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HEMTPODPUITbHO-TMMPOUMTAPHOE OTHOLLEHMUE,
KAK BMUOMAPKEP MHD®EKUMOHHbIX OCNOXHEHMM
B KONOPEKTAJIbBHOM XUPYPTUU (cobcTBEHHbIE AAHHDIE,
cUCTEMATHYECKMIH 0630p M MeTaaHanu3)

Weneirnn FO.A., Cyxuna M.A., Habuee 3.H., NMoHomapenko A .A.,
Harynos M.A., Cywkoe O.N., Mockanee A.U., Aukacos C.U.

Prey «<HMMUL, kononpokronoruu nmenn A.H.Peixnx» Munspgpasa Poccum
(yn.Canama Apguns, a.2, Mockea, 123423, Poccus)

BBEJJEHUE: 6uonozuyeckue mapkepsl BOCNANEHUS OMHOCAMCSA K OCHOBHOMY UHCMPYMeHmy Nnpo2HO3UPOBAHUSA PUCKA pa3sumus nocje-
0NepayuoHHbIX UHMEKYUOHHbIX OCIOXHeHUl Ha 0oKknuHuyeckom 3mane. 00HUM u3 makux 6uomapkepos fgnsemca HelmpoguabHo-
numgpoyumapHoe omuHoweHue (HJ10), o0Hako HedocmamoyHoe Kosu4ecmso uccnedos8aHull He no3gosasem cyoums 0 €20 YUeHHOCMU KaK
MapKepa UHGeKYUOHHbIX OCNOXHeHUU 8 KONOPeKmanbHol xupypauu.

LEJTb NCCNIELOBAHNA: onpedenums npedckazamensHyio yeHHocms HJ10 kak npedukmopa UHpeKyUOHHbIX OC0XHeHUl nocie onepayuli
Ha mosacmoll Kuwke.

MAUNEHTBI M METO/bI: ¢ sHBaps 2018 200a no dekabps 2019 200a 8 uccnedosarHue 6bin0 BKAYeHO 192 nayueHma nocie onepayulii
Ha mosacmoli kuwke. Onpedensnu yacmomy UHGEKYUOHHbIX OCNOXKHeHUl, paznudus 8 yposHax H/I0 y 60nbHbIX C UHGEKYUOHHbIMU
0CNIOXKHeHUAMU U 6e3 Hux, oyeHusanu naowads nod kpusoi (AUC), yyscmsumenbHocms, cneyuguyHocms, ompuyamesnbHyo U noao-
HKUMesbHYI0 NPO2HOCMUYECKYI0 3HAYUMOCMb 3M020 nokasamesns Ha 3 u 6 nocneonepayuoHHelli deHs ([104). bbein nposedeH nouck
Jumepamypsl U MemaaHanu3 0axHbIx 8 coomgemcmsuu ¢ mpebosaHusmu PRISMA (the preferred reporting items for systematic reviews
and meta-analyses check list) 8 anekmpoHHoU 6a3ze Medline u HayyHol 3nekmpoHHol 6ubnuomeke E-library cpedu aHenos3ssiyHol u pyc-
CKoA3bIYHOU lumMepamypsl 6e3 ozparuyeHuli no dame nybaukayuu no kaoyessim ciosam: «neutrophil/lymphocyte ratio», «neutrophil-
to-lymphocyte ratio», «neutrophil lymphocyte ratio», «neutrophil ratio», «lymphocyte ratio», «colorectaly, «colon», «rectumy», «Hed-
mpogunsHO-nUMPOYUMapHOe omHoweHue», «HelimpoguabHo-nTumMpoyumapHsili uHOekc». B cucmemamuyeckuii 0630p 6binu BKAOYEHbI
B8Ce UCCNe008aHUSA, NOCBALEHHbIe oyeHKe npoeHocmuyeckol yeHHocmu HJ10 kak npedukmopa UHeKyUOHHbIX OCTI0XKHeHUU 8 KOJIOpeK-
mansHoU xupypauu.

PE3YJIbTATbI: uHgekyuoHHble ocnoxHeHus 6biau 8oissaeHsl y 29(15,1%) uz 192 nayuesmos. Ha 3 u 6 1104 meduara 3HaveHul HJ10
Y nayueHmos ¢ UHGeKYUOHHbIMU OCTOXHeHUAMU 6bina Bbile, Yem y nayueHmos 6e3 Hux (p=0,0017 dns 3 104, p=0,018 dns 6 104).
Ha 3 04 nnowads nod kpusol npu moyke omceqyku HJ10 5,13 cocmasuna 0,644, yyscmsumensHocms — 69,7%, cneyuguyHocms —
60,7%(p=0,019). Ha 6 104 aHanozuyHslie nokazamesnu npu moyke omceyku HJ/10 3,94 6binu pasHsl 0,75, 75,9% u 70,6%, coomsem-
cmseHHo (p<0,001).

Yemsipe uccnedosarus (1152 HabnwoeHus) 6binu BrkAo4YeHsl 8 memaaHanu3. Ha 3 [10[] o6veduHeHHas AUC cocmasuna 0,671, 4ys-
cmsumensHocms — 86,3%, cneyuguyHocms — 60,3% (p=0,014), a puck UHPEeKYUOHHO20 OCI0XHEeHUS NPpU 3HaYeHuu GuomMapKepa Bbiuie
nopozosozo so3pacman bonee, yem 8 10 pa3z (0l=10,2; 95% AN: 1,4 72). Ha 4 10 sbiweykazaHHble nokazamesnu 6siau pasHsl 0,711,
75,4%, 87,5%, coomgemcmeseHHo (p=0,002). OmHoweHue waxcos cocmasuno 51 (95% AN: 20-128).

3AKJTIOYEHNE: HelimpogunbHo-numpoyumapHoe omHoweHue A8a3emca 00CmosepHbIM NpeOuKmMopoM 8 NPO2HO3UPOBAHUU PUCKA pas-
BUMUSA UHBEKYUOHHBIX OCNI0XKHeHUl 8 KonopekmansHol xupypauu. Kpome mo2o, HU3Kue 3Ha4yeHus 0aHHO20 6UOMApKepa ABAAIOMCA 3HA-
YumbimM Kpumepuem 6e30nacHol BbINUCKU NAyUeHMo8 U3 cmayuoHapa. PacnpocmpanedHocms u docmynHocms 0aHHO20 mecma denaem
€20 JIe2Ko 8OCNPOU3BOOUMbIM 8 KNUHUYECKOLU npakmuke.

[Kntouessle cnosa: KonopekmanbHas Xupypaus, NocieonepayuoHHble UH(EeKYUOHHbIEe OCNIOKHEHUS, UH(eKYUs 8 06Aacmu Xupypauyecko2o
sMewamesnbcmaa, 6UomMapKep 8oCNaneHus, HelimpoguabHO-nUMPoyumapHoe omroweHue]

KOH®JINKT UHTEPECOB: Asmopbl 3a48/510m 06 omcymcmsuu KOH(AUKmMa uHmepecos.
Ana yumuposarus: Wenbirud H0.A., CyxuHa M.A., Habues 3.H., MoHomapeHko A.A., Harygos M.A., Cywkos 0.W., Mockanes A.W., Aukacos
C.N. HeittpodunbHo-numMboLMTapHOE OTHOWEHME, Kak GMOMapKep WHMEKLMOHHBIX OCOXHEHUI B KONOPEKTaNbHOM XUpyprun (Co6CTBEHHbIE
AaHHble, CUCTeMaTUYeCKNii 0630p u MeTaaHanus). Komonpokmonozus. 2020; 1.19, Ne4, c. 71-92. https://doi.org/10.33878/2073-7556-2020-19-
4-71-92
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NEUTROPHIL-TO-LYMPHOCYTE RATIO AS AN INFECTIOUS
COMPLICATIONS BIOMARKER IN COLORECTAL SURGERY

(own data, systematic review and meta-analysis)

Yuri A.Shelygin, Marina A.Sukhina, Elnur N.Nabiev, Alexey A.Ponomarenko,
Marat A.Nagudov, Alexey |.Moskalev, Oleg |.Sushkov, Sergey I.Achkasov

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

BACKGROUND: biological markers of inflammation belong to the main tool for predicting the risk of infectious complications at the preclinical
stage. One of such biomarkers is the neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR), but an insufficient number of studies does not allow us to estimate
its value as a predictor of infectious complications in colorectal surgery.

AIM: to determine the predictive value of NLR as a predictor of infectious complications after colorectal surgery.

PATIENTS AND METHODS: from January 2018 to December 2019 192 patients after colorectal surgery were included in the study. The rate of
infectious complications, NLR levels differences in patients with and without infectious complications were determined, the area under the
curve (AUC), sensitivity, specificity, negative and positive prognostic value of NLR on the 3rd (POD) and the 6th (POD) postoperative days
were assessed. A literature search and meta-analysis of the data in accordance with the preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and
meta-analyses checklist (PRISMA) were conducted. The information was taken from the Medline electronic database and the E-library, scientific
electronic library, among the English and Russian literature without publication date restrictions by the keywords: “neutrophil/lymphocytera-
tio”, “neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio”, “neutrophil lymphocyte ratio”, “neutrophil ratio”, “lymphocyte ratio”, “colorectal”, “colon”, “rectum”.
The systematic review included all the studies related to assessing the prognostic value of NLR as a predictor of infectious complications in
colorectal surgery.

RESULTS: infectious complications were detected in 29 (15.1%) of 192 patients. On the 3rd and the 6th POD, the patients with infectious
complications had higher median NLR values than the patients without complications (p=0.0017 for the 3rd POD; p=0.018 for the 6th POD).
On the 3rd POD, the area under the curve at the NLR cut-off point 5.13 was 0.644, sensitivity — 69.7%, specificity — 60.7% (p=0.019). On the
6th POD, similar indicators at an NLR cut-off point of 3.94 were 0.75, 75.9% and 70.6%, respectively (p<0,001). Four studies, which included
1,152 observations, were added in the meta-analysis. On the 3th POD, the summarized AUC was 0.671, sensitivity — 86.3%, specificity — 60.3%
(p=0.014). The risk of infection with a biomarker above the threshold increased by more than 10 times (OR=10.2; 95% CI: 1.4-72). On the 4th
POD, the above indicators were 0.711, 75.4%, 87.5%, respectively (p=0.002). 0dds ratio was 51 (95% CI: 20-128).

CONCLUSION: the neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio is a reliable indicator for predicting the risk of developing infectious complications in colorec-
tal surgery. In addition, the low values of this biomarker are an important criterion for the safe discharge of patients from hospital. The preva-
lence and availability of this test makes it easily feasible in clinical practice.

[Key words: colorectal surgery, postoperative infectious complications, surgical site infection, inflammation biomarker,
neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio]
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BB Eﬂ,E HUE yacToTa Moet gocTuratb 20% [2], a B 3% HabnoaeHuni

CTaTb NpUYMHOI NeTanbHoro ucxoga [3]. Y nauueHTos,
MocneonepalMoHHble WHMEKLMOHHbBIE OCTOXHEHWUA  OMEepUPOBaHHBIX MO MOBOAY PaKa TONCTOI KUIWKM, HECO-
(Ranee MHMEKLUNOHHbIE OCTOXHEHWA) ABNAIOTCA aKTy-  CTOATENbHOCTb MEXKMIIEYHOrO aHacToMO3a, KaK OfHO
anbHoit npobnemoit KonopekTanbHoi xupyprun [1]. Ux  n3 nposiBneHni i UHGHEKLUMOHHOTO OCNOXHEHUS, MOXET
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NpMBOAUTL K BO3HMKHOBEHWIO MECTHOrO peLuuBa
3aboneBaHns [4] M OTpULATENbHO BAUAET Ha 06Uy U
6e3peumnanBHyio BbKMBaeMocTb [3,5]. CTouT oTMeTuUT,
YTO pa3BuUTME MHDEKLMOHHOTO OCIOXHEHUS YBENUYU-
BAaeT CTOMMOCTb W [IUTENbHOCTb Niederus [6,7]. PaHHee
BbIIB/IEHE 1 CBOEBPEMEHHAs aKTUBHas NeyebHas Tak-
TUKA NO3BOJAIOT YMEHbLWMUTb NOCNEACTBUA UHDEKLNOH-
HbIX OCOXHeHMi [8].

WNcnonb3oBaHne GUMOMApKepOB BOCMANEHUs sBASETCS
OAHUM W3 PYTUHHbIX WHCTPYMEHTOB B MOHMUTOPUHTE
nocneonepayMoHHoro nepuoaa. Xupypruyeckue Bme-
WaTenbCTBa TECHO CBfA3aHbl C Pa3BUTUEM CUCTEMHOM
BOCMA/INTENbHON peakuuMu OpraHuW3Ma, XapaKTepusy-
foleiics MeTabonMyeckKUMU W UMMYHONOTUYECKUMU
n3meHeHusmu [9]. B 3TOT nepuog npouCxoauT yBenu-
YeHWe YpOBHS LMPKYAMUPYIOLMX B KPOBU HENTPOMNoB
M CHUMXEHWE YpOBHS NUM(OUMTOB, YTO NPUBOAUT K
MMMYHOCYNPeccun Kak OfHOTO U3 KJOUYeBbIX acMeKToB
pa3BuTUA MHMEKLUMOHHOTO ocnoxHeHus [10]. B 3Toil
CBSI3U OLEHKA YPOBHA HENTPOPUIbHO-TMMEBOLUTAPHOTO
oTHoweHus (HJ10) moxeT cayxuTb npocTbiM U 3ddek-
TUBHBIM WHCTPYMEHTOM AJSl BbIAABAEHWS NALMEHTOB C
BbICOKUM PUCKOM Pa3BUTUS MH(EKLMOHHBIX OCIOXKHE-
HWUI. BoNbWKWHCTBO McCnepoBaHWin B KONOPEKTanbHOW
XUPYPrun no gaHHoMy GUOMapKepy MOCBALEHO M3yye-

Huio ponn HI0 kak npeankTopa peunanBoB 3/10Ka4YecT-
BEHHbIX HOBOOGpa3oBaHuil [11,12] u mapkepa obweit u
6e3peuanBHON BbIXKMBAEMOCTM Y NALMEHTOB, CTpaaa-
oWMX pakom ToncToit kuwkm [13,14]. CywecTtByeT papg
paboT, KoTopble xapakTepusyioT HJI0 kak Mapkep Bcex
nocneonepaLmMoHHbIX OCNOXHEHWA B KONOPEKTaNbHOM
XUPYPruu, 04HAKO MaNoe UX KOJMYECTBO He no3sosser
MOMHOLEHHO OLEHUTb €ro KAMHUYECKYI 3HAYUMMOCTb
[15,16]. ins oTBETA Ha 3TOT BONPOC Mbl MPOBEAN NPOC-
nekTMBHOE 06CEepBALMOHHOE MCCNeoBaHMe C Lesblo
OLEHKM npefckasatenbHoit uenHoctu HJI0 kak 6uo-
MapKepa MHMEKLMOHHbBIX OCNOXHEHWUA B KONOPEKTasb-
HOV XMPYPrumn. Y4uTsiBasa OTCYTCTBME CUCTEMATUYECKOTO
0630pa IMTepaTypbl U MeTaaHann3a AaHHbIX, NOCBAILEH-
HbIX BbllleyKa3aHHOW npobneme, HaMu 6bl BbIMOJHEH
MOMCK BCEX [LOCTYMHbIX AHANOTMYHbIX UCCNEA0BAHUN,
nocne yero GblN NPOMU3BEAEH KYMYNSTUBHbIA MeTaaHa-
NIN3 NUTEPATYPHbIX U COOCTBEHHBIX AAHHbIX.

LESTb MCCIEOOBAHMA

OnpepennTb npepckasatenpHyto ueHHocTb HJIO kak
NpeanKTopa MHPEKLMOHHbIX OCNOXHEHWIA Moce onepa-
LN Ha TONCTOM KULLKe.

Ta6nuua 1. Xapaxmepucmuxa 60J1bHbIX U 0COOEHHOCMU BbINOJNHEHHbIX onepamusHbIX eMewlamesibCms

Table 1. Characteristics of patients and surgery types

Mokasarenn Pesynbrat
Mon, n (%)

My>x4mHbl 90(46,9%)
HeHwmnHbl 102(53,1%)
Bospacrt, net (Me, kBapTunu) 62 (53;75)

WNHpekc maccol Tena, kr/m? (Me, kBapTunu)

277 (24,6;31,2)

CreneHb aHecTe3noN0rMYeckoro pucka, n (%)

I 85(44,3%)
II 51(26,6%)
II1 46(23,9%)
v 10(5,2%)
Tun onepatuBHOro BMewarenscTsa, n (%)

[paBOCTOPOHHAA reMUKONIKTOMMA 20(10,4%)
J1eBOCTOPOHHAA reMUKONIKTOMUA 16(8,3%)
Pe3eKuus CUrMOBUAHOW KULLKK 27(14,1%)
MepepHAs pe3eKuns NpAMOit KULIKK 26(13,6%)
Huskas nepefHss pesekumns NpsaMon KULIKY 44(22,9%)
BplolwHo-aHanbHas peseKuus NpsAMON KULWKK 12(6,2%)
BptolwHO-NpoMexXHOCTHaA IKCTUPNALMA NPAMON KMLIKK 3(1,6%)

PeKOHCTPYKTUBHO-BOCCTAHOBUTENbHAA ONepaLus 44(22,9%)

[inutenbHocTb onepauuu, MuH. (Me, kBapTun)

200 (160;240)

Tun onepatusHoro goctyna, n (%)

OTKpbITbIN 108(56,3%)
Jlanapockonuyeckuit 84(43,7%)
WNHTpaonepaumoHHas kposonoTteps, mn (Me, kBapTunn) 60 (40;105)
MocneonepaunoHHbIi Koiko-feHb (Me, kBapTuam) 8 (7;11)

HEMTPODUITbHO-IMMDOLMTAPHOE OTHOLLEHME,
KAK BMOMAPKEP MH®EKLIMOHHbIX OCJTOXHEHUN
B KOJTOPEKTAJIbHOM XUPYPIMM (cobcTeeHHbIe
AGHHbIE, CMCTEeMATHYeckmii 0630p M MeTaaHanus)
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NAUMEHTBI U METOb

B uccneposaHune BownM BCe NaLMEHTbI, KOTOPbIM Tpe-
60BanoCh XMpypruyeckoe NeyeHue no noBomy Konopek-
TaNbHOrO paka Uau 6biNa BbINOJHEHA PEKOHCTPYKTUBHO-
BOCCTaHOBUTENbHAsA ONepauus Ha TOACTON KULWKe npu
VCN0BUN OTCYTCTBUA MEPCUCTUPYIOLMX 04aroB MH eK-
LMK, OCNOXHEHHbIX HOPM BOCMANUTENbHbIX 3aboneBa-
HUI KMIWLEYHUKA, ayTOMMMYHHbIX 3a60NeBaHuid, neiKo-
neHuu NM6O NeikounTo3a (ypoBeHb NENKOLUTOB HUXKe
4x10°/n v Beiwe 10x10°/n). WccnepoBaHue 6bi10 0f0-
GpeHo aTuyeckum komutetom OIBY «HMUL, kononpok-
Tonorun umenun A.H.Poixunx» MuHsppasa Poccun.

B nepuop c sHBaps 2018 no pekabpb 2019 roga B
uccnefoBaHue BKAOYeHO 192 nauueHTa, onepupoBaH-
Horo B Hawem LleHtpe. B 148(77,0%) u3 192 cnyvaes
Oblna BbINONHEHA PE3eKLMUA TONCTON KULWKKU NO NOBOAY
KOJIOpEeKTaNbHOIO paka, a 44(23,0%) nauueHTa nepeHec-
NI PEKOHCTPYKTUBHO-BOCCTAHOBUTE/IbHYIO OMepaLuio ¢
NUKBMAALMEA OfHOCTBONLHOW KOAOCTOMbI nocne one-
pauuii no Tuny laptmaHa (Tabn.1l). MeguaHa Bo3spacTta
nauyueHtos coctasuna 62(53;75) roga. Cratuctuyecku
3HAYMMbIX Pa3NUYMA B TeHJEPHOM pacnpepeneHnu
BbIABNIEHO He 6blN0. BONbWKHCTBO NaLMeHTOB MUMeNo
I cTeneHb aHeCTe3MONOrMYECKOrOo PUCKA, a CPeaHui
MHLEKC MacChbl Tena COOTBETCTBOBAN HOPMaNbHbIM 3Ha-
YeHusm (Tabn.1l). Takxke He ObLIO CyLECTBEHHbIX pa3-
ANYnii B TUNE onepaunoHHoro goctyna (Tabn.1).
Moacyér HeiTpocunos u AMM@OLUTOB B BEHO3HOM
KpPOBM Ha MepBblid, TPETUWA U LWeCTOW mochneonepauu-
OHHblIt AeHb (MO[]) npon3BoAMAM npu nomowM anna-
pata CELL-DYN Ruby (Abbott; CLUA). HeittpocunbHo-
AumM@ounNTapHOe OTHOLEHMe PacCYUTBIBANOCh NyTeM
peneHus abCoNIOTHOrO KONMYeCcTBa HEMTpPOhUNOB Ha
abCconioTHOE KOMMYECTBO NUMGOLUTOB B BEHO3HOW
KpoBH.

_ AbcosmomHoe Konudecmso Helimpoguos

H/10 =
Ab6conomHoe Konu4decmso aumMgpoyumos

MOHUTOPUHT MH(EKLMOHHBIX OCNOXHEHUI Y NAaLUEHTOB
NPOBOAMICA HA BCEM MNPOTAXEHUM CTALMOHAPHOTO M
ambynaTopHoro 3tanos feyeHus go 30-ro nocneonepa-
LMOHHOrO AHs. NHheKLUMOHHbIE 0CNOXHEHUA B 06NacTH
xupyprudeckoro BMewarenscrea (M0XB) pernctpuposa-
JNCb cornacHo kputepusam LleHTpa no KoHTponio 3a6o-
nesanuit n npodunaktukm CLUA. TMocneonepaynoHHas
oTpaNneHHas MHbEeKUMs [MarHoCTMpoBanacb € y4eToMm
AaHHbIX NabopaTOPHbIX U UHCTPYMEHTAIbHbIX METOL0B
nccnepfoBaHmii [17].

Hamu Obln  npou3BefeH MOUCK NUTepaTypbl U
MeTaaHann3, 0CHOBaHHbIN Ha TpeboBaHuAx PRISMA (the
preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and
meta-analyses check list) [18], B 3anekTpoHHOI1 6a3e
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Medline cpepu aHMOA3BIYHBIX UCTOYHWUKOB NUTEPATYPSI
W PYCCKOA3bIYHBIX NYGAMKALUIA B HAYYHOI 3NIEKTPOHHOIA
6ubnuoteke E-library 6e3 orpaHuyeHunit no gare ny6au-
Kauuu (okoHYaHue noucka 04.06.2020 r.) nNo KNoYeBbIM
cnosam: «neutrophil/lymphocyte ratio», «neutrophil-
to-lymphocyte ratio», «neutrophil lymphocyte ratio»,
«neutrophil ratio», «lymphocyte ratio», «colorectal,
«colony», «rectumy, «HelTpohuIbHO-TUMbOLUTAP-
HOE OTHOWEHUE», «HEUTPODUIbHO-TUMBOLUTAPHBIN
WHAEKC». B cuctematuyecknit 0630p BKIIOYEHbI BCe
WCCNeL0BaHUsA, MOCBALLEHHbIE OLEHKe MpPOrHoCTUYe-
cKkoi ueHHoctn HJIO kak npegukTopa MHMEKLMOHHbIX
OCJIOXKHEHWIA B KONOPEKTANBHON XUPYPIUK.

Mpu nomowu nouckosoii cuctembl PubMed B 6ase
Medline, nouckoBON cuCTEMbI HayYHON 3NEKTPOHHOIA
oubnuoteku E-library Ha caiite http://www.elibrary.
ru/ no 3anpocam, COAEPKaBLIMM BbileyKa3aHHble Kito-
YeBble C10B3, HaiaeHo 463 nybankauuu. NMpu cKpUHKUH-
re 0T06paHo 87 paboT, COOTBETCTBYIOLLUX TEME UCCNEe0-
BaHWsA. 3aTeM OblIM UCKIIOYEHbl 0630pbl TUTEPATYPLI —
7 cTateil, nybnukauuu, noceseHHble olyeHke HN0 Kak
npeAnKTOopa obuiei 1 6e3peLnanBHOI BbIXKUBAEMOCTH —
71 cTatbs, paboThl, NocBsleHHble oueHke HI0 kak 6uo-
MapKepa BCeX MOC/NeonepalnoHHbIX OCI0XHEHW 6e3
pasgeneHns Ha WHGbEKLUOHHblE W HeUHGDEKLMUOHHbIE
— 6 crareit. Mo pe3ynbTatam cucTematuyeckoro ob63opa
nuTepaTypbl ObiI0 0TOOpPaHO 3 WMCCNefoBaHUsA, OLEHU-
atowux HJI0 kak npegukTop MHMEKLMOHHBIX OCNOX-
HeHUIA. [lonoNHUTENbHO GbIIKM BKMOYEHBI COBCTBEHHbIE
AaHHble (192 nauuenTa). MeTaaHanusy 6binu noasep-
THYTbl pe3ysnbTatbl nevyenus 1152 nauuentoB (Puc.l)
[19-21].

4 N
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-Medline (n=309)

-Elibrary (n=154) / \
\_ Y, UcKntodeHbi:
- 0630pbl iMTEpaTypsbl (N=7)
- UCCNeL0BaHUA, NOCBALLEHHbIE
oueHke H/10 Kak npesuKkTopa
obuieit n bespeunansHoit
BbIXXMBaemocTut (n=71)
- UCCNe0BaHUA, NOCBALLEHHbIE
oueHke H/10 kak buomapkepa

Bcex nocneonepalmoHHbIX

4 2\
CKPUHUHT Ny6avKaLmii

(n=87)

OCNOMKHEHWI (n=6)

MonHoTekcToBbIE
ny6avkaumy, soweaimne
B UcCnegoBaHue (n=3)

PucyHok 1. [Juazpamma noucka aumepamypel
Figure 1. Literature search diagram
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Tabnuua 2. Budbl UHPEKYUOHHbIX OCIOXHeHUL
Table 2. Types of infectious complications

Bup ocnoxHeHus n (%)
OpraHo-npoctpaHcTBeHHble MOXB 13(44,9%)
NoBepxHocTHble VIOXB 9(31%)
MNocneonepaunoHHas oTaaNeHHas MHbeKLMA 5(17,2%)
KombuHMpoBaHHblE MHBEKLMOHHbIE OCOKHEHUS 2(6,9%)
Wroro 29(100%)
HJ10 3 peHb HJ10 6 peHb
100 — 100 —
o] B 0 B
U 80 — C 80 —
o » ] »
3 - 3 -
E B [ =
S - S -
@ 40 — @ 40 —
v v "
2 - 2 -
N AUC=0,644 N AUC=0,75
B p=0,019 - p<0,001
O_IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII 0 IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100

100-cneundnyHOCTL

100-cneyn$NYHOCTb

PucyHok 2. ROC kpusas dnsa H/10 8 kavecmse npedukmopa UHeKYUOHHbIX 0C0XHeHUl Ha 3 u 6 110/]
Figure 2. ROC curve for the NLR as a predictor of infectious complications on the 3rd POD and on the 6th POD

Cratuctuyeckasa o6paboTKa pesynbLTaToB

[laHHble 0 60NbHLIX ObIIM BHECEHBI B 3NEKTPOHHYIO
Tabnuuy Excel. Cratuctuyeckas obpabotka u rpaduye-
CKO€ NpeAcTaBeHe MaTepuana BbIMOJHANUCH C MOMO-
weto nporpamm SPSS Statictics 22.0, MedCalc version
19, Review Manager 5.4 1 3nekTpoHHoit cpefbl RStudio
ana Windows. CpaBHEHWA cpefHUX BEAWYMH Mpon3Be-
A€Hbl C NPUMEHEHWEM HemapHOro t-TecTa ¢ NONPaBKoil
CTblofeHTa ans Manbix Bbi6opok. Tect MaHHa-YUTHU Bbin
MCNob30BaH NpU HenmapaMeTpUYecKoM pacnpefeneHnu
B COBOKyNHOCTU. OnpeneneHue TOYEK OTCEYKM 3Haye-
Huii HJ10 Ha 3 M 6 nocneonepauyoHHbI AeHb B Kade-
CTBE NMpeuKTopa UHAEKLMOHHBIX OCNOXHEHU NpoBO-
gunu npu nomowm ROC-aHanu3a (Receiver Operating
Characteristic, ROC). 3HayeHue Haunyywen YyBCTBM-
TENbHOCTU U cneundUyHOCTY ObiIM onpeaeneHsbl, 0CHO-
BblBasCb Ha WHAekce t0geHa. [ns oueHKM npepncka-
3atenbHOli UeHHocTM HJI0 OoTHOCMTENbHO MOPOroBOro
VPOBHS BbIYUCASAIMN YYBCTBUTENBHOCTb, CNELUGUYHOCTD,
NONOXUTENbHYIO U OTPULATENbHYIO NPOrHOCTUYECKYIO
3HAYMMOCTb. Pe3ynbTaThl CYNTANUCh CTATUCTUYECKM 3HA-
YMMbIMK NPpU 3HaYeHun p<0,05.

HEMTPODUITbHO-IMMDOLMTAPHOE OTHOLLEHME,
KAK BMOMAPKEP MH®EKLIMOHHbIX OCJTOXHEHUN
B KOJTOPEKTAJIbHOM XUPYPIMM (cobcTeeHHbIe
AGHHbIE, CMCTEeMATHYeckmii 0630p M MeTaaHanus)

PE3YJIbTATHI

CobcTBEHHOE UCCNIef0BaHNE

NHdeKUMOHHbIE OCNOXKHEHUA ObiNM BbIABNEHH Y
29(15,1%) u3 192 nauyMeHTOB, BKJIOYEHHbIX B MpO-
Tokon wuccneposanus (Ta6n.2). Moyt nNoNoOBUHY
HabnopaeHUi (44,9%;13/29) B CTPYKTYpPE OCNOXKHEHMI
cocTtaBuna opraHo-npoctpaHcTBeHHas WOXB, 6o0nb-
Was 4yacTb KOTOPOW MpeAcTaBieHa HecOCTOATENbHO-
CTbi0 MexKuweyHoro aHactomosa (92,3%; 12/13).
lleym (6,9%) u3 29 nauueHToB 6bina ycTaHoBne-
Ha KOMOUHMPOBAHHAA MHGbEKLMA B BUAE COYeTaHUs
nosepxHocTHoit WOXB n nocneonepauynMoHHOR 0oTAa-
NeHHOW WHdekunn. MepmaHa pa3BuTua MHbeKUM-
OHHbIX OCNOXHEHWA cocTaBuna 7 (4;8) gHeit nocne
onepauuu.

Mpu cpaBHeHun mepnaH yposHeit HJIO y 60nbHBIX C
MH(EKLMOHHBIMU OCNOXKHEHUAMU W 6e3 HUX ObiNo
MONYYEHO CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYUMOE yBEenNYeHue
ypoBHs 6uomapkepa ana 3 (p=0,013) u 6 (p<0,001)
NOA. Ha 3 pgeHb meguaHa 3HadeHuit HJIO y Gonb-
HbIX C MHGMEKLMOHHBIMU OCIOXHEHUAMU COCTaBUNA

NEUTROPHIL-TO-LYMPHOCYTE RATIO AS AN INFECTIOUS
COMPLICATIONS BIOMARKER IN COLORECTAL SURGERY

(own data, systematic review and meta-analysis)

15



716

Tabnuua 3. XapakmepucmuKa BKIIOYEHHbIX 8 MEMAGHANU3 UCCe008aHUL
Table 3. Characteristics of the included in the meta-analysis studies

Konuuectso | [lHu onpepenenuns MepBuyHasa Touka
ABTOpbBI fop Tun uccneposanus
cny4aes HJ10 nccnepoBaHuA
Mik et al. (2018) 2018 lMpocnekTnsHoe 724 4 OpraHo-NpoCTpaHCTBEHHaAs
obcepBaynoHHoe N0XB
Walker et al. (2018) 2018 Cnyvaii 136 15 OpraHo-npocTpaHCcTBEHHas
KOHTPOAb MOXB
WWenbiruH u coast. (2017) 2017 MpocnekTuBHOE 100 3 OpraHo-npocTpaHCTBeHHas
obcepBaynoHHoe NOXB
WensiruH 1 coast. (2020) 2020 MpocnexusHoe 192 316 Vindeumonnie
06cepBaLMoHHOe OCNIOXKHEHNA
Tabnuua 3. Xapakmepucmuka, 8KII0YeHHbIX 8 MemaaHanu3s uccaedosaruli (npodomxerue 1).
Table 3. Characteristics of the included in the meta-analysis studies (continuation 1)
. . Konuyecreo Yacrora
Onepauui Ha Onepauui Ha
ABTOpbI . . Npyrue MH(EKLUUOHHBIX MH(EKLUUOHHBIX
060/04HOII KUILIKE | NPAMON KULIKe . .
OCJIOKHEHWIA 0CNoXKHeHUN (%)
Mik et al. (2018) 419 305 0 33 4,6
Walker et al. (2018) 39 84 13 1 81
LWenbirvH u coasr. (2017) 0 100 0 20 20
LenbirvH u coast. (2020) 107 85 0 29 15,1
Tabnuua 3. Xapakmepucmuka, BKIIOYEHHbIX 8 MeMaaHanu3 uccnedosanuli (npodosxeHue 2)
Table 3. Characteristics of the included in the meta-analysis studies (continuation 2)
Touka orceuku HNO | YyBcTBUTENbHOCTL | CneuuduyHoOCTD
AsTOpBI AUCHJIO pensb 3 neHb 3 HII0 (%) aewb 3 HII0 (%) aewb 3 p HNO penb 3
Mik et al. (2018) HO HO HO HO HO
Walker et al. (2018) 0,699 5,05 100 39,2 0,013
LenbirvH u coast. (2017) 0,65 37 95 83 0,26
LenbirnH u coasT. (2020) 0,644 513 69 60,7 0,019
Tabnuua 3. Xapakmepucmuka, BKIIOYEHHbIX 8 MemaaHanu3 uccnedosanuli (npodosxeHue 3)
Table 3. Characteristics of the included in the meta-analysis studies (continuation 3)
Touka otceuku HJO | YysctButenbHoctb | CneuuduyHoctb
ABTOpbBI AUC HN0 peHb 4 neHb 4 HI0 (%) AeHb 4 HI0 (%) AeHb 4 p HNO pexb 4
Mik et al. (2018) 0,68 6,50 69 96,5 HO
Walker et al. (2018) 0,78 6,15 100 61,8 0,009
LenbirvH u coast. (2017) HO HO HO HO HO
LenbirnH u coast. (2020) HO HO HO HO HO

7(4,20;9,44), a Ha 6 MO - 5 (4;6,7). Onsa naumeHToB
6e3 UHGMEKLUNOHHBIX OCNOXHEHUA MeAuaHa 6uomap-
Kepa coctaBuna 4,8 (3,37;6,95) ana 3 NOA4 un 295
(2,28;4,25) pna 6 NMOQ.

ROC-aHanu3 ypoBHs nsmeHeHuit HJ10 Ha 3 NOJ noka-
3an nnowapb nog kpusoit (AUC; area under curve)
pasHyto 0,64, 4TO COOTBETCTBYET YAOBJETBOPUTENb-
HOW Mogenu aHanusda paHHbix (Puc. 2). B cootset-
cTBUM ¢ noctpoeHHoi ROC-KpMBOM TOUYKA OTCEYKM ANS
HJI0 6bina paBHa 5,13. Ha 3 cyTku nocne onepauuu
yyBcTBUTENbHOCTL HJIO npu yposHe 5,13 coctaBuna
69% (95%[1:49,2-84,7%), cneunduynocts — 60,7%
(95%[1:52,8-68,3%), oTpuuatenbHas MPOTHOCTUYE-
CKas 3Ha4yumMocCTb — 91,7% (95%[1:86,3-95%), a nono-
XUTenbHaa nporHocTuyeckas 3Hadyumocts — 23,8%

KOJIOMPOKTOJOINA, tom 19, N2 4, 2020

(95%[:18,6-29,9%). B cooTBeTCTBUM C NOAYYEH-
HbIMW AaHHbIMKU 3Ha4YeHue HJI0 Ha 3 MO meHee 5,13
MOJET roBOpUTb O KpaitHe HUu3KoM pucke MNO - 8,3%,
B TO )€ Bpems npu 3HadeHuu HIO Gonee 5,13, puck
pa3BuTUA nocnepHux coctasnset 69% (p=0,019).

Ha 6 nocneonepauuoHHbiit aeHb AUC 6bina paBHa 0,75,
4TO CBWAETENbCTBYET O XOpOLWeM KayecTBe MOAenu
aHanusa paHHbix (Puc.2). YysctButensHocte HJO
Ha 6 MO npu ypoBHe oTceukn 6Guomapkepa — 3,94
coctaBuna 75,9% (95% [LOW: 44,4-975%), cneunduy-
HocTb — 70,6% (95% [M:84,5-98,2%), oTpuuarens-
Has NporHocTMyeckas 3HayumocTb — 94,3% (95%
OW: 89,5-969%), a nonoxutenbHas MNPOrHOCTMYe-
cKas 3Hayumoctb — 31,4% (95% [OW: 25,1-38,6%).
Mo pesynbratam, Ha 6 MO 3Hayenne HJI0 meHee

KOLOPROKTOLOGIA, v. 19, no. 4, 2020
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HJ10 8 kKayecmse npeduKkmopa UHGeKUUOHHbIX 0ci0XHeHul Ha 3 104

Figure 3. Summarized ROC curve (SROC) (A), forest-plot of sensitivity (B) and specificity (C) for NLR as a predictor of infectious
complications on the 3d POD
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B KOJTOPEKTAJIbHOM XUPYPIMM (cobcTeeHHbIe (own data, systematic review and meta-analysis)
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Figure 4. Summarized ROC curve (SROC) (A), forest-plot of sensitivity (B) and specificity (C) for NLR as a predictor of infectious
complications on the 4th POD
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Experimental Control

UccnepgoBaHue Events Total Events Total
g=1
Walker A. et al. (2018) 11 92 1 45
LenbirvH K0.A. n coaBT. (2017) 19 33 1 67
WenbiruH t0.A. 1 coaBT. (2020) 20 87 9 105
Random effects model 212 217
Heterogeneity: > = 76%, 1> = 2.2323, p = 0.01
Random effects model 212 217
Heterogeneity: I> = 76%, T2 = 2.2323, p = 0.01
Residual heterogeneity: I = 76%, p = 0.01

Experimental Control

UccnepgoBaHue Events Total Events Total
g=1

Mik M. et al. (2018) 23 47 10 677
Walker A. et al. (2018) 11 57 1 80
Random effects model 104 757
Heterogeneity: > = 12%, 1> = 0.0869, p = 0.29
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PucyHok 5. []pesosudHsiii epagpux omHoweHuUs WaHcos pa3sumus UHPeKyUoHHbIX 0Cnox)HeHul npu nossiweHuu H/10 Ha 3 (A)

u4(B)nog
Figure 5. Forest-plot of odds ratio after NLR risingon 3d (A) and

3,94 roBOpPUT O BbLICOKOW A0N€ BEpPOATHOCTU OTCYT-
CTBMA WHMEKUNOHHbIX OCNOXHEHUA (94,3%), B TO
Bpema Kak npu yposHe HJ10 Bbiwe 3,94 puck pa3sutus
nocnegHux coctasnser 75,9% (p<0,001).

MeTaaHanus nuTepaTypHbIX U COOCTBEHHbIX AAHHBIX
[laHHble nccnefoBaHuUi, BOWeAWNX B MeTaaHanus, npeg-
cTaBneHsl B Tabnuue 3.

Mpn aHanu3e nokasateneit HJI0 kak mapkepa MH(ek-
LIMOHHBIX OCNOXHEHUN Ha 3 feHb nocne onepauun AaH-
Hble M0 YyBCTBUTENLHOCTH, cneunduyHocTu n AUC 6binu
npencraBneHsl uccnegosanuamu LWensirnna H0.A. u
coasrt. (2017), Walker A. u coaBt. (2018) 1 HawnMmn AaH-
HbIMU — BCero 428 cnyyaes. [pn meTaaHanu3e AaHHbIX
HaMu ObINO BLISBAEHO, YTO YYBCTBUTENBLHOCTb METOAA
coctasnser 86% (95% [W:63-95%), cneunduyHocTs —
60% (95% [11:35-80%), a o6beguHerHas AUC coctaBuna
- 0,671 (p=0,014) (Puc.3). LLaHchl pa3BUTUA MHPEKLMOH-
HbIX OCNOXHeHMit npu noka3sartene HJ10 Bbiwe noporoso-
ro 3HaueHus (uHTepsan 3,70-5,13) yBenuuusatoTcs Gonee,
yem B 10 pa3 (OWW=10,2, 95% [IN:1,4-72) (Pwnc.5).

Mpu aHanu3e [aHHbIX, COOTBETCTBOBABWMUX 4 CyT-

HEMTPODUITbHO-IMMDOLMTAPHOE OTHOLLEHME,
KAK BMOMAPKEP MH®EKLIMOHHbIX OCJTOXHEHUN
B KOJTOPEKTAJIbHOM XUPYPIMM (cobcTeeHHbIe
AGHHbIE, CMCTEeMATHYeckmii 0630p M MeTaaHanus)

4th (B) POD

Kam nocne onepauuu, AaHHble MO YyBCTBUTENLHOCTH,
cneunduyroctv u AUC Gbinm npeacTaeieHsl B 2 uccne-
posaHuax — Mik M. u coasT. (2018) n Walker A. n coasr.
(2018) — 860 cnyyaes. Mpu MeTaaHann3e AaHHbIX GbINO
BbISIBNIEHO, YTO YYBCTBUTENbHOCTH METOAA COCTaBnsAeT
75% (95% [WN:61 85%), cneuuduyHoctb — 87%
(95% [1N:50-98%), obbepuHeHHas AUC coctaBuna —
0,71(p=0,02) (Puc.4). WaHcbl pa3BuTnA UHDEKLUOHHBIX
0CI0XHeHuit npu nokasatene HJ10 Bbilwe TOYKM OTCEUYKM
(uuTepBan 6,15-6,50) yBenuuuatotcs Gonee, yem B 50
pa3 (OW=51; 95% [1:20-128) (Puc.5).

OBCYXAOEHUE

BonbwuHcTBo nccneposanuit HI10 HanpaBneHo Ha oUeH-
Ky KoppensLuu ypoBHs 6GUoMapKepa U OHKONOTMMYeCKo-
ro NporHo3a 3aboneBaHuit y 60bHbIX KONOPEKTaNbHbIM
pakom [13,14,22,23]. Mo faHHbIM NOCNefHero MeTaaHa-
nu3a Li H. u coast. (2019), BknioumnsLlero B cebs 5897
CNy4aeB, BbICOKOE npeponepaLunoHHoe 3HaveHue HJIO0
(TOYKa OTCEUKM YpOBHsA GUOMapKepa — 5) UMeeT npsmyto

NEUTROPHIL-TO-LYMPHOCYTE RATIO AS AN INFECTIOUS
COMPLICATIONS BIOMARKER IN COLORECTAL SURGERY

(own data, systematic review and meta-analysis)
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KOpPpensLMOHHY0 CBA3b C Xxypwei obuweit (OP=1,66;
95%[1: 1,36-2,02, p<0,001) u 6e3peLnauBHON BbIXXUBA-
emoctbto (OP=1,54; 95%[1: 1,18-2,02, p=0,002).
Boicokoe npeponepaunoHHoe 3Hadenue HJI0 Takxke
MMeeT MPAMYI0 KOPPENALMOHHYIO CBA3b C PUCKOM pas-
BUTUA OCNOXHEHWA NOCNe XUPYPruyeckoro neyeHus.
B nccneposanuu Palin R. u coasTt. (2017) npopemoH-
CTPMPOBaHa CTaTUCTUYeCKM 3HaymMmas csasb (p=0,031)
MeX[y BbICOKMM 3HayeHWeM Guomapkepa (Touka oTcey-
ku ypoBHA HJI0 — 5) 1 yBenuyeHneM pucka eTanbHoro
ncxopa B TeyeHue 30 fHel y 6ONbHBIX, ONEPUPOBAHHBIX
Nno NOBOJAY KONOPEKTaNbHOro paka B 3KCTPEHHOM MOpAf-
Ke [24].

Beicokuit yposeHb HJT0 nocne onepauum Takxe accouu-
MPOBaH C yBENMYEHNEM YACTOTbl Pa3BUTUA OCIOXKHEHUN
[15,16]. B uccnepgosanun Benlice C. u coast. (2019),
6bIN10 BKNOYEHO 1328 nauMeHTOB, MOABEPrHYTHIX One-
paTMBHOMY BMeLIATeNbCTBY Ha TONCTONW Kuwke. Ha 2
cyTku nocne onepauuu HJ10 okazanock 3HaYMMbIM npe-
AVKTOPOM BCEX OCNOXHEHU 6e3 auddepeHLMpoBKM Ha
NHGbEKLNOHHbIE U HEUH(EKLMOHHbIE NPU YPOBHE GMO-
Mapkepa 6onblwe uan pasHom 9,2 (OlW=1,43; 95% OU:
1,03-1,98; p=0,02)[16].

B apy BHefpeHMs nporpamMmbl YCKOPEHHOTO BbI3[0POB-
NEHUs B XWPYPruio, KOraa neyeHue B nocneonepaLlnoH-
HOM NMepuOoAe HanpaeieHo Ha 6e3onacHoe cokpalleHue
BpeMeHU NpeGblBaHWA NaLMeHTa B CTaLlMOHAPe, @ nocne-
OnepaLMoHHbIA KOWMKO-AeHb COCTaBNAeT, B CpefHeM, 5
LHeit [7], cywecTByeT noTpe6HOCTL B PYTUHHOM UCMONb-
30BaHNMN HEJOPOTUX, LOCTYMHbIX 1 BbICOKOMH(OPMATUB-
HbIX 6MOMapKepoB 6e30MacHOW BLIMUCKW MauuMeHTa W3
cTauuoHapa. 0gHUM U3 HUX, 0bNagas BbICOKOW OTpULLaA-
TeNbHOMN 3HaYuMMocTbio (91,7% — Ha TpeTuit n 94,3% — Ha
wecrtoit MO[), moxet cnyxuts HJIO0.

Hamu npoBefieH cuctematnyeckuit 0630p nutepartypsl,
no pesy/ibTaTaM KOTOPOro 6blN0 HaigeHo 3 uccnepo-
BaHMA, HanpaBfieHHbIX HA U3yYyeHWe npefcKasateNbHON
ueHHoctn HI10 B oTHOWeHUM MHBEKLNOHHBIX 0CNOXKHEe-
HUi B KOonopekTanbHoi xupypruu. Mocne obbeaUHEHUS
OaHHbIX HaWgeHHbIX MyBAuKaumii 1 cobcTBEHHOM pabo-
Tbl MO pe3ynbTatam MmeTaaHanu3a Ha 3 MO[, npu Touke
oTceykn buomapkepa B uHTepBane 3,7-5,13 obbeguHeH-
Hasa AUC coctaBuna 0,671, yyBCTBUTENBHOCTL — 86,3%,
cneunduyHoctb - 60,3% (p=0,014), a yBenuyeHue
lWaHca pa3BuUTUA MHPEKLLMOHHOTO OCTIOXKHEHUSA — Bonee,
yem B 10 pa3 (OW=10,2; 95% [WN: 1,4-72). Ha 4 peHb
nocne onepauuu npu HJI0 B nHTepeane 6,15-6,50 aHa-
NOrMYHble nokasatenun Gbinu pasHbl 0,711, 75,4% u 87,5%,
cooTBeTCTBEHHO (p=0,002), a WwaHc pa3BuTMa NHDEKLM-
OHHOTO OC/IOXXHEHUS NPU 3HAYEHUN GUOMApKepa Bbille
noporosoro Bo3pactan 6onee, yem B 50 pa3 (OW=51;
95% [IN: 20-128). Mony4eHHble pe3ynbTaTbl MOTYT CBU-
[eTenbCTBOBaTb O TOM, YTO C yBeNUYEHUeM nocieonepa-
LMOHHOTO HA NPOUCXOANUT yBENMYEHUEe TOYHOCTM TecTa
M ero cneumduyHOCTH, HO BMECTE C 3TUM CHUXAETCA ero
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YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTb, OAIHAKO BBUAY Masoro KOJMYecTBa
paboT, BOWEAWMX B MeTaaHanu3, aKTyanbHO NpPOAoS-
)KEHUWe NPOCNEKTUBHbIX UCCAeLOBAHUIA C LENbI0 OLEHKM
nocneonepauynoHHoro HJ10 kak npegukTopa nHdeKuu-
OHHbIX OCJTOXXHEHWU B KONOPEKTaNbHON XUPYPrun.
[pyrvmu pacnpocTpaHeHHbIMM 6GUOMapKepamMu B auar-
HOCTUKE WMH(MEKLMOHHbIX OCIOXHEHUA ABNAIOTCSA
C-peaktuBHblit 6enok (CPB) u npokanbuutoHuH (MKT).
B metaananuse Cousin F. u coasT. (2016), BKAOUMBLIEM B
cebs 11 nccnenosaHmuii n 2692 nauyuenTa, bbina oLeHeHa
npegckasarensHas ueHHocTb CPB u MKT kak mapke-
poB opraHo-npocTpaHcTBeHHo MOXB B KonopeKTanbHO
xupypru [25]. Ha 3 MO pns CPB o6veauHeHHas AUC
coctaBuna 0,8, YyBCTBUTENBHOCTb — 75%, cneunduyHoOCTb
- 72%, a pna MKT-0,78, 69% u 71%, COOTBETCTBEHHO.
CpaBHMBaA 3TW JaHHble C MOJMyYEHHbIMU HAMU pe3yib-
TaTaMi, MOXHO OTMETUTb Go/ee BbICOKYI TOYHOCTb W
cneun-puyHocts Tecta CPb u KT, HO MeHblwyO 4yB-
crButensHocTb. Ha 4 TO[l aBTOpel nonyumam cxoxue
3HayeHua niowanu nog kpuson — 0,79 ona CPb 1 0,72 pns
MKT, yBenunueHune 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTY TecTa — 78% ana CPb
u MKT, Ho cHuKeHue cneunduyHocTn go 71% pna CPB u
52% pnsa MNKT, uTo He KoppenupyeT C NONYYEHHbIMU HaMK
pe3ynbtatamu. AHanu3upys 3HadeHus AUC MoxHO CKa-
3atb, yto CPB 1 MKT umetoT Gonee BbICOKYIO npefckasa-
TeNbHYI0 LeHHOCTb, yeM HJ10 kak npepukTopa MHGbeEKLM-
OHHBbIX OCJIOXHEHWIH B KONopekTanbHon xupyprum (Ha 3
noA AUC gna CPb - 0,8, ans MKT- 0,72, a pns HNO - 0,671,
Ha 4 N0 - 0,79, 0,72 n 0,711, cooTBeTcTBEHHO). OfHaKO,
VUMTHIBASA WUPOKYIO JOCTYMHOCTb KIMHUYECKOTO aHanu3a
KpoBu 1 ero aewesusHy, HJ10 MmoxeT cTaTb HOBOI onuuen
B CTPYKType KNMHWYECKOro aHanu3a KpoBW, NO3BONAIO-
wen 3¢hPeKTMBHO NPOrHO3UPOBATb PUCK MHPEKLMOHHbIX
OCJIOXKHEHWI B KONOPEKTANIbHOW XUPYPruu.

3AKIMKOYEHUE

HelitpodunbHo-numdoumtapHoe OTHOWeEHMe ABNAETCA
[OCTOBEPHbIM NPELUKTOPOM B MPOrHO3WPOBAHUN pPUCKa
pa3BUTUA UHDEKLMOHHbBIX OCNOXHEHWUI B KONOPEKTab-
HOW xupypruu. bonbwas npeackasatenbHas LEHHOCTb
CPB u MKT, BbICOKas AOCTYNHOCTb M [elleBU3Ha BbINON-
HEHUA KNMHMYecKoro aHanusa kposu, penatot HJO
0onee NepCnekTUBHLIM TECTOM B KIMHUYECKON MpPaKTU-
ke. Kpome Toro, HU3KMe 3HaYeHUs faHHOTO GMOMapkepa
ABNAIOTCA 3HAYUMbIM KpUTEpUEM paHHell 6e3onacHoil
BbINMCKM NaLMEHTOB U3 CTaLMOHapa.
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