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CPABHUTENbHAS OLEHKA
MYJIETUMAPAMETPUYECKOTO SHOOPEKTAJIBHOIO
YNbTPA3BYKOBOTO UCCJIEAOBAHMS
N KONOHOCKOMNMU C MPUMEHEHUEM Y3KOTO
CMEKTPA CBETA B AMATHOCTUKE PAHHETO PAKA
MPAMOM KMLLKU

borgpaHosa E.M., Tpyb6aueea tO.J1., IOrain O.M., YepHubiwos C.B., Puibakos E.T.,
Xomskoe E.A.

dreyY «<HMMUL, kononpokronorun nmenn A.H. Poixnx» Munusppasa Poccum
(yn. Cansma Apuns, a. 2, Mockea, 123423, Poccus)

LEJIb: cpasHumensHas oueHKa OuaeHOCMUYecKux BO3MOXHOCmMel Mylbmunapamempu4ecko20 3HO0PeKMaabHO20 Yibmpa3syKo8o20 UCCNed08a-
Hus (3PY3M) u KonoHoCKonuU € UCNOb30B8AHUEM YMOYHAIOWUX MexHON02ull 8 OUAZHOCMUKE PaHHE20 paKa NPAMOU KUWKU.

MTAUNEHTBI M METO/]bI: 8 uccnedosaHue 8KI04eHO 78 NayUeHmos ¢ 3numenuanbHsiMu onyxonsmu npamol Kuwku. Bcem nayueHmam nposedeHs!
mynsmunapamempuyeckoe IPY3N u konoHockonus ¢ ocmompom 8 y3xkom cnekmpe caema (NBI) npu onmuyeckom ysenudeHuu. Bce 6onbHble npo-
0nepuposaHsi.

PE3YJIBTATbI: npu mopgposozudeckom uccnedoBaHuu onepayuoHHbIX MaMepuanos 8 48 cy4asx sbiagneHsbl adeHomsl, 8 19 npenapamax — adeHo-
KapyuHoma in situ u T1, 8 11 — a0eHoKapyuHoOMa ¢ uHsasuel 8 MblweYHbIl cnoli unu enybxe. lpu pacyéme nokazameneli moyHocmu duazHocmu-
yeckux memodos 014 epynn nayueHmos ¢ adeHomol, adeHokapyuHomol Tis-T1 u adeHokapyuHomou T2-T3 pasHuya yyscmsumesnbHOCMU U cney-
uguyHocmu memodos HuU 8 00HOU U3 npedcmasneHHsix 2pynn He docmueana yposHs cmamucmuyeckol 3Haqumocmu (p>0,05). [To pe3ynemamam
ROC-aHanu3a ynempasgyKosoe uccne008aHUe UMeem CONOCMAsUMYI0 C KOJIOHOCKonuel npozHOCMUYecKylo 3Hayumocme. PasHuya nnowadeli
cocmasuna 0,013 (p=0,85).

3AKJTHOYEHNE: 3HO0cKonuyeckull u ynsmpa3gyKosoli MemoOds! UCCIe008AHUSA UMeIom paBHO3HAYHbIU ypoBeHb UHGopMamusHocmu 8 duazHocmu-
Ke 3/10Ka4yecm8eHH020 nepepoX0eHUs adeHom NpAMOol KUWKU.

[Knioyesble cnosa: paHruli pak npamoli KUWKU, MyTemunapamempuyecKkoe 3HdopekmansHoe Y3H,
KOMNpeccuoHHasa 3nacmoapagus, KONOHOCKONUA, AMOYHbIU PUCYHOK, KANUANAPHBII PUCYHOK]

KOH®JIUKT UHTEPECOB: Agmopsi 3aa8/510m 06 omcymcmsuu KoH(uKma uHmepecos.

Ana yumuposarus: borgaHosa E.M., Tpy6auesa t0.J1., Orait 0.M., YepHbiwos C.B., Poi6akos E.I., Xomskos E.A. CpaBHUTeNbHAA OLEHKA MyNbTU-
napamMeTpUyecKoro 3HAOPEKTANbHOTO YNbTPa3BYKOBOrO UCCNEAOBAHUA U KOJOHOCKONWK C NPUMEHEHUEM Y3KOTO CMEKTpa CBETA B AUATHOCTUKE
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COMPARATIVE EVALUATION OF MULTIPARAMETRIC
ENDORECTAL ULTRASOUND AND ENHANCED IMAGING
COLONOSCOPY IN THE DIAGNOSIS OF EARLY
COLORECTAL CANCER

Eugenia M. Bogdanova, Yulia L. Trubacheva, Oleg M. Yugai,
Stanislav V. Chernyshov, Evegeny G. Rybakov, Evgeny A. Khomyakov

Ryzhikh National Medical Research Center of Coloproctology (Salyama Adilya
str., 2, Moscow, 123423, Russia)

AIM: to compare multiparametric endorectal ultrasound (ERUS) and enhanced imaging colonoscopy in the diagnosis of early colorectal cancer.
PATIENTS AND METHODS: the study included 78 patients with epithelial rectal tumor. All the patients underwent multiparametric ERUS and

CPABHUTEJIbHAS OLIEHKA MYJTBTUMAPAMETPMYECKOIO COMPARATIVE EVALUATION OF MULTIPARAMETRIC ENDORECTAL
SHAOPEKTAJIbHOTO YIIbTPA3BYKOBOIO MCCITIEJOBAHUSA ULTRASOUND AND ENHANCED IMAGING COLONOSCOPY
M KOJTOHOCKOINMHK C NMPUMEHEHUEM Y3KOTIO CIEKTPA IN THE DIAGNOSIS OF EARLY COLORECTAL CANCER
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colonoscopy with examination by narrow beam imaging (NBI) at optical magnification. All the patients were operated.

RESULTS: a morphological examination removed specimens revealed adenomas in 48 cases, in 19 specimens — adenocarcinomas in situ and T1,
and in 11 specimens — adenocarcinomas with invasion of the muscle layer or deeper. When calculating the accuracy indicators of diagnostic
methods for groups of patients with adenoma, Tis-T1 adenocarcinoma, and T2-T3 adenocarcinoma, the difference in the sensitivity and
specificity of the methods in none of the presented groups did not reach the level of statistical significance (p>0.05).

ROC analysis showed that ultrasound has a prognostic value comparable to colonoscopy. The area difference was 0.013 (p=0.85).

CONCLUSION: endoscopy and ultrasound have similar value in the diagnosis of malignant transformation of rectal adenomas.

[Key words: early rectal cancer, multiparametric endorectal ultrasound, strain elastography, colonoscopy, pit-pattern, capillary pattern]
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AKTYAJIbHOCTb

CornacHo Teopuu KaHLeporeHesa «afe€HoMa — afeHo-
KapuuHomay, TpaHchopmaLuna cnusuctoit ¢ dhopmupo-
BaHMEM ALEHOM Pa3NUYHOrO FUCTONOFMYECKOro CTpoe-
HUA 1 pa3HOii CTENeHblD AUCNAA3NKU INUTENUS ABNAET-
CA NpefpakoBbIM COCTOSHUEM, a €e 3/10KaYeCTBeHHOe
nepepoXAeHUe ABNAETCA BONPOCOM BpemeHu. Moa Tep-
MUHOM «paHHWIt KOJIOPEKTANbHbIN PaK», NPEANOXKEHHbIM
AinoHcKoW accoumauueit No M3y4eHnIo KONOPeKTaabHOro
paka [1], nOHMMaIOT 3NUTeNNaNbHbIE OMYXOAW TONCTOIA
KWULWKW, NTOKanu3yluecs B npeaenax cam3ucToro cnos
UAN MHOUNBTPUPYIOLLME NOACAN3UCTBIN CNOI KUWEYHON
CTEHKM 6e3 MeTacTaTUYeCKOro MOpaXeHWs pernoHap-
HbIX NTMMGATUYECKUX Y310B U OTAANEHHbIX OPraHoB, T.€.
B ctaguu TINOMO knaccudmkaumm TNM [2].

B HacToALEee BpEMA NPU XMPYPrUYECKOM NIeYeHUM naum-
€HTOB C afleHOMaMu U paHHWUM PaKOM NPAMON KULIKK
BO3MOXHO NpOBefeHWe OpraHoCOXpaHALWMUX onepa-
UMiA C NMPUMEHEHWEM MaNOWHBA3UBHbLIX TEXHOJOTUN,
TaKMX KaK TpaHcaHasbHas 3HJoMUKpoxupyprus (TIM)
[3]. MeTopbl NOKanbHOrO VAANEHWs, MO CPaBHEHMIO
C abnoMUHaNbHLIMK ONEPALUAMU, UMEIOT Bonee HU3KUI
YPOBEHb MOCNEONEPALMUOHHBIX OCNOXHEHUA U Gonee
KOpPOTKME CPOKM peabunuTauuu, OfHaKo TpebyioT Twa-
TeNbHOro O0TOOpa MaLMEHTOB M TOYHOTO npeponepa-
LUMOHHOTO OnpeAeneHus rybuHbl MHBA3UU KULEYHOI
CTEHKM. B cnyyae MHTpasnuTenuanbHOro paka u MHBa3uu
NOBEPXHOCTHbIX OTAENO0B NOACAN3UCTOrO COS, COOTBET-
cTByloleii ypoBHamM Tlsm1 u Tlsm2 cybknaccuduka-
umm Kikuchi R., naHHble onepauuu MoryT NpUMEHATLCSA
B KayecTBe PafMKanbHOrO XUPYPTUYECKOrO JieYeHUs
B CUJy HWU3KOTO PUCKA MeTacTaTM4YecKoro nopaweHus
pernoHapHbIx AuMdaTuyeckux y3nos [4].
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OCHOBHbIMW METOAAMW WHCTPYMEHTANbHON AMArHOCTM-
KW, MTPUMEHSEMBbIMU C LieNbl0 NpefonepaLMoHHOro cTa-
AVpPOBaHUA, ABNAIOTCA MAarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHAS TOMOTpa-
tdus (MPT) u 3HpopeKTanbHOE yNbTPa3ByKOBOE UcCCie-
posaHue (IPY3M). 06a metoga o6napatoT [OCTATOYHO
BbICOKMM YPOBHEM ANATHOCTUYECKON MH(OPMATUBHOCTH
B OonpeaeneHun rybuHbl MHBA3UKM KONOPEKTANbHOrO
paka [5-7]. OgHako 3PY3W obnagaet 6Gonblueit paspe-
watolein cnoco6HOCTLIO B OTHOLWIEHWUM CNIOEB KUILEYHOI
cTeHku [8].

B HacToAwmit momeHT, Hapagy ¢ 3PY3U, wupokoe npume-
HEHWe NoNyYnNa IHAOCKONMYECKas ANArHOCTUKA paHHe-
ro KOJIOPEKTaNbHOr0 paka. Bo3moxHocTn e€ npumeHe-
HUS paclMpuUnuch Gnarogaps BHELPEHNIO COBPEMEHHbIX
YTOUHSIOWMX TEXHONOMUI, MO3BONSIOLMX Bpady-3IHAO-
CKOMUCTY B PEXMME PeasbHOr0 BPEMEHM C BbICOKOW TOY-
HOCTbIO OMpefenuTb Hau4uue 3710KaYeCTBEHHOTO nepe-
POXAEHUA ONYXONW U NMPEANONOXUTb HANIMYME UHBA3MUN.
[oCTUrHyTb 3TOro yaanoch, WCCreays MUKPOCTPYKTY-
py causucToii 060N0YKM U ee COCYAMCTOrO PUCYHKA
B Y3KOM CMeKTpe CBeTa Npu ONTUYECKOM YBEUYEHUM
[9,10]. CoyeTaHue [aHHbIX METOAMK 33 CYET MCMONb30-
BaHMA CMeunanbHbIX CBETO(MUILTPOB MO3BOASET MOJY-
4uTb bonee yeTkoe U3obpaxeHue penveda CIM3UCTOMN,
a 6narogaps NornoUEHWIO CBETA reMOMOBUHOM KpPOBU
6onee oyepyeHHbIM CTAHOBUTCA PUCYHOK MUKpOKanui-
napHoin cetn. Takoe uccnefoBaHue AaeT BO3MOXHOCTb
[ETaNbHO OLUEHWUTb 3NUTENUIA, UMEILWNIA B HOPME BUA
PEryisipHO PacnOJIOKEHHBIX KONbLEBUAHBIX «XOJIMU-
KOB» C MUKPOCOCYAWCTON CETbO, OKPYKAIOWMX BbIBOA-
Hble MPOTOKW Xene3. B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT xapakTepa
3TUX U3MEHEHUI BbIAENAIOT 7 TUMOB IMOYHOTO PUCYHKA
M 3 TUNA MWKPOCOCYAMUCTOrO PUCYHKA B COOTBETCTBUM
¢ knaccudumkaumamu Kudo-Fujii u Sano Y., nossonsto-
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wux auddepeHLUpoBaTb ’MNepnaacTMYecKne nonunsl
W afeHOMbl OT afieHOKapLuHom [11,12].

B nutepatype umeroTcs coo6LEHUs 06 yCnewHoM npu-
MEHEHUW KaK YNbTPa3BYKOBOrO, TaK M 3HAOCKOMMYe-
CKOFO MeTO[i0B WUCCNEef0BaHUA C LENbl [UAarHOCTUKM
PaHHEro KONOPEKTaJbHOrO paka, OfAHAKO conocTaBfieHmne
WX [UArHOCTUYECKMX BO3MONKHOCTEA [0 HACTOALEro
BpeMeHu He nposogunoch. Lenblo paHHoro uccnepo-
BaHWA ABNAETCA CPaBHUTENbHAA OLEHKa MHbOpMaTUB-
HOCTW MyNbTUNAPaMeTPUYECKOrO 3HA0PEKTaNbHOO Yib-
Tpa3BykoBoro uccnegosanus (3PY3N) u konoHockonum
C UCNONb30BAHWEM YTOYHSAIOWMX TEXHONOTNIA B AnarHo-
CTUKe paHHero paka npsmoi KuUWKH.

NAUMEHTBI U METObI

B uccnepoBaHue BKAOYEHO 78 NauneHTOB C TMCTONOMU-
YeCKW MOATBEPKAEHHLIMU 3MUTENUANBHBIMU ONMYXONsA-
MU NIpAMOi KUWKK: 38 (48,7%) XeHwuH n 40 (51,3%)
MVKUMH. KpuTepuamm UcKnoueHns 6binu: peLnanBHblii
XapaKkTep HOB0OOOpa30BaHWA W MPOBEAEHHAA Ha Mpef-
onepauMoHHOM 3Tane xumuonyyesas Tepanus. CpeaHuii
Bo3pacT 6onbHbIXx coctaBun 63+12 (M+c) net. Bcem
nauuWeHTaMm Ha NpefoNepaLyOHHOM 3Tane npoBefe-
Hbl MynbTUnapameTpuyeckoe 3IPY3W u konoHockonus
C OLEHKOW HOBOOOPa3oBaHWUA B Y3KOM CMEKTpe CBETa
B COYETAHUM C OCMOTPOM B BNIN3KOM (hoKyce.

IPY3N nposopuam Ha npubope Hi Vision Preirus
(Hitachi, finoHua) c nomowblo MyNbTUYACTOTHOrO
6MNNaHOBOro PeKTaNbHOTo fAaTYMKa C yacToToil 5-10 MIy
u Profocus (BK Medical, CLLIA) ¢ ucnons3osaHuem mexa-
HWYeCKOTOo pafManbHOro PeKTaNbHOro AaTyuka C 4acTo-
1o 10-16 Mly. MynsTunapametpuyeckoe IPY3U Bknto-
yano B cebs:

1. WccnepoBaHne onyxonu B B-pexume ¢ nocnepyio-
el TpexmMepHOii peKoHCTpyKuueid nsobpaxenus (3D)
C OLEHKOW €& NnoKanu3sauum, CTpYKTypbl U Gopmel, ry-
OWHBI WHBA3UKM; OCMOTP NapapeKTajibHOM KJeTyaTKu
Ha NpegMeT HalUuus BOCMANMUTENbHbIX €€ U3MEeHeHMU,
naronornyecknx obpasoBaHmii, U3MEHeHHbIX pernoHap-
HbIX TMMbATUYECKUX Y3/10B.

2. TMpoBeaeHne 3HepreTMYecKoi Aonnieporpadpun Ans
ONMpefeNneHus TMna aHrMoapxMTEKTOHUKM HOBOOOpa3oBa-
HWA 1 e€ COXPaHHOCTM, HANMYMA W XapaKTepa BacKynspu-
3aLMM NOPaXeHHbIX PErMOHAPHBIX NMMGATUYECKUX Y3N0B.
3. BbinonHeHue KOMNpecCHoHHOI anactorpatuu ¢ npo-
BE[IEHWNEM KA4yeCcTBEHHOW OLEHKM LiBETOBOW KapTorpam-
Mbl M PacyeToOM MOKa3aTeNns XecTKOCTW TKaHeil B obna-
CTW UHTepeca (Ko3gguyueHm xecmKkocmu, omHoweHue
Oecpopmayuu, Strain Ratio) (Puc. 1,2,3,4).
KonoHockonuto npoBOAMAM ¢ NpUMeHeHWeM BULEO3H-
AOCKOMUYECKUX CUCTEM C WCMONb30BAHMEM KONOHO-
ckonos EC 34-i10M (Pentax, finoxus). WUccneposaHue
BbIMOMHANN KONOHOCKONOM C PAacnoNoXeHWem Kameps

CPABHUTEJIbHAS OLIEHKA MYJTBTUMTAPAMETPMYECKOIO
SHAOPEKTAJIbHOTO YIIbTPA3BYKOBOIO MCCITIEJOBAHUA
M KOJTOHOCKOINMHK C NMPUMEHEHUEM Y3KOTIO CIEKTPA
CBETA B AMATHOCTMKE PAHHETO PAKA MPAMOM KULLIKM

PucyHok 1. 3xoepamma adeHomsr (pT0). A — IPY3U 8 B-pexu-
Me, cmpenkoli ommeyeHa adeHoma. b — IPY3N ¢ npumereHu-
eM 3Hepzemuyeckol donnsepoepaguu — 8 MKAHU AOeHOMb!
onpedensomcs cocyoucmsie JNOKYCbl C HAAUYUEM BemBeHUs
(cmpenka).

Figure 1. Echogram of adenoma (pT0). A — ERUS in B-mode,
the arrow marks the adenoma. b — ERUS with power Doppler -
branching vascular pattern are determined in the tissue of
adenoma (arrow).

PucyHok 2. 3xozpamma adeHomsi (pT0). A — IPY3U ¢ npume-
HeHueM KomnpeccuoHHol 3nacmoepaguu. CepowKansHoe u3o-
6paxceHue npedcmassieHo 8 npagoll Yyacmu yabmMpacoHo2pam-
Mbl, 8 1€BOU Yacmu omobpaxeHa 3nacmoapamma ¢ ysemosol
Kapmozpammod, epagukom Komnpeccuu u wkanol degopma-
yuu. ®uzypamu sbideneHsl 30HbI uHmepeca (A) u cpasHeHus
(B). B npasom HuxHem yeny npedcmasneH Ko3gguyueHm
Hecmkocmu.

Figure 2. Echogram of adenoma (pT0). A — ERUS with strain
elastography. A gray-scale image is presented on the right
side of the ultrasonogram, on the left side an elastogram
with a color chart, compression graph and deformation scale
are displayed. The figures highlight the zones of interest (A)
and comparisons (B). In the lower right corner is the stiffness
coefficient.
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PucyHok 3. Ixozpamma adeHokapyuHoms! in situ. A — IPY3N
8 B-pexume, cmpenkol ommeyera onyxons. b — IPY3N ¢ npu-
MeHeHUeM 3Hepeemuyeckoli donnaepozpaguu — 8 MKaHU ony-
xonu onpedensemca OpesosuUOHAA BACKYAAPU3AUUA C yyacm-
KOM HapyweHUs aHeUOapxXumeKmoHuKU (cmpeska).

Figure 3. Echogram of in situ adenocarcinoma. A - ERUS
in B-mode, the arrow marks the tumor. b — ERUS with
power Doppler - tree-like vascularization with impaired
angioarchitectonics is determined in the tumor tissue (arrow).

B TOpLEBO/ 4YacTW annapata W (yHKLWeR y3Kocnek-
TpanbHOro pexuma i-scan. 06cnegosaHue BKNOYANo
B cebs:

1. Ocmotp onyxonu B WLE-pexume (white light
endoscopy, uccnefoBaHue B 6enoM CBETE) C OLLEHKOI
€€ NoKanu3saumu, CTpyKTypsl 1 HopMmbl.

2. WccnepoBaHue B y3KOCMEKTpabHOM peXUME C yBe-
JIMYEHUeM, NO3BONAIOILEE 33 CYET UCMONb30OBAHUA Cre-
LMaNbHbIX CBETOUNLTPOB NOJYYNUTL BOslEe YETKOE U30-
OpaxeHue penbeda U cocyaucToit cet cnusuctoi. Mpu
OLEHKe xapakTepa aMo4Horo (pit-pattern) u kanunnsp-
Horo (capillary pattern) pucyHka HoOBOOOGpa3oBaHUs
npumeHannuce knaccucukaummu Kudo-Fujii v Sano Y.
[11,12] (Puc. 5,6).

Y 24/78 (30,8%) nauueHTOB OMyxonb JIOKaNU30Banach
B HUWXHE-aMNyNAPHOM OTAeNe NpAMOi KUWKK, B 48/78
(61,5%) cny4asx — B cpefHe-amnynspHom u B 6/78
(77%) cnyyasx — B BepxXHE-aMNynApHOM OTAEeNax nps-
MOW KULLIKK.

Bce GonbHbIE ONEPUPOBaHbI B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT MECTHOI
pacnpoCcTpaHEHHOCTU OMYXONU: NPOBefeHbl pafuKab-
Hble abpomuHanbHble (20/78 (25,6%) cnyyaeB) unu
opraHocoxpaHswowue (B 58/78 (74,4%) cny4asx) onepa-
umu. [senapuatv u3 58 (20,7%) naLMeHTOB BbINOJHEHO
yAaneHue OMyXonu METOAOM [UCCEKLMM B MOACAN3U-
CTOM C/I0€ WM NOUNIKTOMUU.

Mpw BbIABNEHUN B XOfe NaTOMOPGHONOIMYECKOrO UCCe-
[OBaHUs OMEepaLMOHHOT0 MaTepuana paka C MHBa3weil
NOACAM3UCTOTO CNOS CTEHKW KMUILKKM, AONOJHUTENbHO
NPOBOAMU/M CTAAMPOBAHME ONYXONM N0 KnaccuduKaLmum,
npeanoxeHHon Kikuchi R. [4].

CratucTuyeckas 06paboTka [aHHbIX MpPOBOAMAACH
€ ucnonb3oBaHuem nporpamm IBM SPSS v.23.0 u MedCalc
v.19.2.0 ans Windows. lMpu conocTaBneHumn pesynbra-
TOB YNbTPa3BYKOBOrO M 3HAOCKOMMUYECKOTO UCCNEf0Ba-
HUIA NpOBefEH pacyeT NoKasaTeneil [UArHOCTUYECKOI
MHGHOPMATUBHOCTU MeTOROB (4yBCTBUTENBHOCTb, Cnel-

PUCyHOK 4. Ixoepamma adeHokapyuHomsl in situ. A — IPY3N ¢ npumeHeHuem KomnpeccuoHHol 3nacmoepaguu. CepowkansHoe
u3obpaxeHue npedcmasieHo 8 NPasoli Yacmu yabmMpPacoHo2pamMmsl, 8 1egoll Yacmu omobpaxeHa 31acmozpamma ¢ Yysemosol
Kapmozpammoli u epagukom Komnpeccuu u wkanol degopmayuu. Heamsimu ueypamu ssideneHsi 30H6 uHmepeca (A) u cpas-
HeHus (B). B npasom HuxHem yeny npedcmasieH Koaguyuedm xecmxocmu. b — 3D pekoHcmpykyus u306paxeHus onyxonu
(cmpenku).

Figure 4. Echogram of in situ adenocarcinoma. A — ERUS with strain elastography. B-mode image is presented on the right side of
the ultrasonogram, on the left side is an elastogram with a color chart, a compression graph and a deformation scale. The yellow
figures highlight the zones of interest (A) and comparisons (B). In the lower right corner is the stiffness coefficient. b - 3D
reconstruction of the tumor image (arrows).
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NUYHOCTb, NPOrHOCTUYECKAsA LEHHOCTb MOJOXMUTENb-
HOTO W OTPULATENbHOFO Pe3ysbTaToB) C BbIYMCAEHUEM
95% poseputenbHoro uHTepsana (95% AWN) ana rpynn
nauMeHTOB C afeHOMOW, paHHUM paKoM W afeHoKap-
umHomon T2-T3. [1nA oueHKKU ypoBHA 3HAYMMOCTW pas-
NNYUIA UCNONB30BANCA ABYCTOPOHHWUIN TOYHBIA KpUTEPUN
Ouwepa.

[ins onpepeneHnMs NpPOrHOCTUYECKOM 3HAYMMOCTH
mogeneit 6bin nposeaeH ROC aHanu3 ¢ nocTpoeHu-
€M COOTBETCTBYIOLWMX KPUBLIX M PACYeTOM naolagn
nog HuMW. [lna CpaBHEHUA NPOrHOCTUYECKOW 3Ha-
YMMOCTM KaX[Oro M3 MEeTOA0B WCMONb30BANCA TeCT
Hanley&McNeil. [lnsa onpepeneHus TOYKM OTCEYKM
HenpepbIBHbIX AaHHbIX MCNoAb30Bancsa MHAeKC Youden.
CTaTMCTMYECKM 3HAYMMbIMU MONYYEHHble pasnuyus
npu3Hasanucbk npu p<0,05.

PucyHok 5. 3H0ogpomo adexomsr (pT0). A — 3HOoCcKonu4eckoe uccnedosarue 8 pexume WLE, mun amoyHozo pucyHka IIIL no

PE3YJIbTATHI

MpW rUCTONOTMYECKOM WCCNe0BaHUM ONEPALUOHHbIX
npenapaToB y nauMeHToB C ageHomamu (48/78 (61,5%)
cnyyaeB) vauie BcTpevancs TyGynspHO-BOPCUHYATBI
TMn cTpoenus (27/48 (56,3%) nauueHToB), y 15/48
(31,3%) nauueHTOB BbifBNEHA BOPCMHYATas afeHo-
Ma, B 6/48 (125%) cnyyasx — TybynspHas ageHoMa.
BONbWMHCTBO pe3eLnpOBaHHbIX afleHOM UMENO YMepeH-
HYI0 CTeneHb AUCNNasuu.

B 30/78 (3,5%) cnydasx BbifiBNeHa afeHOKapLMHOMA,
npuyem B 14/30 (46,7%) makponpenapatax AMarHOCTU-
poBaHbl UHBa3uBHbIe onyxonun T1 u Tonbko B 5 cayyasnx
uHTpasnutenuansHolit pak (Tis), B 11/30 (36,7%) cnyya-
AX — afleHOKapLMHOMa C PacnpoCTpaHEHUEM B Mbllley-

Kudo-Fujii. b — s3HO0oCKOoNnuYeckoe uccnedosaHue 8 pexume i-Scan, mun cocyoucmozo pucyHka II no Sano.
Figure 5. Endophoto of adenoma (pT0). A — endoscopic examination in WLE mode, type of pit-pattern IIIL according to Kudo-Fujii.
b — endoscopic examination in i-Scan mode, type of capillary pattern II according to Sano.

PucyHok 6. 3Hdogpomo adeHokapyuroms! (pT1). A — uccnedosarue 8 pexume WLE, mun amo4yHozo pucyHka IV-Vn no Kudo-Fujii.
b - uccnedosanue 8 pexcume i-Scan, mun cocyoucmoeo pucyHka II-IIIB no Sano.

Figure 6. Endophoto of adenocarcinoma (pT1). A — study in WLE mode, type of pit-pattern IV-Vn according to Kudo-Fujii.
b - i-Scan study, type of vascular pattern II-IIIB according to Sano.
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CBETA B AMATHOCTMKE PAHHETO PAKA MPAMOM KULLIKM
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Tabnuua 1. llokazamenu duazHocmuyeckoli UHGOPMAMUBHOCMU YbMPA3BYKOBO20 U IHOOCKONUYECKO20 Memodos ucciedosa-

HuA.

Table 1. Indicators of diagnostic information content of ultrasonic and endoscopic methods.

JIPY3U 95% AU KonoHockonusa 95% AU p
YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb 0,73 0,58-0,85 092 0,80-098 0,055
T0 cneunpuyHoOCTb 090 0,074-0,98 0,77 0,58-0,90 0,128
n=48 nn* 092 0,80-097 0,86 0,77-092 -
onu* 0,68 056-0,77 0,85 0,69-0,94 -
YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb 0,68 0,44-0,87 0,68 0,44-0,87 1,0
Tis-T1 cneuuduyHoCTL 081 0,69-0,90 093 0,84-0,98 0,468
n=19 nnuy* 0,54 0,39-0,69 0,77 0,55-090 -
onu* 0,89 0,80-094 090 0,83-0,95 -
4yBCTBUTENbHOCTb 1,00 0,72-1,00 091 0,59-1,00 1,0
T2-T3 cneunuyHoOCTb 093 0,83-0,98 1,00 0,95-1,00 1,0
n=11 nnu* 0,69 0,49-0,84 1,00 - -
onu* 1,00 099 - -

M1 - npoeHocmuyeckas yeHHOCMb noaoxKumesnbHozo pesynsmama, Of1L — npozHocMuYeckas yeHHoOCMb OMPUYAMeNbHO20 Pe3ybmama.

Hblii CNOW KUWEYHOW CTEHKM U/uau 3a ero npepess
(T2-3).

MonyyeHHbIe MPU COMNOCTAaBAEHUM Pe3yNLTATOB YbTpa-
3BYKOBOTO M 3HLOCKONMUYECKOro UCCNefoBaHMii NoKasa-
TENW JUArHOCTUYECKOH UHGOPMATUBHOCTU METOLOB AN
uccnegyeMblx rpynn npefcraeneHsl B Tabnuue 1.
JlocToBepHbIX PasNuymnit B YyBCTBUTENLHOCTU U Cheuu-
(UYHOCTM MeXAy VIbTPa3BYKOBbLIM WCCNELOBaHWEM
W KONIOHOCKONUEl nonyyeHo He 6b110. OfHAKO ycTaHOB-
JIEHO, YTO 3HAOCKOMUYECKOE UCCNe0BaHNe UMeeT bosee
BbICOKYIO YYBCTBUTENbHOCTb B AMArHOCTUKE afeHOM
M OTCYTCTBME CTATUCTUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTU MOXKET BbiTh
o6ycnoeeHo Manoii BeI6opKoit 6onbHbIX (p=0,055).
Mpu aHanu3e HeBEpHbIX PE3yNbTAaTOB YNbTPAa3BYKOBLIX
WCCNefoBaHuMid B rpynne NauMeHToOB C aA€HOMaMU BbiIo
0TMeyeHo Hanuuue 13/48 (271%) cnyyaes N0OXKHOMONO-
XUTENbHOW [MArHOCTUKM paHHero paka, B 6/13 (46,2%)
U3 HUX GbINO BbLIHECEHO 3aKIOYEHME O HANMYUK paka
in situ. Cnegyet oTmeTuTb, 4to B 9/13 (69,2%) Cnyya-
AX 3HaueHUe KO3(PUUMEHTA XKECTKOCTU (OTHOLEHUS
pgedopMauumn) 3HAYUTENbHO MPEBbLIWANO MOPOrOBbIil
ypoBeHb. B KayecTBe MoporoBoro 3HayeHus KodIddu-
LMEHTA XKECTKOCTW [NIA AMArHOCTUKM afeHOKapLUHOM
UCNOJIb30BANOCh 3HAYEHUE, NONYYEHHOE HAMU B Pe3yiib-
TaTe NpPOBELEHHOTO paHee WUCCNefoBaHus, pasBHoe 5,7
[13].

Mpu aHanMU3e NOXHbIX Pe3ynbTaToB IHLOCKONUYECKOrO
nccnepoBaus B 7/30 (23,3%) ciyyasx B rpynne nauueH-
TOB CO 3/10KaYeCTBEHHOI ONYX0/bi0 UMENa MecTo runo-
AWarHoCTUKA afleHoKapuuHoM, B TOM uyucne y 1 nauyu-
€HTa C HOBOOOpa3oBaHWEM, CTafMpPOBaHHbIM B COOT-
BeTCTBUU ¢ knaccudukauyusmm no Kudo-Fujii n Sano Y.,
Kak afeHoMa, nNpu MOpdOOrMYecKOM UCCnefoBaHNU
onepauuoHHOro npenapara Gblna BbifiBAEHA ageHOKap-
UMHOMA ¢ ryOuHOIt nHBasum T3. B 5/7 (71,4%) cnyyasx
OMyXOJM UMENU 3HAYMUTESIbHYI0 NPOTKEHHOCTh (5 CM
u 6onee), YTo, B CBOID OYEpPEb, 3aTPYAHANO BbIABNEHME
NPAMbIX NPU3HAKOB 3/10KAYECTBEHHOCTU W NOCNEAyIo-
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liee 3HAOCKONMYECKOE CTafMpoBaHue HoBooGpa3oBa-
HWIA NPU UCNONB30BAHMK annapaToB C PaCMONOXKEHUEM
Kamepbl B TOPLLEBOM YacTu IHZOCKONA.

[na onpegeneHns nporHOCTUYECKOW MOAeNu TecToB
B BEpUPUKaLUM 3N0KAYECTBEHHOrO MNepepoXLeHus
onyxonei Hamu Obin nposegeH ROC awanus (Puc. 7).
Mnowapb nop KpMBOW OTHOWeHMA fedopmMaLmu cocTa-
Buna 0,775 (95% [WN=0,65-0,85), Y31=0,807 (95%
IN=0,7-09) n konoHockonuu — 0,820 (0,7-0,9), uTo 03Ha-
YaeT XOpOLWYK MPOrHOCTUYECKYID 3HAYMMOCTb Mope-
neii. CornacHo Mofy4YeHHbIM AAHHbIM, YIbTPA3BYKOBOE
UCCNefoBaHNE MMEeT COMOCTaBUMYI C KOJOHOCKOMMU-
el MPOrHOCTUYECKYIo 3HauMmocTb. PasHuua niowagen
cocTasuna 0,013 (p=0,85).

[na onpepeneHus, KakoW noKasaTelb OTHOWEHUSA
aedopMaLmMm MMen HauGoNblIYK YYBCTBUTENbHOCTD
U cneyuduUyHOCTb, HamK 6bl1 paccyuTaH KpuTepwii
NoneHa. MakcumanbHoe ero 3HaueHue 0,55 0TMEYanoch

PucyHok 7. ROC aHnanu3z. lMnowads nod kpusol Strain ratio
0,775 (95% [IN=0,65-0,85), IPY31=0,807 (95% [iN=0,7-0,9),
KonoHockonus 0,820 (0,7-0,9).

Figure 7. ROC analysis. Area under the curve: Strain ratio
0.775 (95% (I=0.65-0.85), ERUS=0.807 (95% (I=0.7-0.9),
colonoscopy 0.820 (0.7-0.9).
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npu NOPOrOBOM 3HayeHUM 557 C YYBCTBUTENLHOCTbIO
778% wn cneynduyHocTelo 775%. PasHuua nnowapen
NOA KPWBLIMWU OTHOWeHUs Jedopmauuu € 3IHLOCKO-
NUYeCKUM uccnegoBaHuem coctasuna 0,04 (p=0,56).
HecmoTps Ha BbICOKYIO AWMArHOCTUYECKYID LEHHOCTb
KO3 duLMeHTa KeCTKOCTU, BaXKHO OTMETUTb, YTO KOM-
OuHauus Y3U ¢ namepeHueMm oTHoWeHUs aedopmaLmu
3HaYMMO He MOBbIWANA MPOFHOCTUYECKYID 3HAYMMOCTb
Tecta: naowaae nog kpusoi =0,81 (95% [1N=0,69-0,89,
p=0,5).

OBbCYXAOEHWE

BaXHOCTb BbIABNEHUA CKPLITOM ManurHusauuu 3nu-
TeNManbHbIX ONyXoneil NPAMOA KUWKM 0BbACHAETCSA
3aBUCMMOCTBI0 4aCTOTbl METAcTaTUYECKOro MopaxeHus
pernoHapHbix nUMdaTUYecKux y3noB oT FyO6UHbI NOA-
CNM3UCTON UHBA3UW U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, BO3MOXHOCTbIO
NpoBeAEHMUA IOKANbHOTO UCCEYEHNUA B KayecTBe papu-
KanbHOro nevyenus [14].

Wcnonb3oBaHue BUAEOKONOHOCKONOB 3KCNEPTHOrO
VPOBHSA paclMpseT BO3MOXHOCTU PaHHEN AUATHOCTUKM
KOJIOPEKTANIbHOTO paKa 3a CYeT Ha/NM4YuMA TaKUx coBpe-
MEHHBIX TEXHONOTMUIA, KaK UCCNe0BaHNe B Y3KOM CMeK-
Tpe CBeTa Npu ONTUYECKOM yBenuyeHun. OgHuUM K3
nocnefHUx LOCTUXEHWA B cdepe 3HJOCKOMUYECKUX
TEXHOJIOMUM, HAanNpaBNEHHbIX Ha peleHne JaHHOW 3aaa-
YU Ha CErofHAWHWUNA [eHb, ABAAETCA MAHOPAMHAsA, UK
NOMHOCNEKTPaNbHaA KONIOHOCKONMUA, YBeNUYUBalOLLAs
YaCTOTY BbISBJIEHMA aflEHOM M PacClUMPAIOLLAA BO3MOXK-
HOCTM uX oueHkm [15,16].

[JuarHocTuyeckas LEHHOCTb 3HAOCKOMUYECKOro uccne-
[LOBaHUA YBENMYMBAETCA 3a CYET BO3MOXHOCTM Mpo-
BeAeHUs 6UoncuM 1 nosydeHns natoMopdonormyecko-
ro NOATBEPXAEHUA 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHOCTU UCCNEAYEMOrO
HoBOOGpa3oBaHus. 0QHAKO MHAOPMATUBHOCTb WHLM-
3WOHHOI BMONCUM 3aBUCUT OT KOpPEKTHOCTM 3abopa
matepuana. CornacHo pesynbTaTaM HaWero paHHero
UCCNefloBaHNs, OOGbEAMHUBLIErO pe3ynbTaThl NeYeHUs
347 nauueHToB, KOTOpbIM 6bi0 BbinonHeHo TIM ypa-
NeHue onyxonen MPAMON KWIIKWU: NpU UCCnefoBaHUK
GuoncuitHoro matepuana afeHoMbl GbiIM onpefeneHb
y 206 nauueHToB, 0AHAKO, NPX TOTaNbHOM natomMopdo-
JIOTUYECKOM UCCNefoBaHuM ewe B 73 (21,0%) Habnio-
LEHUAX AOMNONHUTENbHO BbIABNEHbI aLEHOKAPLUHOMbI
C pasfMYHON MYyOMHON UHBA3UM CTEHKM KUWKW. TaKuM
06pa3oM, [aHHblit (aKT rOBOPUT O HEBLICOKOIW uyB-
CTBUTENBHOCTM UCCNefoBaHMA GUoncMitHoro Matepuana
B IMArHOCTUKE 3/10Ka4eCTBEHHOIO NEPEPOXKAEHNSA HOBO-
obpasosanuit [17].

Kpome 3Toro, 3abop GuoncuitHoro matepuana MoXer
OrPaHUYNUTb CMEKTP BbINOAHAEMbIX MaNOUHBA3UBHbLIX
BMELaTenscTs B CBA3M C (opMupoBaHuem ¢ubposa
B moacnmsuctoit ocHoBe [18]. Fukunaga S. u coasr.

CPABHUTEJIbHAS OLIEHKA MYJTBTUMTAPAMETPMYECKOIO
SHAOPEKTAJIbHOTO YIIbTPA3BYKOBOIO MCCITIEJOBAHUA
M KOJTOHOCKOINMHK C NMPUMEHEHUEM Y3KOTIO CIEKTPA
CBETA B AMATHOCTMKE PAHHETO PAKA MPAMOM KULLIKM

Ha penpe3eHTaTUBHON BLIGOPKe, BKJOYAKOLEI
441 nauueHTa, KOTOPbIM GblNa BbINOJHEHA 3HAOCKOMM-
yecKkas QUCCEKLMs B NOACAU3UCTOM CNoe, YOeAUTENbHO
nokasanu, YTo NpealecTByioWas GUoNCcMs 3HaYMMO yBe-
nuumBaeT puck ubposa NofCAM3UCTON OCHOBBI (11%
npoTus 20,6%, p=0,03).

®nbpo3 B NOACIU3UCTON OCHOBE MOXET ObiTb TaKKe
OLEHeH Mpu NOMOLWM YNLTPa3BYKOBOrO UCCNEA0BaHUS,
TeM He MeHee, YyBCTBUTENbHOCTb M CNELUBUYHOCTb
meToaa coctaBnatot Bcero 77,8% n 57,1%, cOOTBETCTBEH-
HO [19]. Takxe BaXKHO NOAYEPKHYTb, 4TO AUddepeHuu-
anbHas fuarHocTuka ¢ubpo3a U CKpbITON ManUrHuU3a-
LMK B OCHOBAHMU ONYXOAU NPU NOMOLLW YNLTPA3BYKOBO-
ro MccnefoBaHus BecbMa 3aTpygHuTensHa [20].

B 3Toii cBA3M 6GbIM pa3paboTaHbl METOLbI YAYYLIEHUS
AMArHOCTMYECKOW LLeHHOCTU YNbTPa3BYKOBOrO UCCNepo-
BaHWA. Mcnonb3oBaHMe KOMNPECCMOHHOM 3nacTtorpa-
th1n MMeeT BbICOKYIO BOCMPOU3BOANMOCTb U yBENNYMBa-
€T TOYHOCTb YIbTPa3BYKOBOrO UCCNEA0BaHUA B CTAAUPO-
BaHMM onyxoneBoro npouecca [721]. KomnpeccmoHHas
yNbTpa3ByKoBas 3nacrorpacua B HACTOAWMA MOMEHT
BK/IIOYEHA B €eBpOMeiCcKue peKkomeHfauun no 3HAO-
peKTanbHOMY YNbTPa3ByKOBOMY WCCNEA0BaHMIO paKa
npamoi kuwku [22]. CornacHo NoNy4YeHHbIM HAMK faH-
HbIM, BbIYMCIEHWNE OTHOWeHMA AedopmaLnm no3eonser
OLUEHWUTb Hanu4yuMe CKPLITON ManurHu3auuu B aAeHo-
Max C YyBCTBUTENbHOCTbIO U cneuuduyHocTelo 77,8%
1 775%, COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Mpu conoctaBneHuu nokasatenein AUATHOCTUYECKOM
uHdopmarueHoctn IPY3N n KonoHockonuu, nosnyyeH-
HbIX B X0} NPOBEAEHHOro MCCNEeA0BAHMA, NN B FPYM-
ne NauueHTOB C afleHOMaMM BblN YCTAHOBNEHBI Pasiu-
4nA B YyBCTBUTENBHOCTU METOA0B, YPOBEHb 3HAYUMOCTH
KoTopbix mpubauxancs k kputuyeckomy (0,73 npoTus
0,92, p=0,055). Tem He MeHee OTCYTCTBUE CTaTUCTUYECKM
3HAQUMMbIX Pa3UYUl MOXKET ObiTb OOBACHEHO Manou
BbIOOPKOI NaLMEHTOB, YTO ABASETCA OCHOBHBIM OTpaHu-
YeHWEeM HaCTOALWEro NCCNeaoBaHus.

Ewe oAHMM orpaHuyeHueMm paboTbl ABASETCA OTCYT-
CTBME OLEHKM 3HepreTUyeckoi gonnneporpacuu, KoTo-
pas ABNAETCA NepCneKTUBHLIM METOLOM AUArHOCTUKU
CKPBITOW ManurHu3auuMu npu ynsTpassByKOBOM ucche-
poBaHuu [23]. Tak, COMAcHO MTEPaTypHbIM AAHHbIM,
MMeeTCca 3aBUCUMOCTb YPOBHA [ONMNAEPOBCKOr0 UHAEK-
ca BaCKynapusauuu ot nokasatens nAoTHOCTU MUKPOCO-
cynoBs B onyxonu (r=0.438, p=0.002), 4To Takxe BauseT
Ha MokasaTenu BbIXMBAeMOCTW nauueHToB (p<0,05)
[24].

SAKIMKOYEHUE

CpaBHUTENbHBII aHaNU3 YbTPa3BYKOBOMO U 3HAOCKOMM-
YeCKOro MeTO[i0B [MArHOCTUKW MoKasan, YTo uccnepye-
Mble MeTOAbl 06M1afaloT [OCTATOYHO BbICOKMMMW MOKa3a-
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TeNAMU TOYHOCTH, YYBCTBUTENBHOCTU U CNELUPUYHOCTM
B BbIABNEHWUM PAHHEr0 paKa NPAMOW KUWKKW. BbisBneHHas
pasHuLa NPOrHOCTUYECKOM 3HAYUMOCTU METOAOB He
LOCTUTNA LOCTOBEPHBLIX pasnuuuit (p=0,85). Takum obpa-
30M, Ha OCHOBAHWUM NOMYYEHHBIX JAHHbIX MOXHO PEKo-
MeH[0BaTb BbINOJHEHWe 000MX METOLOB UCCNef0BaHMS
BCEM nauueHTaM Ans Gosiee TOYHOTO NpefonepayMoHHO-
ro CTagMpoBaHuUsA OMyxoaein NpAMON KULWKMK.
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