mammorpadum.

MPT MONOYHBIX Kefe3 cyMTaeTcA Haubonee YyBCTBMTENbHbIM METOAOM A/A AMarHocTukn PMMK. Bnarogapa cnocobHOCTM BbIABAATH
rmnepBackynspHble y3/bl Ha poHe BONOCHOTO BBEAEHMA KOHTpacTHoro Bewectsa MPT obnagaeT BbICOKOW YyBCTBUTENbHOCTLIO (97%) M cnocobHa
BbIABAATL paHHME dopmbl PMIK elle 4o dopmupoBaHUA camoro ysna. HeECMOTpA Ha BbICOKYHO YyBCTBUTENbHOCTbL MeToAa ee crneunduyHoCTb He
Bbiwe cneunduyHoCcTM UmdppoBoit mammorpadumn. B kamHuueckom ob63ope 18 064 ckpuHUHroBbix MPT 1 7519 mammorpamm cpeam KeHWMH ¢
BbICOKMM PUCKOM pa3BuTua PMIK, Bbl0 BbISBNEHO, YTO PaKOBbIe Y3/1bl, BbiABJEHHbIE C NOMOLbio MPT OTHOCUANCH K KaTeropum MHBA3UBHbIX, B TO
BPEMSA KaK BblABAEHHbIE C NOMOLLbI0 Mammorpaduu, Yallle rmcToNorM4eck COOTBETCTBOBAIM MPOTOKOBOMY paky in situ [29].

B 2007 rogy AmepuKaHCKMM OHKOMOrMYeckum coobuectBom (ACS) 6bin NpeaiosKeH KAMHUYECKUIA MPOTOKOA exerogHoro MPT-ckpuHuHra PMK
ONA KEHLWMH M3 rpynnbl BbICOKOrO pucka passutua PMMX. Tem He meHee, npumeHeHue exkerogHoro MPT-ckpuHuHra PMX cnocobcTBoBano
YNYHLWEHWNIO NOKa3aTeNel BbIXKMBAEMOCTU Y HOCUTENEN reHeTudecknx mytaumii [30, 31]. Beuay sbicokoi cebectonmoctn metoga MPT, ero Bpems
3aTPATHOCTU U HEZOCTYNHOCTU ANA LeNeBOol rpynnbl B NOCeAHUE rofbl y4eHbIMKU pa3pabaTbiBaloTca coBpeMeHHble TexHonorm MPT, oTBevatowue
TpeboBaHUAM BpemeHn. OgHaKo, He Bce NOA03pUTENIbHbIE U3MEHEHUSA, BbiAiBNEHHbIE Ha MPT, MMeIoT 3/10KaYecTBEHHYIO NPUPOAY MPOUCXOKAEHUA
[32].

MPT MONIOYHBIX Kesfe3 ABAAETCA MEeTOA0M Bblbopa A/1A UCKAOYEHUA nepBuyHOro PMIK y MauUMEHTOK C KAMHUYECKMMM Npu3Hakamu PMXK,
noAmblleYHo numbaeHonaTMer MeTacTaTMYeCcKoro Xxapaktepa HesiCHOro reHesa UM CUCTEMHbIM MeTacTaTUYecKnum nopaxkeHvem 6es nepsuyHO
BblABNEHHOro o4ara. C nomoubio MPT nepBrYHbIi 04ar B MONOYHbIX Kenesax NoaTsepaaerca B 6onee yem 2/3 nogobHbix cayyasnx [33].

Hu3Kaa [OCTYNHOCTb MeToAa, BbiCOKas CebecToMmocTb U NPOTUBOMNOKAa3aHWA K npoBeaeHnto MPT MonouHbIX enes, (Knayctpodobus, Hanuuune
METaNIMYECKUX OBBbEKTOB B OpraHn3me) NpeacTaBAAaloT COb6OW raBHble orpaHuyeHns metoga. MPT nNpoBOAUTCA C BHYTPUBEHHbIM BBEAEHUEM
KOHTPACTHOrO BeLLecTBa Ha OCHOBE raf0/IMHUA, KOTOpble LUMPOKO MCNOAb3YTCA € KoHUa 1980-x roaos, XOpOLWO NepeHOCATCA NauMeHTamu u
MMetoT mMano nobouHbiX peakuuin. OAHAKO, HEZABHO BbIACHUIOCH, YTO TAAO0/IMHUIA MOMKET OTKNAAblBaTbCA B KOCTHOM M MO3rOBOM TKaHSX,
HEe3aBUCUMO OT GYHKLIMOHANBHOTO COCTOAHMA nodek [34]. OTaaneHHble NOCNeACTBUA, BbI3BaHHbIE OT/IOKEHUAMM raA0NNHUA B TONOBHOM MO3re 1 B
KOCTHOM TKaHMW B HacTosAwee Bpems He u3yyeHbl. B 2017 rogy Esponeiickue AreHTCTBO J1IeKapCTBEHHbIX CPEACTB OrpaHUuMIO WMCMOAb30BaHME
KOHTPACTHbIX PAacTBOPOB Ha OCHOBE Faf0NINHUA, PEKOMEHAYA MX MPUMEHEHME TONBKO NPU KpaliHei HeobXoAMMOCTU M B CaMbIX MUHUMANbHbIX
po3ax [35]. [nA KeHLWMH BbICOKOM rpynnbl pUcKa pa3sutusa PMIK, exXerogHo npoxoaawmx ckpuHuHroyto MPT B TedeHUe MHOTUX NEeT, 3TO MOXKeT
npeacTaBAATb AONOJHUTENbHYIO OMACHOCTb.

B 2013 rogy 52 KeHLWMHbl C YCTAaHOBNEHHbIM AMarHo3om PMIK npuHanu yyactue B uccnegosanun M. Jochelson, KoTopblii cpaBHWBan
addekTnBHOCTE KCM 1 MPT. Ony6auKoBaHHble 3Ha4eHUA 3GpHEKTUBHOCTU METOLO0B BbIFAAENN cheaytowmm obpasom: 96% 1 96% [36].

B 2017 roay Ha exerogHom 3acegaHum Coobuectsa Pagunonoros CesepHoit AmMepuku (RSNA) J. Sumkin npeacrasun pesynbtatbl cpaHeHus MPT u
KCM. B uccneaoBaHum NpuHAAM ydactme 79 skeHwmH ¢ PMXK. [lea meToga NpoAeMOHCTPUMPOBAAM OAMHAKOBYIO YyBCTBUTENbHOCTL (96%), ogHaKo,
cneumouyHocTe MPT 6bina B ABa pasa MeHblue, Yem crneunduuHoctb KCM: 41% u 86% (cootsetcTBeHHO) [37]. Mocne nybankaumm pesynstatos
3Toro uccnegosanms KCM cTana WMPOKO MCMNO/Ib30BaTbCA CPEAU XKEHLWMH C BbICOKMM PUCKOM pa3BuTua PMMK KoppennpoBaHHOro ¢ cemMeinHbim
aHaMHEe30M; C TNJIOTHOCTbIO MOJIOYHbIX Kene3 Tuna D; ¢ npeapakoBbiMM  33ab0NEBAHUAMM  MOJIOYHBIX KENE3; WU KeHLWMHam C
NPOTUBOMNOKAa3aHMAMMK K nposeaeHnto MPT. TakKe pacTeT YMCA0 NaUMEHTOB, OBECNOKOEHHbIX OT/IONEHUAMU rafloIMHUA B FONIOBHOM MO3re, B
CBA3M C Yem OHM OoTAaT NpeanoyteHme KCM [38].

KCM 1 MPT MON0O4YHbIX Kenes 061a4atoT paBHOW YyBCTBUTENbHOCTbIO NPU OLLEHKE NOA03PUTENbHBIX MUKPOKabLMHaTOB [39].

[N HarnagHOCTU CPaBHEHWA BCEX NONYYEHHbIX PE3YNbTAaTOB UCCAeA0BaTeNEN, HAMM CO34aHa Tabaumua, OTpaXKaloLwan CTaTUCTUYECKME NOKasaTenu
ana KCM 1 MPT monouHbix »enes (Tabamuya 1).

Ta6auua 1 - Nokasatenu cpegHero 3HaueHUa n megmaHbl KCM n MPT MONOYHBIX XKene3

KCM MPT
cpegHee 3Ha4YeHue megmnaHa cpepHee 3Ha4YeHne mefmaHa
YyBCTBUTENBHOCTD 93,02% 93,3% 94,63% 96%
CneumpunyHoCcTb 90,05% 90% 67,65% 67%
NPV 95,84% 98,2% 99,8% 99,8%




CornacHo Tabnauue 1 nokasaTenu 4ysBcTBUTENbHOCTM U NPV 060MX MeTOAOB SABAAIOTCA BbICOKMMM, HO HE3HAUYUTENIbHO OT/IMYAIOTCA APYr OT Apyra.
CneumnduyHoctb KCM npesblwaeT cneundunyHoctb MPT Ha 23%. Takum 06pasom, Mo CTaTUCTMYECKMM NoKasatenam mexay KCM n MPT monoYHbIX
»enes npenmyLectso 3a KCM.

Mpu cpaBHEHUWM onbiTa eHWMUH ¢ PMX, KoTopbiM 6blan BbinonHeHbl 06a meTtoaa uccnegosaHuna (KCM v MPT), 60/MbLIMHCTBO MKEHLWMH OTAANMU
npeanouyteHne KCM, xoTa oTmeyanu 6osiee BbipaxKeHHble HeNMpPUATHbIE OLLYLLEHWUA BO BPEMA KOMMNPECCMU MOJIOYHBIX XKene3 U UHbEeKUUWU KOHTPACcTHOro
Bewectsa. B nonb3ay KCM nmu BbiaeneHbl: bbicTpoTa npoueaypbl, 6eClyMHOCTb, MEHbLUAA CTeNeHb TPEBOrM BO Bpema npoueaypbi [40].

Phillips J. u Miller M. npegocTtasunm sbi6op 43 KeHwmHam mexay KCM n MPT. Mpu ycnosum, 4to o6a meToaa UMEOT OAMHAKOBYIO YyBCTBUTEbHOCTb
38/43 eHwWwMH oTganu npegnoyteHve KCM [39]. Bo Bpemsa WCCNeAOBaHMA C yyaCTHUKAMM Oblnn 0BCYKAEHbI PUCKM BO3MOMKHOIO PasBUTUA
aNnepruyeckmx peakumii Ha BBeeHne NoACoAEePKALLEro KOHTPACTHOrO BELEeCTBa, HO He Bbl/l 3aTPOHYT BOMPOC 06 OT/NIOKEHUAX raA0IMHUA B TOJIOBHOM
mosre. Mpu onpoce 97% KeHWWH bblIM YA0BNETBOPEHBI NPOAOCIKUTENBHOCTEIO KCM, B TO Bpems Kak 54% EHLMH NOXaNoBanncb Ha AUTENbHOCTb
MPT. 89% eHLWMH cornacunmnch exerogHo npoxoauts KCM. B NpocnekTMBHOM CKPUHUHrOBOM uccnegosaHuu J. Phillips coobwmn, uto 79% KeHWwuH
npegnountanu KCM, ecnm 6biam npesynpekaeHbl 06 0a4MHaKOBOM YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTU ABYX MeToA0B [41].

Mpw cpaBHeHun apyrux napameTpoB KCM TaKKe MMEET HECKO/IbKO MperMMyLLLecTs: 3To 6o/ee WNPOKOAOCTYNHbIM U MeHee A0POrocToAlMiA MeToa, a
ON1A ee BbINOJIHEHWA U UHTEpPNpeTauun nosy4eHHbIX U30bpaxeHni TpebyeTca meHblue BpemeHu, bnarogapa Yyemy npu Heo6XoAMMOCTU B TOT Ke AeHb
naumeHT MoxeT BbiTb foobcnenosaH (buoncua noa KoHTponem Y3U). OgHako, BbinonHeHWe 6Moncumn BbiBaeT 3aTpyaHUTENbHOM 3a4ayei, B CayYanx,
KOrga Ha COHOrpammax He yaaetcs obHapyuTb obpasoBaHue, a Ha KCM umeeTca ouar runepsackynapmsaumn. K coxkaneHuio, B HacToalee Bpems HeT
060pya0BaHUA, KOTOPOE COYEeTano bbl B cebe BO3IMOXKHOCTM M306paskeHMs MONOYHbIX Kenes C KOHTPACTHbIM ycuaeHvem u buoncun. B Takux cnydasx
MPT ¢ KOHTPacCTUPOBAHMEM ABNAETCA a/IbTEPHATUBHBIM METOLOM OLEHKN U3MEHEHWI B MOJIOYHbIX Kese3ax. C nomoubio MPT MOXHO OAHOMOMEHTHO
nposecTv 6MONCUI0 NOAO3PUTENBHOTO yHacTKa Nog KoHTponem MPT [42], o4HAKO NpUMEHEHME JaHHOW TEXHUKM ABAAETCA PEAKOCTbIO.

C ycoBepLIEHCTBOBAaHMEM BO3MOXKHOCTEM NAACTUYECKON XMPYPrum B OHKOMOTUWM CTagMpoBaHue nepBuyHoro PMM Kak HMKorga npuobpertaeTr cBoto
aKTyanbHOCTb. MyNbTUHOKANbHBIA UM MYNbTULEHTPUYHBIN PMX ncTopryecku neunnmn paamKanbHo - MacTakTommeit. Celivac npeanoyTeHve oTaaerca
OpraHoCoXpaHalwWwum onepauyam. Tenepb NpW  NAaHUMPOBaHMM oObbemMa OMepaTMBHOrO BMELLATeNbCTBA XMpyproB 6onblle WHTepecyeT
MECTOMO/IOXKEHME 04aroB, MX pasmepbl U CBA3b APYr C APyroM. PacneyataHHble Ha nieHKe n3obpaxeHna KCM o61agatoT MoOBUABHOCTBIO M MOTYT BbITb
MCMNO/Ib30BaHbl XMPYypramu B ONepauMoHHOM ANA NAaHUPOBAHMA obbema ornepaTMBHOrO BMeLIATeNbCcTBa, B TO Bpemsa Kak 200 usobpaxeHuit MP-
TOMOrpPaMm C/I0¥KHO OAHOBPEMEHHO O0TOBPA3UTb Ha MN/IEHKEe U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, UCNO/b30BaTh B ONEPaLMOHHOM.

BbiBogbl

MPT MONOYHbIX XKenes ABNAACL MeToA0M “30/10TOro cTaHgapTa” B AMArHOCTMKe 3a601eBaHN MONOYHOM Kenle3bl, UMeeT HEBbLICOKYHO cneLmMbuyHoCTb,
BbICOKYIO Ce6ecTonmocTb, TpyaHoaocTynHocTb. KCM 061a4aeT aHaNorMyHO BbICOKOW YyBCTBUTE/IbHOCTBIO, HO npesocxoaut MPT no cneuuduyHocTy.
CyMmmupys BCe pe3ynbTaTbl, MOXHO cAenaTb BbiBoA, YTo KCM MOXKET cumMTaTbheA AOCTONHOW anbTepHaTMBon MPT MOIOYHBbIX XKenes.
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IC.HK. Acpendunpos ameitoars! Kazak ¥ammeix meduuuHa yHueepcumemi
’Ka3ak OHKOA02US H#aHe paduosaozus FolibiMU-3epmmey UHCMUMymei

KOHTPACTbI CNEKTPA/IbAibl MAMMOIPA®UA MEH CYT BE3AEPIHIH, MATHUTTbI
PE3OHAHCTbl TOMOIPA®UACHIHbIH CANBICTbIPMA/IbI TAIAAYI
(SAEBU LWONY)

Tyiin: CyT 6esiHiH, KaTepAi iciri 6ykin anem GoWibIHWA aenaep OHKOMOTUANBIK aypynapablH, apacbiHAAfbl ¥KaHe OHKOMOTUANBIK aypyablH, eniM-XKiTiMm
KYpblnbIMbIHAQ GipiHWIi opbiHAA. FbINbIMU-TEXHUKANBIK NPOrpecTiH, cyT 6esiHiH KaTepni iciriH emaey canacblHAaFbl XKeTicTikTepi cyT 6e3i 0bbipbIiHaH
601aTbIH ©1iM CaHbIHbIH, TOMEHAEYiHE XXaHe opTalwa 6ecKblNablK emMip Cypy KepceTKiwiHiH ecyiHe biknan eTTi [1]. Anaiaa, cyT 6e3siHiH KaTepai iciriH gep
KesiHAe aHbIKTay maceneci e3ekTi 6onbin Tabbinagpl. byn spebuettik wony cyt 6e3pepi BU3yann3aumACbIHbIH, 3aMaHayn S4iCTepiH - KOHTPACTTbI
cnekTpanbabl Mammorpadua (KCM) meH cyT 6e3fepiHiH, MarHWTTbl pe30HaHCTbl TomorpaduacbiHbiH, (MPT) apTbiKWbINAbIKTapbl MeH KeMLWiniKTepiH
CaNbICTbIPbIN TanAay YLWiH YCbIHbINFaH.

Tyitinai ce3pep: cyT 6esiHiH, KaTepni iciri, KOHTPACTTbI cNeKkTPanbAbl Mammorpadus, cyT 6e3iHiH, MarHUTTbl PE30HAHCTbl ToMorpaduackl, cesimTanabik,
apHalibinbiK, PPV meH NPV,
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COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF CONTRAST ENHANCED MAMMOGRAPHY AND BREAST MRI
(A LITERATURE REVIEW)

Resume: Breast cancer ranks first in the structure of cancer incidence and cancer mortality among the female population worldwide. Achievements of
scientific and technological progress in the treatment of breast cancer have contributed to a decrease in mortality rates from breast cancer and an
increase in the average five-year survival of women [1]. However, the problem of breast cancer diagnosis on time remains relevant. This review is
devoted to a comparative analysis of the data on the advantages and disadvantages of the most modern methods of imaging of the breast - contrast
enhanced mammography (CESM) and breast MRI.

Keywords: breast cancer, contrast enhanced mammography, breast MR, sensitivity, specificity, PPV and NPV.



